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12 ABSTRACT

13 Objective: To generate a concept of brain performance capacity (BPC) with sleep, fatigue and mental 

14 workload as evaluation indicators and to analyze the correlation between BPC and the impact of COVID-

15 19.

16 Methods: A cluster sampling method was adopted to randomly select 259 civil air crew members. The 

17 measurements of sleep quality, fatigue and mental workload (MWL) were assessed using the Pittsburgh 

18 Sleep Quality Index (PSQI), Multidimensional Fatigue Inventory (MFI-20) and NASA Task Load Index. 

19 The impact of COVID-19 included 7 dimensions scored on a Likert scale. Canonical correlation analysis 

20 (CCA) was conducted to examine the relationship between BPC and COVID-19.

21 Results: A total of 259 air crew members participated in the survey. Participants’ average PSQI score 

22 was 7.826 (SD = 3.796), with 49.8% reporting incidents of insomnia, mostly of a minor degree. 

23 Participants’ MFI was an average 56.112 (SD = 10.040), with 100% reporting some incidence of fatigue, 

24 mainly severe. The weighted mental workload (MWL) score was an average of 43.084 (SD = 17.543), 

25 with reports of mostly a mid-level degree. There was a significant relationship between BPC and 

26 COVID-19, with a canonical correlation coefficient of 0.507 (P=0.000), an eigenvalue of 0.364 and a 

27 contribution rate of 69.1%. All components of the BPC variable set: PSQI, MFI and MWL contributed 

28 greatly to BPC, with absolute canonical loadings of 0.790, 0.606 and 0.667, respectively; the same was 

29 true for the COVID-19 variable set, with absolute canonical loadings ranging from 0.608 to 0.951.

30 Conclusion: Multiple indicators to measure BPC and the interrelationship of BPC and COVID-19 should 

31 be used in future research to gain a comprehensive understanding of anti-epidemic measures to ensure 

32 victory in the battle against the spread of the disease.

33 Keywords: COVID-19, mental health, brain performance capacity, flight crews
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34 INTRODUCTION

35 Brain performance capacity, a complex concept, is associated with memory, cognitive capacities, 

36 attention, and work efficiency. This has been tested by research and resulted in much evidence. As early 

37 as 1975, Kahn, R L(1) held the idea that impaired memory and depression were the products of poor 

38 brain performance. L. Nyberg also argued that brain maintenance constituted the primary determinant of 

39 successful memory aging (2). In modern society, it is vital for optimal performance to enhance or 

40 preserve the cognitive performance of personnel working in stressful, demanding and/or high-tempo 

41 environments (3). Furthermore, the ability to focus attention on tasks may contribute to peak brain 

42 performance and high-level work efficiency. A. Yamashita found that individuals with attention-

43 deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) spent more time and energy maintaining optimal and effective 

44 performance behavior during tasks that required sustained attention (4).

45 It is well known that in some professional contexts, such as aviation, where staying in good physical 

46 condition is requisite, there are additional traits, such as BPC, that are important factors for success. 

47 However, how can this aspect be valuated? We have a remarkably poor understanding of what the direct 

48 indicator might be in measuring BPC. 

49 However, there are some factors, such as sleep, fatigue-free state, and appropriate level of mental 

50 workload, which are thought to be related to performance; vigilant attention and long memory are also 

51 traits that may indirectly boost peak brain performance. Much evidence suggests that the right number 

52 of hours and quality of sleep improves working memory (5), vigilant attention (6), concentration (7), but 

53 fatigue and high-level mental workload impair them (8-13). Taking flight crews as an example, members 

54 and particularly pilots, are submitted to high, exigent work demands and must manage multiple tasks at 

55 the same time. In addition, they are continuously exposed to stimuli that compete for their attention and 
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56 ability to manage their resources to make the right decisions. These task-oriented responsibilities are 

57 further complicated by complex flying factors, such as long trips and varying shift flights.

58 It was reported that the majority of accidents, 60%~90%, are attributed to “human error” (14-16) 

59 and occur when flight crews are subjected to a high and intensive mental workload level (17). Thus, BPC 

60 is a prerequisite to ensure flight safety. The COVID-19 pandemic has had a huge impact on people’s 

61 lives, the economy, physical-mental health, and BPC, since the outbreak began in 2020. Because of the 

62 instability and resurgence of the disease, it will continue to have a negative impact for some time even 

63 though we have entered a new period known as the normalized era of COVID-19. Like the general 

64 population, aviation crews have been exposed to high-risk environments COVID-19 environments for a 

65 long time. Thus, this study aimed to assess the impact in the following ways: 1) update information about 

66 the sleep quality, fatigue and mental workload of commercial flight crews in the normalized era of 

67 COVID-19 in China, and 2) generate a dependent variable cluster named BPC with indicators such as 

68 sleep quality, fatigue and mental workload and to explore the relationship between BPC and the impact 

69 of COVID-19 in this new era.

70 METHODS

71 2.1 Participants and study design

72 This was a cluster sampling and cross-sectional study. The recommended minimum sample size 

73 was 200, which was 10 times the number of MFI-20 for a maximum number of entries in this study (18). 

74 Estimating a 20% invalid survey response rate, the expected sample was at least 240. The final sample 

75 was 259.

76 Questionnaire Star was used to collect sociodemographic data and key targets (sleep, fatigue and 

77 mental workload) from 25 November to 2 December 2021. Inclusion criteria: a. volunteer to participate 
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78 in this survey, b. have the ability to use basic modern information technology, such as WeChat or 

79 computers. Exclusion criteria: a. not full-attended during the investigation request period due to any 

80 reasons, b. have physical and mental illness. The eligible participants were asked to answer all the 

81 questions about sleep, fatigue and mental workload in the previous month. Subjects logged on to 

82 Questionnaire Star via WeChat with a smartphone or computer. Individuals completing the survey 

83 received a red envelope with a random amount of money as compensation from Questionnaire Star.

84 Demographics including gender, age, BMI, position, and social jet lag, were collected. Respondents 

85 were also asked about the severity of the impact of COVID-19 on them and scored their responses on a 

86 Likert scale (1= never, 5 = extremely serious). This scale included seven dimensions: fear of self-

87 infection (C1); fear of ineffective prevention and control (C2); physical unwellness caused by regular 

88 nucleic acid testing (C3); increased workload of personal protective equipment (C4); sleep quality (C5); 

89 mental fatigue (C6); and physical fatigue (C7).

90 2.2 Scales to measure indicators of BPC

91 2.2.1 Fatigue Assessment

92 A multidimensional fatigue inventory (MFI-20) was conducted to evaluate the fatigue of 

93 commercial pilots. The scale was created by Ellen Smets and colleagues (19) in 1995 and has been 

94 translated into various languages by other researchers worldwide. The 20-item scale was designed to 

95 evaluate five dimensions of fatigue: general fatigue, physical fatigue, reduced activity, reduced 

96 motivation and mental fatigue. Twenty questions were rated on a 5-point scale (“yes, that is true” to “no, 

97 that is not true”). The higher the total score was, the greater the fatigue. The total MFI scores range from 

98 0 to 100 and are interpreted as no fatigue (0-20), minor fatigue (21-39), serious fatigue (40-59), severe 

99 fatigue (60-79) and extremely severe fatigue (80-100). This scale has been verified by Chinese scholars 
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100 and can be used to test the fatigue of Chinese pilots (20).

101 2.2.2 Sleep Assessment

102 The Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI) was used to assess the sleep quality of the participants. 

103 This mature scale, widely used to evaluate sleep quality, has 7 items: sleep latency, sleep duration, sleep 

104 quality, habitual efficiency, sleep disturbance, use of sleeping medications and daytime dysfunction21. 

105 Total PSQI scores range from 0 to 21, and 8 points or more is regarded as a sleep disorder, 8-10 points 

106 as a minor sleep disorder, 11-15 points as a serious sleep disorder, and 16 points or more as a severe 

107 sleep disorder (22). The higher the score was, the worse the sleep quality.

108 2.2.3 Mental Workload Assessment

109 NASA Task Load Index (NASA TLX) (23) was utilized to measure the mental workload of the 

110 participants. It is a tool for measuring and conducting a subjective mental workload (MWL) assessment. 

111 It allows the subject to determine the MWL of a participant while they are performing a task. It rates 

112 performance across six dimensions to determine an overall workload rating. The six dimensions are as 

113 follows:

114 (1). Mental demand: How much thinking, deciding, or calculating was required to perform the task?

115 (2). Physical demand: How much physical activity and intensity was required to complete the task?

116 (3). Temporal demand: What kind of time pressure was involved in completing the task?

117 (4). Effort: How hard does the participant have to work to maintain his or her level of performance?

118 (5). Performance: How successful was the individual in completing the task?

119 (6). Frustration level: How insecure and discouraged or secure and content did the participant feel 

120 during the task?

121 Each subscale is presented to the participants either during or after the experimental trial. They are 
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122 asked to rate their score on an interval scale ranging from low (1) to high (100). The TLX also employs 

123 a paired comparisons procedure. This involves presenting 15 pairwise combinations to the participants 

124 and asking them to select the scale from each pair that has the most effect on the workload during the 

125 task under analysis. This procedure accounts for two potential sources of between-rater variability: 

126 differences in workload definition between the raters and differences in the sources or workload between 

127 the tasks. The total MWL score is 0-100 points. The higher the scores, the higher the mental workload. 

128 In this study, we used the weighted workload score. This scale has been verified by Chinese scholars and 

129 can be used to test the mental workload of Chinese pilots.

130 2.3 Statistical analyses

131 The statistical analyses were carried out by IBM SPSS Statistics 26.0. All answer sheets were error-

132 checked by the study team. The QQ chart and Bonferroni test were used to check the former's normality 

133 and homogeneity of the variance. Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA), a multivariate analysis of the 

134 association between sets of multiple independent and dependent variables, was administered to explore 

135 the relationship between BPC and the impact of COVID-19. Each set can be named. The canonical 

136 correlation coefficient (Rc) maximizes the correlation between the canonical variate obtained by 

137 synthesizing multiple independent and dependent variables. In this study, we constructed an independent 

138 variable set named COVID-19 that affected the dependent variable set: sleep quality, fatigue state and 

139 mental workload, which was named brain performance capacity (BPC). The relationships between the 

140 2 sets of variables were interpreted using canonical loadings to determine how much each variable 

141 contributed to its own set and using canonical cross-loadings to determine how much each variable 

142 contributed to the other set. The significance level (p) of the correlation was set at 0.05, and a 

143 loading >0.30 was regarded as an important contribution.
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144 RESULTS

145 3.1 Participant

146 In total, 259 flight crew members participated, and the number of valid responses was 100% without any 

147 missing data. Overall, 51.7% of the flight crew members (n = 134) were male, and 48.3% were female 

148 (n=125). The age of the participants ranged from 17 to 55 years, with an average of 28.204 ± 6.728. The 

149 weighted NASA-TLX scores ranged from 0 to 100, and the mean score was 43.084 ± 17.543. The PSQI 

150 scores ranged from 0~22 with a mean score of 7.826 ± 3.796, and the MFI score ranged from 22 to 77 

151 with a mean score of 56.112 ± 10.040. The insomnia incidence of the participants was 49.8%, mainly 

152 minor insomnia (30.2%), followed by serious (15.8%) and severe insomnia (1.9%), with a significant 

153 difference among the insomnia degrees (X2=134.745, P=0.000). The fatigue incidence was 100%, mainly 

154 severe fatigue (47.9%), followed by serious (42.1%) and minor fatigue (10%), with significant difference 

155 among them (X2=64.548, P=0.000). The distribution of civil aviation crew BPCs is detailed in Table 1.

156 3.2 CCA of BPC and COVID-19

157 3.2.1 Spearman’s Correlation

158 Table 2 shows the correlation coefficient matrix among the three components of BPC scales and the 

159 seven domains of COVID-19 impact on the civil aviation crews. Except for C4 and MFI, the correlation 

160 coefficients among the components were significant, from the lowest absolute value of 0.140 (P<0.05) 

161 to the largest absolute value of 0.896 (P < 0.01).

162 3.2.2 Canonical Correlation

163 The CCA was performed between BPC variables and COVID-19 variables, and the outcome 

164 contained 3 pairs of canonical variables. The correlation coefficient of the first pair of canonical variates 

165 was statistically significant (P=0.000 < 0.05), with the correlation coefficient having a value of 0.517, 
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166 an eigenvalue of 0.364, and a contribution rate of 69.1%. Thus, only the first pair of canonical variables 

167 was analyzed further (Table 3).

168 According to Table 4, which shows the standardized canonical correlation coefficients, a set of 

169 linear combinations within a group of typical variables can be obtained:

170 BPC=-0.485*MWL-0.610*PSQI-0.312*MFI

171 COVID-19=0.088*C1-0.114*C2-0.511*C3+0.464*C4-0.872*C5+0.086*C6-0.132*C7

172 The proportion variance explained by the BPC set was 48.3%, and that explained by the COVID-

173 19 set was 58%.

174 Fig 1 shows the canonical loadings of the BPC set and the COVID-19 set. All MWL, PSQI and MFI 

175 contribute greatly to BPC, with an absolute value of the lowest canonical loading coefficient of 0.606. 

176 All components of COVID-19 contribute greatly to COVID-19, with absolute values of canonical 

177 loading coefficients from 0.608 to 0.951. This indicates that the indicators MWL, PSQI and MFI could 

178 well inflect the BPC. Similarly, C1, C2, C3, C4, C5, C6 and C7 present the impacts of COVID-19 on 

179 civil aviation crews.

180 DISCUSSION

181 This study updated the data on civil aviation crews regarding sleep quality, fatigue and mental 

182 workload in the new stage of normalized epidemic era of COVID-19 in China. The insomnia incidence 

183 was 49.8%, and gender, position and driving experience had no significant impact. There was a high 

184 level of fatigue, with a 100% incidence reported by participants, which was much higher than that 

185 reported by US army aviators (24). Men were more tired than women. The MWL was reported to be 

186 mid-level, with a weighted score of 43.084 ± 17.543. Furthermore, the older the age and the higher the 

187 BMI were, the worse the sleep, the more fatigued and the higher the mental workload level.
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188 It also first reported here that a comprehensive evaluation of BPC can be made through the 

189 assessment index cluster we built. Many studies have reported the effects of sleep quality, fatigue and 

190 mental workload on individuals’ memory, attention, reaction, and mental health, which could directly or 

191 indirectly respond to brain performance. Yamashita, A  hold the idea (25) that individuals with attention-

192 deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) have unstable and unreliable behaviors related to the state of their 

193 brains, whereas those without ADHD have an optimal brain state that guides their more stable and 

194 reliable behavior. The brain has plasticity. L. L. Beason-Held (26) tested the hypotheses that stable task 

195 performance could be supported by stable brain performance or that stable performance could be 

196 maintained by changing brain functions if the change was a compensatory reorganization of function. 

197 We also found that sleep quality, fatigue and mental workload responded well to BPC. Each indicator 

198 contributed greatly to BPC, as there were strong loadings of MWL (loading=-0.677), PSQI (loading=-

199 0.790), and MFI (loading=-0.606). As concluded by Walker, Matthew P, et al., the brain under sleep 

200 deprivation exhibits inattention, decreased working memory, and insufficient motivation to learn (27). 

201 We also found that the higher the MWL level was, the lower the BPC; the worse the sleep quality was, 

202 the lower the BPC; and the more fatigued an individual was, the lower his or her BPC. These findings 

203 may provide new perspectives on how to evaluate BPC.

204 Additionally, this study highlighted the impact of COVID-19 on civil flight crews. The COVID-19 

205 pandemic has had a profound impact on the aviation industry, leading to job loss, furlough, disruption of 

206 careers and training trajectories and uncertainties, even leading to self-harm among airline employees 

207 (28). In addition, there is evidence that COVID-19 induces fears, including fear of infection and fear of 

208 passing the infection to others due to ineffective prevention and control measures from the government. 

209 Due to the vagaries of the epidemic, people receive nucleic acid tests (NATs) on a fixed schedule or and 
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210 at any time during the period of normalized control of the epidemic in China. Special occupations in the 

211 airlines and health care require not only masks but also personal protective equipment such as gloves, 

212 gowns and hats, which is bound to increase the workload of these employees. COVID-19 causes sleep 

213 problems such as difficulties initiating and maintaining sleep (29) and fatigue, including mental fatigue 

214 and physical fatigue (30). With the statistical analysis of canonical loadings of the COVID-19 set, we 

215 also found that the fear of infection(C1), fear of ineffective prevention and control(C2), physical 

216 unwellness caused by NAT(C3), increased workload of personal protective equipment(C4), sleep 

217 quality(C5), mental fatigue(C6) and physical fatigue(C7) all contributed greatly to the impact of COVID-

218 19, with a loading of -0.608, -0.689, -0.774, -0.617, -0.951, -0.818 and -0.813, respectively. The more 

219 severe the impact of COVID-19 was, the worse the BPC.

220 We also explored the relationship between BPC and the impact of COVID-19 with CCA. We found 

221 that a moderate positive correlation existed between BPC and the impact of COVID-19, with a 

222 correlation of 0.517. The correlation indicated that the more severe the impact of COVID-19 was on civil 

223 aviation crews, the stronger the BPC. However, the pandemic has been in a normalized control period in 

224 China. As of 24:00 on November 25, 2021, there had been 860 confirmed cases (including 8 severe 

225 cases), 93,087 cured and discharged cases, 4,636 deaths, 98,583 confirmed cases and 4 suspected cases; 

226 a total of 1,315,485 close contacts had been traced, and 28,342 close contacts were still under medical 

227 observation, according to a report from the National Health Commission of the People’s Republic of 

228 China (31). COVID-19 was still a predictor of BPC. This finding may suggest that there is a long way to 

229 go in the fight against COVID-19, and the negative influences should not be underestimated. There are 

230 some valid concerns about how to boost the BPC to respond to the impact of COVID-19 on individuals.

231 This study has limitations that need to be considered. First, this was a cross-sectional study, so it 
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232 cannot provide a cause-and-effect relationship. Because BPC is dynamic, more rigorous study designs, 

233 such as cohort studies, should be conducted in the future. Second, although sleep, fatigue and mental 

234 workload were successfully used as evaluation indicators of BPC, the assessment tools in this study were 

235 mainly scales that are subjective. Therefore, more evaluation indicators of BPC should be explored and 

236 combined with objective evaluation indicators.

237 CONCLUSION

238 BPC could be assessed by sleep quality, fatigue and mental workload. In the normalized epidemic 

239 era of COVID-19 in China, the pandemic can positively affect the level of brain performance of 

240 commercial flight crews. Considerations including multiple indicators to measure BPC and the 

241 relationship between BPC and COVID-19 should be considered in future research to gain a 

242 comprehensive view of anti-epidemic measures as soon as possible.
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346 Tables 

347 Table 1 Distribution of Civil Aviation Crews’ BPC (n=259)

Item 
PSQI
(Mean ± SD)

MFI
(Mean ± SD)

MWL
(Mean ± SD)

gender  Male(n=134)
Female(n=125)
t value
P value

8.08±4.04
7.55±3.50
1.13
0.26

53.99±11.04
58.39±8.30
-3.65
0.00

44.06±18.65
42.04±16.28
0.93
0.35

age/y 28.20±2.73
t value
P value

20.38±7.35
44.63
0.00

-27.91±12.3
36.52
0.00

-14.8±18.75
-12.77
0.00

BMI 21.11±3.89
t value
P value

13.28±5.42
39.42
0.00

-35±11.17
-50.43
0.00

-21.9±17.93
-19.73
0.00

position pilots(n=78)
flight attendant(n=138)
security(n=43)
F value
P value

7.60±4.08
7.96±3.87
7.79±3.00
0.23
0.80

54.06±11.7
56.96±9.1
57.09±9.31
2.35
0.10

44.18±18.18
42.88±16.73
41.75±19.17
0.28
0.75

driving experience/y  5(n=187)
>5(n=72)
t value
P value

7.58±3.41
8.47±4.60
-1.50
0.14

56.33±10.22
55.56±9.61
0.56
0.58

42.29±17.32
45.14±18.06
-1.17
0.24

348 Table 2 Spearman's Correlation between BPC and COVID-19

MWL PSQI MFI C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7
MWL 1 .171** .203** .167** .236** .229** .210** .345** .327** .285**

PSQI .171** 1 .190** .255** .320** .355** .296** .393** .329** .354**

MFI .203** .190** 1 .149* .140* .140* 0.078 .272** .187** .198**

C1 .167** .255** .149* 1 .797** .668** .749** .674** .692** .662**

C2 .236** .320** .140* .797** 1 .660** .752** .737** .743** .716**

C3 .229** .355** .140* .668** .660** 1 .817** .692** .648** .644**

C4 .210** .296** 0.078 .749** .752** .817** 1 .698** .721** .703**

C5 .345** .393** .272** .674** .737** .692** .698** 1 .896** .850**

C6 .327** .329** .187** .692** .743** .648** .721** .896** 1 .867**

C7 .285** .354** .198** .662** .716** .644** .703** .850** .867** 1

349 Note: **. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed); *. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 

350 level (2-tailed).
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351 Abbreviations: MWL=mental workload; PSQI= Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; MFI= Multidimensional 

352 Fatigue Inventory ; C1=self-fear of infection; C2=fear of ineffective prevention and control; C3=physical 

353 unwellness caused by regular nucleic and testing; C4=increased workload of personal protective 

354 equipment; C5=sleep quality; C6=mental fatigue; C7=physical fatigue.

355

356 Table 3 Results of CCA between BPC and COVID-19

　 Correlation Eigenvalue
Wilks 
Statistic F u P

1 0.517 0.364 0.691 4.681 21.000 0.000
2 0.206 0.044 0.943 1.247 12.000 0.247
3 0.124 0.016 0.985 0.789 5.000 0.558

357

358 Table 4 Standardized Canonical Correlation Coefficients of BPC set and COVID-19 set

　Variable set Variable
Standardized Canonical 
Correlation Coefficients

Proportion Variance
 of Explained 

MWL -0.485
PSQI -0.610

BPC

MFI -0.312
0.483

C1 0.088

C2 -0.114

C3 -0.511

C4 0.464

C5 -0.872

C6 0.086

COVID-19

C7 -0.132

0.580

359 Abbreviations: BPC=brain performance capacity; MWL=mental workload; PSQI= Pittsburgh Sleep 

360 Quality Index; MFI= Multidimensional Fatigue Inventory; C1=self-fear of infection; C2=fear of 

361 ineffective prevention and control; C3=physical unwellness caused by regular nucleic and testing; 

362 C4=increased workload of personal protective equipment; C5=sleep quality; C6=mental fatigue; 
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363 C7=physical fatigue.

364

365 Figure Caption

366 Figure 1: CCA of BPC and COVID-19

367 Abbreviations: CCA=canonical correlation analysis; BPC=brain performance capacity; MWL=mental 

368 workload; PSQI= Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index; MFI= Multidimensional Fatigue Inventory; C1=self-

369 fear of infection; C2=fear of ineffective prevention and control; C3=physical unwellness caused by 

370 regular nucleic acid testing; C4=increased workload of personal protective equipment; C5=sleep quality; 

371 C6=mental fatigue; C7=physical fatigue.
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