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8 Abstract

O\ In a recent series of papers evidence has been presentedrfelations between solar activity and nuclear decay rafdss
() 'includes an apparent correlation between Earth-Sun distand data taken at Brookhaven National Laboratory (BN, @t
@ the Physikalisch-Technische Bundesanstalt (PTB). Alghotinese correlations could arise from a direct interadbierween the
D decaying nuclei and some particles or fields emanating flensun, they could also represent an “environment@oe arising
from a seasonal variation of the sensitivities of the BNL &¥B detectors due to changes in temperature, relative hitymid

o background radiation, etc. In this paper, we present alddtanalysis of the responses of the detectors actuallyingbe BNL
N and PTB experiments, and show that sensitivities to seasariations in the respective detectors are likely too $noaproduce
~—the observed fluctuations.
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1. Introduction However, the same cannot be said of the data of Refs.
4,15,/6] since the annually varying decay rates reportedésé
eferences could in principle arise from a number of conven-
tional systematic influences on the detectors employedsseth
experiments rather than from a modulation of the decay rates
mselves. The object of the present paper is to analyze the
BNL and PTB data in detail in anflert to disentangle envi-

In a recent series of papers [1,[2, 3] evidence has been pr
1 sented suggesting a correlation between nuclear decayaade
solar activity. This evidence came from analyses of datanfro
LO three independent sources. The first was data taken at Purd
% University during a period which included the solar flare of

2006 December 13, which exhibited a statistically significa ronmental influences on the detector systems used in each ex-

g . ., o0 @ StASH .
- dip in the counting rate of*Mn coincident in time with the o imantfrom a possible contribution originating from gn,

Sr? Iarr] f:?ﬁ [l']l'. Th? ;esgondBwaskﬁ ata frﬁm_a mlelz_isgrement fhich could dfect the intrinsic decay rates. The detector sys-
tBeNLa A-,I € (dl/zg 0 hi dldat rookhaven atlorlja q a (()jratofr)é tem used in th&*Mn data set associated with the 2006 Decem-
(@) ( ) [4], and the third data set was an extended study o ®ber 13 solar flare will also be discussed.

— tector stability via measurements of the decay rate®#u,
= 1Eu, and®®Ra at the Physikalisch-Technische Bundesanstalt,
>< (PTB) in Germany![5,.6]. The BNL and PTB data revealed pe
« riodic variations in measured decay rates which approx@ipat
(O correlated with Earth-Sun distance. Taken together the afat
Refs. [1,2]/ 3| 4,15,/6] raise the possibility that nuclearayec

Although there are many mechanisms through which experi-
ental detectors can be influenced by environmental faciors
“useful starting point for the present analysis is the repaper

by Semkow, et al.| [8] in which the authors attempt to explain
both the BNL [4, 9] and PTB_[5,/6, 10] data in terms of sea-
sonal temperature variations. In what follows we will anzaly

; X . . "Hese experiments in detail and show explicitly why the mech
mechanism, perhaps involving solar neutrinos. anisms proposed by Semkow et al. to explain the BNIB

54 H ¥ : - - - s

. Thfe Mhn data pretsetntked in Re .th[l] were a sfetrles of sut?]cesdata are not likely to be correct. This analysis can thusesasv

sve four-nour counts faken over the course ot iwo momntns ag template for similar analyses of other past and future xpe
part of a half-life measurement. The selection of a fourrhou

. . . .~ ments on half-life determinations to evaluate possibleceal
count time allowed for a time resolution capable of detertin

the solar flare, which lasted approximately 43 minutes [(jeD environmental influences.
to the short counting period, the counts were presumabénins
sitive to typical seasonal environmentékets, such as temper- 2. The PTB lonization Chamber Detector
ature, pressure, background, etc.
In the course of experiments at the PTB [5] which were in-
*Corresponding author tended to evaluate the stability of detector systems eneplay
Email address: jere@purdue.edu (Jere H. Jenkins) the measurement of half-lives, e {?Eu (T1/2=4936.6(20)d),
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the authors reported an oscillation in the decay rate of thaince the ionization currentis essentially independetit®fp-
long-lived standard??®Ra (T;,,=1600(7)y) used in the mea- plied voltage in the ion chamber regian [11]. This is due to
surements. These fluctuations were attributed by the amithothe fact that, as pointed out above, the bias voltage applied
to a “discharge #ect on the charge collecting capacitor, the an ionization chamber is chosen to béhsiently high to pre-
cables and insulator to the ionization chamber electrodsezh  vent appreciable recombination of the generated eledtmon-
by background radioactivity such as radon and daughtershwhi pairs, while at the same time not providing enough energy to
are known to show seasonal concentration changes [5]” .4t wacause multiplication of electron-ion pairs within the dete. It
also proposed elsewhere [8] that the variations in the nmedsu follows that the output current from the detector will be dxs
activity of the??°Ra source were caused by variations of thesolely on the number of electron-ion pairs generated byrthe i
density of the argon working gas within the detector chambecident radiation and collected at the electrodes within.
itself, caused by seasonal changes in the ambient temperatu  Since it is the ionization of the argon gas within the detecto
This and other potential systematifexts, such as changes in that provides the measure of the energy deposited withihdy t
ambient pressure, humidity, background radiation or ed@t  incident radiation, and thus the activity of the sourcesein-
fluctuations, are indeed possible explanations for therebde alyzed, it follows that changes in the properties of the gésim
variations and should be examined. An alternative propmsal the detector, such as the atom density, cofiieichthe measure-
these explanations, as suggested in Ref. [2], was that the oments. However, since the number of molesdf argon gas
cillations of the?”Ra measurements were not caused by localithin the PTB detector is constant, the density = p of the
perturbations to the detector system, but were due to the infl gas will also be constant, unless the volundg ¢f the detector
ence of fields or particles such as neutrinos emanating fnem t changes. Using the ideal gas la®y = nRT, whereR is the
Sun. In what follows, we will examine possible environmen-gas constanfl is the temperature, arfelis the pressure, it fol-
tal influences on the detector system, and determine which déws that if the volume is also constant (a non-constantrmelu
these, if any, could be responsible for the fluctuations & th will be addressed below) then the detector system is destrib
226Ra measurements. by P1/T1 = P,/T,, where 1 and 2 denote the initial and final
To evaluate which environmental influences may have causecbnditions, respectively. Hence, the onljeet of a change in
the fluctuations in the detector, it is helpful to understandoom temperature is to change the pressure inside the detect
how the detector utilized in the PTB experiments works. TheAnd, since the ionization potential of argon is known to be a
measurements were taken with a high-pressuteidnization  constant over all pressures from 1 to 200 bar [12], it follows
chamber, Model IG12, manufactured by 20th Century (nowthat there should be no change in the response of the detector
Centronic, Ltd.), which was filled with argon to 20 atm (2 MPa) changes in the room temperature if the volume of the detector
by the manufacturer, then welded shut prior to delivery ® th is constant.
user (Trevor Alloway, Centronic Ltd., private communicatj We next consider the smalifects that may arise from a vol-
2009). Therefore, the number of atoms of the working gas, arume change due to expansion or contraction of the steel walls
gon, within the detector is constant throughout the lifetiefi  of the PTB detector as the room temperature increases or de-
the detector, irrespective of the external temperatuesqure creases. The outer case and the bulkheads of the detector cha
or relative humidity. ber are manufactured using Mild Steel (Trevor Alloway, Cen-
The ionization chamber for the PTB experiments was opertronic Ltd., private communication, 2009), and typical five
ated in a “current” mode, as is typical with ionization chard  cients of linear expansion, for steel range from 9x10°K !
in this application. Here, the output current of the dete®o to 17x 10°°K~1. For our analysis here, we will use an average
generated by the collection of electron-ion pairs createthb  value of 13x 10°K~%, and assume that the expansion of the
ionization of the argon gas inside. These electron-iorsgaise  metal is isotropic. Based on the stated dimensions of the de-
from photon interactions within the gas, and from the inter-tector, radius 9.25 cm and length 42.7 cm, and neglecting the
action of photoelectrons and Compton electrons generated small volume of the re-entrant tube (well), the initial voig,
photon interactions in the wall of the re-entrant tube, \ulien Vv, of the chamber at the initial temperature can be calculated
enter the working gas also causing ionization. lonizatiteme-  to be~11477.9 cr. The change in volume\V, arising from
bers operate at fliciently high bias voltages to prevent recom- a changeAT, in temperature is
bination of the electron-ion pairs generated by the intéoas
of photons, photoelectrons, and Compton electrons in tke ga Vo + AV
In the case of the PTB measurements, that voltage was 500V.
The electrodes (anode and cathode) of the detector are con-
tained within the chamber of the detector itself, and thede ¢ and hence the new volume of the cylinder will be 11478.8 cm
lect the electrons and ions created via the radiation iotier@s.  for a 1°C increase in temperature in the room. The change in
The current output is then the result of the of electronsectdld  volume is thus~4 parts in 100,000, and would then result in a
at the anode, which is 1.44 x 108Amp- Roentgen® - hr!  fractional density change o4 x 10°°, which is two orders of
(httpy/www.centronic.co.ukonisation.htrn, 2009). One obvi- magnitude smaller than the density change proposed in|&ef. [
ous systematic variable that can be quickly examined is varito explain the PTB data. Additionally, it should be notedttha
ation in the bias voltage. However, ionization chambers ar¢his is adecrease in density, not an increase as claimed in Ref.
known for their insensitivity to applied bias voltage chasg [8], since the same number of gas atoms now occupy a negligi-
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bly larger volume. We can therefore conclude that tempegatu  We next turn to the possible contributions from background
increases would lead to lower density of the working mediunradiation of cosmic and terrestrial origins, such as 4¥&n
in the detector, and thus to lower counts in the summer, as olvariations considered by Siegert, et al. [5], and Schrati@} [
served in the PTB data. However, in order to achievexd @3  as the cause of the annual variation of tfiRa measurements.
fractional change in density, which would cause a corredpon Although???Rn concentrations do exhibit seasonal as well as
ing fractional change in the ionization and subsequenectyr diurnal variations|[13| 14, 15, 16, 117,118,119/ 20], the ac-
the room temperature would need to change h9C°C, which  tual activities are quite small, on the order of 15-90/84,
is unrealistic. which are far below the activities of the sources being mea-
In contrast to the operation of the Centronic IG12 ioniza-sured. Specifically, an analysis performed by Abbady, et al.
tion chamber employed in Ref.|[5] and described above, whose Hannover, Germany [18] (which is60 km from the PTB
density dependence is characteriggd) ~ constant we next in Braunschweig), measured indoor concentrationg?éRn
consider a hypothetical detector in which the pressBreand  inside the Centre for Radiation Protection and Radioegolog
the volume,V, are held constant, which is the setup studied(ZSR) at Hannover University. The data were collected fer th
in Ref. [8]. In this case, we find from the ideal gas law thatperiod of one year, with measurements taken every two hours
pT =~ constant, so thahp = —AT/T. The change in inten- daily, from which monthly averages were calculated for each
sity Al of y-rays passing through a thickneas of absorb-  two hour interval. The data, shown in Table 1 of Ref.| [18], do
ing material with density is given byAl/l = upAx where  exhibit a small annual variation in the concentratiorP&Rn
u is the absorption cdicient, and this leads to the famil- inside the ZSR fiices (an institutional building which can be
iar result [11]1 = l,exp(—upx). Without loss of generality, assumed to be somewhat similar to the institutional bugslin
we can express the counting rdte) asC = C, (1 - 1/1y), at PTB), with the minimum and maximum concentrations oc-
whereC, is an appropriate normalization constant, and hencegurring in February and May, respectively. Interestinghe
AC/Ap = uxexp(—upXx). To obtain the temperature dependenceday/night variation shown in Ref. | [18] appears to be larger
of C, we then replacg\p| by |o] AT/T which gives than the annual variation, with the minimum and maximum
AT occurring at 1600 and 0800, respectively. Plots of the time-
—. (2) averaged data and the monthly averaged data from Ref. [18]
T are shown in Figs[d1 arld 2. The diurndlezt is clearly evi-
Although this reproduces Eq. 1 of Rel.| [8], we see from thedent, with the early morning maximum activity concentratio
preceding discussion that this result only applies to aatete possibly happening while the heating, ventilation and ait-c
for which pT = constant. This is not the case for the PTB ditioning (HVAC) systems arefbor in a lower functional state,
detector, which is characterized pyT) ~ constant as noted as is typical in large institutional buildings. It shouldalbe
above. One can illustrate the practicafeience between these noted thaf?’Rn concentrations are known to be dependent on
two cases by using the values farp, andx quoted in Ref.[[8]:  air density, which is in turn dependent on temperaturetivela
u = 0.07703cm/g, p = 0.03567gcm?, andx = 144cm. We  humidity and pressure, as well as on precipitation. It foio
find yox = 0.0396, and hencéAC/C| = 0.98|AT/T|. By way that since the warmest part of the day is generally late -after
of contrast, for the actual PTB detector, the only depenglencnoon, and the coolest is early morning, a diurn@éet is an
of p(T) on T is through the small thermal expansion of the understandable result. The annual variation is less obylmut
detector chamber, as discussed above. Using fiicieat of it appears that a maximum occurs in SumfAetumn.
volume expansiol = 39 x 10°6(°C)~* for steel, we find from While the preceding information and analyses do not com-
the preceding analysjdp/p| = 0.98|-AV/V| = 4x 10°. For  pletely rule out an fect caused by??Rn, it appears that not
T=300K, we then find for the assumed temperature change ianly are the resulting activities quite small, but addititythe
Ref. [8], AT = 0.91°C,|AC/C| = 3.2 x 107° for the actual PTB  phase and period of tfé’Rn concentrations do not match those

_ Hoxe*
T 1—emx

detector. This is~100 times smaller than the vali&C/C| = of the 22°Ra measurement variations reported in Ref. [5] and
2.9x 1073 claimed in Ref. [[8] from an inappropriate application later analyzed in Ref. [2].
of the ideal gas law to the actual PTB detector. Other contributions to background in the PTB measurements

It follows from the preceding discussion that the expecfed e would be of terrestrial and cosmic origins, such as muons, or
fects of temperature on the IG12 ionization chamber usdtkint photons fronf°K decay. Hforts were made by Siegert, et al.
PTB measurements are much smaller than the measured flucto- reduce the background by use of significant lead shielding
ations in the??’Ra data. We then turn to other possible envi-around the detector|[5, 21]. However, it should be noted that
ronmental &ects, such as humidity, ambient air pressure, othe??°Ra data provided by Schrader (H. Schrader, private com-
ambient air density, which are less likely tfext the detector munication, 2006) for the analysis presented in Ref. [2]ever
chamber itself since the detector is a closed system. Mereov already corrected for background, which obviates the need f
these ffects are not likely to have arffect on the very small analyses of these backgrounfileets. Nevertheless, a discus-
air gap between the source and wall of the detector wellgsincsion of those possible backgroundsis presented below. &lr an
the 4ry ionization chamber is measuring the photons (gamysis of environmental radiation at ground level was coneldict
mas and bremsstrahlung) emitted by the sources, the fluxes b Wissmann at the PTB [19], utilizing data from the Cosmic
which would have little dependence on the marginal air dgnsi Radiation Dosimetry Site, situated on a lake near the PT&-lab
changes in the small air gap. ratory. The results of the analysis, which corrected fortflae
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Figure 1:222Rn hourly averaged concentration obtained from Table 1 of Ab Figure 2:222Rn monthly averaged concentration obtained from Table 1tf A

bady et al. The data were taken at the Centre for Radiatiote@ion and bady et al. The data were taken from June 2000 through May, 20@1 are

Radioecology (ZSR) at Hannover University from July 2000uoe 2001. arranged here January through December. See caption teeBdor further
details.

tions in weather and solaffects, exhibited an annual variation _ N
of £6.9nSvh2, which is equivalent to a dose variation equal to Part of the evaluation of detector system stability presipu
+1.92% 10°3nSv- sL. Given the initial amount 0t2%Ra in the  discussed. In the course of these measurements, a separate

PTB source, 30Qg, which would have had an initial activity —-EU calibration source was used to measure the changes in
of 11.1 MBg, the activity would be-88.8 MBq after 40 years eﬂici_ency of the Ge(Li) detector_ which was one of the three
due to the ingrowth of the radioactive daughters. Utilizihg ~ Semi-conductor detectors examined. A plot of measurements
more conservative activity value of 11.1 MBg, the gamma dos&f the dficiency of a Ge(Li) detector versus time, which is pre-
rate from the source can be estimated te-l®1x 10'nSv-s 1, se_nted in Fig. 2 of Rgf. [5], exhibits a similar perl_od of 1 yea
which is 7 orders of magnitude larger than the variation i th Shifted by half a period (or about 6 months), with an ampli-
cosmic dose rate reported in Ref. [19]. We can therefore corfde of about 0.5%. Thefieciency of a detector is determined
clude that seasonal variations in cosmic radiation backgglo PY comparison of the measured counts taken with the detector
would likely have little if any &ect on the PTB detector sys- [0 the expected output of a known source in a fixed geometry.
tem. Thus, for the Ge(Li) measurement of téEu point source, the
Returning briefly to the background radiation fré&Rn, it minima of the éficiency curve represent a deficit in counts (with
should also be noted sin@&Ra decays td?%Rn, the decay '€SPeCtto the expected counts based on the known activdty an
chain of?2?Rn is identical to the decay chain %ﬁ%Ra. ifthe half-life of the standard), while the maxima represent acess
222Rn daughters are in equilibrium with the relatively constan ©f counts. Specifically, the minima of thefieiency plot fall
222Rn concentration of 55 Bg, the activity of2?Rn and its €& the beginning of the calendar year for the Ge(Li) detgct
daughters at any time will be, 300Bq, which equates to a which is opposite to the signal seen in the ionization chambe
gamma dose rate ef 0.58nSv s-L. This value is five orders of Measurements 6f°Ra. This appears to call into question the
magnitude smaller than the dose rate of3¥&a source itself, conclusion of Jenkins, et all[2] that decay rates are sirdply

Hence, it can be safely assumed that even with a variation df€ndent on the distance of tzhe Earth from the Sun. However,
the atmospheri@??Rn concentration 0£100% (which is sig- the fact that the period of tH&?Eu data is the same, but shifted

nificantly larger than the actual variation noted in Réf.[jj18 Py half a period, still suggests a possible link to the E&tim
the even larger activity o 600Bq would yield a new gamma distance. o

dose rate of 1.16 nSv- s, which is still four orders of mag- ~ This possibility is supported by an examination of the decay
nitude smaller than the dose from #%Ra source itself. This Modes of*Eu which has two branches, K-capture (72.10%)
effectively rules out a dischargdfect on cables, etc. arising @nds~ decay (27.90%) [22] . The 1408 keV photon measured
from charged particles or photons produced®Rn daughters with the Ge(Li) detector|[5] only arises from the K-capture

as the cause of the measured variations reported in[Ref. [5]. branch, and is seen in 21.07% of the decays (there is no pho-
ton of that energy in thg~ decay branch)[22]. In contrast to

the Ge(Li) detector, the ionization chamber is incapabléi®f
3. The PTB Solid State Detector criminating among the étierent photons measured, and hence
could not track the 1408 keV photon separately, as it would be
The >Eu and®>Eu samples studied by Siegert, et al. [5] lost in the sum of all the photons emitted by the sample. The
were measured with threeffirent semi-conductor detectors as phase of thé®?Eu data could thus be understood if K-capture
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modes responded to an external influence oppositely fom the same multiplication process regardless of its posdfdar-
decays. mation, and the multiplication factor will be [the] same &if

In Refs. [1, 2] the conjecture was put forward that a field ororiginalion pairs.” [11] If the charge pulse of all of the eteons
particle emanating from the Sun, possibly neutrinos, might collected at the anode per event is larger than the discaitmin
enhancing or interfering with the decay of radioactive ided.  level setting after amplification, a count is then recordgthie
Since the quantum mechanical details of the K-capturegand scaler.
decays are quite fierent, it is in fact possible that the response  The two sources used in the BNL experiméagi and>¢Cl,
of the K-capture branch would beftérent from that of thg~ are described in detail in Alburger, etal., Sec. 2 of Ref. 4je
decay branch. If these were in fact opposifeets, i.e. the de- isotope®’Si undergoeg—-decay (100%Fsmax = 224.31keV)
cay rate for thgg~ decay branch would be increasing when theto 32P with a T;,=157(19) y [23]. The radioactive daugh-
K-capture rate was decreasing, these competifeges would  ter, 32P, (which is in secular equilibrium witF?Si) undergoes
tend to damp out any fluctuations. That such a possibilityccou S~-decay (100%Esmax =1710.5(21) keV) t6*%S (stable) with
actually occur is supported by data fréiMn (which also de- a Ty/,=14.262(14) d |[24]. The isotopé®Cl, on the other
cays via K-capture) acquired during the solar flare of 2006 Dehand, decays via competifggdecay brancheg(, 98.1(1)%,
cember 13,[[1]. It was observed that #&n count decreased Egmax=708.6(3) keV* /e, 1.9(1)%) [25]. Great care was taken
from the expected rate during the three-day period encosapasby the BNL group in preparation of th&Si source to ensure
ing the solar flare. Thus, if we assume that the solar neutrinthat no contaminants would be included that would confuse th
flux increased during the solar flare, then the responséMi data collection and analysis. Analyses of the spectra di eac
and?Eu to increased solar flux would have the same phasef the sources were conducted with a plastic scintillatdesh
in the sense that both decay rates decreased in response tofanimpurities or other problems, and the spectra were as ex-
increase in solar neutrino flux. pected. Thé?Si betas were not noticeably evident in the spec-
trum from the plastic scintillator, which was likely due toet
effective thickness of the sample (17 fogp®) that served to de-
grade and smear the low-energy betas, as noted by Alburger,

We next turn to an examination of the environmental sensitivet al. [4]. However, they did appear with the expected equal
ity of the gas proportional counter and sample changingesyst distributions when part of the same material was measurad in
used by Alburger, et all_[4] and Harbottle, et al. [9] to measu liquid scintillator [4, 26]. The*®Cl spectrum was as expected,
the half-life of32Si. The detector in question was cylindrical, as reported by Alburger, et al.l [4].
~1.5in. diameter, 2 in. depth, with a 1 in. end window, operat- The gas proportional detector described above was utilized
ing on P-10 gas. The detector pressure was held constant byiraa differential counter system described in detail in Ref. [9],
device on the gas outlet vented to a barostated enclosumito | which used a precision sample changing system that would
fluctuations in the density of the P-10 gas. The detectolf itse alternate the sources during counting runs. The system was
was mounted on an automatic precision sample changer, whiakesigned and built to allow maximum reproducibility, e.g.
was entirely contained within the aforementioned barestat by utilizing precision micrometer heads which adjusted the
enclosure, as described in Refsl [[4, 9]. The window materiasourcé¢detector distance to withia0.001mm [9]. As stated
was 0.006mm Kaptdh (Dupont H-film), with gold vacuum- before, this system was contained within a “pressure-eagdl
deposited on both sides (40-50 A on the outer surface, 12@30x in order to minimize the dierential energy-losskects that
150 A on the inner surface). A bias voltage of 2150 V was apwould occur with changes in barometric pressure” [4]. Tests
plied to the detector, which was the voltage closest to théece of the sensitivity of the counting system to changes in the bo
of the beta counting plateau [4]. pressure, as well as to detector bias voltage, detectoraas fl

Gas proportional detectors utilize gas multiplication,endh  and discriminator setting were carried out prior to theesedf
free electrons generated by the ionization of the gas byrthe i measurements, and the estimatéfidats on the?Si counts and
coming particles are accelerated by the strong electrit fiee-  the SjCl ratio are detailed in Table 1 of Ref. [4].
ated by the bias voltage) to fficient kinetic energy to cause  Notwithstanding the tests described above, Alburger, et al
further ionizations. Electrons freed in these ionizaticas identified an unexpected periodic fluctuation in thgC6ratio
also be accelerated to cause additional ionizations, asden with a period of approximately 1 year. Having virtually eim
their energy is greater than the ionization energy of the neuinated other systematic variables, or at least having obted
tral gas molecules. This gas multiplication process, ocads, them to the extent possible, Alburger’'s BNL group was lettwi
is known as a Townsend avalanche, which terminates when aémperature and humidity as possible explanations, whieh a
free electrons are collected at the anade [11]. With a well deknown to change the density of air (even if the pressure of the
signed and maintained detector, the number of secondary iothox containing the detector system is held constant). &sae
izations is proportional to the number of initial ionizat®) but  in temperature will decrease the density of air, as will Gases
multiplied by a factor of “many thousands”[11]. Almostalip  in relative humidity, although humidity has a much smaller e
mary ion pairs are formed outside the multiplying regionickh  fect than temperature. To summarize, warmer more humid air,
is confined to a small volume around the anode, and the elece. summer air, is less dense than cooler, drier winterTaiis
trons from the primary ionizations drift to that region befo is depicted in Fig[13, which plots the temperature and nedati
multiplication takes place, “therefore, each electronargdes humidity dependence of the density of air, based on equation
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developed and recommended by the Comité International desiggested by Alburger, et al. for temperature (T%3) and
Poids et Mesures (CIPM) [2[7,]28,/29]. relative humidity (RH) (35-76%), and assume that the maxi-
mum density would be associated with the minimum T and RH
(68°F, RH=35%), and the minimum air density with the max-
' imum T and RH (78F, RH=76%). The air densities are then
122 found to be 1.185mgm? and 1.155 mgnv, respectively. The
121 energy-dependent linear ranges of energetic electroresafr
condition set are shown in Figl 4, which gives the linear eang
of betas of various low energies in air. We have neglected the
113 effects of the energy losses due to transport through the detec-
116 torwindow or sources, which are assumed to be independent of
temperature. It should be noted again, that*i@! source was
4mm from the detector window, and tP&Si source 1mm away.
Fig.[4 confirms the conclusions of the BNL group that changes
115 in T andor RH would have been too small to explain the fluc-
- 114 tuations in their data. These conclusions are further stipgo
40 by an MCNP analysis which we have carried out, the results of
0 Relative Humidity (%) which will be described below. Before turning to this anays
we first consider the remaining question of backgroundshwhic
could impact the BNL detector system.

126~
124

)

< 1.22-f

-
oo
(- N

Density (mg/cm

-
)

117

114~ 116

Temp (°C)

Figure 3: Plot of air density as a function of temperature r@tative humidity.
The data were calculated based on the formulae presentesfsn [R7| 28, 29]

The Alburger group at BNL did not begin collecting data on
temperature and humidity until the last five months of the fou
year experiment, and during that time saw a range of temper:
tures of 72.4-74°F, and a relative humidity range of 35-76%
[4]. However, further investigations into data collectadther
laboratories within the same building suggested that tlee-av
age temperatures remained well within the range of 70-76
year round. The BNL group noted that the fluctuations appee
to follow the same annual cycle as outdoor temperature. The
also noted that if the indoor temperature and relative hitynid
were to track the outdoor conditions, then the data appeared
indicate that the fluctuations were environmentally baSé¢g:
cooler, drier, and denser winter air could attenuate thestow o.2r e e ]
energy*®Cl betas, and would thusfact the ratio SCI because 0 : : : : L

0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.03 0.035 0.04
the lower energy®Cl counts would be more weather depen- 6~ Energy (MeV)
dent. However, Alburger, el al. concluded that “in order to
produce the variations c#3 standard deviations, the large hu- figure 4: Linear range of betas in air as a function of betagsnerhe graphs
midity changes would have to be combined with temperaturere calculated using the results of Katz and Penfold in I3éfl. [The air densi-
variations over a range of at leas5°F, which is Iarger than ties §h_own are based on the maximum ahd minimum values oftetype and
the probable actual range. We therefore conclude thatrayste MUMidity quoted by Alburger, el al. in Ret.|[4]
atic periodic variations are present but that they canndtlbe
accounted for by our tests or estimates”[4].

. The BNL group measured an initial background counting
The conclusions of the BNL group can be supported by State of 6 6(3)min. This background measurement was repeated
timating the €ect of temperature and relative humidity on the ' ! g P

range of betas over the spectrum of energies that would lme Segfter the conclusion of all runs by counting with &i source
9 P 9 removed from its holder, and tH&CI still in place (to ensure

f“?f“_b"”‘ SOUrces. Therange ofan electron can b_e estimgted ktlnat there was no cross-talk between the sources). The este w
utilizing an analysis by Katz and Penfold [30], which prosi] found to be 6.5(3nin. Since the average count rates for the

arange-energfR - Eo) relationship given by: measurements were initially substantially larger, 21/500
R(mg/cm3) — 41 2EL256-00954InE, 3) and 14,80Min for the 36CI source and®?Si source, respec-
tively, the background count rates were considered infsigni
The linear range can be derived by dividiRgoy the density cant, and hence were ignored by the BNL group. Additionally,
of the propagating medium, air, and expressing the eleemen since the sources were alternated during the counting guoee
ergy,Ep in MeV (it should be noted that these linear ranges ardor each run, 30 minutes each for 20 cycles, the background
not necessarily straight line paths). We utilize the vasied  would likely be the same for both of the isotopes.
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5. Monte Carlo Modeling of the BNL Detector disk 1.91-cm in diameter on the surface of the brass base with
an energy spectrum equal to that¥€! (Eqax = 709.2 keV)

The Monte Carlo radiation transport software package, MCealculated according to Fermi theory.

NPX [31], was used to determine théfexts of changes in  According to the BNL experimental notes, the distance of
ambient air temperature on the proportional detector Byste each source from the detector window was adjusted in order
used by Alburger et al. [ [4]. The air density between theto obtain similar count rates from each, and this was acHieve
source and detector window was varied over the temperatutigy having the’?Si source 1.000 mm from the detector window,
range 40F-9C°F by use of the ideal gas law, correspondingwhile the®®Clwas placed at a distance of 4.000 mm. The source
to an approximate density range between 1.3380%g/cm®  position in the MCNPX models for each source reflected these
and 1.248&103g/cm? for dry air. While humidity also af- distances.

fects total air density, thisfiect is presumed to be small (see  As stated before, Alburger, et al. reported [4] that the tem-
Fig.[3) relative to the fects of temperature change, and henceperature variation was well within the range 70:#6\e found
was ignored in this study. Additionally, the 40-%0range that that tally values varied so little over this range that thegrev
was analyzed encompasses both the minimum and maximusgatistically constant to within the minimum achievabliatige

air densities expected for a wide range of both temperahate a error in MCNPX. Thus, a large temperature range off4t
humidity in the laboratory. The physical parameters of the d 90°F was chosen to improve the statistical determination of the
tector system (including the proportional detect8i source,  function relating each tally to air temperature (and asged
and*¢Cl source) were obtained from the literature [4, 9], thedensity). The results presented here were obtained usiagfl
BNL group’s experimental notes (private communication, D.(for 36Cl) or 2x 10° (for 32Si->?P) source electrons for each den-
Alburger and G. Harbottle, 2005), and measurements of bothity variation, and this provided relative errors-ofl0~* for the

the actual sources used in the experiment and a proportionghrticlgenergy current tallies, and 2 x 10~ for the energy
detector of similar design. deposition tallies.

The cylindrical end-window proportional detector was mod- A number of MCNPX tallies were used to test the assertion
eled as a stainless steel (type 304) cylindrical shell witker  that variations in air density with temperature would resuén
diameter 3.96875 cm, length 5.08 cm, and 3 mm wall thicknessassociated increase or decrease in the probability thalean e
The detector window was modeled following Harbottle et al.tron with a given energy will traverse the air gap between the
[9] as 0.006 mm Kaptd# plated with vacuum-deposited gold source and detector window. A linear least-squares fit was ap
on both the inner (125 A) and outer (45 A) surfaces. The detegplied to the results of each tally as a function of air tempee
tor volume was filled with P-10 gas (90% argon, 10% methaneand these results are summarized in Table 1.
by volume) with a calculated density of 1.6 3g/cm?. Of particular interest are the temperature dependent-varia
This gas density within the detector was held constant. tions in the energy deposition within the detector (Eiy. e

Due to the possibility that the lower energy betas fr§al electron current at the detector window (FId. 6) , and the en-
(7086keV) were more easilyfiected by changes in air density ergy current at the detector window (F[d. 7) , all of which can
than the higher energiSi->?P betas (1716keV), each source be used as surrogates for detector count rate. For eachsaf the
was modeled separately, which also allowed us to account faallies, ratios of the value per source electron¥@i to that of
the diference in proximity of each source to the detector. Theé®®Cl were calculated. Energy deposition, electron curremd, a
32Sj source, which was modeled in detail as described by Alenergy current ratios were found to vary by 4(40)x 10°5/°F,
burger et al.|[4], consisted of a brass base 3.18 cm in diametd.46(21)x 10-°/°F, and 352(48)x 10-°/°F, respectively. These
and approximately 0.3175 cm/@Lin.) thick with a 1.91-cm-  results are echoed by the tally variations as a functionrof te
diameter, 0.8-mm-deep recess. The recess contained 47.7 mpgrature for*?Si-*?P and®¢Cl individually in Table 1. As ex-
of SiO, covered by 9.268107° cm of aluminum foil. The MC-  pected, all individual tally values increase with increasiem-
NPX electron source volume was defined uniformly over theperature due to the associated decrease in air density dretwe
volume occupied by the SO According to Alburger et al., the source and detector. In all cases, the rate of changedtegr
the 32Si0, source was created approximately 13 years prior tdor 36Cl due to its lower energy spectrum (relative’®) and
the start of the half-life experiment [4], and her¥é8i was cer-  greater source-detector distance. In general, detectmt®v
tainly in secular equilibrium with its radioactive daught®P,  arising from the®2Si source are due almost entirely¥P be-
during the experimental time frame. The source energy spetas because the low-enerdisi betas are largely attenuated by
trum used in these MCNPX models consisted of equal contrithe source itselt [4]. This explains the negative slope eased
butions from theé?Si (Eqax = 225 keV) and?P (Eyax = 1710.5  with the SjCl ratios as temperature increases.
keV) beta energy spectra calculated according to Fermiyheo  The ratios of electron current and energy current across a
which allowed us to incorporate the loss of the much lower enplane just above the source, and above the detector window
ergy betas froni?Si. were also examined (see Figufds 8 ahd 9 ). These ratios di-

As was the case for th&Si source, the’®Cl source was rectly address the assertion that changes in air densityjt ies
placed on a brass base 3.18 cm in diameter and 0.3175 cm thiaktgunt rate variations due to increased or decreased alwsorpt
but without a recess machined into the top. ¥#@ was spread of electrons in the air gap between source and detector’’Bie
over a diameter of 1.91 cm in the center of the top surfacesf thelectron and energy current ratio dependence was found to be
base. Thus, the MCNPX electron source was defined as a fl&t8(32)x 107%/°F and 51(33)x 107%/°F, respectively, and for
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Table 1: Table of MCNPX results showing the sensitivitieshef system per degree Fahrenheit.

328i_32p

Per Source™

Norm.(70F)

36C|

Per Source™

Norm.(70F)

(SZSi_32P)/36C|
Ratio

Det.  E Deposition] 0.051(24)x 10 | 10.1(67)x 10°° | 0.34(40)x 10° | 39.8(67)x 10°® | —17.7(40)x 10°°
(MeV/ptcl) (A/°F)

Det. Windowe™ Current| 4.39(86)x 10°® | 121(33)x 10° | 20.3(13)x 10° | 353(33)x 10°® | -14.6(21)x 10°°
(A/°F)

Det. Window E Cur-| 1.48(45)x 10° | 7.8(33)x 10° | 4.32(32)x 10° | 32.4(34)x 10 | —352(48)x 10 °
rent(MeV/ptcl) (A/°F)

Det/Source e~ Current| 6.8(32)x 10°° 7.1(48)x 10° | 295(24)x 10°° | 415(48)x 10° | —46.5(64)x 10°
Ratio (A/°F)

Det/Source E Curren
Ratio (A/°F)

5.1(33)x 10

5.2(47)x 10°°

24.9(25)x 10°°

337(48)x 10°°

~37.9(63)x 10°°
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Figure 5: The ratio of2Si to 36Cl energy deposition in the proportional detec-
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tor. Dashed lines indicate the 95% confidence interval ferciculated linear

least-squares fit of the data.

36CI, 2.95(24)x 10°%/°F and 249(25)x 107°/°F, respectively.

These temperature dependencies are all approximatelye?sord .

of magnitude smaller than the periodic variations obsebsed

Alburger et al.

sults obtained in this Monte Carlo analysis indicate thara-t

generate the observed count rate oscillations. Givenhleat-
tio of energy deposition in the detector varies by approxatya
1.2 x 107%/°F, the temperature of the air separating the sourcéargely cancel out small fluctuations in voltage, curretes)-
from the detector would have had to vary by well over 180  perature, background, etc., which are common to Do (8i)

to account for the observed data. We therefore conclude thaind N (Cl), while leaving intact the presumably largefests
changes in temperature and relative humidity alone coutd nadue to the variation of fIR?. From this perspective, the fact that
the SjCl ratio does not exactly track/IR? is understandable in

have caused the observed periodic count rate variations.

0.6305

0.6295 -

0.629

0.6285[

Si/Cl Detector Window Electron Current

0.628
30

40

50 60

70 80 90 100

Temperature (°F)

Figure 6: The ratio 0f2Si to 36Cl electron current (number of electrons) across
the proportional detector window (into the detector). Cmshines indicate the
95% confidence interval for the calculated linear leastsepgifit of the data.

6. Further Analysis

In Fig. [0 , we exhibit the count rate ratio /8 =
N (Si) /N (Cl) as a function of time, along with the outdoor tem-

perature variation for the area surrounding the BNL [32] and
1/R?. We see that 3CI approximately correlates withy R? and
As we noted previously, following a number of experimentalanti-correlates with temperature, in both cases with oladee
tests, Alburger et al. concluded that it was possible that pa phase shifts. Since at this stage we have no theoreticain¢as
of the 0.3% annual variation in observed count rates could beuppose that 8Ll should correlate (rather than anti-correlate)
attributed to changes in ambient temperature (between @0 awith 1/R?, both of the correlations in Fig. 10 are significant.
76°F), and relative humidity (35 to 76%)/[4]. However, the re- However, we have already ruled out temperature as the pyimar
explanation of the Si and Cl individual fluctuations, and den
perature variation much larger thaAFéwould be required to we wish to understand whether influences emanating from the
Sun, such as neutrinos, could be compatible with these data.
In such a picture, thefiect of analyzing the ratio &Ll is to
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Figure 7: The ratio 0#2Si to36Cl energy current (MeV) across the proportional
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interval for the calculated linear least-squares fit of thad

terms of the dfering sensitivities of Si and Cl to external per-
turbations: the same nuclear structure mechanisms which e
dow Si and Cl with very dterent lifetimes (172y and 301,000y,
respectively) could presumably result irffdrent responses of
these nuclei to small perturbations. Evidence of tiisct was
first pointed out by Ellis|[33], who saw an annual periodic sig
nal in %Mn, but not in'3’Cs when both nuclides were mea-
sured for several years on the same detector system. Therefo
a long-term periodic signal due to the variation ¢R2 would
survive in the ratio of $CI. This can be understood quantita-
tively by writing

N (Si) A(Si)[1 + € (Si) coswt]
N (CI) A(CI)[1 + e (Cl) coswt]
A(Si)

>~

AC) {1+ [e(Si) — e(Cl)] coswt}. 4)
Here A, B, andk are constants, with(Si) # €(Cl), ande <« 1
has been assumed. In summary, Kigl 10 is compatible with
picture in which any dferences between/8il and I/R? are due
to the varying sensitivities of Si and Cl to an external peya
tion coming from the Sun, as seen in Ellis’ data. Althoughfa di
ferential temperaturefiect could in principle also explain Fig.
[I0, this would require temperature-dependdigies which are
much larger than allowed by the preceding analysis.

7. Gravitational and Related Influences
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Figure 8: The ratios of electron current exiting the sounveard the detector
and electron current across the proportional detectoravin@hto the detector)
for 32Sj and36Cl. 38Cl data have been shifted up by 0.2465 to facilitate visu-
alization of both curves. Dashed and dotted lines indida#e96% confidence
interval for the calculated linear least-squares fit of tamdor32Si and3¢Cl,
respectively.

n

case there would be no fluctuation in the ratigC8i Since this
is in obvious disagreement with the BNL data, conventiorl G
can be ruled out as an explanation of the observVistts.

However, this conclusion does not necessarily hold for-vari
ous alternatives to GR. Will [34] has shown that in non-neetri
theories, clocks of dierent construction can in fact behave dif-
ferently in a gravitational field. Although such a mechanism
possible in principle, it fails in practice on quantitatyeunds.
The Sun’s gravitational potentidl = GM@/RC2 at the Earth
is® = 9x 10°, and the fractional changed between peri-
helion and aphelion ia® = 3 x 107%°. An effect this small
would be undetectable given the BNL and PTB statistics, even
if the codficients multiplyingA® in a non-metric theory were
relatively large. Additionally, constraints on paramsteshich
measure deviations from GR areflstiently restrictive |[35] to
Breclude the possibility of explaining the BNL and PTB daia i
terms of any known alternative to GR.

A class of gravity-related theories which cannot be exalude
at present are those in which scalar fields are introducedt to i
duce a time variation in fundamental constants such as the fin
structure constant = €?/hic. We have discussed elsewhere
[3] the possibility that although the simplest such thepdan-
not account for the BNL or PTB data, theories in which two or
more scalar fields are introduced which influence laoéimd the
electroriproton mass ratio (and possibly other quantities) might

The preceding discussion leads naturally to the question gf,ork.

whether the observedtects in the BNL and PTB data could
arise from a change in the gravitational potential of the &un
the respective detectors as the Earth passes from perittelio

aphelion and back. In the framework of conventional General

Relativity (GR) all clocks at a given space-time point ruhet
same rate, irrespective of their internal mechanism. imsauf
Eq.[4 this would correspond to settia(Si) = €(Cl), in which

8. Environmental Influences During the Solar Flare of 2006
December 13

We turn in this section to a discussion of possible environ-
mental influences on the Nal detector system used in [1] durin
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dence interval for the calculated linear least-squared fit@data for’2Si and

d ;
°Cl, respectively. produced a photon at 834.8 keV, or deposited the energy-equiv

alent of 834.8 keV within the Nal crystal, is extremely small
Moreover, the fact that a deficit of counts appeared in the, ROI

the 2006 December 13 solar flare. This is motivated by the p X o ;
and not an increase, indicates that this already very repuste

tential connections between th8Mn decay data collected in &' N9t . ) >
the time period surrounding the flare, and the BNL and pTesibility is highly unlikely. It is also unlikely that countwere

decay data which are the primary focus of the present pajser. Aselec'Fiver removed from the_ ROl as a re_sult of_ changes to the
we have already noted in the Introduction, the short dunaifo ~ OSMIC ray flux. An alternative explanation might be that an

the solar flare allows us to rule out seasonal temperature, hi[1créase in the cosmic ray flux would generate a large distrib
midity and pressure influences on the detector system as-potelion Of €nergy depositions across the energy spectrum/arsd t

tial explanations of the observed decrease irffn counting ~ change the system dead time, leading to a loss of countgwithi
rate. Hence the focus of this section will be on other possibl the ROI. Dead time was tracked as a variable, however, and did

“environmental” influences on the detector system durireg th not show changes over the course of the flare when compared to
the counts preceding or following the flare period. Addititiy

solar flare, such as neutrons, muons, etc. ; X ) o
fnspectlon of the spectra files also show no significant ceang

Although cosmic ray particles are known to be capable o
influencir?g some detez:/tgrs, there is a generic argumeemstgai in the counts of channels above or below the 834.8 ki
any mechanism which attributes the drop in¥n count rate eak. ) _
to cosmic rays. This is based on the observation that thakign "€ above argument is bolstered by observations made by
for a5Mn decay in our system is the detection of the characOther groups during the 2006 December 13 flare. Although

teristic 834.8 keV photon resulting from the electron-capt N analysis of data from world-wide neutron monitors by
process, Butikofer, et al. and Plainaki, et al. [36,/37] exhibited 80%

increase in the 1-minute data at Oulu and Apatity, the oleral
neutron flux was still so small as to have a negligitifeet on
the detector system. This is particularly true in light of fact
that the Nal detector is insensitive to neutrons, and thedfux
— 53Cr(g.s) + ¥ (8348keV) (5)  neutrons was too low tofBect the>*Mn sample directly.

Similar arguments allow us to exclude a change in the flux of
Hence the 834.8 keV photon which signals the electron-captu cosmic ray muons resulting from a Forbush decrease [38] as a
process is uniquely associated with the specific transitfthe  possible explanation of the flare data. A Forbush decrease is
excitedngr from the excited]® = 2* state to thel® = 0* rapid change in the flux of cosmic rays resulting from plasma
ground state (g.s.). The data points utilized in Ref. [1fespnt  clouds emitted by the Sun during a solar storm [38]. Evidence
the integral count within the Region of Interest (ROI) setlom  for a Forbush decrease during the 2006 December 13 flare ob-
834.8 keV photon for a four hour live-time. Even if there hadtained from the muon telescopes at the Basic Environmental
been a large change in the cosmic ray flux of neutrons or muor@bservatory (BEO) in Bulgaria and from Nagoya, Japan are
during the flare, the chance that the nuclear or electrontegne shown in Figs. 5 and 6 of Ref. [38], respectively. The BEO data
interactions induced by these particles would have actédlgn  exhibited a sharp Forbush decrease beginninglat30-16:30
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UT on 2006 December 14, and reached a maximum at 05:000. Acknowledgments
UT on December 15. The beginning of the Forbush decrease

thus occurred 37 housdter the dip in the®*Mn counting rate
reported in Ref.[[1], which coincided in time with the solaré
at~02:40 UT on December 13. Additionally, the minimum in
the muon count rate associated with the Forbush decrease
observed more than 2 days later. The data from the BEO a
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decrease in th&*Mn count rate preceded the beginning of the References

Forbush decrease by more than 70 hours, and hence was nﬁt]
caused by it.

In summary, we can rule out environmental explanations of[2]
the correlation between the solar flare of 2006 December 13
and the observed dip in o8fMn data [1] on several grounds. 3]
These include, (a) the observation that the solar flaredaste
proximately 43 minutes, which is too short a time for seakona
environmental influence to havéfected the detector system. 4l
(b) the failure of these mechanisms to produce the characters
istic 834.8 keV photon arising froffMn electron capture, or
to account for the~1.7 day precursor signal observed in the

54Mn decay data; (c) the timing of the Forbush decrease which(®!

followed, rather than preceded, the dip in #ikIn data. Addi- 7

tionally, the observed changes in cosmic ray fluxes wouleéhav

been too small quantitatively to account for f#n data. 8]
[9]

9. Discussion and Conclusions

As we noted in the Introduction, there are at present twcﬁ(ﬂ
competing general explanations for the apparent fluctoatio
observed in the BNL and PTB data: (a) they arise from thg12]
responses of the respective detector systems to seasoigal va
tions in temperature, pressure and humidity, and possthigro
factors such as radon buildup. (b) the fluctuations arisen fro
the decay process itself, due to some as yet unknown influence
possibly originating from the Sun. By modeling the respecti [14]
detector systems in detail, we have shown here that alteenat
(a) is an unlikely explanation for the observed BNL and PTBj15)
data, and hence by implication alternative (b) is more jikel
be correct. The resulting inference, that nuclear decagrate  [16]
being directly influenced by solar activity is further supjed [
by our analysis oP*Mn decay data acquired during the solar
flare of 2006 December 13, which we have also analyzed. Out8]
conclusion that the dip in th#Mn data, which was coincident
o . . . X [19]
in time with the flare, was not likely attributable to changes
the cosmic ray flux during the flare, further strengthens gsec
that nuclear decays are being directifeated by solar activity.
This inference can evidently be checked in a variety of exper
ments such as those described on Ref. [3], some of which at[e ]
already in progress.
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(20]
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