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Theoreticalstudiesarepresented on weak localization e�ectsand m agnetoresistancein quasi-

one-dim ensionalsystem swith open Ferm isurfaces. Based on the W ignerrepresentation,the

m agnetoresistance in the region ofweak �eld hasbeen studied for�ve possible con�gurations

ofcurrentand �eld with respectto the one-dim ensionalaxis. Ithas been indicated thatthe

anisotropy and itstem peraturedependencesofthem agnetoresistancewillgiveinform ation on

the degreeofone-dim ensionality and the phaserelaxation tim e.

KEYW ORDS:m agnetoresistance,weak localization,quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem ,organic conductor,W igner

representation

x1. Introduction

Recently,m any experim entshave reported m etallic propertiesofhighly conducting doped poly-

m ers (HCDP),e.g.polyacetylene doped with iodine,1) p-phenylenevinylene doped with sulfuric

acid,2) etc. Itisexpected thatHCDP showsthree-dim ensionalconductivity when polym erchains

areentangled atrandom ,whilequasi-one-dim ensionalconductivity isexpected when they arewell

aligned each other.Actually,there are som e experim entswhich have tried to exam ine the dim en-

sionality ofconduction ofthetensiledrawn (� 1000% )sam plesofHCDP �lm sby them easurem ent

ofm agnetoresistance (M R) at low tem perature.1;2)In these experim ents the conductivities were

anisotropic which were analyzed based on the form ula foranisotropic three-dim ensionalsystem s.

However,the resulting anisotropy turned out to be very large,which invalidate the originalas-

sum ption of anisotropic three-dim ensionality, i.e.the closed Ferm isurface with the anisotropic

m ass. Instead,the results seem to indicate that the Ferm isurface is open for which there have

been few theoreticalstudieson M R.3;4;5;6;7;8)

In this paper,the weak �eld M R for such system s with open Ferm isurfaces are theoretically

studied by useofthe W ignerrepresentation.

The�eld theoreticalstudiesofweak-localization (W L)e�ects9) on M R havediscussed by Hikam i

etal. 10) and K awabata11) for two- and three-dim ensionalm etallic conductors,respectively. In

these studies where the closed Ferm isurfaces are assum ed the quantum corrections to the con-

ductivity given by theCooperon propagatorshave been easily calculated even in thepresenceofa
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m agnetic �eld in term softheLandau quantization.Forsystem swith open Ferm isurfaces,on the

other hand,the eigenvalues ofthe Cooperon propagator can not be explicitly given. In order to

overcom ethisdi�culty and to study M R system atically wem akeuseoftheW ignerrepresentation.

In x2 a briefreview ofthepreceding theory forthree-dim ensionalsystem sisgiven,and studiesof

quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem sby theW ignerrepresentation aregiven in x3.Theasym ptoticform s

ofthe M R in three-and one-dim ensionallim itand sum m ary are given in x4 and x5,respectively.

W e take a unitof�h = 1.

x2. M agnetoresistance in T hree-D im ensionalSystem s

Forthree-dim ensionalsystem s,wetake the m odelHam iltonian,

H =
p2

2m
+ u

X

l

�(r � Rl); (2.1)

whereu isthe strength ofthe shortrange im purity potentialand R l isthe im purity site.W e will

considerthequantum correction term fortheconductivity in theorderof("
F
�
0
)� 1,where"

F
isthe

Ferm ienergy and �
0
isthe relaxation tim e due to elastic scattering by im puritiesgiven in Fig.1.

In this�gure dashed linesand a crossrepresentim purity potentials and the averaging procedure

overthe distribution ofim purities.This�
0
isgiven asfollows,

�
� 1
0

= 2�n iu
2
N (0); (2.2)

whereni isthedensity ofim puritiesand N (0)isthedensity ofstateperspin attheFerm ienergy.

Fig. 1. Self-energy correction due to the im purity scattering.

Theweak-localization e�ectcan becalculated by the sum m ation ofso-called m axim ally crossed

diagram s as given in Fig.2. In these diagram s the ladder part (see Fig.3) which is called the

\Cooperon"representsthequantum interferencee�ectbetween twoelectronshavingnearlyopposite

2



Fig. 2. W eak-localization correction due to the \Cooperon".

Fig. 3. The Cooperon representing the quantum interference e�ect.

wave num ber. The Cooperon is singular when "n("n + !l)< 0 where "n = (2n + 1)�kBT,!l =

2l�kBT and kB isBoltzm ann constant,and in thiscase itiswritten asfollows,

D c(q;!l)=
1

2�N (0)�2
0

1

D q2 + j!lj+ 1=�"
; (2.3)

where D = 2"
F
�
0
=3m isthe di�usion constantand �" isthe phase relaxation tim e due to inelastic

scattering introduced phenom enologically.Then the quantum correction to the conductivity (Fig.

2)isgiven by
��

�0
= � 2 �2

0
TrD c(q;0); (2.4)

where�0 = 2e2N (0)D istheDrudeconductivity and Trm eansquantum m echanicaltrace,e.g.
X

q

in theabsence ofthem agnetic �eld.

In thepresenceofam agnetic�eld,H ,whosestrength isnotsostrong,in thesense!c � eH =m c�

�� 1
0
,itse�ectscan betreated quasiclassically,i.e.q in theCooperon isreplaced by q+ 2eA =c� �,

where A is a vector potential. Fortunately,the Cooperon dependsonly on �2,so thatthe trace

can easily becarried outby theuseoftheeigenstatesofLandau quantization.Hence,thequantum

correction isgiven asfollows,11)

��(H )

�0
= �

1

2�3N (0)‘2
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�
X

N

Z

dqz
1

4D

‘2

�

N +
1

2

�

+ D q
2
z + 1=�"

; (2.5)

where‘=
p
c=eH istheLarm orradius.Equation (2.5)isvalid forboth weak and strong m agnetic

�eld lim it,i.e.‘� L " �
p
D �" and ‘� L",aslong asthe conditions,!c � "

F
and ‘�

p
D �

0
,

are satis�ed. Especially for weak m agnetic �eld, we get the following asym ptotic form of the

m agnetoconductance,��(H )� ��(H )� ��(0),

��(H )

�0
=

1

24�2N (0)

p
D �

3=2
"

‘4
/ H

2
: (2.6)

Ifwe assum e the anisotropic m ass,m i (i= x;y;z),the di�usion constantsare de�ned asD i =

2"
F
�
0
=3m i,and ��(H )along the sym m etry axisisrewritten as

��(H )

�0
=

1

24�2N (0)

D 1
p
D 2

�
3=2
"

‘4
; (2.7)

whereD 1 isthegeom etric m ean ofD isperpendicularto them agnetic�eld and D 2 isthedi�usion

constantofthe direction ofm agnetic �eld.

x3. M agnetoresistance in Q uasi-O ne-D im ensionalSystem s

Now,we turn to our problem ofquasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s with open Ferm isurfaces. W e

take them odelHam iltonian,

H =
p2z

2m
� �(cospxd+ cospyd)+ u

X

l

�(r � Rl); (3.1)

where z-axis is the polym er chain axis, � is the band width due to the transverse hopping of

electrons am ong chains and d is the lattice spacing perpendicular to the chain direction. The

one-particle therm alG reen function isgiven as

G (k;i"n)=
1

i"n � [k2z=2m � �(coskxd+ coskyd)� "
F
]+ isgn("n)=2�0

: (3.2)

IftheFerm ienergy "
F
islargeenough com pared to theband width in theperpendiculardirections,

�,which is assum ed throughout this paper,and then the warping ofthe Ferm isurface can be

ignored in the integration ofa single particle G reen function,the relaxation tim e due to im purity

scattering isgiven by

�
� 1
0

=
2niu

2

d2v
F

; (3.3)

where v
F
=
p
2"

F
=m . O n the otherhand,the cosine band structure hasto be properly treated in

thederivation oftheCooperon asfollows,

D c(q;!l)=
niu

2

1� niu
2X (q;!l)

; (3.4)
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X (q;!l)=

Z
dk

(2�)3
G (k;i"n + i!l)G (q � k;i"n)

=

Z
dk

(2�)3

1

i("n + !l)� fk2z=2m � �(coskxd+ coskyd)� "
F
g+ i=2�

0

�
1

i"n � f(qz � kz)
2=2m � �[cos(qx � kx)d+ cos(qy � ky)d]� "

F
g� i=2�

0

; (3.5)

whereX (q;!l)isthepolarization function.Theresultoftheintegration with respectto kz isgiven

asfollowsundertheconditions,"
F
� � and 1� ��

0
jsin

qx;yd

2
j, v2

F
�2
0
q2z, j!lj�0,

X (q;!l)’
2

v
F

Z
dkxdky

(2�)2

1

!l+
1

�
0

+ v
2
F
�
0
q
2
z + 2i�

�

sin
(2kx � qx)d

2
sin

qxd

2
+ sin

(2ky � qy)d

2
sin

qyd

2

�

’
2�

0

v
F
d2

�

1� 2�2�2
0

�

sin2
qxd

2
+ sin2

qyd

2

�

� v
2
F
�
2
0
q
2
z � j!lj�0

�

: (3.6)

Then the Cooperon isobtained as12;13;14)

D c(q;!l)=
d2v

F

2�2
0

1

v2
F
�
0
q2z + �2�

0
(2� cosqxd� cosqyd)+ j!lj+ 1=�"

: (3.7)

Thequantum correctionstotheconductivity (Fig.2)foreach direction underthesam econditions

asin the derivation oftheCooperon,eq.(3.7),are asfollows,

��
k

�
k

= � 2 �2
0
TrD c(q;0); (3.8a)

��
?

�
?

= � 2 �2
0
Trcosqxd D c(q;0): (3.8b)

In these equations,theclassicalconductivitiesforeach direction are given by

�
k

= 2e2N (0)D
k
; (3.9a)

�
?

= 2e2N (0)D
?
; (3.9b)

where the sym bolsk and ? representthe directions paralleland perpendicularto the chain axis,

respectively,which willbeused in thefollowing aswell.Herethedensity ofstateand thedi�usion

constantsare de�ned asfollows,

N (0) =
1

�d2v
F

; (3.10a)

D
k

= v
2
F
�
0
; (3.10b)

D
?

=
1

2
�
2
d
2
�
0
; (3.10c)

which are deduced from eq.(3.7)in the continuum lim it,d ! 0.

In the lim it,��
0
� 1,where the warping ofthe Ferm isurface islessthan the broadening,�� 1

0
,

(seeFig.4 (a)),theconditions,1 � ��
0
jsin

qx;yd

2
j,aresatis�ed overthewholeBrillouin zone,hence
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Fig. 4. Ferm isurfacesin thecases,��0 � 1,(a),and ��0 � 1,(b).Heretheverticallinesrepresentthebroadening

ofthe Ferm isurface corresponding to the energy width,�� 1

0
.

any cuto� isnotnecessary in the integrations with respectto qx and qy in the evaluations ofeq.

(3.8). O n the otherhand,in the lim it,��
0
� 1,where the warping ofthe Ferm isurface islarger

than the broadening,�� 1
0
,(see Fig.4 (b)),the conditions,1 � ��

0
jsin

qx;yd

2
j,required to derive

eqs.(3.7)and (3.8)im ply jqx;yj<� (��
0
d)� 1. In thiscase,however,the m ain contributionsto the

quantum corrections,eq.(3.8),turn outto begiven by the sm allq such asjqj<� (�
p
�
0
�"d)

� 1 due

to thelifetim eoftheCooperon,�".Since(�
p
�
0
�"d)

� 1 < (��
0
d)� 1 isusually satis�ed (i.e.�" � �

0
),

thepresentestim ationsofthequantum correctionsbased on eqs.(3.7)and (3.8)are justi�ed even

in thiscase of��
0
� 1.

To obtain the M R,we replace q by � = q + 2eA =c ,

��
k

�
k

= � Tr
d2v

F

D
k
�2z + �2�

0
(2� cos�xd� cos�yd)+ 1=�"

; (3.11a)

��
?

�
?

= � Tr
d2v

F
cos�xd

D
k
�2z + �2�

0
(2� cos�xd� cos�yd)+ 1=�"

: (3.11b)

Here wem ustbecarefulto treat�isbecauseoftheirnoncom m utability,

[�i;�j]= i
2

‘2
"ijk; (3.12)

wherekisthedirection ofm agnetic�eld and "ijk isLevi-Civita’stotallyantisym m etrictensor.Since

�isarecontained in cosineterm sin ourCooperon,wecannotusetheLandau quantization m ethod

and itisim possibletostudy M R forarbitrary �eld.Howeverforstudiesin weak m agnetic�eld,the

m ethod ofW ignerrepresentation15) ism ostsuited,becauseitisa system aticm ethod ofexpanding

physicalquantitiesin term softhesm allparam eterwhich isthevalueofthecom m utatorofcanonical

variables. M oreoverasitturned out,the M R in a weak �eld yieldsim portantinform ation on the

degree ofthe alignm entofthe polym erand the phaserelaxation tim e.
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In the W igner representation,the trace ofsom e physicalquantity,A (̂p;q̂),which is given as a

function ofcanonicalvariables, p̂ and q̂ satisfying [p̂ ; q̂]= � ic,can be obtained by replacing

quantum operatorsto corresponding classicaldi�erentialoperatorsoperating on 1,and integrating

thequantity overclassicalvariables,p and q,

TrA (̂p;q̂)=
1

2�c

Z

dpdqA

�

p+
c

2i

@

@q
;q�

c

2i

@

@p

�

� 1: (3.13)

Fig. 5. Five possible con�gurationsofcurrentand �eld with respectto the chain direction in the m easurem entof

M R.

In ourcase ofM R in quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s,two com ponentsof�̂ perpendicularto the

m agnetic �eld correspond to p̂ and q̂ in eq.(3.13). Foreach ofthe �ve possible con�gurationsas

shown in Fig.5 we have to replace theoperatorsasfollows,

�̂ ! � +
1

i‘2
h �

@

@�
; (3.14)

whereh istheunitvectoralong thedirection ofm agnetic�eld,and integrate over�.Forexam ple

thequantum correction in the con�g.(1)in Fig.5,wehave to evaluate the following,

�� 1

�
k

= �
d2v

F
�"

(2�)3

Z
1

0

ds

Z

d3�e
� s

n

D k�"�
2

z+ �
2�0�"

h

2� cos

�

�x�
1

i‘2
@

@�y

�

d� cos

�

�y+
1

i‘2
@

@�x

�

d

i

+ 1

o

� 1; (3.15)

wheretheintegrationswith respectto �x and �y can betaken overthewhole Brillouin zone.

Theexplicitevaluationsofthequantum correctionsup to thesecond orderofH foreach con�g-
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uration resultin asfollows,

�� 1

�
k

= �
1

2
p
�

r
�"

�
0

Z
1

0

dse� s(4a+ 1) [s� 1=2

I0(2as)
2 �

2

3

 
L2"?

‘2

! 2

s
3=2

I1(2as)
2 ];

�� 2

�
?

= �
1

2
p
�

r
�"

�
0

Z
1

0

dse� s(4a+ 1) [s� 1=2

I0(2as)I1(2as) �
2

3

 
L2"?

‘2

! 2

s
3=2

I0(2as)I1(2as) ];

�� 3

�
k

= �
1

2
p
�

r
�"

�
0

Z
1

0

dse� s(4a+ 1) [s� 1=2

I0(2as)
2 �

2

3

�
L"? L"k

‘2

�2

s
3=2

I0(2as)I1(2as) ];

�� 4

�
?

= �
1

2
p
�

r
�"

�
0

Z
1

0

dse� s(4a+ 1) [s� 1=2

I0(2as)I1(2as) �
2

3

�
L"? L"k

‘2

�2

s
3=2

I1(2as)
2 ];

�� 5

�
?

= �
1

2
p
�

r
�"

�
0

Z
1

0

dse� s(4a+ 1) [s� 1=2

I0(2as)I1(2as) �
2

3

�
L"? L"k

‘2

�2

s
3=2

I0(2as)
2 ];

(3.16)

where �� i is the quantum correction for the i-th con�guration in Fig.5,I0(z)and I1(z) are the

m odi�ed Besselfunctions,L "k �
p
D

k
�" and L"? �

p
D

?
�" are the phase relaxation lengths for

each direction,and

a �
1

2
�
2
�
0
�" =

�
L"?

d

�2

(3.17)

is the \dim ensionality param eter" whose m eaning is discussed below. In each ofeqs.(3.16),the

�rstterm in theintegralistheW L correction in theabsenceofthem agnetic�eld,�� i(0),and the

second term isthe m agnetoconductance,��i(H )� ��i(H )� ��i(0). The expansion param eters

are L2"? =‘
2 for H kz and L"? L"k=‘

2 for H ? z,respectively. This is easily understood because the

m agnetic�eld alwaysa�ectelectronsthrough theorbitalm otion within theplaneperpendicularto

the�eld.

Theparam eter,a,representsthedim ensionality in the senseofthequantum interference e�ects

due to the Cooperon,and its physicalm eaning is how m any chains electrons can hop through

with theircoherency kept. The interference ofelectrons isthree-dim ensionalifa islarge,a � 1,

even though theFerm isurfaceisopen becauseelectronscan m oveam ong m any chainsby di�usive

m otion untilthey lose theirphase m em ory.O n the otherhand,itisone-dim ensionalifa issm all,

a � 1,since electronscannotkeep coherency even in a single hopping.

x4. T he A sym ptotic Form s

In thissection,the asym ptotic form softhe conductivity in three and one dim ensionsare eluci-

dated:
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4.1 Three-dim ensionallim it

Thethree-dim ensionallim it,a � 1,ofeqs.(3.16)can beobtained by using theasym ptoticform

ofm odi�ed Besselfunction,and the resultsare asfollows,

�� 1

�
k

= �
1

2���
0

�

1:61
p
� �

1

��
0

r
�
0

�"

�

+
1

24�

r
�"

�
0

�
dL"?

‘2

�2

;

�� 2

�
?

= �
1

2���
0

�

0:41
p
� �

1

��
0

r
�
0

�"

�

+
1

24�

r
�"

�
0

�
dL"?

‘2

�2

;

�� 3

�
k

= �
1

2���
0

�

1:61
p
� �

1

��
0

r
�
0

�"

�

+
1

24�

r
�"

�
0

�
dL"k

‘2

�2

;

�� 4

�
?

= �
1

2���
0

�

0:41
p
� �

1

��
0

r
�
0

�"

�

+
1

24�

r
�"

�
0

�
dL"k

‘2

�2

;

�� 5

�
?

= �
1

2���
0

�

0:41
p
� �

1

��
0

r
�
0

�"

�

+
1

24�

r
�"

�
0

�
dL"k

‘2

�2

:

(4.1)

These are identicalwith the conclusionsofpreceding theoriesofW L and weak �eld M R in three-

dim ensionalsystem s,9;10;11;12;13;14) with the density ofstate, N (0), and the anisotropic tensor

com ponentsofthe di�usion constants,D
k
and D

?
,asgiven in eq.(3.10),e.g.the substitution of

them for eq.(2.7) gives the second term s,��i(H ),ofeqs.(4.1). Thisis expected because in the

lim it,�2�
0
�" � 1,the m ain contribution to the integration ofthe Cooperon is given by sm allq

such as jqxj;jqyj<� (�
p
�
0
�"d)

� 1. Therefore our form ulae,e.g.eqs.(3.7) and (3.8),turn out to

be the sam e as those in anisotropic three-dim ensionalsystem s shown in x2. This is the reason

why the quantum corrections ofthe system s with ��
0
� 1 are given by those ofthe anisotropic

three-dim ensionalsystem s even though the Ferm isurface is open,since �2�
0
�" � 1 because of

�" � �
0
.
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4.2 One-dim ensionallim it

W hen thesystem becom esone-dim ensional,a � 1,theasym ptotic form saregiven as

�� 1

�
k

= �
1

2

r
�"

�0
+

35

16

r
�"

�0
a
4

 
d2

‘2

! 2

;

�� 2

�
?

= �
1

8

r
�"

�0
a +

5

8

r
�"

�0
a
3

 
d2

‘2

! 2

;

�� 3

�
k

= �
1

2

r
�"

�0
+

5

8

r
�"

�0
a
2

�
dL"k

‘2

� 2

;

�� 4

�
?

= �
1

8

r
�"

�0
a +

35

16

r
�"

�0
a
3

�
dL"k

‘2

� 2

;

�� 5

�
?

= �
1

8

r
�"

�0
a +

1

4

r
�"

�0
a

�
dL"k

‘2

� 2

:

(4.2)

Asiseasily seen,the second term ofcon�g.(1),��1(H ),willbe reduced m ostrapidly as a ! 0,

whilethatofcon�g.(5),��5(H ),willrem ain largerthan theothers.

Hence,onecan inferthevalueofthedim ensionality param eter,a,experim entally by thecom par-

ison ofthe anisotropy ofthe m agnetoconductance,��(H ). Forexam ple,the ratio of��3(H )and

��4(H )willgive the value ofa,yielding im portantinform ation aboutthe degree ofthe alignm ent

ofpolym er.

In addition,thetem peraturedependenceofa thusdeduced givesinform ation on thatofthephase

relaxation tim e,�".

x5. Sum m ary

W ehavedeveloped a theory ofweak �eld M R in quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem swhich haveopen

Ferm isurfaces.Even though thee�ectsofm agnetic�eld on electronswith such open Ferm isurface

are noteasy to treat,the correctresultsin weak �eld regim e have been determ ined by use ofthe

W ignerrepresentation.Itisto benoted thatthisisa rarecasein which theW ignerrepresentation

isapplied to a explicitcalculation ofthe quantum transportphenom ena.

W e have obtained the asym ptotic form sofconductivitiesin three-and one-dim ensionallim itin

the sense ofthe quantum interference e�ect. W e have pointed out that the dim ensionality pa-

ram eter,a,and thus the degree ofthe alignm ent ofpolym ers can be inferred by studying the

anisotropy ofthem agnetoconductance,��(H ),for�vepossiblecon�gurations.M oreover,thetem -

peraturedependenceofthe phaserelaxation tim e can bededuced from thatofthe dim ensionality

param eter.

In a m oredetailed com parison with theexperim ents,however,theexistenceofthem utualinter-
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action e�ects has to be taken into account.16) The Coulom b interaction associated with the spin

Zeem an e�ect gives contributions to M R ofthe sam e order as the W L,but its sign is opposite

and the scaling �elds are di�erent;i.e.g� BH =kBT where g is the Land�e g-factor and �B is the

Bohrm agneton in thecaseoftheinteraction e�ectswhileL 2
"? =‘

2 forH kz and L"? L"k=‘
2 forH ? z,

respectively,in thepresentW L e�ects.SinceL "? < L"k willbenaturally satis�ed,thescaling �eld

oftheW L e�ectsforH kz should belargerthan thatforH ? z,butthem agnitudeofthesescaling

�elds(especially thatin the case ofH kz) relative to thatofinteraction e�ects is notunique. In

the case ofrefs.1 and 2,the scaling �eld ofthe interaction e�ects com es between those two of

theW L e�ectsand theinteraction e�ectsarealm ostnegligible forH ? z,so thatonecan inferthe

dim ensionality param eter,a,adequately from ��(H )ofH ? z.
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Note added| Recently,the M R in the sam e kind ofquasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s has also been

studied by C.M auz,A.Rosch and P.W �ol
e(Phys.Rev.B 56 (1997)10953).They focused on the

cases ofH ? chain where the Cooperon is described by M athieu’s equation and discussed various

lim iting cases.However,theirresultsofone-dim ensionallim itaredi�erentfrom oursbecausetheir

approxim ation isnotjusti�ed when the coupling between chainsisvery weak.
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