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In this chapter, we review the eikonal technique to analytically derive approxi-
mate quasi-normal mode frequencies of black holes. We first review the procedure
in General Relativity and extend it to theories beyond General Relativity. As an
example of the latter, we focus on scalar Gauss-Bonnet gravity in which a scalar field
can couple to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant in an arbitrary way in the action. In this
theory, metric and scalar perturbations are coupled in the polar sector, forcing the
isospectrality to break and making the eikonal calculation more complex. We show
that the analytic estimates can accurately capture the numerical behavior of the
quasi-normal mode frequencies, especially when the coupling constant of the theory
is small.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A post-merger signal of gravitational waves (GWs) from a black hole (BH) coalescence
is characterized by a quasi-normal mode (QNM) ringdown [, 2] (see the left panel of
Fig. 1). Normal modes are a pattern of motion in which all parts of the system oscillate
with the same frequency. For example, masses on springs will undergo normal mode
oscillations if there is no friction. On the other hand, QNMs are normal modes with
damping in a dissipative system. Namely, the oscillation is a sinusoid with its amplitude
damping exponentially. If there is friction in the masses on springs mentioned above, they
will undergo QNM oscillations. If one perturbs a BH spacetime, GWs would propagate
to infinity or get absorbed to the BH. The system is dissipative and hence GWs follow
QNM oscillations.

In General Relativity (GR), BHs possess a no-hair property [3, 1] and an astrophysical
BH is characterized only by its mass and spin. Thus, complex QNM frequencies (or the
frequency and damping time) are also characterized by the BH’s mass and spin. The
dominant GW mode has the harmonic of (¢,m) = (2,2). If one can measure the frequency
and damping time of this dominant GW mode, one can determine the mass and spin of
the remnant BH assuming GR is correct. If one can further measure the frequency or
the damping time of a sub-leading mode (higher angular modes or overtones [5]), one
can check the consistency of the mass-spin measurement (see the right panel of Fig. 1).
If all curves in the mass-spin plane cross at a single point (or if there is a region in the
parameter space where all curves with measurement errors overlap), the GR assumption
is consistent with the observation. This way, one can probe gravity, known as the BH
spectroscopy [0]. Such kinds of tests have already been performed with the existing GW
events [7—9] (see [10] for some caution on distiunguishing overtone signals from noise).
In principle, one could coherently stack signals from multiple events to enhance the
detectability of the sub-leading modes [11].

Although accurate estimates of the QNM frequencies require numerical calculations,
there are a few analytic techniques available to derive approximate QNM frequencies. In
this chapter, we focus on the eikonal (or geometric optics) approximation [12, 13] where
we assume the harmonic ¢ to be large (¢ > 1). In this eikonal picture, one can view the
fundamental QNM as a wavepacket localized at the peak of the potential of the radial
metric perturbation equation. Since the peak location of the potential coincides with
the location of the photon ring within this approximation, complex QNM frequencies are
associated with certain properties of null geodesics at the photon ring (orbital frequency

and Lyapunov exponent) [11-18]. We review how the eikonal calculation can be used to
find BH QNM frequencies in GR and beyond [19-21]. As an example of the latter, we
consider scalar Gauss-Bonnet (sGB) gravity [22-25], which is a generalization of Einstein-

dilaton Gauss-Bonnet (EdGB) gravity motivated by string theory. We use the geometric
unit of ¢ = G = 1 throughout. A prime of a function means taking the derivative with
respect to its argument.

II. GENERAL RELATIVITY

We start by reviewing the black hole perturbation equations and eikonal QNM calcu-
lations in GR.
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FIG. 1. (Left) Normalized GW strain of the BH ringdown in GR with (¢, m) = (2,2) of the
form hao(t) = e~/7™2 cos(27 fogt) for various BH mass and dimensionless spin combinations.
The ringdown frequency foo and damping time 799 are taken from the fit in [20]. (Right)
Determination of the BH mass and spin from the ringdown frequency and damping time. We
used the values of fy,, and 74, to be the GR ones with (M, x) = (62.3M), 0.68) corresponding
to GW150914 [27]. GR is consistent if there is an overlap between different curves.

A. Perturbation Equations

We begin by considering a scalar perturbation under the Schwarzschild background
following Chapter 12 of [28]. We will then promote the perturbation equation to the
tensor perturbation case.

Let us first derive the perturbation equation for the scalar field in real space. The
background metric g is given by

ds® = g dada” = —Agr(r)dt® + dr? + r2(d6* + r? sin® 0d¢?) | (2.1)

Agr(r)

where Agr = 1 — Ry /r with Ry = 2M being the Schwarzschild radius for a BH with mass
M. A test scalar field under this background metric follows the Klein-Gordon equation
given by

ng_m M(\/ g(B)g(B) ) 0, (2'2)

with ¢® representing the metric determinant. Since the background metric is spherically
symmetric, one can expand the scalar field ¢ in terms of the spherical harmonics Yy, as

o(t,7,0,0) = TZ Z%trnm(e ). (2.3)

=0 m=—¢

Substituting Eq. (2.3) into Eq. (2.2), one finds
A0 (AcOr bom) — O bum — Vi (1) bem = 0, (2.4)

with
(2.5)

72 73

V) = denlr) A 4 2]

We present Vf(r) in Fig. 2. Let us next move to a tortoise coordinate given by
r— R,

S

r=r+ Rsln (2.6)
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FIG. 2. Various potentials in GR with ¢ = 2 as a function of r in the unit M = 1. We show Vf
(red), V;~ (green) and V," (blue).

x — oo corresponds to infinity while #+ — —oo corresponds to the horizon. Using
0,1 = Agr and Agr0, = 0., Eq. (2.4) becomes

[ag . vf(m] Som(t,7) = 0. (2.7)

Let us next look at Fourier modes. Substituting

Gom (t, 1) = /oo \C/Z—w_gbgm(w,r)e_m, (2.8)

oo V2T

to Eq. (2.7), we find
[—ai + Vf(r)] Bom = W2 bem (2.9)

So far, we have focused on a scalar perturbation (with spin s = 0) under a Schwarzschild
background, but the structure of the tensor perturbation equation is the same as in
Eq. (2.9):

Onps + [W* = Ve =0, (2.10)

where the indices + and — refer to the polar (or even-parity) and axial (odd-parity) modes
respectively and we drop the indices ¢m for simplicity. Notice that these two perturbation
modes decouple. For axial modes, ¥_ is the Regge-Wheeler function (a linear combination
of axial metric perturbation components) and the Regge-Wheeler potential V,” is given
by

-3

> = (2.11)

Vi) = Aentr) | a2

On the other hand, for polar modes, v, is the Zerilli function (a linear combination of

polar metric perturbation components) and the Zerilli potential V," is given by

A2(A+1)r® + 3A%r2 + 9Ar + 9]
r3(Ar 4 3)2 ’

Vit (1) = Acn(r)2 [ (2.12)



with A = (£ — 1)(£ +2)/2. V55(r) are shown in Fig. 2. Observe that these potentials for
metric perturbations are smaller than that for the scalar perturbation. Notice also that
the peak locations are all at around r = 3M which is the location of the photon ring.
We can understand the condition for deriving QNM frequencies by considering a scat-
tering problem of waves under the above potential. The asymptotic behaviors of 1y is
given by
. +iwx —iwx _
by {Az(w)e 4 A (w)e (= —00), (2.13)
Ay (w)eter (x = 400),

where A;, A, and A; are the amplitude for the initial, reflected and transmitted waves
respectively. The condition to compute QNM is

Ai(w) =0. (2.14)

Namely, we impose the wave to be purely ingoing at the horizon while purely outgoing
at infinity. Although the potentials for the axial and polar modes are different, QNM
frequencies for these modes are identical. This intriguing property is called isospectrality.

B. Eikonal QNM Calculations

We now review analytic estimates for QNM frequencies in GR within the eikonal (high
frequency) approximation. We refer the readers to e.g. [19] for more details. Given the
isospectrality, we focus on the axial modes.

Eikonal approximation begins by making the following ansatz

Yy = Ay (z)e5=@/e (2.15)

for amplitude function A; and phase function Si with ¢ ~ ¢7! < 1. Substituting
Eq. (2.15) to Eq. (2.10), we find

; 1 o +1
&%Af{[2(8xSi)(8mAi)+Ai(9§Si]+{w2 — 5(9252) = Aax [<—+) - 3%} } A =0.

r2
(2.16)
In the double expansion of ¢ < 1 and ¢ > 1, the above equation reduces to

1
— 5092 +w? = PU =0, (2.17)
€

to leading order with U(r) = Agr(r)/r?. Notice that w = O(f) since £ ~ 1/e.

For QNMs, we want Si(x) — +wz for x — 400 and Sy (z) - —wx for ¥ — —o0, and
S+ to take its minimum value at the peak location r = r,,, = 3M at the leading eikonal
order for the potential U. To check this, we can take the derivative of Eq. (2.17) with

respect to x to yield

2 dr dU

Thus, at the potential peak, (dU/dr),, = 0 and (0,5+),, = 0 where the subscript m
indicates that the quantity is evaluated at r = r,,.

Let us now derive the real QNM frequency to leading eikonal order. We evaluate
Eq. (2.17) at r = r,, and impose (9,54 ), = 0 to yield

W = 0/U,, = 3\/€§M , (2.19)




where the superscript (0) indicates that this frequency is the leading eikonal contribution.
As mentioned in Sec. I, there is a correspondence between QNM frequencies and

null geodesic properties in GR. For example, the real part of the QNM frequency is

approximately related to the orbital angular frequency €2}, at the photon ring r;, as

wr =€ Qpn, (2.20)
where
A
Qon = M . (2.21)
Tph

The photon ring location is obtained by solving

2AGR(rph) = rphA,GR(Tph) ) (2.22)

to yield rp,, = 3M (which coincides with the potential peak location r,, in the eikonal
limit). Plugging this into Eq. (2.21), we find Qu, = 1/(3v/3M) and Eq. (2.20) agrees
with Eq. (2.19).

To find the imaginary QNM frequency, we need to go to the next-to-leading eikonal
order. For w = wr + iw; with wg, wr € R, we make the following ansatz:

wrp=wd +wl + 0™, w=w+0u, (2.23)

where the superscript (V) indicates the quantity to be at Nth order in the eikonal
expansion or O(/1~"). Substituting this to Eq. (2.16), expand in ¢ < 1 and £ > 1 and
keeping only the contribution at O(f,¢~!), we find

. .
g(amsi)(axAi) + (éagsi + 2iw QWM + 2w @) — w) AL =0. (2.24)

To proceed further, we need (925+),,. To find this, we Taylor expand Eq. (2.17) about
r =1, to yield

1
6—2(83@[)2 = —=Ul(r—rn)*. (2.25)
Taking the positive root for 0,5+ and differentiate with respect to =, we find

1 . _Lodr

We are now ready to evaluate the imaginary QNM frequency and the sub-leading
QNM real frequency. Regarding the former, we take the imaginary part of Eq. (2.24),
together with Egs. (2.19) and (2.26), and evaluate it at r¢ to find

o] (2.26)

1 (0254) 1 [dr \U? | 1
(1) P+ )m m
o\ = \pmxr)m (2D = _ ) 2.27
4 2¢ ,g)) 2 (dx)m 2U,, 6\/§M ( )

Regarding the latter, we take the real part of Eq. (2.24) to find

o Un 1 1
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the analytic estimate for the real QNM frequency at various £ in GR
with the numerical values [20] (black dots). For the former, we present the result with the
leading eikonal contribution (red), and including the next-to-leading contribution (green) in
Eq. (2.29). We also present the result including the next-to-next-to-leading contribution taken
from [29] through the WKB approximation.

Together with wg), we find

1 1 1
W <£+2) VUn AT, (£+ 2) . (2.29)

Figure 3 compares the above eikonal results with the numerical values at various /.
The leading eikonal results at O(¢) agrees with the numerical ones within an error of 4.5%.
Interestingly, the agreement becomes worse if we include the next-to-leading contribution
at O(¢°). This problem is cured by including the next-to-next-to-leading contribution at
O(¢~1) found in [29] via a WKB approximation. Now the two results agree within an
error of 3.4%.

III. SCALAR GAUSS-BONNET GRAVITY

We now review the application of the eikonal technique to theories beyond GR. We
mainly review the work in [21] which applies the eikonal analysis to another higher cur-
vature theory called sGB gravity.

A. Theory and Black Hole Solution

The action for this theory in vacuum is given by [22-27]

1

1
S =5z [ ov=a | R 3000 +af()9] (3.1)

where ¢ is the scalar (dilaton) field, R is the Ricci scalar, « is the coupling constant, f
is an arbitrary function of ¢ and G is given by

G = Rop R*P" — AR, s R*® + R?, (3.2)



with R,p,, and R,s being the Riemann and Ricci tensors respectively. f(¢) o« exp(y¢) for
a constant vy corresponds to EAGB gravity while f(¢) o< ¢ corresponds to shift-symmetric
sGB gravity. SGB gravity and its extension is motivated also by cosmology, such as

inflation [30, 31]. The coupling constant o has been constrained by various observations,
including low-mass x-ray binaries [23], gravitational waves from binary black holes [32-38]
and neutron star observations [39, 10] (see also a recent work in [11]).
The field equations are given by
O¢ = af'(¢)G (3.3)
1 1
Gag = iaa(b 85¢ — Zgagau¢ 8“¢ — a’Cag s (34)

where G,p is the Einstein tensor while Kz is given by

ICaﬁ — (gaug,ﬁu + gaugﬁu) Epl/miv/\ [*Ru/\anapf(¢)] ) (35)

with the dual Riemann tensor *R* 5 = e** R, s and e*’* representing the Levi-Civita
tensor.

In this theory, a non-rotating black hole solution is known analytically within the small
coupling approximation (o < M?). To O(a?), the metric is given by [12-10]

1
ds® = g®dade” = —A(r)dt® + B )dr2 + 7%(d6* + r?sin® 0d¢?) (3.6)
r
with
2M 22 /49 M?2  26M3 22M*  32M°  80MS°
PRSP G PG A T 0 B
r rM3 \40  3r? 3r3 5rd 5rd 3r6
2M 22 /49 M M?  52M3  2M* 16M°  368M°
B=1--2 %o (2 A n . (3.8)
r rM3 \ 40 r 72 3r3 ré 515 376

and fj = f'(0). The background scalar field is given by

g 200 (M AMPN QLS (T3 TSN LM TAME | 22AM* 160
T M 312 rM3 O\30 " 30r ' 452 " 15/8 | 75t T 9r5 )
(3.9)
with f' = f”(0). The ADM mass M, is given in terms of the GR one M as follows:
49 o f12
M,=M[1+—=—"0. 10
< * 80 M* ) (3.10)

B. Perturbation Equations

Next, we look at black hole perturbation equations in sGB gravity. We perturb both
the metric and scalar field as

Guv :gﬁ?j +hm/, 925: ¢0+(5¢7 (311)

where h,, and d¢ are the metric and scalar perturbations respectively. As we will see
below, d¢ is coupled only to the polar sector of the metric perturbation, while the axial
part is decoupled.



Let us begin with the axial perturbations. The master perturbation equation is given

by [21, 7]
p_ + (Cw? =V )W =0. (3.12)

Here 7 is the tortoise coordinate in sGB gravity that satisfies 0,7 = 1/VAB. P is
the master variable for axial perturbation in sGB gravity, while V,™ is the corresponding
potential whose lengthy expression can be found in [21]. The coefficient C_ is given by

A 2
_ = 1-2 B, _— 4a B / " 11 ol . 1
O = A gapagyy 208 0+ e Bl S+ LA} (31

In the limit @ — 0, C_ — 1 while V,” — V,” and Eq. (3.12) reduces to the GR one in
Eq. (2.10). We can further perform a coordinate transformation from z to & to remove

C_:
dx
== \CO_ . (3.14)

Equation (3.12) then becomes

O +p_ 0z + (W =V, ) =0, (3.15)

where p_ = 0;C_/(2C_)*? and V, =V, /C_.
Next, we look at polar perturbations. The master equations for the metric and scalar
perturbations under the small coupling approximation are given by [21]

02y + pp 0y + (Crw® — V)b, = agg + a10:6, (3.16)
6+ (w2 = V)p = bothy + b10s1), . (3.17)

Here 1, and ¢ are the master metric and scalar perturbation variables respectively. For
example, ¢ is given by

So(t, 1) = \/12_7 / dt ¢(°‘;’r)nme—m. (3.18)

The scalar potential is given by [21]

- ASM?(r — 2M
V;ﬁ _ V;ﬁ — o 6/ (1” )

- : (3.19)
while the polar metric potential V," and other coefficients in Egs. (3.16) and (3.17) are
given in [21]. Notice that the two perturbation equations are coupled. Figure 4 presents

Vf and V," for various a. Notice that the potential decreases while the peak location
increases as one increases o.

C. Eikonal QNM Calculations

Let us now apply the eikonal technique to find QNM frequencies in sGB gravity [21].
We will look at axial and polar sectors separately.
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for three different choices of « (in the unit M = 1).

1. Auwial Perturbations

We begin by studying the axial perturbations. The procedure is the same as that in
GR described in Sec. [I1 B. We start by making an ansatz

= A_(7)eS- @/ (3.20)

with the amplitude function A_ and the phase function S_. Substituting this to
Eq. (3.15), expand in € < 1 and ¢ > 1 and dropping 9;S_, we find

= A —2aBA' ¢ f] 1/2
O — o /U = 0J0 21
S = V=t [T(?‘—4043¢'of6)] ’ 20

m

where U is given by _ _

We also need to account for the sGB correction to the peak location of the potential.
Solving U’ = 0, we find

6577 o fE?
rn = 3N {5000 3 (3.23)
to O(a?). Thus, under the small coupling approximation, we find
(0) 12 71987 042 62
= 1— . 3.24
YR T3 AN ( 174960 M4 (3:24)

We comment on the correspondence between QNM and null geodesics. Notice that
Eq. (3.21) is different from

A(rpn)
T'ph
obtained by combining Eqgs. (2.20) and (2.21). In particular, Eq. (3.21) depends on the
background scalar field. Thus, the correspondence does not work in non-GR theories in



11

general. However, for sGB gravity up to O(a?), the contribution from the background
scalar field cancels with the correction to 7, and one does recover Eq. (3.24) by using
Eq. (3.25) with rp, = 3M. Thus, the null geodesic correspondence still holds, at least up
to O(a?) in the axial sector.

We now move to finding the sub-leading contribution to the axial QNM frequencies.
We make the same ansatz to w as in Eq. (2.23). The only difference from the GR case is

to replace U by U and z to Z. For the real frequency, we find wg) = v/U,/2 and

1 g 71/2
wp = (€+1> \/U_mz(ul) [A_MBA%J%]

2 2 r(r—4aBoyfy) |,

1 1 71987 o fr?
=——— {4+ ) (1 o). 3.26
3\/§M< * 2) ( 174960 M4 ) (3.26)

For the imaginary frequency, we find

1 /d ! 1 121 2f12
oy B meagy

2\dz ), \ 2U, 6v/3M 174960 M4

under the small coupling approximation.

2. Polar Perturbations

We next turn our attention to the polar sector. This time, the situation is quite
different from the GR case as the perturbation equations for the metric and scalar fields
are coupled. Our starting point is the same by making the following ansatz:

by = A (D)5 @/ G = A, ()@ (3.28)

Notice that the phase functions are common in the two perturbations. Using this, we
find that the equation for w is biquadratic instead of quadratic:

w4 + F<€7 a, f’ T'm,; ng,m? ~’LiJr,m; Ad),m) w2 + G(6> a, f, T'm; g+,m> A+,m7 leqb,m) =0. (329)

Working in the small coupling assumption of o« < € (and setting the book-keeping pa-
rameter € to 1), we find the solution to w? as

2 & 1 S 8a’f 1 2
. ,m -
w2 = W{Hz (1—27@ 7 ) + oo [ +2(0—4iS],,)] } : (3.30)
with 14 560 a2l f§?
a
= (1 =) 31
Stm 27M? ( 2187 M* ) (3:31)
Notice that there are two solutions for w?. The mode with the +(—) sign corresponds
to the scalar-led (gravity-led) mode [17]. From the above equations, the leading eikonal
contribution to the real and imaginary frequencies are given by
14 4 a2t
= | 1£—= 3.32
1 44 22 f5?
=———— 1+ — o). 3.33
YT S BM ( 729 M ) (3:33)

Comparing these with the axial results (Egs. (3.26) and (3.27)), it is clear that the
isospectrality is broken in sGB gravity. Moreover, there are three independent QNM
frequencies: axial (gravity-led) mode, polar gravity-led mode, and polar scalar-led mode.
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D. Summary of Eikonal Expressions
We end this section by summarizing the eikonal expressions and comparing them with

the numerical results in [17]. We convert the expressions in terms of the ADM mass M,
using Eq. (3.10).

1. Auwial Perturbations

The axial QNM frequencies are given as follows:

1\ 1 4397 2§72
= (4= 1 0 3.34
“r ( +2) 3\/§M*( 21870 M > (334
| 1843 a2f72
=— 11— —— 0. 3.35
T T V3. ( 21870 M4 ) (3:35)

2. Polar Perturbations

For polar perturbations, the real frequency of the gravity-led mode is given by

g 4 04264 12
= [1- = o ). 3.36
“hm T 33, ( 27 M ) (3.36)

For the scalar-led mode, it turns out that the leading eikonal results are not sufficient to
accurately describe the numerical results. For this reason, we include the higher order
contributions:

(+1) 1 8a n 4 a?f Y 5249¢ N 1323
Wpy = ~———- |1 — ———— — —— .
T 3B, 2700+ 1)M2'0 T 27 (0 + 1) M2 960 ' 320
(3.37)
The imaginary frequencies for the gravity-led and scalar-led modes are given by
1 44 o202 fY
=— 14— 0. 3.38
ST TeVEML ( 729 M] ) (3:3%)

3. Comparison with Numerical Results

Let us now compare the above eikonal results with the numerical ones. We focus on
EdGB gravity with f = exp(¢)/4 and thus fj = 1/4. Figure 5 compares the real QNM
frequencies of the eikonal results found here with the numerical ones in [17] for the three
modes as a function of a. Notice that the eikonal expressions can accurately describe the
numerical results when « is small, where the small coupling approximation is valid. On
the other hand, the agreement between eikonal and numerical results for the imaginary
QNM frequency is not as good as the real frequency case and requires further study [21].

IV. DISCUSSIONS

The eikonal method reviewed here can be applied to theories other than GR and sGB
gravity. For example, Glampedakis and Silva [19] have applied it to dynamical Chern-
Simons gravity [18] which is a parity-violating gravity. In the action, a parity-violating
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FIG. 5. Various ¢ = 2 real QNM frequencies in EAGB gravity with fj = 1/4 [21]. We present
the frequency normalized by the GR Schwarzschild value (wg,s) as a function of the coupling
constant « (in the unit M = 1) for the analytic eikonal (solid curves) and numerical [17] (dots)
results. We show the frequencies for axial perturbation (green), polar gravity-led perturbation
(blue) and polar scalar-led perturbation (red). The eikonal results are obtained within the small
coupling approximation and thus is valid only when « is small.

term that is quadratic in curvature (Pontryagin density) is coupled to a pseudoscalar field.
QNM frequencies of BHs in this theory have been computed in [19-52]. For non-rotating
BHs, the background solution is the same as GR (Schwarzschild) and polar perturbation
equations are identical to GR. On the other hand, the axial perturbation is coupled to
the scalar perturbation, though the axial perturbation potential is identical to the GR
Regge-Wheeler potential. Hence, the analysis is much simpler than the sGB case.

In this chapter, we have focused on non-rotating BHs. A natural extension is to
consider rotating BHs. In many theories, analytic BH solutions with arbitrary rotation
have not been found yet while slowly-rotating solutions are available. This is indeed the
case with sGB gravity [11-10] and dynamical Chern-Simons gravity [11, 53-506]. A first
attempt on applying the eikonal analysis to slowly-rotating BHs to first order in spin in
non-GR theories has been carried out in [20].
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