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We resum threshold double logarithms that appear in inclusive production of heavy quarkonium.
This resolves the catastrophic failure of fixed-order perturbation theory where quarkonium cross
sections at large transverse momentum can turn negative due to large radiative corrections. We find
that resummation is imperative for describing measured prompt production rates of J/ψ at large
transverse momentum.

Introduction.— Recent measurements of charmonium
production rates at the LHC at very large transverse
momentum [1] posed a serious challenge to the phe-
nomenology of heavy quarkonium production based on
the nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization formal-
ism [2]. This formalism describes the inclusive cross sec-
tion of a heavy quarkonium in terms of sums of prod-
ucts of perturbatively calculable short-distance coeffi-
cients (SDCs) and nonperturbative long-distance matrix
elements (LDMEs). Predictions based on SDCs com-
puted at next-to-leading order (NLO) accuracy in fixed-
order (FO) perturbation theory fail to describe the mea-
sured J/ψ production rates at the LHC for transverse
momentum much larger than 100 GeV. Moreover, pre-
dictions based on FO calculations of SDCs can yield un-
physical, negative cross sections at large transverse mo-
mentum [3, 4]. It has been suggested that this problem
arises from threshold logarithms, which originate from
singularities in radiative corrections near boundaries of
phase space [3, 4]. Hence, the catastrophic failure of FO
perturbation theory may be resolved by resumming the
threshold logarithms to all orders in perturbation theory,
which have not yet been done in the NRQCD factoriza-
tion formalism for production of heavy quarkonium.

In this Letter, we resum the threshold logarithms in
the NRQCD factorization formula for production of J/ψ,
ψ(2S), and χcJ to all orders in perturbation theory.
We work at the leading double logarithmic level, which
produces the dominant singularities in the SDCs. We
focus on the large-transverse momentum region, where
the effect of resummation is most significant. By using
the Grammer-Yennie approximation [5] we obtain ex-
pressions for the singularities in the SDCs in terms of
soft functions, which make possible the resummation of
threshold logarithms by exponentiation. The resummed
SDCs that we obtain are free of singularities, so that
we can ensure the positivity of heavy quarkonium cross
sections at large pT . We then compute J/ψ production
rates at large pT from pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV by

using our resummed SDCs, and find that we obtain sub-
stantially improved descriptions of LHC data compared
to FO calculations.

NRQCD factorization and fragmentation.—In the

NRQCD factorization formalism, the inclusive cross sec-
tion of a heavy quarkonium Q at large transverse mo-
mentum pT is given by [2]

σQ =
∑
N
σQQ̄(N )⟨OQ(N )⟩, (1)

where σQQ̄(N ) is the SDC that corresponds to the pro-
duction rate of a heavy quark (Q) and a heavy antiquark
(Q̄) pair in a specific color and angular momentum state
N , and ⟨OQ(N )⟩ is the LDME that represents the prob-
ability for a QQ̄ in the state N to evolve into a quarko-
nium Q. The sum over N can be truncated at a chosen
accuracy in the nonrelativistic expansion; for Q = J/ψ

or ψ(2S), dominant contributions come from 3S
[1]
1 , 3S

[8]
1 ,

1S
[8]
0 , and 3P

[8]
J channels, while for Q = χcJ the 3P

[1]
J

and 3S
[8]
1 channels appear at leading order in the non-

relativistic expansion. Because we are interested in the
large-pT region, we focus on the leading large-pT behav-
iors of the SDCs which are given by leading-power (LP)
fragmentation [6, 7]

σLP
QQ̄(N ) =

∑
i=g,q,q̄

∫ 1

0

dz σ̂i(K)Di→QQ̄(N )(z), (2)

where σ̂i(K) is the production rate of a massless parton
i = g, q, or q̄ with momentum K, Di→QQ̄(N )(z) is the
fragmentation function (FF) for fragmentation of a par-
ton i into QQ̄(N ), z = P+/K+ with P the QQ̄ mo-
mentum and the + direction defined along P in the lab
frame. The correction to Eq. (2) is suppressed bym2/p2T ,
with m the heavy quark mass, and can be written in
terms of next-to-leading power (NLP) fragmentation [8–
10]. In large-pT hadroproduction, the cross section is
dominated by gluon fragmentation (i = g). Gluon FFs

for N = 3S
[8]
1 , 3P

[8]
J , and 3P

[1]
J involve distributions that

are singular at z = 1 [11–13]. It is useful to define the
Mellin transform

D̃i→QQ̄(N )(N) =

∫ 1

0

dz zN−1Di→QQ̄(N )(z). (3)

The inverse Mellin transform is singular at z = 1 if
D̃i→QQ̄(N )(N) does not vanish as N → ∞. At lead-

ing order in the strong coupling αs, D̃
LO

g→QQ̄(3S
[8]
1 )

(N) is
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a nonzero constant as N → ∞, while D̃LO

g→QQ̄(3P
[8]
J )

(N)

and D̃LO

g→QQ̄(3P
[1]
J )

(N) diverge like logN , which imply

that these FFs involve singular distributions such as delta
functions and plus distributions [11–13]. Moreover, these
singularities are exacerbated by radiative corrections; the
NLO corrections involve double logarithms in N that are
proportional to αs log

2N times the leading-order result,

which correspond to [log(1 − z)/(1 − z)]+ for 3S
[8]
1 and

[log2(1 − z)/(1 − z)]+ for 3P
[8]
J and 3P

[1]
J [14–17]. Be-

cause these logarithms are associated with singularities at
z = 1, we refer to them as threshold logarithms. We find
that these double logarithmic terms almost completely
reproduce the strong logarithmic dependences on pT of
the NLO corrections to σQQ̄(N ). This strongly suggests
that resumming threshold logarithms is the key for re-
solving the negative cross section problem.

Soft approximation.—In order to resum the singulari-
ties in the FFs, we obtain an expression for the FFs valid
near z = 1 by using the Grammer-Yennie approximation
for soft gluon attachments to the Q and Q̄ produced from
the fragmenting gluon [5, 7, 18]. We obtain

Dsoft
g→QQ̄(z) = 2M(−gµν)Cfrag

∣∣∣∣ i

K2 + iε

∣∣∣∣2
×
(
gµα − Kµnα

K+

)(
gνβ − Kνnβ

K+

)
× ⟨0|T̄ [Aβ,c

softΦ
bc
n ]†δ+z T [A

α,a
softΦ

ba
n ]|0⟩, (4)

where M =
√
P 2, Cfrag = zd−3K+/[2π(N2

c − 1)(d − 2)],
d = 4 − 2ϵ is the number of spacetime dimensions,
Nc is the number of colors, n is a lightlike vector de-
fined through K+ = n · K, |0⟩ is the QCD vacuum,
Φk ≡ Φk(∞, 0) = P exp[−ig

∫∞
0
dλ k · Aadj(kλ)] is a

Wilson line in the adjoint representation defined along
a vector k, with P the path ordering, g the strong cou-
pling, and A the gauge field, T and T̄ are time and anti-
time orderings, respectively, and we use the shorthand
δ+z ≡ 2πδ(n · p̂− (1− z)P+), where p̂ is an operator that
reads off the momentum of the operator to the right. The
operator Aα,a

soft represents an arbitrary number of soft-
gluon attachments onto the Q and Q̄ lines in the soft
approximation, and is given by

Aα,a
soft = ū(p1)Wp1(∞, 0)(−igγαT a)W †

p2(∞, 0)v(p2), (5)

where p1 and p2 are the momenta of the Q and Q̄, re-

spectively, and Wk(t
′, t) = P exp[−ig

∫ t′
t
dλ k · A(kλ)] is

a Wilson line in the fundamental representation defined
along a vector k. Note that the operators on the right
and left of the δ+z are always time ordered and anti-time
ordered, respectively. Hereafter we omit the time and
anti-time ordering symbols in expressions involving δ+z .
In order to obtain expressions for specific N , we first

expand in powers of the relative momentum q ≡ (p1 −

p2)/2 and then project onto specific color and angular

momentum states. In the 3S
[8]
1 case, we set q = 0 in

Eq. (4) to obtain

Dsoft

g→QQ̄(3S
[8]
1 )

(z) =
Cfrag(d− 2)g2

4m3(d− 1)(N2
c − 1)

S3S
[8]
1
(z), (6)

where S3S
[8]
1
(z) is the soft function defined by

S3S
[8]
1
(z) = ⟨0|[Φcap Φban ]†δ+z Φ

cd
p Φbdn |0⟩, (7)

with p ≡ (p1 + p2)/2 = P/2. The factor (d− 1)(N2
c − 1)

in the denominator comes from the normalization of the
LDME. For the 3P [8] case, we expand Eq. (4) to linear
order in q. The expansion of the Wilson line can be
carried out by using a straightforward generalization of
Polyakov’s identity [7, 19]. We obtain

Dsoft

g→QQ̄(3P
[8]
J )

(z) = −Cfrag(d− 2)g4S3P [8](z)

4m3(d− 1)2(N2
c − 1)

, (8)

where the soft function S3P [8](z) is given by

S3P [8](z) = ⟨0|[Wyx
α ]†δ+z W

yx
β |0⟩gαβ , (9)

with

Wyx
β =

∫ ∞

0

dλλΦycp (∞, λ)pµGbµβ(pλ)d
bcd

× Φdap (λ, 0)Φxan , (10)

where Gµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ+ ig[Aµ, Aν ] is the QCD field-

strength tensor. Finally, for the 3P
[1]
J case, we have

Dsoft

g→QQ̄(3P
[1]
J )

(z) = − Cfrag(d− 2)g4

4N2
cm

3(d− 1)2
9

(2J + 1)

×
[
cJS3P [1](z) + cTTJ STT3P [1](z)

]
, (11)

where c0 = (d − 1)−2, c1 = (d − 2)/[2(d − 1)], c2 =
(d−2)(d+1)/[2(d−1)2], cTT0 = [(d−1)(d−2)]−1, cTT1 =
−[2(d − 2)]−1, cTT2 = (d − 3)/[2(d − 1)(d − 2)], and the
soft functions are given by

S3P [1](z) = ⟨0|[W̄b
α]

†δ+z W̄b
β |0⟩gαβ , (12a)

STT3P [1](z) = ⟨0|[W̄b
α]

†δ+z W̄b
β |0⟩

×
[
p2nαnβ

(n · p)2
+

gαβ

d− 1

]
, (12b)

with

W̄b
β =

∫ ∞

0

dλλpµGdµβ(pλ)Φ
da
p (λ, 0)Φban . (13)

We use the definitions of the color-singlet LDMEs in
Ref. [2], which differ from Refs. [17, 20] by a factor of
2Nc. The S

TT
3P [1](z) term comes from the anisotropic con-

tribution that arises from projecting onto specific J . As
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we will see later, STT3P [1](z) will not produce double loga-
rithmic contributions and can be neglected in this work.

The results in Eqs. (6), (8), and (11) reproduce the
leading singularities of the FFs at z = 1, which are con-
tained in the soft functions. We can verify this at LO by
computing the SN at leading nonvanishing order:

SLO
3S

[8]
1

(z) =
2π(N2

c − 1)

P+
δ(1− z), (14a)

SLO
3P [8](z) = − (d− 2)4BF (N

2
c − 1)Γ(1 + ϵ)

2π1−ϵm2P+(1− z)1+2ϵ
, (14b)

SLO
3P [1](z) = − (d− 2)(N2

c − 1)Γ(1 + ϵ)

2π1−ϵm2P+(1− z)1+2ϵ
, (14c)

STT,LO3P [1] (z) =
(N2

c − 1)ϵ(1− ϵ)(1− 2ϵ)Γ(1 + ϵ)

3(3− 2ϵ)π1−ϵm2P+(1− z)1+2ϵ
, (14d)

where BF = (N2
c − 4)/(4Nc). Note that SLO

3P [8] , S
LO
3P [1] ,

and STT,LO3P [1] come from diagrams where a single gluon
is exchanged between the two field-strength tensors. By
using the identity

1

(1− z)1+nϵ
= − 1

nϵIR
δ(1− z) +

[
1

(1− z)1+nϵ

]
+

, (15)

it is easy to show that the Dsoft
g→QQ̄(N )

(z) reproduce the

singular distributions in the LO FFs [11–13]. Note that

STT,LO3P [1] does not produce singular distributions because
it contains an explicit factor of ϵ.
Radiative corrections to soft functions.—We now com-

pute the double logarithms in the soft functions at NLO,
which come from contributions involving double poles in
ϵ. We first consider S3S

[8]
1
(z). By explicit calculation we

can show that in Feynman gauge, the double logarithms
come from NLO diagrams where an additional gluon is
exchanged between the Wilson lines Φp and Φn. The
result is

SNLO
3S

[8]
1

(z) =
2αsCA(N

2
c − 1)

P+(1− z)1+2ϵ

(
1

ϵUV
+O(ϵ0)

)
− αsCA(N

2
c − 1)

P+
δ(1− z)

1

ϵUV

×
(

1

ϵUV
− 1

ϵIR

)
+ · · · , (16)

where CA = Nc, and we neglect any contributions that
do not produce double logarithms. The contribution in
the first line comes from the real diagram where the gluon
crosses the cut, while the remaining terms come from the
virtual diagram. By using the identity in Eq. (15), we ob-
tain the expression for the double logarithmic correction
to S3S

[8]
1

at NLO given by

SNLO
3S

[8]
1

(z) =
2π(N2

c − 1)

P+

αsCA
π

{
−δ(1− z)

2ϵ2UV

+
1

ϵUV(1− z)+

+

[
−2 log(1− z)

1− z

]
+

+ · · ·
}
. (17)

This reproduces the double logarithmic term [log(1 −
z)/(1− z)]+ in the 3S

[8]
1 FF at NLO [14–16].

Similarly to the 3S
[8]
1 case, double logarithmic correc-

tions to the 3P [8] and 3P [1] soft functions arise only from
planar diagrams where an additional gluon is exchanged
between the Wilson lines Φp(λ, 0) and Φn. The result is

SNLO
3P [8](z) =

αsCA
π

4BF (N
2
c − 1)ϵ−2

UV

2πm2[P+(1− z)]1+4ϵ
+ · · · , (18a)

SNLO
3P [1](z) =

αsCA
π

(N2
c − 1)ϵ−2

UV

2πm2[P+(1− z)]1+4ϵ
+ · · · , (18b)

where we neglect any contribution that do not produce
any double logarithmic corrections. Again, by using
Eq. (15) we can check that the double logarithmic term
[log2(1−z)/(1−z)]+ agrees with the explicit NLO calcu-
lation of the FFs in Ref. [17]. Similarly to the LO case,
STT3P [1] does not produce double logarithmic singularities
at NLO because it contains an explicit factor of ϵ.
Resummation.—It is straightforward to resum the dou-

ble logarithmic corrections to all orders in perturbation
theory, by using the fact that they arise from planar di-
agrams that can be exponentiated in Mellin space [21]:

S̃resum
N (N) = exp

[
JNN

]
S̃LO
N (N), (19)

where JNN is given at leading double logarithmic level by

JN
3S

[8]
1

=
αsCA
π

∫ 1

0

dz zN−1

[
−2 log(1− z)

1− z

]
+

, (20a)

JN3P [8] = JN3P [1] =
4

3
JN

3S
[8]
1

. (20b)

By expanding Eq. (19) in powers of αs we reproduce the
double logarithmic corrections at NLO. The resummed
expressions for the FFs can be obtained in the same way.
At NLO accuracy, the resummed FFs can be written as

D̃resum
g→QQ̄(N )(N) = exp

[
JNN

]
×

(
D̃FO
g→QQ̄(N )(N)

− JNN D̃
LO
g→QQ̄(N )(N)

)
, (21)

where the last term in the parenthesis subtracts the dou-
ble logarithmic correction term in the D̃FO

g→QQ̄(N )
(N) at

NLO accuracy to avoid double counting. Note that be-
cause the factor exp[JNN ] vanishes as N → ∞ faster than
any power of N , the inverse Mellin transform yields reg-
ular functions in z that vanish at z = 1. The resummed
expression for 3S

[8]
1 agrees with the calculation in the soft

gluon factorization formalism in Refs. [4, 22] at double

logarithmic level. The resummed results for 3P
[8]
J and

3P
[1]
J are new.
We note that different expressions for the resummed

FFs are possible that are equivalent to Eq. (21) at
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FIG. 1. Gluon FFs with resummed threshold double loga-
rithms times z3 for production of J/ψ (top) and χcJ (bottom)
for J = 1 and 2. Central values of FO results are also shown
for comparison. BrJ ≡ BrχcJ→J/ψ+γ is the branching frac-
tion for decays of χcJ into J/ψ + γ.

the current accuracy. For example, the NLO terms in
Eq. (21) may be expanded in powers of αs, or an expres-
sion based on evolution equations may be used [22]. We
find that these alternative expressions lead to cross sec-
tions that differ by less than 15%, which is not significant
compared to other uncertainties in the theory of heavy
quarkonium production.

Numerical results.— We now show the numerical re-
sults for the resummed FFs. We work with FFs
for production of quarkonium Q written in terms of
Di→QQ̄(N )(z) as

Dg→Q(z) =
∑
N
Dg→QQ̄(N )(z)⟨OQ(N )⟩, (22)

where the sum is over N = 3S
[1]
1 , 3S

[8]
1 , 1S

[8]
0 , and

3P
[8]
J for Q = J/ψ or ψ(2S), and N = 3P

[1]
J and 3S

[8]
1

for Q = χcJ . Note that we include the contributions

from 3S
[1]
1 and 1S

[8]
0 , which do not contain singulari-

ties and are not affected by resummation at the current
level of accuracy [13, 20, 23, 24]. For consistency, we

compute the FO FFs to order α2
s, except for the 3S

[1]
1

FF, which we compute at leading nonvanishing order
(O(α3

s)) [20, 23, 24]. Because we are interested in the
large pT region, we evolve the FFs to the MS scale 50 GeV
from 3 GeV by using the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-
Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) evolution equation [25–28] at
leading logarithmic (LL) accuracy. We take the J/ψ
LDMEs determined in Ref. [29] in the large pT re-

gion, and we use the χcJ LDMEs from Ref. [30]. The
LDMEs are renormalized in the MS scheme at the scale
m. In order to compensate for the fact that resum-
mation enhances the relative size of the 3P [8] SDCs
compared to 3S

[8]
1 by about 10%, from which the 3P [8]

LDME was determined in Ref. [29], we reduce the cen-
tral value of the 3P [8] LDME by 10%. That is, we

use ⟨OJ/ψ(3S[1]
1 )⟩ = 1.18 ± 0.35 GeV3, ⟨OJ/ψ(3S[8]

1 )⟩ =

(1.40 ± 0.42) × 10−2 GeV3, ⟨OJ/ψ(1S[8]
0 )⟩ = (−0.63 ±

3.22) × 10−2 GeV3, ⟨OJ/ψ(3P [8]
0 )⟩ = (5.25 ± 1.86) ×

10−2 GeV5, ⟨Oχc0(3P
[1]
0 )⟩ = (8.16 ± 2.45) × 10−2 GeV5,

and ⟨Oχc0(3S
[8]
1 )⟩ = (1.57 ± 0.47) × 10−3 GeV3. Note

that due to the universality relations in the LDMEs ob-
tained in Refs. [29, 31], the ψ(2S) FF can be obtained
by uniformly rescaling the J/ψ FF. We display the gluon
FFs for transversely and longitudinally polarized J/ψ in
Fig. 1. We show the FFs multiplied by z3, because when
computing pT -differential cross sections using Eq. (2), the
σ̂i behave approximately like z3. For comparison, we also
show results for FO FFs, which involve singularities at
z = 1 that cannot be displayed like regular functions. We
see that the resummed J/ψ FFs are smooth functions of
z, and they are positive or at least consistent with zero
within uncertainties for all 0 < z < 1, which ensures the
positivity of J/ψ production rates. In contrast, the trans-
versely polarized FF in FO perturbation theory rapidly
changes sign near z = 1. The longitudinal J/ψ FF is
unaffected by resummation, because it is free of singular-
ities at the current level of accuracy [14, 32]. The results
for the resummed FFs lead to an estimate of the polar-
ization of J/ψ and ψ(2S) at pT = 100 GeV given by
−0.25 <∼ λθ <∼ +0.15 in the helicity frame at midrapidity,
which is compatible with previous estimates [29, 31] but
smaller than recent CMS measurements at large pT [33].
While in the resummed case we expect λθ to stay almost
constant as pT increases, in the FO calculation the pa-
rameter may unphysically drop below −1 when the cross
section turns negative, because the longitudinal contri-
bution is unaffected by threshold logarithms. Similarly,
we show the FFs for χc1 and χc2 in Fig. 1, scaled by the
branching fractions into J/ψ + γ from PDG [34]. Just
like the J/ψ case, the resummed χcJ FFs are smooth
functions of z that are positive for the whole range of
z, unlike the FO calculations which change sign rapidly
near z = 1.

Finally, we compute the prompt J/ψ production rates
at the

√
s = 13 TeV LHC to compare with ATLAS mea-

surements in Ref. [1]. We use the method used in Ref. [35]
to compute the cross sections in LP fragmentation, ex-
cept that we use the gluon FFs including threshold dou-
ble logarithms and DGLAP logarithms resummed to LL
accuracy to compute the LP contribution. We also in-
clude the contributions from light-quark FFs, which are
not affected by resummation at the current level of ac-
curacy. We include feeddown contributions from decays
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FIG. 2. Prompt J/ψ production rates from pp collisions at√
s = 13 TeV computed from resummed SDCs compared to

ATLAS data. Central values of FO NLO results are shown for
comparison. B ≡ BrJ/ψ→µ+µ− is the J/ψ dimuon branching
fraction.

of χcJ and ψ(2S), with branching fractions taken from
PDG [34]. We include the NLP contributions we obtain
from FO SDCs computed at NLO from the FDCHQHP
package [36]. We find that the NLP contributions amount
to about 10% at pT = 60 GeV, and diminish to less than
1% for pT larger than 100 GeV. We show the large-pT
cross sections computed from the resummed FFs in Fig. 2
compared to ATLAS data [1]. The resummed results are
in fair agreement with data in the large pT region. In con-
trast, the results from FO SDCs [37] shown in Fig. 2 fall
below measured data and turn negative at large pT . This
shows that resummation of threshold logarithms is abso-
lutely necessary in order to describe heavy quarkonium
production rates at very large transverse momentum.

In Fig. 3, we show results for direct J/ψ cross sec-
tions computed from other LDME determinations in
Refs. [38–40]. Note that the LDMEs in Ref. [38] (B&K)
lead to transverse polarization, which is incompatible
with measurements [41]. It is known that the LDMEs
from Ref. [40] (Bodwin et al.) are incompatible with ηc
data [42, 43]. It is important to note that regardless of
the choice of LDMEs, in a FO calculation the χcJ cross
sections always turn negative, so that any solid predic-
tion of prompt J/ψ production rate at large pT requires
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FIG. 3. Direct J/ψ production rates from pp collisions at√
s = 13 TeV for the rapidity range 1.5 ≤ |y| ≤ 2.0 computed

by using LDMEs adopted in this work, compared to ones
from Refs. [38] (B&K), [39] (Chao et al.), and [40] (Bodwin
et al.). ATLAS data for prompt J/ψ cross section are shown
for comparison.

resummation of threshold logarithms.

Conclusions.—The resummation of threshold double
logarithms we computed in this Letter substantially im-
proves the NRQCD description of charmonium produc-
tion rates at large transverse momentum. This resolves
the catastrophic failure of fixed-order perturbation the-
ory where large-pT cross sections can turn unphysically
negative. Resummation of threshold logarithms may also
be important in describing measurements involving kine-
matical cuts near the boundary of phase space such as
photoproduction rates [44–46] and quarkonium in jet [47–
51]. In the case of bottomonium, we expect that the
effect of threshold logarithms will become important if
the transverse momentum exceeds 1 TeV, based on the
LDME determinations in Refs. [29, 30, 52]. It would be
interesting to improve the accuracy of the resummation
to single logarithmic level, which requires calculation of
the soft functions to single-pole accuracy. The resumma-
tion may also be extended to NLP fragmentation contri-
butions, which become important for lower pT .
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