
ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

05
85

2v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
2 

A
pr

 2
02

3

Geodesic completeness of effective null geodesics in regular space-times with

non-linear electrodynamics

Merce Guerrero,1, ∗ Gonzalo J. Olmo,2, 3, † and Diego Rubiera-Garcia1, ‡

1Departamento de F́ısica Teórica and IPARCOS,
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We study the completeness of light trajectories in certain spherically symmetric regular geometries
found in Palatini theories of gravity threaded by non-linear (electromagnetic) fields, which makes
their propagation to happen along geodesics of an effective metric. Two types of geodesic restoration
mechanisms are employed: by pushing the focal point to infinite affine distance, thus unreachable
in finite time by any sets of geodesics, or by the presence of a defocusing surface associated to the
development of a wormhole throat. We discuss several examples of such geometries to conclude the
completeness of all such effective paths. Our results are of interest both for the finding of singularity-
free solutions and for the analysis of their optical appearances e.g. in shadow observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Together with the information loss problem resulting
from the evaporation of black holes via Hawking radia-
tion [1], the issue of space-time singularities, understood
as the incompleteness of geodesic trajectories [2], is ar-
guably one of the most important theoretical aspects of
Einstein’s General Theory of Relativity (GR) yet to be
understood. Far from being mathematical artifices or the
consequence of excessively idealized settings, such singu-
larities were proved in a number of theorems to be un-
avoidable and persistent features of the theory [3]. In-
deed, they arise in some of its most physically appealing
solutions: the interior of black holes and the early Uni-
verse. Being GR a classical theory, the presence of such
singularities entails its own demise via the lack of pre-
dictability and determinism they bear within. Despite
the efforts of the theoreticians for more than five decades,
this problem stubbornly refuses to be cracked open.
In order to restore geodesic completeness, some mech-

anisms have been introduced in the literature to prevent
the development of a focal point, roughly split into two
classes (see [4] for an overall discussion). In the first class,
the focal point is displaced to infinite affine distance, thus
rendering it unreachable to any set of observers and de-
priving the potentially pathological region of any physical
meaning. In the second class, the singular region evolves
into a surface of non-vanishing area placed at a finite
affine distance. This allows null (photons) and time-like
(free-falling observers) trajectories to pass through it and
explore other regions of the geometry. This mechanism is
typically ascribed to wormholes [5]. An alternative view-
point is to blame divergences in the curvature scalars

∗ merguerr@ucm.es
† gonzalo.olmo@uv.es
‡ drubiera@ucm.es

as the responsible for the development of a singularity.
Thus, such a procedure replaces the ill-behaved regions
of the geometries by curvature-smooth ones like de Sitter
cores [6]. Examples of this are the celebrated Bardeen [7]
and Hayward [8] solutions (see e.g. [9] for a more elab-
orated discussion). Either way, the hypotheses of the
theorems still apply, so typically one requires a violation
of the energy conditions to remove singularities unless we
move to gravitational theories beyond GR.
This work is framed within the geodesic restoration

achieved in certain families of spherically symmetric ge-
ometries supported by electromagnetic fields. Such fam-
ilies cover all the sub-cases of singularity-removal dis-
cussed above, and arise in the Palatini formulation of
gravity, where metric and affine connection are a priori
independent entities. Implementations of the first mecha-
nism naturally emerge in theories of f(R)-type [10], while
the second can be found in theories with additional con-
tributions in the Ricci tensor, such as Eddington-inspired
Born-Infeld (EiBI) [11] gravity. While in the former one
needs not to worry about what the curvature scalars are
doing at the boundary of the space-time (since it is un-
reachable in finite affine time), this is not so in the latter
since one must guarantee every time-like (physical) ob-
server to survive its encounter with the wormhole throat
to pass to the other region of the space-time. This way
one is led to consider the harmlessness of tidal forces [12],
the well-posedness of the scattering of waves, or the com-
pleteness of observers with arbitrary (but bound) accel-
erations [13] in these geometries as complementary regu-
larity criteria.
The main goal of the present paper is to complete the

above regularity analysis by introducing yet another fea-
ture of these geometries related to the fact that some of
them are threaded by non-linear electrodynamics (NED)
fields. In such a case light rays behave as if they were
propagating through a dispersive medium [14, 15], where
the non-linear effects turn such a medium into an ef-
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fective geometry [16, 17]. This fact has important phe-
nomenological consequences whenever non-linear fields
are present, such as in astrophysical and cosmological
environments [18–27]. For the sake of this work, consis-
tency of the singularity-removal mechanisms introduced
above demands studying the completeness of these ef-
fective geodesics under the presence of NED fields. We
shall consider examples of the two mechanisms for vari-
ous choices of the gravity and matter sectors and show
that geodesic restoration is also met in the effective met-
ric. The results of our analysis will wrap up our analysis
of regular black hole geometries in these theories, while at
the same time prepare the ground for their astrophysical
applications.

II. NULL GEODESIC MOTION WITH

NON-LINEAR ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS

This work is framed on NED models defined by La-
grangian densities of the form

ϕ = ϕ(X,Y ) , (1)

where ϕ(X,Y ) is a sufficiently smooth function of the
two field invariants that can be constructed in four space-
time dimensions out of the field strength tensor, Fµν =
∂µAν − ∂νAµ, and its dual, F ⋆µν = 1

2ǫ
µναβFαβ , as

X = −1

2
FµνF

µν ; Y = −1

2
FµνF

⋆µν . (2)

Since in this work we are interested in purely electric
configurations, where only F tr 6= 0, for which Y = 0, we
neglect this invariant from now on. For these configura-
tions, the field equations read

∇µ(ϕXFµν) = 0 , (3)

where ϕX ≡ dϕ/dX . For any spherically symmetric ge-
ometry (the case of interest in this work), the above equa-
tion can be solved via a quadrature as

Xϕ2
X =

Q2

r4
, (4)

where Q is an integration constant identified as the elec-
tric charge associated to a given configuration.
From the requirement of continuity of the electromag-

netic field (but not necessarily of its first derivative)
across a given surface of discontinuity, the results of
[16, 17] consistently probe that under this framework
light rays propagate on an effective metric as

geffµν kµkν = 0 , (5)

where kµ is the photon’s wave vector and

geffµν = ϕXgµν + 2ϕXXFµαF
α
ν , (6)

is the effective metric with gµν being the background
geometry. For non-trivial NED functions, the non-
conformal structure of this equation implies a different

causal cone of photons as compared to usual Maxwell
electrodynamics. Let us conveniently parameterize our
spherically symmetric geometry as

ds2b = −A(x)dt2 +B(x)dx2 + r2(x)dΩ2 , (7)

where the functions A(x), B(x) and r2(x) characterize
the background geometry. Though spherical symmetry
allows the line element to be written in terms of two
independent functions only, for the moment we shall stick
to Eq.(7), in order to accommodate a larger flexibility in
the way the metric functions are written, in particular, a
non-trivial radial function r2(x). The effective version of
the background geometry (7) is parameterized as

ds2eff = H(x)(−A(x)dt2 +B(x)dx2) + h(x)r2(x)dΩ2 ,
(8)

where H(x) and h(x) are functions determined by the
(effective) null geodesic metric (6) as

H(x) = ϕX + 2XϕXX ; h(x) = ϕX . (9)

Assuming motion in the plane θ = π/2 without loss of
generality given the spherical symmetry of the space-
time, the propagation equation (5) takes the form

−AHṫ2 +BHẋ2 + hr2φ̇2 = 0 , (10)

where a dot denotes derivative with respect to the affine
parameter u. There are two conserved quantities: the
generalized momenta associated to the t and θ coordi-
nates of the corresponding Hamiltonian, and read

E = HAṫ ; L = hr2φ̇ , (11)

interpreted as the energy and angular momentum per
unit mass, respectively. Using these quantities, the
geodesic equation (10) is written as

ABH2

(

dx

du

)2

= E2 − L2AH

hr2
. (12)

This is the main equation we need in order to study the
restoration of geodesic completeness in the effective met-
ric, which we tackle in the next section.

III. EFFECTIVE GEODESIC COMPLETENESS

IN f(R) GRAVITY

We shall first consider examples of the implementation
of the first mechanism for the restoration of geodesic com-
pleteness within Palatini gravities, which comes out nat-
urally within the f(R) family. In every Palatini theory
belonging to the so-called Ricci-based class [28], the affine
connection can be removed in favor of the metric and
the matter fields such that the new gravitational dynam-
ics is engendered by additional terms that depend non-
linearly on the energy-momentum tensor; in the f(R)
case only via its trace as R = R(T ). Since Maxwell’s
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Lagrangian has T = 0, this naturally pushes one to em-
ploy NEDs and, in turn, it justifies the analysis of effec-
tive geodesics. For the sake of this section, we shall base
our description of the background geometry supported by
Born-Infeld [29] and Euler-Heisenberg [30] NEDs, both
satisfying standard energy conditions.
The corresponding background geometry can be cast

in a convenient way by introducing a dimensionless radial
function z = r/rc, where rc contains the main parameters
of the model (mass, charge, and theories’ parameters).
The functions (7) in such a case take the form

A(z) =
D(z)

fR(z)
; B(z) =

1

D(z)fR(z)
; z2(x) =

x2

fR(z)
,

(13)
where D(z) is given by an expression of the form

D(z) = 1− 1 + δ1G(z)

δ2zf
1/2
R (z)

, (14)

with {δ1, δ2} constants and G(z) depending on the choice
of the gravitational plus matter model. In order to write
the geodesic equation (12) in a suitable way to our pur-
poses, we first take a derivative in the radial function
defined in (13) to find

dx

dz
= f

1/2
R

(

1 +
zfR,z

2fR

)

. (15)

If we apply it upon (12) we arrive at

dũ

dz
=

f
1/2
R

(

1 +
zfR,z

2fR

)

H
√

E2f2
R −DfR

L2

r2cz
2

H
h

, (16)

where ũ ≡ u/rc. This is the natural generalization of
the original (Palatini) f(R) geodesic equation, recovered
when H = h = 1 from its effective version, while the
usual GR one is recovered in the limit fR → 1.
As we shall see with explicit examples, in order to re-

store geodesic completeness one needs the radial function
z(x) defined in Eq.(13) to have a minimum z = zc for a
certain x (which can be taken as x = 0 without any loss
of generality). From Eq.(13), this is translated into the
function fR itself having a zero. In the simplest case of
a quadratic gravity theory of the form

f(R) = R− γR2 , (17)

where γ is a quadratic-length scale, the trace equation
provides R = −κ2T (same as in GR), so that one finds

fR = 1− 2γR = 1 + 2κ2γT , (18)

where for NEDs

T =
1

2π
[ϕ−XϕX ] , (19)

which is negative for both NEDs considered here. This
means that such a zero could be present in the branch
γ > 0, so we shall stick to that choice from now on.

A. f(R) gravity with Born-Infeld electrodynamics

The Born-Infeld (BI) model is given by the function

ϕ(X) = 2β2

(

1−
√

1− X

β2

)

. (20)

Using Eq.(4) one finds that for this theory

X =
β2Q2

β2r4 +Q2
. (21)

Let us introduce dimensionless variables as r4c = (4π)r2Ql
2
β

with r2Q = κ2Q2/(4π) the charge radius and l2β =

1/(κ2β2) the BI length. In this notation, the field in-

variant reads X = β2

1+z4 while the zeros of fR in Eq.(18)

are found at the locations (see [29] for details)

zc(λ) =
1 + 2λ−

√
1 + 4λ

2
√
1 + 4λ

, (22)

where the constant λ ≡ γ
2πl2

β

encodes contributions from

the gravity and matter sectors. From these equations one
can expand the function fR in (18) around z = zc as

fR ≈ c(λ)(z − zc) +O(z − zc)
2 , (23)

where c(λ) > 0 is a constant with an involved dependence
on λ, but only its sign is relevant here. Similarly, the
expansion of the function D(z) at z = zc reads

D(z) ≈ δ1a(λ)

δ2zcc(λ)(z − zc)2
, (24)

with a(λ) > 0 is another constant in the expansion, while
δ1, δ2 are those appearing in (14) and read explicitly here:

δ1 = 2(4π)3/4
rQ
rS

√

rQ
lβ

; δ2 =
rc
rS

. (25)

The final ingredient in our analysis are the expressions of
the functions h and H defined in (9), which read here as

h(z) =
(1 + z4)1/2

z2
; H(z) =

(1 + z4)3/2

z6
= h(z)3 , (26)

and whose behaviours are depicted in Fig.1 [left].
We have now everything ready to check the null effec-

tive geodesic completeness. Let us start with the radial
case, L = 0 in Eq.(16). The result of the numerical inte-
gration is depicted in Fig. 2 taking λ = 1 for the effective
null geodesics (solid purple) curve. As a comparison, we
also depict the corresponding curves for the geodesics
in the background geometry (dashed blue), described in
Ref.[29]. For large values of the radial function, z → ∞,
both types of curves converge to the GR result (dotted
red), dũ/dz ≈ ±1/E → ũ(z) ≈ z/E, but they strongly
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Figure 1. The functions H(z) (red) and h(z) (blue) for BI (left) and EH (right) NEDs. Both functions are finite for every z > 0
and bounded from below by unity, attained at z → ∞. This means that H(zc) and h(zc) are always finite and positive.

diverge from it as the region z = zc is approached. Actu-
ally, in this region we can make use of the series expan-
sions (23) to find the behaviour of the geodesic equation
(with L = 0) as

E
dũ

dz
≃ ± zcH(zc)

2c1/2(z − zc)3/2
, (27)

which is trivially integrated as

Eũ ≃ ∓ zcH(zc)

c1/2(z − zc)1/2
. (28)

From this behaviour and the finiteness ofH(z) at every
(physically accessible) z ≥ zc [see Fig. 1, left], it is clear
that in this region the affine parameter grows to u →
±∞; in other words, it can be indefinitely extended into
the future (ingoing) or into the past (outgoing), which
entails its completeness. Physically we interpret this as
the surface z = zc being the actual (infinitely-displaced)
boundary of the manifold, since it cannot be reached by
any such geodesics in finite affine time. On the contrary,
in GR every such geodesic gets in finite time to z = 0 and
meets its end there, thus entailing its incompleteness.
To verify the last statement for non-radial geodesics,

we go back to Eq.(16) and consider trajectories with L 6=
0. In such a case, around the region z = zc it behaves as

dũ

dz
≈ ± c1/2zcH(zc)

2
√

c2E2(z − zc)3 − δ1aL2

δ2r2cz
3
c

H(zc)
h(zc)

. (29)

Given the fact that both h(zc) and H(zc) are finite and
positive, as follows by evaluating Eq.(26) at the boundary
(22), this means that the second term under the square-
root is negative and, since the first one vanishes as z →
zc, the square-root will always vanish at some z larger
than zc. Thus, at some z > zc a turning point is reached,
and the particle is deflected back to asymptotic infinity,
no matter what its energy E and angular momentum L
may be.

Figure 2. Radial null effective geodesics (ingoing and outgo-
ing) for BI NED coupled to quadratic f(R) gravity taking
λ = 1 (solid purple), as compared to background null trajec-
tories (dashed blue, studied in [29]). In red, we depict the GR
behaviour.

B. f(R) gravity with Euler-Heisenberg

electrodynamics

Let us now move to the Euler-Heisenberg (EH) elec-
trodynamics case, described by the function (β > 0)

ϕ(X) = X + βX2 . (30)

Introducing the dimensionless variables in this case as
r4c = 54πl2βr

2
Q with l2β = β/κ2, the solution of the field

equations (4) can be expressed as (see [30] for details)

X(z) =
2

3β
τ2(z) , (31)

τ(z) = Sinh
[1

3
ln
[ 1

z2

(

1 +
√

z4 + 1
)]]

, (32)

while the fR function is given by

fR = 1− γ̃τ4 , (33)
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where γ̃ = 4γ
9πl2

β

. Its zeros are located at

zc(a) =

√

2a

a2 − 1
, (34)

where the constant

a = exp[3 arcsinh(γ̃−1/4)] . (35)

The expansion of the relevant functions at this location
are as follows: fR(z) and D(z) read as in Eq.(23) and
(24), respectively, with

c(λ) =
8 coth[τ(zc)]

3zc
√

z4c + 1
; δ1 ≡ (54π)3/4

2rS

√

r3Q
lβ

, (36)

while δ2 has the same definition as before. The final
ingredients are the factors H and h, which read as

H(z) = 2 cosh

(

2

3
log

(√
z4 + 1 + 1

z2

))

− 1 , (37)

h(z) =
4

3
cosh

(

2

3
log

(√
z4 + 1 + 1

z2

))

+ 1 (38)

being again everywhere positive and finite, in particular,
at every z = zc(a), as it is depicted in Fig. 1 [right].
Since the functions fR(z) and D(z) have the same

functional dependence as their BI counterparts, and the
finiteness and positiveness of the functionsH(z) and h(z)
hold everywhere, the radial null geodesic equation (27)
is also formally the same. This way, we expect these
geodesics to display a similar behaviour, something con-
firmed by its numerical integration depicted in Fig. 3
for (ingoing and outgoing) effective null geodesics, and
compared with the background geodesics, and the GR
case. Therefore, our comments regarding their complete-
ness in the BI case by displacement of the surface z = zc
to the infinitely-far away boundary of the manifold also
hold here. For L 6= 0, effective geodesics also satisfy
Eq.(29), which means that a turning point z(a) > zc(a)
will also be attained by any geodesics, preventing them
from reaching the region z = zc in pretty much the same
way as in the BI case above.

IV. EFFECTIVE GEODESIC COMPLETENESS

IN BORN-INFELD GRAVITY

We now consider an implementation of the second
mechanism, in which the surface z = zc can be reached
in finite affine time by null (background and effective)
geodesics. This is typically the case of Palatini theo-
ries having further contributions in the Ricci tensor and,
despite the fact that in such a case one finds modified
gravitational dynamics even for traceless matter sources,
for the sake of comparison with the f(R) case we shall
consider a specific setting of EiBI gravity with action (a

Figure 3. Radial null effective geodesics (ingoing and outgo-
ing) for EH NED coupled to quadratic f(R) gravity taking
γ̃ = 1 (solid purple), as compared to background null trajec-
tories (dashed blue, studied in [30]). In red, we depict the GR
behaviour.

detailed account of the properties of this theory can be
found in [31])

SEiBI =
1

κ2ǫ

∫

d4x

(

√

−det(gµν + ǫRµν)−
√−g

)

(39)
coupled to EH electrodynamics. The completeness
of background null geodesics for this combination was
proven in [30]. In this case, the geometrical functions are
given by

A =
D

Ω+
; B =

1

Ω+D
; D = 1− 1 + δ1G(z)

δ2zΩ
1/2
−

, (40)

Ω+ = 1− l2ǫ τ
2(1 + 2τ2/3) , (41)

Ω− = 1 + l2ǫ (1 + 2τ2) , (42)

where l2ǫ = ǫ
12πl2

β

, while l2β has the same definition as in

the previous section. This time, the transformation of
radial coordinates reads

x2 = z2Ω− , (43)

and a minimum in the radial function z(x) is found when-
ever Ω− develops a zero. This turns out to be the same
z = zc as in Eq.(34) but now with [note that this only
happens in the branch l2ǫ < 0]

a = exp
[

3 arcsinh
(

1
2

(

(|l2ǫ |+8
|l2ǫ |

)1/2

− 1
)1/2]

. (44)

Playing the same manipulations as in the f(R) case, but
with the above definitions, one arrives at the effective
geodesic equation in this case as

dũ

dz
= ±

Ω
1/2
−

(

1 +
zΩ

−,z

2Ω
−

)

H(z)

Ω+

√

E2 − DL2

Ω+r2cz
2

H(z)
h(z)

. (45)
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Figure 4. Radial null effective geodesics (outgoing) for EH
NED coupled to EiBI gravity taking l2

ǫ
= −1 (solid purple), as

compared to background null trajectories (solid blue, studied
in [30]). In red, we depict the GR behaviour.

In the radial case, L = 0, this equation simplifies down
to something that we can integrate near z = zc; using
the expansions in that limit Ω+ ≈ ω+(zc) + O(z − zc)
and Ω− ≈ ω−(z − zc) + O(z − zc)

2 (with ω±(zc) some
constants, see [30]), this leads to the integrated equation

± E(ũ − ũ0) ≈
ω
1/2
− zcH(zc)

ω+

√
z − zc . (46)

Since all the constants appearing in this expression are

finite and positive, as well as z ≈ zc + x2

z2
cω−

in that

region, this means that it can be approached in finite
affine time. Nonetheless, the presence of a minimum in
the radial function z(x), now interpreted as a bounce,
allows any such geodesic to be uniquely extended and
traverse this region in a smooth way, as depicted in Fig.
4. This behaviour is typically identified as the presence
of a wormhole [5], with z = zc is throat. In this plot, we
make use of the radial coordinate x to show that effective
null geodesics cross the region x = 0 (z = zc) in a dif-
ferent (but finite) affine time as compared to their back-
ground geodesics counterpart. Conversely, GR geodesics
meet instead their incompleteness there due to the lack
of an x < 0 region (and because the extension at the
zero-area surface x = 0 would not be unique). For non-
radial geodesics, L 6= 0, and given the finiteness of both
functions H(z) and h(z) at every z ≥ zc, then Eq.(45)
will have orbits that reach a turning point but also oth-
ers that can overcome the potential barrier to reach the
x = 0 region in finite affine time. However, and similarly
as the radial effective null geodesics, and the radial and
non-radial in the background ones, nothing prevents any
such geodesic to continue their trip towards the x < 0
region. One thus concludes the completeness of all null
effective geodesics in EiBI gravity coupled to EH electro-
dynamics.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we have considered three spherically sym-
metric geometries found within quadratic f(R) and EiBI
gravity in a Palatini formulation with independent met-
ric and affine connection, and studied the completeness of
their effective null geodesics caused by the non-linearity
of the electromagnetic fields (Born-Infeld and Euler-
Heisenberg) souring them. Likewise in systems with lin-
ear (Maxwell) fields, the geodesic restoration is achieved
either via a displacement of the potentially pathological
region to the boundary of the space-time (in the f(R)
case), unreachable in finite affine time by any set of
geodesics; or by development of a bounce in the radial
function (in the EiBI case), interpreted as the throat of a
wormhole structure, which allows some of such effective
(radial and L 6= 0 alike) geodesics to pass through it and
freely expand to other regions of the space-time. Within
GR, any attempt to implement each of these mechanisms
is doomed to introduce unpleasant features in the matter
fields or pathologies in the causal structure of the mani-
fold due to the surveillance of the singularity theorems.

In this sense, one should note that while the effective
metric arises as a consequence of the non-linearity of the
matter sector, what actually cures the singularity is the
non-linearity in the gravitational field; in other words,
the gravitational mechanism is robust against modifica-
tions in the matter sector, both in the background ge-
ometry and in the propagation one. The completeness of
these effective null geodesics thus wraps up the core re-
sults of our studies on this topic: that singularity-removal
of geodesically incomplete GR solutions arises naturally
in some Palatini-based geometries, that it is achieved
thanks to these two mechanisms, and that it is supported
according to (background and effective) geodesic com-
pleteness, impact of tidal forces on extended (time-like)
observers, scattering of waves, and accelerated observers.

Beyond purely theoretical considerations, the propa-
gation of photons on an effective metric has repercus-
sions in observable settings, most notably in the obser-
vational properties of compact objects supported and/or
surrounded by a material described by non-linear mat-
ter fields. For instance, in order to find their optical
appearance when illuminated by an accretion disk one
needs to integrate the effective geodesic equation rather
than the background one, even within GR [32–34], with
important observational consequences such as in shadow
images size [35]. Theories of the kind considered in this
work will modify the background metric, the effective
geodesic equation, and the gravitational wave genera-
tion and propagation [36] inside the matter sources while
leaving the weak-field limits mostly unaffected [37], thus
yielding observational signatures that may significantly
differ from their GR counterparts [38]. As such, they rep-
resent a suitable theoretical framework allowing to solve
one of the most acute problems GR has while at the same
time offering solutions that can be put to observational
test using the tools of multi-messenger astronomy [39].
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