Frustrated superconductivity and “charge-6e” ordering
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We propose a mechanism of charge-6e superconductivity (SC) via fluctuation of chiral pair density wave (PDW) order, characterized by a spatial modulation of superconducting pairing order
parameter. Due to time-reversal symmetry breaking, an Ising-type variable can be defined to describe the ground-state degeneracy, known as chirality. The distribution of the chiral pairing order
parameter forms a vortex-antivortex kagome lattice in the real space. This lattice can be mapped
into a three-color model on the honeycomb lattice, where the superconducting pairing phases defined on the lattice sites are coupled with the discrete gauge field of color variables defined on the
bonds. The classical ground state manifold of this model has a macroscopic degeneracy for the
configurations of the color variables, resulting in an extensive entropy. The resultant color-variable
fluctuations kill the PDW order but keep the charge-6e superconducting order above the Tc of the
PDW. Consequently, the 1/3-fractional fluxes emerge, due to the mismatch in the color-variable
configuration caused by its fluctuations, which can be compensated by the external magnetic fluxes
to lower the free energy. This result is related to the recent Little-Parks experiment done on the
CsV3 Sb5 superconductor.

The charge 4e or 6e superconductivity (SC) has received a great deal of attention recently[1–15]. An important mechanism for this exotic SC is to emerge as a
vestigial secondary order of some special types of charge
2e SCs above its superconducting critical temperature
Tc [6–8, 14, 15]. One widely-studied case is the multicomponent pair density wave (PDW) hosting degenerate
incommensurate wave vectors, in which the GinzburgLandau free energy possesses the U(1)×U(1)[6, 7] or
U(1)×U(1)×U(1) symmetry[8], giving rise to two or
three gapless phase modes. When the PDW long-range
order melts above its Tc , it’s possible in some parameter
regime that, while the relative phase among the different
components can arbitrarily fluctuate, their total phase is
locked, leading to the charge 4e or 6e SC. Particularly,
a charge 6 superfluid can arise from melting a hexagonal vortex-antivortex lattice PDW state hosting three
degenerate wave vectors. This result has aroused great
interest recently due to its possible connection to the
possible charge 6e SC[16] observed in the recently synthesized CsV3 Sb5 superconductor[17–19], which simultaneously exhibits evidence of PDW[20]. However, such
connection is problematic as the observed PDW state in
CsV3 Sb5 hosts six commensurate wave vectors ± 43 Gα
0
(α=1,2,3). Here we propose an alternative mechanism
based on the frustrated three-color model[21, 22], which
can support the generation of charge 6e SC from melting
of commensurate PDW order, and might be relevant to
CsV3 Sb5 .
The effect of strong frustration in frustrated systems
can lead to exotic phenomena. One of the general feature
of frustrated system is the presence of macroscopic degen-

eracy of the classical ground-states configurations owing
to the huge unconstrained degrees of freedom. Geometry
frustration coming from the underlying lattice topology is
the origin of the macroscopic degeneracy in many lattice
systems, such as the classical spin liquid systems [23, 24].
The three-color model on the honeycomb lattice [25] is
another important frustrated system appearing in classical antiferromagnets [26], arrays of Josephson junctions
[23], orbital physics[27–29] and other contexts[11, 30]. In
this system, each bond on the lattice is attached by one of
the three colors R(red), G(green), B(blue) such that the
three bonds connected by one site have different colors.
The classical ground-state configuration under this threecolor constraint has a macroscopic degeneracy, leading
to an extensive entropy of 0.38kB per hexagon[25]. The
macroscopic degeneracy brings about strong fluctuations
of the color variables, which kill the color order. However, a three-color combined order could survive the fluctuations below the Kosterlitz-Thouless phase transition,
which is related to the “charge 6e” SC studied here.
This frustration mechanism has also been extended to
four-color model on the three-dimensional diamond lattice [22, 31], where similar “2-in-2-out” ice-rule as spin
ice system also results in the macroscopic ground-state
degeneracy [32, 33].
In this paper, we study the mechanism of the charge
6e SC via the approach of PDW fluctuation in the background of chiral CDW. We propose the following alternative real-space mechanism based on the three-color
model. Starting from a chiral PDW state[34], the distribution of the pairing order parameter of this state forms
a vortex-antivortex Kagome lattice. Due to the time-
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FIG. 1. CDW and PDW pattern in the background kagome
lattice. The background 2D kagome lattice is shown in white
lines. The basic star-of-David structure of the 2 × 2 CDW
phase is shown in black lines with CDW unit cell shown as
small dashed parallelogram. The 4 × 4 PDW lattice is shown
in red lines with PDW unit cell shown as large dashed parallelogram.

reversal symmetry breaking (TRSB), there exists an Ising
type variable, i.e. the chirality, to describe the groundstate degeneracy. This vortex-antivortex Kagome lattice
can be mapped to the three-color model on the honeycomb lattice. The low-energy degrees of freedom of this
model include the local pairing-phase angles coupled with
the discrete gauge field of color variables. Previous studies on this model[21] has obtained an extensive entropy
at the ground state, leading to the 13 vortices and the
charge 6e SC. Here we propose that this mechanism can
account for the fractional flux quantization observed in
the Little-Parks experiment performed on AV3 Sb5 . We
arrive at the conclusion after some discussions.
The CDW and chiral PDW state We start with the
structures of the CDW and the chiral PDW patterns,
which exhibit the 2 × 2 and 4 × 4 supercell structures
as shown in Fig. 1 [35]. The PDW state exhibiting
six commensurate wave vectors Q = {±Q1 , ±Q2 , ±Q3 }
emerging from the background of two-dimensional (2D)
Kagome lattice. The corresponding pairing order parameters ∆±Qi = ∆0 ei(θi ±φi ) (i = 1, 2, 3) carry nonzero
mass-of-center momentum Q. The order parameter of
the PDW state exhibit spatial modulations, defined as
[8],
X
∆(r) =
(∆Qi eiQi ·r + ∆−Qi e−iQi ·r ).
(1)
i

The system maintains a global U(1) symmetry corresponding to the superconducting phase (∆Q → ∆Q eiθ ).
The three relative phases φa between inversion symmetric pairs ∆±Qa reflect the translation degrees of freedom
along the three directions Qa , similarly as the conventional FFLO state [36, 37]. If these wave vectors were
incommensurate, the PDW states would show an extra U(1)×U(1) translational symmetry [8], bringing extra gapless phase-fluctuation modes beyond the global
U(1) symmetry. However, the commensurate PDW wave

FIG. 2. Vortex-antivortex Kagome lattice of the chiral PDW
state with η2 = −1 and η1 = η3 = 1. The max magnitude (light color) of the PDW order parameter with phases
(0, 2π/3, 4π/3) forms the kagome lattice. In the center of each
triangular, there is a single vortex with winding number +1.
In the center of each hexagon, there is a double antivortex
with winding number −2.

vectors Q breaks the continuous translation symmetry
into the 4 × 4 supercell structure. The PDW state only
shows discrete lattice symmetry of the lattice translation
T = 4n1 a1 + 4n2 a2 (n1 , n2 ∈ Z), ∆Q → ∆Q eiT·Q , where
ai (i = 1, 2) are the primitive vectors of basic kagome
lattice.
The relative angles among the three superconducting
phases θi could be determined by the quartic Josephson couplings [8]. In the TRSB case, the relative phase
configurations of the ground state is 8-fold degenerate
given by (eiθ1 , eiθ2 , eiθ3 ) = (1, η1 eη2 i2π/3 , η1 η3 e−η2 i2π/3 ),
ηj = ±1(j = 1, 2, 3) [38]. The Z2 Ising-type variable η2
describes the chirality, reflecting the degeneracy due to
the spontaneous time-reversal breaking. The 4-fold degeneracy within same chirality corresponds to the halflattice constant translations of the PDW supercell lattice. The commensurate condition locks the φi phases
into Z2 values φi = 0 mod π, which can be absorbed
into the (η1 , η3 ) variables of the eight degenerate relative
angles among θi . These Z2 locked phases reflect halflattice translations T/2 of the PDW pattern.
Vortex-antivortex kagome lattice The spatial modulations of the chiral PDW order parameter form a vortexantivortex kagome lattice in the real space [34]. Without
loss of generality, consider the chiral PDW state with
η2 = −1 and η3 = η1 = 1 as an example. There are single vortices forming a hexagonal lattice, and double antivortices located in the center of the hexagonal plaquettes.
The bonds connecting neighboring single vortices are the
maxima of the amplitudes of the superconducting order
|∆(r)| as shown in Fig. (2). Without loss of generality,
the superconducting phases along each bond are assumed
to take values of 0, 2π/3, 4π/3 labeled by three colors
along the three direction, shown in Fig. (3). Under timereversal transform, the single vortices are transformed
into single antivortices with opposite chirality η2 = +1
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FIG. 3. Hexagonal lattice of vortices with bonds connected
them. These bonds locate at the max magnitude of the PDW
order parameter labeled by the superconducting phase. At
each site of vortice, the bonds in the three direction take three
values of 0, 2π/3, 4π/3 denoted by three colors R, G, B.

while the honeycomb lattice structure is kept.
The above pattern is just a special configuration of the
vortex distribution. We could consider a general configuration by imposing either a vortex or an anti-vortex on
each site, then the configuration problem is mapped to
the three-color problem on the honeycomb lattice [21].
(Its generalization to the 4-color problem in the diamond
lattice was done by Chern and one of the author [22].)
The superconducting phase winds ±2π around a site j
of the honeycomb lattice, depending on whether a vortice or antivortice is located at that site. The lattice site
is connected to its three nearest neighbor in the three
directions by bonds of three colors. The total expectation values of the PDW order parameter at site j in the
ν-direction along the bond is given by ∆j,ν = ∆0 eiϕj,ν
with the non-zero homogeneous amplitude ∆0 . The superconducting phase at each site can be denoted as,
ϕj,ν = θj + σj,ν

2π
,
3

(2)

with the continuous U(1) phase variable θj and the discrete three colors R, G, B variables σj,ν = 0, 1, 2. For two
nearest site j, k connected by a bond in ν direction, the
lowest order Josephson coupling is −α(∆j,ν ∆∗k,ν ). Summing of all the bonds hj, ki connected in the ν direction,
the total kinetic energy is given by [22],
E=

−2α∆20

X
hj,kiν


2π
cos (θj − θk ) +
(σj,ν − σk,ν ) ,(3)
3


where Ajk,ν = (σj,ν −σk,ν )2π/3 is the discrete gauge field
of the color variables.
The free energy Eq. 3 has classical U(1) gauge symmetry under the simultaneous local gauge transformation
θj → θj +χj , Ajk → Ajk +χj −χk for arbitrary sets of real
variables χj . In the ground state, the kinetic energy (3) is
minimized if the continuous phase is uniform θj = θk = 0
mod 2π for all the sites as well as the discrete variables

on each bond should be matched, σj,ν = σk,ν = σjk . The
ground state manifold of this frustrated three color model
has a large variety of degeneracy at classic level. The system has an extensive entropy of 0.38kB per hexagon[25]
due to this macroscopic degeneracy of the ground state.
If the temperature T is lower than the KosterlitzThouless temperature TKT of the U(1) phase θi , but is
still high enough such that the long-range inter-vortex
interactions can be neglected, then the entropy of the
color configurations dominates. As a result, there is no
long-range pairing order, but the cube of the pairing order is long-range ordered since 1, ω, ω 2 are cubic roots of
2
1 with ω = ei 3 π . This manifests as the charge-6e superconductivity. As the temperature is lowered enough, the
inter-vortex interactions will lift the degeneracy of different vortex configurations. The ordered PDW configuration emerges, and the system transits into the charge-2e
superconducting state.
The 1/3-fractional flux can emerge above the Tc of the
PDW order due to the fluctuation of the color variables
σj,ν [21]. For each hexagon h of the vortice/antivortice
P
honeycomb lattice, a gauge flux Φh = i∈h σi /6 is defined as the summation of the gauge phases (color variables) around it. The gauge flux Φh also counts the difference between vortice number Nv and antivortice number Na around the hexagon, Φh = (Nv − Na )/6. When
the color variables are matched at the bonds, the gauge
fluxes take integer values. Furthermore, in the uniform
chiral PDW state at low temperatures, there only exist
vortices or antivortices at the honeycomb lattice sites depending on the chirality of the state. Above the Tc of
the PDW order, the fluctuation of the color variables can
lead to σj,ν 6= σk,ν at some bonds between a vortex and
an antivortex near the boundary of two distinct chiral
configurations, see Fig. (4). Consequently, a topological
defect, i.e. a domain wall, appears at the boundary and
the energy is lifted compared to the uniform case. There
exists 1/3 fractional gauge flux at the domain wall. Under the magnetic field, the gauge flux through a unit
hexagon will increase and the free energy will be lowered
if the external flux compensate the fractional flux. Consequently, the free energy will show periodic modulation
under the flux change of
Φ6e =

hc
.
6e

(4)

The PDW fluctuation above its Tc can drive charge
6e SC. In the ground state, the continuous U(1) phases
θj and the discrete color variables σjk are both pinned
down. As the temperature goes up, the macroscopic degeneracy of the color-variable configurations brings about
strong fluctuations of the color variables. As a result, the
single charge-2e correlation heiϕj,ν e−iϕk,µ i of the pairing
phase will be destroyed. The system enters the charge6e regime where the correlation he3iϕj,ν e−3iϕk,µ i of three
Cooper pairs shows quasi long-range order.
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model[22] and possible 3D PDW superconducting state.
The 3D PDW can show spatial modulation along eight
directions Q = {±Q1 , ±Q2 , ±Q3 , ±Q4 }. The phase configuration of the ground state is a superconducting extension of four-color superfluid phase in the diamond lattice.
From the mapping between the PDW ground state and
four-color model, there exist 1/4-fractional flux and the
charge-8e SC, driven by thermal fluctuations.

FIG. 4. Domain wall between two regimes of states with
chiral +1 and chiral −1 state. The bond between a vortex
and antivortex is mismatched.

Discussions and Conclusion: In conclusion, we have
studied a mapping from the chiral PDW state to the
frustrated three-color model, where the basic degrees of
freedom are described by the continuous superconducting
phase and discrete color variables. The classical ground
state of the model has a huge degeneracy of the color variables, leading to an extensive entropy. The fluctuations
of the color variables brought about by the macroscopic
degeneracy kill the charge 2e PDW order, but keep the
charge-6e order, manifested as the 1/3-fractional fluxes.
The proposed mechanism for the generation of charge
6e SC from the fluctuations of the chiral PDW order
might be related to the phenomenon detected in the
AV3 Sb5 (A=K, Rb,Cs) superconductors family[17–19].
This quasi two-dimensional family host a Kagome lattice structure, on which a 43 × 43 bidirectional spatial
modulation of the pairing gap is observed[20] in the lowtemperature superconducting state on top of the 2 × 2
CDW normal-state background [39]. A particularly interesting experimental progress lies in the clear detection
of the hc/6e magneto-resistance oscillation period in the
Little-Parks experiment above Tc [16], 1/3 of the conventional Little-parks oscillation, suggesting the emergence
of charge 6e SC. Note that the spatial modulation of the
pairing gap suggests a PDW state with commensurate
wave vectors ±Qα = ± 34 Gα
0 , which is consistent with
the roton PDW associated with an underlying vortexantivortex lattice studied here. For this system, the observed evidence of charge 6e SC might be related to the
three-color model based mechanism proposed here. In
this experiment, the ring structure has a hole in the thin
film material, behaves as a mesoscopic extension of a
small hexagon at the domain wall as in Fig. (4). When
the 1/3 fractional defects are excited above the Tc , the
total gauge flux of the hole takes fractional value. An
external magnetic field compensate the 31 gauge flux, accounting for the fractional flux quantization observed in
the Little-Parks experiment.
The above analysis can be extended to 3D four-color
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A. Ginzburg-Landau analysis

In this appendix, we briefly study the Ginzburg-Landau theory of the PDW state. To be precise, we consider the
series of Kagome metal compounds AV3 Sb5 which possess the crystalline symmetry of the wallpaper group p6/mmm.
The electronic properties of the AV3 Sb5 are determined
by the two-dimensional kagome lattice of V atoms. The
√
3
1
primitive vectors a1 = a0 (1, 0) and a2 = a0 (− 2 , 2 ) and the associated reciprocal lattice vectors Gα
0 (α=1,2,3) are
plotted in Fig. (5) with the lattice constant a0 . The inversion symmetric 43 × 34 PDW phase is characterized by six
wave vectors Q = {±Q1 , ±Q2 , ±Q3 } (Qα = 3Gα
0 /4), with the total PDW order parameter described by [8],
X
∆(r) =
(∆Qi eiQi ·r + ∆−Qi e−iQi ·r ).
(5)
i

The basic six PDW pairing functions are parameterized as ∆±Qi = ∆0 ei(θi ±φi ) (i = 1, 2, 3), where the six phases are
not totally independent.
The system is invariant under global U(1) symmetry, translational symmetry T, time-reversal symmetry T and
U (1)

parity symmetry P. Under these transformation, the PDW order parameters will transform as, ∆Q −−−→ eiθ ∆Q ,
T

T

P

∆Q −
→ eiT·Q ∆Q , ∆Q −
→ ∆∗−Q and ∆Q −
→ ∆−Q . For simplicity, we consider the point group symmetry D6 . To
construct the Ginzburg-Landau action invariant under the full symmetry group G = U (1) ⊗ T ⊗ T ⊗ P ⊗ D6 , we start
from the quadratic combinations that is invariant under the U (1) ⊗ T transform,
Γ(2) = {|∆Q1 |2 , |∆Q2 |2 , |∆Q3 |2 , |∆−Q1 |2 , |∆−Q2 |2 , |∆−Q3 |2 },

(6)

which transforms in the trivial representation for U (1) ⊗ T. Γ(2) forms a reducible representation of D6 symmetry
group and can be decomposed into irreducible representations Γ(2) = A1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ B1 ⊕ E1 . Here, the one-dimensional

FIG. 5. Schemetic figure for the lattice structure. (a). 2D kagome lattice with three sublattice sites labeled by A, B, C. The
primitive vectors are a1 and a2 . (b). The Brillouin zone for the kagome lattice with reciprocal lattice vectors Gα
0 (α=1,2,3)
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irreducible representation are defined as,
ψ∆ =|∆Q1 |2 + |∆Q2 |2 + |∆Q3 |2 + |∆−Q1 |2 + |∆−Q2 |2 + |∆−Q3 |2 ,
2

2

2

2

2

2

N∆ =|∆Q1 | + |∆Q2 | + |∆Q3 | − |∆−Q1 | − |∆−Q2 | − |∆−Q3 | .
The two-dimensional irreducible representations in the complex form are defined as
 


Z2 = |∆Q1 |2 + ei2π/3 |∆Q2 |2 + ei4π/3 |∆Q3 |2 + |∆−Q1 |2 + ei2π/3 |∆−Q2 |2 + ei4π/3 |∆−Q3 |2 ,
 


Z1 = |∆Q1 |2 + ei2π/3 |∆Q2 |2 + ei4π/3 |∆Q3 |2 − |∆−Q1 |2 + ei2π/3 |∆−Q2 |2 + ei4π/3 |∆−Q3 |2 .

(7)
(8)

(9)
(10)

Only A1 irreducible representation ψ∆ is invariant under the symmetry group T ⊗ P ⊗ D6 . The Ginzburg-Landau
free energy to the quadratic order is
F2 = −αψ∆ .

(11)

The B1 irreducible representation N∆ and E1 irreducible representation Z1 are odd under the T and P symmetry.
N∆ also breaks the D6 symmetry down into D3 .
From the product of quadratic representation Γ(2) , fourth order representation can be obtained,






Γ(2) ⊗ Γ(2) = 4A1 ⊕ 4B1 ⊕ 2[A2 ] ⊕ 2B2 ⊕ 6E1 ⊕ 6E2 .
(12)
2
2
, Z12 , Z22 , which comes from
, N∆
The possible quartic termsthat transforms
in the trivial
A1 representation
are ψ∆



identical product A1 ⊗ A1 ⊕ B1 ⊗ B1 ⊕ E1 ⊗ E1 ⊕ E2 ⊗ E2 . They can be combined into a Ginzburg-Landau
free energy

F4 =

u1 2
v1
v2
u0 2
ψ + N∆
+ Z12 + Z22 ,
2 ∆
2
2
2

(13)

where u0 , u1 and v1 , v2 can be formulated with β1 , β2 , β3 and β4 used in the Aterberg’s paper [8]. These terms only
determine the amplitudes of the PDW order parameters.
The system can allow another quartic Josephson term that fix the relative phases between the three superconducting
phases θi [8],


∗
∗
∗
F5 = β5 ∆Q1 ∆−Q1 ∆Q2 ∆−Q2 + ∆Q2 ∆−Q2 ∆Q3 ∆−Q3 + ∆Q3 ∆−Q3 ∆Q1 ∆−Q1 + h.c. .
(14)
In the frustrated cases with β5 > 0, there are eight degenerate ground state configurations given by (eiθ1 , eiθ2 , eiθ3 ) =
(1, η1 eη2 i2π/3 , η1 η3 e−η2 i2π/3 ), with ηj = ±1(j = 1, 2, 3) [38]. Each two state labeled by Ising variable η2 = ±1, which
is known as chirality, is related by time reversal transform. The other states can be obtained from a π shift of the
order parameter ∆Q2 or ∆Q3 .
The three relative phases φa between inversion symmetric pairs ∆±Qi corresponds to the translational degree of
freedom. Due to the commensurate 43 × 43 bidirectional spatial modulation of the PDW state, the electronic structure
has a 4×4 large unit cell compared to the background V lattice. The PDW order parameters show discrete translational
symmetry for the PDW lattice translation T = 4n1 a1 + 4n2 a2 (n1 , n2 ∈ Z), ∆Q → ∆Q eiT·Q . Moreover, the 4 × 4
unit cell are combined by four 2 × 2 CDW unit cell and the commensurate condition induce an extra term,


Fc = γc ∆Q1 ∆∗−Q1 + ∆Q2 ∆∗−Q2 + ∆Q3 ∆∗−Q3 + h.c. .
(15)
with γc < 0. φi will be locked into Z2 values. The Z2 locked phase φi = 0 mod π can be absorbed into the π shift of
the relative superconducting phase θi .
Based on the above analysis, the pairing order parameter of the chiral PDW state is,






∆(r) = ∆0 eiθ1 cos φ1 + Q1 · r + ei(θ2 −θ1 ) cos φ2 + Q2 · r + ei(θ3 −θ1 ) cos φ3 + Q3 · r
(16)
In the incommensurate case, the three U(1) variables (θ1 , φ1 , φ2 ) are physical independent, corresponding to the
U(1)×U(1)×U(1) symmetry. The relative phase (θ2 − θ1 , θ3 − θ1 ) and φ3 can be determined by symmetry allowed
higher order Josephson couplings, e.g., Eq.(14). The pairing function is only invariant under the phase transform,
θ1 → θ1 + 2πn,

φ1 → φ1 + 2πn1 ,

φ3 → φ2 + 2πn2 ,

n, n1 , n2 ∈ Z,

(17)
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irrespective of the relative phase configuration (θ2 − θ1 , θ3 − θ1 ) and φ3 . There are two kinds of topological excitations, integer vortices for SC phase θ = θ1 , and integer dislocations for the transnational phase field (φ1 , φ2 ) in the
incommensurate case[8]. No fractional vortices are possible and there are no charge-4e or charge-6e in this sense.
Moreover, the commensurate 34 × 34 bidirectional spatial modulation of the PDW state reduce the U(1)×U(1)×U(1)
symmetry into U(1)×Z2 × Z2 , which will gap all the relative translational phase-fluctuation modes among the PDW
components.
The 1/3-fractional vortice may also be understood from another point of view. Consider a pair of chiral PDW order
parameters,







2π
4π
∆− (r) =∆0 eiθ cos Q1 · (u + r) + ei 3 cos Q2 · (u + r) + ei 3 cos Q3 · (u + r) ,







2π
4π
(18)
∆+ (r) =∆0 eiθ cos Q1 · (u + r) + ei 3 cos Q2 · (u + r) + ei 3 cos Q3 · (u + r) ,
where the phases (φ1 , φ2 ) have been decoupled into two phonon degrees of freedom u = (ux , uy ), φi = Qi · u. Under
the C6 rotation symmetry,
C6 (Q1 , Q2 , Q3 )

→ (−Q3 , −Q1 , −Q2 ),

(19)

∆± (r) is invariant if θ → θ ∓ 2π/3. Rotation around the axis ẑ by an angle α change the direction of the PDW
wavevectors,
R(ẑ, α)Q = Q0 .
The rotational degree of freedom α has the topological charge,
I
α = 2πqr , α → α + 2πqr ,

(20)

qr ∈ Z.

Specifically, there also exist a fractional topological charge,
I
I
π
2π
dα = ,
dθ = ∓ .
3
3

(21)

(22)

