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Abstract

The trend in the electric power system is to move towardeamed amounts of distributed resources which suggestssitiva
from the current highly centralized to a more distributedtonl structure. In this paper, we propose a method whiclblesaa fully
distributed solution of the DC Optimal Power Flow problemGIDPF), i.e. the generation settings which minimize cosilevh
supplying the load and ensuring that all line flows are belbairtlimits are determined in a distributed fashion. Therapph
consists of a distributed procedure that aims at solvindfiteeorder optimality conditions in which individual bus topization
variables are iteratively updated through simple local potations and information is exchanged with neighborintties. In
particular, the update for a specific bus consists of a terimatwiakes into account the coupling between the neighbdragyange
multiplier variables and a local innovation term that enés the demand/supply balance. The buses exchange infmnnoat the
current update of their multipliers and the bus angle witkirtiheighboring buses. An analytical proof is given that pheposed
method converges to the optimal solution of the DC-OPF. Atee performance is evaluated using the IEEE Reliabilitgt Te
System as a test case.

Index Terms

Economic Dispatch, DC Optimal Power Flow, Innovation UpdaDistributed Optimization, Local Information, Lagrange
multipliers

|. INTRODUCTION

The control responsibility of the electric power systemtiared among many control entities, each responsible foeeifap
part of the system. While these control areas are coordirtate certain degree, the coordination generally does ot te
system wide optimal performance, i.e. only suboptimal sohs are achieved. Within each control area, a highly edingd
control structure is used to determine the settings of timroliable devices in that area usually taking the neighgpecontrol
areas into account as static power injections.

The recent interest in distributed methods to solve ecooatisipatch and optimal power flow problems stem mostly from
the fact that the amount of distributed generation andligeit and adjustable demand is expected to increase sigmily
and ways need to be found to handle the increasing numbemtfotoariables even within a single control area. Whilesthi
is also the main motivation for this paper, the same methadsatso be employed to achieve improved coordination among
control areas thereby leading to optimal overall systetization.

In this paper, we present an approach which enables a digdlsolution of the DC Optimal Power Flow problem. Hence, th
objective is to minimize the generation cost to fully supibig load while ensuring that no line limits are violated. fineposed
approach is based on obtaining a solution to the first ordeémayity conditions of the corresponding optimization plem
in a fully distributed fashion. These conditions includensaints which constitute a coupling of the Lagrange mlidtis
associated with the power flow equations and line consganheighboring buses and lines. This is used to formulagena t
in the updates of the local variables and multipliers whigkets into account these couplings. In addition, the powev flo
equations at the buses are used to form another term whicaspands to an innovation term enforcing the demand/supply
balance. The information the buses share with neighborirge® is limited to the updates of the bus angle and the local
Lagrange multipliers, i.e. there is no need to share inféionaabout the generation settings or the cost parametensgine
iterative process.

The paper is organized as follows: Sdck. Il provides an dgerover related work. Sedi ]Il gives the DC Optimal Power
Flow formulation and the resulting first-order optimalityralitions which are used in Selct]IV to derive the propossttiuted
approach. Section]V provides the proof of convergence fergtoposed algorithm. Simulation results are given in $é@t.
and Sect VIl concludes the paper.

II. RELATED WORK

There has been a range of publications on the usage of carsskased approaches to solve the economic dispatch problem
including [1]-[7]. These approaches are based on the fattittthe grid is neglected and only the solution to the ecoisom
dispatch problem is sought, then the optimal solution isioletd if the marginal cost of all the generators are equabthe
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other. Consequently, a consensus approach can be emptogegk an agreement for the marginal cost value. The addition
constraint of total generation having to be equal to totadlés taken into account differently in the various appreschn
[21-[3], [5] a leading role is assigned to one of the disttdtliagents whereas inl [4].][6] local innovation gradientspated
solely on the basis of local demand/supply information a®eduto enforce that constraint. In our paper, we incorpqratecr
flow equations and limits on transmission lines. As this ltesn non-equal values for the marginal costs of the genesah
the optimum for cases with congestions, a direct applioatibthe consensus approach is not sufficient any more.

Distributed approaches to solve the Optimal Power Flow jgrobto determine the optimal generation settings taking int
account grid constraints have mostly been based on decdimpotheory such as Lagrangian Relaxation and Augmented
Lagrangian Relaxatiori [8]. Early examples for such apgbee include [[9]-4[18]. A more recent approach is preserited
[14] where an alternating direction method of multiplieas, augmented lagrangian relaxation method, is employedlt@ s
a multi-step DC optimal power flow problem. The proposed apph is inherently different from these decomposition tiieo
based approaches in multiple ways: methodologically, idsed on directly solving the first order optimality cormi$ and,
hence, technically involves (and reduces the originalnojztition motive to) obtaining solutions of a coupled syst@ntinear
equations with geometric constraints in a fully distrilmit@anner.

II. DC OPTIMAL POWER FLOW

The goal in DC Optimal Power Flow is to determine the genematlispatch which minimizes the cost to supply a given
load taking into account operational constraints suchraslimits and generation capacities. The grid is modeledguai DC
approximation, hence, it is assumed that angle differeacesss lines are small, voltage magnitudes are all equagbuocahd
resistances of the lines are negligible.

Modeling generation costs using a quadratic cost functioe,mathematical problem formulation results in
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where the variables have the following meanings:
P load at bus;

Pq, output of generaton

an,bp,cn:  COSt parameters of generator

0;: angle at bus

BGTL,?G”,: lower and upper limits on generation
Qq: set of all generators

Qq, set of generators at bus

Q- set of lines in the grid

Q;: set of buses connected to bis

Xij: reactance of line connecting buseand j
Py capacity of line connecting buseésand j

andz = 1 is taken to be the slack bus.
The Lagrange function for this optimization problem is givey
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where\'s and p's correspond to Lagrange multipliers. Hence, the first paggimality conditions result in
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foralli e {1,...,Ng}, n € Q¢ andij € Qp, plus the complementary slackness conditions for the inéywnstraints and

the positivity constraints on the’s. As A\q = 0 due to the fact that the choice of the slack bus does not hav@#inence on
the result, it is omitted in[{8) for the slack bus. Consedlyeint order to find a solution to the DC-OPF problem, the above
constrained equation system needs to be solved.

IV. DISTRIBUTED APPROACH

This section presents a distributed iterative approacloltargy the first order constrained equation system givendot 811,
where each bus merely exchanges information with its phjigiconnected neighbors during the course of iterations.

In the proposed approach, each bugpdates the variables, 6; andPg,, ,n € Q¢g, which are directly associated with that bus
and thep;;'s which correspond to the constraints on the flows intobitem linesij. Denoting the iteration counter byand
the iterates by:; (k) which include the variables associated with bas iterationk, i.e. z;(k) = [\i(k), 0:(k), wij (k), Pa, (k)]
the general format of the local updates is given by

vi(k+1) =P; (zi(k) + ®igi(w;(k))) Jj€Q (15)

In the above, the functiop;(-) represents the first order optimality constraints relatebusi. Also, @, is the vector of tuning
parameters. Moreovel; is the projection operator which projects onto its determined feasible space.

Note that,g;(x;(k)) depends only on the iterates(k) of neighboring buseg in the physical neighborhood éf Hence, a
distributed implementation of (15) is possible. As will bees, ", p; do not need to be known and therefore no update is
needed. In addition)y will always be equal to zero, i.e. does not need to be corsiter the updates, neither.

The Lagrange multipliers,; are updated according to
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wherea, 8 > 0 are tuning parameters arkddenotes the iteration index. Hence, the first term corredpda the optimality
condition [8) which reflects the coupling between the Lageamultipliers and the second term constitutes an innowvd&om



based on the power balance equatidds (9). The update makits/énsense, e.g. if the power balan¢é (9) is not fulfilled
because generation is too high, it leads to a reductiok; iwhich on the other hand, as shown next, leads to a decrease in
the Pg, ,n € Qg,. Furthermore, if no line constraints are binding {lie are equal to zero and the part of the update in the
first row leads to finding an agreement between Xiseat all buses.

Knowing the value of the Lagrange multiplig, the following update for the generatafs;, ,n € {2, can be carried out:

Po,(k+1)= ]P’n<PGn (k) _i - a?ain) _P, (%ﬁ) (17)

HereP, is the operator which projects the value determined[ky (&) the feasible space defined by the upper and lower
limits P¢;, and P, , i.e. if the value is greater thaR¢,, P, (k + 1) is set to that upper limit and similarly for the lower
limits. This is equivalent to using the full equatidn (7) linding the multipliers:;” andyu,, to updatePs, . As these multipliers
do not appear in any other constraint it is not necessaryduigt an update for them.

The bus angles are updated according to
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with v > 0 being a tuning parameter. Hence, the power balance equ@jds used for the update. It again makes intuitive
sense because if the power balance is not fulfilled and theepghss what is flowing onto the lines is greater than the geitara
at that bus, the angle is reduced which results in a reductidghe residual of that constraint.

The Lagrange multiplierg.;;, 1;; appear in thex updates[(I6), and hence, values and updates for these lietdtipre

needed. The update is given by
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with § > 0 being a tuning parameter. Consequently, the inequal@psdnd [T4) are used. The projection operafyregnforces
the positivity constraint on thg’s by setting they;;(k + 1) and x1;;(k 4+ 1) equal to zero if the updat€({19) arld20) yield
negative values, respectively. Assuming that the currahtevfor the line flowP;; = (6; — 6;)/X;; from busi to busj is
positive but below its limitP;; the update[(19) yields a decreasing value figr with a minimum value of zero due to the
projection into the feasible spagg; > 0. If the flow is above the line limit, the value fqr;; increases indicating a binding
constraint.

It should be noted that all of these updates have purposedy defined only based on the variables from the previous
iteration in order to allow for a parallel computation of afl the updates. If implemented in series, i[€](18) uses lieady
updated generation values, the number of iteration untivemence decreases but computation time increases leeafhtise
computations at a specific bus have to be done after each other

Consequently, the update rules for the all variables can iiiteew in a dense form as

X(k+1)=X(k)— AX(k)+C

X(k+1)=P(X(k+1)) (21)
where X is the vector of the stacked variables (¢;, 1;;, Pe,) for all busesi = {1,...,Ng), j € Q; andP is the projection
operator which ensures that the Lagrange Multipliers far lihe constraints stay positive and the generation outpiag

within the given bound. HenceX is the vector of the stacked projected variables. Equa#@ gresentd(21) in more detail.
In (22), I and B are the identity and bus admittance matrices, respectiidyeover,B, = H - (T - dz‘agX%j)T, whereZ is

the incidence matrix, andl = [_II}
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V. CONVERGENCEANALYSIS

This section presents a formal proof that any limit point loé toroposed algorithm is the optimal solution of the OPF
problem. Specifically, we first show that a fixed point of thepwsed iterative scheme necessarily satisfies the optymali
conditions [7)-f{I¥) of the OPF problem. This is achieved redrem 1 in the following.

Theorem 1:Let X* be a fixed point of the proposed algorithm defined by (21). THén satisfies all of the optimality
conditions of the OPF probleril(7)=(14).

Proof: To prove this theorem, we verify the claim th&t fulfills all of the first order optimality conditions. Note ah X *
is the vector of stacked variables;( 07, u.7;, P}) for all busesi = {1,..., Np}.

Claim 2.1: X* fulfills the optimality conditions which enforce the posity of the Lagrangian multipliers associated with
the line limits, i.e.u; > 0.

Verification by contradictionLet us assume on the contrary thatiit one of the line limit multiplier variables, say;;,
is negative. Now, note that, evaluatiig](19)Xt results in a non-negative value fpr; due to the projection ofi;; into the
set of positive reals. In other words, we have

« > 92(’4)—9*(@))
APt -5 (P — ) )
:uz] # (/’Llj ( J X’Lj
which contradicts the fact that* is a fixed point of [(IDB).
Claim 2.2: X* satisfies the optimality conditions associated with the limit constraints,[(I3)E(14).
Verification by contradictioniet us assume thaX* does not fulfill [IB) for all: and j, i.e., there existg:,j) such that
eix o > P;;. This implies that the value of the innovation term [](19)n&gative when evaluated at*. Also, note that,
based on the claim 2. Li;; > 0. Therefore, evaluating (19) & * results in a value greater tharf,, i.e.,

. . = 07(k) - 65(k)
:uij<P(Mij_5'(Pij_X7_J))’
9

which contradicts the fact that* is a fixed point of [[IB). Similar arguments can be used to ptbaeX* fulfills (T4).
Claim 2.3: X* satisfies the optimality conditions associated with the glementary slackness condition, i.e., for all pairs

(i,4),
L (-0
mi\Tx, T Pij ) =0.

Verification by contradictioniet us assume on the contrary thet does not satisfy the above complementary slackness

condition, i.e., there exists a pdii, j) such that both.;; and 7_9" — P;; are non-zero. Hence, according to the claims 2.1
and 2.2, we must have,’; > 0 and 91 b8 < Pij, respectlvely Now note that evaluatiig(19)Jat, results in a value less

than pi7;, which clearly contradicts the fact that* is a fixed point of [(IB).

Claim 2.4: X* satisfies the local load balance equatign (9).

Verification by contradictionlLet us assume on the contrary th¥t does not fulfill [9), i.e., there exists such that the
value of the innovation term if (18) is non-zero when evaddait X *. Clearly, this would lead to

9*
0r #£0; —v |- P5 + P, +Z <]
neQg; JEQ
thus contradicting the fact thaf* is a fixed point of [(IB).
Claim 2.5: The coupling between the Lagrangian multipliers, given@)y (s maintained af{*.
Verification by contradictionLet us assume on the contrary th&t does not fulfill [8) for some. Note that[(I6) includes
two innovation terms: the innovation term associated with ltagrangian multipliers’ coupling and the innovatiomterhich




represents the local power balance equation. We alreadffedethat the local power balance equation is zeraXdt (see
claim 2.4). Thus, the contradiction hypothesis necessariplies that the innovation term associated with the Lagian
multipliers’ coupling attains a non-zero value &t. This, in turn, implies that the the value ¢f{16) is not equah! when
evaluated afX*, which clearly contradicts the fact that* is a fixed point of [(IB).

Claim 2.6: X* satisfies the optimality conditions associated with theegation limits, [T11)-£(12).

Verification by contradictioniet us assume on the contrary that there existsich thatPz does not lie in[P , Pg,].
Now, note that, plugging in* in (L7), would then result in a value different froR¥, , since the projection operator enforces
the value ofP;, to stay in the specified regiof?;,, P¢,]. This, in turn, clearly contradicts the fact th&t* is a fixed point
of (I37).

We discuss the consequences of Theorem 1. To this end, natesthce the proposed iterative schergl (21) involves
continuous transformations of the iterates, it followstthia(2I) converges, the limit point is necessarily a fixednpof the
iterative mapping. Since, by Theorem 1, any fixed pointCo) @dlves the first order optimality conditiors (1)=(14), waym
conclude that, if[(21) converges, it necessarily convetges solution of the first order optimality conditiord (7)4f1 This
immediately leads to the following optimality of limit pdi of the proposed scheme.

Theorem 2:Suppose the OPF probleld (I)}-(5) has a feasible solutioriéisain the interior of the associated constraint set,
and, further, assume that the proposed algorithm define@B)y qonverges to a poink*. Then X* constitutes an optimal
solution of the OPF probleni](1]2(5).

Proof: By Theorem 1 and the above remarké&: fulfills the optimality conditions[{[7)£(14). Since the DGP® is a convex
problem and, by assumption, is strictly feasible, it folfoweadily that the primal variableg®*,0*) in X* constitutes an
optimal solution to the OPF probler] (13-(5).

In summary, we note that Theorems 1 and 2 guarantee that a&d/didint of the proposed algorithm constitutes an optimal
solution to the OPF problem, and, hence, in particular, & skheme achieves convergence, the limit point is nechssari
optimal solution of the OPF problem.

Finally, we note, that whether the scheme converges or npertts on several design factors, in particular, the tuning
parametersy, /3, v andd. To this end, a general sufficient condition for convergeisgaresented in the Appendix. Moreover,
some simulation examples are presented in the followingem which we provide choices of the tuning parameters tha
achieve convergence (and hence, by Theorem 2, to the optivhaion of the OPF) for a class of realistic power systems.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulations results to give aopraf concept of the proposed method. Note that, the tuning
parameters are designed such that the algorithm convergesoptimality of the achieved distributed solution is qraeed
according to Theorems 1 and 2.

A. Simulation Setup

We use the IEEE RTS test system for our simulations [15] (BigThe synchronous condenser is removed yielding a system
with 32 generators and 17 loads. The communication netwasktlnie same topology as the physical system. The consumption
of the loads is set to be equal to the values given in the @igipstem. First, the original line limits are used whichutes
in a situation in which no lines are at their limits for the iopdl dispatch. Then, we reduce the line limits #8% of the
original values for which only a suboptimal dispatch can bkieved because lines 7 and 28 reach their limits. The chosen
cost parameters for the generators, their capacitiestidmsaand how many are located at the indicated buses are give

TABLE |
GENERATORDATA
Type Cap. Bus | # | a[$/MW/MWh] | b[$/MWh]
#1 12MW 15 | 5 0.36 20.70
#2 20MW 1 2 0.45 21.31
2 2
#3 50MW 22 | 6 0.001 4
#4 76MW 1 2 0.037 9.82
2 2
#5 100MW 7 3 0.027 17.26
#6 155MW | 15 | 1 0.0066 9.12
16 | 1
23 | 2
#7 197MW | 13 | 3 0.0115 17.62
#8 350MW | 23 | 1 0.0039 8.95
#9 400MW | 18 | 1 0.002 5.17
21 | 1




Fig. 1. |EEE Reliability Test Systen [IL5].

TABLE I
TUNING PARAMETER VALUES

Parameter| Value
«a 0.1485
B8 0.0056
o' 0.005
§ 0.008

Table[l. As can be seen, a mix of cheap and costly generatiomeisas small and large scale generation is present in the
system. For both simulations, the tuning parameters artosbe values given in Tab[elll.

We use a cold start for the simulations, i.e. all generatialuas, bus angles and the Lagrange multipliegs 1.;; are set
to zero at the start of the simulation. Merely, the Lagrangdtipliers \; are set to an initial value of 18/ MWh. It is
reasonable to start with a non-zero value because’theepresent the locational marginal prices which rarelly be zero. In
fact, for an actual implementation, reasonable initiatisgs for all of these variables could be the optimal valuesiguted
for the previous time step.

B. Convergence measurements

In order to evaluate the performance of the proposed dig&thapproach, two measures are introduced. The first neeasur
determines the relative distance of the objective functiom the optimal value over the iterations,

rel = %, (23)

where f* is the optimal objective function value calculated by sodythe centralized DC-OPF problem. Moreover, the value
of load balance, as one of the optimality conditions, is ptiédly another indication of the distance from the optimalue,
since the value of the load balance at the optimal point isaetpuzero. Thus, we propose using the sum over the residuals
of all power flow equations over the course of the iterationshe second measure of convergence, and is given by:

res = Z \/g, (24)

whereyg; is the local power flow equation at buswhich enforces supply/demand balance.
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C. Simulation Results

1) Uncongested Systenm this first simulation, we keep the original line limits.gtire[2(d) gives the evolution of the total
generation outputs for the buses to which generation is exted over the iterations, Fij. 2(b) the evolution of buslesg
and Fig[2(d) the evolution of the Lagrange multipliers. One thousand iterations are displayed showing that exgence
is achieved after about 600 iterations. The locational mafgrices all converge to the same value which is expeacteahi
uncongested physical network and usage of DC power flow appadions.

Figure[3(d) provides the information on the relative disearwhile[3(0) gives-el the sum over the residuals of all power
flow equations in the system. It is obvious that the error e dblution decreases fairly quickly as more iterations areied
out.

2) Congested Systenin order to create a situation in which lines reach their tanall line limits are reduced t65% of
their original values. This leads to the lagrange multislie;; associated with the line constraints for the congested line
be non-zero for the positive flow direction. Hence, [Eig. Segithe values for the generation settigs the bus angle8, the
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lagrange multipliers\ and the Lagrange multipliers over the iterations for this case. Figlide 4 provides thetivelalistance
from the optimal cost function value and the sum of the camstresiduals.

Given that two lines reach their limits and the resulting 1zeno update of the corresponding Lagrange multiplierskies
more iterations to convergence than in the non-congestegl ¢a addition, oscillations appear which could be prexerty
reducing some of the tuning parameters but this would alad te a larger number of iterations until convergence. It lsan
seen that the two lagrange multipliers associated withitieedonstraints of the congested lines are non-zero anatagidnal
marginal prices\ are not equal to the same value any more.

VIl. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a distributed approach to sbev®€C Optimal Power Flow problem, i.e. the generation digpat
is determined which minimizes the cost to supply the load distributed manner taking into account limited line capiasi
The main features of the algorithm are that it allows for dyfdistributed implementation down to the bus level withdtug
need for a coordinating central entity, the individual uigdgoer iteration consist of simple function evaluationd archange
of information is limited to bus angles and Lagrange muki associated with power flow equations and line congtain
among the neighboring buses. In particular, there is no teesdare information about generation cost parametersrarggon
settings.

The algorithm was tested in the IEEE Reliability Test Syst@mwing that it converges to the overall optimal solution.
Moreover, this paper discusses the convergence criterithéoproposed distributed method, and analytically prdhes the
limit point of our innovation-based approach is the optirsalution of the OPF problem.
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APPENDIX

A Sufficient Condition for the Convergence of the Proposegithm

The following section provides a sufficient condition foetbonvergence of the proposed distributed algorithm givwen b
(21). To this end, the following assumption on the matfixas defined in[(22) is imposed:
A.1: There exists arf,-norm such that the tuning parametersg, v andé can be designed to achieylé — A||p < 1.

Remark 1:Note that the projection operatBrin our context involves component-wise projections, arhde, non-expansive
with respect to/,-norms, i.e., the following holds for any two iterat&y k) and X (v),

[P(X (k) = PX @), < IX (k) = X @), (25)
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Remark 2:Based onrRemark 1 the following equations hold,

H)?(H 1) — )?(k)Hp (26)
- H}P’[(I )X (k) + O] —P[I — A)X(k—1) + C’]Hp
< H(I CAXK)+C— (I - AX(k—1)— CH
P
<2 = A, [k = Xk =)
Consequently[(26) leads to
[+ 1) =X <-4l X0 - X0 27)
Theorem 3:Let A.1 hold, then the algorithm presented [n](21) achieves corverg,
Proof: The distance between the valuesXfat two iterationsk andv is given by,
H)Z(k) - X(V)HP - (28)
H)Z(k) X1+ X(k—1) =+ X+ 1) —)?(V)H
P
< H)?(k) —X(k— 1)Hp +oot Hf((w 1) - )Z(V)HP.
Moreover, using[{27) the following equation can be derived:
| - %) (29)
<[Xw) - X -1+ 4| Re+ ) - Xw)
p p
< (=l + -+ 17 - A1) [£) - X -
SinceA.1 holds, we have
lim |1 — All; =0. (30)
V—r 00
Hence, combining(29) an@(B0) further implies,
Ve>0, 3N st ky>N ;»H)?(k)—)?(u) <e (31)
p

Therefore the sequence eEﬁN((i)}(_)o , which is introduced by[{21), is a Cauchy sequence. Sincegaesee of real vectors

converges to a limit inR™ if andz?)(r)ﬂy if it is Cauchy, it follows that the proposed itdva algorithm is convergent, i.e.,
X (i) - X* asi — oo for someX* € R™.
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