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We study the effects of torsion as predicted by the Einstein-Cartan theory in the test-particle
non-relativist approximation. We derive the corresponding 2-spinor Hamiltonian. Then, we solve
an idealized reflection and transmission problem for a beam travelling across a spin-polarized target.
We identify deviations in the spin polarizations on the reflected and transmitted beams that can
distinguish Einstein-Cartan from general relativity. These deviations would constitute compelling
evidence for a non-trivial spacetime torsion if measured.

INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) has passed all empirical tests
at Solar system scales [1] and is the paradigmatic the-
ory of gravity. Still, modified gravity theories are put
forward to improve our description of cosmological phe-
nomena [2]. One of the earliest modified gravity theories
—dating back 100 years— goes by the name of Einstein–
Cartan theory (EC) [3, 4] and can be derived by requiring
invariance under the local Poincaré group [5, 6] (for a re-
view see Ref. [7]).

In EC, gravity is described by a metric (or a tetrad)
and a torsion-full connection. The EC action is sym-
bolically identical to the Einstein–Hilbert action of GR,
but, in the former, the Ricci curvature depends on the
torsion-full connection. As a result, torsion is linked al-
gebraically with the so-called spin density [see Eq. (1)
below]. Consequently, torsion does not propagate and
is only non-zero inside matter with spin density. More-
over, the theory reduces to GR whenever torsion van-
ishes. Thus, vacuum tests, as occurs effectively for most
GR experiments, cannot empirically distinguish between
GR and EC. Still, knowing the fundamental gravitational
degrees of freedom is of the utmost relevance, particularly
when attempting to quantize gravity. Of course, one can
construct other theories with torsion [8]. However, the
fact that EC reproduces the GR phenomenology in the
torsion-free limit suggests that any empirically adequate
theory should contain EC as the dominant contribution.

Our action variables are the tetrad eµa , namely a set
of orthonormal (dual) vector fields, and an independent
spin connection ωaµν

1. The former contains the metric
information, and the latter also encodes the torsional de-
grees of freedom.

1 We work in 4 spacetime dimensions and in units where c = 1 = ℏ.
Indices for tangent space are denoted by Greek letters, and space-
time indices are indicated by Latin letters from the beginning of
the alphabet. Repeated indices imply contraction, and Greek in-
dices are lowered (raised) using ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) (ηµν , the
inverse matrix of ηµν). Latin indices i, j, k are used for spatial
Minkowskian coordinates and, when no confusion arises, are also
used for the corresponding tangent space elements.

The variation of the EC action with respect to ωaµν
yields

T ρbc(e
a
ρe
b
µe
c
ν + eaµe

b
νe
c
ρ + eaνe

b
ρe
c
µ) = 8πGΣaµν , (1)

where Tµab is the torsion tensor, Σaµν ≡ 2δLM/δωa
µν

is the spin density, LM is the matter Lagrange function,
and G stands for Newton’s gravitational constant. On
the other hand, the action variation with respect to eµa
generates an Einstein-like equation for a torsion-full Ein-
stein tensor. Relevantly, one can use Eq. (1) to replace
torsion in this equation in terms of Σaµν ; this equation
differs from the conventional Einstein equation by terms
of order G2 [7].

In the Standard Model of particle physics, the only ac-
tion terms that couple to the spin connection are those
associated with spinors2. Thus, we take LM as the La-
grangian for a spin- 12 Dirac field Ψ, which contains [10,
ch. 7.10.3]

∇aΨ =

(
∂a +

1

4
ωaµνγ

µν

)
Ψ, γµν ≡ [γµ, γν ]

2
. (2)

In this case Eq. (1) becomes

T ρµν = 4πGϵµν
ρσJ5σ, (3)

where T ρµν are the torsion components in the eµa basis,
ϵµνρσ is the completely anti-symmetric tensor (such that
ϵ0123 = 1) and Jµ5 ≡ Ψ̄γ5γ

µΨ is the source’s axial current,
which is spacelike3 [11]. Notice that only the completely
anti-symmetric part of the torsion tensor has physical
effects. This is a well-known feature of the EC theory [7].
Also, one recovers GR whenever J5µ = 0.

In this Letter, we compare a reflection and transmis-
sion problem for a test spinor in GR and EC when

2 Gamma matrices satisfy {γµ, γν} = −2ηµν , and γ5 ≡
iγ0γ1γ2γ3. The Dirac adjoint is Ψ̄ = Ψ†γ0. We adopt the Dirac
representation for the gamma matrices (i.e., as in Ref. [9]), and
σi denotes the usual Pauli matrices.

3 This was pointed out by an anonymous referee.
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traversing a target with Jµ5 ̸= 0. Concretely, we com-
pute the spin polarization angle deflection for a non-
relativistic beam of polarized neutrons. There are pro-
posals to search for spin-dependent gravitational ef-
fects [12]. However, most of those looking for torsion
allow for its propagation [13–19], or ignore the torsion
source [20–25], sometimes considering torsion parts that
vanish in EC. In addition, there are tests of EC in situa-
tions with little experimental control, such as particle col-
lisions [26–28]. Moreover, there is a programme to look
for torsion sourced by classical angular momentum [29],
which has been disputed [30, 31].

The present analysis has three main advantages when
compared with existing proposals: first, it focuses on EC,
which, as we argue above, is expected to provide the
dominant contribution in any theory that reduces to GR.
Second, torsion is the only modification to conventional
physics, and third, even though the torsion interaction
occurs when the beam is inside the target, the detectors
may be placed outside, which offers an enormous practi-
cal advantage.

SCHRÖDINGER-LIKE EQUATION

In this section, we study the evolution of a test Dirac
spinor ψ in EC theory, minimally coupled to conven-
tional gravity and torsion; this theory is sometimes called
Einstein–Cartan–Dirac theory. We then obtain a non-
relativistic approximation for a beam of such particles in
the presence of a target. The equation of motion for ψ
reads [32]

iγµeaµ (∂a + Γa)ψ − 3πG

8
Jµ5 γ5γµψ = mψ, (4)

where Γa ≡ ω̊aµνγ
µν/4 and ω̊aµν is the GR connection

(which is torsion independent) and Jµ5 is the target’s ax-
ial current. To get Eq. (4), we used Eq. (3) and the
identity {γρ, γµν} = −2iϵρµνσγ5γ

σ. We also employed
the test particle approximation, neglecting the effects of
ψ on curvature and torsion. Notice that GR only differs
from EC in the last term on the left-hand side of Eq. (4).

We work in the weak-field regime for gravity, keeping
only linear terms in G. The metric is linearized around
the Minkowski metric ηab as gab = ηab + Ghab, where
hab is found by solving the equations of motion. The GR
spin connection is O(G):

ω̊aµν ≈ −Geρa(∂µhνρ − ∂νhµρ). (5)

Also, we consider a static target that, for all practi-
cal purposes, can be regarded as infinite in the two or-
thogonal directions, y and z, and uniform between the
x = 0 and x = a > 0 planes, as depicted in Fig. 1. We
choose Minkowski coordinates in the target’s rest frame
compatible with its symmetries. Assuming that the met-
ric perturbations go to zero at long distances from the

(static) source, they can be chosen to be diagonal and
time-independent4. In fact, according to Eq. (5), the
only non-zero components of ω̊aµν are ω̊00i ≈ G∂ih00
and ω̊ijk ≈ G∂khij . This implies that each Γa matrix is
proportional to one of the 4× 4 matrices

γ0i =

[
0 σi

σi 0

]
and γij = −iϵijk

[
σk 0
0 σk

]
, (6)

where ϵijk is the completely anti-symmetric tensor with
ϵ123 = 1.

Figure 1. Set-up and auxiliary constructions. The boundary
conditions consist of a right-moving incident beam, whose po-
larization (schematically represented in the wheels) is aligned
with the z axis, and a purely right-moving transmitted beam
from a slab occupying the 0 ≤ x ≤ a.

We further assume that the beam of spin-12 parti-
cles is non-relativistic (cf. Refs. [33–35]). To obtain
the corresponding non-relativistic equation, we use the
well-known Foldy-Wouthuysen [36] procedure, namely,
a series of unitary spinor transformations that block-
diagonalizes the Hamiltonian H̃ order by order in pi/m,
where pi are the components of momentum. When we
multiply Eq. (4) on the left by γ0, we get i∂tψ = H̃ψ [32]
for

H̃ = γ0m+ E +O, (7)

where

E =
3πG

8
J i5γ

0γ5γi (8)

and

O = −iγ0Γ0 − iγ0γi∂i − iγ0γiΓi +
3πG

8
J0
5γ5. (9)

Here, E and O are even and odd terms, respectively, ac-
cording to the Foldy-Wouthuysen terminology5. To the

4 The linearized Einstein equations for h̄ab ≡ hab − 1
2
ηabh

c
c are

∂c∂ch̄ab = −16πTab, where Tab is the target’s energy-momentum
tensor, and its solutions are the convolution between Tab and the
Green function for the flat-space wave operator. It follows from
staticity that h0i = 0 and, assuming the target is shear-free (i.e.,
the off-diagonal elements of Tij are zero), hij = 0 for i ̸= j.

5 An even matrix is block diagonal as a Dirac matrix while an odd
matrix is a non-zero matrix with zero block diagonal entries. The
product of two even or two odd matrices is even; an odd matrix
times an even matrix is odd.
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lowest order in pi/m, the block diagonal Hamiltonian
H̃ ′, obtained from a Foldy-Wouthuysen similarity trans-
formation from H̃, has the form [36]

H̃ ′ ≈ γ0m+ E +
γ0

2m
O2, (10)

and the particle (anti-particle) 2× 2 Hamiltonian corre-
sponds to the upper (lower) block, which we use to write
a Shrödinger-like equation for a two-component spinor.

By inspection, we can conclude that all contributions
containing Γa enter H̃ as a multiple of the identity ma-
trix, which commutes with all spin operators. Therefore,
to linear order in G, the interactions mediated by the
metric cannot mix the spinorial components of the beam.
However, this is not the case for torsion. Thus, given that
we are primarily interested in distinguishing EC from GR
by measuring changes in spin, we omit the metric in-
teractions until we reintroduce them phenomenologically
later.

Hence, the relevant non-relativistic Hamiltonian for a
particle travelling in the +x direction, to first order in
pi/m and G, is

H =
p2

2m
+

3πG

8

σxJ0
5p

2m
+
σxp(J

0
5 ·)

2m
−

3∑
j=1

(J5)
jσj

 ,
(11)

where p ≡ px = −i∂x. In Eq. (11), the symbol · empha-
sizes that p also acts on the vector on which H operates.
Recall that, in the non-relativistic limit, there is a pre-
ferred notion of time, which explains J0

5 and J i5 playing
different roles.

The simplest model for the target capable of distin-
guishing EC from GR consists of a space-like axial cur-
rent whose components are constant inside the target
and are zero outside. Such a current is incompatible
with a free Dirac equation for a massive Ψ field. This
is because spinors inside a target interact with its con-
stituents; hence, we do not impose the free Dirac equa-
tions on Ψ.

In the present form, the Hamiltonian (11) cannot ac-
curately represent a physical setting because it neglects
the O(G)-gravitational interactions encoded in the met-
ric. As we saw above, these interactions could be mod-
elled using Newtonian gravity and are proportional to
the 2 × 2 identity matrix, 1. However, since our goal
is to obtain an order-of-magnitude estimate for the spin
polarization, we simplify the potential to a step func-
tion, V g0 θ(x)θ(a − x)1 for a constant V g0 < 0 and where
θ is the Heaviside step function. Moreover, to account
for the known short-ranged spin-independent interactions
between the target and the neutron beam, we add a po-
tential to the Hamiltonian (11) of the same form. The
potential is V0θ(x)θ(a−x)1 for a constant V0 > 0 because
the repulsive short-ranged interactions are several orders

of magnitude more intense than the gravitational attrac-
tion between target and beam. This potential should,
in principle, be derived from first principles, but this can
only be achieved by considering an interacting Dirac field
and integrating all interactions, which lies outside the
scope of the present paper. We turn to find some physi-
cal consequences of the Hamiltonian (11).

OBSERVABLE IMPLICATIONS

To find physical consequences, we solve the stationary
Schrödinger equation for the particle Hamiltonian (11).
We have in mind an experiment involving polarized neu-
trons. Slowly moving neutrons are natural candidates
for the beam particles as they avoid Coulomb-type in-
teractions and have long been used as probes of funda-
mental physics [37]. They can also be handled and mea-
sured with exquisite sensitivities (see, e.g., Refs. [38–42];
Ref. [43] is a review), and experiments where the spin
polarization of a neutron beam that goes through a po-
larized media have already been performed [44].
The solutions to the stationary Schrödinger equation

are found in for a non-relativistic monochromatic beam
of neutrons with polarization along +z [45] directed
towards a spin-polarized target whose geometry is de-
scribed above (see Fig. 1). In this Appendix, we solve the
Schrödinger equation in three regions: x < 0, 0 < x < a,
and x > a. Then, the solutions are “glued” by requir-
ing continuity for the wavefunction ψ and fixing the dis-
continuity of ∂xψ at x = 0 and x = a by integrating
the Schrödinger equation, which contains Dirac deltas,
around those regions.
We write the spinor at x < 0 as ψ = ψi+ψr, where the

first term contains the incoming right-propagating wave
and the second is the reflected part of the wavefunction.
Then, we can obtain the reflection coefficient from the
ratio between the reflected and incident beams. Analo-
gously, at x > a we denote ψ = ψt. We define ϕr and ϕt
by

cosϕr =
ψ†
rσ⃗ψr · ψ

†
i σ⃗ψi

|ψ†
rσ⃗ψr| |ψ†

i σ⃗ψi|
, cosϕt =

ψ†
t σ⃗ψt · ψ

†
i σ⃗ψi

|ψ†
t σ⃗ψt| |ψ

†
i σ⃗ψi|

.

(12)
These angles characterize the change of the expectation
value of the spin polarization for the reflected and trans-
mitted beams, respectively, as compared with the inci-
dent beam. Here, the dagger denotes the transpose con-
jugated. A method to find the explicit form of the cor-
responding parts of the wavefunction is described in .
Relevantly, even though these last equations are ratios
containing terms up to O(G2), the result is linear in G.
The resulting expressions for ϕr and ϕt are lengthy,

but we can consider the limit when the thickness a of the
target is much larger than the real and imaginary parts
of all wavelengths. We get, for the case where V0 > E,
that
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ϕr ≈ 3πG

4

k5m|Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 |
κ(κ2 + k25)

, (13)

ϕt ≈ 3πGma

8κ

√
J⃗5

2
+ 2(Jx5 J

y
5 + Jy5 J

z
5 + Jx5 J

z
5 ) +

4(J0
5 )

2κ2

m2
, (14)

where k5 ≡
√
2mE, κ ≡

√
2m(V0 − E), and J⃗5

2
≡

(Jx5 )
2 + (Jy5 )

2 + (Jz5 )
2. Importantly, given that GR is

recovered by setting Jµ5 = 0, it is possible to verify
that, according to GR, there is no “spin deflection” to
order O(G). Recall that, although there are O(G) spin-
independent gravitational effects inside and outside the
target [see Eq. (5)], they are absorbed in V0 in our esti-
mates, together with all the other spin-independent in-
teractions. We also computed the case when E > V0,
even though it is less useful when considering ultra-slow
neutrons. The results for the reflected and transmitted
angles are similar to Eqs. (13)-(14), and the estimated
effects are of the same order of magnitude.

To obtain order-of-magnitude estimations for ϕr and
ϕt, we consider a realistic [37, Sec. 2.3.1.] speed for
the ultra-cold neutrons of 5ms−1. Moreover, we consider
the target polarized along the +y direction. Importantly,
there exist spin-polarized targets that are insensitive to
magnetic effects [46, 47]. These targets have an effective
number of polarized particles of 1023 in a cylindrical de-
vice whose diameter and height are roughly 5cm, result-
ing in a density of spin-polarized particles of 2.5·1026m−3,
which is the considered density, and we take J0

5 → 06. We
also set V0 ≈ 1.5E. Then, Eq. (13) yields ϕr ≈ 5.5 ·10−47

radians, and Eq. (14) produces ϕt ≈ (3.3 · 10−36)(a/m).
Note that the transmitted angle is proportional to a, im-
plying that this effect is cumulative: the angle grows with
the target’s thickness. Of course, it can also be enlarged
by manipulating the beam to go through the target sev-
eral times; the physical limitation in this case is the neu-
tron’s lifetime. These estimations ought to be compared
with the achieved sensitivity for the neutron’s polariza-
tion angle, which has been measured at the considerable
rate of 10−7 radians per metre [44, 48, 49]. Thus, ac-
cording to these estimations, we are still some 20 orders
of magnitude away from any possible torsion detection.
However, things improve significantly by fine-tuning the
physical parameters.

Naively, one could think that the limit where torsion
effects dominate is when V0 → 0. However, as can be

6 When J0
5 = 0, the torsion effect looks like that of an external

magnetic field Bi = 3πGJi
5/4. With our numerical estimates

and when J0
5 is in the range [0, Jy

5 ), the result given in Eq. (14)

is only sensitive to J0
5 in the 15th decimal digit. One of the

lessons of the present study is that, if one wishes to single out
the peculiar dependence on J0

5 and p given in the second and
third terms of the Hamiltonian (11), one must use a non-zero J0

5
and seek parameters such that 8(V0 − E) ≫ m.

seen by inspecting Eqs. (13)-(14), the relevant limit is
when the potential V0 approaches E, and hence, κ → 0.
We take this limit before setting a much longer than all
wavelengths. The results are

ϕr ≈ πG

2

ma|Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 |
k5

∼ 3 · 10−36
( a
m

)
, (15)

ϕt ≈ πG

8
|Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 |ma2 ∼ 6 · 10−26

( a
m

)2

,(16)

where we used the values of the previous paragraphs to
get numerical estimates. Surprisingly, the size of the ef-
fects is roughly 10 orders of magnitude larger than in the
case where κ ≈ 1, and the angles also acquire an extra
factor of a. Achieving this limit is expected to be com-
plicated, although, in ideal situations, an experimentalist
could tune E so that ϕr and ϕt are maximized. Still, we
hope that, eventually, in a situation where κ ≈ 0, with
better sensitivity in the measurement of the polarization
angle, and using targets that are larger and that have
higher spin density, we could settle the debate between
GR and EC.

FINAL REMARKS

In this Letter, we show that EC predicts a shift in
the reflected and transmitted neutron polarization that
is linear in G, which is absent in GR. Thus, if this shift is
measured, it would constitute a smoking gun for torsion.
Of course, other interactions could generate similar spin
shifts [50]. However, the effects of EC theory could even-
tually be identified by their dependence on the beam and
target parameters. Furthermore, EC introduces no new
fundamental constants for which bounds could be set.

The proposal presented here shares several features
with the tests of local Lorentz invariance. In the lat-
ter, the precision in some parameters was improved by
several orders of magnitude in a few decades, reaching
Planck scale sensitivity (a comprehensive list of limits
on local Lorentz invariance is found in Ref. [51]). In
both cases, the sought effects are cumulative, amplified
at given energies, and involve high-precision experimen-
tal techniques. A realistic experiment to look for torsion
will likely require more detailed modelling of the target.
Still, the observables proposed here have the potential
to experimentally distinguish GR and EC, which would
have far-reaching implications.
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Reflection and transmission problem

In this appendix, we solve the stationary Schrödinger
equation, Hψ = Eψ, for the particle Hamiltonian (11),
considering a monochromatic beam of neutrons with mo-
mentum along the x direction, and whose incident polar-
ization is +z, and for the target described above. For
this purpose, we use standard methods [52] to convert
the second-order Schrödinger equations as a first-order
linear system of equations for ψ =

(
f
g

)
and its associated

momenta −i∂xf ≡ pf and −i∂xg ≡ pg. We use the spinor
basis where σ3 is diagonal and, for compactness, matrix
notation. The system of equations takes the form

d

dx


f
g
pf
pg

 = A(x)


f
g
pf
pg

 , (17)

where A(x) is defined as

A =

[
02 i12

2mB− J0
5C D

]
,

with

B =

[
i
(
E − V0 +

3πG
8 Jz5

)
3πG
8 (iJx5 + Jy5 )

3πG
8 (iJx5 − Jy5 ) i

(
E − V0 +

3πG
8 Jz5

)] ,
C =

3πG

8

[
0 δ(x)− δ(x− a)

δ(x)− δ(x− a) 0

]
,

and

D = −i
3πG

4
J0
5

[
0 1
1 0

]
.

The Dirac deltas in C arise from Eq. (11) once p acts on
J0
5 .
We find solutions in each spatial sector and then im-

pose boundary conditions. At x < 0, we take the solu-
tion as a right-moving spinor polarized in the +z direc-
tion, which represents the incident spinor, plus a reflected
spinor with arbitrary polarization, yielding

f(x) = eik5x + be−ik5x, x < 0,

g(x) = ce−ik5x, x < 0,
(18)

where k5 ≡
√
2mE and b and c are complex constants to

be determined. The overall normalization is immaterial,

and we exploit it to fix the coefficient in the incident part
of the wavefunction (the coefficient in the first term of f).
Similarly, in x > a, we only consider right-moving waves:

f(x) = heik5x, x > a,

g(x) = reik5x, x > a,
(19)

where h and r are complex amplitudes that are fixed
below. One can readily verify that Eqs. (18) and (19)
solve Eq. (17).

Inside the target (0 < x < a), the matrix A admits four
eigenvalues, which we denote by ikn, n = 1, 2, 3, 4. Their
corresponding eigenvectors are designated by

(
ψ

−i∂xψ

)
with

ψ =

4∑
n=1

dnYne
iknx, (20)

for certain amplitudes dn. The vectors Yn are found to
be, up to normalization,

Y1 = Y2 =

[
−1
1

]
and Y3 = Y4 =

[
1
1

]
. (21)

The eigenvalues are more conveniently expressed in
terms of k5 and κ ≡

√
2m(V0 − E). In what follows,

we assume κ to be real and positive (V0 > E); the case
where κ is purely imaginary is solved similarly. To the
lowest order in G, these eigenvalues are

k1 ≈ −iκ+
3πG

8

(
J0
5 − i

m(Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 )

2κ

)
,(22a)

k2 ≈ iκ+
3πG

8

(
J0
5 + i

m(Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 )

2κ

)
, (22b)

k3 ≈ −iκ− 3πG

8

(
J0
5 − i

m(Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 )

2κ

)
,(22c)

k4 ≈ iκ− 3πG

8

(
J0
5 + i

m(Jx5 + Jy5 + Jz5 )

2κ

)
. (22d)

To fix b, c, {dn}n=1,2,3,4, h, r, we impose the continuity
of ψ across x = 0 and x = a, leading to four algebraic
equations. We attain two others by integrating Eq. (17)
from −ϵ to +ϵ and taking the limit ϵ → 0+. The re-
maining two are similarly obtained by integrating Eq.(17)
from a − ϵ to a + ϵ and taking the same limit. The re-
sulting equations form a linear system of equations that
can be compactly written as



6

0 0 k1e
ik1a k2e

ik2a −k3eik3a −k4eik4a k5e
ik5a − 3π

8 GJ
0
5 e

ik5a

0 0 −k1eik1a −k2eik2a −k3eik3a −k4eik4a − 3π
8 GJ

0
5 e

ik5a k5e
ik5a

3π
8 GJ

0
5 k5 k1 k2 k3 k4 0 0

k5
3π
8 GJ

0
5 −k1 −k2 k3 k4 0 0

0 0 eik1a eik2a eik3a eik4a 0 −eik5a

0 0 −eik1a −eik2a eik3a eik4a −eik5a 0
−1 0 −1 −1 1 1 0 0
0 −1 1 1 1 1 0 0


.



b
c
d1
d2
d3
d4
h
r


=



0
0

− 3π
8 GJ

0
5

k5
0
0
1
0


. (23)

Note that because the incoming beam has only spin-
up components, any non-zero c or r, which represent
spin-down components in the reflected and transmitted
beams, respectively, attest to a spin-dependent effect,
which, in our case, is due to torsion.
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