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The short-term sensitivity of a several-kilometers long fiber-optic gyroscope is limited mainly
by thermal phase noise and relative intensity noise. Increasing the phase modulation frequency
decreases the thermal phase noise but not the relative intensity noise since it behaves as white noise.
Here, we propose and experimentally demonstrate that the angular random walk can be effectively
decreased by suppressing relative intensity noise at the modulation frequency and its third-order
harmonic using direct feedback to the drive current of a superluminescent diode. Our simultaneous
suppression of thermal phase noise and relative intensity noise yields an angular random walk of
15µdeg/

√
h and a bias instability of 33µdeg/h using a fiber coil with a length of 5 km and an

effective area of 280 m2 for a measurement time of 40 hours.

I. INTRODUCTION

An interferometric fiber-optic gyroscope (FOG) is a
device that measures the rotation rate by making use
of the Sagnac effect, which induces a phase difference be-
tween two counterpropagating light waves traveling in the
same fiber coil [1–3]. Because of their high precision and
stability, FOGs have been widely used in numerous ap-
plications, such as satellite stabilization, inertial naviga-
tion, and rotational seismometers [4–6]. In evaluating the
performance of FOGs, two aspects are often considered:
long-term stability and short-term sensitivity. Long-term
stability is crucial, for example, in terms of reducing drift
and errors that can accumulate when FOGs are operated
in an actual inertial navigation system (INS) [7]. Better
short-term sensitivity not only improves the performance
of INSs but also expands the application of FOGs to other
areas, such as seismology [8, 9]. One way to improve the
short-term sensitivity is to increase the scaling factor by
using a larger fiber coil [10, 11]. However, optical power
is attenuated in such a long fiber, and thereby the effect
of shot noise could degrade the sensitivity [12]. In addi-
tion, thermal phase noise becomes nonnegligible for long
fibers [11, 13–15].

Another method is to suppress the noises that impose
a limitation on the short-term sensitivity [16]. Four types
of noise limit the sensitivity of a several-kilometers long
FOG: thermal phase noise (TPN), relative intensity noise
(RIN), shot noise, and detection noise. Since the TPN
originates from the thermodynamic fluctuation of the op-
tical fiber, it decreases as the modulation frequency in-
creases [11, 14, 15]. The TPN was successfully reduced
in an experiment using a FOG with a 30 km-long single-
mode (SM) fiber coil, where modulation frequency cor-
responding to the 33rd-order harmonic of the eigenfre-
quency was employed [11]. However, the RIN eventually
limited the angular random walk in this experiment. In
modern FOGs, broadband light sources with low tempo-

ral coherence are the preferred choice since they reduce
coherence-induced noise. However, the random beating
between frequency components within the broad spec-
trum causes significant intensity noise called RIN [17–20].
In comparison to the shot noise level of the light source,
this RIN is often referred to as excess RIN [17], and many
methods of reducing or compensating for the excess RIN
have been proposed and tested [19–28]. One example is
a technique called noise subtraction, which can be real-
ized electronically [21, 22] or optically [23–25]. In both
cases, some portion of the light source is picked up as
a reference, and its associated noise is considered to be
correlated to that of the output power from the FOG.
By carefully adjusting the delay between the reference
and the output, the noise in the output is compensated
for with that in the reference. Many other efforts for
RIN suppression have been made, such as optical spec-
trum filtering [26], a dual-polarization scheme [27], and
a technique employing a semiconductor optical ampli-
fier [19, 28]. When the TPN and excess RIN are suffi-
ciently suppressed, the shot noise of the light source and
detection noise finally limit the sensitivity.

In this paper, we propose and experimentally demon-
strate simultaneous suppression of TPN and RIN. We
reduce TPN by employing a relatively high phase mod-
ulation frequency. In the case of a square-wave modula-
tion, undesired spikes appear in a FOG signal, resulting
in additional noise. This noise becomes more prominent
for higher-frequency phase modulation. Therefore, we
use a sinusoidal-wave modulation scheme.

On the other hand, we suppress RIN by examining the
property of RIN in a sinusoidal-wave modulation scheme.
As is discussed in the next section, it is necessary to sup-
press RIN components at a modulation frequency and
all odd-order harmonics to eliminate short-term noise re-
sulting from RIN. However, we show that it is sufficient
to suppress only certain frequency components of RIN,
namely, around the modulation frequency and its third-
order harmonic. This method is more effective for higher
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modulation frequency because it is not necessary to sup-
press RIN components over a wide range of frequencies.
We demonstrate this method by direct feedback to the
drive current of a superluminescent diode (SLD) having
a center wavelength of 1.5µm. Some portion of the SLD
is picked up and detected by a photodetector, whose out-
put voltage is used as a feedback signal to compensate for
RIN. Note that this method is not limited to an SLD but
is applicable to other light sources. For example, using
an acoustic optical modulator (AOM) after a light source,
one can make feedback to the AOM to compensate for
RIN similarly.

The short-term sensitivity is evaluated by the angu-
lar random walk (ARW) coefficient. Our simultane-
ous suppression of TPN and RIN yields an ARW of
∼ 15µdeg/

√
h, which is a 6-fold improvement compared

to ∼ 93µdeg/
√

h obtained by the conventional eigenfre-
quency modulation-demodulation technique. Our FOG
also shows good long-term stability, having a bias insta-
bility of ∼ 33µdeg/h for a measurement time of 40 hours.

II. DOMINANT NOISE FACTORS AND THEIR
SUPPRESSION

To improve the short-term sensitivity of a FOG, it is
essential to examine the ratio of the FOG signal to the
total noise of the system. When a phase shift ∆φR is
induced because of the Sagnac effect in the FOG, the
detected signal photocurrent is described by

I =
I0
2

{
1 + cos [∆φR + φm sinωmt]

}
, (1)

where ωm, φm, and I0 represent the modulation fre-
quency, modulation index, and signal current with-
out rotation and modulation, respectively. The cor-
responding rotation rate ΩR is calculated by ΩR =
(cλ/4πRL)∆φR ≡ ∆φR/SF, where c, λ, R, L, and SF

are the speed of light, central wavelength, radius of the
fiber coil, fiber length, and scaling factor, respectively.
The output I can be expanded using the harmonics of
the modulation frequency, namely, nωm (n = 1, 2, · · · ),
and the corresponding Bessel functions Jn(φm) of inte-
ger order n as follows:

I ≈ I0
2

[
1 + J0(φm) + 2

∞∑
k=1

J2k(φm) cos 2kωmt
]

−I0∆φR

∞∑
k=1

J2k−1(φm) sin(2k − 1)ωmt, (2)

where we assume ∆φR � 1.
The component of I oscillating at the modulation fre-

quency ωm is Iω ≈ I0∆φRJ1(φm). We denote the de-
modulated current noises for TPN, RIN, shot noise, and
detection noise by σTPN, σRIN, σSN, and σDN, respec-

tively. Eventually, an ARW is given by

ARW =
1

SFJ1(φm)I0
√
B

√
σ2

TPN + σ2
RIN + σ2

SN + σ2
DN,

(3)
where B represents the detection bandwidth.

The TPN originates from the random thermal mo-
tion of silica particles in the optical fiber [11, 14, 15].
This noise becomes more detrimental in a longer fiber.
The corresponding noise σTPN has been extensively stud-
ied [11, 14] and expressed by

σTPN = I0

{
πB

∞∑
n=1

[
J2n−1(φm)− J2n+1(φm)

]2
×〈∆φ2

N,rms(2nωm)〉
}1/2

, (4)

where

〈∆φ2
N,rms(ω)〉

=
kBT

2L

κλ2

(
dneff

dT
+ neffαL

)2

× ln


(

2
W0

)4

+
(
ω
D

)2(
4.81
d

)4
+
(
ω
D

)2


×
[
1− sinc

(
ωLneff

c

)]
. (5)

Here, 〈∆φ2
N,rms(ω)〉 is the spectral density of phase noise

introduced by the TPN. kB is Boltzmann’s constant, and
dneff/dT is the temperature coefficient of the effective re-
fractive index neff of the fiber. The fiber is characterized
by mode field diameter 2W0, cladding diameter d, fiber
length L, linear thermal expansion coefficient αL, ther-
mal conductivity κ, and thermal diffusivity D. Note that
the expression in (4) differs from the equation in [11, 14],
which considers that the spectral densities 〈∆φ2

N,rms(ω)〉
and 〈∆φ2

N,rms(−ω)〉 are statistically independent. How-
ever, they are correlated, and our equation accounts for
this fact [29]. Based on this expression, the effect of
TPN can be reduced by increasing the modulation fre-
quency, which corresponds to the odd-order harmonic of
the eigenfrequency of the coil. We apply this approach
to our coil made of a polarization-maintaining (PM) fiber
with L ∼ 4920m below.

Excess RIN is another dominant noise originating from
the random beating between all the frequency compo-
nents within the broad spectrum of a light source [17–20].
The amount of noise is simply given by the inverse of the
frequency spectrum linewidth ∆ν of the light source. In
the lock-in measurement, the RIN is distributed between
the signal and quadrature phases, and the signal phase
component σRIN can be calculated as follows:

σRIN =
I0
√
B

2
√

∆ν

{[
1 + J0(φm)− J2(φm)

]2
+
[
J2(φm)− J4(φm)

]2
+
[
J4(φm)− J6(φm)

]2
+ · · ·

}1/2

, (6)
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under the assumption that the RIN is white and each of
its spectral components is statistically independent [20].
The spectrum bandwidth ∆ν of the light source can be
calculated using the expression

∆ν =

[∫
P (ν)dν

]2∫
P 2(ν)dν

, (7)

where P (ν) is the power spectral density of the light
source with respect to frequency ν [17]. When RIN is
the dominant noise source, the ARW becomes a mini-
mum at φm ≈ 2.7 [20]. Note that the n-th term in the
square root in (6) is originated by the mixing between the
RIN at frequency (2n− 1)ωm and the modulated signal
at frequencies [(2n − 1) ± 1]ωm. Thus, complete elimi-
nation of σRIN requires the suppression of all odd-order
ωm components of RIN. However, as the first and sec-
ond terms in (6) are bigger than the subsequent terms,
the suppression of only ωm and 3ωm components of RIN
results in a significant reduction of σRIN.

When the dominant noises such as TPN and RIN are
sufficiently suppressed, shot noise, which is given by

σSN =

{
eBI0

∞∑
s=0

[
J2s

(
φm

2

)
− J2(s+1)

(
φm

2

)]2}1/2

=

{
eBI0

2
[1 + J0(φm)− J2(φm)]

}1/2

, (8)

and detection noise will finally limit the sensitivity. Note
that the expression in (8) differs from the conventional
equation, which only includes the effects of the DC com-
ponent in the detected signal [17, 30]. In contrast, our
equation also accounts for the AC contribution, which
modifies the amount of noise in the case of a lock-in mea-
surement [29].

Detection noise is generated mainly from a tran-
simpedance amplifier with a photodiode [31] and a lock-in
amplifier, which is given by

σDN =

√
B

2

{
2eiD+i2NT+

(
vNT

RF

)2

+
4kBT

RF
+

(
vNL

RF

)2}1/2

,

(9)
where iD is the dark current of the photodiode, iNT and
vNT are the input current noise spectral density (NSD)
and input voltage NSD of a transimpedance amplifier, RF

is the feedback resistance, and vNL is the input voltage
NSD of a lock-in amplifier.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Our all-fiber-based experimental apparatus is schemat-
ically shown in Fig. 1. The light source is an SLD with
a central wavelength λ of ∼ 1544 nm and a bandwidth
of 52 nm (full width at half maximum) (see Fig. 2). The
central wavelength is calculated as an expectation value
of the spectrum distribution in Fig. 2. The SLD output
goes through an isolator to avoid back reflection. Next,

fiber coilSLD coupler
75%

25%

circulator

PD1
PD2

sinusoidal
modulation

MIOC

Lock-inRIN suppression
FB

PC

attiso

FIG. 1. Schematic setup of the FOG apparatus. SLD, su-
perluminescent diode; iso, isolator; att, variable attenuator;
MIOC, multifunctional integrated optical chip; PD, photodi-
ode; PC, personal computer; FB, feedback circuit.
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FIG. 2. Measured spectrum of the SLD at the photodetector
PD1.

the primary output from the PM fiber coupler goes to
a standard setup of a FOG, which consists of a circu-
lator, a multifunctional integrated optical chip (MIOC),
and a fiber coil. The fiber coil is produced by winding
a PM fiber with a length L of ∼ 4920m and an average
radius R of 115mm using a quadruple winding pattern.
Its eigenfrequency fe is estimated to be 20.3 kHz. Sinu-
soidal modulation is applied to the MIOC. The output
from the circulator is detected by an InGaAs photodi-
ode (PD1) with a sensitivity of 0.95A/W, followed by
a transimpedance amplifier with a gain of 12 kV/A. The
optical attenuation in the coil, including the MIOC, is
measured to be 16.3 dB. This includes losses due to inher-
ent fiber attenuation (∼6.9 dB) and fabrication process,
such as winding-induced fiber bending loss and stress-
induced loss. The typical power without phase modula-
tion is 450µW at PD1. The detected signal is measured
by a lock-in amplifier. The minor output from the cou-
pler is used for RIN suppression. The signal detected
by a photodiode (PD2) is sent to a homemade feedback
circuit, whose output voltage is fed back to the current
controller of the SLD. The details are mentioned later.

As shown in (2), in the case of sinusoidal phase modula-
tion, the output current I can be expressed using the har-
monics of the modulation frequency and the Bessel func-
tions. The magnitudes of the i-th harmonics hi can be
measured by a lock-in amplifier with a multifrequency de-
modulation function. Using the ratio of the first and sec-
ond harmonic components h1 and h2, the Sagnac phase
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shift ∆φR can be obtained in the following form [32]:

∆φR = tan−1

(
J2(φm)

J1(φm)

h1

h2

)
. (10)

Here the information of φm is extracted from the follow-
ing relation:

h2

h4
=
J2(φm)

J4(φm)
, (11)

where h4 is the magnitude of the fourth-order harmonic
component. Note that the fluctuation of the SLD power
and that of the modulation index can be compensated
for by this method.

The fiber coil and MIOC are placed in a vacuum cham-
ber with pressure below 5×10−2 Pa, which is surrounded
by a magnetic shield and temperature stabilized at 24.0
◦C within 1mK.

IV. RESULTS

Fig. 3 shows the measured ARW (red circle data
points) as a function of modulation frequency fm =
ωm/2π. Here, we measure the Allan deviation of the
angular rate ΩR as a function of integration time τ and
fit it with a function ARW/

√
τ . Note that excess RIN is

not yet suppressed at this stage, and we use the modula-
tion index φm = 2.7 where the optimal ARW can be ex-
pected. The measured values of ARW decrease monoton-
ically with the modulation frequency and reach a lower
limit of ∼ 31µdeg/

√
h in a frequency range larger than

386 kHz, which corresponds to the 19-th order harmonic
of the eigenfrequency fe in our setting.

This figure also shows a fitting curve to the measured
data points with (3), which considers TPN, RIN, shot
noise, and detection noise. To calculate σTPN, we use
the values written in [11] regarding the fiber character-
istics such as neff , dneff/dT , αL, and κ. Other param-
eters are 2W0 = 6.7µm and d = 80µm from our man-
ufacturer’s data sheet. We use the thermal diffusivity
of an optical fiber as a fitting parameter and obtain a
value of (5.5 ± 0.8) × 10−7m2s−1, which has no discrep-
ancy with the values in the literature [11, 14, 15, 33].
The excess RIN is calculated by (6), and the spectrum
bandwidth ∆ν of the light source in (7) is obtained as
∆ν = 9.71THz from the measured spectrum in Fig. 2.
This model assumes pure spontaneous emission as a light
source, but due to the amplification process in the SLD,
the experimental value of the RIN can be smaller than
the calculated one [28]. Therefore, the previous work in-
troduced the noise suppression factor η and divided the
noise σRIN by √η [19]. Similarly, we use this factor η as
a fitting parameter and obtain η = 1.91 ± 0.17, which
is comparable to the values in [19]. The magnitudes of
shot noise in (8) and detection noise in (9) are calculated
with our experimental parameters. The contributions of

0 200 400 600 800
10

0

10
1

10
2

FIG. 3. Modulation frequency dependence of an angular ran-
dom walk (ARW). Measured values of an ARW are plotted as
a function of modulation frequency fm = ωm/2π for the case
without RIN suppression (red circle points). The red solid
line shows the fitted result of the total noise. Calculation re-
sults for RIN and TPN using the fitted values are presented
by orange and grey dashed lines, respectively. The purple
and green dashed lines show the calculations for shot noise
and detection noise, respectively. The modulation depth is
set to φm = 2.7. The error bars of the data points, which are
the standard deviation of the fitting of the ARW, are smaller
than the marker size.
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0.05

0.1
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FIG. 4. Noise spectral densities of the light source measured
at photodiode PD1. The red trace shows the result without
RIN suppression. The green and blue traces show the results
with RIN suppression at fm only and at fm and 3fm, respec-
tively. The vertical dashed lines indicate fm and 3fm.

RIN, TPN, shot noise, and detection noise are plotted in
Fig. 3 as dashed lines.

Clearly, in terms of the TPN suppression, a higher
modulation frequency is better: in the lower modulation-
frequency range below 100 kHz, the TPN is dominant,
whereas its contribution decreases in the higher frequency
range, and the RIN becomes dominant. Therefore, sup-
pressing the RIN in the high frequency range can fur-
ther improve the short-term sensitivity of the FOG. On
the other hand, there are technical difficulties in reducing
RIN at a higher frequency. We need a photo-detector and
lock-in amplifier with large bandwidth and also a high-
speed feedback circuit. In view of these conditions, here-
after we set our modulation frequency fm to 630.6 kHz
(fm = 31fe), at which the TPN contributes just less than
the shot noise.

As discussed in the theoretical section, we suppress
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FIG. 5. Modulation index dependence of an ARW at fm =
630.6 kHz. Measured values of an ARW are plotted for the
cases without RIN suppression (red circle points) and with
RIN suppression at fm only (green triangle points) and at fm
and 3fm (blue square points). The red, green, and blue solid
lines are the corresponding theoretical calculations using the
fitted values obtained in Fig. 3. The blue dotted line is the
theoretical calculation assuming that all the frequency com-
ponents of the RIN are suppressed by the same amount as the
fm component. The black dotted and solid lines correspond
to ARW values when the RIN is completely suppressed at fm
only and at fm and 3fm, respectively. The orange, green, pur-
ple, and grey dashed lines show the calculated results for the
RIN, detection noise, shot noise, and TPN, respectively. The
error bars of the data points, which are the standard devia-
tion of the fitting of the ARW, are smaller than the marker
size.

excess RIN at particular frequencies, namely, fm and/or
3fm, using the feedback to the current driver of the SLD.
As shown in Fig. 1, some portion of the SLD output
is picked off by the fiber coupler and detected by PD2.
The output voltage of the transimpedance amplifier after
PD2 is split into two. Each of the outputs goes through
a bandpass filter whose resonance frequency is set to fm

or 3fm, and its output is used in the feedback. Fig. 4
shows the noise spectral density detected by PD1 when
phase modulation to the MIOC is not applied. The RIN
is successfully suppressed around the frequencies fm and
3fm by a factor of ∼2.7 and ∼2.1, respectively.

Under these RIN-suppression conditions, we measure
the dependence of the ARW on the modulation index
φm, as shown in Fig. 5. First, we examine the case with-
out RIN suppression. The red circle points in Fig. 5
are the measured results, showing a minimum value of
∼ 31µdeg/

√
h at φm ≈ 2.7, as expected. We also mea-

sure the case with RIN suppression at fm only. The
green triangle points are the measured results, clearly
showing that the ARW values are significantly improved
compared to the case without RIN suppression. The min-
imum value in this case is ∼ 22µdeg/

√
h, and its position

is shifted to φm ≈ 2.0. Similarly, the measured results
for the case of RIN suppression at fm and 3fm are pre-
sented by the blue square points. We obtain the mini-
mum ARW value ∼ 15µdeg/

√
h at φm = 2.24. All the

sets of measured results are in good agreement with their
corresponding theoretical curves, which suggests that our

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

10
1

10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

FIG. 6. Allan deviation of the measured rotation rate ΩR.
The experimental condition is the same as that correspond-
ing to the blue square point at φm ≈ 2.24 in Fig. 5. The
red dashed line shows the fitted result with a function of
ARW/

√
τ .

understanding of the RIN based on (6) is correct. This
understanding shows that even if all the frequency com-
ponents of the RIN are suppressed by the same amount
as the fm component (∼2.7), the ARW value does not
improve significantly (the blue dotted line). Achievable
ARW remains at the same level (∼ 13µdeg/

√
h), even if

we suppress only the fm component entirely (the black
dotted line). However, drastic improvement can be ob-
tained by completely suppressing fm and 3fm compo-
nents, reaching a value of ∼ 8µdeg/

√
h (the black solid

line).
We also examine the long-term stability using the opti-

mum condition mentioned above. Fig. 6 shows the mea-
sured Allan deviation of the rotation rate ΩR for a mea-
surement time of 40 hours. Despite such a long measure-
ment time, we achieve a bias stability of ∼ 33µdeg/h,
showing that our FOG has excellent long-term stability.
For a time scale longer than several hours, a ramp rate
with a slope of +1 is observed, indicating a very slow
monotonic change in the FOG signal over a long period
of time [34]. This change could be due to a drift of the
central wavelength and the corresponding scale factor.
An investigation of the ramp rate is necessary but be-
yond the scope of the present study. Please note that we
use a temperature-controlled environment in the vacuum
chamber with a magnetic shield to aim to obtain long-
term stability, whereas the essential point in our method
of simultaneous suppression of TPN and RIN is the im-
provement of short-term sensitivity. We verified that this
method works also at room temperature and in the at-
mosphere.

The ARW of 15µdeg/
√

h corresponds to an interfer-
ometer phase noise of 7 × 10−8 rad/

√
Hz and provides a

root mean square phase noise of 7 × 10−9 rad after 100
seconds of average time. The total phase accumulated
after the propagation in the fiber coil is 3 × 1010 rad.
Therefore, reciprocity is estimated to be ∼ 2 × 10−19,



6

which is the same order as the current high-performance
FOG [2].

TABLE I. Parameters of high-performance interferometric
FOGs

ARW fiber length effective area Ref.
69µdeg/

√
h 5000m 310 m2 [3]

32µdeg/
√

h 5000m 230 m2 [2]
12µdeg/

√
h 30630m 2900 m2 [11]

15µdeg/
√

h 4920m 280 m2 present work

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated the simultaneous suppression
of TPN and RIN. We have revisited the derivation of
the RIN distribution in the lock-in detection scheme and
shown that it is sufficient to suppress the RIN compo-
nents at only the modulation frequency and its third-
order harmonic. We observed significant improvement of
the ARW coefficient by simply suppressing the first- and
third-order components, where we employed the modu-
lation frequency of the 31st harmonics of the eigenfre-
quency of the fiber coil. Although suppression of RIN
at all frequency components is technically difficult, espe-

cially for coils with large eigenfrequencies, suppression of
only two low-frequency components is relatively simple.
Our simultaneous suppression of TPN and RIN yielded
an ARW coefficient of ∼ 15µdeg/

√
h, as well as a bias

instability of ∼ 33µdeg/h for a measurement time of 40
hours. This ARW is, to our knowledge, the best one
in the world for FOGs using a five-kilometers long fiber
coil as represented in Table I. Achieving such a small
ARW is very important in practical INS applications,
reducing the time required for initial INS alignment. As
discussed in [7], bias instability below 20µdeg/h is neces-
sary to maintain a navigational accuracy of a one nautical
mile per month. In order to reach this level of accuracy
within one-hour alignment, the ARW must be less than
20µdeg/

√
h [7]. Our performance has reached this level,

and therefore paves the way for practical application to
ultra-precise inertial navigation in long-term operation.
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