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Abstract D. Voiculescu [2] proved that a standard family of independent random unitary k x k
matrices and a constant k X k unitary matrix is asymtotically free as k¥ — oo. This result was a
key ingredient in Voiculescu’s proof [3] that his free entropy is additive when the variables are
free. In this paper, we give a very elementary proof of a more detailed version of this result [2].
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1 Preliminaries

The theory of free probability and free entropy was introduced by D. Voiculescu in the 1980’s,
and has become one of the most powerful and exciting new tools in the theory of von Neumann
algebras. D. Voiculescu [2] proved that a standard family of independent random unitary k x k
matrices and a constant k X k unitary matrix is asymtotically free as k — oo. To prove this result,
Voiculescu used his noncommutative central limit theorem and the fact that the unitaries in the
polar decomposition of a family of standard Gaussian random matrices form a standard family
of independent unitary k x k random matrices. In this paper, we will give a very elementary
proof that uses only the basic properties of Haar measure and the definition of a unitary matrix.

Let My (C) be the k x k full matrix algebra with entries in C, and 73 be the normalized trace
on My(C), i.e., 7 = %TT, where T'r is the usual trace on My (C). Let Uy be the group of all
unitary matrices in My (C). For 1 <1i,j <k, define f; j : My(C) — C so that any element a in
My;(C) is the matrix (f; j(a)); i-e., fij(a) is the (i, j)-entry of a.

An k x k matrix u is unitary if and only if

(1) S g ()P =5 iy () = 1for 1 <iy,jy <k, and

(2) i fijn (Wi (w) = 25—y fir () fip j(u) = O, whenever iy # iy and iy # jo.
Since U, is a compact group, there exists a unique normalized Haar measure pg on Ux. In
addition,
fw)dpy(u) = [ flow)dpk(u) = [ f(uv)dpk(u).
Uy, Uy, Uy,
for every continuous function f : U, — C and v € U.

By the tanslation-invariance of y, we have the following lemmas (see also Lemma 12, Lemma
13 and Lemma 14 in [I]).
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Lemma 1 If g : C" — C" is a continuous function, o and p are permutations of {1,2,...,k},
then

/ 9 (Fings (), Finga(W)s - Firo (1)) dpie(u0)

Uy,

= /u 9I(fo(i1),061) (W5 Folin),pliz) (W)s -+ - s Fo(in),plin) (W) ) dhtk ().
k

Lemma 2 If fz,{k fi1j1 (u) e fimjm (u)fs1t1 (u) e fST-t'r (U)dﬂk (u) # 0, then
(1)m=r,
(2) (i1,i2,...,im) is a permutation of (S1,82,...,8;),
(3) (41,725 .-+ Jm) is a permutation of (ti,ta,...,t.).

Lemma 3 Ifd is the maximum cardinality of the sets {i1,...,in}, {j1,---dn}, {51,---, 8} and
{t1,...,t.}, then, for every positive integer k > d,

‘/u,c Firja (@) - figo () fsrr () - forr, (W) (u) | < P(li, d)’
(k

where P (k,d) =k(k—1)---(k—d+1).

2 Main result
If f: F—=C,let | fllo =sup{|f(z):2eF}.

Lemma 4 Let n,m,k be positive integers. Let F,G be finite subsets of N with n = Card(F)
and m = Card(G). Suppose {fi,gj:i € F,j € G} is a family of mappings from {1,...,k} to C
such that Z];:l fi(a) =0 forie F. Let H={1,...,k}. Then

S I @) [ o @G| <E™ 5 e+ m)" [T Ifilloo TT N1950oc -

mFuGtiHieF JjeEG i€l JjeEG

Proof. The proof is by induction on n. When n = 0, the obvious interpretation of the
inequality is

> 1o @) <& I lgillo -
o jeG JjeG
and it holds since the number of functions ¢ is no more than £™.
Suppose the lemma holds for n. For n + 1, let E be a subset of F' with cardinality n, say it

E = F\ {b}, where b € F. Then we can define a one-to-one mapping o : FUG — H by defining
the one-to-one mapping o : EUG — H and choosing s ¢ o (E UG) to be o(b). Then

S 166 e @ 6)

o FUG'S i PEF JEG



IN

IN

IN

2. ( > fls )Hfz ) I 95(e()

~EUG'S g \s¢0(EUG) ek JjeG

Z <Zfb )foa(z'))ng(ao))

o BUG' S H i€k JEG

— Z (Z fol(s )Hfz ) T 9i(e ()

o:BUG'S'H \3€0(EUG) i€k JeG

(using me(s) =0)
s=1

> ( > hils )Hfz ) I 95(0()
e EUG'S g \s€0(BUG) i€B je@
> < > Julo )Hfz ) I 95(0())
o EUG S H te EUG i€l jeG
> (Z fb<o<t>>> 11 fite@) [T 9i(c ()
cEUG S H tell el jeG
+Y (Zfbw(t))) 11 fite@) I 9i(c())
o EUG S H teG S JjeG
I ( 11 ﬁ(a(z’))) (fof)(o@®) T 91(o
tel o EUGLS H 1€Ei#t JjeG
+> 0D ( 11 ﬁ(a(z‘))) (fof)(o@®) T 9i(ot
teG cEUGS H 1€E,i#t JjeG

(using induction on the quantities inside the absolute value signs
and viewing fjf; as a single function)
1, n=1
n((m+1) + (n=1))" %7 ] T filloo T Nlgslloo
i€F jea
+m(m+n)" k2 ] [ filloo T l9)lle

i€EF jeG

n+1
(m -+ n+ 15 T follo T N5 e

iEF jeG



Let U} denote the direct product of n copies of U}, and i denote the corresponding product
measure. Let C (U}, My(C)) denote the C*-algebra of all continuous functions from U’ into
My (C). If @ = (uy,...,u,) € UL, then the coordinate variables uy, ... ,u, are unitary elements
of C (U]}, M(C)).

The following lemma is a vastly improved estimate that is independent of the maximum
cardinality of the indices in the integral. We require the elementary inequalities m™ < 2m* and
% < ?—:f for positive integers m < k.

Lemma 5 Suppose m is a positive integer. For every positive integers k,n with k > m, and for
all subsets {i1,...,im}, {j1,---,Jdm} of {1,...,k}, and {t1,. .. tmsm1 -y} of {1,...,n},

2

n(= 4m
‘/]/{n f’iljl (ubl) e fimjm (ubm)fsltl (uﬁl) e metm (unm)d/’[/k (U) S k—m
k

Proof. for1§j§n,letTj:{1§)\§m:L>\:j}ande:{lg)\Sm:m:j}. Then

[ T 00) - i ) PG+ P i )

= T (T i) TT Fors o) st
j=1"tk

AET; \ET?

Hence, we can assume that n = 1. Moreover, in view of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is
sufficient to prove that

m?2

F= [ Ui O Ui (i (0 i (00 < o (1)
Uy,

Let d be the maximum cardinality of the sets {i1,...,%y} and {j1,...,Jm}. By replacing u
with u*, which does not alter the integral but interchanges i’s with j’s, we can assume that d is
the cardinality of {i1,...,4,} . Then 1 < d < m. Let By be the largest integral of the type in
(1) with d = Card({i1,...,im}).

If d = m, then, by Lemma B] the integral in (1) is at most m, and m < Tg—: < 4,%2.
Now we will prove that By < 2™Bgy1 whenever 1 < d < m. For 1 < d < m, assume
that the integral I above equals Bgj. Since d < m, at least two of 41,...,7,, must be the
same. From Lemma [II we can assume that 1 < i1,...,4, < dand 1 =i =iy = --- = iy and
1 ¢ {ist1,---,im}. Since k > m > d, we can define a unitary matrix v with 1 on the diagonal
except in the (1, 1) and (k, k) positions, with % in the (1,1), (k,1), (k, k) positions and —% in

the (1, k) position. Since the integral remains unchanged when we replace the variable u with
vu, we obtain

1 > e
Bu = 5, T 1150 00+ s F T 1o 00 dc 0
= 5 [ TL (150 O + T a0+ Fugy (0 Tl + | i, )

k 521



m

H | fingo (W dpig ()
a=s+1

— 5o [ TL1s @ TT Vi (o do )

k B=1 a=s+1

+%/M [T 10 @I TT e ()l dpu (U)+2—15/uk Adpy (u),

k B=1 a=s+1

where A is a summation of 4° — 2 terms with each of them having both an fi, (u) and an fi, (u)
factor (with or without conjugation signs) and the maximum cardinality of the indices in each

term is d + 1, which implies ‘fuk Adpu (u)‘ < (4° — 2)Bay1.k-

Since
S 2 m
Bar = | [Tl @ TT |fiase @I dpai ()
U B=1 a=s+1
S 2 m
= | Il @[ IT 1ise P di (),
Uy B=1 a=s+1
we have 1 1
By < > (Bax + Bax) + 3 (4° —2) By,
Therefore

Bar <2™Bgi1 k-

m2 m2 m 77L2
It follows that By < 2m(m_d)Bm7k < P%k ™) < 2 kﬂ"b < % when k>mand 1 <d<m. 0O

For any positive integer m, let B (m) be the Bell number of m, i.e., the number of equivalence
relations on a set with cardinality m. Suppose M is a von Neumann algebra with a faithful
tracial state 7 and U(M) is the set of all unitary elements in M and & = (uy, ..., u,) € U(M)™.
Let ), be a free group with standard generators hq, ..., h,. Then there is a homomorphism p :
F,, — U(M) such that p(h;) = u;. We use the notation p(g) = g(w) = g(u1,...,u).

D. Voiculescu [2] proved that a standard family of independent random unitary k x k matrices
and a constant k X k unitary matrix is asymtotically free as & — oco. The following theorem
gives a very elementary proof of a more detailed version of D. Voiculescu’s result. The constants
in the following theorem are far from best possible, but they are, at least, explicit.

Theorem 6 Suppose M > 0 and m is a positive integer. For every reduced words gi,...,Gw €
F,\{e} with Y ;" | length (g;) = m, and commuting normal k X k matrices 1, ..., Ty with trace
0 and ||z;|| < M for all 1 < i < w, we have

1.

B (m) 2™ (Mw)®
k )

7o @212 (@) -+ g ) ) i () <



71 @102 0 30 @ ) P ) <

2B(m)2™” (Mw)™
€

3. ife>0, and k > , then

AB(2m)4™* (2Mw)2

W (T € UL I (91 (7) 2102 () 2+ gu (7) )| = 2}) < .

Proof. Since z1,...,x, are commuting normal matrices, there is a unitary matrix v such
that, for 1 < j < w, ve;jv* = a; is diagonal. Since 7y, is tracial and

91 (@) 2192 (0) T2 -+ - gu (W) 2oy = V™ (g1 (VUEV") @192 (VUEV™) ag - -+ gy (VUV™) @) v,

we have

T (g1 (@) 192 (@) 22 - - - Gu (©) Tw) = Tk (91 (VEV™) a1g2 (VEV™) @z - - - Gu (VIV™) Ay) -

By the translation-invariance of pj', we can assume that z1,...,z,, are all diagonal matrices.
Proof of the first statement. Write g1 (@) = ug} - - - uix, g2(0) = usmiﬂ . uizg,, guw(U) =

uZZ:jE -ugm with each ¢; € {—1,1} and s; € {1,...,n} and with the property that s; =

sj41 implies €; = €541 unless j € {my,...,my}. Note that m,, = m since ) length (g;) = m.

Also write x; = diag (v; (1),...,7j(k)) for 1 < j <w.

1, S = My

s+1, 1<s<my—1 . Then we have

Define + on {1,...,m, = m} by s—i—lz{

/u e (91 (@) 2192 (@) 22~ gu (@) 200) diaf (3)

n
k

- % Z <H% e )/ Hf% i1 (us3) dui; (@)

lgil,...,im +1—Zl<k k:j 1
Let E = {1,2,...,my}. We can represent a choice of 1 < i1,...,4y,, < k by a function
a: E — H ={1,...,k}. Thus we can replace the sum > with > in the
1<t ooy, =11 <k o:E—H

above equation. That is

195 T (D i) [ g 68 it @)
aE—>H Uy j=1
We only need to restrict sums to the functions a such that the integral

/Z,{n Hfa(a (j+1) usy)dﬂk( i) # 0.

k j=1



We call such function « good, thus

1
1= > (H% (m,+1)) )I(a).
a:FE—H V!
a is good

Lemma 2] tells us that m,, must be even and exactly half of the €;’s are 1 and the other half are
—1. We know from Lemma [f] that

2

4(m/2)?*  om
1)< <m0 (2)
Moreover, Lemma 2l says that if j € E but j ¢ {14—m1, e 1—i—mw} , then « (j) = a (j') for some
i #J.

Next we define an equivalence relation ~, on E by saying i ~,, j if and only if « (i) = «a (j) .
Note that if 8 : F — H, then the relations ~, and ~g are equal if and only if there is a
permutation ¢ : H — H such that § = 0 o a. We define an equivalent relation ~ on the set of
all good functions by

a =~ fif and only if ~y=~3.
It is clear that
axf=1(a)=1(5).

If j € E, let [j], denote the ~,-equivalence class of j, and let E, denote the set of all such
equivalence classes. We can construct all of the functions 5 equivalent to « in terms of injective
functions

o:FE, 1;>1 H
by defining
B(5) =0o (i)

Let A contains exactly one function « from each ~-equivalence class of good functions. Then

we can write

1
n- X (e
a:E—H W

a is good

= %ZI(@)ZH% B (my+1))

acA Bra v=1

OIS H% ([mt1],))

acA o:FEq 1—>1H

@i Y H% ([mo+1],)) |- 3)

acd o:Ea oY

IN

7



Also we know that
Card(A) < B(m). (4)

ITyw (o ([mo+1],)] - Let

F, = {[my—i—l]a 1<v< w,C’ard([m,,—i—l]a) =1},

We only need to focus on ‘Za:Eal;lH

G, = {[my—i—l]a 1< < w,C’ard([m,,—i—l]a) > 1},
K, =E,\ (FaUG,).

Since the product []}_;v. (o ( ([m,,—'kl] )) is determined once o is defined on F,, UG, it follows
that this product is repeated at most P (k,card (K,)) times. Hence we have

2 H% ([ 41],))

oEa H

< P(k,card (K,)) Z H% ([mv+1],))
0 FalGa S V=1

< kcard(Ka) Z nyu mu+1 )) . (5)
1-1,,v=1

0 FoUGy — F

If a = [m,+1]y € F,, from the definition of F,, it is clear that v is unique. Then define
fa(o(a)) = v (o (a)). By mk(x;) = 0 for all 1 < i < w, it follows that Zle fa(s) = 0. If
b = [my,+1]a € Ga, from the definition of G, the cardinality of b is greater than 1, say it r.
Then define gy, (o (b)) = (7, (o (b)))". Therefore

Z H% ([mv+1],))

0:FalUGo =
= Z [[fato(@) [T oo
o FaUGa aEFa beGq
(letting F = F,,G = G, and using Lemma [4] )
< k[card(Fa)/ﬂ—l—card(Ga)wwa' (6)

As we mentioned before that card ([j],) = 1 implies [j],, € F,, we see that
[card (Fy) /2] + card (Gy) + card (K,) < card (E) /2 = my, /2. (7)

Combining (2), (3), (4), (5), (6) and (7) together, we have

1
1] < 2B (m)2"™ (Muw)"



Proof of the second statement. We know that

|7k (g1 (i0) w192 () @2 - -~ g (@) T0) |
= 7 (g1 (¥) 2192 (@) 22+ go (¥) Tw) - Tk (91 (€) 2192 (T) T2+ + + G (W) Ty

1
= 2 Z (H% I, +1 ) Hflﬂaﬂ USJ

1<i1,. imyp+1=11 5k

Z (H'y)\ (lm)\+1)) llfltlt+1 (uii)
t=1

1<l slmy+1=l1 <k \A=1

1, T = My,
Define + on the set {1,2,...,2my,} by 2+1 =S my +1, z=2m, . Then we have
z+1, 1<z<my,—1

L= / |7 (91 (@) 2192 () T2+~ guo () T00) | dpafy (i)
upr

1 H Il
- ﬁ/ 2 ( " m”“) Foon 1)
<k

K 1<y, 11 <

Z <H’YA m)\+1> lfltlt+1 ugy ).
<k

1<ly,...,l A=1

maw 1=

Let £ = {1,2,...,2m,}. We can represent a choice of 1 < iy,...,4y, < k by a function
a:FE— H=/{1,...,k}. Thus we can rewrite [

I = % 3 (ﬁv (a(m,+1) ><Hw (mx 1) +mw>)>

a:E—H

/n Hf a(j+1) usg llfa(t—i—mw Ya((t+1)+maw) (us:)-

k g=1

We only need to restrict sums to the functions a such that the integral

/n Hfa(J Ja(j+1) us] llf (t+muw)a((tF1)+muy )(USt) # 0.

k j=1

We call such function a good. We have

I= Z (ny,, (my,+1)) )(H’YA ((my+1) +mw))) I(«). (8)

a:E—H

Lemma [2 tells us that if j € E but j ¢ {1+mq, ..., 14my, (14my) + may, ..., (1+my) + me |,
then « (j) = a (j') for some j' # j. We know from Lemma [l that

I ()] < —. (9)



Next we define an equivalence relation ~,, on E by saying i ~, j if and only if a (1) = a (j) .
Note that if 8 : E — H, then the relations ~, and ~g are equal if and only if there is a
permutation o : H — H such that § = o o a. We define an equivalent relation ~ on the set of
all good functions by

a =~ (3 if and only if ~y,=~g.

It is clear that
arf=1(a)=1(p).

If j € E, let [j], denote the ~,-equivalence class of j, and let E, denote the set of all such
equivalence classes. We can easily construct all of the functions 8 equivalent to « in terms of
injective functions

o:Ey 3 H
by defining
B(5) =0o(ljla)-

Let A contains exactly one function « from each ~-equivalence class of good functions. Then
we can write

I = |Il= Z <H’y,, (my+1)) )(H%\ ((ma+1) +mw))) I(a)
aE—)H A=1

= %Zl(a)z <ny,,( (my,+1) ) (H ((ma+1) +mw))>
acA Bra \r=1

= % dI(e) ) <H%( [my,+1]q )(H ([(mr+1) +mw]a)))‘
acA o:Ea—H \v=1 A=1

< %Z!I(a)] > (H% (Imy+1]a )(H ([(ma+1) +mw]a))) -(10)
acA 0By S H A=t

We know that
Card(A) < B(2m). (11)

We only need to focus on

> <V1jl%( [y +1]a )(Hw [(mat1) +mw]a))>.

U:Eal_—)lH

Let
Fl = { [m,,—i—l

67

o1 <v<w,Card [ml,—i—l] ):1},

[(my+1) +my] ) =1},
[ H1],) > 1},
[

1 <v<w, Card ([(my,+1) +mw] )>1},

G = {[m,+1

G2 = {[(my+1) + my

1 <v<w,Card

«

] (
F2 ={[(my+1) +my| :1<v<w,Card(
] (
] (

«

10



Ko =E\ (FAUF2UGLUG?).

Since the product [];,_;7, (o ([my—i—l]a)) is determined once ¢ is defined on F1UF2UGLUG2,
it follows that this product is repeated at most P (k,card (K,)) times. Hence we have

> <H% ([mo+1]a )(H’m [(ma+1) +mw]a)))

1-1
o:FE,

—H
< P (k,card (Ky)) Z <H% (my+1] ))) <H7A (o([(ma+1) +mw]a))>

- 1 =
s FLUF2UGLUGE S V7 A=l

< kcard(KQ) Z (nyu mu+1 > (H’Y)\ m>\+1 +mw]a))> . (12)

o FIUF20GLUG2 S F

If a € F! (or F2), from the definition of F! (or F2), the cardinality of a is 1. Then
define f, (0 (a)) = v (0 (a)) (ory, (o (a))). By mi(x;) = 0 for all 1 < i < w, it follows that
Zle fa(s) = 0. If b € GL, (or G?), from the definition of G, (or G2), the cardinality of b is
greater than 1, say it . Then define g;, (o (b)) = (v, (o (b)))" (or (7, (o (b)))"). Let Fy, = F1+F?

and G, = GL + G2. Then we have

> <1w_[%( [my+1]a )(H% [(mx+1) +mw]a)))

- =1
U:FaUGal—)lF v

- Z H fa (0 (a)) H gp (o (b))

o FaUG CLEFQ bEGa
(letting F = F,,G = G, and using Lemma ] )
< k[card(Fa)/2]+card(Ga) (2w)2wM2w. (13)

As we mentioned before that card([j],) = 1 implies [j],, € F,, we see that
[card (Fy) /2] + card (Gq) 4 card (K,) < card (E) /2 = 2m,, /2 = m. (14)

Combining (9), (10), (11), (12), (13) and (14) together, we have
1 m2 w
1] < 5B (2m)4 (2Mw)?

This completes the proof of the second statement.

Proof of the third statement. The third statement follows from statement 1 and statement 2
and Chebychev’s inequality.

Let A = B (m)2™ (Mw)" and B = B (2m) 4™ (2Mw)?". Define

F(@) = 7 (g1 (@) 2192 (@) 22+ oo () T00) -

11



Then the expected value of f E(f) = fu;g f(V)du (), and the variance of f is

Var() = [ o @) 212 () a2+ g (9120 i ()

| 7o 9212 @)+ g () ) i

< / |7k (91 () 2192 () 22+ Guo (V) )| dpy ()
up

< B
— k2'
Since
A
F@ = BUDI 2 (@) - |B(f) 22— > 5,

we have {7 : |f(7)| > e} C{V : |f(V)— E(f)| = 5} Therefore form Chebychev’s inequality,

we have

Var(f) = 4B
o2 < k22

pe{T  f ()] = e}) <

O
The following corollary if a direct consequence of the third statement of Theorem

Corollary 7 Suppose M, N,k are positive integers. Let D be a finite set of commuting normal
matrices with trace 0 in My (C) and ||z|| < M for all x € D. Let

E = {(g1,-- 9,21, 2r) 7 €N g1,..., g are reduced words in Fy, \ {e}

such that Z length(g;) < N, and x1,...,x, € D}.
i=1
Suppose ¢ = (g1, ..., 9r, 21,...,2,) € E, define ¢(V) = g1(V)x1--- 9. (V)z. Then
. 4B (2m) 4™ (2Mw)*®
i (ﬂ (7t Infe(7)] < s}> > 1 cara(e) LT AW

ecf

Lemma 5.1 [3] follows directly from the corollary above.

Let M be a von Neumann algebra with a tracial state 7 and X1, X5, ..., X, be elements in
M. For any R,e > 0, and positive integers m and k, define T'r(X1,..., X,;m, k,€) to be the
subset of Mj,(C)™ consisting of all (z1,...,2z,) in My(C)™ such that ||z;|| < R for 1 < j <n,
and

() — (X X <,
forall 1 <iy,...,ig <m,allm,...,ny € {1,+} and all ¢ with 1 < ¢ < m.

Suppose Uis a n-tuple in M and, for each positive integer k, uf is a n-tuple in My (C),

then we say i} converges to T in distribution if p(ag) — p(ﬁ) for all *-monomials p.

12



Corollary 8 Let M, m be positive integers and € > 0. Suppose M is a von Neumann algebra
with a faithful trace 7. Suppose X1,...,Xs are commuting normal operators in M, Uq,...,U,
are free Haar unitary elements in M and {X1,...,X},{U1,...,U,} are free. For any posi-
tive integer k, let {z(k,1),...,z(k,s)} be a set of commuting normal k X k matrices such that
supy ; 2(k. )| < M and

(x(k,1),...,2(k,s)) = (X1,...,Xy)

in distribution as k — 00.
If
Qe ={(v1,...,0n) €Uy = (x(k,1),...,2(k,s),v1,...,05) € T1(X1,..., X5, U,...,Up;m,k,€)},

then
lim pp (Q) = 1.
k—o0

Lemma 5.2 [3] follows directly from the corollary above.
We end this paper with one last corollary.

Corollary 9 Let M, m be positive integers and € > 0. Suppose M is a von Neumann al-
gebra with a faithful trace 7. Suppose X1,...,Xs are free normal operators in M. Suppose
{z(k,1),...,2(k,s)} is a set of normal k x k matrices such that supy, ; [|u(k, j)|| < M and, for
1<j<s, xz(k,j) = X in distribution as k — oo.

If
Or = {(v1,...,vs) €U; : (vViz(k, vy, ..., viz(k,s)vs) € T1(Xq,..., Xssm, k,€)},
then
lim pp(Of) = 1.
k—o0
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