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A bstract

W e study thepartoftherenorm alized,cuto� Q ED light-frontHam iltonian thatdoes

notchangeparticlenum ber.TheHam iltonian containsinteractionsthatm ustbetreated

in second-orderbound state perturbation theory to obtain hyper�nestructure.W e show

thata sim ple unitary transform ation leadsdirectly to the fam iliarBreit-Ferm ispin-spin

and tensorinteractions,which can be treated in degenerate �rst-orderbound-state per-

turbation theory,thussim plifying analytic light-frontQ ED calculations. To the orderin
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m om enta weneed to consider,thistransform ation isequivalentto a M elosh rotation.W e

also study how the sim ilarity transform ation a�ectsspin-orbitinteractions.
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1 Introduction

Light-frontHam iltonian �eld theory isbeing developed asa toolforsolving bound state

problem s in Q CD [1,2]. Cuto�s are introduced that can be lowered using a sim ilarity

renorm alization group [3],and renorm alization can be com pleted either using coupling

coherence [4]or by �xing counterterm s to repairsym m etries violated by the cuto�s. In

the sim plest procedure the renorm alized, cuto� Ham iltonians are com puted perturba-

tively and m ay then bediagonalized non-perturbatively to obtain low-lying bound states.

Each stage hasan approxim ation schem e associated with it: in the �rststep,the e�ec-

tive Ham iltonian iscalculated to a given orderin perturbation theory;and in thesecond

step thee�ective Ham iltonian isdivided into a dom inantpart,which de�nesthestarting

bound-state wave functions,and a perturbation,which istreated to a given orderusing

bound-state perturbation theory. Interactions that change particle num ber are treated

perturbatively. As a consequence, di�erent Fock states decouple and one is left with

few-body problem sin theleading order.Itisthereforeim portantto know to whatextent

bound statesareaccurately described by thee�ectiveinteractionsthatdonotchangepar-

ticlenum ber.A principalsignatureofthetruncation errorsin theseschem esisa violation

ofrotationalinvariance,which isa dynam icalsym m etry in light-front�eld theory.

Therearetwo reasonswhy rotationalsym m etry iscom plicated in thisapproach.The

�rstisthatwe have form ulated the theory on the lightfront. Rotations are dynam ical,

and light-front spinorsdepend on the choice ofz-axis. In the weak-coupling lim it,how-

ever,oneexpectsthatrotationsshould becom esim plebecauseboth boostand rotational
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sym m etries are kinem atic in the nonrelativistic lim it. The second source ofcom plexity

is the regularization and renorm alization schem e that we use [1,2]. This has profound

e�ectsin Q CD [5],butin Q ED,to obtain the leading interactionscuto�scan e�ectively

berem oved.Therefore,to disentangle the two problem sitisusefulto study Q ED in the

nonrelativistic lim it.

Jonesetal[6]havestudied theground statehyper�nestructureofpositronium in this

approach.Tosecond orderin thecouplingtherearenew interactionsbetween electron and

positron thatarise from elim inating m atrix elem entsofthe Ham iltonian involving high-

energy photon em ission and absorption. These new interactions have spin-independent

as wellas spin-dependent parts. The spin-independent interaction,com bined with the

instantaneous exchange interaction,leads to the Coulom b interaction,and the leading-

orderproblem reducesto thefam iliarequal-tim e Schr�odingerequation [2].

The light-front spin-dependent interactions appear to be di�erent from the spin-

dependent interactions found in an equal-tim e form ulation,even in the nonrelativistic

lim it. For exam ple,ifone calculates the hyper�ne splitting in the positronium ground

state,�rst-orderbound-stateperturbation theory givesincorrectresults.Thetripletstate

isnotdegenerate,and the energy ofthe singletstate isincorrect.Thisisbecause theef-

fectiveHam iltonian containsaterm thatdoesnotgiveacontribution in �rst-orderbound-

state perturbation theory,butitscontribution in second-orderbound-state perturbation

theory isofthesam eorderin � astheterm scontributing in the�rstorder,O (� 4).Jones

et al[6]e�ectively sum m ed the second-order bound-state perturbation theory analyti-

cally,and showed that it leads to the correct hyper�ne splitting in the ground state of
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positronium . K aluza and Pirnerencountered the sam e problem [7],and they com pleted

thesum num erically.

W e propose an alternative approach. W e �nd a sim ple unitary transform ation ofthe

Ham iltonian thatalterstheproblem aticterm sothatitentersat�rst-orderin bound-state

perturbation theory. W e �nd the transform ation order-by-order in powers ofm om enta.

In orderto restorethehyper�nesplitting,weneed to �nd theunitary transform ation only

to the next-to-leading order. A unitary transform ation doesnotchange the eigenvalues,

and thetransform ation weobtain m akesthecalculation m uch easier.Itturnsoutthatthe

unitarytransform ation tothisorderisan expansion ofthesocalled M elosh transform ation

[8]to next-to-leading order in powers of m om enta. The sim ple form alism enables us

to study how the sim ilarity transform ation a�ects the spin-dependent structure ofthe

e�ective Ham iltonian. This issue is addressed in the third section. The last section

containsourconclusions.

2 Spin-spin interaction in Q ED

The e�ective Ham iltonian for a ferm ion and an antiferm ion generated by the sim ilarity

transform ation [3]using coupling coherence [4]is

H e� = H free+ V1 + V2 + V2 e� ; (1)

where H free is the kinetic energy,V1 is O (g) em ission and absorption,V2 is the O (g2)

instantaneous exchange interaction,and V2 e� includes the O (g2) e�ective interactions.
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For sim plicity,we only consider the case where the ferm ion and antiferm ion have equal

m ass.

K ineticenergy isdiagonalin m om entum space,and m atrix elem entsoftheinteractions

arenonzero only between stateswith energy di�erencesm allerthan � 2

P + ,which isre
ected

by an overallcuto� function in theequationsbelow.Ifthecuto� ischosen within certain

lim its,the cuto� functionscan beapproxim ated by 1 to leading orderin � [2].

M atrix elem ents ofthe Ham iltonian in a state containing a ferm ion and antiferm ion

pairare asfollows.Thekinetic energy isdiagonalin m om entum space:

p? 2 + m 2

p+
+
k? 2 + m 2

k+
:

Theem ission and absorption ofa photon entersatsecond order.

Let pi,ki be the light-front three-m om enta carried by the ferm ion and antiferm ion;

�i,�i aretheirlight-fronthelicities;u(p;�),v(k;�)aretheirspinors;index i= 1;2 refers

to theinitialand �nalstates,respectively.Theinstantaneousexchangeinteraction m ixes

statesofdi�erentm om enta:

� g2�u(p2;�2)

�u(p1;�1)�v(k1;�1)


�v(k2;�2)

� 1

q+
2���� �

�
� 2

P + � j(p�
1
+ k

�
1
)� (p�

2
+ k

�
2
)j
�

; (2)

and so do thee�ective interactionsgenerated by the sim ilarity transform ation:

� g2�u(p2;�2)

�u(p1;�1)�v(k1;�1)


�v(k2;�2)

� 1

q+
D ��(q)

 
�(jD 1j�

�
2

P +
)�(jD 1j� jD 2j)

D 1

+
�(jD 2j�

�
2

P +
)�(jD 2j� jD 1j)

D 2

!

� �

�
� 2

P + � j(p
�
1 + k

�
1 )� (p

�
2 + k

�
2 )j

�

: (3)
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where D ��(q)=
q?

2

q+
2���� +

1

q+

�

��q
?
� + ��q

?
�

�

� g?�� isthe photon propagatorin light-

frontgauge,�� = (0;�+ = 1;0;0);q= p1� p2 istheexchanged m om entum ,with q
� =

q?
2

q+
;

D 1,D 2 are energy denom inators: D 1 = p
�
1 � p

�
2 � q� and D 2 = k

�
2 � k

�
1 � q� . It is

convenientto add (2)and (3)together,leading to:

g
2�u(p2;�2)


�
u(p1;�1)�v(k2;�2)


�
v(k1;�1)

�

"

g��

 
�(jD1j�

� 2

P + )�(jD1j� jD2j)

q+ D 1

+
�(jD2j�

� 2

P + )�(jD2j� jD1j)

q+ D 2

!

�
����

2q+
2

 

1�
�(jD1j�

� 2

P + )�(jD1j� jD2j)D 2

D 1

�
�(jD2j�

� 2

P + )�(jD2j� jD1j)D 1

D 2

! #

� �

 
�2

P +
� j(p�

1
+ k

�
1
)� (p�

2
+ k

�
2
)j

!

: (4)

In what follows,we approxim ate the cuto� functions by 1,which is allowed to leading

orderfortherange ofcuto�sg2m 2 � �2 � gm 2 [2].

The\����" term isspin independent,itvanisheson shell,and itisatleastonepower

ofm om enta higher than the leading spin-independent piece ofthe \g��" term . As we

explain later,itdoesnota�ectspin-spin and tensorinteractions,butitm ay in
uencethe

spin-orbit.

In whatfollowsweuse Jacobim om enta:

p
+

i = xiP
+

; p
?
i = �

?
i ;

k
+

i = yiP
+

; k
?
i = � �

?
i ;

where yi = 1 � xi; and we replace four-com ponent spinors u(p;�), v(k;�) with two-
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com ponentspinorsby substituting:

u(p;�)=

s

2

p+
(p+ + �m � ~�

?
� ~p? )�+

0

B
B
B
@

��

0

1

C
C
C
A
; (5)

and sim ilarly v(k;�). Here � = 
0, ~� = 
0~
 are Dirac m atrices, �+ = 1

4

� 
+ is a

projection operator,and �� isa two-com ponentspinor,

�" =

0

B
B
B
@

1

0

1

C
C
C
A

; �# =

0

B
B
B
@

0

1

1

C
C
C
A

:

From now on wewillwritetheHam iltonian asan operatorwhich actsin thecrossproduct

space ofthese two-com ponentspinors.

Afterthefollowing change ofvariables,which de�nespz,

xi=

q

~pi
2
+ m 2 + piz

2

q

~pi
2
+ m 2

; yi=

q

~ki
2

+ m 2 + kiz

2

q

~ki
2

+ m 2

; (6)

where ~ki= � ~pi,and thethreem om entum in thecenterofm assfram eisthen ~p � (�? ;pz),

we take thenonrelativistic lim itofthe Ham iltonian.

Theenergy denom inatorsbecom e:

q
+
D 1 =

� ~q
2 +

0

@
p1z

m

q

1+
~p1
2

m 2

�
p2z

m

q

1+
~p2
2

m 2

1

A (~p1
2
� ~p2

2)+

2

4
2+

~p1
2

m 2 +
~p2
2

m 2

q

1+
~p1
2

m 2

q

1+
~p2
2

m 2

� 2

3

5 p1zp2z

’ � ~q
2
;

q
+
D 2 =

� ~q
2
�

0

@
p1z

m

q

1+
~p1
2

m 2

�
p2z

m

q

1+
~p2
2

m 2

1

A (~p1
2
� ~p2

2
)+

2

4
2+

~p1
2

m 2 +
~p2
2

m 2

q

1+
~p1
2

m 2

q

1+
~p2
2

m 2

� 2

3

5 p1zp2z

’ � ~q
2
; (7)

8



and theinteraction Ham iltonian reducesto

4g2(2m )2

"
1

� ~q
2
(1+ d)

#

(v0 + vspin)+ v�� ��; (8)

where v0 and vspin com e from the g�� term in eqn.(4).v0 isspin-independentand vspin

dependson spins.d denotescorrectionsfrom energy denom inatorsthatwediscussin the

nextsection,togetherwith the spin independentv�� �� thatarisesfrom the ���� term in

eqn.(4).W ehavedropped an overallfactorof
p
x1x2(1� x1)(1� x2)in theHam iltonian

which isabsorbed by a sim ilarfactorin thede�nition ofthetwo-body wave function.

The corrections from energy denom inators do not in
uence the discussion ofspin-

dependent structure,because they enter as an overallfactor m ultiplying the entire g��

term .Thiswillbecom e clearlater.To second orderin powersofm om enta,

v0 = 1+
1

4m 2
(~p1 + ~p2)

2 +
1

2m 2
~p1 � ~p2 +

1

2m 2
~p
?
1 � ~p

?
2 +

3

4m 2

�

(~p1)
2
z + (~p2)

2
z

�

; (9)

and

vspin = �
i

2m
((~k1 � ~k2)� ~�a)z �

i

2m
((~p1 � ~p2)� ~�b)z

+
1

4m 2
((~k1 � ~k2)� ~�a)? � ((~p1 � ~p2)� ~�b)?

+ 3
i

4m 2
(~k2 � ~k1)� ~�a + 3

i

4m 2
(~p2 � ~p1)� ~�b

+
i

4m 2
(~k2 � ~k1)z � (~�a)z +

i

4m 2
(~p2 � ~p1)z � (~�b)z

+
i

4m 2
(~k1)z �

�
~k1 � ~�a

�

z
�

i

4m 2
(~k2)z �

�
~k2 � ~�a

�

z

+
i

4m 2
(~p1)z � (~p1 � ~�b)z �

i

4m 2
(~p2)z � (~p2 � ~�b)z : (10)

W e can im m ediately see thatthe �rsttwo term sin vspin,which are linearin m om en-

tum ,willlead todi�cultiesin bound stateperturbation theory.In �rst-orderbound-state
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perturbation theory they integrate to zero,butthey enteratthe second-orderofbound-

state perturbation theory, bringing the sam e power of m om enta as the fam iliar term

(~q� ~�a)? � (~q� ~�b)? :So in orderto obtain correctsplitting oftheground statetripletand

singletstatesusing thisHam iltonian,onehasto sum second-orderbound-stateperturba-

tion theory using allbound-and scattering electron-positron states[6].Letusnote that

therem aining term sin (10)would give rise to partofthespin-orbitinteractions.

The key to resolving this nuisance is to recognize that the spin-independentv0 and

the spin-dependentvspin are both m ultiplied by the sam e energy denom inators. W e try

to �nd a unitary transform ation which, applied to the spin-independent term , would

generate term scancelling the unwanted linearterm s,and restoring rotationalinvariance

in the (~q� ~�a)� (~q� ~�b)term .

Considerthefollowing transform ation:

U� = 1+
i

2m

�
~P� � ~��

�

z
�
1

2

P ? 2
�

4m 2
(11)

foreach particle �. Thistransform ation is clearly unitary to second orderin m om enta,

which isallwerequire here.Fortwo particlesa and bin theinitialand �nalstates,

U
y

initial
=

"

1�
i

2m

�
~k1 � ~�a

�

z
�
1

2

k1
? 2

4m 2

#"

1�
i

2m
(~p1 � ~�b)z �

1

2

p1
? 2

4m 2

#

; (12)

and

U�nal=

"

1+
i

2m

�
~k2 � ~�a

�

z
�
1

2

k2
? 2

4m 2

#"

1+
i

2m
(~p2 � ~�b)z �

1

2

p2
? 2

4m 2

#

: (13)

Then theHam iltonian transform sas:

H ! UfH U
y

i (14)
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leading to new v0 and vspin:

~v0 = 1+
1

2m 2
(~p1 + ~p2)

2
+

1

2m 2

�

~p1
2 + ~p2

2
�

(15)

to the leading order,and

~vspin = �
1

4m 2
(~q� ~�a)� (~q� ~�b)

+
3i

4m 2
(~k2 � ~k1)� ~�a +

3i

4m 2
(~p2 � ~p1)� ~�b

�
i

m 2
(~p2 � ~p1)� ~�b�

i

m 2
(~k2 � ~k1)� ~�a

+
i

4m 2
(~p1)z � (~p1 � ~�b)z �

i

4m 2
(~p2)z � (~p2 � ~�b)z

+
i

4m 2
(~k1)z �

�
~k1 � ~�a

�

z
�

i

4m 2
(~k2)z �

�
~k2 � ~�a

�

z
: (16)

Thecorrectionsfrom energy denom inators(i.e.din eqn.(8))donota�ectspin-dependent

interactions to this order. The term in the unitary transform ation designed to rem ove

(~q� �)z also rem oves d(~q� �)z,because d is an overallfactor m ultiplying both v0 and

vspin.

The rotationally noninvariantterm sthatdo notm ix initialand �nalstate m om enta

(e.g., i

4m 2(~p1)z� (~p1 � ~�b)z)can berem oved by adding term softhatform into theunitary

transform ation in thesecond orderin m om enta:

U� ! U� +
i

4m 2
(P�)z �

�
~P� � ~��

�

z
: (17)

Theresultantspin-dependentinteractionsis:

~vspin = �
1

4m 2
(~q� ~�a)� (~q� ~�b)

+
3i

4m 2
(~k2 � ~k1)� ~�a +

3i

4m 2
(~p2 � ~p1)� ~�b
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�
i

m 2
(~p2 � ~p1)� ~�b�

i

m 2
(~k2 � ~k1)� ~�a (18)

which isthe fam iliarBreit-Ferm iinteraction.

The ���� term in eqn. (4) which we ignored so far is spin-independentand already

onepowerofm om enta higherthan theleading spin-independentterm in v0.Therefore,to

ordertwo powersofm om enta higherthan theleading spin-independentterm ,itdoesnot

a�ectthespin-spin and tensorinteractions.Itm ay a�ectthespin-orbitinteractions.But

at least as far as the spin-spin structure,we can now diagonalize the new Ham iltonian

using statesthatare related to the originalstatesas

j~ i= U j i : (19)

Itshould be m entioned that the unitary transform ation as presented here is a next-

to-leading orderexpansion oftheM elosh transform ation [8]:

m + x�M 0 � i
�

P ?
� � ~��

�

zq

(m + x�M 0)
2 + P ?

�

2
: (20)

3 Sim ilarity transform ation and �ne structure

In thissection weconsidercorrectionsthatarisedueto thesim ilarity transform ation,i.e.

the ���� term and the corrections due to energy denom inators in the g�� term in (4).

For com pleteness,we m ention that the �nite cuto�s also introduce corrections,the size

ofwhich dependson the speci�cchoice of� [2].

In the previousconsiderationswe om itted correctionsdue to energy denom inatorsin

the g�� term in (4),ord in eqn.(8).These correctionsdo nota�ectthe spin-dependent
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term s,butthey do producea spin-independentcorrection:

4g2(2m )2

"
d

~q
2

#

= 4g2(2m )2
1

~q
2

"
jqzjj~q� (~p1 + ~p2)j

m ~q
2

#

(21)

wherewe have dropped theom nipresent
p
x1x2(1� x1)(1� x2)asbefore.Sim ilarly,any

correctionsofthisterm dueto �nitecuto� do nota�ectspin-dependentinteractions.

W e now addressthev�� �� term ,and itse�ecton thespin-orbitinteraction.Dropping

theom nipresent
p
x1x2(1� x1)(1� x2),the���� term gives

4g2
1

2(x1 � x2)
2

"
�(jD1j� jD2j)(q

+ D 1 � q+ D 2)

q+ D 1

+
�(jD2j� jD1j)(q

+ D 2 � q+ D 1)

q+ D 2

#

: (22)

To the lowestorderin m om enta thisequals(fordetailssee appendix):

v�� �� = 4g2(2m )2
1

~q
2

�
jqzjj~q� (~p1 + ~p2)j

m q2z

�

: (23)

Theunitary transform ation (14)applied to thisterm produces1:

4g2(2m )2
1

~q
2

"
jqzjj~q� (

~p1
m
+

~p2
m
)j

q2z

#�

1�
i

2m
(~q� ~�a)z +

i

2m
(~q� ~�b)z

�

: (24)

Allofthesecorrectionsare nonanalytic.Thisisa consequence ofusing a nonanalytic

cuto� function in the sim ilarity transform ation. Ifthe nonanalytic spin-dependentcor-

rections do notvanish,a sim ple the angularm om entum operator doesnotem erge even

in the nonrelativistic lim it. Fortunately,these spin-dependentterm sintegrate to zero in

the �rstorderbound state perturbation theory,since they are odd underparity. Term s

1 Thisterm can a�ectspin-orbitsplittingseven ifonedoesnotusetheunitary transform ation to rotatethe

spins.In thatcase,therewould becorrection in second orderbound stateperturbation theory,arising from the

productof(21)with the �rsttwo term sin vspin (seeeqn.(10)).
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thatappearathigherordersm ustbe paired with otherterm sfrom second orderbound

state perturbation theory and with term s from higher order sim ilarity transform ation.

Correctionswhich arisedueto �nitevalueofcuto� � do notin
uencethelowestorderof

spin-dependentinteractionsforthe sam ereasons.

4 C onclusions

W ehavestudied thepartofthee�ectiveQ ED Ham iltonian thatdoesnotchangeparticle

num ber. W e have shown that the light-front spin-dependentinteractions reduce to the

fam iliarBreit-Ferm iinteractions.Thiscan beachieved byasim pleunitarytransform ation

corresponding to a change ofspinor basis. As a consequence ofsharp cuto� functions

in the sim ilarity transform ation,there are nonanalytic corrections. These nonanalytic

corrections produce spin-independent corrections at O (�3),but they do not a�ect the

spin-dependentsplittingsatorderO (�4).Photon exchange below thecuto� isneeded to

rem ove thecorrectionsatorderO (�3).

O ur prim ary m otivation for restricting the study to the part ofHam iltonian which

doesnotchange the particle num berwasQ CD.Theapproach suggested by W ilson etal

[1]buildson suppressing theexchangeoflow energy gluonsby introducing a gluon m ass.

Thism akeshigherFock stateslessim portant.

Asfarasaspectsdiscussed here,in Q CD questionsaboutrotationalsym m etry becom e

m ore com plicated,because the �nite size of� com es to play. It is straightforward to

show thattheprocedureweoutlined heredoesnotcom pletely restorem anifestrotational
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invariancein thespin-spin interaction in Q CD.Itisstilluseful,however,becauseithelps

to separateviolationsofm anifestrotationalsym m etry caused by using light-frontspinors

from theviolationsdueto the cuto� [5].
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A ppendix: ���� term

Letusconcentrate on the expression in the square bracketsin eqn. (20). From eqn. (6)

forthe energy denom inatorsonecan see thattheenergy denom inatorshave form :

q
+
D 1 = a+ X

q
+
D 2 = a� X ; (25)

where

X =

0

@
p1z

m

q

1+
~p1
2

m 2

�
p2z

m

q

1+
~p2
2

m 2

1

A (~p1
2
� ~p2

2
) ; (26)

and

a = � ~q
2 + O (p6) : (27)
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Thedi�erence between theenergy denom inatorsis

q
+
D 1 � q

+
D 2 = 2X : (28)

Theta functionscan beexpressed as

�(jD1j� jD2j)= �(ja+ X j� ja� X j)= �(aX )

�(jD2j� jD1j)= �(ja� X j� ja+ X j)= �(� aX ) : (29)

Using these expressions,to thelowestnonvanishing order:

"
�(jD1j� jD2j)(q

+ D 1 � q+ D 2)

q+ D 1

+
�(jD2j� jD1j)(q

+ D 2 � q+ D 1)

q+ D 2

#

= 2

�
X �(aX )

a+ X
�
X �(� aX )

a� X

�

’ 2

�
�
�
X

a

�
�
� + O (

X 2

a2
) : (30)

Itiseasy to show thateven ifthe cuto� � is keptin place,the nonanalytic corrections

are stillpresent.
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