CUREUS WALL OF SHAME

CUREUS WALL OF SHAME IS A TERM OFTEN REFERENCED WITHIN THE ACADEMIC AND MEDICAL COMMUNITIES TO HIGHLIGHT
INSTANCES OF QUESTIONABLE PUBLISHING PRACTICES ON THE CUREUS PLATFORM. CUREUS, A POPULAR ONLINE MEDICAL
JOURNAL, PRIDES ITSELF ON OPEN-ACCESS PUBLISHING AND RAPID DISSEMINATION OF MEDICAL RESEARCH. HO\X/EVER, THE “WALL
OF SHAME” COLLOQUIALLY POINTS TO CONTROVERSIES, ETHICAL LAPSES, AND LOW-QUALITY SUBMISSIONS THAT HAVE
CHALLENGED THE PLATFORM'S CREDIBILITY. THIS ARTICLE EXPLORES THE BACKGROUND OF CUREUS, THE NATURE AND
IMPLICATIONS OF THE SO-CALLED WALL OF SHAME, AND STRATEGIES TO UPHOLD RESEARCH INTEGRITY IN OPEN-ACCESS MEDICAL
PUBLISHING. UNDERSTANDING THESE DYNAMICS IS ESSENTIAL FOR AUTHORS, REVIEWERS, AND INSTITUTIONS INVOLVED IN MEDICAL
RESEARCH DISSEMINATION. THE ARTICLE ALSO DELVES INTO THE IMPACT OF SUCH REPUTATIONAL ISSUES ON THE WIDER
ACADEMIC COMMUNITY AND OFFERS INSIGHT INTO MAINTAINING RIGOROUS STANDARDS.

OVERVIEW oF CUREUS AND |TS PUBLISHING MODEL

o UNDERSTANDING THE CUREUS W/ ALL OF SHAME

COMMON ISSUES HIGHLIGHTED ON THE W ALL OF SHAME

IMPACT ON MEDICAL RESEARCH AND PUBLISHING INTEGRITY

o MEASURES TO ADDRESS AND PREVENT PUBLICATION MISCONDUCT

OvVerVIEW OF CUREUS AND ITS PUBLISHING MODEL

CUREUS IS AN OPEN-ACCESS MEDICAL JOURNAL PLATFORM DESIGNED TO FACILITATE RAPID PUBLICATION OF CLINICAL STUDIES,
CASE REPORTS, AND MEDICAL RESEARCH FINDINGS. UNLIKE TRADITIONAL JOURNALS, CUREUS EMPHASIZES SPEED, EASE OF
SUBMISSION, AND ACCESSIBILITY, ALLOWING RESEARCHERS TO DISSEMINATE INFORMATION QUICKLY. THE PLATFORM OPERATES
ON A PEER-REVIEW SYSTEM, ALBEIT WITH A MODEL THAT DIFFERS FROM CONVENTIONAL ACADEMIC JOURNALS BY ENABLING POST~
PUBLICATION PEER REVIEXW AND COMMUNITY-DRIVEN CONTENT EVALUATION.

THIS INNOVATIVE APPROACH AIMS TO DEMOCRATIZE MEDICAL PUBLISHING AND REDUCE BARRIERS FOR AUTHORS W ORLDW IDE.
CUREUS SUPPORTS A WIDE RANGE OF MEDICAL SPECIALTIES AND ENCOURAGES SHARING OF NOVEL CLINICAL EXPERIENCES. DESPITE
ITS BENEFITS, THIS MODEL HAS ALSO FACED CRITICISM REGARDING THE RIGOR OF PEER REVIEW AND QUALITY CONTROL, WHICH IS
CENTRAL TO DISCUSSIONS ABOUT THE CUREUS WALL OF SHAME.

Key FEATURES oF CUREUS PUBLISHING

THe CUREUS PLATFORM INCORPORATES SEVERAL DISTINCTIVE FEATURES THAT SET IT APART FROM TRADITIONAL JOURNALS:

OPEN ACCESS: ALL ARTICLES ARE FREELY AVAILABLE WITHOUT SUBSCRIPTION FEES.

RAPID PUBLICATION: FAST TURNAROUND TIMES FROM SUBMISSION TO PUBLICATION.

PosT-PuBLICATION PEErR REVIEW: ALLOWS THE MEDICAL COMMUNITY TO CRITIQUE AND COMMENT AFTER PUBLICATION.

AUTHOR-FRIENDLY FEES: PUBLICATION FEES ARE RELATIVELY LOWER COMPARED TO MANY OTHER JOURNALS.

THESE FEATURES COLLECTIVELY PROMOTE ACCESSIBILITY BUT ALSO INTRODUCE CHALLENGES RELATED TO QUALITY ASSURANCE
AND EDITORIAL OVERSIGHT.



UNDERSTANDING THE CUREUS W/ ALL OF SHAME

THE TERM “CUREUS WALL OF SHAME” BROADLY REFERS TO THE PUBLIC OR SEMI-PUBLIC EXPOSURE OF SUBSTANDARD,
FRAUDULENT, OR ETHICALLY QUESTIONABLE ARTICLES PUBLISHED ON THE CUREUS PLATFORM. THIS INFORMAL CONCEPT IS NOT
AN OFFICIAL CUREUS FEATURE BUT RATHER A COLLOQUIAL LABEL USED BY CRITICS AND MEMBERS OF THE ACADEMIC COMMUNITY.
[T HIGHLIGHTS THE ACCUMULATION OF PROBLEMATIC PUBLICATIONS THAT UNDERMINE THE JOURNAL’S REPUTATION AND RAISE
CONCERNS ABOUT OVERSIGHT MECHANISMS.

INSTANCES THAT CONTRIBUTE TO THE CUREUS WALL OF SHAME INCLUDE PLAGIARISM, DATA FABRICATION, DUPLICATE
PUBLICATIONS, AND INSUFFICIENT PEER REVIEW. THESE ISSUES HAVE BEEN FLAGGED BY RESEARCHERS, ACADEMIC WATCHDOGS,
AND SOMETIMES BY THE JOURNAL ITSELF THROUGH RETRACTIONS OR CORRECTIONS. THE PHRASE ENCAPSULATES THE RISK OF
REPUTATIONAL DAMAGE WHEN PLATFORMS PRIORITIZE SPEED AND ACCESSIBILITY OVER RIGOROUS EDITORIAL STANDARDS.

ORIGINS AND USAGE OF THE TERM

THE PHRASE EMERGED INFORMALLY ON ONLINE FORUMS, SOCIAL MEDIA, AND ACADEMIC DISCUSSIONS WHERE RESEARCHERS SHARED
EXPERIENCES AND CRITICISMS RELATED TO CUREUS PUBLICATIONS. IT SERVES AS A CAUTIONARY METAPHOR EMPHASIZING
ACCOUNTABILITY AND THE REPERCUSSIONS OF LAX EDITORIAL CONTROL. W/HILE NOT A FORMALIZED LIST OR PUBLIC REGISTRY,
THE CONCEPT URGES THE ACADEMIC COMMUNITY TO SCRUTINIZE RESEARCH QUALITY AND ETHICAL COMPLIANCE RIGOROUSLY.

CoMMoN IssuUes HIGHLIGHTED ON THE W ALL OF SHAME

THE CUREUS WALL OF SHAME ENCOMPASSES VARIOUS TYPES OF PUBLICATION MISCONDUCT AND QUALITY CONCERNS. THESE
ISSUES HAVE BEEN DOCUMENTED AND CRITICIZED EXTENSIVELY BY THE ACADEMIC AND MEDICAL COMMUNITIES. UUNDERST ANDING
THESE COMMON PROBLEMS IS CRUCIAL FOR AUTHORS AND READERS ENGAGING WITH CUREUS CONTENT.

PLAGIARISM AND DUPLICATE PUBLICATION

PLAGIARISM REMAINS A SIGNIFICANT CONCERN IN ACADEMIC PUBLISHING, AND CUREUS IS NO EXCEPTION. SOME ARTICLES HAVE
BEEN FOUND TO CONTAIN UNORIGINAL CONTENT COPIED FROM OTHER SOURCES WITHOUT APPROPRIATE CITATION OR
ACKNOWLEDGMENT. ADDITIONALLY, DUPLICATE PUBLICATION—SUBMITTING THE SAME RESEARCH TO MULTIPLE OUTLETS—HAS
BEEN REPORTED, WHICH VIOLATES ETHICAL STANDARDS AND INFLATES ACADEMIC RECORDS UNFAIRLY.

INSUFFICIENT PEER REVIEW AND QUALITY CONTROL

THE PEER-REVIEW PROCESS AT CUREUS, WHILE INNOVATIVE, HAS FACED CRITICISM FOR LACKING THOROUGHNESS COMPARED TO
TRADITIONAL JOURNALS. RAPID PUBLICATION AND POST-PUBLICATION REVIEW CAN LEAD TO THE DISSEMINATION OF ARTICLES
THAT HAVE NOT UNDERGONE RIGOROUS SCRUTINY. THIS MAY RESULT IN THE PUBLICATION OF FLAWED METHODOLOGIES,
UNSUPPORTED CONCLUSIONS, OR INCOMPLETE DATA ANALYSES, CONTRIBUTING TO SKEPTICISM ABOUT THE PLATFORM’S
RELIABILITY.

DATA FABRICATION AND ETHICAL VIOLATIONS

INSTANCES OF DATA FABRICATION OR MANIPULATION HAVE ALSO BEEN REPORTED, REPRESENTING SERIOUS BREACHES OF
RESEARCH ETHICS. ETHICAL VIOLATIONS SUCH AS LACK OF INFORMED CONSENT, CONFLICTS OF INTEREST, AND FAILURE TO
OBTAIN APPROPRIATE INSTITUTIONAL APPROVALS FURTHER CONTRIBUTE TO THE WALL OF SHAME. THESE ISSUES THREATEN THE
VALIDITY OF RESEARCH FINDINGS AND THE INTEGRITY OF THE MEDICAL LITERATURE.

® UNORIGINAL OR PLAGIARIZED CONTENT



DUPLICATE OR REDUNDANT PUBLICATIONS

® \WEAK OR ABSENT PEER-REVIEW MECHANISMS
e FABRICATED OR MANIPULATED DATA

e ETHICAL NON-COMPLIANCE

IMPACT ON MEDICAL RESEARCH AND PUBLISHING INTEGRITY

THE PRESENCE OF A CUREUS WALL OF SHAME HAS SIGNIFICANT IMPLICATIONS FOR THE BROADER FIELD OF MEDICAL RESEARCH AND
PUBLISHING. |T CHALLENGES THE TRUSTWORTHINESS OF OPEN-ACCESS PLATFORMS AND RAISES QUESTIONS ABOUT BALANCING
ACCESSIBILITY WITH QUALITY ASSURANCE. THE IMPACT EXTENDS TO RESEARCHERS, CLINICIANS, POLICY MAKERS, AND PATIENTS
WHO RELY ON ACCURATE AND RELIABLE MEDICAL INFORMATION.

W/HEN QUESTIONABLE STUDIES ARE PUBLISHED AND DISSEMINATED, THEY RISK MISLEADING CLINICAL PRACTICE, INFLUENCING
TREATMENT DECISIONS, AND WASTING RESOURCES ON INVALID RESEARCH. THE REPUTATION OF CUREUS AND SIMILAR JOURNALS
CAN SUFFER, POTENTIALLY AFFECTING THE WILLINGNESS OF HIGH-QUALITY AUTHORS TO SUBMIT THEIR WORK AND THE
CONFIDENCE OF READERS IN THE CONTENT.

CHALLENGES TO ReSeARCH CREDIBILITY

MAINTAINING CREDIBILITY IN MEDICAL PUBLISHING IS PARAMOUNT. THE EMERGENCE OF A WALL OF SHAME CONCEPT HIGHLIGHTS
THE VULNERABILITIES OF RAPID, OPEN-ACCESS MODELS TO EXPLOITATION OR ERRORS. THIS CAN ERODE THE PERCEIVED VALUE OF
PEER-REVIEWED LITERATURE AND COMPLICATE EVIDENCE SYNTHESIS EFFORTS.

EFFECTS ON AUTHORS AND INSTITUTIONS

AUTHORS ASSOCIATED WITH RETRACTED OR DISCREDITED PUBLICATIONS MAY FACE PROFESSIONAL CONSEQUENCES, INCLUDING
DAMAGE TO THEIR REPUTATIONS AND DIFFICULTIES SECURING FUNDING OR POSITIONS. INSTITUTIONS MUST ALSO UPHOLD
ETHICAL STANDARDS AND MAY NEED TO IMPLEMENT STRICTER OVERSIGHT TO PREVENT CONTRIBUTING TO THE WALL OF SHAME
PHENOMENON.

MEASURES TO ADDRESS AND PREVENT PUBLICATION MISCONDUCT

ADDRESSING THE ISSUES REPRESENTED BY THE CUREUS WALL OF SHAME REQUIRES CONCERTED EFFORTS FROM PUBLISHERS,
AUTHORS, REVIEWERS, AND ACADEMIC INSTITUTIONS. IMPLEMENTING ROBUST POLICIES AND PRACTICES CAN MITIGATE RISKS AND
ENHANCE THE QUALITY AND INTEGRITY OF PUBLISHED RESEARCH.

STRENGTHENING PEErR REVIEW PROCESSES

ENHANCING THE RIGOR AND TRANSPARENCY OF PEER REVIEW IS CRITICAL. THIS INCLUDES EMPLOYING QUALIFIED REVIEWERS,
STANDARDIZING REVIEW CRITERIA, AND INCORPORATING PRE-PUBLICATION CHECKS FOR ORIGINALITY AND ETHICAL COMPLIANCE.
TRANSPARENT DOCUMENTATION OF THE REVIEW PROCESS CAN ALSO IMPROVE ACCOUNTABILITY.

IMPLEMENTING ADVANCED PLAGIARISM DETECTION

UTILIZING SOPHISTICATED PLAGIARISM DETECTION SOFTWARE PRIOR TO PUBLICATION CAN PREVENT UNORIGINAL CONTENT FROM



ENTERING THE LITERATURE. THIS MEASURE HELPS MAINTAIN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS AND UPHOLD ACADEMIC HONESTY.

PROMOTING ETHICAL TRAINING AND AWARENESS

EDUCATING AUTHORS AND REVIEWERS ABOUT RESEARCH ETHICS, PUBLICATION STANDARDS, AND RESPONSIBLE CONDUCT IS
VITAL. \X/ORKSHOPS, GUIDELINES, AND INSTITUTIONAL POLICIES CAN FOSTER A CULTURE OF INTEGRITY AND REDUCE INSTANCES
OF MISCONDUCT.

ENCOURAGING PosT-PuBLICATION ReVIEw AND CORRECTIONS

W/HILE POST-PUBLICATION PEER REVIEW IS A FEATURE OF CUREUS, ENCOURAGING ACTIVE COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT TO IDENTIFY
ERRORS OR MISCONDUCT ENHANCES SELF-CORRECTION. PROMPT ISSUANCE OF CORRECTIONS, RETRACTIONS, OR EXPRESSIONS OF
CONCERN MAINTAINS THE SCIENTIFIC RECORD’S ACCURACY.

1. ENHANCE PEER-REVIEW RIGOR AND REVIEWER QUALIFICATIONS
2. USE PLAGIARISM AND DATA INTEGRITY SCREENING TOOLS
3. PROVIDE ETHICS EDUCATION AND ENFORCE COMPLIANCE

4. SUPPORT TRANSPARENT POST-PUBLICATION REVIEW MECHANISMS

FREQUENTLY ASKeED QUESTIONS

WHAT Is THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME?

THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME IS A FEATURE ON THE CUREUS PLATFORM THAT PUBLICLY LISTS AUTHORS WHO HAVE BEEN
FOUND TO ENGAGE IN UNETHICAL PRACTICES SUCH AS DATA FABRICATION, PLAGIARISM, OR OTHER FORMS OF ACADEMIC
MISCONDUCT.

WHY wAS THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME CREATED?

[T WAS CREATED TO PROMOTE TRANSPARENCY AND UPHOLD THE INTEGRITY OF SCIENTIFIC PUBLISHING BY DISCOURAGING
UNETHICAL BEHAVIOR AMONG AUTHORS AND MAINTAINING HIGH STANDARDS ON THE CUREUS PLATFORM.

How DOES AN AUTHOR GET LISTED ON THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME?

AUTHORS ARE LISTED ON THE W/ ALL OF SHAME IF THEY ARE FOUND GUILTY OF VIOLATING CUREUS’ PUBLICATION POLICIES,
INCLUDING PLAGIARISM, FALSIFICATION OF DATA, OR OTHER BREACHES OF ETHICAL GUIDELINES AFTER AN INVESTIGATION.

CAN AN AUTHOR APPEAL THEIR INCLUSION ON THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME?

YES/ AUTHORS TYPICALLY HAVE THE RIGHT TO APPEAL THEIR INCLUSION BY PROVIDING EVIDENCE OR EXPLANATIONS DURING THE
INVESTIGATION PROCESS, BUT FINAL DECISIONS REST WITH CUREUS EDITORIAL AUTHORITIES.

Is THE CUrREUS W ALL OF SHAME PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE?

YES, THE W/ ALL OF SHAME IS PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE ON THE CUREUS WEBSITE TO INFORM READERS AND THE RESEARCH



COMMUNITY ABOUT AUTHORS WHO HAVE COMMITTED SERIOUS ETHICAL VIOLATIONS.

\WHAT IMPACT DOES BEING ON THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME HAVE ON AN AUTHOR'S
CAREER?

BEING LISTED CAN SEVERELY DAMAGE AN AUTHOR'S REPUTATION, LEADING TO LOSS OF CREDIBILITY, DIFFICULTIES IN PUBLISHING
FUTURE WORK, AND POTENTIAL PROFESSIONAL CONSEQUENCES.

Does CUREUS REMOVE AUTHORS FROM THE W ALL OF SHAME IF THEY CORRECT THEIR
MISTAKES?

TYPICALLY, THE W/ ALL OF SHAME LISTING REMAINS PERMANENT TO MAINTAIN TRANSPARENCY, ALTHOUGH CUREUS MAY REVIEW
CASES INDIVIDUALLY IF SIGNIFICANT CORRECTIVE ACTIONS ARE TAKEN.

ARE THERE SIMILAR ‘WALLS OF SHAME' ON OTHER ACADEMIC PUBLISHING PLATFORMS?

W/HILE SOME PLATFORMS MAINTAIN RECORDS OF RETRACTED PAPERS AND AUTHOR MISCONDUCT, THE CureUs W ALL OF SHAME
IS NOTABLE FOR ITS PUBLIC AND EXPLICIT LISTING OF OFFENDING AUTHORS, WHICH IS LESS COMMON ELSEWHERE.

How CAN AUTHORS AVOID BEING LISTED ON THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME?

AUTHORS CAN AVOID BEING LISTED BY ADHERING STRICTLY TO ETHICAL RESEARCH AND PUBLICATION STANDARDS, INCLUDING
AVOIDING PLAGIARISM, ACCURATELY REPORTING DATA, AND FOLLOWING CUREUS SUBMISSION GUIDELINES CAREFULLY.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

1. THe Cureus WALL oF SHAME ExPoseD: UNDERSTANDING MEDICAL PUBLISHING PITFALLS

THIS BOOK DELVES INTO THE CONTROVERSIES AND CHALLENGES SURROUNDING THE CUREUS W/ ALL OF SHAME, A PLATFORM
HIGHLIGHTING PROBLEMATIC PUBLICATIONS AND ETHICAL BREACHES IN MEDICAL RESEARCH. |T PROVIDES INSIGHTS INTO HOW PEER
REVIEW PROCESSES CAN FAIL AND THE REPERCUSSIONS FOR AUTHORS AND THE SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY. READERS WILL GAIN A
CLEARER UNDERSTANDING OF MAINTAINING INTEGRITY IN MEDICAL PUBLISHING.

2. Berino THE CURTAIN: THE DARk Sipe oF CUREUS PUBLICATIONS

EXPLORING THE LESS-DISCUSSED ISSUES WITHIN THE CUREUS PUBLISHING PLATFORM, THIS BOOK EXAMINES CASES OF RETRACTED
PAPERS, CONFLICTS OF INTEREST, AND THE MECHANISMS THAT ALLOW QUESTIONABLE STUDIES TO BE PUBLISHED. |T SERVES AS
A CAUTIONARY TALE FOR RESEARCHERS AND EMPHASIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF RIGOROUS STANDARDS IN OPEN-ACCESS
JOURNALS.

3. AcADEMIC INTEGRITY AND THE CUREUS WALL OF SHAME

FOCUSING ON THE PRINCIPLES OF ACADEMIC HONESTY, THIS BOOK ANALYZES THE ROLE OF THE CUREUS W/ ALL OF SHAME IN
PROMOTING TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY. |T ADDRESSES HOW ACADEMIC COMMUNITIES CAN USE SUCH TOOLS TO
FOSTER BETTER RESEARCH PRACTICES AND AVOID SCIENTIFIC MISCONDUCT.

4. Peer Review FAILURES: LESSONS FrRom CUREUS® WALL OF SHAME

THIS BOOK INVESTIGATES SPECIFIC INSTANCES WHERE THE PEER REVIEW PROCESS FELL SHORT WITHIN THE CUREUS PLATFORM,
LEADING TO THE PUBLICATION OF FLAWED OR UNETHICAL STUDIES. |T OFFERS RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPROVING PEER REVIEW
SYSTEMS AND SAFEGUARDING THE QUALITY OF MEDICAL LITERATURE.

5. Open Access, Open ProsLeMs: THe CUREUS WALL OF SHAME PHENOMENON

EXAMINING THE BALANCE BETWEEN ACCESSIBILITY AND QUALITY CONTROL, THIS BOOK DISCUSSES HOW OPEN-ACCESS JOURNALS
Like CUREUS CAN SOMETIMES BE VULNERABLE TO EXPLOITATION. |T OUTLINES STRATEGIES TO UPHOLD SCIENTIFIC RIGOR WHILE
MAINTAINING THE BENEFITS OF OPEN-ACCESS PUBLISHING.

6. RETRACTED AND REGRETTED: CASE STUDIES FROM THE CUREUS WALL OF SHAME
THROUGH DETAILED CASE STUDIES, THIS BOOK PRESENTS SEVERAL HIGH-PROFILE RETRACTIONS AND CONTROVERSIES FEATURED



ON THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME. |T HIGHLIGHTS THE LESSONS LEARNED AND THE IMPACT ON AUTHORS, JOURNALS, AND THE
BROADER RESEARCH LANDSCAPE.

7. ETHICS IN MEDICAL PUBLISHING: INSIGHTS FROM CUREUS CONTROVERSIES

THIS BOOK EXPLORES THE ETHICAL DILEMMAS REVEALED BY THE CUREUS W/ ALL OF SHAME, INCLUDING PLAGIARISM, DATA
FABRICATION, AND AUTHORSHIP DISPUTES. |T PROVIDES GUIDANCE ON BEST PRACTICES FOR ETHICAL PUBLISHING AND HOW
JOURNALS CAN ENFORCE THESE STANDARDS.

8. THE FUTURE OF MEDICAL _JOURNALS: AvOIDING A CUREUS WALL OF SHAME

LOOKING AHEAD, THIS BOOK DISCUSSES INNOVATIONS AND REFORMS IN MEDICAL PUBLISHING AIMED AT PREVENTING SCANDALS
LIKE THOSE FEATURED ON THE CUREUS W ALL OF SHAME. |T EMPHASIZES THE ROLE OF TECHNOLOGY, TRANSPARENCY, AND
COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT IN CREATING TRUSTWORTHY SCIENTIFIC LITERATURE.

Q. From WALL oF SHAME To WALL oF FAME: ReForMING CUREUS AND MEDICAL RESEARCH
THIS HOPEFUL VOLUME EXPLORES HOW CUREUS AND SIMILAR PLATFORMS CAN TRANSFORM NEGATIVE PUBLICITY INTO POSITIVE

CHANGE BY IMPLEMENTING STRICTER POLICIES AND FOSTERING COLLABORATION. |T INSPIRES READERS TO ADVOCATE FOR REFORM
AND INTEGRITY IN THE WORLD OF MEDICAL RESEARCH PUBLISHING.
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