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We explore the impact of neutron-rich nuclei masses on the symmetry energy properties using the
mass table evaluated by the deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in continuum (DRHBc)
model. First, using the semi-empirical mass formula with the DRHBc mass table, we investigate
the symmetry energy at saturation density ρ0, denoted as S0, and the ratio of surface to volume
contributions to the symmetry energy, κ. As a result, we obtain S0 = 27.85 MeV (κ = 1.38) for

asym(A) = S0(1−κA−1/3) (Type I) and S0 = 32.66 MeV (κ = 3.15) for asym(A) = S0(1+κA−1/3)−1

(Type II), which are lower than those obtained using the AME2020 mass table, S0 = 28.54 MeV
(κ = 1.29) for Type I and S0 = 33.81 MeV (κ = 3.04) for Type II. Second, we further investigate
the effect of these changes in asym(A) on the density-dependent symmetry energy by employing the

empirical model of S(ρ) = Ck(ρ/ρ0)2/3 + C1(ρ/ρ0) + C2(ρ/ρ0)γ and universal relation of asym(A =
208) = S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3). Compared to the experimental constraints, we find that S0 and slope
parameter L, determined by the DRHBc mass table with Type II, are more suitable to explain the
constraints by heavy ion collisions and isobaric analog states than AME2020. We also discuss the
neutron skin thickness derived from the L, comparing it with experimental measurements.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The nuclear symmetry energy plays an crucial role
of understanding some experimental data of finite nu-
clei and lots of properties of isospin-asymmetric nuclear
matter [1–3]. Around the nuclear saturation density,
ρ0, the density-dependent symmetry energy is gener-
ally expanded as S(ρ) ≃ S0 + Lχ + O(χ2) with χ =
(ρ − ρ0)/(3ρ0), where S0 and L denote the symmetry
energy and the slope parameter at the ρ0, respectively
[4, 5]. The properties of the symmetry energy, including
S0 and L, can be determined from various measurements
such as heavy-ion collisions (HICs) [6, 7], neutron skin
thickness measurements via parity-violating elastic elec-
tron scattering [8–10], and astrophysical observations of
neutron stars [11, 12]. However, current determinations
based on various experimental measurements still span
a broad range of values, with 24 ≤ S0 (MeV) ≤ 36 and
−10 ≤ L (MeV) ≤ 130 [13–15], making it challenging to
determine the precise values of S0 and L [16, 17].
The symmetry energy coefficient of finite nuclei,

asym(A), is also a key quantity to study their characteris-
tics because it can be directly provided by nuclear masses
which are the most precisely measured information in
nuclear physics. Using the semi-empirical mass for-
mula, known as Bethe–Weizsäcker mass formula [18, 19],
asym(A) is extracted from the mass differences of isotope
or isobaric nuclei [20–22], the measured α-decay ener-
gies of heavy nuclei [23, 24], and the double differences
of “experimental” symmetry energies [25]. In particu-
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lar, it has been proposed that a universal relation ex-
ists between asym(A) and S(ρ) in mean-field theories,

asym(A = 208) ≃ S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) [26]. This relation
enables us to evaluate nuclear matter properties using in-
formation derived from finite nuclei, such as the neutron
skin thickness and electric dipole polarizability (EDP) of
208Pb [26, 27], which might be a key relation for further
discussion.

The extraction of the asym(A) from the mass for-
mula relies on the determination of nuclear binding
energy. In the past decade, significant advancements
have been made in the development of several nuclear
mass tables. Notably, the KTUY05 model has intro-
duced a mass formula incorporating shell energy correc-
tions [28], and a comprehensive evaluation of nuclear
masses for 9318 nuclei has been constructed by using
the finite-range droplet macroscopic (FRDM) and the
folded-Yukawa single-particle microscopic mass models
(FRDM2012) [29]. Moreover, the atomic mass evalua-
tions, AME2020, have provided nuclear mass data for
2550 stable nuclei in their ground states, based on exper-
imentally measured nuclear masses [30]. Recent efforts
have been directed towards expanding the nuclear mass
table to include the neutron drip line, employing the de-
formed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in contin-
uum (DRHBc) model. This extends mass table encom-
passes 2583 even-even nuclei, spanning from the proton
drip line to the neutron drip line [31]. Fig. 1 depicts the
coverage of each mass table.

In this study, we explore the impact of neutron-rich nu-
clei on asym(A) by adopting the DRHBc and AME2020
mass tables. As shown in Fig. 1, the DRHBc mass table
provides a broader coverage of nuclear masses, extend-
ing to neutron-rich nuclei, compared to the AME2020
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FIG. 1. Mass range covered by each mass table. Green, blue, red, and grey colored regions are covered by DRHBc [31],
KTUY05 [28], FRDM2012 [29], and AME2020 [30] mass tables, respectively.

mass table which is limited to the experimental data
region. We show how the nuclear masses of neutron-
rich nuclei in DRHBc mass table affect the asym(A).
Furthermore, we present implications of the change in
asym(A) for S(ρ) by employing the universal relation

S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) = asym(A = 208) [26] and compare the
results with experimental constraints from heavy-ion col-
lisions, measurements in finite nuclei, and observations of
neutron stars.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present asym(A) with the DRHBc and AME2020 mass
tables. In Sec. III, we discuss the effects of change
in asym(A) on S(ρ). Lastly, a summary is included in
Sec. IV.

II. THE SYMMETRY ENERGY COEFFICIENT
WITH NEUTRON-RICH NUCLEI

In the Bethe–Weizsäcker mass formula, the binding en-
ergy of a nucleus with mass number A(= N +Z) is given
by

B(A,Z) = avA− asurfA
2/3

− asym
(Z −N)2

A
− ECoul(A,Z) + apairA

−1/2,

(1)

where av(surf)[pair] stands for the coefficient of volume
(surface) [pairing] term and ECoul is the Coulomb energy.
Taking into account the difference of binding energies be-
tween isobaric nuclei, the symmetry energy coefficient of

finite nuclei, asym(A,Z, n), is written as

asym(A,Z, n) =
A

8(A− 2Z)

[
B(A,Z + n)−B(A,Z − n)

n

− ECoul(A,Z + n)− ECoul(A,Z − n)

n

]
,

(2)

with n being a positive integer that determines the bind-
ing energy difference of isobaric nuclei. Although the
general form of asym is expressed as a function of A, we
explicitly present Z as well as A in Eq. (2) to figure out
the isospin dependence on asym using the mass table with
neutron-rich nuclei. To avoid the choice of a reference nu-
cleus used in Ref. [22], we simply consider the mean value
of Eq. (2):

ãsym(A,Z) =
1

m

m∑
n=1

asym(A,Z, n), (3)

with m being the number of pairs of isobaric nuclei. In
addition, we take the average of Eq. (3) to compare it
with the conventional symmetry energy coefficient of fi-
nite nuclei only with the A dependence:

āsym(A) =
1

k

Zmax∑
Z=Zmin

ãsym(A,Z), (4)

where Zmax(min) denotes the maximum (minimum) num-
ber of Z and k is the number of ãsym(A,Z) in a given
isobaric chain. Hereafter, we use asym(A) for āsym(A).
In this study, we employ two phenomenological func-

tions asym(A) to fit the data obtained by Eq. (4) from

the given mass tables. One is asym(A) = S0(1− κA−1/3)
(Type I) and the other is given by asym(A) = S0(1 +



3

κA−1/3)−1 (Type II) with the parameters S0 and κ,
where κ indicates the ratio of surface to volume contri-
butions of the asym(A), i.e., κ = aSsym(A)/aVsym(A) [22].
We can see that Type I corresponds to the first order ex-
pansion of Type II in the small limit of A. In both forms,
the S0 is dominant in the large A, while the κ becomes
effective in the small A.

To precisely evaluate the asym(A), it is necessary to
remove the microscopic shell corrections from their bind-
ing energies because those corrections are not considered
in the Bethe–Weizsäcker mass formula. This is the same
as in the case of Wigner correction. The binding en-
ergy of a nucleus in Eq. (1) is hence given by B(A,Z) =
BData(A,Z)−Esh(A,Z)−EW (A,Z), where BData(A,Z)
is the experimental data taken from the AME2020 or
DRHBc mass tables, Esh(A,Z) is the shell correction
energy, and EW (A,Z) is the Wigner correction [22].
We here adopt Esh(A,Z) from the KTUY05 mass for-
mula [28] since the shell corrections in the DRHBc mass
table have not been studied yet. We also use the form
of EW (A,Z) = 10 exp(−4.2|I|) with isospin asymmetry,
I = (N − Z)/A [32].

As for the Coulomb energy in Eq. (1), we exploit
the same expression in Ref. [22], deduced from the 88
pairs of mirror nuclei in the region of 11 ≤ A ≤ 75:
ECoul(A,Z) = aCoulZ(Z − 1)(1 − bZ−2/3)/A1/3 with
aCoul = 0.704 MeV and b = 0.985.

Fig. 2 shows the symmetry energy coefficients of finite
nuclei, ãsym(A,Z) in Eq. (3) and āsym(A) in Eq. (4),
with the mass tables of DRHBc (upper panel) and
AME2020 (lower panel). The extracted ãsym(A,Z) from
the DRHBc mass table extensively covers the neutron-
rich nuclei region compared to that of the AME2020 mass
table. In particular, in Fig. 2, ãsym(A)s for the neutron
rich nuclei (yellow points) suppress āsym(A), resulting in
reduction of S0. As a result, we obtain the S0 = 27.85
MeV (Type I) and S0 = 32.66 MeV (Type II) with the
DRHBc mass table. On the other hand, for the AME2020
mass table, we obtain S0 = 28.54 MeV (Type I) and
S0 = 33.81 MeV (Type II). This implies that the binding
energies of neutron-rich nuclei contribute to a reduction
in S0. Furthermore, it is noteworthy that a more sub-
stantial decrease in S0 would occur if a broader range
of neutron-rich nuclides could be considered. However,
the inclusion of such nuclides in the DRHBc mass table
was limited by the availability of shell correction data
adopted from KTUY05 data.

III. EFFECTS OF CHANGES IN asym(A) ON
NUCLEAR MATTER PROPERTIES

We evaluate the effects of the change in asym(A) due to
the neutron-rich nuclei on S(ρ) by employing the follow-
ing empirical density-dependent symmetry energy model
[24, 33]:

S(ρ) = Ck(ρ/ρ0)
2/3 + C1(ρ/ρ0) + C2(ρ/ρ0)

γ . (5)
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FIG. 2. The ãsym(A,Z) in Eq. (3) (colored points) and
āsym(A) in Eq. (4) (red cross mark). The upper (lower)
panel is for the case of DRHBc (AME2020) mass table. The
solid (dashed) lines are the best-fitting curves of asym(A) with
Types I (II) in both panels. The color bar indicates the values
of isospin asymmetry, I ≡ (N − Z)/A.

We take the previous determinations of Ck and γ from
the correlations in symmetry energy parameters, Ck =
17.47MeV and γ = 1.52 [33]. In addition, to determine
the remained coefficients C1 and C2, we adopt two rela-
tions of S(ρ = ρ0) = S0 and S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) ≃ asym(A =
208) [26]. We note that the DRHBc (AME2020) mass
table results in asym(A = 208) = 21.36MeV (asym(A =
208) = 22.31MeV) for Type I and asym(A = 208) =
21.32MeV (asym(A = 208) = 22.33MeV) for Type II.

For ρ0, we adopt ρ0 = 0.15± 0.01 fm−3 [34]. Taking into
account the two conditions, we determine C1 and C2 for
each result from the DRHBc and AME2020 mass tables.
Moreover, using the relation of L = 2Ck + 3C1 + 3C2γ,
we evaluate the L. We tabulate determinations of C1,
C2, S0, and L in Tab. I, in which upper and lower limits
for each data stem from the uncertainty in ρ0.

Fig. 3 shows the evaluated S(ρ) from the determina-
tions in Tab. I as a function of ρ with experimental
constraints from analyses of EDP in 208Pb [27], HICs
[35], and the isobaric analog states with neutron skin
(IAS+Nskin) data [36]. The EDP measurement provides
constraints on S(ρ) at ρ ≲ 2ρ0/3, which are consistent
with our determinations of S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) for both
types regardless of the mass table. On the other hand,
the constraints of S(ρ) around ρ0 are provided from the
analyses of HIC and IAS+Nskin, in which the allowed
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TABLE I. Determinations of C1, C2, S0, and L for Types I
and II with DRHBc and AME2020 mass tables. The uncer-
tainties stem from that of ρ0, i.e., ρ0 = 0.15 ± 0.01 fm−3.

DRHBc AME2020
Type I Type II Type I Type II

C1 [MeV] 19.1+6.8
−8.9 −1.6+9.9

−13.6 23.7+6.7
−8.7 1.4+10.1

−13.8

C2 [MeV] −8.7+8.9
−6.8 16.8+13.6

−9.9 −12.7+8.7
−6.7 14.9+13.8

−10.1

S0 [MeV] 27.85 32.66 28.54 33.81

L [MeV] 52.5+13.8
−10.6 106.7+21.1

−15.5 48.4+13.6
−10.5 107.2+21.6

−15.8
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FIG. 3. S(ρ) = Ck(ρ/ρ0)2/3 + C1(ρ/ρ0) + C2(ρ/ρ0)γ as a
function of ρ. The hatches with (off-)diagonal lines indicate
Type I (Type II) regions. In each Type, the red (blue) colored
region corresponds to the results obtained using the DRHBc
(AME2020) mass table. The orange, green, and grey colored
regions represent the experimental constraints from analyses
of HIC [35], EDP measurement in 208Pb [27], and IAS+Nskin
data [36], respectively.

range of the S(ρ) depends on the uncertainty of evalu-
ated S(ρ).

The behavior of S(ρ) depends on three conditions.
First, the condition of S0 = S(ρ = ρ0) determines the be-
havior of S(ρ) in the vicinity of ρ ≈ ρ0. Since an increase
in S0 leads to a higher value of S(ρ = ρ0), S(ρ) becomes
stiffer as S0 increases for the fixed S(ρ ≃ 0.1 fm−3) [24].
Therefore, the S(ρ) for Type II (S0 ≃ 33MeV) is stiffer
than the Type I (S0 ≃ 28MeV), which results in the
higher L for Type II than that of Type I. (See Tab. I.)

Second, the stiffness of S(ρ) depends on the condition
of not only S0, but S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3). In Fig. 3, there
are two intersecting points at ρ = 0.1 fm−3. Each point
stems from the condition of S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) = asym(A =
208) for each mass table. Since the fitted line for the
DRHBc mass table in Fig. 2 leads to a lower value of
asym(A = 208) compared to the AME2020 mass table,
the intersecting point for the DRHBc mass table in Fig. 3

is lower than the case of AME2020 mass table. This lower
value of S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) contributes to make a stiffer
S(ρ). As a result, when we compare the S(ρ) for each
mass table in Type I, S(ρ) with DRHBc mass table is
stiffer than that of the AME2020 case, despite its lower
S0. However, in the case of Type II, the difference of S0

between DRHBc and AME2020 is greater than that of
Type I, so that the S(ρ) for AME2020 is slightly stiffer
than the S(ρ) for the DRHBc mass table. Consequently,
in Tab. I, the L for DRHBc in Type I (Type II) is higher
(lower) than the L for AME2020.

Third, the L depends on ρ0. For the given two con-
ditions of S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3) = asym(A = 208) and
S(ρ = ρ0) = S0, S(ρ) in Eq. (5) decreases, as ρ0 in-
creases. In this case, the S(ρ) becomes softer, which in
turn reduces L, and vice versa. This is shown in Tab. I,
where the upper (lower) limits of L correspond to the
results with lower (upper) limit of ρ0, respectively.

We compare our determinations of S0 and L with ex-
perimental and observational constraints in Fig. 4. The
orange-colored lines represent the constrained region of
S0 and L from the HICs experiments involving col-
lisions between 112Sn and 124Sn [35]. Here, the re-
gion with hatched diagonal lines includes constraints
from the pygmy dipole resonance data, yielding 30.2 ≤
S0(MeV) ≤ 33.8 [37]. Consequently, out of the four cases
considered in our determinations, only the S0 value for
Type II with the DRHBc mass table is allowed by this
constraint. Furthermore, this region constrains the L as
L ≤ 96.7MeV for the DRHBc Type II, whose limit con-
strains ρ0 as ρ0 ≥ 0.156 fm−3.

Measurements from finite nuclei also provide con-
straints on S(ρ). The FRDM is advantageous to extract
the symmetry energy from measured binding energies be-
cause it can precisely evaluate the contribution of each
term in the empirical mass formula. We show the con-
straints from the FRDM by using the green dashed box in
Fig. 4, which provides constraints on S0 = 32.5±0.5MeV
and L = 70 ± 15MeV [38]. The constraint on S0 only
allows the case of Type II with the DRHBc mass table.
However, the constraints on L excludes our determina-
tions of L for Type II. We also show constraints from the
analysis of IAS [1] by using the gray solid box in Fig. 4.
Notably, this constraint only allows the determinations
of S0 and L for the DRHBc Type II. In this case, ρ0 is
constrained as ρ0 ≥ 0.148 fm−3 by the given L.

Astrophysical observations are also one of the impor-
tant constraints on the S(ρ). For instance, the Quan-
tum Monte Carlo (QMC) technique, effective approach
to solve the many-body problem, has been combined
with constraints on the mass and radius of neutron stars,
which provides constraints of 31.2 < S0(MeV) < 34.3
and 36 < L(MeV) < 55 [39]. We represent this con-
straint by using the magenta dotted line in Fig. 4. Our
determinations of S0 for Type II with both mass tables
are allowed within this constraint, but the L is excluded
by the constraint. On the other hand, the values of
L for Type I are allowed, but the S0 is excluded. We
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FIG. 4. Determinations of S0 and L with various constraints.
The red (blue) line with circle symbols represents the deter-
mination of S0 and L for DRHBc (AME2020) Type I. The
red (blue) line with square symbols indicates the determina-
tion of S0 and L for DRHBc (AME2020) Type II. In each
line, the upper and lower limits stem from the uncertainty
in ρ0, while the circle and square symbols correspond to re-
sults at ρ0 = 0.15 fm−3. The orange-colored lines show the
constraints from HICs [35], and the region with hatched di-
agonal lines correspond to the region including the pygmy
dipole resonance data [37]. The gray-solid, green-dashed, and
magenta-dotted boxes denote the constraints from the IAS
[1], the FRDM [38], and observations of neutron stars (la-
beled by ‘N-star’) [39], respectively.

note that such astrophysical constraints also depend on
uncertainties related to the description of X-ray bursts
dynamics and the emissivity of the stellar surface [40].
Therefore, there could exist a discrepancy between astro-
nomical constraints and experimental constraints, which
is expected to be improved with greater precision in the
future.

Lastly, we discuss the effects of change in asym(A)
on the neutron skin thickness, ∆Rnp. Over the past
decades, various methods have been employed to measure
the ∆Rnp, including coherent π0γ production [41], pio-
nic atoms [42], π scattering [42], p̄ annihilation [43, 44],
and elastic (polarized) proton scattering [45–48]. Re-
cently, the PREX-2 collaboration reported new measure-
ment of ∆Rnp = 0.283± 0.071 fm, using parity-violating
electron scattering [49]. To compare our determina-
tions with those experimental measurements, we employ
the relation of ∆Rnp = 0.101 + 0.00147L [50]. As a

result, for Type I, we obtain ∆Rnp = 0.178+0.019
−0.016 fm

(0.172+0.020
−0.015 fm) from DRHBc (AME2020) mass ta-

ble. For Type II, we obtain ∆Rnp = 0.258+0.031
−0.023 fm

(0.259+0.032
−0.023 fm) from DRHBc (AME2020) mass table.

These results are presented in Fig. 5 with other exper-
imental determinations, in which the ∆Rnp for Type II
case is in agreement with the recent measurements from
PREX-2. We also note that the ∆Rnp for Type II is
consistent with previous microscopic calculations based
on the same DRHBc model, ∆Rnp = 0.257 fm [51]. Such

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
Rnp [fm]

Coherent 0  production

Pionic atoms

Pion scattering

p annihilation

Elastic polarized p scattering

Elastic p scattering

Parity-violating e  scattering

Rnp for AME2020

Rnp for DRHBc

FIG. 5. Determinations of ∆Rnp with experimental mea-
surements. The red (blue) line with circle symbols repre-
sents ∆Rnp for DRHBc (AME2020) Type I, and the line
with square symbols represents ∆Rnp for DRHBc (AME2020)
Type II. The black lines with circle symbols denote the exper-
imental measurements of ∆Rnp. For experimental measure-
ments, we adopt the measured ∆Rnp by including coherent
π0γ production [41], pionic atoms [42], π scattering [42], p̄
annihilation [43, 44], elastic proton scattering [46], elastic po-
larized proton scattering [48], and Parity-violating e− scatter-
ing in PREX-2 [49]. The vertical black-dashed line indicates
∆Rnp = 0.257 fm, which is obtained from the microscopic cal-
culations based on the DRHBc model [51].

self-consistency for Rnp between microscopic and macro-
scopic results could be a signal guaranteeing the present
approach.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we investigate the impact of neutron-rich
nuclei masses on the properties of the symmetry energy
using the DRHBc mass table. We find that the bind-
ing energies of neutron-rich nuclei can suppress āsym(A),
resulting in decreased S0. Specifically, we obtain S0 =
27.85MeV (κ = 1.38) for Type I and S0 = 32.66MeV
(κ = 3.15) for Type II. These results of S0 are re-
duced rather than the determinations from the AME2020
mass table, S0 = 28.54MeV (κ = 1.29) for Type I
and S0 = 33.81MeV (κ = 3.04) for Type II. Further-
more, based on these results with the empirical form of
S(ρ) = Ck(ρ/ρ0)

2/3 +C1(ρ/ρ0)+C2(ρ/ρ0)
γ and the two

presumed conditions: asym(A = 208) = S(ρ = 0.1 fm−3)
and S0 = S(ρ = ρ0), we study properties of S(ρ), L,
and ∆Rnp using the mass table results. We present a
summary of all of the determinations in Tab. I.
Our findings reveal that changes in āsym(A) and ρ0 af-

fect the behavior of S(ρ) under the assumption of the uni-
versal relation. Specifically, the results from the DRHBc
(AME2020) mass table lead to a stiffer S(ρ) for Type I
(II), compared to the case of AME2020 (DRHBc) mass
table. Interestingly, in the case of Type II, the decrease in
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S0 due to the DRHBc mass table enables the determina-
tions of S0 to be allowed within the constraints from HICs
and the IAS. In addition, the L for this case is simulta-
neously allowed by these constraints depending on ρ0.
For each constraint on L, we provide the new constraints
of ρ0, ρ0 ≥ 0.156 fm−3 for HICs and ρ0 ≥ 0.148 fm−3

for IAS. Furthermore, we discuss the effects of change in
asym(A) on the ∆Rnp. Notably, our evaluation of ∆Rnp

in Type II is consistent with previous microscopic calcu-
lation based on the DRHBc model as well as PREX-2
measurement.

These results presented in this study may change when
considering more neutron-rich nuclei. Therefore, it is de-
sirable to investigate the effects of contributions from ad-
ditional neutron-rich nuclei near the neutron drip line on
the asym(A). This study should involve a wider range of

shell and Wigner corrections for the neutron-rich nuclei,
which are not included in the current study. Such a future
study will provide a more comprehensive understanding
of how neutron-rich nuclei impact the properties of the
symmetry energy.
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