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A bstract

T he Interaction of an open system S w ih a pre—and post—selected environ—
m ent is studied. In general, under such circum stances S can not be described
in termm s of a density m atrix, even when S in not postsekcted. H owever, a
sin ple description In term s of a two-state (T'S) is always available. The
two-state of S evolves In time from an Initially bure’ TS toa mixed’ TS
and back to a nal bure’ T S. T his generic process is govemed by am odi ed
Liouville equation, which is derived. For a sub-class of observables, which
can still be descrbed by an ordiary density m atrix, this evolution gener-
ates recoherence to a nalpure state. In som e cases post-selection can even

suppress any deccherence.
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1 Introduction

T he interaction of an open quantum system with an environm ent []] is traditionally ana—
Iyzed whik assum Ing a given, not necessarily known, initial state ofthe totalclosed system .
In this case the open systam can be describbed by a reduced density m atrix which is ob—
tained by tracing over the unknown environm ent’s degrees of freedom . In this work we
Investigate circum stances in which the environm ent, and possibly also the open system , are
bound to satisfy, not only an Iniial condition, but also a sescond nal condition. In other
words, we shall consider the interaction of a pre— and post sslected environm ent w ith an
open system .[J]1 A though, under usual circum stances, such a post selection is not realized,
it is In principle not forbidden. Q uantum M echanics is (dynam ically) tin e sym m etric, and
it is possbl to conceive situations n which the niial and nal conditions are selected
according to som e Yynam icalprincip¥’ eg. B)).

W e shall show that when the environm ent ispost selected, the system can not generally
be described in tem s of a reduced density m atrix. At any Intem ediate tin e, between
the pre— and post-selection, there exists no pure or m ixed state, which yields the correct
probabilities form easurem ents in the open system , even when the open system is not post-
sekcted. W e suggest that is such cases, it is preferable, both practically and conceptually,
to describe the open system by a new ob gct which isa generalization ofthe density m atrix.

Tt was recently suggested, that a quantum system should basically be described by
an extension of the ordinary quantum state (or density m atrix) called a \two-state" (T S),
which isdetemm ined by two, initialand nal, conditions @, f]. In the ollow ing we apply the
form alism developed in Ref. [§]to this problem . T he probabilities for any m easurem ent
in the open system are shown to be derived from a reduced TS, ie. the TS obtained by
tracing over the environm ent’s degrees of freedom . W hen the initialand nal state ofthe

environm ent are given by pure states, this reduced T S evolves In tim e from an iniial bure



TS'toaa mixed TS’ (ofentangled form ) at Intemm ediate tim es, and nally back to a pure
T S. Therefore, the e ect of post-selecting the environm ent is to \recohere the TS". This
process is dynam ically expressed by a m odi ed Liouville equation. A s we shall show, the
coe cients ofthe new tem s In the this equation are tin e dependent, and tuned In such a
way that the TS nally \recoheres".

It iswellknown, that interaction w ith an environm ent often causes decoherence in the
open system . (For example see: [, [1, 8, B,[13]) . In our case of post-selection, although
the description In tem s of a (oure or m ixed) density m atrix is generally invalidated, one
can still nd an e ective density m atrix for a lin ited class of cbservables. W e show that
the post-selection causes this e ective density m atrix to recohere to a nalpure state [[I].
In som e cases, depending on the nature of the interaction, post—selection can suppress any
decoherence.

T his article prooeeds as ollows. In the next section we review shortly the two-state
form alism of quantum m echanics and elaborate on som e relevant details. In Section 3.
we apply this form alism to the case of a pre and post selected system . A sin ple solvable
exam ple is given in Section 4. The m odi ed Liouville equation which is satis ed by the
tw o—state is derived in the last section using a perturbative approxin ation schem e and is

applied to som e cases. In the Pllow ingwe sest h = 1.

2 Quantum m echanics in term s of tw o—states

Two-states are particularly suitable In situations with two or m ore condition on a sin—
gk quantum system . W e now brie y review this orm alism fllow ing Reference ff], and
elaborate fiirther on som e relevant issues.

Consider a system S with a given Ham iltonian H . Let us assume that at § and &

a com pkte set of m easuram ents determm ine the states of S to be j 4, ()i and J e ()i,



resoectively. Now consider an enssmble of such identical system s which is de ned by the
latter two conditions. W e are Interested In probability distributions of observables that
aremeasured n some ntem ediate tine t, > t> 4. The peculiarity of such a situation is
that In general (@swe shall see) these probabilities can not be derived from a single wave
function ordensity m atrix. Tt w as therefore, suggested that the \state" of S at interm ediate
tin es should be described by a generalization of the ordinary wave function, which we call
a wo-state’. Generically, a TS, which we denote by %, is a non-H emm itian operator w ith
the form :

2 = Judhig @)

At the kft and right slots of % one Inserts the Inform ation due to the conditions at the §y

and t, regpectively. In the case ofa closed system S we have:

BO=UC t)Jmwh P’ =7 un®ihw®] @)

where U (t) is the unitary evolution operator.

M ore generally, two-states are elem ents of a H ibert space H 17, which is de ned as
follow s. G iven by a H ibert space of states H ;1 = 7 ig, we can construct the linear space
Hi;;= fjih p,where j iand j iarcany two elementsofH ;. The space H ;1 isa H ibert

soace under the Inner product:

h% ;%1 trs] %) 3)

w here the trace is over a com plkte sst of states In H ;. M athem atically, a TS, $2 H 11, can

alwaysbe expended n tetm sofa basis® = j ih jofH:; as

o8
Il
Q
o8

@)

A general % 2 H 1y may not be reducblk to the \generic orm " {@). A non-generic TS

w ith the \entanglkd" orm @) describes situations of a non-com plete speci cation of the
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oonditions, that is, the naland/or initial conditions correspond to an entangled state of
S wih som e other system , say S° whose degrees of freedom are traced out. In this case,
we have two density m atrix i, and o, rather then two pure states as condiions. The
conditions can be expressed as $% iy = i (o) and ¥%3, = e @). In such circum

stances, the occurrence of an entangled (non-generic) T S is due to the interaction of S and
S%via the m easurem ent device m ediator, which isused to detem ine the conditions. Hence
the dynam ical evolution of the system isnot modi ed (generic TS do not evolve In time

to non-generic or vice versa) . The TS of a closed systam satis es the Liouville equation:
@%= H;%] ©)

In the ©llow ing we shall study the appearance of entangled two-states §) in a dynam ical
way through the interaction of S and S° To accomm odate for this extra interaction we
willneed to m odify the Liouville equation §).

G Iven by a two-state % (t) that corresponds to a pre and post selected ensemble, we can
calculate the quantum m echanical probabilities for the result of any m easurem ent at tin e
t as ollows. Let A be a Hem itian operator w ith a spectral expansion , A = F aP, In

tem s of profction operators P, = @milad Then, the probability to nd A = a is given by

_ IP.i3iF

P b ;=P N 6
rORI) = e i3 ©

T herefore, In analogy w ith the ordinary expression for probability, the profction of  on
P.,HP,;%i, can be interpreted asthe T S am plitude. T he absolute square of this am plitude
is proportional to the probability. In general, this probability distrbution can not be
reduced to an expression In tem s of a pure or m ixed density m atrix. To see this, notice

that Equation (§) can also be written as

h3P . ;P.%1 P, @)
P radb@;t) = e - = P =
2018P 50;P 5081 otPo @)

(7)
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where, (@) 2P, %Y. Therefore, this probability can be expressed in tem s of a density
m atrix, only when (@) is lhdependent ofa.

F inally, we note that ifthe ensamblk isonly pre (orpost) sslected, the ordinary expres—
sion for the probability can be obtained as follow s. A ssum Ing that the nal (unknown)
m easuram ent of som e Hem iian operator K detem nes one of the eigenstates , the
probabilty to nd A = a is given by,

X

Prdo @;t) = P rob@P rab( «Jj )= J8j nif @®)

k
ie. by the ordihary expression. In termm s of the T S this yields

tP, » (M  MBO;P.20O1L

P /0=
rob; @;t) tr o @ hs);3E)1

©)

where ;, = 2%Y. This expression is to be com pared wih (). Contrary to the form er case

of a pre-and post—sekction, the latter expression depends only in the initial condition.

3 A system w ith a pre and post selected environm ent

Consider a closed system St which is com posed ofthe sub—system s S and S.. Let the part

Se ply the role of an environm ent E. The Ham iltonian of the total system is
Htot=Hs+He+Hint=HO+Hjnt (lO)

where H g and H . are the "free" Ham iltoniansof S and E, respectively, and H i, is som e in—
teraction tem . G iven the pre—and post—selected states, j ;G)i= F1i F|iand j ¢ ()i=

Bl B i,theTS in the Schrodinger representation is%.. () = U (£t t)j:ih PV ),
whereU (b, t) = exp( iRttf H :dt?) . Lin iing out cbservations only to the subsystem S,
we would like to com pute the probabilities for observables ofthe form A = A 1., where

A ¢ operates in the H ibert space H g 0ofS and 1. isa unit operatorin Hg.



T his probability can be expressed in a simpl om by Eq. (§), with $= %...(t) and
P, = (P.)s L. Obviously, snce the profction operator acts only n H 5, we can trace

over E and represent this probability in term s ofa reduce TS %5 :

| JP.;i% ©1iF
P rdb@;th;exisiiel) = 2
Btmieisie) = B 017

w here,

1
2= S Gseieisiie) = N—Ufe%s+e 12)

The tin e independent nom alization, N = he, (G)Jjexp[ H e t)le G)i, was chosen
for Jater convenience. At Intem ediate tines S is com plktely describbed in tem s of the
reduced T S.

N otice that at the boundaris, t= t§ and t= t,, the reduced T S has a sin ple generic

form :
2 () = ), Foihs = F%bs; ] (13)
and
2. () = Fiihs, 30Y), = Fins™s (14)
w here
“ At tej-He(tZtl)' .
@) = ey G 1) 1 15)

e, et g1
isthe Weak value’ [[3] ofthe evolution operatortj\ w ith respect to the Yiee’ environm ent’s

pre and post—selected states. Hencs, ((f)w is an operator in the H ibert space H 5. On the
otherhand, due to the interaction w ith the environm ent, at interm ediate tines, t2 (G ;t%),
the reduced T S is generally a non—reducible \entangled" TS:

X
2. (t) = C soso (£) Fihs™5: (16)

Thise ect of \deocherence" and then \recoherence" of the reduced tw o-state, as expressed

in Equations {13), {I4), and {L§), stands in the heart ofthispaper. The nalpost selection



of the environm ent \force’s" the two-state to recohere at the nal condition to a generic
tw o-state.

The e ect ofpost—selecting the environm ent exists even ifthe sub-system S isnot post—
selected, ie. the condition at t= t, is inposed only on E. In this case the probability to

ndA =aatt2 (t;t4) isgiven by

P
;%5 (S,)17
P rob@;ti;n;s) = p—2 IPai% ()15 a7)

55 ;a0 :hpao; %s (SZ )l:f

The sum above In over all possble eigenstates, £ 5,19, of an arbitrary com plte st of
operator(s) $. This probability is lndependent on the choice of$.

A though, in this case, there isonly one (initial) condition on S, due to the Interaction
w ith the pre— and post—selected environm ent, the sub-system S can not in general be

describbed in tem s ofa pure or a m ixed density m atrix. Equation ([]) can be rew ritten as

. wP, @)
Prob@;th;n;s)= p—m— 18)
0P @)
where
X
@) = 2 (s2)P % (s2) 19)

S2
Theob®ct ocormresoondsto a density m atrix only if it is lndependent ofa. Intuitively, this
happens when the condition at t = t, on E does not \add" infomm ation. Let us exam ine
this question more closely. W hen t ! t,,wehave 3, ! @), F1ihs;j= Flihs;jand by {9
X
(@it) =  F'ihs,pitags,ihs’j= F’ihs’] (20)
S2
is ndependent of a. Therefore, near the nal condition there is always an e ective pure
state. T he initial state of the open system , i ism apped to a nalpure state % by the

\weak evolution operator"

U, Bri= 3% @1)



N ear the itial condition, Eq. {{9) yields
@it) = @ail). U), Ri)Fihs j= C @) ks (22)

The e ective density m atrix is proportional to a pure state, but the probability at t= t;

depends on an unconventional nomm alization

P, @; C @
Prdb@;g) = #» @i%) =P @
20 (ao;tl) aoc (aO

: fapif 23)

N

Unlss wa UY = 1, this probability m ay depend on the nature of the nalcondition on the
environm ent. For exam ple, if w thout the post sslection we would have P rdb@) = 1 and
Probp & a) = 0, then these probability are not e ected by the nalpost sslection ofE.
But the post sslection ofE does generally m odify the probability In intermm ediat e cases as
0< Prob(c) < 1.

At any Intemm ediate tines, 5 < t < t, the e ective density m atrix @) will be a—
dependent, and hence a com plete description In tem s of a unique density m atrix is not
possible. It is interesting however, that for a a 1lin ited class of cbservables, whose nature
depends on the coupling w ith the environm ent, we can still construct an e ective densiy
m atrix. To see this, ket us choose the (othemw ise arbitrary) set £5,ig .n Equation {]), a
s elgenvalues of a com plete set of an operators $, that commute with H int. I this case,
ora given s, the TS has a generic form : 2 (s,;t) = F%tihs,;t]. Therefre, Or an operator
A = ¥ aP, which is conjigate to one of the operators ., we have hs, P.p,i= constant.
This mplies that (@), the e ective density m atrix, does not depend on a. Hence, if one
m easures only this lin ited class of cbservables, one can use the e ective density m atrix
given by gen (©) = F s, 3%°. This density m atrix is pure near the conditionsat t= t and

t= t, but generally corresponds to am ixed stateatt, > t> 4.



4 A sinple example

T o exem plify these ideaswe now consider a solvablem odel, which wasused to dem onstrate
decoherence @], of a spin halfparticle (the system ) coupled to N spin halfparticles (the
environm ent) . Setting the free part ofthe H am iltonian to zero the Interaction part istaken
as

Hir= G o 2 24)
k=1

In temm ofthe elgenstates of , and ¥, the conditions can be expressed as

Y
jit= 0)i= aj"i+ bj#i Ikl kJHRI = BFiimd (25)
k

and
0 0 X 0 0
Jot=T)i= aj"i+ bj#i kit iRl = Rikd (26)
k

The reduced T S can be derived according to Eq. {[3), by tracing overthek = 1;:N spins.

The resul is:

1
%0 = ) aa’ (T)j"ih" 3+ B ( T)j#ibd J
+ad @t T)j"ib# j+ ka° T 20 j#ih" 7)
where
Y . 0 . 0
) = r ety Dokt 28)

k

At the mitialand nalconditions, the TS reduces to

A 1
%= 0) = Fihs, Y @) = o 3"t eI 2> @h3+P (T)i @9

and

A~ 1
2, = T)= U, (T)Fiihs; 3= 0 ° T)j"i+ b ( T)j#i a’h" 3+ BPhtj  (30)



w here the Weak evolution operator’ is

(.0
©)

U, ) = (31)

At interm ediate tin es 35 (t) can not generally be reduce to a generic T S.
Let us exam ine the case that only the N spins (environm ent) are post selected. In this
case we need to use equation {L7]) and sum over allthe nalpossbilities. O bviously, i is

m ost convenient to sum over naleigenstatesof ,.Hence we have two possble two-states:

1
LGN = —g & @INAD @ 2034 5 (32)

and

1
LGN = —5 a2 @t THMAD (T)JH bt (33)

Thee ective density m atrix (L) isth thiscase @) = % ("P.% (")+ 2 #)P.% (). C kearly,

ifwemeasure only  or , this expression reducesto ¢ = % 2 ML (M) + B #)%L @) .

T herefore, for these cbservables we have an e ective density m atrix:

1

- > 1 + 3 2t T 'vvjhvv'
25 03 ¥ 3 @)F+ 3 )§ 3mih 5

eff =

+PF 3 (HF+3 @ 20F jhink;
+ab  (T) (T 2B+ @t T) ( T) j"ihd ]
+ab (T 2t @)+ (T) @t T) j#ih" 7 (34)

At the boundaries this expression reduces to

1
err £=T) = -

a (I)j"i+b ( T)j#i a [Oh"j+b ( T)hJ 33)

1
e lt= 0= ——— 3 @)Ff+ 3 ( T)F aj"i+ bj#i  ah" j+ bh# J (36)
23 )%
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The Initialand nale ective density m atrix corresponds to a pure state. H owever notice
that the nom of the initial and nalpure state is not the sam e. This re ects the non—
uniarity of the Weak evolution operator’. Hence, for a lin ited set of cbservabls, we
obtained a description In tem s of a density m atrix which initially deccheres and nally
recoheres back to a pure state. It is now amusing to note that by xing the initial and

nalstatesoftheN spistosatisfy: j { F= Jx JF= 1=2, €g. pre and post sslection
of X(k) = 1; k = 1;:3N)), we can arrange that near the in itial condition, the state
of the system is describbed for any observable by a pure state. In this case the system in
Intermm ediate tin e is (e ectively), for som e cbservables, In a m ixed state, whilke for other
cbservables, even a m ixed state not exits. The system always Yeooheres’ badk to a pure

state.

5 Reduced tw o-state dynam ics

T he tw o-state ofa closed system satis esa Liouville Equation. By focusing on a subsystam ,
and tracing over the environm ent’s degrees of freedom we w ill also m odify the equation
of m otion of the the reduced two-state. Som e additional temm s are now necessary to
acoom m odate for the e ect ofthe Extemal e nvironm ent. T his problem is ram iniscent to
the well studied issue of environm ent induced decoherence. T here is however a signi cant
di erence between the two problem s. A swe have seen, when the conditions correspond to
pure states, the exact solution for the TS must be of generic (direct product) fomm , both,
nitially at t= 5 and nally at t= t,. Therefore, the resulting dynam ical equation m ust
have the non-trivial property that given any two conditions for S, it evolves an nitially
generic TS to an \entangled T S" at Intemm ediate tin es, and badk to a generic TS at at
the naloondition. Such a ‘ne tunihg’ requires cushion when approxin ations are used

to derive the corrections to the Liouville Equation. For exam ple, In deriving the equation
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ofm otion to the reduced density m atrix, it is usually assum ed that one can use the hon-—
reversble’ approxin ation that the density m atrix can be factorized to a product of two
density m atrix of form @ gensiy = s e. This sinpli es considerably the com putations.
H owever, In our case such an approxin ation is nvalidated sihoe the T S can not be factorized
In such away at any tin e. In fact a naive usage of such a factorization leadsto an equation
ofm otion w ith no solutions for the two boundary condition problem .

In the follow ing we shall derive perturoatively the m odi ed Liouvilke Equation. T here—
fore we expect our solution to be valid only in the weak coupling regine T < 1, where
is the coupling constant (Hye= Hip),and T =1t 4 .Forsmmplicity we shallassume a
tin e Independent H am iltonian and that H i, is an analytic function. In the follow ing, it
w ill be m ost convenient to use the Interaction representation. Settingt = Oand = T

we de nethe TS in the interaction representation as
Bne ) = € "B e M °F (37)

T he equation ofm otion of the closed system is
h i
@Bine= 1 HinckiBine (38)
where P e"otp e # of,
Now dene %)= Jj10)ih , (T)Jjexp( HT) = B9 Beo, wWhich isthe free H jnr = 0)

twostate at t= 0. In temm s of %y we have

%j_nt(t): elHte+J.I-Iot %OelH o(tT)e+1H(tT) (39)
I I

For sin plicity let usassum e that H ¢;H in:]= 0, hence

e () = e iH int]It%Oe+ iH jnel € T) o)

A though the exact solution %i,+ can not be factorized, we can use @) to expend it in
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powers of %y = B9 Be0. Putting from now on = %y and Hi= H iy, we have:
) =% 1itHi3 1 T ©%H:+ 0 (?) 41)

The free TS %, is factorizable, and we can now trace over E . T herefore,

%
2. () ;eo — 2, itHiwBo i@ D% @1+ 0 () @2)

where (i), stands for the weak value w ith respect to free environm ent’s two-state, and is

de ned by O, = trO % o=trP . T he last expression can be also nverted to
0= 3O+ 1tH)SBO+1 T DHBOED+0(?) 43)
Substituting {4]]) into the Licuville equation and tracing over E yields
@3 0= 1 [Hi)i%o] ° HrijtH %o+ T D3%H: +0() @4)
Finally, we can use {43) to reexpress the last equation in term s of 2 (). W e get
@GB3® = 1 [Hi)i%O] 45)

P Hptli% O+ T D% OH:  + @, Hi%0+C 9% OH:  +0(7) 6)

w

Let us consider som e exam ples. For a generic interaction of the fom :
Hiy= 0L, @7)

where the Q ;s are som e system variables and L; ressrvoir variabls, we get In the free case

(I_Is= He= O):
G30= 1 C)eBR5%] 7 53R 10%+ T 93051+ 0 () (48)

where
5= @il Ci)w Loy 49)
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Typically, the rst order is the Liouville equation with a \weak" Ham iltonian". The
second order corrections, are proportional to the \weak uncertainty" ;. Higher order
m ay be easily com puted, but becom e very cumbersom e. It is straightforward to rew rite
#8) to the case that L; and Q ; are not constants of m otion, or to any other polynom ial
Interaction.

Sin plifying the interaction even further,wesstQ,= ,,L;=L, LandL;=Q;=0
forié 1. Thiscorrespondsto a soin half subsystem which interacts w ith the z com ponent

of the angularm om entum of the environm ent. Equation #8) reduces to
@2 = iL,[.%] 2°L,Q T)@& .% .)+0(7) (50)

where L, = @), @u)%.

W e can easily verify that for every two initial and nal conditions for S, there exists
an approprate solution. It is only the ssocond order term that can Induce transition from
generic to non-generic (entangled) two-state. In tem s of the notation %wy = j"ih# j etc,

the general solution ofEq. {5() is

Bun (£) = Bwmg; Ty O = Bupo (1)
Sy )=exp 12 Lyt 4 %L, Tt S (52)
Sy t) = exp +12 Lyt 4 %L, Tt By (53)

C Jearly, due to the factor 2 Tt, the second order contributions vanishes on at the con—
ditions. By substituting L = F gk ¥, it can be veri ed that this solution agrees up to
oorrections of order O ( 3) w ith the exact solution given by equation @) .

D ue to the continues interaction w ith each ofthe soins in the latterproblam , the validity
of Equation {50) is lin ited by the constraint T < 1= . W e shallnow com pare this system

to the other extram e case, in which the subsystem interacts with each of the particles of
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the environm ent separately, and only for a very short tine t= , such that << 1.
In this way the weak ocoupling condition is satis ed, and our m odi ed Liouvilke Eqg. can
be applied also for long tin es. Let the environm ent be com posed of N non-interacting

partickes. The interaction Ham ittonian for this case is given by [1]

&
HI= fn (t)Hn (54)
n=1
where f, ) = &€ n ) t @+ 1) )wih () asthe step function is nonzero only
fort2 0 ;+ 1) ). H, isthe Interaction of S with the nth particle. Let us further

assum e that H, can be regarded as (or is) constant during the Interaction tines . For

H,= ,L,,= L, weget

X X
@3= i £ 0OL.[;%] ° f. @t Cn+l) )& %)
Zanl 5 mX:N
f.oam @ )L %] fP m W n 1) [;% ] (55)
nm=1 nm=n+1

where . = LColyp)y @o)w Gp)w - Ifthe nitialand nal states of the environm ent are
given by a product state, © v BioftheN particlks, there are no correlationsbetween the
weak values di erent partickes in the reservoirand = (L2), @y )?) om - Therefore,
in this case the two last tem s on the right hand side of equation (£J) vanish. Integrating
B3) we see that after each \step", when the interaction with the n’th particke in the
environm ent is com pleted, the accum ulated contribution of the second tem drops to zero.
The TS rem ains bure’ up to uctuations oforder O ( 2 2). In this sense, we can say that
the post—selection of the environm ent prevents decoherence of the subsystam .

tatinescakeT.
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