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A bstract

W e study the breaking of the string spanned between test charges In the three dim en—
sional Abelian H iggs m odelw ith com pact gauge eld and fundam entally charged H iggs
eld at zero tem perature. In agreem ent w ith current expectations we dem onstrate that
string breaking is associated w ith pairing of m onopoles. H owever, the string breaking is
not accom panied by an ordinary phase transition.

1 Introduction

T he Jattice Abelian H iggsm odel w ith com pact gauge eld ((AHM ) in three dim ensions is of
a broad interest both for high energy physics fI,, 2] and condensed m atter physics 3, 4, 3] {
where it was suggested to describbe high{T. superconductors and strongly correlated electron
system s. Nowadays, it has even entered the physics of cognitive networks 1.

D ue to com pactness of the gauge eld the m odel possesses A belian m onopoles which are
Instanton { Ike excitations in three space{tin e din ensions. T he Abelian m onopolks are abl { if
they are In the plasm a state { to acoom plish con nem ent of electrically charged particles. This
iswellknown from cQED 5 where opposite charged particles are bound by a linear potential [1].
The con nem ent is arranged by m onopoles formm ing an opposite charged double sheet along
the surface spanned by the tra fgctories of the extemal test charges. This surface is usually
considered as the world surface of a string. D ue to screening, the firee energy Increases only
proportional to the area of the surface such that an area law forthe W ilson loop em erges.

However, if dynam icalm atter elds In the sam e representation as the extemal test charges
are added to the con ning theory, linear con nement m ay be lost. This should be so, irre-
soective whether the dynam icalm atter eld is ferm ionic (the quarks in QCD ) or bosonic (the
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H iggs particke in our case). T he string breaking phenom enon has been extensively studied in
non {Abelian gauge theories w ith m atter elds ] or w ith test charges in the adpint represen—
tation @]. Here we want to investigate string breaking in AAHM 5 with a g= 1 charged H iggs

eld, a m odelwhose pem anently con ning counterpart, Q ED 3, iswellunderstood. The gen—
eral, Intuitive picture says In the present case that the string breaks because of H iggs particle
pairs popping up out ofthe vacuum at a de nite inter{particle ssparation between the extemal,
In niely heavy test charges. T hus, the physical state corresponding to a broken string would
consist of two heavy {light m esonic states plus som e num ber of light-light H iggs pairs.

In order to destroy the linearly rising potential in cAHM 5, the coupling between the H iggs
eld and the gauge eld must be su ciently strong. O ne m ight be tam pted to associate the
string breaking w ith a phase transition between con nem ent and H iggs phases. Tndeed, Ref. {]
pProposes to associate the string breaking w ith a B erezinsky-K osterlitz{T houless type transition.
In this paper we dem onstrate that and how the expected string breaking happens in a part of

the phase diagram where a rst or second order phase transition can de niely be excluded.

Abelian m oncpolks play the crucial roke in the dual superconductivity scenario [L0] of con—

nem ent n QCD . There, the m onopole degrees of freedom need to be de ned w ith the help of
Abelian profctions [11] (see, eg. reviews 12]). T he condensed m agnetic currents were shown
to m ake a dom lnant contrbution to the string tension between quarks, n pure SU (2) gauge
theory [13] aswellas in SU (3) gluodynam ics and also in f1ll nite{tem perature QCD with
N¢ = 2 avors of dynam ical quarks fl4]. M oreover, in f1llQCD with dynam ical quarks the
contribbution of Abelian m onopoles to the heavy{quark potential Q CD show s the property of
string breaking fl§]. The breaking of the adpint string in pure gliodynam ics as well as the
breaking of the fundam ental string In f1l1Q CD can both be describbed w ithin the Abelian pro-
fction orm alisn [[4]. The back{reaction of the dynam ical form jons on the gauge eld should
m odify the dynam ics of m onopoles in such a way that this dynam ics incorporates the above
qualitative picture [13].

T herefore, guided by the analogy to QCD , we focus our interest in the present paper on
the m onopolk degrees of freedom In compact AHM In three din ensions under the In uence of
a scalarmatter eld. W e would lke to elucidate the changing role of m onopoles under the
particular aspect of string breaking. A s in QCD , the string tension In thism odel is exclusively
due to m onopols. Therefore one can expect that m onopols also encode the badk {reaction
of the m atter eld causing the string breaking phenom enon. Here we want to dem onstrate
that (1) the m onopole part of the potential indeed Incorporates the e ect of string breaking
and (i) that it is m onopole pairing which is the reason for the breakdown of the m onopolk
con nem ent m echanisn . W e are aware of the lncom pleteness of the analogy to QCD and the
relative sin plicity ofm onopole dynam ics in 3 instead of 4 dim ensions.

Tt seem s that there is only one possbility to explain string breaking In three space{tmm e
din ensions. W e assum e that, in the presence ofm atter elds, m onopols are increasingly bound
Into neutral pairs (m agnetic dipolks). The size of a typical pair should be of the order of the
string breaking distance Ry,,.. Indeed, if the distance R between the test charges ism uch larger
than Ry, then the test charges do not recognize individualm onopoles inside the dipoles (in other
words, the elds ofthem onopoles from the sam e m agnetic dipole e ectively screen each other)
and the vacuum is basically com posed of neutral particles. T herefore, at Jarge inter{particle



separations there should be no string tension. However, if R Ry, then the test charges do
recognize ndividualm onopolks even if they are bound In dipols, and them onopole eldsm ay
Induce a piecew ise linearly rising potential. These sin ple considerations can be m ade m ore
rigorous by analytical calculations fl7] for a gas of in nitely sm all{sized dipoles.

Recently, it was found that the m atter elds In the Abelian H iggs m odel lead to a loga—
rithm ic attraction between m onopoles and anti{m onopoles %] which resuls in the form ation
of m onopole{anti{m onopol bound states and string breaking. The fom ation of djpoles can
also be explained as due to the existence of A brikosov{N ielsen {O lesen vortices [18], the string
tension of which gets increased as we m ove In the param eter space desper into the H iggs re—
gion fi. M asskess quarks also foroe the Abelian m onopoles to form bound states [19]. N ote that
the origin of m onopolk binding in the zero tem perature case of AAHM ;3 is physically di erent
from the m onopolk binding cbserved at the nie tem perature phase transition In com pact
QED [0, 21]. It is di erent as well from the Z, vortex mechanisn in the G eorgi{G lashow
m odel R2].

In thispaperw e num erically establish a relation betw een string breaking on onehand and the
occurrence of m onopole{antin onopole bound states on the other by studying som e properties
of the m onopole ensembles provided by the com pact Abelian Higgs m odel. In Section 2 we
recallthe de nition ofthem odeland discuss itsm issing ordinary phase transition. In Section 3

attening ofthe potential isdescribed. Herewe also introduce the angle asa param eterw hich
de nes the "e ectiveness" of string breaking. Section 4 is devoted to an investigation of the
cluster structure of the m onopol ensem bles. O ur conclusions are presented In the last Section.

2 The M odeland Its C rossover

W e consider the 3D Abelian gauge model with a compact gauge eld ;, and a Higgs eld
x wih unit electric charge. The coupling betiwveen the gauge and the Higgs elds is Sy, /
<e ( iei xi 4+ ~). To sinplify caloulations we consider the London lin it of the m odel, which
corresoonds to an In nitely desp potential on the Higgs eld. In this lin it the radial part
of the Higgs eld, j yJ is frozen and the only dynam ical variable is the phase ', of this
ed, = J xJje'*. Thus the H ggsgauge coupling reduces to the sin ple interaction Sx; /
s x+~ 'xt+ «; ). However, them odelcan be sinpli ed even furtherby =xing the unitary
gauge, ' x = 0 leading to S;, / cos x; . Thuswe consider the m odelw ith the action
X X
S[ 1= oS p cos 15 @)
P 1

where is the gauge W ilson) coupling, is the hopping param eter and  is the plaquette
angle. W e study the m odel at zero tem peratures on lattices of size L3, with L = 12;16;24;32.
The phase structure of the m odel on the boundaries of the phase diagram in the {
plane can be established using the ollow Ing sim ple argum ents. At zero value of the hopping
param eter them odel (1) reduces to the pure com pact A belian gauge theory which isknown to

IN ote that the dirision ofthe param eter space of the m odel into H iggs and con nem ent regions is only loose
since these regions { aswe discussbelow { are analytically connected.



be con ning at any coupling due to the presence of the m onopolk plasn a {]]. This argum ent

extends to the Iow { region of the phase diagram . Therefore we call this the "con nement

region". At large values of (also called the "H iggs region") the m onopoles should disappear

because the gauge eld in this lim it is increasingly restricted to the trivial vacuum state:
x; = 0.

At large the m odel reduces to the three dim ensional X Y m odelwhich is known to have
a seoond order phase transition at *¥ 0453 '23]. Indeed, In this lin it we get the condition
d . p = 0 which forces the gauge eld to be a gauge transform ation ofthe vacuum , ;, =

it xt 2 L, 2 ( i LWL 272, 2 ( ; ].Thescalar elds arethe pin eldsin
that m odel.

D espite the phase structure on the boundary of the coupling plane is well established, the
structure of its interior is still under debate. Indeed, In Ref. [§] argum ents were given that
the Interior is trivial (ie: there is no ordinary phase transition for nite values of and )
while the X Y {phase transition takes place In an isolated point at = 1 . In Ref. P4] it has
been suggested that the phase diagram of CAHM 3 resam bles the vapor{liquid diagram w ih
a crtical end{point. Finally, In Ref. ] i was argued that the phase diagram ocontains a
"pocket" in which a C oulomb phase could be realized. A rgum ents given in Ref. {I;] do not allow
to distinguish between these three possbilities.

In a num erical study on rather am all Jattices 3] no hint for an ordiary phase transition
at nite coupling constant has been found. However, for sinulations allow ng uctuating
H iggs lengths, su ciently away from the London lim it, the phase diagram has been seen to
becom e nontrivial £6]. Recently, the phase structure of the cAHM ; has been studied by the
authors of R ef. 7] in connection w ith the nature ofthe transition in the type-Tand the type-II
region. The alleged second order transition in the typeIT region away from the London lin it
still rem ained Inconclisive.

Here we are not going to study the whole phase diagram of AAHM 3 although this question
would be still Interesting. A s we describe below, we cbserved that at m oderately small
the H iggs and con nem ent regions are connected analytically by a crossover as predicted in
Ref. [l]. W e concentrate on the changing rok of m onopolks under the aspect of the string
breaking phenom enon accom panying the crossover at relatively an all w ith ncreasing hopping
param eter . Forthe sinulationswe use a M onte C arlo algorithm sin ilar to the one described
in Ref. P1] and have considered 5 T0to 5  T0independent con gurations per data point,
depending on the Jattice size and the set of coupling constants. W e vary the value ofthe hopping
param eter ata xed value ofgauge coupling constant = 2:0. To locate a (pssudo{) crtical
point we use the susceptibility of the hopping tem ,

X
=W [H b[K; Sell= s 1; @)
1

which is shown @ in Figure T (@) or L = 12;16;24;32. The height of the peak is practically
Independent on the lattice size. W e have obserlyed a very sin ilar volum e independence also of
the susceptibility ofthe gaugetem , Sg [ 1= » @0s p . Thus, n agreem ent w ith Ref. R5]we

’Note that all gures in this paper are shown or = 290.



conclude that there is no ordinary phase transition between the H iggs and con nem ent regions
of the param eter space of the m odel.

T he crossover point . (L) is Jocated tting the susceptibility @) in the vicinity ofthe peak
by the follow Ing function:

C
f()= -~ @)

5+ ( )]

where C;,, . and thepower are tting parameters. In F gure Ti@) we show the t ofthe
susceptibility data for the 322 Jattice. The t param eters practically do not depend on the
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Figure 1: (@) The susceptibility of the hopping term @) as a function of ; (o) the crossover
point . asa finction of the inverse lattice size, L .

Jattice size. W e depict the critical value of the hopping param eter . vs:the nverse lattice size

L ! nFiured ). The value ofthe power isvery close to 1=4. In the next Sections we w ill

work with the lattice 32?2 which passes the crossover at . = 0526(1) along a lne with xed
= 290.

3 The Flattening of the P otential

String breaking m anifests itself In the attening of the potential between test particlkes w ith
(opposite) electric charges g = 1. In princlpl, we can ssparate the contrdbutions to the
potential from m onopolesand from the rest ("photon contribution"). M onopolsare resoonsible
forthe string tension . T herefore one can expect that them onopol contribution alonew ill signal
the onset of string breaking when the m onopole dynam ics starts changing. It would be m uch
m ore dem anding to extract the string part from the full potential and to study its change over
the param eter space of the m odel. The full potential contains also the perturbative photon
contribbution which { being logarthm ically large at sm all distances { shadow s the eventually



linearly rising part. Any statem ent about the string part would require a careful t of full
potential. On the m ore technical side, the m onopole contrbution alone, calculated separately
according to the con gurations generated In the sinulation of the AHM , has a much better
signal/noise ratio com pared to the full potential. A 1l this jasti es to proceed directly to the
evaluation of the m onopole contributions to the exteral{charge potential.

To this end we have divided the gauge eld ; into a regular (photon) part and a shgular
(m onopolke) part P§l:

phot+ mon; mon:2 31 p[j]: (4)

The O-form J2 Z isnonvanishing on the sites dual to the lattice cubes c which are occupied
by m onopoles RY1:

. 1 X

X = 2_ ( lf [P]mOdZ 7 (5)

P2@c

where the factor ( 1 takes the plaquette orentations relative to the boundary of the cube

into account. Th Eq. 4) the 2-om pp 1= [ ] (the notation [ ] m eans taking the integer
part) corresoonds to the D irac strings living on the links of the dual lattice, which are either
closed or connecting m onopoles w ith anti{m onopols, p[jl= 3Jj.W hile j isgauge invarant,

the 2-orm pp [j] is not. For the M onte Carlo con gurations provided by the simulation of (1)

we have located the D irac strings, p[j] € 0, and constructed the m onopole part ™" of the
gauge eld according to the last equation in ). The operator ' i Eq. &) is the nverse
lattice Laplacian de ned for a three{din ensional lattice L.3:

. 1 X et®)
;L) = P ; (6)
a7 2L? L., d "4 cosp;
wherep; = 2 ki=L; fork;= 0;:::;L; 1,withi= 1;::;;dand Ly =

W e de ne the potential between test particles w ith the help of the ollow ng correlator of
tw o Polyakov loops:

P OPYR)L=e" " ; )

Jocated at two{dim ensional points O and R. The potential V depends on R = Rj The
use the Polyakov loop has clkar advantages com pared to the W ilson loops. T he construction
of the Polyakov loops is not only possible for nite{tem perature but also for nite{volume
cases. L = L; is the comm on length of the zero{tem perature box in all three directions. D ue
to the absence of space{like links pining the Polyakov loops the correlator () de nes the
static com ponent of the potential. N ote that the m onopole contribution to the Polyakov loop
correlator (7) does not depend on the precise om of the D irac string p[j]l. Therefore this
contribution is gauge{invariant.
W e discuss the resuls for the potential using the follow ing tting function:
csh(LEL=2 R) D b 1o

.2 L 1 1 ;
+ cod o (1722) exp , R) ) @)
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where Cy, , and are tting param eters and 21 is the inverse lattice Laplacian In two

din ensions.

The m eaning of the expression (8) is quite sinple. Tn the absence of string breaking and
In an in nie two{din ensional volum e the lading contribution to the function in the right
hand side of Eq. §) should be just const  e"® where isthe e ective string tension. Here
"e ective" m eans that this temm gives rise to a linear part in the potential at short distances.

The string breaking m anifests iself n the appearance of an additional constant tem ,
oonst; + const,  etF . Next, the niteness of the two{din ensional volum e reduces the ex—
ponential to the cosh{function which takes care of the symmetry R ! L R. Fhally, we
Introduced a Coulomb tem In order to take into account sub—Jleading corrections.

The dinensionless parameter 2 [0; =2] { which we calla "breaking angk" { hasa sense
only aslongas 6 0. It can be considered as a kind of "order param eter" for string breaking:
if = 0, no strng breaking occurs, and if = =2, the potentialdoes not contain a linearpiece
at all. An intemm ediate value of the breaking anglke in plies the existence of the nite distance
R4 at which the string between the test particks breaks. Note that we have introduced a
nom alizing cosh {factor in the second term in the brackets in order to keep the V. "R = 0)
value independent on . Thisde nition is a m atter of conventions.

To justify the presence of the Coulomb{lke tem in the tting function @) Xt us con-
sider three din ensional com pact QED . It iswell known that in the V illain representation the
Polyakov loop correlator factorizes nto the photon and m onopole contribution. The m onopole
contribbution can be evaluated exactly and it contains a m asskss pol, 21 R ), correspond—
Ing to the Coulomb potential between test particles. The total correlator should not contain
the m asslkess polk due to the m assiveness of the photon. T herefore the m onopole contribution
to the correlator must contaln { In addition to the linear term { the di erence between the
Yukawa and Coulomb potentials, 21 R;m) 21 R;m = 0) corresponding to the exchange
by "ral" (massive) and "bare" (m asslkess) photons. Here 21 R ;m ) is the propagator of a
particle w ith them assm . The m entioned above sub-leading tem is an all at distances sn aller
than the inverse photon m ass. H owever, this term gives a signi cant (logarithm ically grow ing)
contribbution at larger ssparations between test particles. Thus the largest deviation from the
linear behaviour of the m onopole contribution to the potential is expected to com e from large
distances due to exchange of a m asskss (pare) photon.

Sin ilar argum ents should apply to the case of the com pact AHM . T he bare photon here,
however, is not m asskss due to the soontaneous breaking of the U (1) symm etry. Therefore
the tting function @) should bem odi ed: the Coulomb potential should be replaced by the
Yukawa one. W e have found that such tsdo not work wellbecause the corresoonding Y ukaw a
m ass tums out to be consistent w ith zero w ithin huge error bars. O n the other hand, the m ass
ofthe bare photon should be sm allat the QED side ofthe crossover w here the form ofthe t @)
is cbviously justi ed. W e have found num erically that this tting function works well also at
the H iggs side of the crossover. Therefore in Eq. @) we restrict ourselves to the C oulomb term
onlky.

The ts ofthe num erical data for the potentialV R ) due to m onopoles by the expression
@) are shown in Figure 2 (@) or ve valies of the hopping param eter from = 0:52 (below
string breaking) to = 060 (far from the transition on the H iggs side) including = 0353 c
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Figure 2: @) Thepotentialfor = 052, = 053, = 054, = 055and = 0:60 extracted

from the m onopole contribution to the Polyakov loop correlator by Eq. (7). The tsby the

finction @) are shown by solid lines. (o) The string tension vs. . In this and all subsequent
gures the string breaking transition at . or = 20 ism arked by a vertical Ine.

(In the vicinity of the transition). In the ts of the potential the point R = 0 was excluded.
O ne can clarly recognize a linear part in the potentialnear the transition point. As Increases
(this corresponds to m oving desper into the H iggs region) the lnear part gradually disappears.
This can also be seen from the properties of the string tension  shown in Figure2 ). The
string tension itself, which on the con nem ent side am ounts roughly to 50 % ofthe Q ED 3 string
tension (corresponding to = 0), drops to a an aller value over a very narrow  region. The
described behaviour of the potential is consistent w ith the expected disappearance of isolated
m onopoles on the H iggs side of the string breaking transition. The residual string tension,
which is accom panied by a short string breaking length Rg,, can be accounted for by the
m onopol{antin onopolk dipolks of niesize. W ith ! =2the temorof mncreases.

Thebreaking angle isshown In Figurei3(a) asa function of . It clearly show s an "order-
param eter{lke" behaviour: i is close to zero or < .and it is niteat > . Small
valiesof 1inply that the string breaking distance is still large. At 1 the value of =2
indicates that the area{law tem in the Polyakov Ioop correlator (§) has becom e irrelevant.

The parameter , shown I Figure'3 (b), seem s to vanish on the H iggs side of the string
breaking transition. T hism ay indicate that in the H iggs region the "bare" photon m assbecom es
signi cant and that the corrections to the linear potential gets concentrated at an alldistances?.
T hus, Jong distance corrections should be zero, ie. 0.

3W e rem Ind the reader that the sm allest distance, R = 0, is excluded from the t.
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vs. the hopping param eter

4 The C luster Structure ofthe M onopole Ensem ble

In this section we tum to the m onopole clustering agoect of the M onte{C arlo con gurations
which have been used in the last section to work out the m onopole part of the extemal{charge
potential. W e closely follow Ref. P1i] where the cluster analysis of the m onopole con gurations
In the case of com pact QED 3 at non{zero tem perature was perfom ed.

T he sin plest quantity describbing the behaviour of the m onopoles is the m onopole density,

= .7:¥L3, where . is the integer valued m onopole charge inside the cube c de ned in
Eqg. B). The density of the total num ber of m onopoles is a decreasing fiinction of the hopping
param eter as it is shown in Figure4 (@) by diam onds. The density sharply drops down at
<r Which has been recognized as the string breaking transition point, but the density does
not vanish on the H iggs side of the crossover. T he binding of m onopoles into dipoles should
show up as an increase of the number of m onopols enclosed in neutral clusters. W e call a
m onopole cluster neutral if the charges of the corresoonding constituent m onopoles sum up to
zero. C lusters are connected groups of m onopols and anti{m onopoles where each obct is
sparated from at least one neighbor belonging to the sam e cluster by a distance less or equal
than som e Ry, ax - The an allest clusters are isolated (anti)m onopoles. In our analysis we have
used R2_ = 3 a® which m eans that m onopolks are considered as neighbors if their cubes share
at least one single comer.

W e show also in Figure (@), symbolized by triangles, the density of m onopoles in neutral
clusterswhich alm ost covers the totaldensity on the H iggs side ofthe string break ing transition .
If we take Into acoount that also bigger dipoles { which cannot be identi ed by our procedure
{ m ay be fom ed, this ckarly signals the binding transition.

In an altemative, perhaps m ore ckar way this is illustrated by the fraction of m onopoles
belonging to neutralclusters, N = eutral™ totary Which is shown in F igure4 (b) . Being constant
on the con nem ent side of the string breaking transition, this quantity starts suddenly to rise
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clusters (triangles), and (o) the fraction ofneutral clusters am ong all clusters, both as functions
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at the transition. This indicates that at the transition point (crossover) the binding process
rapidly takes plhce. At large

the fraction is very close to unity. Then all m onopols are
bound.
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Figure 5: (@) T he average num ber of m onopoles and antim onopoles per cluster as fiinction of
and () the (hom alized) cluster size distrbution D (s) for a few values of

Finally, in Figure § @) we present the average num ber of (anti)m onopoles per cluster and
n Figure :5 ) the (hom alized) cluster size distribution D (s) where s is the number of @nti)
m onopoles In the cluster, fora few values of the hopping param eter

. On the con nem ent side
ofthe string breaking transition (

0:5) the vacuum consists to 70 % ofisolated m onopoks.
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At the crossover (the string breaking transition) at 053 the num ber of isolated m onopoles
decreases, and on the Higgs side ( > 0:53) the vacuum is dom inated by the dipolk gas.

5 Conclisions

W e have num erically observed that in the London lin it ofthe three{din ensional A belian H iggs
m odel string breaking occurs and is acoom panied by m onopol recom bination into dipoles, in
agreem ent w ith argum ents given in Ref. #].

O ur study show s that the m onopol binding is not necessarily accom panied by an ordinary
phase transition of rst or second order. There is a proposition ], however, that the string
breaking m ay be associated w ith a Berezinsky{K osterlitz{T houless type transition due to the
appearance of an anom alous din ension of the gauge eld induced by the uctuations of the
m atter elds. This possbility is not ruled out by our results. In the London lim it (studied in
this articlke) the uctuations of the radial com ponents of them atter eld are suppressed, whilke
faraway from the London lm it the uctuationsbeocom e signi cant such that an ordinary phase
transition m ay exist £6, 27].
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