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A bstract

W e present a full account of the two-loop electroweak,
tw o-photon m ediated short-distance dispersive K1 !

* decay am plitude.Q CD correctionschange the sign
ofthisam plitude and reduce it by an order ofm agniude.
T hus, the Q CD -corrected tw o—loop am plitude represents
only a am all fraction @ ith the centralvalue of5 % ) ofthe
one—loop weak short-distance contribution, and has the
sam e sign. In com bination with a recent m easurem ent,
the standard-m odelprediction ofthe short-distance am -
plitude, com plted In this paper, provides a constraint
on the otherw ise uncertain long-distance dispersive am —
plitude.

1 Introduction

+

Even before it wasm easured, theK , ! decay had
provided valuable insight into the understanding ofweak
interactions. The non-cbservation of the K ! *
decay at a rate com parable with that of K * ! °
showed the in portance of the GIM m echanian E:]: the
Invention ofthe cham ed quark m ade possible the neces—
sary suppression of the am plitude. Now , equipped w ith
the resuls of the new m easurem ents and In view ofthe
forthcom ing data, we take this in portant am plitude un—
der scrutiny.

T he am plitudes in a freequark calculation 'Q] Fig.la
and F ig. 1b) represented by one-loop (1L) W -box and Z—
exchange diagram s, respectively, exhibited a ortuious
cancellation of the lading-order contributions. T here—
fore, as shown by Voloshin and Shabalin E], one was

Figure l:pPossblemechanisms orK ! *

addressed to consider the two-loop (L) diagram s corre—
sponding to F ig. lcasa potentially in portant light-quark
contribution.

T he contributions shown in Fig. 1c were brought to
attention by the m easurem ents ¥, 9] which indicated
that the absorptive part of the diagram in Fig.1lc dom -
inated the rate ofthe K ! * decay. N am ely, nor—
m alizing the am plitudes to the branching ratio

BRy! " )=Reaf+ mrf; @)
and com paring it wih the m ost recent BNL m easure-
ment Ef]

BKy! ' )= 10%; @

(686 0:37)

exhbits the saturation by the absorptive (Im A ) part. It

com pletely dom inates the K, ! [ contrdbu—
tion, giving the so—called unitariy bound [_6]

Baps= (68 03) 107; 3)
corresponding to ImA = 825 10 5. Com paring the

m easurem ent (:_2) w ith the uniariy bound 6'_3"), there is
room for a totalReA oforder 2 10 °. Thus, the to—
tal real part of the am plitude, being the sum of short-
distance (SD ) and long-distance (LD ) dispersive contri-
butions,

ReA = Agp + Arp ; 4)


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605337v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605337

ImA ImA ©
=2 i
- = - - —
/,/"‘_,»—f—b.\‘\\ /,/"‘_,»—f\*»
I o
Exﬁeri mental Expe?i mental
bound bound
Absorptive Absorptive
part part
ReA ReA
@ (b)

Figure 2: schem atic A rgand diagram of the possible interplay of
the am plitudes under consideration

must be relatively am all com pared w ith the absorptive
part of the am plitude, as illustrated n Fig. 2. Such a
an all total dispersive am plitude can be realized either
when the SD and LD parts are both anall Fig. 2a) or
by partial cancellation betw een these two parts F ig.2b).
N otably, the opposite sign of SD and LD contributions
(as favoured by som e calculations) leavesm ore space for
an additional SD contribution. If the SD am plitude is
found to be an all, there isno room fora lJarge LD disper-
sive am plitude A 1p . T his keadsus to reconsider previous
SD calculations B,:j] In the next section.

Frequently, the SD part has been identi ed as the
weak contrbution represented by the oneJloop W -box
and Z-exchange diagram s of F igs. 1la and 1b. T his one—
loop contrdbution A ;, = Apigaa + Apigap is dom nated
by the tquark in the loop (proportionaltothe sm allKM —
factor ), and the inclusion of QCD corrections {, 9]
doesnot change this am plitude essentially. In the present
paper we stress that the diagram ofFig.1lc (2 Gp)
Jeads to the sam e SD operator as that of preceding two
diagram s (oroportional to Gg ). A s already pointed out
n -Eq‘, :_l-(_i], the corresponding tw o-Joop diagram sw ith two
Interm ediate virtual photons have a short-distance part
A, (contained in Apigac = App + Apy) picking up
a potentially sizable contribution from relatively high-
m om entum photons. The total SD am plitude is

Agp = Ajp t Apyp

By exploring the contribution from Fig.lc leading to the
A 1, am plitude, we isolate the strongly m odeldependent
LD digpersive piece. Section 2 is devoted to the calcu-
Jation of the dispersive two-loop SD am plitude A 5, . In
section 3 we conclude that this am plitude enables us to
predict the possble range of the LD dispersive am pli-
tude A1p , the know ledge of which has been urged by
studies of the related rare kaon decays [11].

¥
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Figure 3: The dom inant contrbutions to the s ! d  induced

2L diagram s: A1l for the (c;u) quarks in the loop (a); A 3 for the
(t;c) quarks in the loop )
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Figure 4: The dom inant B 1 contrbution to the s ! d induced
2L diagram s

2 D ispersive two-loop SD contri-
bution

A com plete treatm ent ofthe tw o-loop am plitude consid—
ered here is a m issing piece In the literature. There is
an enlightening feature of the diagram in Fig. lc: the
loop-m om entum of the photon in Fig. 1c enables us to
control the distinction between the LD and SD contri-
butions from this diagram . W e approach this problem

of separating the two contrbutions by studying the SD

piece, de ned by the photon m om enta above som e In—
frared cuto of the order of som e hadronic scale .A

sensible SD am plitude should have a m ild dependence
on the choice of the particular value of .W e calculate
the (two-loop) quark process

sd ! ! ; ©)

for which we obtain a result proportional to the left-
handed quark current for the s ! d transition. W e
present the main results of the calculation of the full
set of 44 electroweak [EW ) two-loop diagram s in the 't
H ooftFeynm an gauge. It is convenient to distinguish be—
tween three sets of diagram s, depending on one-particle
Irreducible subloops { the A diagram sgiven by s ! d
transitions (ofthe type shown in F ig. 3), the B -diagram s
given by thes ! d transition (illustrated n Fig.4) and
the C diagram s given by the non-diagonals ! d tran—
sition (shown in Fig.5). We stressthat thes ! d
electroweak Insertions are nite, whereas the divergent
s! d and s ! d insertions require a proper reqular-
ization. For the extemal light quarks at hand, we have
used the on-shell subtraction in the lim it of vanishing
external 4-m om enta. T he structure for C -diagram s cor-
responds to the s | d am plitude regularized to be zero
at them ass shells of the s-and d-quarks l_12j], n the lim it
Mg ! 0,n which wework.
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Figure 5:A genuine QCD contrbution tos! d * , induced
by the s ! d selfpenguin transition
A fter reqularization, the e ective s ! d (A ~tran—

sition), s ! d @ —transition) and s !
have the structures

d (C ~transition)

A kd Ls; B:(g k* kk)d Ls;
C:d( KLs; ©®)

w here k isthe photon—-Jloop m om entum Wwhich forB —and
C -diagram s coincides w ith the s—or d-quark m om entum
nside the loop). A fter regularization, all three types of
diagram s are intemally gauge invariant w ith respect to
QED when diagram s w ith crossed photons are added.
O ther structures, besides those in z_é), are present for
A)s! d and B)s! d diagram s, but do not con-
tribute to the tw oJoop quark process l_E;) when diagram s
w ith crossed and uncrossed photons are summ ed.

T he two-loop am plitude resulting from theA ,B and
C subloops In (_6) aocquires the form

2

iG
M 3§ = Ele:—z qfAg+ Bgq+ Cqgd Ls)(

5V) ;

(7)
which is proportional to the sam e operator as that ap-
pearing in the one-loop am plitude [g, :_Q]. Sum m Ing over
the quark avours (@ = u;c;t) In the loop gives us a
general am plitude as

X
M (sd! )= M ¢
q
= MY MO+ (M M)
oM ) 4 M (t;C); 8)

explicitly exposing the G M m echanisn (the 4’sarethe
appropriate KM factors). A ffer embedding the sd (ds)
in themeson K ° K °), the physical CP -conserving am —
plitude takes the fom

)CP—cons=

ARy ! LA G 4L Re A O . (9)

Forthe light quarks (= cju),diagram sA 1l F ig.3a)
and B1l (Fig.4) dom inate com plktely (and are therefore
under scrutiny in Table 1), the otherdiagram sbeing sup—
pressed by an extra factorm 2=M ? afterthe GIM mech-
anism hasbeen taken into account. For the heavy quark
(t) In the loop, such a suppression is of course absent,
and w e a priorihave to consider alldiagram s. Tk tumsout
that then the largest contrbution am ong A -diagram s is
A3 (Fig.3b),and am ong B -diagram sthe largest isagain
B 1l.Both in the light-and heavy-quark cases there are

also the contrbutions from the non-diagonals ! d self-
energy (C -diagram s). Being negligble in the pure elec—
troweak case (suppressed by m2=M Z fr light quarks
after GIM ), the o -diagonal selfenergy contribution be-
com es potentially unsuppressed ( sIhm ) when per-
turbative QCD is sw itched on 3] Fig.5).

2.1 Pure electrow eak results

Let us rst display the pure ekctroweak EW ) results
In order to keep contact with the early calculation by
Voloshin and Shabalin g]. W e have calculated all the
contributions num erically, the results of the dom inating
ones being presented in Tabl 1.In addition, the analyt-
icalexpressions can be obtained in the lightquark (;c)
case.Let usdisplay the analytic form s forthe leadingA 1l
and B 1 am plitudes w hich reproduce those obtained pre—
viously H].0ur caloulation shows that, orm? M Z,
the lading logarithm ic (LL) contrbution in the pure
electrow eak case is

2

M m
2h— ; (10)

=N

2
A lLL = g In 2
where is the Infrared cuto , de ned above. In this
way we avoid integrals over low photon m om enta, which
correspond to som e LD contrbutions.Forthe am plitude
B 1,weobtain the ollow Ing LL resul forthe single quark
oop orm? M2 ):

4 1 M7 1 m?
Bly, = 3 5(]1’1—";)2 5(]1’1—2)2
+5]1’1MV§ 5]1’1m2 11)
6 m? 6 2

Taken at face value, the expressions {_iQ') and d_l-]_:) are the
result for the cquark case m = m ). The correspond-
Ing u-quark contribution is obtained by the replacem ent
m, ! . These results conform to [I:j:] after the GIM
m echanism hasbeen taken into account.

A s a new contribution to the existing literature, we
have also perform ed the 2L calculation ofthe electrow eak
diagram s for the heavy quarks (= t;c) in the loop.In
this case, the dom nant contributions are A3 F ig. 3b)
and B1l (Fi.4).However, these are associated w ith the
an allKM factor : and are therefore suppressed.Table 1
displays only these dom inant am plitudes and the total
am plitudes, a full account being relegated to a m ore de—
tailed publication {I4]. T his tabk also illustrates a m ild
sensitivity of the dom inant light-quark electroweak am —
plitudes A1 and B 1l to the IR cuto . As we have
also displayed the total am plitude, this table illustrates
to w hat degree the Indicated contributions are dom inant
w ithin the full set ofthe pure EW diagram s.T he agree—
ment between the num erical A1l and B1) and the an—
alytical LL results {10) and (1), after perform ing the
G IM procedure, is explicated by the corresponding row s
of Tablk 2. The last row of Tabl 1, nom alized to the



m easured am plitude, show s the largeness of the net EW
contrbution. W e observe that such a large pure elec—
troweak 2L contrbution would have decreased the one
loop am plitude t_é] substantially.

2.2 QCD corrections

There are som e subtleties In perform ing QCD correc—
tions to the tw o-loop diagram s considered.A though the
gluon corrections pertain to the quark loop, the highly
o -shell photons closing the other (quark—Jlepton) loop
control the SD regin e of the two-loop am plitude as a
whole. In general, there is up to one log per loop, as
exempli ed by the B 1tem in ([1) related to Fig. 4.

T here isa suitable prescription introduced in Refs. [,
.’:I-g] and applied by other groups @é, :_L-j,:_ig] for handling
the leadingQ CD corrections.U sing thisprescription, one
can w rite the am plitude as an Integralover virtualquark
loop mom enta. In the problem considered, we have to
decode the 2-loop mom entum ow In order to extract
the leading logarithm ic structure, which we then sum
using the renom alization-group technique. T hereby, we
refer to the building blocks considered previously { the
electrom agnetic penguin of Ref. [_1-9'] (how appearing in
the B1 am p]ji:ude) the QCD corrections to the quark-
loop ofFig. 3a [20] and to a very recent treatm ent of the
selfpenguin !2]1] Let us present this In m ore detail.

W e start by dem onstrating the Q CD corrections to
the c-and u—quark loops of A diagram s in Tabl 2.0 ne

rst hunts the lading log which should correspond to
theAl-+tem in (10).This resul can be understood from
the result oftheprevioussd !  calulation 0], which
consisted oftw o tem s dom inated at the scalesM  and
m , respectively. M oreover, these two term s had the rela—
tiveweights 1 and 2, respectively.W hen this < !
am plitude is inserted In to the twoloop diagram for
sd ! , we gain one logarithm . Since the two term s in

(:_l-g') stem from the loop integrals dom inated by the m o-
menta atM ¢ and m?, respectively, the Q CD -corrected
am plitude acquires the form

M2 4 m 2
+—1(m)1n ;7 (12)

2
ALy = M)k
which in principle agreesw ith rE{]and disagreesw ith tj].
Here, the QCD coe cient 1 re ects the colour-singlet
nature of the photonic part of the diagram , and is given

by
1) =2c &) c @) 13)

where ¢ are the W ilson coe cients of the 4-quark op—
erators O in the e ective S = 1 Lagrangian of Ref.
i_Z-g]. In the lkading logarithm ic approxin ation they are
given by

=b
) °
c )= ——5— ; (14)
sM 2 )
where a; = 2 and a = 4 are the anom alous di-
mensions and b = 11 2N¢=3, N ¢ being the num —

ber of active avours. In contradistinction to the nu-
m erically favourable and stable colour-octet factor g =
(s + c )=2, the singlet coe cient (1:3_; is rather sensi-
tive to the choice of gcp , with a notable sw itch ofthe
sign {5, 17] or atthe scak ofa fw G eV2.Combining
the u—and cquark contributions by taking into account
the GIM m echanian (see 6'_8)), only the second term in
C_l-g:) survives.

TheB 1 am plitude in {i}') can be understood in tem s
ofthe electrom agnetic penguin subloop, which is, w thin
the LL expansion, proportionalto

MZ
n(—%) - fr K <m?<MZ ;

m

M 2 5
Jn(kVZV)+g r m?< kK <M? ; (15)

where k is the m om entum of virtual photons. Inserting
this subloop into the next loop, we gain one logarithm
(n particular, In ! n®=2).Hence the log> form in the
second term in (1), which Jeads to the Q CD -corrected
am plitude expressed in an integral form as

"
7y 2
M dp? . p_z+
2

B19 " = — 16°) h

ol w,

4

9 L2
5 , . m?
et ) In— 16)
A gain, the expressions C_l-g‘) and C_l-g‘) apply directly to
the cquark contribution, the u—quark contribution being
obtained by m aking the replacem entm ! .Thism eans
that when takJng Into account the G IM m echanism , the
integralin (16) willrun from 2 tom 2. T he net result of
the Q CD dressing is sin ilar to that ﬁ)rtheAl diagram :
a suppressed am plitude w ith a change of sign.

T he C -contrbution stem m ing from theQ CD —induced
selfpenguin (SP ) in Fig.5.m ight also be interesting.A s
opposed to A1 and B 1 contrbutions it is not suppressed
by the colour singlet factor 1, but contains the num er-
ically favourable colour octet factor g. It is, however,
suppressed by = .Forthem = m . case, we obtain to
allordersin QCD

Z 2
7~ Me gp? 1. P
QCD 2 2
c = 145 — —(n—
LL 162 - -~ ©°) 2( )
5 25 p 5 ,1 m?,
-+ )h— = Z(h— 17
C+)h— ¢ eHsm—)" an
where (%) = 5 @°) s@”)= .In addition, 7/162 is an

overall loop factor, and the tem s 5/6 have the sam e
origin as in C_l-§') and I_l-§') T he u-quark contribution is
again obtained by m aking the replacementm !

T he light-quark approxination m? M 2 ) isused
in {{7).Foran arbitrary quark m ass, needed to treat the
heavy top in the loop, the calculations are much m ore
di cul [21] W e have done an estin ate and found that



Table 1:T he pure electrow eak light-quark (c;u) and heavy-quark (t;c) 2-loop results. The input valygsarem ¢=173GeV,mc = 1:5G eV

and m y replaced by the IR cuto

0f 0.7 or 0.9 GeV (corresponding to the range considered in (1_8.')) . T h%va]ues in the last row are

obtained by multplyingby w = 02150r ¢’ 2 10 %, and should be com pared with R exptj’ JmA j=  Bps= 825 10 5.The
one-loop (1L) SD contrioution corresponds to a ReA (see (29‘)) ofthe order 3:5 10 °
D om inant Pure EW D om inant Pure EW
(cju) diagram = 077 =09 (tc) diagram = 077 =029
Al 1.86 122 A3 238 22.7
A total 1.90 125 A total 271 264
B1 1.70 1.04 B1 206 191
B total 1.70 1.03 B total 156 142
Total 359 228 Total 42.7 40.7
ReA=10 ° 155 098 ReA=10 ° 0.017 0.016
the top-quark contribution isroughly 10 $ ofthe cham -
quark contribution (taking into account that satmy is
about 1/3 0of gatmc.). 2+
Table 2 displays a detailed structure of the dom i- \AZLEW
nant am plitudes from Tabl 1, before and after applying tr
the GIM mechanisn :the rst, the second, and the third 0 07 0.8 0.9 1;0
block of the table display the A, B, and C contribu- e o
tions, respectively. Tn the third block, CS2 and C2°P l Ay NGeV
refer to the bare and dressed selfpenguin contributions,
respectively, whereasC refers to the negligble pure elec— oL
troweak (EW ) contrbution. T herefore, CSF is di erent
from C .A sa curdosity, we have found that the latter has 3L
a peculiar GIM cancellation: there is an exact cancella— AIL
tion between the cquark contrbution form. ! 0 and -4 -
the tquark contrbution orm¢ ! 1 .Asa result,C is

not so G IM relaxed as expected for a heavy-quark case
;).

3 Conclusions

In this paper we have focused on the 2-loop (L) con—
tributions, leading to the typical SD local operator for
the sd ! [ quark transition but also having
a LD (soft-photon) range. O ur approach starts from the
SD side, whereby an infrared (IR) cuto ofvirtualpho—
tons sets n. W e contrast the SD contrbution w ith the
com plem entary LD ones, which have to be calculated us-
Ing other m ethods, and are rather m odel dependent at
the present stage. T he num erically in portant 2L pure
ekctroweak SD contributions are due to the light (u;c)
quarks in the loop.Besides com plting the previous cal
culation for light quarks, we have also considered the
2L diagram s including the heavy (c;t) quarks. A large
num ber of electrow eak diagram sm ay com pensate for a
anallCKM factor, and one m ight expect non-negligble
e ects. However, the actual calculation show s that the
various am plitudes have di erent signs, and taking into
account the an allness of ¢, the heavy-quark contrbu-—
tion is negligble.

Figure 6:0CD does three things to the EW 2L am plitude:
i) an oothens the -dependence (m aking the SD extraction
better de ned),
ii) changes the sign @ aking it coherent to the 1L am plitude),
and
iii) suppresses it to large extent

N ext, we have shown the in portance ofthe SD QCD
corrections for the 2L diagram s, summ arized in Fig. 6.
Inclusion of these QCD corrections appears to be sub—
tle and m ore dram atic than it was the case for the 1L
diagram s. T w o decades ago there w as a controversy con—
ceming QCD corrections to these 1L diagram s. Ref. B]
resolved i by an adequate treatm ent of the loop Inte—
grals.Our results for SD corrections to the 2L diagram s
are shown In Tabl 2. The short-distance QCD correc—
tions suppress the part of the SD 2 am plitude which
is electrow eakly dom inant before nclusion ofQCD cor-
rections. T he basic reason for this is the behaviour of
the 1 = Qo c ) QCD ooe cient. In particular, the
A1l and B 1 am plitudes are suppressed to a large extent,



Table 2:The anatomy ofQ CD corrections: the exact EW 2-loop calculation is com pared w ith the LL values and w ith the RGE sum m ed

LLQCD corrections. T he input values are the sam e as in Table 1, with the IR cut-o speci ed at =0.83 G&V and w ith

M )= 0:118

E%]. C orrespondence w ith the em pirical value can be m ade using the conversion factors provided by the last row of Table 1

EW + SD QCD

EW + SD QCD

cloop udoop GIM (¢ u) tdoop cloop GIM (& <)

Al 214 357 142 A3 174 404 230
Alyy 452 609 158 A3pp 223 183 40
A19’° 619 -6.09 010 A3°° 223 83 40
B1 204 216 124 B1 08 204 196
Bl 208 220 119 Bl 20 208 18.8
19°P 449 447 023 B12°P 20 149 129

C 061 061 3 103 C 052 061 0.09
cr 046 047 001 F££5 <o02 047 < 047
coer 047 0.48 -0.01 °¢P 5 <02 047 <07

LL

LL

and do not anym ore Interfere destructively w ith the 1L
SD am plitude ofRef. fg]. W ithout this suppression, the
scenario ofFig. 2a would appear as a m ore likely one.

W e should stress that in the treatm ent ofthe 2L am -
pliude we have perform ed Q CD corrections in the lead-
ng Jogarithm ic approxin ation by using {L4), whik the
1L am plitude was treated In the next to leading NLO )
approxin ation in E].

To summ arize, we have found a m odest light-quark
2L contrbution stem m Ing from intem ediate virtualpho-
tons having relatively high m om entum . Introducing the
error bars corresponding to  in the range 0.7{09 G &V,
and a m ore essential one from am pirical uncertainty in

s (corresponding to éSéD In the range 150{250M &V ),

we obtain

038 10° Ay 0001 10°; 18)

This has the sam e sign and, for central valies, corre—
soondsto 5% ofA g ig'],

44 10° A 26 10°; a9)
where the uncertainty m ainly re ects the poor know -
edge of . A though the 1L and 2L contributions are
not treated on an equal footing WLO wversus LL QCD
corrections), this result still enables us to estin ate the

size ofApp from @).Re@rdngtoouroommentsbe]ow

@), and allowing ora ReAj 27 10°,we nd the
follow ing allowed range forAp :
04 10° App, 75 107 : 20)

T hus, having a dispersive LD paJ:tA 1,p ofthe size com —
parable w ih the absorptive part {24 is still not ruled
out com pltely.

T he tw o vector-m eson dom inance calculations forthe

LD am plitude considered as the referent calculations in
Ref. ?_ﬁ] have basically opposite signs:

29 10°

ALD 05

027 10° A 4:7

O n the basis of the Inferred relative sign between 1L
and 2L contrbutions, R ef. [1], attem pted to discrin inate
between the two LD calulations quoted above. (They
favoured Ref. 5], and disfavoured Ref. 6] as the one
ascrbing opposite signs to SD and LD .) In the last of
their papers ij] they even conclided that the BNL m ea—
surem ents EZJ:] were In con ict w ith the standard m odel.

W e have found that these conclusions are doubtfil,
since they are based on an erroneous SD extension to the
LD momentum region.In our opinion, Ref. fj] m isiden—
ti es what (according to the calculationalm ethod em —
ployed) should be their SD am plitude A o, ,with Ap . In
our treatm ent (see section 2) we have avoided the forbid—
den low-m om entum region by ntroducing the nfrared
cut-o of the order of the -mass.W e have dem on—
strated that there is a subtle QCD suppression of the
originally quite sizable SD EW 2L am plitude. T herefore,
arealK ! [ am plitude ofa considerable size
given in C_Z-(_)') corresoonding to low -m om enta ( and
below ), is still allowed. This m ight be used as a con—
sistency check for the m ethods of the type em ployed in
Refs. 25, 26].

Taking into acoount the di culties inherent to the
estim ates of the LD amphtude, it is welcome to ar-
rive at the constraint QO) A ccordingly, provided the
sign of App are correctly given in [4], the BNL ex—
perin ent com bined w ith the standard-m odel calculation
tends to favour the result of Ref. R6]. In this way, the



scenario of Fig. 2b seem s to be preferred by the stan—
dard m odel. P rovided that the beyond-standard-m odel
e ects are represented by the relatively an allSD am pli-
tudes, this scenario hinders the possbility of recovering
suche ectsintheK ! * decay. T he frthcom ing
data from K ! * m easuram ents I_fj]wﬂlﬁlrther
test the conclusions of the present paper.
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