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A bstract

If the gravitino is Iight and all the other supersym m etric particles are heavy, we can
consider the e ective theory describing the interactions of its goldstino com ponents
w ith ordinary m atter. To discuss the m odeldependence of these interactions, we
take the sin ple case of spontaneously broken supersymm etry and only two chiral
super elds, associated with the godstino and a m asslessm atter ferm ion. W e derive
the fourpoint e ective coupling involving two m atter ferm ions and two godstinos,
by explicit integration of the heavy spin-0 degrees of freedom In the low-energy
Iin it. Surprisingly, our result is not equivalent to the usualnon-linear realization of
supersym m etry, w here a pair of goldstinos couples to the energy-m om entum tensor
of them atter elds. W e solve the puzzle by enlarging the non-linear realization to
Include a second independent invariant coupling, and we show that there are no other
Independent couplings of this type up to this order in the low -energy expansion. W e
conclude by comm enting on the interpretation of our results and on their possible
phenom enological in plications.
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1. It is quite plausble that the theory of fiindam ental interactions king beyond the
Standard M odel has a spontaneously broken N = 1 gpacetin e supersymm etry (for re-
view s and references, see eg. []]). However, the dynam ical origin of the energy scales
controlling supersym m etry breaking is still obscure, and di erent possibilities can be le-
gitin ately considered. In this paper, llow ing the general strategy outlined in ], we
concentrate on the possibility that the gravitino m assm 3., ismuch an aller than all the
other supersym m etry-breaking m ass splittings. In thiscase, the 1=2 helicity com ponents
of the gravitino, corresponding to the would-Je goldstino G, have e ective couplings w ith
the various m atter and gauge super elds m uch stronger than the gravitational ones. Ex—
ploiting the supersymm etric version of the equivalence theorem ], n a suitable energy
range w e can neglect gravitational interactions and de ne a (non—renom alizable) e ective
theory w ith spontaneously broken global supersym m etry.

Tn this general fram ework, we analyze the low -energy am plitudes involving two gold—
stinos and two m atter ferm ions. A cocording to the low -energy theoram s for goldstino in-
teractions [4], such am plitudes are controlled by the energy-m om entum tensor T  of the
m atter system . Indeed, explicit non-linear realizations of the supersym m etry algebra have
been built [§,B1, and they precisely reproduce the behaviour prescribed by the low -energy
theorem s. In the present note, we follow an altemative procedure ], starting from a
theory where supersym m etry is linearly realized, although spontaneously broken, and the
building blocks are all the super elds containing the light degrees of freedom . R estricting
ourselves to energies an aller than the supersym m etry-Joreaking m ass solittings, we solve
the equations of m otion for the heavy superpartners in the low -energy lim it, and derive an
e ective theory Involving only the goldstino and the Iight Standard M odel particles, w here
supersym m etry is non-linearly realized. W e nally com pare the results obtained via this
explicit procedure w ith those obtained by direct construction of the non-linear lagrangian,
on the basis of the transform ation properties of the godstino and the m atter elds.

A sin flar program has already been successfully Im plem ented in a num ber of cases. Tn
the sin ple case of a single chiral super eld, the e ective low -energy four-goldstino coupling
was com puted []], and the result can be shown to be physically equivalent to the non-
linear realization of [], in the sense that they give rise to the sam e on-shell scattering
am plitudes. M ore recently, we com puted the e ective low -energy coupling Involving two
photons and two godstinos 1. O ur result can be shown to be physically equivalent, in the
sam e sense as before, to the non-linear realization of [4], where goldstino bilinears couple
to the canonical energy-m om entum tensor of m atter and gauge elds.

In this paper, we discuss an interesting feature that em erges when we consider the
e ective low -energy coupling involving two goldstinos and two m atter ferm ions. To m ake
the case as clear and sin ple as possible, we consider only onem assless left-handed m atter
ferm ion, we tum o gauge Interactions and we In pose a globalU (1) sym m etry associated
w ith m atter oonservaijonﬁ . In contrast w ith the previous cases, the outcom e of our calcu-—

1 W ith the given ferm jon content this symm etry is anom alous, but we can introduce a third chiral
super eld,associated w ith a left-handed antim atter ferm ion £€, that cancels the anom aly w ithouta ecting



Jation tums out to be physically inequivalent to the non-linear realization of f]. To solve
the puzzle, we go back to the super eld construction of non-linear realizations for goldsti-
nos and m atter ferm ions. W e show thatwe can add to the Invariant lJagrangian, associated
w ith the non-linear realization of ], a second independent invariant, w hich contributes to
the fourfem ion interaction under consideration. The tem s of this additional invariant
containing two goldstinos cannot be expressed in tem s of the energy-m om entum tensor
of them atter ferm ion. W e also show that the m ost general form for the am plitude under
consideration can indeed be param etrized, to this order in the low -energy expansion, in
term s of only two supersym m etric invariants. A fter som e com m ents on the interpretation
of our results and on the open problam s, we conclude w ith som e anticipations [§]on the
possible phenom enological in plications.

2. A sannounced in the Introduction, we consider an N = 1 globally supersymm etric
theory containing only two chiral super e]ds.é)_ne of them w ill describe the godstino G
and its com plex spin-0 partner z (S + iP )= 2. The other one w ill describe a m assless
lefthanded m atter ferm ion £ and its com plex spin-0 partner £. A ccording to the standard
form alism [§], and neglecting for the m om ent higherderivative tem s, the Jagrangian is
com pletely speci ed in termm s of a superpotential w and a K ahler potential K . To have
spontaneous supersym m etry breaking, and to consistently dentify G w ith the goldstino,
we assum e that, at them inim um of the scalar potential,

w6 0; H'i=0; 1)

where F? and F! denote the auxiliary elds associated with the godstino and w ith the
m atter ferm ion, respectively. It w ill not be restrictive to assum e that hzi= 0. W e shall
also assum e that hfi= 0, consistently w ith an unbroken globalU (1) sym m etry associated
w ith m atter conservation.

W e proceed by expanding the de ning functions of the theory around the vacuum , in
order to dentify the term s contrlbuting to the e ective foursferm ion interaction involving
two m atter ferm ions and two godstinos. W ithout loss of generality, we can w rite:

w=w(z)+ :::; K = KA(z;z)+ K"(z;z)jf“jz+ N (2)

where the dots denote temn s that are not relevant for our considerations. Taking into
account egs. (@) and @), the mass specttum of the m odel can be easily derived from

standard formulae 1. The godstino and the m atter ferm ion rem ain m assless, whilst all
the spin-0 particlkes acquire in general non-vanishing m asses, proportional to HF %1 and
expressed In term s of w , K and their derivatives, evaluated on the vacuum . M oreover,

even In the presence of non—renom alizable Interactions, the expansion of the lagrangian

any of the follow iIng considerations. A 1so the other assum ptions can be eventually relaxed, w ith no in pact
on ourm ain result.



In (canonically nom alized) com ponent elds can be rearranged In such a way that all
the tem s relevant for our calculation are expressed in tem s of the m ass param eters
Mm2;m2;m2), asociated with the spin-0 partners of the godstino and of the m atter
fearm ion, and the scale F' of supersym m etry breaking, w ithout explicit reference to w and

1h 2 2i 1h 2 2i 2
L = 3 (@ S)(@S) mgS +5 @P)RP) miP? + (@ f) (@ f) miF¥TF

_ B 1 L

+ BT RG+ I QFE %[(mgsnmgp)e”cmmgs mZP)GGC]
2 o 2 o
f = f =
— (£ Gf+ £Gf) —GEGE+ :::: (3)
F F?2

In 3. (@), we have used two-com ponent spinors w ith the conventions of [3]. T he param -
eter F < Wz(Kz) ™ > (lower indices denote derivatives) de nes the supersymm etry—
breaking scale and has the dim ension of a m ass squared . For sin plicity, we have assum ed
F tobereal. W e recall that, In our at spacetim e, F is linked to the gravitinom assm 3,
by the universalrelation F? = 3m3,M ¢, whereM, (8 Gy ) '™ ' 24 10¥Gev is
the P lanck m ass. F nally, the dots in &q. () stand for temm s that do not contribute to the
four-ferm jon am plitudes of interest].

Starting from the lagrangian of eg. (§), we take the Iim it of a heavy spin-0 spectrum ,
with (mg;mp ;m¢s) much larger than the typical energy of the scattering processes we
would lke to study. In this case, we can build an e ective Jagrangian for the Iight elds
by integrating out the heavy states. A s discussed in detail .n [3], the crucial property of
such an e ective lagrangian w ill be its dependence on the supersym m etry-doreaking scale F
only, w thout any further reference to the supersym m etry-Joreaking m asses (m g ;m p ;e ).
T his property is the result of subtle cancellations am ong the di erent diagram s shown in

g.[l], corresponding to the contact tem in the Jast line of eg. (§) and to £ exchange, and
agrees w ith general results [3{6] conceming low-energy goldstino interactions. Focussing
only on the tem s relevant for our calculation, we obtain a Jocal interaction term involving
two m atter ferm ions and two goldstinos, of the form

1 _
Lege = E[@ (EG)IE (£G)]+ :::: (4)

An altemative derivation of Ls¢ is possible, Hllow ing a technique introduced in [LJ]].

Denoting by and ¢ the super eds associated w ith the godstino and w ith the m atter

2

ferm ion, regpectively, we can In pose the supersym m etric constraints “ = 0 a and £ =

0, and solve for the ferm ionic com ponents im posing eg. (1). The result coincides w ith
. @).

2T here are Interaction term s proportionalto < K, > and < K3 > , not explicitly listed here, that are
In principle relevant. An explicit com putation show s that their total contrbution vanishes. This is in
agreem ent w ith the possibility of choosing nom alcoordinates ], where such term s are absent.
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F igure 1: D iagram m atic origin of the four-ferm ion operator of eg. {@).

3. Could we have derived the e ective Interaction ofeg. () from the non-linear realiza—
tions of the supersym m etry algebra that have been proposed up to now in the literature?
To address this question, we recall that the non-linear realization of [, [d] prescrbes an
e ective iInteraction of the form

0 i ~ ~

Leffzﬁ[g RGE RG) GIT + :::; (5)

where T  is the canonical energy-m om entum tensor of the m atter ferm ions,
T =jf_@f+:::; (6)

and the dots stand for tem s that do not contrdbute to the on-shell scattering am plitudes
w ith two m atter ferm ions and two goldstinos. Com bining (E) w ith ),we obtain:

1 — _
Lot = 2@ EC)ET @)t i (7)
which looks very di erent from ().

To check that @) and (1) are really inequivalent, we concentrate on the scattering
am plitudes for the procesd]

£ff | GG ; (8)

even if fG ! £fG,fG ! fG or GG ! ff would be equally good processes for this
purpose. W e denote by (o1;02;% ;%) the fourm om enta of the incom ing ferm ion and
antiferm jon and of the two outgoing goldstinos, respectively. N otice that the only helicity

3T hisprocess was already considered by Fayet [@ 1, who gave the correct scaling law of the cross-section
w ith regpect to the gravitino m ass and to the centre-ofm ass energy in the low -energy lin it.



con gurations that can contrdbute to the process are, In the sam e order of the m om enta
and in obvious notation, (L;R ;L;R ) and (L;R ;R ;L).
On the one hand, from the e ective Jagrangian of eg. (H]) we obtain the am plitudes:

(1+ cos ¥s’ (1 cos fs?
a(LjR;L;R)= w2z a(L;R;R;L)=T; 9)
wherepéand are the total energy and the scattering angle in the centre-ofm ass fram e,

leading to a total cross—section

83

ff! GG)= : 10
( ) 50 Fe (10)

On the other hand, from the e ective Jagrangian of eg. ([]) we cbtain:
(L ;R ;L;R) s’ < (L ;R ;R ;L) s’ < (11)

a (LR;LiR)= i a(@RRiL)= ;

4F 2 4F 2
leading to a total crosssection
3
FE! GC)= — (12)
' 480 F*°

W e conclude that the two e ective interactions (@) and ([]) lead to the sam e energy
dependence, but to di erent angular dependences and total cross-sections. Surprisingly,
the two approaches seem to give physically di erent resultd].

4. To understand the origin of the discrepancy, we go back to the super eld construc—
tion of the non-linear realization of []. This is given iIn tem s of the super eld

x; ;) expl( 0+ OF (xX)=G + 2F +%(G B E)@G" + 115 (13)

w hose low est com ponent is the goldstino G, and a super ed

E (x; ;) exp(Q+ O)fx)=f +%(@” - G f + :::; (14)

whose low est com ponent is them atter ferm jon £ . In the sim ple case under consideration,
the non-linear realization of [§]can be introduced via the supersymm etric lagrangian
Z
1 4
4F 4
4The above results can be easily extended to D irac fermm ions, upon introduction of a second W eyl
spinor £¢. For exam ple, the total unpolarized cross section (efe ! GG) inferred from (1Q) would
read s°=(160 F*) and that from (@) s°=(960 F*). Incidentally, we observe that both results are in
disagreem entw ith a previouscom putation [El,whjch und (GG ! e e )= $’=(20 F*),corresponding
to (e'e ! GG)= s'=(40 F*).

P E-QE ; (15)




which leads precisely to the result of eg. (]), as can be easily veri ed by an explicit
com putation.

The crucial question is now the follow ing: are there other independent invariants,
besides ([[§), that can contribute to the e ective interaction under consideration? The
answ er is positive, since a second Invariant can be constructed :

z

4 v .
72 d E E; (16)
where is an arbitrary din ensionless coe cient. The new nvariant (6] gives, am ong
other things, the follow ing contribution to the fourfem ion e ective interaction under
consideration:

0 = —
Leff=ﬁ((§" @ f)YGE @ f)+ :::; (17)
w here the dots stand for term snot contrdbuting to the on-shell process under consideration .
From the contact interaction displayed in eq. (I]) we obtain the ollow ing non-vanishing
am plitudes:
(1 cos )&

0
; L;R;R;L)= _ 18
a( ) p— (18)

1+ cos )&

0T R T, R ) =
alL;R;L;R)= —

Sincewehave found a second invariant contributing to the process, wem ay wonderw hether
an appropriate Jinear com bination of the two invariants can reproduce the result of eq. ().
Tndeed, it is inm ediate to check that, with the special choice = 4, the com bination
L%+ LY reproduces the scattering am plitudes cbtained from L gee -

Asa rstcomm enton the Interpretation ofour results, wewould like to stress that there
is no reason to believe that the result of eg. () is m ore fundam ental than the standard
result of g. (]). The in portant fact to realize is that, shce two independent nvariants
can be constructed, both of which contrdbute to the e ective fourfemm ion coupling under
consideration, there isan am biguity in thee ective theory description, param etrized by the
coe cient i eg. (7). At the level of the linear realization, this am biguity is contained
n the coe cients of higherderivative operators, which are not included in the standard
K ahler formulation of eg. (). Notice also that the new term (1) scales with F exactly
asthe tem (), which provides the coupling with T . They both contain two derivatives
and give rise to am plitudes w ith the sam e energy behaviour. T herefore, in the low -energy
expansion of an underlying fundam ental theory, they are on ejual footing. M oreover,
the new supersymm etric invariant (I§) gives rise only to tem s containing at least two
godstinos, w ithout m odifying the free m atter ferm ion Jagrangian.

Also, our results may adm it a geom etrical interpretationf]. Using the ejuations of
m otion and som e Fierz dentities, we can rew rite the contribution (@) to the e ective
lagrangian as

(i (@ G) (@ C)IE E)= (S +T )E f); (19)

10 - -
et gp?2 8F 2

SW e thank S.Ferrara or discussions and suggestions on this point.




w here o _
S i @G) @aG); T @Gc) @aG); (20)

which suggests a possible coupling of the m atter current to a non—trivial torsion termm for
the goldstino m anifold.

5. Are (I3) and (I§) the only independent invariants that contribute to the e ective
four-ferm ion coupling under consideration, or are there others? To answer this question,
we Jook for all the local supersym m etric operators that respect the U (1) global symm e-
try associated w ith m atter consarvation, and contribute to physical am plitudes w ith two
goHstinos and two m atter ferm ions that grow at most as s?. Such operators have di-
mension d 4, where the counting takes into account an overall factor 1=F 2, necessarily
associated w ith the two godstinos. W e do not consider operators w ith d > 4 because the
corresponding am plitudes are suppressed by further powers of energy. Since we w ill use
the super elds as buiding blocks, we recall that the m atter super eld IE)_has d = 3=2.
For the goldstino, it is convenient to consider the rescaled super ed = 2F ,which has
d= 1=2. In thisway, thegodstino eld G always ap%ears in the com bination (G= 2F ).
T hroughout this section we will use units such that 2F = 1: the appropriate powers
of F can be recovered at the end, sin ply by counting the godstino elds. Finally, the
integration m easured* hasd = 2, and an additional unit is associated w ith each explicit
Space+tin e derivative acting on the super elds.

The lowest-din ensional operator containing two m atter-ferm ion and two goldstino
com ponent elds isa d = 2 Hurdfem ion tem of the kind £G £G=F 2. Is this allowed
by supersym m etry? In tem s of super elds, all the operators considered here contain pre-
cisely one m atter super ed E and one conjigate m atter super ed E . In the absence of
explicit spacetin e derivatives, the d = 2 invariants require six goldstino super elds. Such
operators vanish dentically because of the G rassm ann algebra, which allow sno m ore than
four godstino super elds. Foreach explicit space-tin e derivative, tw o additionalgodstino
super elds are needed to keep the overalldim ension constant, and the previous argum ent
still applies. T herefore no locald = 2 invariant is allowed by supersym m etry.

M oving tod = 3, the only independent operatorw ithout explicit space-tin e derivatives
and (Pauli) -matricesisE E 2, up to an overall hem itean conjigation. However,
this operator vanishes because of the G rasan ann algebra. T he result is unchanged if dif-
ferent Lorentz structures are considered , w ith any num ber of -m atrices and tensors
nhserted. A dding explicit space-tim e derivatives requires the inclusion of additional gold—
stino super elds, and the G rasan ann algebra forces the corresponding operators to vanish.
Nod= 3 ivariant is pem itted f].

W e are left with thed = 4 invariants. F irst, we consider the case of no explicit space-
tin e derivatives. If -m atrices are also excluded, then the only possibbility is the new

0 f course, by releasing the requirem ent ofm atter conservation or by adding additionalm atter super—
elds,d = 3 Invariants are allowed. T hey contain m ass temm s for the m atter particles.



Invariant E E—ofeq . (1@ . M oreover, it isnotdi cult to see that, thanks to wellkknown
properties of the -m atrices, expressions involring an arbitrary number of ‘s and
tensors always reduce to the nvariant of eq. (14).

W hen one space-tim e derivative is added, the Independent nvariants containing only
one are,up to integration by parts and herm itean conjugation:

S = (@ ) E E ;

S, = "E@ )E ;

S; = @ ) EE

S, = EE@ ) °;

S5 = EE (@ );

S = E E @ ) °;

S; = (@ E)E ;

Sg = E @ E) ;

S = (@E) B ;

S = (@E) E 2 °: 1)
T he iInvariants S ;:::;S do not produce term sw ithout goldstino elds. W e have explicitly

evaluated the tem s containing two m atter ferm jons and two goldstinos, m aking use of
Integration by parts and of the equations of m otion. The tem s generated by S5 and Sg
vanish. Those produced by S; and S3; coincide, up to overall factors, w ith the operator
of eg. (7). The tem s com ing from S, and S, are proportional to (£@ G)(f@ G). The
contributions of this four-ferm ion interaction to the helicity am plitudes for f£f | GG are
how ever dentical, up to overall factors, to those induced by the operator ). T herefore,

the Inclusion of the invardiants S;;:::;S¢ m erely am ounts to a rede nition of the param eter
in the am plitudes of eg. ([19).
T he invariants S;;:::;S19 give rise also to a term proportional to the m atterferm ion

kinetic term in the lagrangian. In particular, S is the invariant that occurs for a m assless
ferm don according to the prescription of refs. [§,[], and that was already discussed in the
previous section [see eq. [[§)]. W e have explicitly expanded the invariants S;;:::;Se
up to tem s containing two godstinos. Then we have evaluated, for each invariant, the
contributions to the helicity am plitudes for the processf£ | GG . O noe the nom alization
ofthekinetic term for them atter ferm ion isproperly taken into account, such contributions
are exactly the sam e as those origihated from the invariant S, despite the occurrence,
n the interm ediate steps of the com putations, of new four-ferm ion operators. T herefore,

canonically nom alized, gives rise to the physical am plitudes given In eg. (1), with no
free param eters. T his exhausts the case of one gpacetin e derivative and one -m atrix.
A 1l the invariants obtained by adding -m atrices and tensors can be reduced to the



T he next case Involves two space—tim e derivatives acting on the super eds. T he inde-
pendent Invariantsw ith no ’sare, up to integration by parts and hem itean conjugation:

Sll = E(@ )E_(@ ) ’
S, = E@ )E (@ );
S;s; = EE (@ ) (@ ): (22)

T hey produce an interaction of the type (@ G )(f@ G'), as in the case of the mvariants
S,;S4.Aswehave seen, thisdoesnota ect the param etrization of the physical am plitudes
provided by eg. (1§). New invariants can be cbtained by adding two -m atrices. W e have
checked that the corresponding physical am plitudes are still given by eq. {[§). M ore s
and tensors do not generate independent invariants.

F inally, having m ore than two derivatives requires m ore than six godstino super elds
and the G rassn ann algebra does not allow to buid non-vanishing com binations.

Tn conclusion, assum ing m atter conservation, them ost generalam plitudes for processes
Involving two goldstinos G and two m assless m atter ferm ions £ can be param etrized in
temm s of only two supersym m etric invariants. The rst one,ej. (L), is nom alized by the
requirem ent of providing a canonical kinetic energy for the m atter system . T he second
one,eq. ([L4),brings a free param eter  in the expression of the am plitudes. N o additional
Invariant is required, at least when only two goldstinos are present. T his restricts the form
of the helicity am plitudes. For instance, the general am plitudes for the process ff | GG

are just the sum of egs. ([J) and {@9),

1

1
a L;R;L;R)= 1 —su ; L;R;R;L)= — i+ —st ; 23
sen ( ) 72 4 asen ( ) F2 4 (23)
where (s;t;u) are the usualM andelstam variables [t= (s=2)(1 cos );u= (s=2)(1+
cos )], and the corresponding total cross-section is
(ff! GG)= (68+10 +5 *)s° : (24)
cE ' B 3840 F* :
N otice that the cross-section (24) ism nin ized or = 1,with L = s°=(1280 F?).

6. W e conclude w ith som e ram arks on the interpretation, the possible extensions and
the phenom enological in plications of our resuls.

Tt would be Interesting to see how our results can be interpreted w ithin the fram ew ork
of supersym m etric current algebra, which was successfully used for the rst derivations of
supersym m etric low -energy theoram s f41. W e see a suggestive analogy w ith the textbook
case of pion-nucleon scattering (see,eg., section 19 5 of [[4]), w here the e ective lagrangian
consists of two Independent term s, one com pletely controlled by the broken SU (2) SU (2)
symm etry and the other one containing the axial coupling g, as an arbitrary param eter.



It would be also Interesting to generalize our fram ework by including gauge interac-
tions, and m ake contact w ith the recent results of @ ]. At the level of local four-ferm ion
operators, the argum ents of the previous section are not a ected by the presence of gauge
interactiond]. H owever, non-local four-ferm ion operators can in principle be generated by
photon exchange, and this considerably com plicates the discussion. W e leave this to future
investigations [g]. Since the processe’e ! GG may be ussd to extract a lower bound
on the gravitino m ass from supemova cooling (for recent discussions, see |, [[3,[L4), we
expect a further clari cation of this In portant phenom enological issue.

W hen extended to obsarvable processes and realistic m odels, our results have other
In portant phenom enological in plications. C onsider for exam plk the reaction ££ | GG ,
w hich probably gives the best signature of a very Iight gravitino at high-energy colliders, if
all the other supersym m etric particles are above threshold. A I1so in this case, the explicit
integration of the heavy superpartners gives results [§]that di er from those obtained [L[7]
from the non-linear realization of 1. In our opinion, it would be in portant to provide
our experin ental colleagues w ith a general fram ework to search for a superlight gravitino
In a m odeHndependent way, and we hope to develop this point soon.

7In particular, our proof in plies that there areno d = 2 localsupersym m etric operators contributing to
e'e | GG in the lin it of vanishing electron m ass. If present, these operators w ould be characterized by
a din ensionfill coupling M ?,whereM is an independent m ass scale, possibly arising from the underlying
fiindam ental theory.
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