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I. SDE FOR THE FERMION PROPAGATOR
SPECTRAL FUNCTIONS

In finding the solution of the fermion propagator with
the correct analytic structure from its Schwinger-Dyson
equation (SDE) in four dimension, we applied a model-
ing with a purely “longitudinal” vertex |1H4] in quenched
quantum electrodynamics (QED). The advantage with
this modeling is that solutions can be found explicitly in
series form. However such an Ansatz is known to violate
gauge covariance |5-9]. Consequently the resulting SDEs
for the fermion propagator can only be renormalized on-
shell in one particular gauge. In previous work we incor-
rectly took this to be the Landau gauge |10]. This erra-
tum corrects such a mistake, now working in the Yennie
gauge. Because solutions in different gauges will not be
consistent with each other, the Euclidean space fermion
propagator in the Landau gauge is obtained using the
Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin transform (LKFT) |1, [9].

We improve the on-shell renormalization conditions in
Subsection IV.B of Ref. [10] by introducing rq as the
residue of the free-particle pole, the default choice of
which is unity. Equation (37) of Ref. [10] then becomes

To
Si1(p?) = P —m? + Pi(p?) (1a)
mro
Sa(p®) = 2 —m2 + Py(p?), (1b)

where Pj(p?) is less singular than the free-particle prop-
agator in the vicinity of m?. Such an on-shell renormal-
ization condition indicates
p1(s) =106(s —m?) +11(s), (2a)
pa(s) = mrod(s —m?) +ra(s), (2b)
where r;(s) are expected to be regular functions. Equa-
tion (39) of Ref. [10] is improved into

Ao m?

1(p?) = Ar P —m? +a(p?), (3a)
— )\204 m
72 (p?) = T pP—m? + g2 (p?). (3b)
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Following steps in App. [Aland the separation of the free-
propagator terms, Eq. (40) of Ref. [10] becomes

(0% m2
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P Pi(p7) + 1 (p7) + (A2 )‘1)477p2—m2

)\2a 9 « . m2
=(1- mP(p”) + (A2 —)\1)4— lim ———

T p2—m? u2 —m?

n <2 - A—a> [m?Py(m?) — mPa(m?)] + g1 (m?)

471'7“0
— m qa(m?) (4a)
P (p?) + q2(p°) = (1 - :;—f;) mPy(p?), (4b)

when the strength of the free-particle pole is adjustable.
Applying Egs. @) and @), Eq. (42) of Ref. [10] becomes
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agro m? 3a [T sK(p?s)
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+

af > m?
+E/r‘n,2 ds <1—|—ln8_p2)r1(s), (5a)
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Notice that the p? dependences of ¢; (p?) in Eq. (Bal) can-
not be expressed in the spectral representation without
subtraction. See App. [Bl for the subtraction of Eq. (Gal)
at p? = 0.

Next in order to deduce the equations for r;(s) of
Eq. @), we reproduce the p? dependences in Eq. (@) us-
ing the spectral representation. Because g2(p?) and the
subtracted loop integral ¢ (p?) defined in Eq. (BF) are
corrections to the fermion propagator, equations for 7 (s)
can also be deduced by taking imaginary parts along the
branch cuts of the logarithmic functions directly. As a
correction to Eq. (43) of Ref. [10] due to an incorrect in-
homogeneous term, both methods lead to the following
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integral equations for r;(s):
52r1(s;§)—m5r2(s;§)+a[m2+/s ds' s'r1 (s’ g)}
= bs {1+ /m 2 ds’rl(s’;g)] (62)
—ms?ri(s;€) +5° ra(s:€) +as [m + /S ds’ 7‘2(8';5)}
_b[m3+/m2dssr2( 5)], (6b)

where we have defined

w

af 1o
d b=—=———.
an vl —a/m @

o (0] To
“TIri-a /7’
Because p? = 0 is chosen as the subtraction point for
the Dirac scalar component of the SDE, we also need to
supplement Eq. (@) by Eq. (B6)) to recover Eq. (@hl).

Equation (@) is the updated SDE for fermion spectral
functions p;(s) with a loop-renormalizable modification
to the Gauge Technique in the quenched approximation.
Because spectral variables s and s’ are separable, these
integral equations can be converted into differential equa-
tions by taking derivatives with respect to s. In the Yen-
nie gauge, two derivatives are required. In the next sec-
tion, we will discuss how to find solutions for Eq. (@) in
this gauge.

II. SOLUTIONS IN THE YENNIE GAUGE
A. Conversion into differential equations

By taking derivatives with respect to the spectral vari-
able s, Eq. (@) can be converted into first order differen-
tial equations in the Landau gauge where £ = 0, in this
case there should be at most two linearly independent so-
lutions. Whereas in any other covariant gauges, Eq. (@)
can be converted into second order differential equations,
where there are four linearly independent solutions. The
initial conditions for the differential equations are recov-
ered from the limiting behavior of the original integral
equation. We will demonstrate explicitly that in the Lan-
dau gauge, there is no solution with finite initial condi-
tions for the spectral functions 7;(s;0). Therefore the
SDE for the fermion propagator using the Gauge Tech-
nique Ansatz, with a loop-renormalizable modification,
cannot be renormalized on-shell in the Landau gauge
with non-vanishing coupling constant. Importantly this
corrects the algebra in Eq. (A12) of Ref. [10]. Unfortu-
nately the inhomogeneous term was mistakenly added to
Eq. (Al15a) of Ref. [10], leading to a wrong result. We
should have known from Ref. [11] that only in the Yennie
gauge was on-shell renormalization consistent. Here we
give the correct results. In fact, we will see explicitly that
within this Ansatz, there is uniquely one choice of the

gauge fixing parameter, under which the on-shell renor-

malization conditions can be consistently implemented.
In order to find out which gauge is allowed by Eq. (@),

let us start by analyzing the behavior of r;(s; &) in the

limit of s — m?. For notational convenience, we define

the following dimensionless functions
fily) =sm (S)‘S:mzy and fa(y) = 8T2(5)/m2‘szmzy (8)

of the variable y = s/m?. Equation (@) then is equiva-
lently written as

uhi)~ £ +a |1+ [ a0
— by [1 + /1 Ty L 1?5?/) } : (9a)

—yfi(y) +yfo(y) +ay [1+/1ydy' %]

=b {1 + /1 "y fg(y’)} . (9b)

In the limit of y — 1, we obtain

A1) = fo(1) +a=1b
{_f1(1)+f2(1)+a:b ’ (10)
which requires
a=0b, and fi(1)= f2(1). (11)

Consequently if a # b there is no consistent solution to
Eq. (I0). Since a = b only happens in the Yennie gauge
when £ = 3, away from this particular gauge there is
no consistent solution to Eq. (B without violating the
on-shell renormalization condition. Therefore the Gauge
Technique only allows on-shell renormalization for the
fermion propagator in the Yennie gauge. When o = 0,
the theory is trivial. While when o = m, there is no
consistent solution even in the Yennie gauge. Therefore
we only consider the numerical solutions when 0 < v < 7.

To see that in the Yennie gauge the limiting behaviors
of rj(s) are indeed well-defined, let us take derivatives
with respect to y on Eq. (@) at the y — 1 limit. Es-
sentially we are looking for the Taylor series solutions
expanded about the point y = 1. Specifically taking the
first derivative on Eq. (@) produces

yfi(y) + fily) — foly) +afi(y)
_ /fl( )
_b[1+/1d i }+bf()
—yfi(y) = fily) + yfs(y) + fa(y)
/f2( )
a[u/l ay 2L ]+af< )= bhy).  (12b)

(12a)

The subsequent application of Eq. ([I) simplifies Eq. (I2)



into

ufit)+ 1) - K=o |1+ [(ay Pz

—yfily) — 1) +yfay) + f2(y)
Yy /
+a [1—|—/ dy'—fz(/y)] =0.
1 Y
In the limit of y — 1, Eq. (I3]) simplifies into

A1) =0
{f{(l) _Ry=a 04

Taking the derivative with respect to y on Eq. (I3) pro-
duces

{yf{’(y) +2f1(y) = f5(y) = bf1(9)/y

(13b)

—yf1'(y) = 2f1(y) + uf3 (y) + 2f2(y) + afa(y)/y =0
(15)
Again in the limit of y — 1, we obtain

A1) =a
{ [ - )= 2 1o

In summary, we have obtained the following boundary
conditions for f;(y):

fi(1) =0, f2(1) =0,
fi) =a,  f3(1) =0, (17)
5 (1) = fi'(1) + 2a.

We only need the first four conditions as the initial values
to find out the unique pair of f;(y) from their differential
equations.

B. The series solution in the Yennie gauge
1. The series expansion with x = s/m? — 1

Having deduced the equations for 7;(s; £ = 3) given by
Eq. (I8) with initial conditions Eq. (I7), we could derive
the recurrence relations for the Taylor series solutions.
For convenience, we shift the starting point of the func-
tions to the origin using y = x + 1. We then write down
the series expansions of f; on the variable z. Explicitly
we have

+o00 too
filz) = Z apz™ and fo(x) = Z bpx”. (18)
n=1 n=2

We then substitute these expansions into Eq. (I5]) written
equivalently as

w12 L 2w ) Lp — e )L —af
dr2’1 dr’t dr2?? !
(19a)
2

d d
x(z+1)@f2+2(:r+l)%f2+af2:afl, (19b)

and obtain the following recurrence relations:

a1 =a, by—as=a, by=a?/6, (20a)
[n(n+1) = alan, +2(n +1)2a,1 + (n+1)(n + 2)any2

=nn+1)byy1 — (n+1)(n 4+ 2)byo for n > 1, (20b)

[(n4+1)(n+2) + albpy1 +2(n+2)%buyo = aan 1

for n > 1. (20c¢)

Although formally these series solutions for f;(z) have
been found, in practice they only converge for small z,
and so are not appropriate to account for the asymptotic
behaviors of the spectral functions.

2. The series expansion with z = m?/s

To understand the asymptotic behavior of the two
spectral functions, let us consider another variable trans-
form z = m?/s. Specifically, we define

g1 (Z) = Tl(s)/mz‘szmz/za 92(2) = TQ(S)/m‘S:mz/z'

(21)
Equation (IZ)) then becomes
2 d d2
22@91(2) - 22@91(2) - 23@92(2’)
+(2-a)gi(2) =0, (22a)
d? d &2
- 22@91(2’) + 22’@91(2’) + 22@92(2’)
d

- 22592(2) —2g1(2) + (2+ a)g2(2) = 0. (22b)

Summing Eqs. (22al) and (221) produces

d , pe
ag1(z) = (2+ a)ga(z) — 22—ga(2) + 2°(1 — z)—zgg(z).

dz dz

(23)

Substituting Eq. [23) into Eq. (22a]) gives
4 ! 4 @ 2 d
21— 2)2592(2) = 427 5 592(2) + 227(1 = 2) 55 92(2)

d
— 42592(2) + (4 —a?)ga(z) =0, (24)
as a fourth-order ODE for g(z). After realizing that

z = 0 is a regular singular point of Eq. (24)), we write the
following series solution:

—+oo
g2(2) = Y D2t (25)
n=0

where 7; with ¢ € {1,2,3,4} are the roots of
Y= (y=2)(y=3)+27(y—1)—4y+(4—2a%) = 0. (26)
Explicitly, we have
"= (3_ V1+4a’)/27
v3 = (3—v1—4a)/2,

v2=(3+V1+4a)/2,
=3+ VI—da)/2. (27)



There exists a simple recurrence relation for c,:

i1 (Y+n)?(y+n—1)?
P ey gy R

Once g2(z) is known, g¢1(z) is given by Eq. 23).
Although we cannot easily match c(l) to the initial con-

ditions given by Eq. ([IT), the leading term in Eq. (25)

specifies the asymptotic behavior of the ro(s) as

SETOO ro(s) = c(())m%h_1 i (29)

Meanwhile, from Eq. (23] we obtain the asymptotic be-
havior for r1(s) as

lim 7(s) = c(Z m2iT2s7
s——+00

i) ()

47i(1 — ) m?
[vi—(1—=vV1+4a)/2] [vi— 1 +V1+4a)/2] s

O (m?/s)” } (30)

We will confirm these asymptotic relations by fitting nu-
meric solutions of 7;(s).

+

C. Numerical solutions and their parameterizations

For computational convenience, let us define functions
u1(y) and ua(y) as

u(y) = yfi(y) — f2(y) (31)
uz(y) = ylfi(y) — f2(v)]. (32)
We then have fi(y) = [ui(y) — u2(y)/y]/(y — 1), and
fa(y) = [ur(y) —u2(y)]/(y — 1). Next, Eq. (I5) simplifies
into
d? B a " 3 ua(y) a
) = o ) - 2] @)
d? a
d_yQUQ(y) = m [u1(y) — u2(y)] - (33b)

The initial conditions corresponding to Eq. (I7) are now
1(0) =0, 1(0) =
U 0, 9 a.

Note that derivative operators in Eq. [B3) are simpler
than those in Eq. (I5). Consequently Eq. (33) is more
suitable to be solved numerically.

As an example, we present the numerical solution of
the spectral functions r;(s) when o = 1 and ro = 1,
given by the upper-left plot of Fig. [[l Specifically, we
verify that the asymptotic behaviors match the power law

corresponding to s~ with v, given by Eq. (27)). We also

found out the proportionality constant cél) = 0.11507 in
Eqgs. (30) and ([Z9) by fitting the numerical asymptotics.
We then substitute the numerical solutions into Egs. (B3)
and (4h)) to test the numerical errors in Euclidean space.
These errors are illustrated in Fig. Bl within which the
relative errors are calculated with respect to P;(p?).

Notice that the differential equations for u;(y) are ho-
mogeneous. While the initial conditions are proportional
to 1o with fixed . Other choices of r¢ simply scales the
ro = 1 solutions. Additionally, we have verified numer-
ically that the choices of 7y is not constrained by the
subtraction condition in Eq. (B2]).

As a parameterization of the numerical solutions, we
explore the Padé approximation of the spectral functions
r;(s) after factoring out the asymptotics. In the parame-
terization we additionally take into the account the van-
ishing of the 7;(s) in the s — m? limit. After defining
z=1-—1/y, we propose the following parameterization
of the spectral functions:

1+ Zn:l anzn
1 + Z’n/:l b’n/zn, '

ri(s) = oyt o

(35)

Recall that the asymptotic behavior of the numerical so-

lutions r;(s) is given by Eqgs. (B0) and (29), which fixes

c1 = —v1. We then truncate the series expansions to
T . .

Nmax = M.y = 4, finding out an optimal set of parame-

ters listed in Tab. [l Notice from Fig. [ that the differ-

ences are typically less than a few percent.

TABLE I. Fitting parameters for the Padé approximations
of the spectral functions 7;(s) in the form of Eq. (35) when
a=1and ro = 1.

a=1,1r=1 ri(s) ra(s)
co 0.5017 0.01969
c1 —0.7253 —0.7253
C2 1.022 1.993
a1 15070 467.6
a2 —13540 —25140
as 175.0 —5740
aa 85.26 20630
b1 19690 474.2
ba —8469 —26070
bs —T7689 24340
b4 377.8 —414.2

IIT. THE EUCLIDEAN SPACE FERMION
PROPAGATOR IN THE LANDAU GAUGE
FROM LKFT

The LKFT provides the exact relation for the QED
fermion propagator in different covariant gauges. The
LKFT for the spectral representation of the fermion
propagator is given by Eq. (61) of Ref. |[9]. We would like
to apply the LKFT to calculate the Euclidean propagator
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FIG. 1. The numerical solutions for the spectral functions r1 and ro together with their Padé approximations and errors of
this parameterization with respect to numerical solutions. In the upper-left plot, the blue solid line stands for the numerical

solution of 71(s).

The red dot-dash line represents the numerical solution of ra(s).

The yellow dash line and the purple dot

line are the asymptotic power behaviors for r1(s) and r2(s), respectively. In the upper-top plot, the functions r;(s) and their
parameterizations by Eq. [B8) are illustrated. The blue solid line and the red dot-dash line are the numerical solutions for 71 (s)

and r2(s) as functions of z = 1 —

mz/s. The yellow dash line and the purple dot line are the Padé approximations for r1(s) and

r2(s) respectively. The Padé approximations coincide closely to the numerical solutions. The lower two plots are the absolute

and the relative errors of the Padé approximations with respect to the numerical solutions of r;(s).

The left plot represents

the absolute errors and the right plot represents the relative errors. In both of the lower plots, the blue solid lines represent

errors for r1(s), while the red dash lines are for ra(s).

functions in the Landau gauge using the the numerical
spectral functions in the Yennie gauge we now have.

Specifically, after removing divergences in the wave-
function renormalization, the LKFT for the fermion
propagator becomes

Srr?.€) = / ds/@(é—f’)%

_ n+v—2
___fl-v) / ds/ P ) i
n—l—y—l S—I—tp v
X pi(s;€&)s™ L (36)

where v = a(§—¢&')/(4m). In the case of transforming the
Yennie gauge spectral representations into the Landau
gauge propagator functions, we have £ =0 and &’ = 3.
In the numerical evaluation of Eq. (B8], we need to
apply the following integral representation of the hyper-
geometric functions to Eq. (61) of Ref. [d] in order to

regularize singularities in the r;(s) integrals:

oFi(n —v;1 —wvin;p?/s)
B I'(n) Lot
N F(I—V)F(n—l—y)/o dt

_ t)n+u—2

(37)

which is obtained from Eq. (15.3.1) of Ref. [12]. The
resulting fermion propagators in the Landau gauge are
given by Fig.[2l The divergent part of the wavefunction
renormalization Zs = exp|—a&(1/e—yg+Indnr)/(47)] has
been factored out in Fig. In the Landau gauge, the
finite part of the wavefunction renormalization is fixed
such that F(p?) coincides with that in the Yennie gauge
at p? = —10*m?
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FIG. 2. Comparison of the Euclidean space fermion propa-
gators in the Landau gauge and in the Yennie gauge. The
Yennie gauge propagator is obtained directly from the o = 1
numerical solution for the spectral functions with ro = 1. The
Landau gauge propagator is then calculated using the LKFT
based on the Yennie gauge spectral functions. The top plot
illustrates the propagator functions in the Euclidean space.
The blue dash line is the Dirac vector part of the fermion
propagator in the Landau gauge. The red dot line is the Dirac
scalar part of the fermion propagator in the Landau gauge.
The yellow solid line is the Dirac vector part of the fermion
propagator in the Yennie gauge. The purple dot-dash line is
the Dirac scaler part of the fermion propagator in the Yennie
gauge. In the middle plot, the wavefunction renormalization
of the fermion propagator is illustrated. The blue dash line is
the wavefunction renormalization in the Landau gauge, while
the red solid line is in the Yennie gauge. The bottom plot
illustrates the mass function. The blue dash line represents
the mass function in the Landau gauge, while the red solid
line stands for the mass function in the Yennie gauge.

IV. SUMMARY

Using a spectral representation for the fermion prop-
agator, we have revised the solution of its SDE
within a truncation where the fermion-boson vertex is
given by a modification of the Gauge Technique of
Salam, Strathdee, and Delbourgo [1-4] to ensure loop-
renormalizable in four dimensions. We find a series solu-
tion supplemented by the numerical coefficients in the
Yennie gauge valid in the whole complex momentum
plane for the resulting equations. This erratum corrects
and supersedes the earlier results published in Ref. [10].
Because the model is not gauge covariant, the on-shell
renormalization conditions can not be satisfied away from
the Yennie gauge. Consequently we applied the LKFT
to obtained the Euclidean space fermion propagator in
the Landau gauge based on the Yennie-gauge solution.
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Appendix A: Simplifications of the fermion
propagator SDE

With an adjustable free-particle pole residue, Eq. (A.1)
of Ref. [10] becomes

A [S2(p*) +T2(p*)]/S1(p%) = [1 = Aaar/ (4770) m,
(Ala)

12(0%) +72(0%)]}

92)

2(p*)
1(p?)

+ q1(m?) — m g2 (m?)

fim {PQSl(pQ) +71(p%) -

p2—m?2

n

2
(e
=M= M1)—

im —
47 p2—m? p? — m?

+70+[2 — Xaar/(47rg)] [m? Py (m?) — mPy(m?)]. (Alb)
Subsequently we have

P2Si(p?) + 71 (p%) = [1 — Aaar/ (4770)JmSa(p?)
2

m 2 9

T A, s () —maa(m?)

+ 10 + [2 = Xaa/(d7rg) | [m? Py (m?) — mPa(m?)] (A2a)
S2(p?) +72(p?) = [1 = Aea/ (47ro)lmS1(p®),  (A2D)
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FIG. 3. Errors of the SDEs in the Euclidean space with the numerical solution at o = 1. Absolute errors are given in the left
plot, while relative errors are shown on the right plot. Here the reference for the relative errors are chosen to be P; (pz). In
both plots, the blue crosses stand for errors from Eq. (B3], while the red pluses stand for errors from Eq. (4H).

with ¢;(p?) defined in Eq. @). The spectral function of
q2(p?) is given by

3argm
47s

— Mg(s —m?) — 3a Frz(s) — l/s ds’ w(s’)]

Ro(s) = —%Im{qz(s +ie)} = 6(s —m?)

4s? dm |3 S Jom2
_ 4?52 msz ds’ s'ra(s). (A3)
While for §1(¢?), based on Eq. (B3) we obtain
ﬁ(s) = —%Im {i(s +ie)} = %6‘(3 —m?)
- %206‘(5 —m?) — i—i Erl(s) - siz/,; ds' s’rl(s')]
- f—fg 7:2 ds' ri(s). (A4)

Appendix B: The subtracted spectral representation
for the Dirac scalar component of the fermion
propagator SDE

Consider the spectral representation of a function
depending on p?.  When the spectral function p(s)
is non-vanishing asymptotically, the spectral integral
f(p?) = [dsp(s)/(p* — s +ie) is not convergent. How-
ever, once we know the value of the function f(p?) at
one point, for example f(0), we can write down the sub-
tracted spectral representation:

(RS C=ES Uy R—e

p2—s+ie)s (B1)
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FIG. 4. Test of the numerical solutions by Eq. (B6l) with
different «. Data points correspond to the absolute value of
Eq. ([B6) divided by 0.

This subtracted spectral representation is then conver-
gent as long as lim p(s)/s — 0.
s——+o00

In order to ensure convergences of the spectral integrals
in the ¢ terms of Eq. (@al), one subtraction is needed. We
choose the subtraction point to be p? = 0. Such a sub-
traction also separates the renormalization constants em-
bedded in Eq. (#al) from the p? dependent terms. Specif-
ically when p? = 0, Eq. [@al) becomes

¢1(0) = (1 —a/m)mP2(0) + (2 — /)
x [m*Pr(m?) — mPy(m?)] + q1(m?) — mga(m?). (B2)

Subtracting Eq. (B2) from Eq. (@al) and then multiplying
p~2 produce

P +a(p®) = (1 —a/mymP(p®).  (B3)



From Eq. (BI) we immediately have

Py(p®) = /+OO ds ra(s)

—_— B4

m? (p2 -5+ 7’5) s ( )
While for G;(p?), we apply the definition of ¢ (p?) by
Eq. (BI) in the momentum space and obtain the follow-
ing expression:

= (2) a(p®) — ¢:(0) ~ 3arg m2 ) o
Q(p°) = P2 = I 1+ p—zln(l—p /m?)
Oé§’]"0 9 9 3o /+oo 4 1
- In(1 - - — dsdZ
4rp? n( p*/m*) ir ) . S Y
1 S 9 aé‘ 400
~ 3 1+I§1n(1—p /s)] }rl(s)— el dsry(s)
< n(l=p"/s) (B5)

Specifically when p? = m? we have q;(m?) = ¢1(0) +
m?2G;(m?). Consequently Eq. (B2) is reduced into

(1 = a/m)P2(0) + (2 — a/m)[mP1(m®) — Py(m?)]
+m g (m?) — gz(m?) = 0. (B6)

Notice that Eq. (B2) is automatically satisfied in the
massless limit. When evaluating m g1 (m?) — g2(m?), the

In(1 — p?/m?) singularities cancel. Explicitly we have

mqi(m?) — ga(m?) = a(§ + 3)ro/ (4wm)
g/""’o dsmrl(s) —ra(s) n 3a [T

2 _
T Jon2 me —s a™m J,.2

S
ds[l‘f'm

m

a [t
xln(l—mz/s)}rl(s)—;w/z ds In(1 —m?/s)

af oo 2
xrz(S)_m ) dsri(s)In(1 —m*/s)

“+oo
2 [ o]

m2

The r;(s) independent terms in m ¢ (m?) — g2(m?) are
only finite if the §-functions in p;(s) have the matching
coefficients as given by Eq. [)) (both being 7).

In evaluating the spectral integrals in ¢;(p?) numeri-
cally, the following reparameterization is recommended
to ensure convergences:

%/ds [1 + (s/p* — 1) In(1 —p2/s)} r;(s)

/d /1dt7t_1 (s) (B8)
= ri(S).
3 o tp2—s+ic’
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