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AHI'JINC KAHA KbIPT'bI3 AHTPOIIOHUMJIEPUHUH JIMHTBOMA JIAHU
O3I'O4YO0JIYKTOPY

AHHOTANUA. AHTPONOHMMIEPAM  M3WINOO® —  aJaMJIapAblH  aTTapbl-KOOMAYH
JMHTBUCTHKAJIBIK JKaHA MAJaHUN ©3reueNyKTepy JKOHYH/e TYIIYHYK Oeper. Byn msunnee aHrimc
*aHa KbpIprel3 aHTPONOHMMIECPUHUH JIMHTBOMAJaHUN ©3re4OIYKTOPYHO AapHAIBII, aT KOKY
KOHBEHLUSJIAphl MaJaHui OaanyylyKTapibl, KaaJa-CalTTapAbl jKaHa COLMANABIK HOpMaap.Ibl
KaHJalya 4arbUIIbIpapblH aublll OepAu. bynm TeMaHBIH aKkTyalayylayry MaJaHUSTTap apaliblK
OaiinaHpilika OOJITOH KBI3BITYYHYH ©CYILIy jkaHa blceimmap mamanuii Mapkep Karapbl KaHjaaiya
KbI3MaT KbIJTAapblH TYLIYHYY 3apbULIBITBI MeHeH Oaca OenruieHer. byn W3MIAeeHYH HErus3rua
MakKcaThl-3KM TUJAWH aHTPOIIOHUMIEPUHE MYHO3]lyY OOJIIOH JMHIBHCTHUKAJIBIK aHa MaJaHui
HIOQHCTap/Ibl TAJ1100, JIAPbIH HHCAH/BITBIH KaHa MaJaHUI OKYJIIYJYKTOPYH KaJIbIITaHIbIPYY1arsl
MaaHuCUH ©Oaca Oenrmnee. KoHkperTyy MuigerTepre TaHJIadraH aHriauc »aHa Keiprsi3
AHTPONOHUM/IEPUHUH MaaHWJIEPUH >KaHa CYOTEKCTTEPUH W3WIJIO0 YUYH STHOJUMHIBUCTHUKAIIBIK,
JMHTBOMAJaHUM jKaHa JMHTBOKOTHUTUBIUK BIKMalapibl KOJJOHYY MEHEH CAJIbIITBIPMa Tajl00
KYPry3yy kuper. byn usmigee MypyHKY M3WII06JI0pA6 YEKTEIreH KOHYI OypyiaraH 5KM THIIJIETH
AHTPONOHMMJEPAU >KaHA ajapAblH COLMAIIBIK-MAaJaHUN KOHTEKCTTEPUH ap Tapanrtyy H3WILee
apKbUIyy y4ypJarsl ajabusTrapAarsl OOMITYKTY TOJITYypyyra OarsITTajiraH.

Herusru  ce3pep:  aHTPONOHHMMIEp, JIMHIBOMAJAHUATOJIOTMS,  OTHOJIMHIBUCTHKA,
COLIMAJIJIBIK-MaJJaHU I UICHTTYYJIYK, 4T KOXOY KOHBEHIMSJIAPBI, AaHIJIMC TUJIH, KBIPTbI3 THJIA, MAIaHAN
Oaanyynykrap.
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JUHTBOKYJbTYPHBIE OCOGEHHOCTHU AHTJIMACKUX U KbIPTBI3CKHX
AHTPOIIOHUMOB

AHHOTanusA. l3ydyeHune aHTPOIIOHMMOB — HMEH JIIOAEHW — JaeT IpEeACTABICHUE O
JMHTBUCTHYECKUX M KYJIBTYpPHBIX OCOOEHHOCTSX o0IecTBa. JlaHHOE HCCiIeJOBaHUE IOCBSILIEHO
JIMHT'BOKYJIbTYPHBIM 0COOCHHOCTSIM AaHTJIHUHCKAX H KBIPT'BI3CKUX AHTPOIIOHUMOB, BBISABIIASA, KaK
corjameHus 00 UMEHOBAaHUHU OTpa’aroT KYJIbTYPHBIC HCHHOCTHU, TpadUuIH U COIUAJIbLHBIC HOPMBI.
AKTyaJlbHOCTh 3TOM TEMbl MOJYEPKUBACTCS PACTYIIUM HMHTEPECOM K MEXKYJIbTYpHOU
KOMMYHHKAalIUN H H606XOI[I/IMOCTBIO IIOHATh, KaK HMCHA CJIIYKAaT KYJIbBTYPHBIMHU MapKEpaMu.
OcHOBHasl 1leJIb 3TOrO0 MCCIEAOBAaHUS - IPOAHAIU3UPOBATH JIMHIBUCTUYECKUE U KYJIbTYPHbIE
HIOAHCBHI, IPUCYIIHE aHTPOIIOHUMAaM OOOMX S3BIKOB, MOJYEPKHYB MX 3HA4eHHE B ()OPMHPOBAHUU
UJCHTUYHOCTH U KYJBTYPHBIX IIpeACTaBlIeHHH. KOHKpETHblIE 3aJayd BKIIOYAIOT IPOBEACHUE
CpPaBHUTCJIIBLHOI'O aHaJin3a BbIGpaHHBIX AHTIIMUCKUX n KBIPI'bI3CKHUX AHTPOIIOHUMOB C
HCIOJIb30BAHNUEM 3THOJMHIBUCTUYCCKUX, JIMHIBOKYJIbTYPHBIX U IMHI'BOKOTHUTUBHBIX METOAOB JJIst
HU3YUCHUS HUX 3HAUEHUI U INOATCKCTA. 910 HCCIICAOBAHUC IIPU3BAHO 3allOJIHUTDb HpO6€J’I B
Cy'I_I_IeCTBYIOIJ_[eﬁ JIATCPATypE, NpoBCAd BCECCTOPOHHEC NU3YyUCHUC AaHTPOIIOHUMOB B 000HX S3BIKAX U
HX COHOHUOKYIBTYPHBIX KOHTCKCTAX, KOTOpPOMY B TMPCABIAYIIUX HCCICAOBAHUAX YACIIAIOCH
OrpaHM4Y€HHOC BHUMAHUC.

KaroueBble cJoBa: AHTPOIIOHHMBI, JIMHI'BOKYJIBTYPOJIOTHA, OTHOJIMHI'BUCTHKA,
COINMOKYJIbTYpHAad HUACHTUYHOCTH, COIIAILICHUA 00 HUMCHOBAaHUU, AHTIIMUCKUN SA3BIK, KBIpFI:I?;CKPIfI
SI3BIK, KYJIBTYPHBIC IICHHOCTH.
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LINGUOCULTURAL PECULIARITIES OF ENGLISH AND KYRGYZ
ANTHROPONYMS

Abstract. The study of anthroponyms — names of individuals — offers insights into the
linguistic and cultural characteristics of a society. This research focuses on the linguocultural
peculiarities of English and Kyrgyz anthroponyms, revealing how naming conventions reflect cultural
values, traditions, and social norms. The relevance of this theme is underscored by the growing
interest in intercultural communication and the need to understand how names serve as cultural
markers. The primary aim of this study is to analyze the linguistic and cultural nuances inherent in
the anthroponyms of both languages, highlighting their significance in shaping identity and cultural
perceptions. Specific tasks include conducting a comparative analysis of selected English and Kyrgyz
anthroponyms, employing ethnolinguistic, linguacultural, and linguacognitive frameworks to explore
their meanings and implications. This study seeks to fill a gap in existing literature by providing a
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comprehensive examination of anthroponyms in both languages and their sociocultural contexts,
which has received limited attention in prior research.

Keywords: Anthroponyms, linguocultural, ethnolinguistics, sociocultural identity, naming
conventions, English, Kyrgyz, cultural values.

Introduction

Anthroponyms serve as an important aspect of linguistic and cultural identity, reflecting the
unique histories, traditions, and social values of different societies. The naming conventions in any
given culture can reveal much about the linguistic peculiarities and cultural priorities of that society.
English and Kyrgyz anthroponyms, representing distinct linguistic heritages, provide a rich field for
comparative analysis. By investigating these names, we can gain insights into how each culture
perceives individuality, family ties, and social roles.

Proper names and their role in society

Proper names have always played a significant role in society. They are essential for human
communication and mutual understanding. Proper names differ from common nouns in their tendency
towards universality in usage. This raises key questions: What exactly is a proper name? What is its
historical origin? To answer these questions, we can turn to linguistic encyclopedic dictionaries.

A proper name (onym) is derived from the Greek word “onoma”, meaning "name." It is a
word, phrase, or sentence that serves to individualize and identify an object, distinguishing it from a
series of similar objects. Proper names are distinct from other words because they do not have a direct
conceptual relationship. Their primary linguistic function is to highlight and specify concrete objects
for the purpose of individualization [1, p. 221].

There are three main sources of proper names:

1. The transformation of a lexical unit into a proper name.

2. The transition of a proper name from one category to another.

3. The adoption of foreign proper names.

Proper names can be categorized into the following types:

. Anthroponyms: Personal names of individuals.

. Toponyms: Names of geographical locations.

. Theonyms: Names of deities.

. Zoonyms: Names and nicknames of animals.

. Astronyms: Names of celestial bodies.

. Cosmonyms: Names associated with cosmic spaces and star clusters.

. Phytonyms: Names of plants.

. Chrononyms: Names associated with historical periods or events.

. Idonyms: Names of objects in cultural and spiritual domains [9, p. 366 ].

Proper names serve not only as linguistic tools but also as markers of cultural, historical, and
social identity. Their study offers valuable insights into the evolution of language and human
interaction.

This study aims to explore the linguocultural peculiarities of English and Kyrgyz
anthroponyms through a systematic analysis of their formation, usage, and underlying cultural
significance. Understanding these differences is crucial not only for linguists and cultural
anthropologists but also for educators, translators, and anyone involved in intercultural
communication.

Literature Review
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The study of anthroponymy, or the linguistic and cultural significance of personal names, is
an area of interest in linguistics, with particular attention to the connections between language,
identity, and culture. In Kyrgyz linguistics, this topic has been explored from multiple perspectives,
including linguocultural foundations, cross-linguistic influences, and the symbolic meanings
embedded in names. Akylbekova (2016) provides an essential foundation in linguoculturology,
tracing its historical development and application to Kyrgyz linguistics. Her work emphasizes the
importance of linguocultural analysis in understanding the deep cultural layers embedded in language,
particularly in the context of Kyrgyz identity and heritage. This focus on linguocultural theory forms
the groundwork for analyzing how personal names reflect and preserve cultural values and historical
experiences [2, p.163-164]. The influence of other languages, particularly Russian, on Kyrgyz
anthroponyms is analyzed by Zholdoshbaev (2013). His research highlights how Russian has shaped
the Kyrgyz naming conventions through loanwords and transliterations, reflecting linguistic
assimilation processes that impact cultural expression. This study adds a layer of understanding to
Kyrgyz anthroponymy by identifying specific linguistic features introduced through language contact
[4, p.180-183]. Japarov (2004) takes a broader cultural perspective, asserting that names are a
valuable cultural asset. His exploration underscores the cultural wealth inherent in names, viewing
them as carriers of historical and social significance that contribute to national identity. This view
aligns with Akylbekova’s perspective, situating anthroponymy as a cultural phenomenon [3].
Chymanova and Nurdinova (2018) delve into natural phenomena as they are represented in Kyrgyz
anthroponyms, examining how environmental elements are woven into naming practices. This study
suggests that Kyrgyz names not only reflect personal identity but also maintain a strong connection
to natural and spiritual elements, enhancing our understanding of the interrelationship between
language, nature, and identity in Kyrgyz culture [11, p.132-134]. Tabanguesa (2024) explores the
linguocultural characteristics of English phraseological units containing proper name components.
The study emphasizes the intricate interplay between language, culture, and history, reflecting how
proper names in these units serve as repositories of cultural and national identity [10, p.218-224-134].
From an international perspective, Leonovich (2002) explores English naming conventions,
providing a comparative framework for understanding how names function in different linguistic and
cultural contexts. His findings on English naming practices highlight both universal and culturally
specific aspects of anthroponymy, underscoring the global relevance of names as cultural markers [7,
p.111-116]. Phraseological units with proper name components represent an intriguing area of study
within linguistic and cultural analysis. As emphasized by Ergashaly kyzy (2022), these linguistic
constructions encapsulate national, cultural, and historical contexts through their reliance on proper
names. The article provides a comprehensive examination of phraseological units in the English
language, focusing on various categories of proper names, including traditional male and female
names, biblical names, mythological references, and other culturally significant anthroponyms [12,
p.62-66].

Finally, Zulpukarov et al. (2023) explore the etymology of Kyrgyz dwelling and family
names, linking these to broader regional linguistic traditions shared by the Altai and Chinese
communities. This research adds a unique dimension to the study of Kyrgyz anthroponymy,
suggesting that Kyrgyz names reflect historical cultural exchanges and a shared heritage within
Central Asia.

Overall, these studies illustrate the multifaceted nature of anthroponymy within Kyrgyz and
English-speaking cultures, revealing both unique and universal elements of how personal names
reflect identity, history, and cultural values. Despite the existing literature, there is a notable gap in
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comparative studies that specifically analyze the linguocultural dimensions of English and Kyrgyz
anthroponyms, as well as their cognitive implications. While the literature provides a foundation for
understanding anthroponyms within their respective cultures, there is a lack of comprehensive
comparative analyses focusing on the ethnolinguistic, linguacultural, and linguocognitive dimensions
of names in English and Kyrgyz. This gap highlights the necessity for further research to explore how
these names reflect broader cultural narratives and societal values.

Researching methods and materials

This study employs a mixed-methods approach, integrating qualitative and quantitative
research methods. The qualitative aspect includes ethnolinguistic and linguacultural analyses to
explore the meanings and cultural contexts of selected anthroponyms. The quantitative aspect
involves statistical analysis of naming trends, frequency, and sociolinguistic factors influencing name
choice.

The selection of methods is grounded in the following frameworks:

 Ethnolinguistics: This approach helps in understanding how cultural contexts shape
naming practices and the meanings behind specific names.

 Linguacultural Analysis: This framework focuses on the relationship between
language and culture, examining how anthroponyms reflect and influence cultural values.

 Linguacognitive Analysis: This method investigates how names function within
cognitive processes, shaping perceptions of identity and social roles.

The research material consists of selected English and Kyrgyz anthroponyms. A total of 10
names from each language will be analyzed to illustrate the linguocultural peculiarities. The chosen
anthroponyms include:

English Anthroponyms
James
Elizabeth
William
Grace
Michael
Emily
David
Sarah
Thomas

10.  Charlotte
Kyrgyz Anthroponyms

1. Aitmat (meaning "gift of God")

Aigul (meaning "moon flower")

Nurbek (meaning "lightful™)

Gulnara (meaning "flower of pomegranate™)
Askar (meaning "brave™)

Aizhan (meaning "moon and life")

Bakyt (meaning "happiness")

Altynay (meaning "golden moon")

Temir (meaning "iron")

10.  Aizirek (meaning "brilliant light™)
Discussion and Analysis
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The analysis of anthroponyms will focus on the following dimensions:
e Ethnolinguistic Analysis: This will examine the cultural significance
of the names, their origins, and the narratives they embody within their respective cultures.
e Linguacultural Analysis: This section will highlight how naming
conventions reflect social norms, familial relationships, and gender roles in both cultures.
e Linguocognitive Analysis: This analysis will explore how names
influence identity perception, cognitive associations, and their role in intercultural interactions.

The development of any onomastic system is influenced by extralinguistic factors such as
societal, religious, and cultural changes. These factors have led to the loss of significative and
connotative components in personal names (PNs) across many cultures. As naming conventions have
become increasingly formalized, names often lack descriptive qualities tied to referents, reducing
them to mere identifiers with referential meaning.

Historical trends illustrate how personal names have evolved in their use and meaning. For
instance, in 11th-12th century England, names like William, Robert, and Ralph were common among
men. By the 14th century, John dominated, used by about 25% of the male population. This overuse
rendered names insufficient as unique identifiers, often leading to ambiguity in communication.
Modern English names such as Norman, Siegmund, and Roy demonstrate the persistence of an
established anthroponymic system. According to N. D. Arutyunova, personal names are
monofunctional signs with reduced semantic structures, serving primarily as unique referents rather
than carriers of descriptive information.

The uniformity of official PNs is supplemented by unofficial designations like nicknames and
pseudonyms. These additional identifiers help restore the lost individualizing potential of formal
names. For example, the nickname Honest Abe highlights Abraham Lincoln's integrity, combining
descriptive and evaluative elements. Similarly, the epithet the Iron Lady for Margaret Thatcher
integrates gender-specific and connotative meanings, emphasizing her strength and determination.
These examples demonstrate how nicknames enrich the semantic and functional scope of PNs in
social and communicative contexts.

Anthroponyms such as the Iceman exemplify the integration of descriptive and symbolic
elements into personal identifiers. Used for UFC champion Chuck Liddell, this nickname merges the
predicative attribute ice (symbolizing coldness and composure) with the taxonomic element man.
Like other descriptive names, it evolves into a personal identifier with both significative and
connotative components.

The evolution of PNs reflects broader cultural and social dynamics. While formal names often
lack descriptive significance, unofficial designations like nicknames compensate by incorporating
evaluative and contextual elements. These dual-function identifiers not only individualize referents
but also enrich communication by embedding cultural and personal nuances.

Table 1. English Anthroponyms and their etymological roots

Anthroponym Meaning Cultural Significance

William Resolute protector Represents  strength  and
leadership

Smith Metal worker Reflects traditional
craftsmanship

Johnson Son of John Indicates familial connections
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Mary Bitter Represents  historical and
biblical ties
Elizabeth God is my oath Symbolizes faith and devotion

The Influence of Natural Phenomena on Kyrgyz Anthroponyms

The origin and evolution of personal names remain a highly debated topic. Historical records
indicate that names existed during the era of cavemen, often consisting of one-syllable words. These
early names carried descriptive meanings rather than being designed for aesthetic appeal. A dedicated
field of study, anthroponymy (or anthroponomastics), explores the origins, meanings, and
peculiarities of human names. Several factors influence the creation of anthroponyms, including
historical events, political regimes, geography, and natural phenomena.

Firstly, the role of natural phenomena, which can be classified into geological, biological,
physical, and chemical categories, is significant. Among these, physical phenomena such as weather
and seasons have inspired names like Jamgyrbek (rain) and Salkyn (cool weather). The spring
season, symbolic of new beginnings, is reflected in names like Jazgul and Nurjaz. Celestial bodies
and sky-related concepts, influenced by ancient beliefs like Tengrinism, contributed names such as
Asman (sky), Jyldyz (star), and Aiperi (moon fairy).

Secondly, biological phenomena, including plants and animals, serve as a rich source of
inspiration. Names derived from plants and flowers, like Roza (rose), Almagul (apple flower), and
Badamgul (almond flower), emphasize beauty and femininity. Animal-inspired names, such as
Arstan (lion) and Shumkar (falcon), convey strength, speed, and freedom. In Kyrgyz culture,
domestic animals associated with wealth also influence names, such as Kozubek (lamb) and
Jylkychy (horse breeder).

Thirdly, chemical and geological phenomena are equally prominent. Fire and water,
representing power and life, have inspired names like Jalyn (flame) and Tolkun (wave). Precious
metals and stones, symbolizing value and strength, are reflected in names like Altyn (gold), Kumush
(silver), and Almaz (diamond).

In conclusion, Kyrgyz anthroponyms inspired by natural phenomena reflect cultural values,
beliefs, and aspirations. These names not only symbolize attributes like strength, beauty, and purity
but also highlight humanity's deep connection with nature. As nature continues to influence human
life, it will remain a vital source for anthroponyms, preserving the cultural and historical essence of
the Kyrgyz people.

Table 2. Kyrgyz anthroponyms and their etymological roots

Anthroponym Meaning Cultural Significance

Aibek Brave hero Represents valor and heroism

Askar Defender Symbolizes protection and

courage

Altynai Golden girl Indicates beauty and value

Nurgul Light flower Represents purity and grace

Dastan Epic story Reflects cultural storytelling
Results
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The analysis reveals significant differences and similarities between English and Kyrgyz
anthroponyms. For instance, English names often have historical and biblical roots, reflecting a
Western cultural heritage, while Kyrgyz names frequently embody traits of bravery and beauty,
reflecting Central Asian values. These findings highlight the role of names as cultural artifacts that
encapsulate societal values and identities.

Results of Discussion and Analysis

The analysis of English and Kyrgyz anthroponyms provided significant insights into their
linguistic, cultural, and functional aspects. These findings were categorized based on ethnolinguistic,
linguacultural, and linguocognitive dimensions, highlighting the shared and unique features of
anthroponyms in both languages.

1. Ethnolinguistic Dimension

Cultural Significance: English anthroponyms often reflect historical events, familial
relationships, and religious ties (e.g., William - "resolute protector,”" Elizabeth - "God is my oath™).
Similarly, Kyrgyz names, inspired by natural phenomena, represent cultural values like strength
(Arstan - "lion") and beauty (Almagul - "apple flower").

Natural Influences: Kyrgyz anthroponyms demonstrate a profound connection with nature,
with names derived from celestial bodies (Jyldyz - "star"), flora (Roza - "rose"), and fauna (Shumkar
- "falcon™). In contrast, English anthroponyms tend to reflect socio-historical and occupational origins
(Smith - "metal worker").

2. Linguacultural Dimension

Naming Conventions: English names such as Johnson (“son of John") signify familial
lineage, while Kyrgyz names often emphasize individuality and natural phenomena. The dual
function of unofficial names, such as nicknames (Honest Abe for Abraham Lincoln), adds evaluative
meaning and enhances cultural expression.

Social and Gender Roles: Names like Elizabeth in English symbolize faith and devotion,
while Kyrgyz names such as Altynai ("golden girl™) convey value and femininity. Both languages
exhibit gender-specific naming practices, rooted in their respective cultural norms.

3. Linguocognitive Dimension

Identity Perception: Personal names in both languages act as identifiers, with English names
often influenced by historical continuity and Kyrgyz names by natural and cultural symbolism.

Cognitive Associations: English nicknames like The Iron Lady convey metaphorical strength,
while Kyrgyz names such as Jalyn ("flame™) evoke vivid imagery and cultural resonance.

Findings Summary
e English Anthroponyms:

> Dominantly influenced by historical, familial, and occupational contexts.
» Semantic evolution has led to reduced descriptive qualities in formal names,
supplemented by nicknames that restore individuality and evaluative meaning.
> Strong focus on cultural legacy and societal structures.
e Kyrgyz Anthroponyms:
» Deeply rooted in natural phenomena, reflecting humanity's interaction with the
environment.
» Rich in descriptive and connotative components, capturing cultural values and aspirations.
> Integrates celestial, biological, and geological influences, with unique names like Asman
("sky™) and Tolkun (“wave").
Quantitative Results
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From the analyzed data, the following patterns emerged:
. English Anthroponyms:
o 5 names analyzed for cultural and etymological significance (William, Smith,

Johnson, Mary, Elizabeth).

o 3 nicknames discussed (Honest Abe, The Iron Lady, The Iceman), illustrating the

extended functional scope of names.

. Kyrgyz Anthroponymes:
o 10 names analyzed across natural and cultural categories, including celestial (Jyldyz),

biological (Roza), and geological influences (Altyn).

o 2 thematic categories identified: gender roles and cultural values (Nurgul, Dastan).
The study underscores the role of anthroponyms as cultural markers, revealing the intricate

interplay of history, nature, and identity in English and Kyrgyz naming conventions.

Conclusion
This study underscores the importance of anthroponyms in understanding the linguocultural

characteristics of English and Kyrgyz societies. By comparing the etymological roots, meanings, and
cultural implications of selected names, the research illustrates how personal names function as vital
expressions of cultural identity. The insights gained from this analysis can contribute to broader
discussions in linguistics, anthropology, and intercultural communication.
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