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Abstract—A new class of folded subspace codes for non- The probabilistic uniqgue decoder returns a unique solution
coherent network coding is presented. The codes can correct with high probability and requires at madys’n?) operations
insertions and deletions beyond the unique decoding radius ;, F,~, wheres is a decoding parameter (small integer) and

for any code rate R € [0,1]. An efficient interpolation-based . - . - .
decoding algorithm for this code construction is given whia "' is the dimension of the received subspace. The decoding

allows to correct insertions and deletions up to the normalied Scheme is well suited for practical application. We give an
radius s (1 — ((1/h + h)/(h — s+ 1))R), where h is the folding upper bound on the probability of a decoding failure (i.gst |
parameter and s < h is a decoding parameter. The algorithm of size larger than one) and verify the results by simulation
serves as a list decoder or as a probabilistic unique decoder This paper is structured as follows. In Section I, we
that outputs a unique solution with high probability. An upp er d e th tati d aive basi d. finiti S N "
bound on the average list size of (folded) subspace codes aod escribe the notation and give basic definitions. Section
the decoding failure probability is derived. A major benefit of the  introduces a new class of folded subspace codes and presents
decoding scheme is that it enables probabilistic unique deding an efficient interpolation-based decoding scheme. In Sec-
up to the list decoding radius. . tion IV. we apply the algorithm to list and unique decoding

Index Terms—Network coding, subspace codes, lifted MRD  fo|ded subspace codes and highlight the improvements of
codes, folded subspace codes . . . .

the decoding scheme. Finally, Section V concludes this pape

I. INTRODUCTION Il. PRELIMINARIES

Subspace codes have been proposed for error control AorFinite Fields and Subspaces

noncoherent random linear network coding, e.g. when the g ¢ be a power of a prime, and &, be the finite field
network topology and the in-network linear combinations ary¢ order ¢ and letF, be its extension field of degree.
not known by the transmitter and the receiver [1], [2]. kit Any element fromF, can be represented by a row vector
and Kschischang proposed a Reed—Solomon like construct&gmength m over F, for a fixed basis. ByFY we denote
based on rank-metric codes (referred to as KK codes) that caRecior space of dimensioN over F, and qthe set of all
be decoded efficiently [1]. List decodable variants of salogp subspaces dfY is the projective spac®,(N). The set of all
codes have been proposed in [3]-[9] and allow to Corre@-'dimensionalqsubspaces is the Grassmanniarand is
insertions and deletions beyond half the minimum subspaggnoted byG, (N, ). We denote matrices and vectors by bold

distance. The challenge of list decoding subspace codes i%bpercase and lowercase letters suchAaand a and index
decrease the size of the list of candidate codewords, Whicrmeir elements beginning from zero. The rank of a mafix

exponential in the dimension of the transmitted subspa@k [1pmxn s denoted byrk(A) and the kernel ofA is denoted
Most list decodable subspace codes are based on KK codesg@@er(A)_ The row space of a set of vectoR over F, is

control the size of the list by restricting the message symb@janoted by(B) . For two subspacds,V € P,(N), the direct
or the code locators to belong to a subfield. Guruswami aQQmU@V is tﬁe smallest subspace7 contai%ing biatand V.

Wang [9] showed that punctured subspace codes can be {igk subspace distandeetweeri/, V in P,(N) is
decoded up to the theoretical limit for any code rate. The lis ’ !

size for this decoder is further reduced in [5] by applying ds(U, V) =dimU) + dim(V) — 2dim@U NV). (1)

hierarchical subspace evasive sets. The output of thlsdtdaecoA subspace codés a nonempty subset dP,(N), and has

is abasisfor the affine space of candidate solutions resultinl%inimum subspace distande when all subspaces in the code
in a very large list of exponential size in the dimension & thhave distance Fl)arger than or equaldpfrom peach other

transm_ltted subspace_wnh high probability. As channel model we use the operator channel from [1].
In this paper we define a new class of folded subspace co%es

that can be decoded from insertions and deletions for ang ca ch a ghannel has Input and qutpqt alphaBgt). The
. . ) - outputl/ is related to the inpu? with dim(V) = n; by
rate. We present an interpolation-based decoding algorith
that can be used as a list decoder or as a probabilistic unique U=Hn—s(V)DE (2)
decoder. Both schemes can correct insertions and deletiartere?,,, _s(V) returns a randonfn; —¢)-dimensional sub-

beyond half the minimum subspace distance for any code ratpace of)’, and€ denotes an error space of dimensipwith
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VN & = . The distribution ofH,, _s(V) does not affect the Lemma 1 The minimum subspace distance of the code
performance of the code and can be chosen to be unifoRfiub[h; n, k] is dsmin = 2(ny — [£] + 1).
(see [1]). The dimension of the received subspécE thus

n, =n¢— 8-+~ and we calls the number ofdeletionsand Proof: Let V and)” be two distinct codewords generated
the number ofinsertions by f(z) and g(z) with ¢-degrees less thah and suppose

_ _ _ dim(V V') > (%]. Then f(x) and g(x) must agree on
B. Linearized Polynomials h[£] > k linearly independent points, which is not possible

For any element. € F,» and any integef let al’ def @ since theg-degree of both polynomials is less than Thus
be the Frobenius power of A nonzero po'ynomia' of the the dimension of the intersection Spdé@ VI can be at most

form p(z) = 329 pszld with p; € Fym, pa # 0, is called a [#]— 1. Using (1) we have

linearized polynomiabf ¢-degreedeg, (p(r)) = d, see [11], L

[12]. Evaluating a linearized polynomial forms a linear map ds(V,V') = 2n; —2dim(V N V') = 2(n; — [ﬂ —1).
overF,, i.e. for all a,b € F, andz;,z, € Fym, we have

p(azy + bxra) = ap(z1) + bp(x2). The noncommutative com-
position f(z) ® g(x) = f(g(x)) of two linearized polynomials
f(x) andg(z) of g-degreel; andd, is a linearized polynomial ~ ) ) ) _
of g-degreed; +d». The set of all linearized polynomials over SUPPOSe we receive a basis of dimension=n, —J +

Interpolation Step

qu_f_orms a noncommutg_tive ring (] with identi_ty under {(®j,95.0,Yj1 - Yjh—1) : J € [0,n, — 1]}
addt|t|on 7+ and composition %7; ThedM;_)or((ejmatrlx of the of the received subspaceld. Let the matrix
vectora = (ap a1 ... ap-1) € Fy is defined as [xT,y“)T,...,y(h)T] c FZ;LX(}H-I) contain this basis

ao ar ... apq as rows. Suppose we receiveFg-linear combination of the

o1 ol Q! transmitted basis vectors of the form

M, (a) = | 7 N ©) ni—1
. . ) . jh jh jh+1 j+1)h—1
S, (0SS (0
j=

The rank ofM,(a) is min{r, n} if the elementsio, ..., an-1  jph \; € F,. Due to the linear property of linearized

are linearly independent ovél,, see [12]. polynomials we can rewrite this as

IIl. INTERPOLATION-BASED DECODING OFFOLDED ne—1 ne—1 ne—1
SuUBSPACECODES Z)‘J’O‘jh’f( Z)‘jo‘jh)’ B .,f(ah‘l Z)‘jo‘jh))' (4)
We present a new construction of folded subspace (FS)\ ji=0 j=0 j=0

codes that can be decoded from insertions and deletiongg; ihe interpolation step we must solve the following
beyond the unique decoding radius for any code Ffatd his
work is motivated by the constructions in [13] and [14].

Let o be a primitive element of the field,~ with polyno-
mial basisa?,al,...,a™! overF,.

problem.
Problem 1 Given the integerd) ands < h,1 < s < h, find
a nonzero(s + 1)-variate linearized polynomial of the form

Definition 1 An h-folded subspace cod&Sub|h;n,, k] of Q(z,y1,...,ys) = Qo) + Q1(y1) + -+ Qs(ys), (5)
dimensionn;, where hn; < m, is defined as the set of

Subspaces which satisfies for alk € [0, h — S],j S [0, Ny — 1]
_ ) ) ) o Q(z;a", yji,Yjit1s- - Yjits—1) =0,
<{(ajh,f(ajh),f(ajh+l), B _,f(a(J+1)h71)) 1j € J}> e deg,(Qo(z)) < D,
1 o deg (Qe(ye)) <D — (k—1), VL € [L,5].

for all f(z) € Lm[z], de x)) < k, whereJ = [0, n; —1]. )
f@) arlal, degg(f (@) 0, =1] Here we use_(4) to determine the code locators for(the-

The dimension of the ambient space s+ 1) interpolation tuples for each dimension ag’,Vi €

W.= (a0 ot (ne—1)h [0,h — s],j € [0,n, — 1]. A solution to Problem_1 can be

5= <0‘ R >q OFgm &+ @ Fgm found by solving a homogeneous linear system of equations.
h times Denote the polynomials of (5) b@(z) = Z]'D:_ol 0219 and

is N = mn; + hm, since the vectors in the spacey,(y;) = Zf;o’“ ql-_’jyl[j]. Let the matrixT contain alln,(h —

(a o, .. .,a("t—l)h>q have nonzero components at the 5+ 1) interpolation tuples(z;a%, y; i, Yjit1, - Yjits 1),

known positions0, i, 2h, ..., (n; — 1)k only. The zeroes at v; ¢ [0,h — s],j € [0,n, — 1] as rows and denote bty the
the known positions do not need to be transmitted and can bgh column of T for ¢ € [0, s]. The coefficientsy; ; can be
inserted at the receiver. The code rateRis= —-~m found by solving a linear system

ne(ne+hm) "
R-qf =0 6)



whereR is ann,(h —s+1) x D(s+ 1) — s(k — 1) matrix: B. Root-Finding Step
Given a polynomial@ (z,y1,...,ys), we must find all
R:(M 1) Mp_pir (¢7)7, ..., Mp_s tTT) 7 a poly YL .
p(to)"s Mp—p1(t1)" . Mpea(t)7 ) (7) polynomialsf(x) € L,n[z] of degree less thakh which are a
andqr = (9o,05---590,0-1| --- [€s,01-- -5, D—k)- solution to (11). To increase the probability to find a unique
solution we use a similar idea as in [6], [8]. The solutioncpa
Lemma 2 A nonzero polynomial fulfilling the interpolation of the interpolation system_ (6) has dimension larger thamion

constraints in Problem_1 exists if general. In this case, there exists a set of linearly indépen
ne(h—s+1)+s(k—1) +1 linearized polynomials) (x, y1,...,¥ys) W_hich are a solutiqn
D= s 1 . (8) to Problem_1. Instead of one polynomial we use a basis for
the solution space of (6) to increase the probability that th

Proof: Problem_1 forms a homogeneous linear systefaot-finding system has a unique solution. We now derive a
of n,.(h—s+1) equations inD(s+1)—s(k—1) unknowns. lower bound on the dimension of the solution space_of (6).
This system has a nonzero solution if the number of linear

independent equations is less than the number of unknowkgmma 3 The dimensiow; of the solution space of the inter-
ie., if polation systent6) satisfiesi; > s(D—k+1)—~v(h—s+1).

nr(h—s+1) < Dls+1) = sk —1) © Proof: Let TV contain the(n; — §)(h — s + 1) non-
ne(h—s+1)+s(k-1)+ 1 corrupted interpolation tuples as rows and denotet)yhe
s+1 m (-th column of T/ for ¢ € [0,s]. Assume w.l.o.g. that the
The receiver knowsn,, the code parametet and the first (n: — d)(h — s + 1) rows of R correspond to the
decoding parameter and can compute the degree restrictioRoncorrupted interpolation tuples and denote this matyix b
D in (8). R’. The firstD columns ofR’ form a(n; —0)(h—s+1)x D
Moore matrix Mp(t;,7)T of rank D since the elements in
Theorem 1 Let @ (z,y1,...,ys) # O fulfill the interpolation t; are linearly independent and_(12) holds. TheMoore

= D>

constraints in Problerm_1. If matricesM p_x_1)(t;7)7, ..., Mp_(e_1)(t,7)" are linear
E—1 combinations of the rows oMp(t;7)? and hence do not
Y+s0<s <nt - m) (10) increase the rankh — s + 1) interpolation constraints (i.e.

then rows) are added tR’ for every malicious dimension. Thus

def 1 _ insertions can increase the rankRf by at mosty(h—s+1).

P(x) = Q. f(x), flox),.... fe*2)) = 0. (11)  Hencewe havek(R) < D+v(h—s+1). The dimension of the
Proof: The dimension of the noncorrupted subspecg/ ~ solution space of the interpolation systeit=dim ker(R) is
is n — 0. The code locators of the noncorrupted dimensio% > D(s4+1)—s(k—1)—1k(R) = s(D—k+1)—~(h—s+1).
are linearly independent and thus we h&ue—0)(h—s+1) -

linearly independent interpolation points (roots) in (S)nce __— ) .

. ) ) W h i I |
deg,(P(z)) < D the dimension of the root space H{(z) is 0 (xeynow seyt ‘l;pée?i;‘zoshénggssgi;ﬁz usifigpolynomials
at mostD — 1. If 2 Y155 Ys )

‘ l ‘ ¢ 0 (s—
D<(n—8)(h—s+1) (12) B (@) =) + ¢z + ¢f)a? + - + {2l
then P(z) has more linearly independent roots than its degrefer ¢ € [1,d;] and the vectors b, ; =
;Il'mjsuizir?é)ssible only ifP(x) = 0. Combining (9) and_(12) (Bi(l)(a[j])'”Bi(dl)(a[j]))T and g0 — (qé,li) qéflf))
My =y 4y — 6 (13) for i, j € [0,k — 1]. The root-finding matrix is
b
we get (10). u b[(i(l)] b1
Forh = s = 1 (no folding) we havey+0 < n;—k+1 which _ 1,1 0,1 (14)
is identical to the decoding radius of KK codes in [1]. so& : e K
h the algorithm in [13] is identical to the proposed scheme. bgc‘_(f;i)ll bL‘_(;;i)l} b[o_k(f;l)]
By using the approximatio® ~ % the normalized ’ ’ . ’
decoding radiug; = %j‘s is given by andq = <Q0,0 qé}” qéf,ff;”] :
ny + hm We can find the coefficients of the message polynorfiia)
TFRS ( — m ) . by solving the linear system
B-f=—q (15)

1/hth

If nth =~ m then we may writery ~ s (1 — y— h . ted with th of by f —
Problem_1 can be solved by the efficient interpolatioW ere f(z) is connected wi € veclo y o

T
algorithm in [15] requiring at mos®(s?n, D(h — s +1)) < (fo fI " ... f,L:(lk’l)]) . The root-finding system_(15) has
O(s*n?) operations inf ;. at least one solution, i.ey is always in the column space Bf



since we guarantee that the transmitted message polynomiak-n, in (17) we obtain the limits; = [*=5"] andu,, =

f(z) is a solution to (11) ify and 4 satisfy (10). Due to the |2==2++T | and get (16). [ |
lower triangular structure oB the root-finding system_(15)
can be solved in at mo€P(k*) operations inf . Theorem 2 Let FSublh;ny, k] be a constant dimension sub-

space code oveF,~ and letN = n; + hm be the dimension

of the ambient vector space. Let the number of insertipns

) ) _ and deletionss fulfill (10). The average list sizé ((7), i.e.

We now show how the interpolation-based decoding scheg average number of codewords at subspace distance at most

from Section_lll can be used as a list decoder and as;a. 4 55 from a receivech,-dimensional subspace satisfies
probabilistic unique decoder. We focus on the probahilisti

unique decoding approach that is well suited for applicatio Z(r) < 1+ 16(%+1)qm’“+("“Lnkgt“”("tﬂniﬁJ‘N).

IV. L1ST AND UNIQUE DECODING OFFOLDED SUBSPACE
CODES

A. List Decoding Approach Proof: Let the received subspagébe chosen uniformly

The solution space of the root-finding system. (15) is ast random from all subspaces in the Grassman@igv, n,.).
affine subspace ovélf,. In caseB in (15) has rank less than The number of:;-dimensional subspaces in subspace distance
k, we obtain a list of possible message polynomjgls) that at mostr from ) is Vs(n,., ns, 7). If 7 satisfies (10) we know
satisfy (11). that the causal (transmitted) codeword is in subspacentista

at mostr from Y. There areg™* — 1 noncausal codewords
Lemma 4 The dimension of the affine solution space(®$) (subspaces) out o[fé\i] possiblen;-dimensional subspaces.

is at mostg™(s—1), Thus there are on average
Proof: The lower triangular root-finding matri8 has full f/(r) —( mk 1)Vs(nr, N, T)
rank if and only if all diagonal elementsy g, ...,bo r—1 are 4 [év]

nonzero vectors. The entries of edsf); are the evaluations of ) )
d; polynomials of degree at most— 1 atall, i € [0, k — 1]. noncausal codewords in subspace distance at mbrsim the

Since the conjugates, all, ..., al*=1 are all distinct and "éceived subspace. Lef = [®:5%] and un, - LM_H:T :
deg(BY"(x)) < s for all £ € [1,d], we can haveb,; = Usemg ZLemma_s and the approximatigi"~9 < [j] <
0,i € [0,k — 1] at most(s — 1) times. For eaclby; = 0,i € 44 ("= (see [1]) we have

[0, k — 1] the coefficientf; can be any element iig». Thus _,

, Vs (g, ne, 7)
mk ’ )
the dimension of the affine solution space is at mast—1. L (T)=(¢"" =) ——F7—

N
- ]

Using d; polynomials for the root-finding step does not qm* uzn g =netne) Ny N —n,
reduce the worst case list size. The probability tiBatis gr(N—ns) = J L7 —ne+mn
nonsingular increases witfy and thus theveragelist size is ke 7n_ ' v (e — )
reduced. <q k—n¢s(N—ny) | (Umful+1)q m (Um—nr+ny)

<Z+1

Lemma 5 The numbei/s(n,, nt, 7) of n;-dimensional sub- n, N —n,
spaces inP,(IN) at subspace distance at masfrom a fixed N | |ty — 1r + 14
n,-dimensional subspace R, (N) is < gk (N-m) (Z—H) . g (wm=nrne)

Um o N —n 2

V r = j(jinrJrnt) i " 16 Um (Nyr—u Um —Np+N —Np— (U, —Nr N
s(ny,ne, 7) ]Z q illj—n | @O At (e =tim) | gt =) (N=ny = (i =np-tne))
:ul

T MR—T¢ —N Um Tt Um —Npr TNt —Um Nt
wherey; = [2=72t] and u,, = | 2==E1 | =16 (—+1) gk (N =) et ( ) (N )
T c —Uu Nt +Um —
Proof: Denote by Ns(n,,n:,t) the number ofn;- =16 (54—1) g+ (e —um) (netum —N)
dimensional subspaces in subspace distaxeetlyt from an T i —— e
. . - =16 (= +1) g™kt =127 Dt [ =577 ] =N)
n,-dimensional subspace. In_[16, Lemma 2] it is shown that 9

T N — T — —
Ns(ng, g, t) = ¢"=* n} { t—Z } (17) Including the causal codeword we gbtr)=1+L'(7). m

if u= "T%’“” is an integer and otherwise. The number of B, Probabilistic Unique Decoder

all n;-dimensional subspaces at distaratenostr is In the worst case the decoder outputs an exponential number

T of candidate message polynomials. We show that a list of size

Vs(nr, e, 7) = ZNS("“”tvt)' larger than one is a rare event. This allows us to use the

=0 algorithm as a probabilistic unique decoder which returns a

Since Ng(n,,nt,t) # 0 if and only if u = "T%"f” is an unique solution or a decoding failure in case the list size is
integer we rewrite (17) in terms af. Substitutingt = 2u —  larger than one, i.ak(B) < k.



The root-finding system_(15) has a unique solution if thgsing R ~ % the normalized decoding radiug =

rank of B is full. This is fulfilled if and only if at least one 'y+56 of the probabilistic unique decoding approach is
entry of eachbg ;,: € [0,k — 1] is nonzero.
< T + hm _ 7
Lemma 6 Denote byd; the dimension of the solution space Tu= s m(h —s+1) (h—s+1)n;
of (6). Then the decoding failure probability is upper bounded
by In a setup wherey;h ~ m we haver, < s(1— ”ffjﬁ R) —
kY f \ S(D=k+1) =y (h=s+1) pf((h = s+ D). . .
P, <k (_) —k (_) (18) To adjust the decoding radius at the receiver we express the
‘ mn degree constrainD in terms ofu. Combining (12) and_(19)

qm
under the assumption that the coefficients of the polyn§€ getn,(h—s+1)+s(k—1)+p < (s+1)(n¢—0)(h—s+1).
mials B{" (), ..., B\’ (z) are independent and uniformly From (12) we ge(s +1) < (s +1)(n; —)(h — s +1) and

distributed overF ;. choose
Proof: Evaluating By (z),¢ € [1,d;] at the distinct D= {”T(hsﬁLl)Jrs(k ) +u '
elementsy, ol ... alF~ 1 gives a codeword of &, s) Reed- s+1

iSotIﬁmnon COdIEfRfH Thf Erobt:ﬁatbllity to tgetv\? iunllcguz SV(VJIL:SOHThe computational complexity of the unique decoder is domi-
s then equal to the probability to get a weighttodewo ted by the interpolation step, which can be solved ragyiri
Since similar to [6] and_[8] we assume that the coefﬁmentsgfmosto (s>, D(h — 5 + 1)) < O(s*n2) operations infyn

(0
By (@), £ € [1,d,] are independent and uniformly distribute using the efficient algorithm in_[6]. The pseudo code for the

overF,~. Hence we get a uniform distribution over the cod
book ofCRS. Using the approximation from_[17, Equation 1]8r0babm3tIC unique decoder is given in Algorithm 1.

the probability Ps to get a codeword of full weight is

Algorithm 1: UniqueDecodeF&”,yM7T ... y(MT)
Input : A basis(x”,y®MT ... y(MT) for the
n,-dimensional received subspace
The probability that oneB") (ali]) in by, is zero is at most ~ Output: A polynomial f (x) € Lgm[x] : deg(f(x)) <k
1 — Ps. The probability that onésy; = 0,7 € [0,k — 1] is or “deC&dlnglfallyr§”
upper bounded by 1 Set upT € Fx) —s+x(+D) o contain all interpolation
tuples of Problem_1 as rows and denotethy. .., ts the

1 k k dr
Pr[bg;=0] < (1-Ps)% = [ 1— (1—m) < (—m> . columns of T
q q 2 Interpolation step:

1 d @l +T T
The probability that at least ors, ; =0 fori =0,...,k—1 3 QW,....QU") « InterpolateBasig , t1, ..., t1)

s~

no. of vectors of weight in IF’;M ) 1\*
total no. of vectors irf%,

is thus upper bounded by Root-findi?g step: ,
- . ] . 4 Q" ={QY : deg,(QW) < D,t € [1,d/]}
- — (k\" ENY 5 Set up the root-finding matriB as in (14) using all
Pe <Pr on Poi = O] = Z <q_m) =k <q_m) : polynomials inQ*

6 if bo; # 0,Vi € [0,k — 1] then

_ _ B ;| SolveB-f = q and definef(z) from f
We restrictd; to be larger than a threshold i.e. un < d;, 4 Output: f(x)

and get else
Ds>~y(h—s+1 k—1 . 19) °
s> 7(h—s+1)+s( )+ p (19) 10 L Output: “decoding failure”

To ensure thaff(z) is a root of P(x) in (11) the degreeD
must satisfy (12), i.eD < (n; —¢)(h— s+ 1). By combining
(12) and (19) we get _
stuu(h—s+1) = (k—1)) — C. Performance Analysis

v+ 56 <

(20) We compare the performance of our proposed code con-

h—s+1 . ) . - .
Under the assumption that the coefficients of the polynmnizﬁtrucuon with the qode constructions by Kotter a_nd_ Kschis
0 . . o hang [1], Mahdavifar-Vardy [13] and Guruswami-Xing [9].
By’ (z),¢ € [1,d;] are independent and uniformly distribute : !
overIF . we can use Lemma 6 to upper bound the fallureor a fair comparison we select the code parameters such that
probablhty If v and¢ fulfill (20) we can find a unique solution € ach codeword contains the same number of symbols. Figure 1
F(x) satisfying (11) with probability at least shows that the code by Mahdavifar and Vardy only can correct
ying P y errors for very small rates. The construction by Guruswami
Lk B\ and Xing achieves the best decoding radius for all rates but
N q_m ’ puts out a very large list with high probability.



The proposed code construction can correct insertions aiadlius of the unique decoder can be adjusted to control the
deletions for all code rates and returnsumique solution decoding radius vs. failure probability tradeoff.
with high probability, which is a major benefit for practical
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