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Herein, we show that single molecules containing multiple optical cycling centers (CaO moieties)
can exhibit superradiant phenomena. We demonstrate the accuracy of the Frenkel exciton model at
describing these superradiant states via comparisons to high-level electronic structure methods. We
then rationally design molecules with superradiant properties optimized for laser cooling. Lastly, we
demonstrate how multi-photon superradiant phenomena can occur in these novel molecular systems.

We propose a strategy for improving the efficiency
of laser cooling large molecules by combining su-
perradiant phenomena with optical cycling. Optical
cycling centers (OCCs) are functional groups (also
known as quantum functional groups, or QFGs) that
feature closed transitions, typically electronic, where
one can scatter on the order of thousands of pho-
tons without a change in other molecular degrees
of freedom, such as vibrational or rotational states.
These transitions can be used for laser cooling and
quantum state preparation, important first steps for
applications in quantum computing, quantum sim-
ulation, ultracold chemistry, dark matter detection,
and fundamental physics searches such as symme-
try violations or variations in fundamental constants
[1–6]. While the additional degrees of freedom in
molecules compared to atoms makes it more chal-
lenging to laser cool molecules than atoms, they also
create new opportunities (e.g. quantum information
can be stored in these extra degrees of freedom) [7–
18].
Diatomic molecules were the first molecules to be

laser cooled experimentally [19–25] and has since ex-
panded to polyatomic molecules [18, 26–28]. This
expansion primarily relied on CaO moieties (or sim-
ilar alkaline earth metal oxygen moieties) bonded
to R group ligands such as CaOH and CaOCH3

[29–34]. CaO moieties are effective OCCs because
they host electronic transitions that are strongly
localized in real space such that they are within
the Franck-Condon region [35–38]. Large molecules
containing CaO OCCs such as calcium phenoxide
(CaOPh) were recently shown to optically cycle pho-
tons [39, 40]. In this work, we investigate molecules
with multiple CaO OCCs and demonstrate that
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these single molecules can exhibit superradiance.
We believe these molecules are both an exciting new
platform for studying superradiant phenomena and
may show improved optical cycling capabilities due
to their superradiant excited states.

Superradiance (subradiance) is a collective phe-
nomena in which a collection of emitters form co-
herent excited states in which their transition dipoles
constructively (destructively) interfere such that the
radiative lifetimes of these excited states are en-
hanced (suppressed) relative to the individual emit-
ters [41]. Two manifestations of superradiance are
the emission of high intensity pulses of photons (su-
perradiant bursts) and the enhanced emission rate
from a singly excited state known as single-photon
superradiance [42–46]. Superradiant bursts are char-
acterized by the maxima of the emission intensity (I)
increasing with the square of the number of emit-
ters (N), I ∝ N2. Single-photon superradiance is
characterized by the radiative lifetime (τrad) of a
singly excited state being inversely proportional to
N , τrad ∝ N−1 [42].

Herein, we purposefully create molecules with
multiple, spatially separated OCC sites and demon-
strate, for the first time, single molecule superradi-
ance. We elucidate how the OCCs interact with one
another through their transition dipole moments and
establish geometric rules that govern the energetic
ordering of the superradiant and subradiant states
through the use of a rather simple model Hamilto-
nian. Specifically, we show the generality and pre-
dictability of the Frenkel exciton model for molecules
with multiple OCCs by testing it against accurate
electronic structure methods for a set of molecules.
We then show the utility of this model by ratio-
nally designing superradiant molecules with excited
states properties optimal for laser cooling applica-
tions. Lastly, we broaden the scope of this model
by investigating two-photon superradiant emission
pathways for three surface-patterned OCCs.
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To these ends, we utilize the following model
Hamiltonian (H) to understand the superradiant
and subradiant excited states associated with the
OCCs in complex molecules [47]:

H =
∑
iα

Eiαa
†
iαaiα

+
∑

⟨iα,jβ⟩

Jiα,jβ

(
a†iαajβ + a†jβaiα

)
. (1)

In Eq. (1), i, j, ... are indices going over all OCCs,
α, β, ... are indices indicating the direction of the
transition electric dipole of the excited state, Eiα

is the on-site energy of the excited state, a†iα (aiα) is
a creation (annihilation) operator for the excitonic
state iα, ⟨⟩ indicates unique pairs, and Jiα,jβ is the
dipolar coupling between spatially separated excited
states:

Jiα,jβ =
|µiα| |µjβ |

4πϵ0ϵr |ri − rj |3
[µ̂iα · µ̂jβ

−3 (µ̂iα · r̂ij) (µ̂jβ · r̂ij)] . (2)

In Eq. (2), ϵr is the relative permittivity of the host
material (ϵr ≈ 1 for the gas-phase molecules studied
herein), µiα is the transition dipole moment, ri is
the center of the transition density, rij is the vector
connecting sites i and j, and µ̂iα and r̂ij are unit
vectors [47].
Fig. 1 shows how the model Hamiltonian predicts

superradiant and subradiant excited states for a
molecule with two OCCs using parameters extracted
from an electronic structure calculation of a molecule
with a single OCC. Calcium phenoxide (CaOPh) is
our reference single OCC-containing molecule here
because our molecules have CaO OCCs bonded
to aromatic groups and there have been many re-
cent theoretical and experimental studies of CaOPh
[34, 39, 48]. The properties associated with the CaO
OCC in CaOPh that are relevant to this work are the
electronic state energies (Eiα), location of the elec-
tronic transitions densities (ri), and electronic tran-
sition dipole moments (µiα). These parameters are
the CaO OCC in CaOPh are used to parameterize
Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) for larger molecules with multiple
OCCs. Specifically, we utilize the three lowest en-
ergy electronic states of CaOPh, where an unpaired
electron is localized on the calcium, shown in Fig. 1:
the ground state (χ̃), the first excited state (Ã) with
its transition electric dipole oriented in the plane of
the benzene ring perpendicular to the CaO bond,
and the second excited state (B̃) with its transition
electric dipole oriented perpendicular to the plane
of the benzene ring. From time-dependent density
functional theory (TD-DFT) calculations [49], the
electronic excited state energies (Eχ̃ is the zero of
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FIG. 1. Excitation energies and and radiative lifetimes
(τrad) for the first few electronic excitations for 2-OCC
CaO-quinone-OCa (center) using our model, based on
the 1-OCC CaOPh [39]. The two OCC sites in CaO-
quinone-OCa, 1 and 2, use excitation energies and tran-
sition dipole moments from a TD-DFT calculation of
CaOPh as input into Eq. (1). The identical sites’ ener-
gies and radiative lifetimes are seen on the left and right
hand side of the figure, which combine to predict the en-
ergies and radiative lifetimes of the 2-OCC molecule.

energy) are EÃ = 1.924 eV and EB̃ = 1.938 eV
and the transition electric dipole moments, centered
on the Ca atom, are µÃ = (0, 1.110, 0) eÅ and

µB̃ = (0, 0,−1.127) eÅ where the CaO bond is
along the x-axis and benzene ring in the xy-plane
(Fig. 1). TD-DFT parameters give radiative life-
times of 30.0 ns and 28.5 ns for these states, agreeing
well with experimentally measured lifetimes [39].

Now, using these parameters of single CaO OCCs
in CaOPh, we predict the superradiant and subradi-
ant excited states of single molecules with multiple
OCCs using Eq. (1). For CaO-quinone-OCa (Fig. 1),
a diradical molecule where one unpaired electron is
localized on each of the spatially separated calcium
atoms, this equates to building a simple 4×4 Hamil-
tonian with the diagonals given by EÃ and EB̃ since

α ∈
{
Ã, B̃

}
for each CaO group (i, j ∈ {1, 2}) and

the off-diagonal coupling between the excited states
of each CaO is given by Eq. (2). After diagonalizing
this Hamiltonian and analyzing the eigenstates and
their radiative lifetimes, we assign the excited state
manifolds of CaO-quinone-CaO as Ã−, B̃−, Ã+, B̃+
as shown in Fig. 1. We use + (−) to denote superra-
diant (subradiant) states throughout this work. The

two lowest energy excited states Ã− and B̃− of CaO-
quinone-OCa are perfectly subradiant with infinite
radiative lifetimes. The next two excited states, Ã+
and B̃+, are superradiant with radiative lifetimes of
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14.8 ns and 14.0 ns, approximately half the radiative
lifetimes of 30.0 ns for Ã and 28.5 ns for B̃ in the
single OCC molecule CaOPh (Fig. 1). The subradi-
ant states are lower in energy than the superradiant
states due to the side-by-side transition dipole align-
ment, (µ̂iα · r̂ij) (µ̂jβ · r̂ij) = 0 and µ̂1α · µ̂2β ≥ 0
in Eq. 2. Additionally, the energy level splittings
are similar (EÃ+ − EÃ− ≈ EB̃+ − EB̃−) because
|µÃ| ≈ |µB̃ |.
In Fig. 2, we address the qualitative and quanti-

tative accuracy of this model by comparing its pre-
dictions for the excited states of CaO-resorcinol-OCa
to TD-DFT [49], equation-of-motion coupled-cluster
singles and doubles (EOM-CCSD) [50], and com-
plete active space self consistent field theory with dy-
namic correlation treated perturbatively (CASPT2)
[51]. See Supplementary Materials for computa-
tional details. The model agrees with all electronic
structure methods on the energetic ordering of the
superradiant and subradiant states (EÃ− < EB̃− <
EÃ+ < EB̃+) and the relative strengths of their
transition electric dipoles. These energies are in
the same order as Fig. 1 due to the similar tran-
sition dipoles alignment (i.e. angles still within the
side-by-side regime) [47]. Because the model uses
input parameters from a TD-DFT calculation of
CaOPh, its predicted energies for CaO-resorcinol-
OCa most resemble the TD-DFT energies (Fig. 2).
The model slightly underestimates the dipolar cou-
pling (J1α,2β), which leads to an underestimation

of the energy splittings between Ã+ and Ã− and
B̃+ and B̃− by 9% and 3%, respectively, for CaO-
resorcinol-OCa compared to TD-DFT. EOM-CCSD
and CASPT2 have slightly larger energetic splittings
as a result of their larger (and more accurate) transi-
tion dipoles. Because the model is dependent on in-
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FIG. 2. The first four excited states for CaO-resorcinol-
OCa benchmarked against various levels of theory: the
model Hamiltonian given by Eq. (1), TD-DFT, EOM-
CCSD and CASPT2. The def2-TZVPPD basis set and
associated ECP was used for all atoms. All energies are
relative to the energy of the Ã− state. The exact energy
values for these states are 1.89 eV (Model), 1.89 eV (TD-
DFT), 1.97 eV (EOM-CCSD), and 1.96 eV (CASPT2).

put parameters from single OCC calculations, its ac-
curacy can be improved by using inputs from higher
levels of theory. Herein, we use TD-DFT inputs
so that we can benchmark the model against large
molecule calculations.

Now that we have the ability to rapidly under-
stand the superradiant and subradiant states in-
herent to molecules with multiple CaO OCCs via
this model Hamiltonian, the question arises as to
how to rationally design molecules with ideal prop-
erties for laser cooling. To achieve laser cooling
in molecules, the molecule should have an excited
state with as large a transition dipole moment as
possible with no lower energy excited states that
could serve as nonradiative decay channels. Non-
radiative processes increase the molecular temper-
ature and decrease quantum coherence, ultimately
disrupting laser cooling. With these requirements in
mind, CaO-quinone-OCa and CaO-resorcinol-OCa
are not ideal prospects for laser cooling due to their
lowest energy excited states being dark, subradiant
states (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). On the other hand, we
propose CaO-chrysene-OCa and CaO-tetramentane-
OCa, both shown in Fig. 3, as promising candidates
for laser cooling, because the superradiant Ã+ state
is their lowest energy excited state.

The superradiant Ã+ state is the lowest en-
ergy excited state in CaO-chrysene-OCa and CaO-
tetramentane-OCa due to the geometrical nature
of the dipolar coupling (Eq. 2). Specifically, Ã+

is lower in energy than Ã− due to the head-to-
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FIG. 3. Radiative lifetimes (τrad) and excitation energies
for the four single excitations associated with the OCCs
of CaO-chrysene-OCa (left) and CaO-tetramentane-OCa
(right) are shown. Input parameters for Eq. (1)
were taken from TD-DFT calculations of 1-OCC CaO-
chrysene and 1-OCC CaO-tetramenane, respectively.
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FIG. 4. Single and double excitations are shown for a
3-OCC model, in which CaO-adamantane is used as the
1-OCC molecule as input, with three CaO OCCs spaced
1 nm apart to mimic CaO OCCs on a five-layer, cubic
diamond (110) surface. The unit cell is 10 × 10 × 20 Å3

for each OCC to generate a 3×3×3 supercell for this 3-
OCCs system, as studied in previous papers [52, 53]. The
superradiant states (τrad < 10 ns) are in the center and
the radiatively coupling between states are shown via
arrows. Red (blue) arrows indicate radiative transitions
that would have emission polarized parallel (perpendic-
ular) to the CaO chain direction and the line thicknesses
indicate the strength of the transition dipole moments.

tail alignment of the Ã transition dipoles. In con-
trast, B̃− is lower in energy than B̃+ because of the
side-by-side alignment of the B̃ transition dipoles
(Fig. 3). Quantitatively, the energy splitting be-

tween Ã+ and Ã− is larger than B̃− and B̃+ as a
result of µ̂iÃ · r̂ij ≈ 1 and µ̂jB̃ · r̂ij = 0. Aliphatic lig-
ands have larger HOMO-LUMO gaps than aromatic
ligands, which lead to less interaction with the OCC
transitions. Thus, Ã and B̃ are more atom-like and
nearly degenerate (EB̃ − EÃ < 1 meV) in aliphatic
groups relative to aromatic groups (EB̃ − EÃ >
10 meV). For CaO OCCs attached to diamond-
like clusters (e.g. CaO-tetramentane-OCa), we used
input parameters from a TD-DFT calculation of
adamantane (Fig. 4).

The simplicity of this model Hamiltonian (Eq. 1)
allows us to expand our scope beyond molecules to
study multiple OCCs on surfaces, in this case dia-
mond, out of reach of current electronic structure
methods. Both single and double OCC excitations
lie within the > 5 eV optical gap of diamond, which
opens the door to many applications that require
entangled multi-photon states [54–57]. In Fig. 4, we
use our model to predict the single (1.80− 1.94 eV)

and double (3.67−3.81 eV) excitations for three CaO
OCCs (modeled by CaO-adamantane) spaced 1 nm
apart on the surface diamond. This geometry leads
to both head-to-tail (µ̂iÃ · r̂ij ≈ 1) and side-by-side
(µ̂jB̃ · r̂ij = 0) oriented transition dipoles, similar to
Fig. 3.

The lowest energy single excitation, Ã+++, is su-
perradiant with a radiative lifetime of 9.1 ns, ap-
proximately three times shorter than that of a single
CaO OCC. The superradiant B̃+++ has a radiative
lifetime of 7.7 ns and is the highest energy single
excitation in the B̃ manifold because of the side-by-
side alignment. All other single excitations are sub-
radiant. There are twelve total double excitations,

but only three (ÃA+, B̃B+, and ÃB) are strongly

radiatively coupled to Ã+++ and B̃+++ (Fig. 4).

Our model predicts radiative decays of ÃA+ →
Ã+++ and B̃B+ → B̃+++ that are consistent with
expectations based on the Dicke ladder [41, 42, 44].

Specifically, ÃA+ and B̃B+ have radiative lifetimes
approximately four times shorter than that of Ã
(23.9 ns) and B̃ (23.9 ns) in CaO-adamantane. In-

terestingly, ÃB is radiatively coupled to both Ã+++

and B̃+++. The radiative decay of ÃB to Ã+++

(B̃+++) would result in the emission of photon po-
larized perpendicular (parallel) to the CaO chain

axis and the ensuing radiative decay from Ã+++

(B̃+++) to χ̃ would result in the emission of a photon
polarized parallel (perpendicular) to the CaO chain
axis. This is an exciting feature as it can serve as
an avenue for using superradiance to generate polar-
ization entangled multi-photon states. Overall, our
model shows that multiple CaO OCCs on diamond
could be an exciting new platform for observing su-
perradiant and emergent phenomena. For example,
the excited states of CaO OCCs arranged in a square
lattice may contain novel physics similar to the elec-
tronic bands of square net systems [58–61].

In summary, single molecule superradiance can oc-
cur in molecules containing multiple CaO optical
cycling centers. We showed that these superradi-
ant states are accurately captured by the Frenkel
exciton model, which allowed us to design super-
radiant molecules suited for laser cooling. Lastly,
we went beyond single excitations and analyzed the
multi-photon superradiant emission pathways for
three CaO moieties on diamond. We are excited
to see future extensions of this work (e.g. perform-
ing quantum dynamical simulations, the inclusion
of electron-nuclear coupling, etc.) and uses of this
model to uncover exotic physics in the excited states
of systems with many optical cycling centers.
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[22] Y. Hao, L. F. Pašteka, L. Visscher, P. Aggarwal,
H. L. Bethlem, A. Boeschoten, A. Borschevsky,
M. Denis, K. Esajas, S. Hoekstra, et al., J. Chem.
Phys. 151, 034302 (2019).

[23] S. Ding, Y. Wu, I. A. Finneran, J. J. Burau, and
J. Ye, Phys. Rev. X 10, 021049 (2020).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

A. Benchmarking

Natural transition orbitals (NTOs) for the
molecules with a single optical cycling center (i.e. 1-
OCC molecules) were obtained from time-dependent
density functional theory (TD-DFT) excitation or-
bitals. From there, a cube file was generated to rep-
resent the transition density on a grid. The barycen-
ter of the transition density orbitals were generated
at an isosurface of 0.03 with Multiwfn [62].
All molecular geometries in this work were op-

timized at the density functional theory (DFT) or
excited states at the time-dependent DFT (TD-
DFT) PBE0-D3/def2-TZVPPD level of theory [63–
66] with a superfine grid in Gaussian16 [67]. This
was based on previous theoretical benchmarking to
the higher-level multireference configuration inter-
action method (MRCI) and experiment [68]. Fig. 5
shows the original TD-DFT 1-OCC excitation ener-
gies and lifetimes for CaOPh and CaO-adamantane,
as studied in previous work [39, 53].

τrad = 30.0 ns

τrad = 28.5 ns
τrad = 30.5 ns τrad = 30.5 ns
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FIG. 5. Radiative lifetimes (τrad) and excitation energies
for the first two excitations associated with the OCCs of
CaOPh (left) and CaO-adamantane (right), at the TD-
DFT PBE0-D3/def2-TZVPPD level of theory.

Although large molecules become rather compu-
tationally demanding for correlated electronic struc-
ture methods, in Table I we benchmarked single
point vertical excitation energies for CaO-quinone-
OCa and CaO-resorcinol-OCa using their DFT-
optimized geometries at the equation-of-motion
coupled-cluster level (EOM-CCSD in the QChem
program [69]) and at the complete active space
second-order perturbation theory level (CASPT2
with the Molpro program [70–72]). We find that the
transition dipole and relative energies of the super-

radiant and subradiant states are consistent across
all levels of theory. Because goals of this work are
to demonstrate the conceptual simplicity and qual-
itative accuracy of the Frenkel exciton model while
connecting its predictions to superradiant and sub-
radiant states, we find that the accuracy of the TD-
DFT extracted parameters are sufficiently accurate.

For EOM-CCSD, we used the same basis
set as TD-DFT (def2-TZVPPD) and correlation-
consistent basis sets (cc-PVDZ[H,C,O] and aug-cc-
pwCVDZ-X2C[Ca] [73, 74]). For CASPT2, an ac-
tive space of 2 electrons and 6 orbitals was used in
CASSCF [75–77] with the def2-TZVPP basis set,
state-averaging over 5 states. Density fitting was
used to speed up calculations [78]. A multirefer-
ence, state-specific second-order perturbation theory
(SS-MRPT2) was then used on the CAS wavefunc-
tions to obtain the final energies for each of the 5
states [79].

B. Spin-Orbit Coupling

In the main text, our electronic structure calcula-
tions did not include spin-orbit effects both for con-
ceptual simplicity and because these effects appear
small, as detailed here. In summary, Table II shows
that the singlet and triplet electronic states associ-
ated with the two CaO groups in CaO-quinone-OCa
and CaO-resorcinol-OCa are very close to degener-
ate, which is consistent with small spin-orbit cou-
pling in these 2-OCC molecules. Below we expand
upon these calculations.

Because past works that involved two atoms each
with a doublet electron (i.e. a radical) had con-
cerns about the couplings between the singlet and
triplet electronic states via through-space interac-
tions [32, 80], we designed molecules in which the
doublet electrons are well-separated (on the Ca
atoms) such that they do not participate in ring-
resonance, which minimizes these through-space in-
teractions. We quantify these through-space in-
teractions via equation-of-motion coupled-cluster
method for double electron attachment (EOM-DEA-
CCSD [81]) and elucidate its effect on singlet-triplet
coupling. DFT-optimized geometries at the PBE0-
D3/def2-TZVPPD level of theory were used as in-
put to EOM-DEA-CCSD/cc-pVDZ[H,C,O]/aug-cc-
pwCVDZ-X2C[Ca] from which we computed vertical
excitation energies.

To explore the triplet-singlet splitting at an
even higher level of theory, a CAS(4,3)PT2-RASSI-
SOC/def2-TZVPPD calculation was performed us-
ing OpenMolcas [82]. We find the CaO-quinone-
OCa ground singlet and triplet states to be split by
0.9 meV, much smaller than the chemical accuracy
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TABLE I. Vertical triplet excitation energies (in eV) for all species using the def2-TZVPPD or cc-pVDZ/cc-
pVDZ[H,C,O]/aug-cc-pwVDZ-X2C[Ca] basis sets for various electronic structure methods. We find the def2-TZVPPD
basis set for TD-DFT to be the most consistent with correlation-consistent basis sets/methods, previous benchmark-
ing, and experiment [39].

CaO-quinone-OCa

symmetry TD-DFT (def2) EOM-CCSD (cc) EOM-CCSD (def2) CASPT2 (cc) CASPT2 (def2)

13 B2u 1.899 1.868 1.986 1.919 1.970

13 B1u 1.915 1.885 2.005 1.934 1.992

13 B1g 1.918 1.893 2.007 1.944 1.996

13 B2g 1.936 1.913 2.029 1.961 2.018

CaO-resorcinol-OCa

symmetry TD-DFT (def2) EOM-CCSD (cc) EOM-CCSD (def2) CASPT2 (cc) CASPT2 (def2)

23 A’ 1.889 1.858 1.911 1.913 1.963

13 A” 1.911 1.882 1.933 1.935 1.992

33 A’ 1.933 1.914 1.945 1.968 2.020

23 A” 1.945 1.927 2.102 1.978 2.035

TABLE II. Vertical excitation energies (in eV) at
EOM-DEA-CCSD/cc-pVDZ[H,C,O]/aug-cc-pwCVDZ-
X2C[Ca]] level of theory for CaO-quinone-OCa and
CaO-resorcinol-OCa.

CaO-quinone-OCa CaO-resorcinol-OCa

symmetry Energy symmetry Energy

11 A1g 0.000 11 A’ 0.000

13 B3u 0.000 13 A’ 0.000

11 B1g 1.868 21 A’ 1.858

13 B2u 1.868 23 A’ 1.858

11 B2g 1.885 11 A” 1.882

13 B1u 1.885 13 A” 1.882

11 B2u 1.894 31 A’ 1.914

13 B1g 1.893 33 A’ 1.914

11 B1u 1.913 21 A” 1.927

13 B2g 1.913 23 A” 1.927

(1 kcal/mol) of electronic structure methods, sug-
gesting small, almost negligible coupling.
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