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Abstract 

Alzheimer’s disease psychosis (ADP) is a common and serious condition with substantial 

unmet need for safe and effective treatments. Pimavanserin is approved in the US to treat 

Parkinson’s disease hallucinations and delusions. This post-hoc analysis of randomized, double-

blind, placebo-controlled, phase 2 trial of nursing-home-residents with ADP evaluated the 

efficacy of pimavanserin by improvements (least squares mean change) in the Neuropsychiatric 

Inventory–Nursing Home Version Psychosis Score (NPI-NH PS). The clinical significance of 

the primary endpoint was assessed using responder analyses (≥30% and ≥50%); numbers needed 

to treat (NNT); cumulative response (0-100% improvement); All Patients and Severe Psychosis 

(NPI-NH PS ≥12) subgroups were evaluated; improvements in hallucinations and delusions by 

NPI-NH-PS frequency (3 or 4 points) and severity (2 or 3 points); and ≥50% responder analysis 

at earlier timepoints (weeks 2 and 4). Among 345 patients screened, 181 patients were 

randomized to pimavanserin (n = 90) and placebo (n = 91). Patients were elderly (mean age: 86 

years) and frail (baseline mean NPI-NH PS scores of 9.5 and 10 for pimavanserin and placebo, 

respectively). Pimavanserin significantly improved NPI-NH PS relative to placebo (−3.76 versus 

−1.93, respectively; p = 0.0451). In responder analyses, pimavanserin demonstrated a 

significantly greater reduction in NPI-NH PS versus placebo at both the ≥30% (p = 0.0159) and 

≥50% (p = 0.0240) thresholds with NNTs of 6 and 7, respectively. Furthermore, pimavanserin 

demonstrated significantly earlier reductions in NPI-NH PS compared with placebo for the 

≥30% (p = 0.0336) and ≥50% (p = 0.0044) thresholds. The cumulative response analysis 

demonstrated significantly greater efficacy of pimavanserin for All Patients (p = 0.052) and 

Severe Psychosis (p = 0.004), and Severe Patients versus All Patients demonstrated a greater 

reduction in NPI-NH PS (p = 0.011; effect size = 0.73). Pimavanserin also demonstrated 

numerically greater improvements for the frequency and severity of delusions and 
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hallucinations. Responder analyses at earlier timepoints demonstrated significantly greater 

response rates with pimavanserin versus placebo at week 2 (p = 0.016) but not 4 (p = 0.051). 

These findings support  pimavanserin as safe and effective in a population of nursing-home-

resident patients with ADP.  
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Background 

Alzheimer’s disease psychosis (ADP) is a serious and terminal condition that lacks 

satisfactory or US Food and Drug Administration–approved treatments. The standard of care 

usually includes atypical antipsychotics, despite the uncertain efficacy, lack of approval, and 

significant potential toxicity of these treatments for ADP.[1] The median prevalence of ADP 

among patients with Alzheimer’s disease dementia is 41% (with a range of 12.2%-74.1%) and a 

3-year cumulative incidence of approximately 50%.[2] Furthermore, the risk for outcomes, such 

as nursing home admission, progression to severe dementia, and death, is approximately 1.5-2.0 

times higher in dementia patients with psychosis than in those without psychosis.[3-5] Together, 

these findings indicate an urgent need for effective and safe ADP treatments. This unmet need 

for safe and effective treatments for ADP is compounded by the potentially serious safety risks 

of atypical antipsychotics, which include the risk of mortality, cognitive decline, and 

extrapyramidal symptoms.[6-8]  

 Pimavanserin is a selective serotonin receptor inverse agonist and antagonist at the 5-

hydroxytryptamine (serotonin) receptor subtype 2A (5-HT2A) receptors and, to a lesser extent, at 

5-HT2C receptors. Pimavanserin is approved for the treatment of hallucinations and delusions 

associated with psychosis in Parkinson’s disease in the US.[9] In a previous randomized, double-

blind, placebo-controlled, 6-week, parallel-group, outpatient study of 199 patients with 

Parkinson’s disease psychosis, pimavanserin achieved statistically significant (p = 0.001) 

reductions in hallucinations and delusions with a least-squares mean (LSM) difference at week 6 

of −3.06 (Cohen’s d effect size = 0.50) on the Parkinson’s disease-adapted scale for assessment 

of positive symptoms (SAPS-PD).[10] In addition, another study of patients with Parkinson’s 

disease reported that patients with cognitive impairment (Mini-Mental State Exam [MMSE] 
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scores of 21-24) had a more robust response to pimavanserin than those with normal 

cognition.[11] In addition to these findings, various studies (ie, postmortem, imaging via 

positron emission tomography, and genetic analyses) have suggested that targeting 5-HT2A 

receptors could be beneficial for psychosis symptoms in Alzheimer’s disease as a well as for 

Parkinson’s disease.[12, 13]  

 As previously reported, pimavanserin was evaluated in a randomized, double-blind, 

placebo-controlled, phase 2 clinical trial in nursing-home-resident patients who met the criteria 

for ADP.[14] In this study, compared with placebo, pimavanserin achieved significantly greater 

reductions on the primary endpoint of the Neuropsychiatric Inventory–Nursing Home Version 

Psychosis Score (NPI-NH PS) at week 6.[14] Patients were monitored following the 6-week 

primary endpoint through week 12 to assess the safety and tolerability of pimavanserin further; 

the sustained efficacy of pimavanserin (beyond week 6) was evaluated in a separate study.[15]  

The objective of the current study analysis was to understand the clinical importance of 

improvements observed over the 6-week treatment period. Specifically, in post hoc analyses, we 

assessed the efficacy of pimavanserin at timepoints up to and including week 6, as well as the 

number needed to treat analyses (NNT), an analysis of patients with severe disease, and an 

evaluation of improvements in hallucinations and delusions by splitting the frequency and 

severity ratings on the NPI-NH-PS. 

Methods 

The rationale and design of the clinical trial have been described in detail in a prior 

publication.[14] Briefly, Study 019 (NCT02035553) was a 12-week, randomized, double-blind, 

placebo-controlled, phase 2, single-center study in nursing-home-resident patients (ages ≥50 
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years) from a 133-nursing home network in the United Kingdom (Figure 1). There was an 

approximate 3-week screening period in which caregivers were trained to provide psychosocial 

therapy using the Brief Psychosocial Therapy for Psychosis (BPST) to the patients, with a target 

of 5 times per week and a minimum of 3 times per week.  

Inclusion criteria specified that patients had to meet criteria for ADP, which included 

possible or probable Alzheimer’s disease as defined by the National Institute of Neurological 

and Communicative Disorders and Stroke–Alzheimer’s Disease and Related Disorders 

Association (NINCDS–ADRDA),[12] and meet the Jeste and Finkel [16] criteria for psychosis 

of Alzheimer’s disease. The psychotic symptoms (ie, visual or auditory hallucinations, 

delusions, or both) had to have developed after the diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease. Patients 

were required to have a baseline score of ≥4 on either the hallucinations (frequency × severity) 

or delusions (frequency × severity) domains of the NPI-NH [17] or a total combined score of ≥6  

(hallucinations + delusions). In addition, patients had to have a baseline MMSE score of ≥1 and 

≤22, reside in a nursing home for ≥4 weeks prior to randomization, not be bedridden, and remain 

in the study.  
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Figure 1. Randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, phase 2 design of Study 019 

(NCT02035553). 

 

BPST, Brief Psychosocial Therapy for Psychosis; MMSE, Mini-Mental State Examination; NPI-

NH PS, Neuropsychiatric Inventory-Nursing Home Psychosis Score; QD, every day; R, 

randomization. 

 

Primary Endpoint 

The primary endpoint was the change from baseline to week 6 on the NPI-NH PS. The NPI-NH-

PS score was chosen as the primary outcome measure; the NPI is the most common measure 

utilized for the assessment of neuropsychiatric symptoms in AD and has been used in many 

clinical studies.[17] The NPI-NH-PS includes the domains of hallucinations and delusions and is 
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appropriate for the patient population in this study. The nursing home version (NPI-NH) of this 

scale was chosen as it was designed to examine psychopathology in nursing-home patients and 

has been validated for use in this population.[18] The score of each domain on the NPI-NH-PS, 

if present, represents the product of symptom frequency (range 1 to 4) and severity (range 1 to 3) 

for a maximum score of 12 on each domain (with higher scores denoting more serious 

symptoms).[17] 

The week-6 timepoint on the primary endpoint was chosen based on an understanding of 

the natural history of psychosis in AD, which shows fluctuating symptoms often resulting in 

spontaneous improvement with subsequent relapse.[19-22] Therefore, to evaluate the efficacy of 

pimavanserin in comparison with placebo, a timepoint was chosen that was relatively early in 

treatment while allowing sufficient time for efficacy to be determined. The week-6 timepoint is 

considered the regulatory standard for antipsychotic drug development.[23, 24]  

Although the primary efficacy endpoint was assessed at week 6, patients were followed 

in a double-blind fashion through 12 weeks to assess potential adverse impacts on cognition (as 

measured by MMSE). During this extended time frame, from weeks 6-12, efficacy was assessed 

on an exploratory basis. 

 

Study Conduct 

The study included a dedicated group of 20 trained and experienced individuals who 

administered the NPI-NH, including the NPI-NH PS. Different individuals administered the 

assessment at consecutive visits. Those administering the NPI-NH were trained by an 

experienced provider of rater training and certification. There was a frequent assessment of raters 

to reduce drift and scoring variability. Raters were provided feedback and refresher training. 
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Additionally, audio recordings of care giver interviews were remotely reviewed to improve the 

quality of the raters on the NPI-NH. Interrater reliability was assessed for the NPI-NH via the 

intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC), and all values were >0.9.  

 

Statistical Methodology  

 The post hoc analyses presented here were conducted in the full analysis set to 

investigate the clinical importance of the primary efficacy finding. These additional analyses 

included analyses of ≥30% and ≥50% responders, efficacy in Severe Patients (NPI-NH PS ≥12 

at baseline), and efficacy in patient with various frequency and severity ratings on the individual 

hallucination and delusion items of the psychosis score. 

For the responder analysis, we evaluated the number of patients achieving ≥30% and 

≥50% improvement—thresholds that represent meaningful benefit in studies of neuropsychiatric 

symptoms [23, 25, 26]—on the NPI-NH-PS at the primary endpoint of week 6. In patients with 

psychosis, there is always an urgency to improve symptoms quickly for relief to patients, 

caregivers, and families. Therefore, we conducted responder analyses (≥50% improvement) at 

every visit (ie, weeks 2 and week 4) prior to the primary timepoint of week 6 to evaluate the 

rapidity of response with pimavanserin. For this analysis, the proportion of patients meeting the 

definition was plotted by treatment group and visit. Time to response analyses (ie, the time of the 

first occurrence of a ≥30% or ≥50% reduction from baseline in NPI-NH PS) were conducted for 

these analyses, and the reduction had to be sustained for ≥7 days. 

For the responder analyses, cumulative response curves on the percent change from 

baseline at week 6, across all possible responder cutoffs (with a range from 0 to 100% 

improvement), were constructed by plotting the proportion of patients meeting the cutoffs in 
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each treatment group. To evaluate improvement from baseline (ie, responder), patients who 

never improved (ie, all postbaseline scores were higher than baseline) had their percent change 

value set to 0. In addition, the relationship between efficacy and severity of symptoms was 

investigated by conducting a responder (ie, ≥30% and ≥50%) analysis in All Patients and Severe 

Patients (NPI-NH PS ≥ 12) at the week 6 timepoint.  

The NPI-NH-PS data frequency and severity scores for hallucinations and delusions was 

split to further contextualize these data and illustrate the benefits for patients and their caregivers. 

For each of the NPI-NH PS hallucinations and delusions domains, the proportion of patients 

improving 3 or 4 levels from baseline to week 6 on the frequency score and 2 or 3 levels from 

baseline to week 6 on the severity score were reported by the treatment arm. These levels of 

improvement represent meaningful and tangible improvements in hallucination and delusions.  

 For these analyses, differences in response rates between pimavanserin and placebo were 

analyzed using the Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel (CMH) test stratified by the baseline MMSE 

category (<6 and ≥6) and baseline NPI-NH PS category (<12 and ≥12). Two-sided p-values from 

a van Elteren test on the percent change from baseline, stratified by MMSE (<6 and ≥6) and 

NPI-NH PS (<12 and ≥12) categories, were then calculated. The numbers needed to treat (NNT) 

were calculated based on responder categories of a ≥30% or ≥50% improvement from baseline 

and included calculations for the 95% confidence intervals (CIs) [27]. Missing values were 

counted as nonresponders. 

Results 

Patients in this study were elderly and frail, with a mean age of 86 years (Table 1). More than 

80% of the patients were on more than 5 non-antidementia concomitant medications, reflecting 

many comorbid conditions typical of this population. The enrolled population is representative 
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of a nursing-home population with severe dementia and being treated for ADP. Baseline disease 

characteristics and psychosis severity scores were generally consistent between groups.  

  A total of 345 patients were screened, and a total of 181 patients were randomized with 

91 randomized to placebo and to 90 pimavanserin.    

 

Table 1. Demographics of enrolled ADP patients who received pimavanserin or placebo. 

Baseline characteristics Pimavanserin 

N = 90 

Placebo 

N = 91 

Age (years), mean 86 86 

Female, % 81 80 

White, % 93 98 

NPI-NH PS score, mean 9.5 10.0 

MMSE, mean 10.2 9.8 

≥5 non-antidementia concomitant 

medications, % 

82 85 

ADP, Alzheimer’s disease psychosis; MMSE, Mini-Mental State Exam; NPI-NH PS, 

Neuropsychiatric Inventory–Nursing Home Version Psychosis Score.  

 

Primary Endpoint, Efficacy at Week 6  

Detailed results for the primary endpoint have been published previously and are presented only 

briefly here for context.[14] At week 6, pimavanserin versus placebo significantly improved 

NPI-NH PS (LSM change of −3.76 versus −1.93, respectively; treatment difference of −1.84; 
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95% CI, −3.64 to −0.04; p = 0.0451; and Cohen’s d = 0.32). At week 12, the continued 

improvement in the placebo group reduced the drug-placebo difference to non-significant levels. 

 

Clinical Importance of Efficacy Findings 

Responder Analysis and NNTs 

Differences between pimavanserin and placebo at the ≥30% and ≥50% thresholds reached 

nominal statistical significance (Table 2). At the ≥30% threshold, the difference between 

pimavanserin and placebo was 55.2% vs 37.4%, respectively (p = 0.0159).  At the ≥50% 

threshold, the difference was 50.6% vs 34.1%, respectively (p = 0.0240). The NNTs for ≥30% 

and ≥50% thresholds were 6 (95% CI, 4-30) and 7 (95% CI, 4-46), respectively.  

 

Table 2. Responder analyses and NNTs for patients with ADP treated with pimavanserin or 

placebo.  

 

Pimavanserin Placebo 

Adjusted 

difference 

NNT 

(95% CI) 

NPI-NH PS     

≥30% symptom reduction  55.2% 37.4% 17%  6 (4, 30) 

≥50% symptom reduction  50.6% 34.1% 16% 7 (4, 46) 

ADP, Alzheimer’s disease psychosis; NPI-NH PS, Neuropsychiatric Inventory–Nursing Home 

Version Psychosis Score; NNT, number needed to treat. 
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For the pimavanserin vs the placebo group, there was a significantly earlier occurrence of 

a reduction in NPI-NH PS for the ≥30% (p = 0.0336) and ≥50% responder group (p = 0.0044) 

(Figure 2). 

Figure 2. Analyses of the time to the first occurrence of a (A) ≥30% or (B) ≥50% reduction from 

baseline in NPI-NH PS. Analysis conducted in full analysis set, and the reduction from baseline 

must be confirmed for ≥7 days. 

A.  

B.  
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Cumulative Response Curves on Change From Baseline at Week 6  

Greater efficacy with pimavanserin at week 6 was observed across the full spectrum of 

improvement (0%-100% improvement); nominal p values from the nonparametric (van Elteren) 

test of the 2 curves for All Patients and Severe Psychosis were 0.052 and 0.004, respectively.  

 

NPI-NH PS, Neuropsychiatric Inventory–Nursing Home Version Psychosis Score. 

Severe Patients And All Patients 

In the prespecified subgroup of Severe Patients, the magnitude of the reduction in NPI-NH PS at 

Week 6 was larger than for the All Patients group (p = 0.011; effect size = 0.73). For All 

Patients, when the response was defined as a ≥30% reduction, the pimavanserin vs the placebo 

response was 55% vs 37%, respectively (p = 0.0159), and when defined as a ≥50% reduction 

was 51 vs 34%, respectively (p = 0.0240; Figure 3). For All Patients, the NNTs for the ≥30% 

and ≥50% reduction were 6 and 7, respectively. 

For Severe Patients, when the response was defined as a ≥30% reduction, the 

pimavanserin vs the placebo response was 88.9% vs 43.3%, respectively (p = 0.0004), and when 

defined as a ≥50% reduction was 77.8% vs 43.3%, respectively (p = 0.0084; Figure 3). For 

Severe Patients, the NNTs for the ≥30% and ≥50% reduction were both 3. 
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Figure 3. Responder Analysis of (A) All Patients and (B) Severe Patients at the Week 6 Time 

Point. 

A. 

 

B. 

 

NPI-NH PS, Neuropsychiatric Inventory–Nursing Home Version Psychosis Score; NNT, number 

needed to treat.  
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Frequency and Severity of Hallucinations and Delusions 

For the analysis of frequency and severity of the NPI-NH-PS symptom of delusions, 

approximately 25% of the patients treated with pimavanserin improved by 3 or 4 points in 

frequency (representing a change from multiple times a day to none or less than once a week) vs 

16% for the placebo group (Figure 4). In addition, 32% treated with pimavanserin improved by 

2 or 3 points on severity (representing a change from moderate or severe distress to no or mild 

distress) vs 19% for placebo.  

Fewer patients experienced hallucinations than delusions at baseline, and hallucinations 

were generally less severe than delusions. In these small samples, for pimavanserin there was a 

nonsignificant trend for improvement in both the frequency and the severity of hallucinations 

(18% on frequency and 16% on severity), which has numerically higher than for placebo.  
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Figure 4. Patients Who Transition From Higher to Lower Frequency/Severity of NPI-NH-PS 

Symptoms of delusions and hallucinations 

 

*Frequency scores were improved by 3 or 4 points, which corresponds to a transition form 

often/very often to absent/rarely. 

*Severity scores were improved by 2 or 3 points, which corresponds to a transition form 

moderate/severe to none/mild. 

PBO, placebo; PIM, pimavanserin.  
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Responder Analysis (≥50% improvement) at Early Timepoints of Weeks 2 and 4 

For the responder analyses (≥50% improvement) at the visits prior to the primary timepoint, 

the response rates were numerically greater than placebo, and the differences were statistically 

significant at week 2 (p = 0.016; Figure 5).  

 

Figure 5. NPI-NH PS ≥50% Responders Across Visits at Weeks 2, 4, and 6 (Primary 

Efficacy Endpoint)  
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  Safety 

The safety and tolerability of pimavanserin in this study were consistent with the well-

characterized profile of pimavanserin in neurodegenerative conditions, as previously 

described.[14] Briefly, the most common adverse events were falls, urinary tract infections, and 

agitation. The frequencies of falls and urinary tract infections were similar between treatment 

groups. Consistent with previous reports, QT interval prolongation corrected by the Fridericia 

method (QTcF) was observed among patients receiving pimavanserin. There were no observed 

differences in mortality rates between the pimavanserin- and placebo-treated groups in this 

study. Over the 12-week period, there were no adverse effects on cognition between the 

pimavanserin- and placebo-treated groups, as assessed by the MMSE total score. Similarly, the 

mean Unified Parkinson’s Disease Rating Scale part III from baseline to week 12 were 

comparable in both treatment groups, indicating no adverse effects on motor function following 

treatment with pimavanserin. 

Discussion 

Study 019 was a parallel-group, double-blind, placebo-controlled study that demonstrated 

statistically significant efficacy of pimavanserin 34 mg for the treatment of psychosis in 

patients with AD.[14] In this post-hoc analysis of NPI-NH PS scores, we report the efficacy of 

pimavanserin at timepoints up to and including week 6 (primary endpoint). The efficacy was 

clinically consistent, as demonstrated by analyses of responders, patients with severe disease, 

and the frequency and severity of hallucinations and delusions, and clinically meaningful as 

demonstrated by the NNT analyses. Responder analyses demonstrated that pimavanserin 

versus placebo demonstrated greater reductions in NPI-NH PS at all cutoffs. In addition, 

Severe Patients with severe psychosis (NPI-NH PS ≥12 at baseline) vs the All Patients group 
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demonstrated greater reductions in NPI-NH PS, which is clinically important as patients with 

severe psychosis are in the greatest need of pharmacologic therapy. Together, these efficacy 

findings are clinically relevant in demonstrating responses of a magnitude and time to onset 

that are important for patients and caregivers of patients with ADP. 

We evaluated the NNTs and analyses of the frequency and severity scores for 

hallucinations and delusions domains separately. The NNTs of 6 and 7 reported for the ≥30% 

and ≥50% responder groups are consistent with NNTs of <10, which have been deemed 

clinically meaningful  [28]. The analyses of the frequency and severity of hallucinations and 

delusions demonstrated reductions in both dimensions of psychosis with frequency transitions 

from often/very often to absent/rarely and severity changes from moderate/severe to 

none/mild.  

The key weakness of this study  is the post-hoc nature of the analyses,.  The strengths 

of the study include generalizability of the enrolled patients to a large patient population, the 

high inter-rater reliability of the raters (ICC > 0.9), and the use of valid and well understood 

scales. The generalizability of the study population is demonstrated by the fact that our 

population was of an advanced age, taking multiple non-antidementia concomitant 

medications and is representative of a nursing-home population with severe dementia with 

ADP. Furthermore, the reliability of the scales utilized are demonstrated by the NPI-NH’s 

high internal consistency (α = 0.67)[29] and high test-retest reliability as demonstrated by 

internal consistency values for delusions (0.89, 95% CI 0.79-0.94) and hallucinations (0.74, 

95% CI 0.51-0.86).[30]. In addition, there is strong convergent validity between the NPI-NH 

Psychosis Factor and the Scale for Nursing Assessment in Geriatric Psychiatry psychotic 

features (r = 0.54).[29].  
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Conclusions  

In summary, pimavanserin demonstrated efficacy in a population of patients with ADP, who are 

residents in nursing homes. The efficacy was statistically significant in drug-placebo 

comparisons, had a robust magnitude, and had an early onset. Efficacy was apparent in those 

with more severe ADP as well as in the total population. No new safety or tolerability issues 

were observed in the study. Pimavanserin is approved for psychosis in Parkinson’s disease and 

this study supports its efficacy in patients with ADP. 
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