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THE VIRTUAL EULER CHARACTERISTIC FOR BINARY MATROIDS

MADELINE BRANDT, JULIETTE BRUCE, AND DANIEL COREY

ABSTRACT. Inspired by Kontsevich’s graphic orbifold Euler characteristic we define a virtual

Euler characteristic for any finite set of isomorphism classes of matroids of rank r. Our main

result provides a simple formula for the virtual Euler characteristic for the set of isomor-

phism classes of matroids of rank r realizable over F2 (i.e., binary matroids). We prove this

formula by relating the virtual Euler characteristic for binary matroids to the point counts of

certain subsets of Grassmanians over finite fields. We conclude by providing several follow-up

questions in relation to matroids realizable over other finite prime fields, matroid homology,

and beta invariants.
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1. INTRODUCTION

As part of his work on graph chain complexes [9], Kontsevich stated the following fasci-
nating formula concerning graphs:

∑

G∈Γg

(−1)|E(G)|

|Aut(G)|
=

Bg

g(g−1)
(1)

where Bg denotes the g-th Bernoulli number and Γg is the set of isomorphism classes of
connected genus g graphs whose vertices are at least trivalent. See [2, 6, 13] for further
discussion and proofs of the above formula, and [4, § 10] for an analogous formula for graphs
with markings. In this paper we consider the question of whether similar formulas might
exist for matroids. More specifically, suppose C(r) is a finite set of isomorphism classes of
matroids of rank r, and let C(r, n) ⊂ C(r) be those (isomorphism classes of) matroids in C(r)
whose ground set has n elements. We define the virtual Euler characteristic of C(r) to be

χ(C(r))=
∑

n≥r

∑

Q∈C(r,n)

(−1)n

|Aut(Q)|
.

Here Aut(Q) denotes the automorphism group of the matroid Q, which is the group of bi-
jections of the ground set of Q preserving the bases of Q. The extent to which this virtual
Euler characteristic estimates the actual Euler characteristic of the corresponding matroid
homology chain complex in the sense of [1] depends on the asymptotic behavior of |Aut(Q)|
as the size of the ground set of Q grows. We discuss this further in §§4.1-2.

There are many natural classes of matroids one might take for C(r) in attempting to
generalize Equation (1), for instance, rank r simple matroids realizable over a fixed finite
field, rank r graphic matroids, rank r cographic matroids, and rank r regular matroids. In
this paper, we focus our attention to the case of binary matroids (i.e., matroids realizable
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over the finite field F2). Let B(r) be the set of isomorphism classes of simple binary matroids
of rank r. We prove the following Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1. The virtual Euler characteristic for binary matroids is given by

χ(B(r)) =
r

∏

i=1

1

(1−2i)
. (2)

Example 1.2. We verify the formula in Theorem 1.1 directly for the case r = 3. There are
7 matroids in B(3), pictured in Figure 1. Denote by Sn the symmetric group on {1,2, . . ., n}.
The automorphism groups of these matroids are, left to right, S3, S4, S3, D8 (the dihedral
group with 8 elements), S4, and PGL3(F2), which have orders 6, 24, 6, 8, 24, and 168,
respectively. Using this, one readily calculates χ(B(3)) =−1/21, and verifies Theorem 1.1 in
this case.

FIGURE 1. Rank 3 simple binary matroids

The proof of Theorem 1.1 revolves around the idea that counting isomorphism classes
of binary matroids can be phrased as a question of counting points of certain subsets of
Grassmanians. In particular, the key element of our proof is the following equality

∑

Q∈B(r,n)

1

|Aut(Q)|
=

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, n;F2)

∣

∣

∣

n!
(3)

where Grdc(r, n;F2)⊂Gr(r, n;F2) consists of those r-dimensional linear spaces in (F2)n realiz-
ing a simple binary matroid; see Proposition 2.2. Theorem 1.1 then follows from computing
the point count on the right-hand side above, which we do for Fq where q is a prime power.

In addition to pointing counting Grdc(r, n;Fq) we give a recursive formula for the class of

Grdc(r, n;Fq) in Grothendieck ring of varieties (see Proposition 4.2).

Remark 1.3. A p-matroid is a matroid realizable over Fp. It would be interesting to com-
pute the virtual Euler characteristic for the set of p-matroids for primes p 6= 2. The main
stumbling block in generalizing our arguments to other primes is that equation (3) fails for
p 6= 2 (see § 5.3).
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also thank Shiyue Li for helpful conversations during the beginning of this project and for
suggesting the potential connection to β-invariants. The first author is supported by the
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2. COUNTING BINARY MATROIDS VIA THE GRASSMANNIAN

Throughout we let [n] := {1,2, . . ., n} and write
([n]

r

)

for the set of subsets of [n] of size r.
We assume familiarity with matroids, and we point the unfamiliar reader to [11] as a good
reference. From the perspective of bases, a (r, n)–matroid is a nonempty subset Q ⊂

([n]
r

)

that satisfies the basis-exchange axiom. Here, the number r is the rank of Q, and [n] is its
ground set. We are primarily interested in matroids arising from matrices in the following
way. Denote by Mr,n(F) the set of full-rank r×n matrices with entries in the field F, and let

A ∈ Mr,n(F). Given a subset I ∈
([n]

r

)

, denote by AI the r×r submatrix formed by the columns
of A indexed by I (preserving their order). The matroid of A is

Q(A)=
{

I ∈
([n]

r

)

∣

∣

∣ det AI 6= 0
}

.

A (r, n)–matroid Q is realizable over F if it is of the form Q(A) for some A ∈ Mr,n(F). In this
case, the matrix A is a realization of Q. A binary matroid is a matroid realizable over F2.

The assignment A 7→ Q(A) is constant on orbits of the action GLr(F) æ Mr,n(F) by left
multiplication, so Q(A) depends only on the row span of A. The orbit space GLr(F)\Mr,n(F)
is known as the Grassmannian Gr(r, n;F), and it is a projective algebraic variety that pa-
rameterizes the r-dimensional linear subspaces of Fn. Given L ∈Gr(r, n;F), its matroid Q(L)
is Q(A) where L is the row span of A.

Proposition 2.1. The assignment L 7→Q(L) defines a bijection between Gr(r, n;F2) and the

set of all binary (r, n)–matroids.

Proof. Surjectivity of this map is tautological, so it suffices to prove injectivity. That is, we
must show that if A, A′ ∈ Mr,n(F2) are realizations of the same binary matroid Q, then there
is a T ∈ GLr(F2) such that T A = A′. Without loss of generality, assume that [r] := {1, . . ., r}

is a basis of Q, and that A, A′ are in row-reduced echelon form. That is, A = [Ir|B] and
A′ = [Ir|B

′] for matrices B = [b i j] and B′ = [b′
i j

] in Mr,n−r(F2). Then b i j = 1 if and only if

[r]∆{i, r+ j} ∈Q, if and only if b′
i j
= 1; here λ∆λ′ denotes the symmetric difference of sets.

Thus A = A′, as required. �

Denote by Grdc(r, n;F)⊂Gr(r, n;F) the distinct column locus of the Grassmannian, i.e., the
set of r-dimensional linear subspaces represented by matrices whose columns are distinct
and not identically zero. This is an open subvariety of Gr(r, n;F), see Proposition 4.1. In view
of Proposition 2.1, the set Grdc(r, n;F2) may be identified with the set of matrices A ∈ Mr,n(F2)
in row-reduced echelon form, whose columns are distinct and not identically zero. Since two
vectors in (F2)r are distinct if and only if they are not scalar multiples of each other, we see
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that Grdc(r, n) is the set of r-dimensional linear subspaces whose matroids are simple, i.e.,
have no loops or parallel elements. So Proposition 2.1 also implies that |Grdc(r, n;F2)| equals
the number of simple binary (r, n)–matroids.

The automorphism group of a matroid Q on [n] is the subgroup of Sn consisting of the
permutations on [n] that preserve the bases of Q. Denote by B(r, n) the set of isomorphism
classes of simple binary (r, n)–matroids.

Proposition 2.2. We have

∑

Q∈B(r,n)

1

|Aut(Q)|
=

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, n;F2)

∣

∣

∣

n!
.

Proof. Let OQ = {Q′ : Q′ ∼=Q}. By the orbit-stabilizer formula, we have |Sn| = |Aut(Q)||OQ|.
Rearranging this identity and summing over all matroids Q ∈B(r, n) gives

∑

Q∈B(r,n)

1

|Aut(Q)|
=

1

n!

∑

Q∈B(r,n)

|OQ|.

The sum that appears on the right is exactly the number of simple binary (r, n)–matroids.
As remarked above, this number is |Grdc(r, n;F2)| by Proposition 2.1. �

3. COUNTING POINTS IN THE DISTINCT COLUMN LOCUS OF THE GRASSMANNIAN

By Proposition 2.2, we have

χ(B(r)) =
∑

n≥r

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, n;F2)

∣

∣

∣ .

The main result of this section is the following Theorem 3.1, in which we compute the analog
of the right-hand side of this equation where F2 is replaced by any finite field Fq where q = pe

for any prime number p.

Theorem 3.1. We have

∑

n≥r

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=

r
∏

i=1

1

(1− qi)
.

Remark 3.2. This result proves Theorem 1.1 by setting q = 2 and applying Proposition 2.2.

We prove Theorem 3.1 by induction on r, starting with r = 1. The elements of Grdc(1, n;Fq)
are in bijection with ordered (n−1)–tuples of distinct elements of Fq \{0,1}, and so

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣

n!
=

(q−2)!

n!(q−n−1)!
=

1

n

(

q−2

n−1

)

.

Summing over n and applying [14, Identity 24] yields the theorem for r = 1.
Then, it suffices to show that

qr+1−1
∑

n=r+1

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r+1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=
−1

qr+1 −1

qr−1
∑

n=r

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣ . (4)
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As a steps towards proving the identity in (4) we observe that

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r+1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=

n
∑

k=r+1

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, k−1;Fq)

∣

∣

∣

n
∏

j=k+1

(qr+1
− j). (5)

To see this suppose A ∈ Mr+1,n(Fq) is in row-reduced echelon form. Denote by k the column
index of (0, . . . ,0,1)t. The upper-left r × (k − 1) submatrix of A represents an element of
Grdc(r, k−1;Fq), and there are

∏n
j=k+1(qr+1 − j) many ways to fill in the remaining columns

to the right of the kth column, and Equation (5) follows. See §4 for a promotion of Equation
(5) to the Grothendieck ring of varieties.

Using (5) we may rewrite the left hand side of Equation (4) so that it is enough for us to
show the following identity

qr+1−1
∑

n=r+1

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r+1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=

qr+1−1
∑

n=r+1

(−1)n

n!

n
∑

k=r+1

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, k−1;Fq)

∣

∣

∣

n
∏

j=k+1

(qr+1
− j).

Switching the indices and re-arranging terms, we have

qr+1−1
∑

n=r+1

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r+1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=

qr
∑

k=r+1

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, k−1;Fq)

∣

∣

∣

qr+1−1
∑

n=k

(−1)n

n!

n
∏

j=k+1

(qr+1
− j). (6)

Here, the upper bound on k is qr because
∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, k−1;Fq)

∣

∣

∣= 0 for k larger than qr.

In Lemma 3.3 below, we compute the numerical sum in the right hand side of Equation 6.
This allows us to write

qr+1−1
∑

n=r+1

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r+1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=

qr
∑

k=r+1

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, k−1;Fq)

∣

∣

∣

(−1)k

(qr+1 −1)(k−1)!
.

Re-indexing, we find

qr+1−1
∑

n=r+1

(−1)n

n!

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r+1, n;Fq)

∣

∣

∣=

qr−1
∑

k=r

(−1)k+1

(qr+1−1)

∣

∣

∣Gr
dc(r, k;Fq)

∣

∣

∣

k!

as desired.

Lemma 3.3. Fix a natural number r ∈ Z≥0. For any natural number k such that r ≤ k ≤

qr+1−1:

qr+1−1
∑

n=k

(−1)n

n!

n
∏

j=k+1

(qr+1
− j)=

(−1)k

(qr+1−1)(k−1)!
. (7)

Proof. We proceed by descending induction upon k. For the base notice that when k = qr+1−1
we may directly evaluate the sum on the left-hand side of Equation (7):

qr+1−1
∑

n=qr+1−1

(−1)n

n!

n
∏

j=qr+1

(qr+1
− j)=

(−1)qr+1−1

(pr+1 −1)!
=

(−1)qr+1−1

(qr+1−1)((qr+1−1)−1)!
.
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We now show that if Equation (7) holds true for k+1 then it holds true for k. Split-off the
n = k summand on the left hand side of (7) to get

qr+1−1
∑

n=k

(−1)n

n!

n
∏

j=k+1

(qr+1
− j)=

(−1)k

k!
+

qr+1−1
∑

n=k+1

(−1)n

n!

n
∏

j=k+1

(qr+1
− j)

and then factor out (qr+1− (k+1)) to get

=
(−1)k

k!
+ (qr+1

− (k+1))
qr+1−1
∑

n=k+1

(−1)n

n!

n
∏

j=k+2

(qr+1
− j).

Since Equation (7) holds true for k+1 we may simplify the sum in the parentheses, giving

=
(−1)k

k!
+

(−1)k+1(qr+1− (k+1))

(qr+1−1)k!
.

Further simplifying gives the desired claim. �

4. CONNECTIONS TO THE GROTHENDIECK RING OF VARIETIES

In this section we show that the formula in Equation (5) has a promotion to an equality
in the Grothendieck ring of varieties. By a F-variety we mean a reduced separated finite
type F-scheme. Denote by K0(VarF ) the Grothendieck ring of F-varieties. Given a F-variety
X , we denote by [X ] the corresponding element of K0(VarF ). We may consider the class of
Grdc(r, n) in K0(VarF ) by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. The subset Grdc(r, n;F)⊂Gr(r, n;F) is an open subvariety.

We use Plücker coordinates to prove this. Fix L ∈ Gr(r, n;F) given by the row-span of a
matrix A ∈ Mr,n(F). For I ∈

([n]
r

)

Denote by AI the submatrix of A formed by the columns
indexed by I, in increasing order. The homogeneous Plücker coordinates of L are:

pI(L) := det AI for I ∈
([n]

r

)

.

These coordinates are well-defined up to multiplication by an element of F \{0}.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. For a matrix A, denote by A i the ith column of A. Given indices
i 6= j, set

S i j =

{

L = rowspan(A)
∣

∣

∣ A i = A j

}

and S i =

{

L = rowspan(A)
∣

∣

∣ A i = 0
}

.

These are Zariski-closed subsets of Gr(r, n;F) since

S i j =

{

L ∈Gr(r, n;F)
∣

∣

∣ pI∪i(L)= pI∪ j(L) for all |I| = r−1, with i, j ∉ I
}

S i =

{

L ∈Gr(r, n;F)
∣

∣

∣ pI∪i(L)= 0 for all |I| = r−1, and i ∉ I
}

.

The proposition now follows from the fact that Grdc(r, n;F) is obtained from Gr(r, n;F) by
removing the loci S i j and S i. �
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Given a variety X denote by Confm(X ) the configuration space of ordered m distinct points
in X . We promote Equation (5) to a recursive equality in K0(VarFq

) that relates [Grdc(r+

1, n;Fq)] to [Grdc(r, k−1;Fq)] and [Confn−k(Ar+1
Fq

\{k+1 points})].

Proposition 4.2. For r ≥ 1 and n ≥ r+1, we have

[Grdc(r+1, n;Fq)]=
n
∑

k=r+1

[Grdc(r, k−1;Fq)][Confn−k(Ar+1
Fq

\{k+1 points})]. (8)

Proof of Proposition 4.2. For r+1≤ k ≤ n, define

Zk =

{

L ∈Grdc(r+1, n;Fq)
∣

∣

∣ pI(L)= 0 for all I ∈
([k−1]

r+1

)

}

.

The Zk’s are closed subsets of Grdc(r+1, n;Fq) and Grdc(r+1, n;Fq)= Zr+1 ⊃ Zr+2 ⊃ ·· ·Zn−1 ⊃

Zn =;. Set Yk = Zk \ Zk+1. In terms of matrices, given L = rowspan(A) in Grdc(r+1, n;Fq)
where A is in row-reduced echelon form, L ∈ Zk if the (r+1)st pivot of A occurs in column
≥ k, whereas L ∈Yk if the (r+1)st pivot of A occurs in column k. We claim that

Yk
∼=Grdc(r, k−1;Fq)×Confn−k(Ar+1

Fq
\{k+1 points}).

Suppose L ∈ Yk is given by the row-span of A ∈ Mr+1,n(Fq) which is in row-reduced echelon
form. Then the kth row is the vector (0, . . . ,0,1)t. Therefore, the row-span of the upper-left
r×(k−1) matrix is an element of Grdc(r, k−1). The remaining columns can be any collection
of distinct nonzero vectors in Fr+1

q that are also different from the first k columns. This
proves the claim. So, we have

[Grdc(r+1, n;Fq)]=
n
∑

k=r+1

[Yk]=
n
∑

k=r+1

[Grdc(r, k−1;Fq)][Confn−k(Ar+1
Fq

\{k+1 points})].

as required. �

Equation (5) follows from Proposition 4.2 by applying the ring homomorphism

K0(VarFp
)→Z [X ] 7→ |X (Fq)|

to the right-hand-side of Equation (8).

5. FUTURE QUESTIONS

5.1. Homology of matroid complexes. Matroid complexes are defined in [1] as a general-
ization of Kontsevich’s graph complex [9]. One may consider a variant of these complexes de-
fined on specific minor closed classes of matroids. For example, we define the Fp–realizable
matroid complex C(p, r) in the following way. Let C(p, r)n be the Q-vector space with a gen-
erator [Q,ν] where Q is a simple (r, n)–matroid and ν : [n]→ [n] is a bijection, which is called
an orientation. These are subject to the relation [Q,ν] ∼ [Q′,ν′] where g : Q→Q′ is an iso-
morphism and τ ∈Sn is the composition τ = ν′ ◦ g ◦ν−1. As in the graph complex case, the
Q-vector space C(p, r)n is spanned by [Q,ν] as Q runs through (representatives of) isomor-
phism classes of alternating (r, n)–matroids, i.e., those whose automorphism group have no
odd permutations (e.g., simple transpositions). There are two natural choices for the differ-
ential. One could define ∂ : C(p, r)n → C(p, r)n−1 by sending [Q,ν] to an alternating sum of

7



element deletions with induced orientations similar to the graph theoretic case. Compare to
[5, §4]. Alternatively, the boundary map could be defined as an alternating sum of element
contractions.

Question 5.1. What is the homology of the complex C(p, g)?

One could define similar complexes with p-matroids replaced by a different minor-closed col-
lection of matroids, e.g., graphic, cographic, or regular. Denote the corresponding complexes
by G(g), G ′(g), and R(g), respectively.

Question 5.2. What are the homologies of G(g), G ′(g), and R(g)?

Remark 5.3. Note that a similar a complex very similar to R(g) was introduced in [3, § 5.2]
in studying the top-weight cohomology of the moduli space of principally polarized abelian
varieties of dimension g.

To get an estimate of the sizes of these homologies, one could study the Euler characteristic
of these chain complexes. As remarked by Kontsevich in [9], it may be easier to evaluate
the orbifold Euler characteristic of these chain complexes, where we count each matroid
Q with weight 1/|Aut(Q)|. This orbifold Euler characteristic differs from the virtual Eu-

ler characteristic defined in the introduction in that it only considers alternating matroids.
Thus, understanding the asymptotic behavior of automorphism groups of matroids could
shed light on the relationship between these two definitions of orbifold Euler characteristic.

5.2. Asymptotics of matroid automorphism groups. It is conjectured in [10] that asymp-
totically almost all matroids have a trivial automorphism group, and some progress on this
is made in [12]; in particular, they show that asymptotically almost all sparse-paving ma-
troids have trivial automorphism group (and it is conjectured in [10] that almost all matroids
are sparse-paving).

Question 5.4. What is the asymptotic behavior of automorphism groups for specific minor
closed classes of matroids, like binary, graphic, cographic, or regular matroids?

If, as expected in the collection of all matroids and proved in the class of sparse-paving
matroids, these automorphism groups are asymptotically almost always trivial, then the
virtual Euler characteristic defined in the introduction provides a good estimate of the Eu-
ler characteristic of the corresponding matroid homology chain complex. However, it is
unclear if this expectation is true. In fact, the analogous statement for graphs that appear
in Kontsevich’s graph complex, see [2].

5.3. Extending to other primes. Given that Theorem 3.1 holds for all primes p, it is
natural to wonder if we can compute analogous virtual Euler characteristics for arbitrary
primes p. We make this question precise as follows. Recall that a p-matroid is a matroid
that is realizable over Fp. Let Bp(r) be the set of isomorphism classes of simple p-matroids
of rank r, and Bp(r, n) ⊂ B(r) those on the ground set [n] = {1, . . ., n}. Define the p-matroid

8



virtual Euler characteristic by

χ(Bp(r))=
∑

n≥r

∑

Q∈Bp(r,n)

(−1)n

|Aut(Q)|
.

Question 5.5. Write a formula for χ(Bp(r)).

The main obstruction to proving an analogue of Theorem 1.1 using our methods is that
Proposition 2.2 fails. Consider p = 3. There are four linear subspaces of Gr(2,3;F3) that
realize the uniform (2,3)–matroid which are given by the row spans of the matrices:

[

1 0 1
0 1 1

]

,

[

1 0 −1
0 1 1

]

,

[

1 0 1
0 1 −1

]

,

[

1 0 −1
0 1 −1

]

,

whereas Proposition 2.2 says that over F2 there is only one. Thus, to get a formula for
χ(Bp(r)), we need to know the number of points the matroid stratum for each Q, i.e., the
points in Gr(r, n;Fp) realizing Q. See [7, 8] for some results in this direction.

5.4. Beta invariants. The characteristic polynomial χQ(t) of a matroid Q is a well-known
invariant of a matroid which generalizes the chromatic polynomial of a graph. Shiyue Li
observed similarity between the numbers appearing in Theorem 1.1 and the characteristic
polynomial of Pr

F2
, which is is

χPr
F2

(t)=
r

∏

i=0
(t−2i),

see [15, Chapter 7]. In order to draw a precise connection to Theorem 1.1, we study a related
but lesser-known invariant of a matroid called the beta invariant.

Definition 5.6 ([15], Chapter 7). The beta invariant β(Q) of a rank-r matroid Q is the
derivative of the characteristic polynomial of the matroid Q evaluated at 1.

Then, the beta invariant of Pr
F2

is β(Pr
F2

)= (2−1)(22−1) · · · (2r −1). So,

β(Pr
F2

)=
(−1)r

χ(B(r))
.

This equation relates an invariant of the matroid Pr
F2

to a computation about all simple
binary matroids. If there was a direct proof to this formula, it could perhaps generalize to
give the p-matroid virtual Euler characteristic.
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