
Implementation of two-dimensional selective acoustic tweezers merely using four
straight interdigitated transducers:a numerical proof of concept of radiation field

synthesis by pulsed acoustic waves

Shuhan Chen, Jia Zhou,∗ and Antoine Riaud†

School of Microelectronics, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China
(Dated: July 1, 2024)

Selective acoustic tweezers can focus the acoustic radiation force on a single particle to manipulate
it without affecting its neighbors. This has long required highly complex hardware. In this numerical
study, we show that pulsed acoustic waves can be used for the selective manipulation of particles
using only two pairs of orthogonal transducers. While these tweezers are well-known for their ability
to manipulate arrays of particles, we show that selectivity can be achieved by using sequences of
acoustic pulses to iteratively construct a combined acoustic potential focused only on the target
particle.

I. INTRODUCTION

Acoustic tweezers manipulate particles and cells with-
out contact using the acoustic radiation force (ARF).
At equal power density, they provide a trapping force
100,000 times larger than optical tweezers[1]. This con-
fers them a high biocompatibility which makes them
promising for a range of biological applications[2]. In
some of these applications, large amounts of cells need
to be manipulated or clumped together, which is usu-
ally achieved using two pairs of orthogonal transducers
to create a tunable standing acoustic field[3, 4]. In other
applications, it is important to capture only one particle
among many other identical ones. Such selective manipu-
lation requires to finely craft the acoustic radiation force
field to act only on a single particle, which is one of the
longstanding challenges of acoustofluidics.

Traditional selective manipulation methods rely on
acoustic vortices (a class of acoustic fields featuring a
helical wavefront) that have the advantage of having a
vanishing pressure on their propagation axes while hav-
ing a maximum intensity around this axis[5, 6]. These
fields can be synthesized using transducer arrays or holo-
graphic structures such as spiraling transducers. Trans-
ducer arrays are difficult and costly to miniaturize, while
holograms must be mechanically translated to move the
trap.

Pulsed acoustic waves are a promising alternative to
helical wave fields. Generation of pulses using miniatur-
ized interdigitated transducers were developed when in-
terdigitated transducers (IDTs) were used for pulse com-
pression in radar technologies using chirp IDTs [7] or
slanted finger IDTs combined with dispersive grating re-
flectors for compression ratios exceeding 20 ([8]). Beyond
acoustofluidics, these technologies might have found a
new life in quantum processing [9]. Both technologies
have been used in acoustofluidics [10], with chirp IDTs
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used to control inter-particle distance in acoustic manip-
ulation [3], and slanted-finger IDTs for particle sorting
[11] and fine-positioning of acoustic fields relative to an
acoustofluidic device [12] or droplet [13].
In one-dimension, Collins et al.[14] have used a single

pair of IDTs to trap particles at a predefined location
of a microchannel. Using such chirp IDTs to increase
the transducer bandwidth, Xu et al.[15] has devised a
frequency-multiplexing method able to achieve λ/4 reso-
lution for pulsed manipulation. The same year, Wang et
al. [16] has provided a rigorous theoretical foundation for
the manipulation of small particles using pulsed acoustic
waves, which can be numerically implemented on finite
element software [17]. Despite this rapid progress, pulsed
acoustic tweezers have been limited to one-dimensional
manipulation (excluding expensive laser-guided acoustic
tweezers [18]). This is because acoustic fields along each
dimension create a one-dimensional acoustic trap, which
results in a cross-pattern (see for instance Fig. 4 of Xu
et al.[15]) instead of a single point trap. Therefore, any
particle along the cross will be captured and selectivity
is lost.
In this paper, we show that using sequences of pulses

allows combining multiple acoustic radiation potential
fields, some being plus-shaped + and others being cross-
shaped × (Fig. 1.g). This time-division multiplexing
(TDM) enables the synthesis of a combined acoustic po-
tential field having a single potential well surrounded by
a smooth potential landscape (Fig. 1.h) which eventually
allows selective manipulation.
The paper is structured as follows: after summarizing

the theory of ARF by pulsed acoustic waves and present-
ing the numerical model, we show the synthesis of a single
potential well at various locations, followed by the sim-
ulation of particle manipulation. We then simulate the
selective manipulation of particles along a square path.

II. THEORY

The particle dynamics in time-multiplexed acoustic
tweezers cover three different timescales: fast nearly-
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FIG. 1. Principle for selective two-dimensional trapping us-
ing time multiplexing. (a) tweezers overview: The acous-
tic tweezers combine two pairs of IDTs facing each other.
The IDTs send pulsed traveling waves (TW) to a microflu-
idic chamber located at the center. The chamber contains
the particles that should be manipulated. (b) manipula-
tion principle: The traveling waves propagate guided by
the substrate (LiNbO3) and create a leaky Rayleigh wave in
the fluid (darker blue). When the two waves meet at the cen-
ter of the channel, destructive interference creates a localized
pattern of fringes that can capture particles. The manipula-
tion is selective because only the green particle (in the fringed
region) is trapped. (c) from one-dimensional to two-
dimensional manipulation by time-multiplexing: while
using one pair of IDTs creates a one-dimensional acoustic trap
that allows trapping particles along a line (d), energizing one
pair of transducers after another creates two one-dimensional
acoustic traps that can be superimposed (e) to create a com-
bined two-dimensional cross-shaped acoustic trap. However,
this trap also captures unwanted particles (in red).(f) selec-
tive manipulation using all four transducers: energizing
all four transducers with combinations of positive or negative
excitation yields a larger set of acoustic traps (g), which can
be superimposed to create a combined acoustic potential with
a single trap (h).

periodic oscillations over an acoustic period (< 0.1µs),
gradual build-up of momentum during repeated irradia-
tion by a set of acoustic sub-fields (≈ 80µs), and slow
motion of the particle itself towards the acoustic trap
created by the combination of sub-fields (≈ 1 s).
In the following, we consider particles of density ρp and

compressibility κp and radius Rp immersed in an inviscid
fluid of density ρ0, velocity of sound c0, compressibility
κ0 = 1/(ρ0c

2
0). In the simulations, we assume the mi-

crochannel height to be small compared to the acoustic
wavelength. Indeed, when the channel height exceeds
half a wavelength, the acoustic field exhibits pressure
nodes in the vertical direction, which degrades selectiv-
ity because multiple traps exist in the z-dimension [19].
These particles are irradiated by a pulsed acoustic field
of wavelength λ0 >> Rp, having an incident pressure
field p̃in and incident vibration velocity field ṽin. The
resulting ARF reads [16]:

Frad = −
4πR3

p

3
∇⟨U⟩ , (1)

with U a mathematical artifact that can be interpreted
as the instantaneous Gor’kov potential:

U =
f1

2ρ0c20
p̃2in − 3f2ρ0

4
ṽ2
in, (2)

where ⟨U⟩ indicates the time-average of the instantaneous
Gor’kov potential U , and f1 = 1−κ0/κp and f2 = 2(ρp−
ρ0)/(2ρp + ρ0) are the monopole and dipole scattering
coefficients, respectively.
Computing U requires knowing the incident acoustic

pressure field p̃in and incident vibration velocity field ṽin.
Resolving the acoustic field as a superpo-

sition of plane monochromatic waves p̃ =∫∞
−∞

∫
R3 p̂(ω)e

i(kxx+kyy+kzz)−iωt dkdω (using the Fourier

transform in space and time), we note that for each
of these plane waves satisfies ρ0iωv̂z = −ikz p̂, that
is v̂z = p̂/ρ0ωkz, with kz given by the dispersion

relation kz =
√
k20 − k2x − k2y. Continuity bound-

ary conditions at the liquid-solid interface ensure
kx = kx,SAW and ky = ky,SAW. For the surface
acoustic wave (SAW), the dispersion relation reads
k2x,SAW + k2y,SAW = ω2/c2SAW. Substituting in the

equation of kz, we get kz =
√
k20 − (ω/cSAW)

2
, which

can be recast as kz = k0 cosΘR, with the Rayleigh angle
ΘR = arccos(c0/cSAW). Substituting in the expression
for the velocity, we get v̂z = p̂/(ρ0c0 cosΘR), which
is now independent of the frequency. However, it is
still dependent on the propagation direction because in
general, SAW propagation velocity cSAW depends on the
propagation direction. Yet, this anisotropy is only of a
few percent [20] and will be neglected here. Under this
assumption, the relation v̂z = p̂/(ρ0c0 cosΘR) becomes
independent of the direction, and allows using the well-
known acoustic impedance to deduce the z-component
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of the velocity from the pressure field in the transient
direct-space domain:

ṽin,z =
1

ρ0c0 cosΘR
p̃in. (3)

We note that the factor 1/ cosΘR was mentioned in
previous works on radiation force by monochromatic
waves[21]. The shallow channel assumption allows com-
puting the incident pressure field using the continuity
condition ṽin,z = ṽSAW,z. Neglecting attenuation, the
SAW obeys the transient two-dimensional d’Alembert
equation in the x-y plane, in which we substitute Eq. (3):

1

c2SAW

∂2p̃in
∂t2

= ∇2p̃in, (4)

where the factor ρ0c0 cosΘR was simplified on both sides.
The x and y components of ṽin can be deduced from the
acceleration field ãin = −(1/ρ0)∇p̃in by integration over
time ṽin =

∫
ãin dt. In summary:

ṽin = −
∫

1

ρ0
∇p̃in dt, (5a)

along x and y, and:

ṽin,z =
1

ρ0c0 cosΘR
p̃in, (5b)

As illustrated in Fig. 1(g), selective manipulation is
achieved by cycling through a set of n sub-fields to gen-

erate a combined potential Ucomb = ⟨U⟩ = (1/T )
∫ T

0
U dt,

where T is the multiplexing period. Assuming that these
fields are sufficiently well separated in time such that they
do not overlap in the microchannel (and that the particle
does not ring between sub-fields[16]), we get

Ucomb =
1

T

n∑
j=1

∫ T/n

0

Uj dt =
1

n

n∑
j=1

⟨Uj⟩ . (6)

The particle trajectory is computed by assuming that
the ARF is balanced by the Stokes drag force and the
Coulomb dry friction force (between the particle and the
microchannel surface):

0 = Frad − Fd − Fc, (7)

where Fd = 6πµRpvp and Fc = min(Frad, Fc,max)f, with
Frad = ||Frad||2 the magnitude of the ARF and f =
Frad/Frad the direction of the ARF. Consequently, when
the ARF is small, the Coulomb dry friction force balances
it exactly. As the force exceeds the maximum Coulomb
force (Fc,max), the excess is balanced by the drag force.
In this instance, the fluid viscosity is set to µ = 1mPa · s.
The Coulomb force is set to Fc,max = 0.22nN, and the
particle diameter dp = 10µm.

III. METHOD

In our simulations, the ARF of each sub-field is first
computed using a two-dimensional acoustic model, then
the combined force field is computed and exported to a
Python script to compute the particle motion. For dy-
namic manipulation, the combined field is updated at
preset regular intervals during the particle motion by
loading successive combined fields from a dataset. Each
combined field is made of 4 sub-fields, and a typical ma-
nipulation such as the one shown at the end of the paper
requires approximately 48 combined fields.

A. Acoustic model

The transient ARF of the model will be computed via
the numerical approach proposed by Chen et al.[17] with
the commercial finite-element-method software COM-
SOL Multiphysics version 5.4.
Implementation: The computation procedure for any

given sub-field follows Chen et al.[17] method:

1. the acoustic pressure field is computed according
to Eq. (4),

2. from the pressure field, we deduce the velocity field
(Eq. (5)),

3. knowledge of acoustic pressure and velocity allows
computing the instantaneous potential (Eq. (2)).

This procedure is repeated for each sub-field consti-
tuting a combined field. Then, the contribution of the
sub-fields are summed according to Eq. (6). Finally, the
particle motion is computed in Python by solving Eq.
(7).
The ARF is exported as the orthogonal x-component

Fx = −(4πR3
p/3)∂xUcomb and y-component Fy =

−(4πR3
p/3)∂yUcomb unless otherwise specified.

Parameters: The simulation domain is a square of side-
length Wd = 1mm and centered on the origin of the
coordinates. The velocity of sound cSAW = 4000m/s,
the density ρSAW = 4640 kg/m3; for particles, the radius
Rp = 5µm; The density of fluid medium solutions is
often adjusted to be close to the density of small spheres,
in order to balance buoyancy and gravity. We note that
while close to balance, it is not possible in practice to
balance gravity and buoyancy exactly, and the particles
are actually at rest against either the floor or the ceiling
of the microfluidic chamber. Balancing density results
in the scattering coefficient f2 << 1. The scattering
coefficient f1 typically ranges from -1 (cell in glycerol
[22]) to 1 (glass in water), and is here taken as unity for
simplicity.
Initial and boundary conditions: We consider an inter-

digital transducer (IDT), identified by the superscript α
where α is an element of the set {L, R, B, T}. The letters
L, R, B, and T correspond to the left, right, bottom, and
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TABLE I. Amplitude and phase coefficients of the four sub-
fields

Parameter sα1 sα2 sα3 sα4 φαa

Left (L) -1
√
2 1

√
2 −kxp

Right (R) -1 −
√
2 1 −

√
2 kxp

Bottom (B) 1 −
√
2 -1

√
2 −kyp

Top (T ) 1
√
2 -1 −

√
2 kyp

a k = 2πf0/cd is the wavenumber.

top boundaries, respectively. In any selected sub-field,
denoted as j, the IDT α generates a SAW that is then
converted to the pressure wave pαj :

pαj = p0s
α
j sin(ω0t− φα)Π(ω0t− φα), (8)

where p0 = 1MPa is the incident wave pressure ampli-
tude, ω0 = 2πf0 and f0 = 15MHz the excitation fre-
quency. The function Π is a gate function that reads
Π(ξ) = 0 for all ξ except ξ ∈ [0, 1/2]. Multiplied by
the sine function, this gate function creates a positive
half-wave pressure pulse. The relative amplitude coeffi-
cient sαj is independent of the particle position but varies
for each combination of sub-fields and transducer and is
given in Table I). The phase offset φα allows controlling
the location (xp, yp) of the combined acoustic trap (see
Table I) and depends only on the IDT and trap location.
Hence, the sequence of sub-fields to create a trap is inde-
pendent of the trap location, up to a delay that is shared
by all the sub-fields of a given transducer α and that
depends only on the particle location. In a possible ex-
perimental realization, one microsequencers or arbitrary
function generator per IDT can be used to synthesize
successively the four sub-fields required to create a trap
at 0-coordinates. The trap could then be moved by us-
ing digital delay lines to control the triggering time of
each of the microsequencers. Reprogramming the digital
delay lines can be done within ms and allow a smooth
particle motion.

The total simulation duration tsim = 0.25µs is chosen
to allow the pulse to travel across the channel, and the
duration between sub-fields T/n is set to 20µs.

Discretization: for mesh and solver, the Courant -
Friedrichs - Lewy (CFL) number Co = cSAW∆t/∆x =
0.1, and the minimum number of mesh elements per
wavelength is set to N = 12.

B. Particle motion

After the ARF field has been computed, it is exported
from COMSOL as a .csv file, and imported to Python.
Our Python script interpolates the COMSOL force field
using SciPy CloughTocher2DInterpolator. Then Eq.
(7) is solved using the Runge Kutta 4-5 (RK45) explicit
ordinary differential equation solver with adaptive time

stepping (odeint in SciPy). When the combined ARF
field is updated, the simulation is interrupted by the func-
tion “update_field_event” that loads the newest com-
bined force field.

IV. RESULTS

A. Acoustic radiation potential of sub-fields

We first examine the behavior of acoustic pressure and
acoustic radiation potential fields for the first sub-field
(s = s1) and setting (xp, yp) = (0, 0) In Fig. 2(a), we ob-
serve the evolution of the acoustic field over time, where
pairs of perpendicular pulsed plane waves (blue and red
ripples) propagate inward from the domain boundaries.
The ripple width depends on the bandwidth of the excita-
tion signal. Destructive interference occurs when waves
with opposite phases intersect, such as those from or-
thogonal upper and lower boundaries, and left and right
boundaries. At t = 0.5tsim, opposite acoustic waves
meet, followed by strong phase interference at t = 0.6tsim.
Subsequently, the waveform remains constant and prop-
agates towards the opposite side. Notably, the acoustic
pressure at the center of the tweezers (0, 0) remains zero,
creating a constant silent zone.

The instantaneous Gor’kov potential U1,inst (Fig. 2(b))
reflects the non-zero acoustic pressure topology. The re-
sulting potential build-up is shown in Fig. 2(c). The po-
tential build-up is nearly completed at t = 0.6tsim al-
though the simulation continues up to t = tsim. We note
that regions experiencing destructive phase interference
become potential energy trenches, while those subject
to constructive interference morph into potential barri-
ers between the focal point (0, 0) and the x and y axes.
Hence, the superposition of well-chosen sub-field acous-
tic radiation potentials can create a singular region of
zero potential energy surrounded by a circular barrier,
trapping particles exclusively at that focal point.

Fig. 3(a) depicts the acoustic pressure field of the com-
plete set of sub-fields, at a critical moment (0.6tsim) when
opposing waves meet (the evolution of the fields is avail-
able in SI). Unlike sub-fields [1] and [3], sub-field [2] de-
structive interference only exists along a 45◦ diagonal,
while sub-field [4] does so along a 135◦ diagonal. The re-
spective Gor’kov potentials are shown in Fig. 3(b). The
Gor’kov potential U1 and U4 are identical and feature null
diagonals. The sub-fields [2] and [4] feature constructive
interference along 135◦ and 45◦ diagonals, respectively.
The key idea when combining sub-fields it to use these
constructive interference diagonals to compensate for the
destructive interference. We note that since destructive
interference only creates null potential in the worst case,
one simply has to ensure that the positive potential along
the diagonal is equal to the background field. Empiri-
cally, we find that setting the amplitude of sub-fields [2]

and [4] to
√
2 results in the best balance.
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FIG. 2. Evolution and gradual build-up of the (a) acoustic pressure (b) instantaneous Gor’kov potential and (c) the actual
Gor’kov potential over time for sub-field [1].

B. Combined acoustic radiation potential

Fig. 4(a) shows the potential distribution of the com-
bined field composed of sub-fields, revealing a clover-leaf
pattern with a prominent circular potential well at the
center. This addresses the shortcoming of the multi-
frequency Fourier synthesis method [4, 15], where sec-
ondary one-dimensional potential trenches were limiting
spatial selectivity. Indeed, the new tweezers create a “pit-
trap”, while the vortex tweezers create a trap that looks
more like a fenced pen. The pit has a smaller footprint
and disrupts less nearby particles, however the pen has
the advantage of repelling the nearby particles, which can
be advantageous in a crowded environment or when the
positioning of other particles is not relevant.

According to Fig. 4(b), the trap remains attractive
for a radius of up to half a wavelength approximately,
whereas cylindrical and spherical vortex tweezers trap-
ping radius only extends to a quarter wavelength. How-

ever, we note that the radius with the maximum trapping
force (inflection point of the Gor’kov potential) is simi-
lar in all three cases.The maximum force is relevant in
the case where the radiation force is balanced by another
force, such as friction with the microchannel wall. The
potential gradient when moving away from the trapping
region is smaller than for the cylindrical trap, which sug-
gests a better selectivity than a cylindrical vortex. This
is remarkable because the two-dimensional geometry sug-
gests that it is not possible to focus the energy better
than with a Bessel function.

Fig. 5 shows the ARF of the combined field in the x
and y directions. It has a pronounced S-shape, acting as a
restoring force on trapped particles. The peak magnitude
of the restoring force (35 pN) exceeds nearly 5 times the
background force (≈ 7 pN).
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FIG. 3. snapshot of the acoustic pressure (at t = 0.6tsim) and the Gor’kov potential of the four sub-fields used in the study.

FIG. 4. (a) Combined Gor’kov potential used in this study. (b) Comparison of the shape of the Gor’kov potential for various
acoustic fields.

C. Particle manipulation

The acoustic trap can be moved within the microchan-
nel by adjusting the phase of the φα in Eq. (8), as shown
in Fig. 5. The time T required to form such potential
wells represents the minimum step between subsequent
movement processes. To facilitate the discussion of the
ARF distribution, we first restrict the motion of the po-
tential well to the x-axis (yp = 0) only. We note that the
field has a radial symmetry and only the x-component
of the ARF, Fx, needs to be considered. As shown in
Fig. 5, the ARF profile is translated from xp = −λd/6
to +λd/6. The step size of the potential trap movement
should be carefully chosen in because the particles can be

kept within the trapping at all times only if the potential
trap moves by a step smaller than λd/6 ≈ 44µm.

This minimal step is set by range of radii where the
ARF exceeds the surface friction force (22 pN). For in-
stance, looking at the transition between xp = −λd/6 and
xp = 0, we can see that only particles who experience an
ARF larger than the friction force can move. A particle
within the trapping range of the tweezers will not fall to
the trap center, but instead will move towards it until
the friction force balances the ARF (Frad = Fc), which
is the location where Frad = 22pN. When the field is up-
dated, the ARF at this location must again exceed the
friction threshold. Therefore, one has to ensure that the
particle is continuously exposed to 22 pN, which sets the
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FIG. 5. Snapshots of the ARF during particle manipula-
tion from xp = −λd/6 to xp = λd/6 by steps of λd/6. The
friction force (F = 22 pN) requires the successive force fields
to intersect above this force threshold in order to maintain
particle mobility, and therefore sets a minimum pitch of ap-
proximately λd/6.

λd/6. We can graphically check that this is the minimal
distance because two successive profiles intersect approx-
imately at this force value. In experiments, the friction
force is unknown and the step would have to be adjusted
depending on the transducer power.

We demonstrate the selective manipulation by simulat-
ing a batch of 10 particles dispersed in a microchannel.
We aim to move the central particle to describe a square.
The manipulation is shown in Fig. 6. In the first case
(a), all the extra particles are arranged in a regular array
away from the trap motion. None of those particles is
captured. In the second case (b), the nine other particles
are randomly dispersed. While the manipulated particle
follows the planned trajectory, the other particles stay
nearly in place, demonstrating the selectivity of the ma-
nipulation. At 6.25 s, the trap comes too close to an extra
particle, which is also captured and then moves along the
manipulated particle.

V. DISCUSSION

These simulations suggest that can multiplexing could
be used to achieve two-dimensional manipulation of par-
ticles, addressing the limitation faced by the Fourier
tweezers of Xu et al.[15]) or sub time-of-flight tweezers

of Collins et al.[14]. Furthermore, the simulations sug-
gests that this kind of system could also benefit particle
array, such as the HANDS platform [4], that have been
so far limited to affine transformation of the particles
coordinates (rotation of the array, scaling, skewing, and
translation) and, depending on the stretching, it also al-
lows merging of particles. Indeed, using pulses could al-
low this type of array tweezers to selectively move one
particle independently of all the others.

VI. CONCLUSION

Currently, selective manipulation of particles necessi-
tates intricate transducers or transducer arrays. Acous-
tic manipulation with pulsed waves promises simpler
transducers for selective manipulation, but was only
demonstrated in one dimension. Our simulations sug-
gest that selective manipulation with pulsed waves could
be expanded to two-dimensions by using combination of
pulses. Our method leverages the nonlinearity of the
Acoustic Radiation Force (ARF) as an intermediary step,
enabling the creation of more intricate elementary fields
than what could be achieved through mere linear combi-
nations of pressure fields.
This approach could potentially be expanded to in-

corporate all four transducers, moving beyond the 2+2
combinations utilized in our current work. However, the
reason why the weight of

√
2 resulted in optimal selectiv-

ity is still unclear and warrants further investigation.
The next significant step towards achieving two-

dimensional selective manipulation with straightforward
acoustic tweezers would be an experimental demonstra-
tion of this type of device. These newly developed tweez-
ers, however, impose strict constraints on the transducer
bandwidth. It remains to be determined whether us-
ing pulses, as opposed to chirps, is the most effective
method for manipulation, especially considering the po-
tential risk of dielectric breakdown of the interdigital
transducer (IDT).
As we look to the future, we anticipate that contin-

ued advancements in the field of pulsed manipulation
could spur the development of wide bandwidth trans-
ducers, specifically designed for micro-acoustofluidics.
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