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A B ST R A C T :A quantisation ofchiralsym m etry within theSkyrm ecrystaliscar-

ried out.Thede�nition ofglobalisospin in the crystalisexplored,and found to be

am biguous.However,the state corresponding to a neutron crystalisidenti�ed,and

the leading quantum correction to the classicalm ass is com puted. The results are

com pared to those ofK lebanov fora crystalofwholeskyrm ions.

1 Introduction

TheSkyrm em odel[1]hashad considerablequalitativesuccessin describing both singlenucleon

properties and the nucleon-nucleon interaction [2,3,4]. This has prom pted speculation as to

whether the m odelm ight not also provide a reasonable description ofdense nuclear m atter,

such as m ay exist in the interior ofa neutron star. The idea ofusing a skyrm ion crystalfor

this purpose was �rst raised by K lebanov [5]. There is som e debate as to whether or not an

ordered crystalline state is energetically preferable to a disordered neutron super
uid at high

densities[6]. K lebanov considered a sim ple cubic array ofskyrm ions,appropriately rotated to

ensure m axim alattraction between each skyrm ion and itssix nearestneighbours. Subsequent

investigations [7,8]ofthis crystalrevealed a phase transition: at high densities,the crystal

becom es a bcc array ofhalf-skyrm ions (this was �rst realised by M anton and G oldhaber [9],

who also identi�ed an additionalsym m etry). The energy m inim um occursin thishigh-density

phase.Di�erentcrystalsym m etrieswerethen tried [10].Thelowestenergy con�guration known

consistsofa sim plecubiclatticeofhalf-skyrm ions[11,12].W hileitcannotrigorously beproved

thatthisisindeed the lowestenergy possible in the Skyrm e m odel,itseem svery likely thatit

is. The energy obtained is only 3.8% above the unreachable topologicallower bound [1]. W e

therefore referto itas\the" Skyrm ecrystal.
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Before the Skyrm e crystalcan be used to describe nuclear m atter in a neutron star,its

globalisospin m ust be quantised to ensure electricalneutrality. It is generally agreed that a

propertreatm entoftheSkyrm em odelasaquantum �eld theoryisextrem ely di�cult.Instead,a

sem i-classicalquantisation isusually perform ed [2],whereby theclassicaldegreesoffreedom ofa

given m odearetreated ascollectivecoordinates.thusreducingthem odeltoa�nite-dim ensional

quantum m echanics. The conventionalwisdom is that 6N degrees offreedom are required to

describe a system containing N nucleons (the sam e num ber as would be required to describe

6 widely separated skyrm ions). For the Skyrm e crystal,globalisospin rotations should give

the largest single quantum correction to the classicalm ass. The globalrotation ofan in�nite

crystalrequiresin�niteenergy;howeveraglobalisospin rotation requiresonly a�niteam ountof

energy perbaryon.K lebanov calculated theisorotationalenergy ofhiscrystal,butthishassofar

been neglected forthe m inim um energy Skyrm e crystal. There are som e unresolved problem s:

skyrm ion crystalspredicttoo high adensity fornuclearm atter,and therem ainderofthekinetic

energy m ay besu�cientto unbind thecrystal.Itisthereforeoneoftheaim softhisletterto see

how K lebanov’sresultsarem odi�ed forthetrueSkyrm ecrystal.TheclassicalSkyrm ecrystalis

already known to havea higherbindingenergy and a lowerdensity than K lebanov’scrystal.W e

�nd thatthistendency iseven m oreheavily em phasised afterthequantisation ofglobalisospin,

so thatitwould seem very unlikely thatthe Skyrm ecrystalcould becom e unbound.Also,this

(rather lim ited) quantisation already leads to a 25% correction to the classicaldensity. The

quantisation oftherem ainderofthe 6N m odes(which probably correspond to softisospin and

vibrationalwaves) is an extrem ely di�cultproblem ,butthe resultsofthe presentcalculation

indicate thattackling itm ay prove worthwhile.

W e also desire to investigate the m eaning ofglobalisospin in an in�nite crystal. Isospin is

conventionally de�ned in theSkyrm em odelasan SO (3)rotation ofthepion �eldsonly.However,

the fullsym m etry ofthe Skyrm e Lagrangian is som ewhat larger: chiralSU(2)
L
� SU(2)

R
�=

SO (4).Thisisusually broken for�niteenergy con�gurationsby thenecessity ofsetting the�eld

toaconstantvalueatspatialin�nity (conventionally U ! 1asr! 1 ).However,thiscondition

does not apply to an in�nite crystal. Also,it has been argued [13,10]that the high density

half-skyrm ion phase ofthe Skyrm e crystalcorrespondsto a restoration ofchiralsym m etry. In

this case, there is no naturalway to select the diagonalsubgroup corresponding to isospin.

This would not m atter ifallthe �elds transform ed in the sam e way under the crystalpoint

groups. Unfortunately,however,they do not: one �eld issingled out. The spectrum obtained

by quantising globalisospin isthereforedependenton whetherornotthis�eld isincluded in the

diagonalsubgroup.A uniqueenergy spectrum can only beobtained by quantising thefullchiral

(SO (4))sym m etry.However,the interpration ofisospin in these energy statesisam biguous,if

indeed itcan bem eaningfully de�ned atall.Thisproblem wasnotconsidered by K lebanov for
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hiscrystal(though itshould also arise),ashiscalculation had a particularde�nition ofisospin

builtin from thestart.Thepresentletterthereforerepresentsthe�rstattem ptto addressthese

issues.

2 C alculations

In dim ensionlessunits,theSkyrm eLagrangian density is[14]

L =
1

2
Tr(L�L

�)+
1

16
Tr([L�;L�][L

�
;L

�]); (1)

whereL� = U y@�U and U = �+ i�:� istheSU(2)-valued scalar�eld (� iarethePaulim atrices).

In theseunitsthe topologicallowerbound is12�2 perbaryon.

W e willbegin by considering standard SO (3)isospin,and then generalise to SO (4) atthe

m ostconvenientpoint.A globalisospin rotation ofa Skyrm e�eld U isde�ned

U (x)7! AU (x)A y
; (2)

whereA isan arbitrary SU (2)m atrix.Thiscorrespondsto an SO (3)rotation ofthepion �elds

�(x)7! D (A)�(x),whereD (A)istheSO (3)m atrix associated toA viaD (A)ij =
1

2
Tr(�iA�jA

y).

Thistransform ation isnow allowed to depend on tim e

U (x;t)= A(t)U0(x)A
y(t); (3)

giving rise to kinetic term sin the Lagrangian. The com ponentsofA are often treated directly

as collective coordinates [2],but we willinstead follow the procedure of[15]by de�ning the

body-�xed angularvelocity ! foriso-rotationsto be

!:t= A
y _A; (4)

whereti= �
1

2
�i.Them om entum conjugatetotheangularvelocity ! willthen bethebody-�xed

angularm om entum in iso-space.

Substituting (3)and (4)into the Lagrangian density (1),the kinetic energy ofthe Skyrm e

crystalis

T =
1

2
Vij!i!j (5)

where

Vij =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

4
Tr

�

U
y[�i;U ]U

y[�j;U ]
�

+
1

16
Tr

�

[U y[�i;U ];U
y
@kU ][U

y[�i;U ];U
y
@kU ]

��

(6)

isthe isospin inertia tensor.
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Equation (5)can now begeneralised to SO (4)rotationsofthe �elds

T =
1

2
V(ij)(kl)!(ij)!(kl); (7)

where each ofthe indicesrunsfrom 0 to 3. Each ofthe pairs(ij) is antisym m etric underthe

interchange ofthe two indices,while the m atrix V is sym m etric with respect to its ‘double’

indices. W e choose to labelV by the pairs(01),(02),(03),(23),(31) and (12),in thatorder.

M ost elem ents ofV(ij)(kl) can be calculated using the SO (3) form ula (6). The few rem aining

elem entsarethecaseswhereallfourindicesaredi�erent.They can becom puted by considering

the case ofm otion ofconstant (butdi�erent)velocity in two orthogonalplanes,and selecting

outthecross-term s.

The form ofthe inertia tensor V is strongly constrained by the sym m etry ofthe Skyrm e

crystal.Therearetwo kindsofpointaboutwhich theSkyrm ecrystalhascubicsym m etry:the

centres ofthe half-skyrm ions (where the baryon density is peaked),and the points where the

‘corners’ofthe deform ed half-skyrm ions m eet (where the baryon density is zero). The �eld

transform ations associated with either pointgroup are su�cient to de�ne the crystal. K ugler

and Shtrikm an [11]found thecrystal�eldsby de�ning onepointgroup,writing down them ost

generalFourierexpansion consistentwith thissym m etry,and then determ ining the coe�cients

num erically by m inim ising theenergy.In an independentstudy,Castillejo etal.[12]discovered

thatrightattheenergy m inim um ,thecrystal�eldsareextrem ely wellapproxim ated by analytic

form ulae

� = sin�sin�sin


�1 = cos�

r

1�
1

2
cos2��

1

2
cos2
+

1

3
cos2�cos2
 (8)

and cyclically for �2 and �3. � = �x

L
,� =

�y

L
and 
 = �z

L
,where L is the lattice param eter.

These form ulae are a three dim ensionalanalogue ofan exacttwo dim ensionalsolution forthe

non linear� m odel.Sincetheseform ulaeencapsulate thesym m etry ofthecrystal,which isthe

m ost im portant feature for our purposes,we adopt them for convenience. The form given in

Equation (8)assum estheorigin to beatthecentreofthesecond pointgroup m entioned above,

but the sym m etry with respect to the �rst point group can easily be found by applying the

translation xi7! xi+ L=2 to these �elds.

The fullcubic point group consists offorty eight elem ents,which can be divided into ten

equivalence classes,each corresponding to a particular physicalsym m etry ofa cube. Associ-

ated to each elem ent g ofthe cubic group,there is a linear transform ation ofthe �elds D (g),

where D (g) is a 4 � 4 m atrix. The m atrices D (g) de�ne a 4-dim ensionalrepresentation of

the group. Surprisingly,the �eld transform ationsassociated with the two pointgroupsofthe

Skyrm ecrystalcorrespond to di�erentrepresentationsofthecubicgroup.Thecubicgroup has

4



ten irreduciblerepresentations(irreps),fourofwhich are1-dim ensional,two 2-dim ensionaland

four3-dim ensional.Therepresentation form ed by thecrystalsym m etry (foreitherpointgroup)

is 4-dim ensional,and m usttherefore be reducible. For the �rstpointgroup (aboutcentres of

half-skyrm ions),the representation can be decom posed into the trivial1-dim ensionalirrep and

a 3-dim ensionalirrep (the latter corresponding to the transform ations ofthe Cartesian axes

under the cubic group). For the second point group,the representation decom poses into two

1-dim ensionalirreps(one ofwhich isthetrivialrepresentation)and a 2-dim ensionalirrep.

The crystal�eldsdisplay a higherdegree ofsym m etry with respectto the �rstpointgroup

than to thesecond.The�rstpointgroup thereforeim posesstrongerconstraintson theform of

the inertia tensor(including the conditionsim posed by the second). The decom position into a

1-dim ensionaland a 3-dim ensionalirrep singles out one direction in isospace. There are thus

two principalm om ents ofinertia,one for iso-rotations purely within the 3-dim ensionalirrep

(B ),and oneforiso-rotationswhich m ix the two (A).

This analysis is con�rm ed by num ericalcom putation. The principalm om ents of inertia

depend on thelattice param eterL

A = 6:6667L3 + 69:4944L; (9)

B = 9:3333L3 + 74:9876L:

Allspatialintegrationswere perform ed overone unitcell. Thisisnecessary to ensure thatthe

fullsym m etry ofthe crystalisexhibited.Thevaluesfortheprincipalm om entsofinertia given

aboveshould thereforebeinterpreted asbeing them om entsperunitcell.A unitcellconsistsof

eighthalf-skyrm ionsin a cubeofsidelength 2L,centred attheorigin ofoneofthepointgroups.

The inertia tensorisdiagonalifand only ifa single �eld (ratherthan a linearcom bination

of�elds)ischosen to correspond to thetrivialirrep.Atthispoint,wenotethatthelabelling of

the inertia tensorV(ij)(kl) im pliesa choice ofthe diagonalsubgroup (SO (3)isospin).Itisclear

thatthediagonalelem entsofV(ij)(kl) areA (3 tim es)and B (also 3 tim es).However,theorder

willvary according to whether the �eld chosen to correspond to the trivialirrep is �,or one

ofthe pion �elds.Thiswilla�ectthe form ofthe classicalHam iltonian when itisexpressed in

term sofleftand rightSU(2)operators.SincetheLagrangian ischirally invariant,thequantised

energy spectrum sshould bethesam e.However,theinterpretation ofisospin m ay vary.W ewill

consider two cases to illustrate this point,assigning � and �3 respectively to the trivialirrep.

Theresulting inertia tensorsare

V1 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A 0 0 0 0 0

0 A 0 0 0 0

0 0 A 0 0 0

0 0 0 B 0 0

0 0 0 0 B 0

0 0 0 0 0 B

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; V2 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

B 0 0 0 0 0

0 B 0 0 0 0

0 0 A 0 0 0

0 0 0 A 0 0

0 0 0 0 A 0

0 0 0 0 0 B

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (10)
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whereV1 obviously correspondsto thecase where� transform saccording to the trivialirrep.

Forthe �rstcase (V = V1),the Lagrangian can bewritten

L =
1

2
A
2 +

1

2
B !

2
� V: (11)

De�ning conjugate m om enta

Li=
@L

@!i
; M i=

@L

@
i

; (12)

the Ham iltonian can bewritten

H =
1

2A
M

2 +
1

2B
L
2 + V: (13)

Atthispoint,weneed to convertto operatorform to follow theusualcanonicalquantisation

procedure.However,M and L are notgood quantum num bers,asM and L do notseparately

obey the correctangularm om entum com m utation relations.Thesym m etry algebra is

[Li;Lj]= i�ijkLk; [M i;M j]= i�ijkLk; [Li;M j]= i�ijkM k: (14)

Thisisthealgebra ofvector(Li)and axial(M i)SU (2)transform ations(aswould beexpected,

given the labelling oftheinertia tensor).Introducing

Ji=
1

2
(Li+ M i); K i=

1

2
(Li� M i); (15)

we �nd thattheseoperatorsdo obey the correctangularm om entum algebra

[Ji;Jj]= i�ijkJk; [K i;K j]= i�ijkK k; [Ji;K j]= 0: (16)

Thisisthe chiralalgebra ofSU (2)L � SU (2)R . Rewriting the Ham iltonian in term s ofJ and

K ,we obtain

H =

�
1

2A
+

1

2B

� �

J
2 + K

2
�

+ 2

�
1

2B
�

1

2A

�

J:K + V: (17)

From (15),J + K = L,so that

2J:K = L
2
� J

2
� K

2
: (18)

Consider a crystalcontaining a large num ber n ofunit cells. W e assum e strictly periodic

boundary conditionsand ignoreedgee�ects(ie.weputthecrystalin a periodicbox).Following

the usualcanonicalquantisation procedure,weconvertto operatorform

E
tot = nM cl+

�h2

nA

�

J
tot(Jtot+ 1)+ K

tot(K tot+ 1)
�

+ �h2
�

1

2nB
�

1

2nA

�

L
tot(Ltot+ 1): (19)

whereM clisthe classicalm assofa unitcell.
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W enow considerthecasewhere�3 correspondsto thetrivialirrep,so thattheinertia tensor

isV2 ofEquation (10).TheLagrangian isthen

L =
1

2
B (
2

1 + 
2
2)+

1

2
A
2

3 +
1

2
A(!21 + !

2
2)+

1

2
B !

2
3 � V: (20)

Using thesam e de�nitionsofL,M ,J and K ,the classicalHam iltonian is

H =
1

2B
(M 2

1 + M
2
2)+

1

2A
M

2
3 +

1

2A
(L21 + L

2
2)+

1

2A
L
2
3 + V (21)

=
1

B
(J2 + K

2)+

�
1

2A
�

1

2B

�

L
2 +

�
1

A
�

1

B

�

(J23 + K
2
3 � L

2
3)+ V;

which on conversion to operatorform (again forn unitcells)gives

E
tot = nM cl+

�h2

nB

�

J
tot(Jtot+ 1)+ K

tot(K tot+ 1)
�

+ �h2
�

1

2nA
�

1

2nB

�

L
tot(Ltot+ 1)

+ �h2
�

1

nA
�

1

nB

�

(Jtot 23 + K
tot 2
3 � L

tot 2
3 ): (22)

At�rstsight,thisspectrum appearstotally di�erentto thatgiven by Equation (19),butin fact

the energy eigenvalues(and theirdegeneracies)are exactly the sam e.

The di�erent form s (17) and (21) ofthe classicalHam iltonian re
ect the di�ering choices

ofdiagonalsubgroup (SO (3)isospin).W e can reduce the chiralHam iltoniansto SO (3)isospin

Ham iltoniansby setting J = K .Equation (17)then reducesto

H =
1

2B
L
2 + V; (23)

which givestheenergy spectrum

E
tot= nM cl+

�h2

2nB
L
tot(Ltot+ 1): (24)

Equation (21)reducesto

H =
1

2A
L
2 +

�
1

2B
�

1

2A

�

L
2
3 + V; (25)

with the corresponding energy spectrum

E
tot= nM cl+

�h2

2nA
L
tot(Ltot+ 1)+

�h2

2

�
1

nB
�

1

nA

�

(Ltot3 )2: (26)

These spectrum s are genuinely di�erent. However,they give the sam e energy for an in�nite

neutron crystal.Fora neutron crystal,Ltot= 2n,Ltot3 = � 2n,rem em bering thatthere arefour

baryons per unit cell. Letting n �! 1 ,the energy per baryon (from either spectrum ) in a

neutron crystalis

E

B
=
1

4
M cl+

�h2

2B
: (27)

Note that the cancellation ofallterm s involoving the m om ent A in the spectrum (26) only

occursin thislim it.E�ectively,the isospin becom eslarge enough to be treated classically,and

the m otion isreduced to rotation aboutoneisospin axis.
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3 R esults and C onclusions

Tosum m arise,theenergy spectrum obtained from thequantisation ofchiralsym m etryisunique,

buttheinterpretation ofisospin in theseenergy statesisam biguous.Ifoneonly considered the

spectrum (19),itwould seem thatallSO (4)energy eigenstates were ofde�nite isospin (L tot),

degeneratewith respecttoLtot3 .However,statesofthesam eenergy can beseen tohavedi�erent

isospin in spectrum (22). W orse,not allthe energy eigenstates in this second case are also

eigenstates ofisospin. The last term ofthe Ham iltonian (21) m ixes states ofdi�erent isospin

butthesam e third com ponent(forgiven Jtot and K tot).

These results are not altogether surprising. Since the Lagrangian is chirally invariant,it

would be a shock to discoverthatthe quantised energy spectrum wasnot.However,the chiral

sym m etry isslightly broken by thecubicsym m etry oftheSkyrm ecrystal,in thattherepresen-

tation form ed by the �eldsisreducible. Thissinglesoutone �eld as‘special’. Allthe trouble

with theinterpretation ofisospin stem sfrom thepresenceof‘spin-orbit’typeterm sin thechiral

Ham iltonians.Thesewould disappearifalltheprincipalm om entsofinertia wereequal,asthey

would beifallthe�eldstransform ed in thesam eway underthecubicpointgroup ofthecrystal.

O nepossibleway to resolvethisam biguity isto considera �nitepieceofcrystal.Itcould be

argued thatforany physicalapplication thecrystalwould indeed be�nite,even ifvery large.A

choice ofvacuum atspatialin�nity would then have to be m ade,breaking chiralsym m etry in

theusualway.Furtherm ore,tom aintain com patibility with thecubicsym m etry ofthecrystal,�

m ustbechosen to transform asthetrivialirrep ofwhicheverpointgroup iscentred attheorigin.

Unfortunately,thesam e�eld doesnotcorrespond to thetrivialirrep forthetwo di�erentpoint

groupsofthe crystal,so thatthe diagonalsubgroup would stilldepend on the choice oforigin.

Theargum entisfurtherweakened by theidea thatthehigh density half-skyrm ion phaseofthe

Skyrm ecrystalm ay correspond to a restoration ofchiralsym m etry [10,13],which suggeststhat

the crystalinteriorm ightnotbea�ected by boundary conditionsatitsedge.

Despitethesedi�culties,theenergy ofaneutron crystalwould appeartobeuniquely de�ned

by Equation (27).W ewillassum ethisto betrue.Thetotal,classicaland isorotationalenergies

per unit cellare shown in Figure 1. Part of this graph is also displayed on a larger scale,

to highlight the di�erence in the value and position ofthe energy m inim um ,for the classical

and quantised Skyrm e crystal. The quantisation ofglobalisospin hasthe e�ect ofraising the

m inim um energy slightly from 491.81 to 513.84 (per unit cell) in our units: a di�erence of

approxim ately 4% . Ifthe param eters ofthe Skyrm e m odelare chosen to �tthe m assesofthe

nucleon and thedelta resonance,forzero pion m ass[2],then ourenergy unitsareequivalentto

5.92M eV,ourlength unitequals 0.561 fm ,and �h = 59:4 in ourunits. So,translated into real

units,the di�erence in energy is32 M eV . Perhapsm ore signi�cant is the fact thatthe value

ofthe lattice param eteratthe m inim um increasesfrom 2.35 to 2.54 in ourunits. Thism eans
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Figure 1: Classicaland isorotationalenergies per unit cell,and their sum ,versus the lattice

param eterL.

that the quantised crystalis alm ost 25% less dense (0.173 baryons/fm 3 as com pared to 0.218

baryons/fm 3)than the classicalSkyrm ecrystal.

To facilitate com parison with theresultsofK lebanov [5]forthecrystalofwholeskyrm ions,

wehavealsoplotted thetotalenergy perbaryon againstthevolum eperbaryon in standard units

(seeFigure2).ThetrueSkyrm ecrystalhasahigherbindingenergy,aswould beexpected.M ore

surprisingly,itisalso lessdensethan thecrystalconsidered by K lebanov.Asm entioned earlier,

thereisgeneralagreem entthattheSkyrm ecrystalpredictstoohigh adensity fornuclearm atter.

Thiscalculation seem sprom ising in thisrespect,in thata crystalwith lowerenergy and density

than thatconsidered by K lebanov hasbeen found.Thecrystalisstilltoo dense,butitm ustbe

rem em bered thatthequantisation carried outisonly partial:only 6 outofthe6N m odeswhich

should beincluded wereactually considered (globalisospin,plusthezerom om entum vibrational

m odes).Thisisvanishingly few perbaryon.Itseem slikely thatquantisation ofthe rem aining

m odeswilllead to furthercorrectionsto thedensity ofthecrystal.Allowing vibrationalm odes

willalm ostcertainly tend to m ake thelattice param eterincrease,and additionalisospin m odes

should also have the sam e trend,by analogy with globalisospin.

Itisdi�cultto know how m uch ofthetotalkinetic energy perbaryon hasbeen included in

thepresentcalculation.K lebanov suggeststhatthetotalkineticenergy perbaryon should beof

order100M eV forhiscrystal,which could beenough tounbind it.Itisequally im possibletobe

surethatthetrueSkyrm ecrystalwillbebound,oncetheproperzero pointenergy isincluded.

However,the Skyrm e crystalseem s m uch m ore likely to be bound,since the binding energy

ofthe partially quantised neutron crystalis approxim ately 20% higher than forthe K lebanov

crystal.O verall,thetrendsobtained from thelim ited quantisation perform ed hereareextrem ely

prom ising. A fullquantisation ofthe rem aining m odes,although di�cult,would appearto be

interesting and worthwhile in the lightofthese results.
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nucleon m ass(938 M eV)hasbeen subtracted.
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