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The scattering of light by resonant nanoparticles is a key process for enhancing the solar reflectance
in daylight radiative cooling. Here, we investigate the impact of material dispersion on the scatter-
ing performance of popular nanoparticles for radiative cooling applications. We show that, due to
material dispersion, nanoparticles with a qualitatively similar response at visible frequencies exhibit
fundamentally different scattering properties at infrared frequencies. It is found that dispersive
nanoparticles exhibit suppressed-scattering windows, allowing for selective thermal emission within
an highly reflective sample. The existence of suppressed-scattering windows solely depends on mate-
rial dispersion, and they appear pinned to the same wavelength even in random composite materials
and periodic metasurfaces. Finally, we investigate calcium-silicate-hydrate (CSH), the main phase
of concrete, as an example of a dispersive host, illustrating that the co-design of nanoparticles and
host allows for tuning of the suppressed-scattering windows. Our results indicate that controlled
nanoporosities would enable concrete with daylight passive radiative cooling capabilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Radiative cooling has emerged as a passive technol-
ogy with the potential for a major reduction of energy
consumption. It promises to cut the costs of cooling
systems, alleviate the urban island effect, and combat
global warming [1–4]. In essence, passive radiative cool-
ing takes advantage of thermal emission to transmit en-
ergy through the atmospheric transparency window, us-
ing outer space as a cold sink. Achieving daytime and
passive radiative cooling poses the additional technolog-
ical challenge of minimizing sunlight absorbtion, while
simultaneously maintaining a high infrared emissivity in
the atmospheric transparency window (see Fig. 1).

However, this challenge can be met by nanophotonic
design. The seminal work by Raman et al. [5] demon-
strated that nanophotonic multilayered structures make
passive daytime radiative cooling possible. Since then,
multilayered [6–10] and more advanced metamaterial
structures [11, 12] have been actively investigated. While
nanophotonic engineering provides an excellent radia-
tive cooling performace, the need to rely on complex
nanofabrication processes and expensive materials limits
its large-scale and low-cost deployment. Composite ma-
terials provide an alternative approach towards daytime
passive radiative cooling without the need of nanofabrica-
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FIG. 1. Sketch of a radiative cooling composite material, con-
sisting of a mixture of resonant nanoparticles reflecting solar
light while efficiently radiating heat through the atmospheric
window.

tion process and/or expensive materials. Instead, com-
posite materials use random mixtures of nanoparticles,
whose size distribution is engineered to support the reso-
nances needed for efficient solar reflectance. This concept
has proven to be very successful, leading to cost-effective
solutions for radiative cooling structures in the form of
microsphere coatings and paints [13–16], polymers [17–
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20], biomimetics [21, 22], textiles [23, 24] and structural
materials like wood [25].

The nanophotonic design of composite materials for ra-
diative cooling has predominantly focused on the use of
Mie scattering resonances to enhance solar reflectance.
However, scattering theory is a large and mature field,
and many of the ideas developed through years of re-
search can be applied to the design of radiative cooling
systems. Indeed, the interplay between material disper-
sion and geometry enables a wealth of scattering phe-
nomena including resonantly enhanced scattering and
absorption processes [26–28], scattering cancellation and
invisibility [29], superdirectivity [30, 31], cloaked (min-
imum scattering) sensors [32, 33], superbackscattering
[34–36], frequency comb scattering [37], Fano resonances
[38], nonradiating epsilon-near-zero [39–41] and anapole
[42] modes, as well as the enhancement [43, 44] and inhi-
bition [45–47] of the radiation by quantum emitters. The
large body of work on scattering theory suggests that
the interplay between dispersion and geometry should
be carefully examined when choosing a material system
for radiative cooling applications. Following this motiva-
tion, here we analyze the impact of material dispersion
on the scattering performance of nanoparticles that are
commonly employed to enhance the solar reflectance of
radiative cooling systems. As we will show, several of
them exhibit “suppressed-scattering windows” (i.e., the
suppression of scattering for a wide range of nanoparti-
cle radii) overlapping with the atmospheric transparency
window, providing a key insight in the design of compos-
ite materials for daytime passive radiative cooling.

II. SCATTERING FROM DISPERSIVE
NANOPARTICLES

We start by analyzing the individual scattering perfor-
mance of popular nanoparticles used in radiative cool-
ing applications. As case studies, we consider alu-
mina (Al2O3), titanium dioxide (TiO2) and silica (SiO2)
nanoparticles, which are commonly employed for increas-
ing the solar reflectance [48, 49]. For comparison, we
include in the analysis nanoparticles made of an ideally
nondispersive material, with dielectric constant εND = 2
at all frequencies. Fig. 2(a) depicts the frequency disper-
sion of their permittivities following tabulated data (see
Methods: Material parameters). It can be concluded
from the figure that, at visible frequencies, all mate-
rials behave approximately as nondispersive dielectrics
with negligible loss. Therefore, their frequency response
in this range is qualitatively similar, the main differ-
ence being their dielectric constant value. For example,
εND = 2, εAl2O3

' 3.05, εTiO2
= 6.17, and εSiO2

= 2.10,
at λ = 1µm, with TiO2 exhibiting a significantly larger
value. Therefore, all studied materials are expected to
support dielectric (Mie-scattering) resonances in the vis-
ible, enhancing the solar reflectante. It justifies their
choice as popular materials for radiative cooling appli-

cations. By contrast, their material response at infrared
frequencies presents a more involved resonant response,
raising qualitative differences between the materials. For
example, while Al2O3 is characterized by relatively sharp
material resonances at frequencies below the atmospheric
window, TiO2 exhibits a broad resonance band at those
wavelengths. As for SiO2, it features a sharp resonant
peak within the atmospheric window. Therefore, the
scattering performance of these materials is expected to
be very different at infrared frequencies, highlighting the
need to take into account material dispersion for their
implementation within radiative cooling systems.

Fig. 2(b) depicts the scattering efficiency of nanopar-
ticles made of these materials as a function of wave-
length and nanoparticle radius, computed by using Mie-
scattering theory (see Methods: Calculation of the scat-
tering efficiency). For the nondispersive dielectric ma-
terial, the scattering efficiency exhibits multiple reso-
nant peaks with a linear dispersion in wavelength and
nanoparticle size. Within the 0.2 − 2.0µm frequency
band, a qualitatively similar behavior is obtained for
TiO2, Al2O3 and SiO2 nanoparticles. Thus, it is con-
firmed that in this frequency range these materials effec-
tively behave as nondispersive dielectrics. Minor differ-
ences arise due to the higher value of the TiO2 dielectric
constant, yielding more densely packed resonances, and
with higher peak values.

By contrast, the impact of material dispersion in the
scattering performance is more crucial at infrared fre-
quencies. Due to material dispersion, the nanoparti-
cle resonances exhibit a highly nonlinear dispersion. In
addition, the scattering efficiency maps reveal several
frequency bands where the scattering efficiency is sup-
pressed for all considered nanoparticle radii. Compari-
son with Fig. 2(a) reveals that these minima correspond
to frequencies ω1 where the real part of the permittivity
approximately equals one, i.e., ε (ω1) ' 1. More gener-
ally, when the dielectric permittivity of the nanoparti-
cle matches that of its host matrix, the scattered field
becomes identically zero, irrespectively of the size and
shape of the nanoparticle. Therefore, the scattering is
minimized for any nanoparticle radius, forming a “sup-
pressed scattering window”. While the origin of such
suppressed-scattering window is conceptually simple, we
believe that their important technological implications,
with realistic materials, and for radiative cooling appli-
cations, has not been fully explored. As we will show, it
should critically condition the choice of the nanoparticle
material.

Remarkably, the suppressed-scattering windows of
known nanoparticles such as TiO2 and Al2O3 overlap
with the atmospheric transparency window. Therefore,
nanoparticle systems based on TiO2 and Al2O3 will ex-
hibit a transparency band where thermal emission is
needed the most. This property facilitates the design of
selective thermal emitters for radiative cooling applica-
tions. For example, if a material is a good thermal emit-
ter but has poor solar reflectance, one could add a layer
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FIG. 2. Scattering efficiency calculations for nondispersive dielectric, alumina (Al2O3), titanium dioxide (T iO2) and silica
(SiO2) nanoparticles: (a) Frequency dispersion of the complex permittivity. Real part shown in solid red line and imaginary
part in solid black line. (b) Scattering efficiency for the nanoparticles embedded in air (εh = 1). (c) Average value of the
scattering efficiency for nanoparticle radii ranging from 0 to 7µm.

of these nanoparticles on top of it, increasing its solar
reflectance while guaranteeing that the suppressed scat-
tering window allows for thermal emission within that
frequency band. Alternatively, one could add nanoparti-
cles within a good thermal emitter. Selecting nanopar-
ticles whose permittivity match that of the host in the
atmospheric window one could again increase the solar
reflectance, while minimizing the impact on the thermal
emission performance. On the contrary, SiO2 nanopar-
ticles exhibit strong resonances within the atmospheric
window, which will result in undesired reflectivity. At
the same time, nanoparticle resonances enhance the ab-
sorption of poor thermal emitters, particularly if it has
a small volume. For this reason, SiO2 might be benefi-
tial for thin and electrically small radiative coolers, or for
cases when the matrix itself is a poor thermal emitter.

These conclusions highlight that the dispersion profile
of resonant nanoparticles must be carefully taken into ac-
count, as different profiles lead to different strategies in
the design of radiative coolers. To further illustrate this
point, Fig. 2(c) depicts the average scattering efficiency
for nanoparticle radii ranging from 0 to 7 µm. The re-
sults illustrate the presence of the suppressed-scattering
window for any nanoparticle radii, and the different scat-
tering performance of TiO2, Al2O3 and SiO2 at infrared
frequencies.

III. REFLECTION FROM RANDOM
MIXTURES OF NANOPARTICLES

Radiative cooling systems augmented with resonant
nanoparticles typically consist of complex composite ma-
terials, containing distributions of nanoparticles of differ-
ent sizes in a random arragement. Moreover, the size of
resonant nanoparticles is comparable to, or larger than,
the wavelength of operation, posing additional difficul-
ties on the theoretical modelling. Therefore, providing
an accurate estimation of the radiative cooling perfor-
mance of a composite material containing densely packed
resonant nanoparticles is a cumbersome task. An accu-
rate prediction of the power ratios and cooling rates of
a composite material would require from large-scale and
stochastic full-wave numerical simulations. However, an
appproximate estimation can be obtained with the use of
effective medium theories (EMTs) [50], where extensions
to conventional EMTs allow for the analysis of compos-
ites containing large and resonant particles [51–53]. In
this section, we use these approximate methods to con-
ceptually validate the extension of the conclusions drawn
in the previous section to random mixtures of nanopar-
ticles.

Fig. 3 depicts the reflectivity R =∣∣∣(1−√εe/µe)/(1 +
√
εe/µe)

∣∣∣2 from composites con-
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taining a distribution of resonant nanoparticles, modeled
with effective permittivity (εe) and permeability (µe),
calculated via generalized Maxwell-Garnett theories (see
Methods: Calculation of the reflectivity from composite
materials). Following the analysis of the scattering
of individual nanoparticles, we consider mixtures of
nanoparticles made of the same four materials, all
immersed in a transparent, unit-permittivity host. For
all four classes of mixtures, we consider a distribution of
nanoparticle sizes from 50nm to 300nm with a step of
50nm. In all four cases, we study mixtures with three
different filling factors of 10%, 25% and 40%.

We note that the EMT takes into account the inter-
action between the nanoparticles, and the results might
in principle deviate from those of the analysis of in-
dividual nanoparticles, particularly for large filling fac-
tors. However, the results reported in Fig. 3 qualitatively
match the conclusions drawn in Section II. Specifically,
it is found that the reflectivity spectra for the nondis-
persive nanoparticles remain flat, showing no particular
resonances. On the other hand, dispersive nanoparticle
materials, like TiO2, Al2O3 and SiO2, feature a clear re-
flectivity dip, whose wavelength exactly corresponds to
the suppressed-scattering window observed at the indi-
vidual nanoparticle level (see Fig. 2). In fact, the reflec-
tivity dip remains fixed at the same wavelength even for
large filling factors, for which the reflectivity in the rest
of the spectrum is high. Hence, it is confirmed that the
interaction between the nanoparticles does not affect the
existence and location of the reflectivity minima.

It is found that composites made of TiO2 and Al2O3

act as very selective materials, exhibiting a high reflec-
tivy at wavelengths shorter and longer than that of the
suppressed-scattering window. Again, material disper-
sion is key for understanding the overall response of the
composite. At wavelengths shorter than the suppressed-
scattering window, high reflectivity is obtained via Mie-
scattering resonances. At longer wavelengths, high re-
flectivity is associated with the negative value of the
nanoparticles permittivity (see Fig. 2(a)), effectively act-
ing as a nonresonant and homogeneous mirror. Thus,
our results demonstrate that by exploiting material dis-
persion it is possible to design highly-reflective composite
materials, which nevertheless remain transparent in a se-
lective window.

IV. EXTENSION TO METASURFACES AND
DIFFERENT NANOPARTICLE SHAPES

Since suppressed-scattering windows are solely induced
by the material properties of the nanoparticles, their ex-
istence should be guaranteed independently of the ge-
ometry of the system. Therefore, suppressed-scattering
windows should be observed irrespectively of the shape
(cylindrical, elliptical or arbitrary) and/or the arrange-
ment (metasurfaces, photonic crystals, metamaterials) of
the nanoparticles. To illustrate this point, Fig. 4 depicts

the reflectivity of a metasurface consisting of a hexagonal
array of small truncated cylinders. The aspect ratio of
the cylinders, AR = height (H) / diameter (D), is set to
AR = 1, and period of the arrays is set to P = 3/2 ·D. In
order to assess the geometry-independence of suppressed-
scattering windows, the diameter of the cylinders is var-
ied from D = 2µm to D = 6µm. The results were
obtained with a full-wave numerical solver (see Methods:
Numerical Calculations). The calculated reflectivities are
characterized by a discrete spectrum with multiple res-
onant peaks, consistent with the periodic nature of the
geometry. In general, the positioning of the resonances
critically depends on the size of the truncated cylinders.

However, it is observed that, for the arrays of TiO2,
Al2O3 and SiO2 dispersive cylinders, the reflectivity is
consistently suppressed near the same wavelengths than
the minima observed at the individual particle level (see
Fig. 2), independently of the geometrical configuration of
the metasurface. Therefore, the numerical simulations
demonstrate that our results can be extended to parti-
cles of arbitrary shape, as well as to regular arrange-
ments. Thus, suppressed-scattering windows open the
possibility of designing metasurfaces with strong reso-
nance effects at specific wavelengths, while ensuring the
existence of a fixed transparency band. We expect that
many of the applications of Mie-resonant metaphoton-
ics / Mie-tronics [54, 55] might benefit from this simple
design principle. Materials like TiO2 and Al2O3, whose
suppressed-scattering windows overlap the atmospheric
transparency window, seem particularly suitable not only
for radiative cooling, but for any radiative thermal engi-
neering applications.

V. FROM DISPERSIVE NANOPARTICLES TO
DISPERSIVE HOSTS

Up to this point, our analysis has focused on dispersive
nanoparticles embedded in a nondispersive host. How-
ever, it is expected that a co-design of nanoparticle and
host material dispersion will be needed in many prac-
tical cases. Here we investigate the scattering perfor-
mance of nanoparticles embedded in a dispersive calcium-
silicate-hydrate (CSH) host. CSH is of great technolog-
ical interest as it is the main phase of concrete, thus
with the potential to critically impact the practical de-
ployment of radiative cooling systems. The permittivity
of CSH is depicted in Fig. 5 as computed from atom-
istic simulations (see Methods: Material parameters). It
can be concluded from the figure that CSH behaves as
a nearly-nondispersive dielectric at visible frequencies,
while it features several material resonances within the
atmospheric window. Therefore, CSH is a good thermal
emitter, but its reduced solar reflectance limits its appli-
cability for daylight operation.

However, the solar reflectivity of CSH can be enhanced
by adding resonant nanoparticles and/or by controlling
its internal porosity. Fig. 6 shows the scattering effi-
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FIG. 3. Calculated reflectivity for a composite material consisting of an air host medium containing a random distribution
of nanoparticles made of (a) a nondispersive dielectric material (εp = 2), (b) titanium dioxide, (c) alumina and (d) silica, for
different filling factors f = 10%, 25% and 40%. The nanoparticles size distribution ranges from 50 nm to 300 nm radius, with
a step of 50 nm.

FIG. 4. Calculated reflectivity for a metasurface consisting of an hexagonal array of truncated cylinders made of (a) a nondis-
persive dielectric material (εp = 2), (b) titanium dioxide, (c) alumina and (d) silica, for diffent cylinder diameters.

FIG. 5. Frequency dispersion of the permittivity of Calcium-
Silicate-Hydrate (CSH).

ciency spectra as a function of the nanoparticle radii for
nondispersive (εp = 2), Al2O3, TiO2 and SiO2 nanopar-
ticles immersed in a CSH host. As expected, the disper-
sion of the host material impacts the scattering efficiency,
and, in particular, the existence of suppressed-scattering
windows. For example, nondispersive nanoparticles do
not exhibit any suppressed-scattering window when im-
mersed in air (see Fig. 2), but they are shown to ex-
hibit a suppressed-scattering window at long wavelengths

when immersed in CSH. Furthermore, the frequency po-
sitioning and the depth of the suppressed-scattering win-
dows of Al2O3, TiO2 and SiO2 nanoparticles are affected
by the dispersion of CSH. Specifically, the suppressed-
scattering window of SiO2 is shifted to shorter wave-
lenghts, and a second window appears at longer wave-
lenghts. Similarly, the suppressed-scattering window of
TiO2 is shifted, and features a smaller depth. On the con-
trary, the suppressed-scattering window of Al2O3 retains
a considerable depth for all the studied radii, suggesting
that it might be the best candidate to enhance the radia-
tive cooling performance of CSH. In general, our results
highlight the need of codesigning the material dispersion
of nanoparticles and host in order to achieve the best
performance.

Finally, we investigate the scattering performance of of
air (εp = 1) bubbles of different size within a host CSH
material, modeling nanoporous in CSH. The scattering
efficiency, presented in Fig. 7, reveals that the porosity
introduces Mie resonances in the visible, with the po-
tential to enhance the solar reflectivity. At the same
time, CSH porosity is found to exhibit a suppressed-
scattering windows around 9µm, allowing for selective
thermal emission in the atmospheric window. Therefore,
CSH porosity has the key ingredients to boost radiative
cooling performance, and controlled nanoporosity might
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FIG. 6. (a) Scattering efficiency Qsca calculations for nondispersive dielectric (εp = 2), alumina (Al2O3), titanium dioxide
(T iO2) and silica (SiO2) nanoparticles, embedded in a calcium-silicate-hydrate (CSH) host. (c) Average value of the scattering
efficiency for nanoparticle radii from 0 to 7µm.

open a pathway for efficient concrete-based daylight ra-
diative cooling.

Nanometer-scale length of cement-based materials is
dominated by the so-called colloidal-scale porosity within
CSH gel phases [56, 57] (i.e., arising from the colloidal
particle dispersion in porous media [58]). It is known that
nanoporosity can have huge effects on the overall thermo-
physical and mechanical properties of cement systems
[59–61]. Our results demonstrate that nanoporosity will
also have a profound impact on their radiative cooling
performance. Multiple studies have been proposed to
tune the inner pore structures and to sharp the perfor-
mance of cement-based materials by employing supple-
mentary materials such as reactive slags or by products
like clay, metakaolin, silica fume, fly ash, graphene ox-
ides, colloidal nano-silica, carbon nanofibers and nan-
otubes, etc. [62–65]. Our results suggest that the im-
pact of such tuning on the radiative cooling performance
should be addressed, simultaneously optimizing optical
material dispersion and scattering performance, and the
thermal and chemical properties of cement systems.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the scattering performance of popu-
lar nanoparticles employed to enhance the solar re-
flectance for radiative cooling applications, including
ideally nondispersive nanoparticles, and nanoparticles
made of popular materials in radiative cooling applica-
tions. All the studied nanoparticles approximately be-
have as nondisperive dielectrics in the visible, allowing
for an improvement of the solar reflectance via Mie res-
onances. However, their response at infrared frequen-
cies is found to be qualitatively different, highlighting

FIG. 7. (a) Scattering efficiency Qsca calculations for poros-
ity bubbles (εp = 1) embedded in a calcium-silicate-hydrate
(CSH) host.

the need to take into account the frequency dispersion.
We found that alumina (Al2O3), and titanium dioxide
(TiO2) nanoparticles exhibit suppressed-scattering win-
dows overlapping with the atmospheric window, while
silica (SiO2) nanoparticles exhibit strong resonances in
the same frequency range. In turn, those differences lead
to different design strategies for radiative coolers. It was
shown that suppressed-scattering windows result in ro-
bust and selective transmissive bands within an highly
reflecting window. Our results highlight a key insight
in the design of selective thermal emitters for radiative
cooling applications, and it can be applied in a variety of
materials and technological platforms.

We used a generalized Maxwell-Garnett theory to
demonstrate that our conclusions extend to random mix-
tures of nanoparticles. We expect that the intuitions ob-
tained from scattering theory will provide helpful design
guidelines for composite materials. We also used numer-
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ical simulations to demonstrate that the concept of a
suppressed-scattering windows can be applied to meta-
surfaces and other regular structures. The possibility of
fixing a transparency window while independently tun-
ning resonant effects at other wavelenghts might find ap-
plications in Mie-resonant metaphotonics.

Finally, we analyzed the scattering performance of the
porosity (air bubbles) of calcium-silicate-hydrate (CSH),
acting as a dispersive host. Our analysis reveals that
the porosity of CSH gathers the key ingredients for day-
light passive radiative cooling operation. Since CSH is
the main phase of concrete, our results motivate further
research on the control of nanoporosity of concrete, with
the potential to enable a mass depoloyment of daylight
radiative cooling applications.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Material parameters

The frequency dependence of the permittivity of tita-
nium dioxide (TiO2), alumina (Al2O3) and silicon diox-
ide (SiO2) were obtained from tabulated data [66–71].
For the nondispersive dielectric, εp = 2 was assumed at
all frequencies. The dispersive permittivity of calcium-
silicate-hydrate (CSH) was obtained from atomistic sim-
ulations following [72].

B. Calculation of the scattering efficiency

Scattering efficiencies were computed by using Mie the-
ory [73]. The scattering efficiency is defined as the scat-
tering cross section normalized to the area of the particle

Qsca =
Csca

πa2
(1)

where a is the nanoparticle radius, and Ccsa is the scat-
tering cross-section

Csca =
2π

k2

∞∑
n=1

(2n+ 1)(|an|2 + |bn|2) (2)

with k = ω/c
√
εh being the propagation constant in a

host with permittivity εh. an and bn are the scattering
coefficients

an =
mΨn(mx)Ψ′n(x)−Ψ(x)Ψ′(mx)

mΨn(mx)ξ′n(x)− ξn(x)Ψ′n(mx)
(3)

bn =
Ψn(mx)Ψ′n(x)−mΨ(x)Ψ′(mx)

Ψn(mx)ξ′n(x)−mξn(x)Ψ′n(mx)
(4)

where m =
√
εp/εh is the refractive index ratio, x = ka

is the size parameter, Ψn(x) is the spherical Bessel func-
tion of the first kind and order n, ξn(x) is the spheri-
cal Hankel function of the first kind and order n, and
f ′n(x) = dfn(x)/dx, f = Ψ, ξ.

C. Calculation of the reflectivity from composite
materials

The reflectivity from a composite material with effec-
tive permittivity εe and effective permeability µe is given
by [74]

R =

∣∣∣∣∣1−
√
εe/µe

1 +
√
εe/µe

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(5)

Following generalized Maxwell-Garnett rules, εe and
µe can be directly linked to the scattering properties of
individual nanoparticles and the filling factor f as follows
[51, 52]

εe = εh
1 + 2γ/3

1− γ/3
(6)

µe =
1 + 2δ/3

1− δ/3
(7)

with

γ = j
3f

2(ka)3
(S1(0) + S1(π)) (8)

δ = j
3f

2(ka)3
(S1(0)− S1(π)) (9)

where S1(θ) is angle-dependent scattering amplitude

S1(θ) =

∞∑
n=1

2n+ 1

n(n+ 1)

[
an
P 1
n(cos θ)

sinθ
+ bn

∂

∂θ
P 1
n(cos θ)

]
(10)

where P 1
n is the associate Legendre polynomial of order

n and degree l = 1.
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D. Numerical simulations

Reflection from a metasurface, consisting of a regular
array of truncated cylinders, was numerically obtained
by using the Grating Diffraction Calculator (GD-Calc)
MATLAB-based software for diffraction grating simula-
tion using rigorous coupled-wave (RCW) theory [75, 76].
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