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Abstract

Multivariate pattern classification (decoding) methods are commonly used to study neurocogni-
tive processing mechanisms in typical individuals, and they can be used to quantify the informa-
tion present in neural signals of a single participant. Therefore, the purpose of this study was to
investigate whether multivariate decoding methods can compare the neural representations of
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stressed and normal people. Stress was induced using the Maastricht Acute Stress Test technique,
and the ERPs of the stressed and control groups were examined in a working memory task in-
volving remembering 2, 4 and (2 plus 2 distractions) items and ignore the other side. We used the
spatial pattern of the ERP to decode which side of the display was kept in working memory. De-
coding accuracy results show that although there is a good accuracy rate, there is no interaction.
Finally, the possible reasons for this result are discussed.
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1. 51§
1.1. T{Eidtz

76 (TAEILIZ) (1986)— 15+, Baddeley ¥ TAEICAZ 2 SUHTERAT — RIUT S (WM . HEEEFI2))
IR RERAE S B RS, EAMULRRREF LA S, FRXAZEEHAET RN N

fE TAECZH, BB Rt TARICAZAE AR T H HUE (1) 573 22 6l 4 1R 75 3)) (contralateral delay activity,
CDA), CDA ZFRIEMHACAZINH FICRFERN B, H AR AT (600 A X 2 th 0 L [ ) g [X B8 K ) fipe . &
FOMATAE RN 5 BRI . TR SR X8, R CDA /E N TARCAZ AR B (6 bR, 7T LASeHlB sk (04T
N IR SRR AR AR 43 B, 7E SE I8 A W 380 44 () AR QA2 PR FR R (B R 55, 2015).,

1.2. BN

SV SO AR 2 AN W] USRS AT 2 ] Y PR B R T A MU B SRR RE IR, A LA AR
K551 SN (Koolhaas et al., 2011).

MR IERIGREIRE, AFGOHENE, AFBEAE SN EEER . ORISR a3 B
T RN BRAT 25 it 10 s 77 2R 75 AR B 2SO o 0 WL 20 o B 7R #E 2 RS0 (The Trier Social
Stress Test, TSST). #E2xPFHr ¥ F2 A (Socially Evaluated pressor Cold Test, SEPCT) Va3 74 B e
St N IR+ AR (Maastricht Acute Stress Test, MAST).

T BT 2o B I B R (Maastricht Acute Stress Test, MAST), i%iu30/2 H1 Smeets 25 A\ 45 &
TSST HIRLEEE s (RE S VAN PRy, AN o] 0000 P4 AN T 4 ) Rl SECPT Y xQ(AE BT /), $ih It
TSST F L HAES A SECPT H IR FALS AL B ELAHAER MAST JE5((Smeets & Cornelisse, 2012).
MAST 35 5 73 i IR E & BT BURT 10 43 i SIS B o B0 7R 247 10 43 (1 I [ 5 52 B 58 i 5 I SECPT
AU FAE S B HRIR (S FERAR), BFIRFFEENT H] 60~90 s AN%, /KIRARFE 2°CAAE, #yk SECPT 2 At
17O EAT S (2043 98 17), BB BT SEA LS (20 45 s). BT R aT R B 52 i I o B HT T 46

1.3. ZEFEERERR 24 (Multi-Voxel Pattern Analysis, MVPA)

131 SERBENTHT(RED)E9E X
AR — D AR AL O I 17 U R RS 5 B (K 1) {5 22 B AFEAN IR R K G5 M R R 1 ?
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FEAFF B AL T, A5 BB AR ? A T IXA R SRS R R, BREERATREH T 2R
R (MVPA) RIEAR

fMRI CGhEEAZRESR) N BRATIRAE 7 — N EF I T A, &) DAEEAHAT — & AR T 45 1 2 5
R IR 5 (KK, BOLD {55). fMRI BIBAR AL R, W d iiRA TSR EEAMEA R
) BOLD 55 . fiME2, HEME=4MEER. SHREEX IR Rl 5k, M
MR Z IR Z BRI b, MK EARZE K BOLD {55 FR##RS H KA R R 1045 B .

1.32. ZHREXSTED)REENE

BERB AN 2R TR 22 MR F 2278 B A T SR B o 2R 0 B I AR B A S, T AN A A e
M. Flan, 76 fMRI BFFid, — A3 — 4 R TG 2 A 2 nT DLER (it U 12 X 3 1 ~F- 35 B 7K P B K
A 2 R AE (S 2 (Norman et al., 2006; Poldrack, 2011). —FhH WA 2225 85 1580 KR HE X 38k Y AR & 3%
BB R EL L I8 S A AT 4328, X AT A R RS #2215 5

FRAE 75 P LA A% GBS B ERP 5 iR 0V 21 i 2 RAE M 4B T . i, 3836 A4 23
I ERP Sk Jz 43 B ARG, AT DA E 7E O B BN 2 TAR IR A2 R R 16 A5 a1 B — /> (Bae
& Luck, 2018), A AREAE N — AR LR I A I 2] A5 B B 2h FFniseE (Bae & Luck, 2019). kATl
FRHEON TS B ik, ROy e B s R 215 5 AR RIS B

AR R AT 3 TR R ARG [P L, e AT T AR B RS — 2, AN A R A e —
ko MHEZT, AR BT R R B A AT I, A A RS TR M P I E AT I R ATA, 45
SE W A AR MR B S B 1 A A5 5 AT S TN B A TR RE D [RIE, RS A b AT LAAS AR
CDA 73 BiERIER 4518 SXT AL, ERP S 505 5 2 N h EZi AW — M 15 E.(Bae et al.,
2020).

133. ETRRNMRBEZ

BT SRR B ALAL, I A B 5 B RIS 752 (Bae & Luck, 2018, 2019), Wl &AM
MAESHAENERANE, DEMTIECIZERE. 15 B MR 552 5] e L D 1 248
&7 (Bigdely-Shamlo et al., 2008; Thulasidas, Guan, & Jiankang, 2006), {HILEVE N —fh T BLENENHPL
B ARG SRBR AT VR 45 TE M AE 5 FAETE 2 /D (5 B (Bae et al., 2020). FET15 B ARG J V2 I 2 A
JEHRAE— MRS TP NG — A 2as, DI e R AT et X 0 BRI Sk RS 2D rp, ) RaRTE
— LS RS TR EAT I, DA 2 RIS 2 N AR AR B . 20 B Ay SRS A i IE
A LS TAFICIZ A 7 (Bae & Luck, 2018; Foster et al., 2016). fEABIFLH, FAIMH 1 HAHARIFHLAL
b3 A (02 05 B AR AL 7 v, R O SR I R AT 2 ] B AR G FEE (1 s 2 A T B
HE) A T AN o

1.3.4. fRES753%7E CDA iR RIR A

s I FR AT 5 AR AR UE () B AR B ERP IEFEMN & . AT T RS TAEICAZ, o () S5 R 1 g —
Mo AHIE 5T R F IS 728 F ERPIRAIDRLFE Sk B 43 A7 A POl o — 4935 B0 A 1A S, TTAIRLEE Sk
Fe Ay A3 BB EARE T R B IRCEAE A, v REME DARRRE (Urbach & Kutas, 2002, 2006). &4t 77157 523t
P23k B o A RN ST, i Sk e e 5 002, ARG 77 2o B MR B i RSk ek, OF
HANSZ 3K B AR 2 T I PEAS o« fRAD 7 VE B E R ShR i iE AR R A 5 I B 2R L
MAAE SR A RABE T, AL R &G SR hEaEZ MER, DS BN EERREMN
B4 2 1A 45 {a AN 6] (Hebart & Baker, 2018; Poldrack, 2011). PRI A4 SN () K /INBT DL AT fRhs 4 B A 75
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4y BS(Emrich et al.,, 2013), % 1] DLAEFEpAR ) W AN R Gsk 35 28 7K S i) g R b 28 R AIE 1) 9 %% (Serences et al.,
2009).

1.35. #EIEFR

RS ERF % (Decoding Accuracy): FRATDR: AR RS vHEAf P 5 SO R I Af HE KT 75 B e A SR Rk AR T ) e D
(Hess, Blairy, & Kleck, 1997), &M T 7FECF AR TAE 2R 4eRe i #2 . flin, mr LA fMRI %5
¥ (Ester, Sprague, & Serences, 2015; Kamitani & Tong, 2005)8% AT i€ EEG {55 (Bae & Luck, 2018; Vap-
nik, 1999)H RS TAEIAZ T H ()77 1] X Ee85 5K, BRI X I fMRIJEEG EBIEE, 3EY]
ALGE S JZ(VL), L AT LAR SE i S0 = W08 0 PR 4 7 7045 02, . Feldmann SR FH X002 28 A A i =X R] i
D5 A 1) B0 O (NSW) RIG M E IR V5 2l (CDA), ARG EEG {55 HF RS EE A K/ Fger), AT Tt
AN TAEEIZ 7 5 (Feldmann-Wiistefeld, 2021). Foster 5% 2 iR £l H4F 45 A2 1) 25 4k W A 45 % EEG %
P (1 alpha % BE BEEAT ARID, SRS H AR IR 2 H B0 H 847 E (Foster et al., 2016). Haynes HIH 7t
PRI A AR AN &, AT AR RS — A AR UALS . A B TS A& T AE N R i)
%t J5 50 (Haynes & Rees, 2006). Bae 5 A K FH i 428 AL 5 INAE 550 B A i 0 O 4B 3R 375 Bl (CDA) B, M
EEG 15 5 H it ik E 2 i wil—n, - Fitdi e i 220 A Wl — TR i A /1 (Bae et al., 2020).

2. M55 %
2.1, #ik

AW ST 5 B A P MR R T R EE A T T S LR I ) 8 T R o R PR R R, 546K
SR TR, AR T B R AE B . 1 66 44 i (PR 4 BT\ (Shields et al., 2017)#F 5
FIRN N 0.2, Fi Gpower S H ) . 4E#Y 18~35 %, S NSLIGiT AR B L OHLR, WA 2,
SIS ATE) 1 AN H 3B R 2R [E R 2 R0, T E BRI R IEM 1 IE R, B e i
55, HATE # R ER B R 008 SRS i T S . BLAESERG IR AR 72 /NI 2Z AT R B AN B,
24 /NI Z BTANEEE,  SRER TSNS AN B, AEMOS EIZE S, RIE R AT IEEAR .

2.2. BRI

ARSCHSR 2 (LA BIRAL, BRI x 3 (TS PIAMLE . PG, P MBI 60
DA B A STY i, CALLBD R, AL U A

2.3. sEatst

L RTE BRI (1.21° x 0.64°). BEAMEILEIELL 0, 457, 90°8k 315777 M 2. XU 2ITE
PIAN RS DX, AN T N (4° x 7.6°, B B [ A 3°) M i) 23007 0 =Rl e
Y, WANOEETR, WALEMEANEARE. MR ZREEANT 27

24. ffIRI R

FEEIRAS - 455 B £ (State-trait Anxiety Scale, STAL)H1 Spielberger T 1977 4w, T 1983 4E151T
() —Fh B BRI . PN B, 40 TR A K. 1~20 UGS HEEER, U8 B Mt
e, FERTIFE IR sE BOL AR AKAZ . 21~40 BUREFFAER, FTIFE AMILE S
kG, Hob 11 BON TS H, 9 UM IEMESZE 4 H .

1E A7 155 25 5 25 (Positive and Negative Affect Scale, PANAS): & i35 [ 5 K155k B K 2% Je B Je Jik
KT 1988 LRI EI, T IFE MR A A2 . | 20 DRSS RERAHR, B8 T
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IEPEA 26 85 A SRS 2 8 T
25. MHHX

K MAST 35 R BRI NECRAS, MAST 46 5 708 iIHE B BORT 10 08P IR B . w75 22
{E 10 Gl B TR) 25752 HL 52 18 5 UK SECPT MG BAT 55 52 5 (M AR (AR s AR) , B DR BRI 7] 60~90 s ANAE,
AULAREF 2CAAL . HLIR SECPT Z JE AT 0 S AT55-(2043 5 17), I [A) v+ S Ll (222 45 s). #eiskit
SR A RBOFE BT, BRI 1.

} ! HIT [MA|HIT |MA | HIT| MA | HIT |ma|HIT

‘(A 7\ EJL

i B 90s [45s| 60s | 60s | 60s| 90s | 90s |a5s| 60s
[ R T R I T I R v i I | N
— T T T T T T T T T T T 1
0 5 10 5

Fif 1] (min)
HIT=1R7K MA=0EL

Figure 1. MAST paradigm process
1. MAST 3ER%fE

TR, L BT MAST 4255, HIT I35 545 50 TN IR (36°C~38°C)H, MA I it
BEM 1000 KUK 10, AT KR FHE

2.6. Wi

BT NI B KT RIS B e, R RR IR LR A, B PRI T, fERRIN 70 3
B RIRAME(5, 5K, 2010). JyiEde B B B BT SCIR 25 RN, AT (10 Se 6 60 2R 72
T 1R 6 BT, SERRREIENTR, $OBASLR =5, A5 RS 6 e AR5
HHIERMEERE G IRSEEER, WS MERFEASL). Pesek)ax TARCIEF AT,
SRR ER S IRME A, FRIR G . AT R, N AT 55 (MAST), AT 55 5e R R 5 =
ANEERAEA, IR BSOS MR 55, 28 — ORISR S DR MR A, JFAAI 2
e, AEARARINAE 55 58 2 Ja WCR A LM, JFn & . BRI 2.

» SIE
| O T | s# e vast | 2P| T | @ s | @)
w |2 2 7w |2 s |2

1 TR 2 3 4 5

-60 -55  -50 -35 -30 0 15 20 35 40 70 75'
6 min)
USRS 46 R R IE S AY wsemnren

Figure 2. Experimental process
2. SRENRAE

27. SERRESH
K AZAC AT 55 R B TARICAZ A 73 Oof5 S B3 A F RS BBt A7 . B PR AR5 IT R {E
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i R 2PNk 200 ms, POATE EACERT LG KT, EE2P “+7 200~400 ms, ZJE L
100 ms FCAZRES, il /R EACENIATC A Tk — M ZLCOAETERE S . CIZFE S =Rk fF: AL
R, WAL ERETE, PO G ORI . ££ 900 ms (AR B & HBLIEE 41 (<5000
ms), AR I ILAE H LRI TR B 41 A0 2 B L IR AZ R 81 2 15 58 e R L b R — ML e T i 1)
RRAEAA) o AT TRAEFBE S SR IR~ . FLAR LI 3.

200ms 200-400ms 100ms 900ms <5000ms

= EOHEY
m— Z{OEIE

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of the change detection paradigm
B 3. ZHHEMeREE

SIS FFUART B 2 S BE4T 80 /™ trials 45>, BARBOR IR I H W A LI T 45 . seab it i 6 4
block, %/ block 5 80 /> trials, 3L 480 4 trials, &Fh&%1h T4 160 /> trials. HaA] &Rk E 5 k. ik
SRR R — 8, (B2, WIS BEA R BT L4k R B, (HARIERRR R BN TR AME T 1 8.

2.8. MEEF

i SR R B L(SVM) A4 44 HE AR B (ECOC; Dietterich & Bakiri, 1995) 4 &, HRHE 64 A3k Bz FAK
ISP ERP WESIAS LS, X TAE IR P 4E R BoR 88 — M (42 5 40) AT f#RS . ECOC HEAYE T4
HEAN LRI Rk 2 R S TR, R B =AM e
ANHEAT . Sk B 45 e a2 et B BEE AR YE 45 e 18 o — 006 5 B A AR 2 e A ZE Fe AR A S
2% (Bae et al., 2020)f#H 3 #7538 XIRUEFR Y, Forok B 4 HTic A2 5t (142 22 A Az 56 2 i BE AL 75
N3 H, REASGEESNEARGCTIIE . K B4 @2l =20 4 i 4L P38 K 25 5
A%, ARIEFIOR 5 = A0 TR A o R b R . 120 RRAE IR AR I b A AN [ R Bl AL
PRI 2 AR, AR T A SR A MRADAE B A . 8 bl A I Bl A b B IE B A B TH AIAR AN
TR P — THI AR 2 SR T H SR ARG B o I ZR AT/ 4 fitcecoc() AT predict() Matlab BR%l. KR40 2802 —
JCH, FFHBAN LT RN AEE, BTl PERE RN 0.5.

2.9. BEAIER

29.1. BERERBRENIERESHT
K SARSTEDT %] FH - SR A5 MR 11 &5 2T 2 MR VR R 4585 AR MRV, SKo4E J [ M RE A A I E & R
20°C VKA R o SR FEAK 22 R S B 43 A v S Wl Y 7 Jo ok 2 U ME A 1.5 nmol/L (R FR). A T Refg
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EAE, EUME B NHOR S A RN, W RER B IR, RSEIERRE, IERVEELZ R (PANAS)
AT 2 () AL, IEHIAL) x 5 (TRl 3 — VGRS, 3 UCRE, B=UCRE, BINTCRE,
FIVCRE) N EE T Z 70T

29.2. FTHBBIITRRAH

KB FER A Eprime S BURISIFISCHE 7S BB . T A% T8 I A M0 4R W b BE T AR Az
VA FR (5 BRI E (5 BB, FfT R 2 78 K = N (HR — FA)/(1— FA) SR SUBR I TR e 12
PO, Fob, KORTARCILAR N &I E R HR R, B 2 e (L I o
FILLHT: FA R, SRR A (RO R b SRR LT, PRI SR | IE 5 T f
LA AT 2 (AL REMAL, $Igl) x 3 GRAZ 0. PIAAE, DA G, FMCERPAE G0
FII R

2.9.3. EEG #iiEaic R AT

1% FH 3£ [ Neuro Scan /A ] 4E /=1 ESI-64 SR HLIC SR /00T 241, 4% B [E xR 10~20 1) 64 T HEARIE 3%
EEG. TEZRICKIT LA T3k B A FPz Al Fz HUB S IELL R AU S5 i, MR 1R 75 e plid %
FEMRA, A IRAMN i IC AR, JEITIE Y 0.05~100 Hz, RAFHIHIE )y 1000 Hz, %
A 5 Sk i 2 TR B4/ T 5 KQ. K Matlab (R2020a). EEGLAB (V14.1.2) (Delorme & Makeig,
2004). ERPLAB (v7.0.0) (Lopez-Calderon & Luck, 2014)f1 Matlab 4 72 X ACHE X 35431 EEG (%3472
b3 . DLA G ALREF MBI NS4S, B T =iy (0.1 Hz, 24 dB/octave) FI{KIE 8
(30 Hz, 48 dB/octave). LACIZEEFI(PIALLE, DUANLLE, PR Rp N ) BB PRE, R EDUAT
200ms FRIECE IS 1200 ms I ()&, SRR 34T 4 Br, IR BRI BT 200 ms R AR Ay Jk
2k o WA 2R 1 Sk i i He P33R AT AT 523 43 W (ICAY), BATRUI AN 2B 5 17 B (Jung et al., 2000)Fl R BRIz
Zfj(Drisdelle et al., 2017)MI5CHI MRS, 715 CDA F Z: 3w hidhiid 2 i ik

2.9.4. REBESIT O

SR BT IR AR B B MR AR BN AZ S er B RSP AR P AERR B2 . [ 3 x 2 ANOVA 3 BT iX SE4H
22, 4, 200 2 S O)WENBRNINER, Az )RR N R . TR t1856, i
BACNZ TR T LI RN 1) 2H 22 T8) ) A R

3. SKWLAR
3.1. ¥EHILAFN R LR MR R R S AT

DARCZE , Pl 20 bl IF] AR i, MR 1) SR A BT 1) i DAk A AR i, K 57 44 ol K Py e 48 1 ol e (42
20 26 N, N 31 N)HEAT 553 I 75 22 49 M A B RSARIT I o522 [ [0 2 %082 &2 3, F(4, 220) = 9.190,
P <0001, n?=0.143, &7 HEIIRI, BRI A5 IE K, R B R g . 40 2 TR 3=
NI, F(1,55)=7.530, p=0.008, n>=0.120, FREE—URAk, N 5 5 Bk B # s Taamldl. 4
SRR 1] 5 2 6] 1958 AR 2.3, F(4, 200) = 18.933, p<0.001, 1?=0.256.

TET BR8N 3 i, E R — RNy, PR R e I [B) A E AR 4% 16 35 (t = 1.887, p = 0.065), 5 HHiZH 1)
W R 2 O I oy 1 ML I s AE5E BT, 2R A B[R] i BTG R 35 25 5 (p = 0.929);  TEEE =K &
B, 7 2 A TE B () i AP AEIL 25 235 (p = 0.053), #4824 el 0 B JoR e 75 AR il s 76 28 DY v &
I, 7 2E AT I [ i A7 8 22 57 (p < 0.001), 2L 17 Pl 7 1o Jo e ot 38 v T4l 4 7R3 LUK
MEEE, PR EIERT (] f A7 7E 535 22 R (p = 0.018).
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3.2. B BRI

321 REEEERBO I

RS B2 FE 0] 5 ) 8] S 2 1A £ RN %, F(4, 220) = 13.492, p<0.001, 12 =0.197. 25 a3 %%
MANEZ, F(1, 55) = 0.348, p = 0.558, n° = 0.006. ZH A a] &2 18] (52 HAF FH 5.3, F(4, 220) = 4.735,
p=0.001, n*=0.079.

TET AL R B 45 278 A R 3R A5 0 (I () i 2 RV ERANAEAE 22 5, T RLU A R R TE % i)
6] p [V A AE 2 22 s 3 — IR DN B AN SR — N B A7 (£ 72 7 (p = 0.005), 58 — Yl &A1 38 = IR I & A7 A2
B2 (p = 0.020), & = IR RS DU V) B A7 E 35 25 S (p < 0.001), 265 U Y & AN 5F F kI B A7 A
3% 22 5% (p < 0.001).

322 IEMIBEERBOHH

IEES 4 s R ) S R 1 E RN 3%, F(4, 220) = 20.082, p<0.001, n*=0.267, BflEIEEK, ElE
e R MRS . AL 2 ) 9 E RN AN, F(1,55) = 0.637, p=0.637, 1> =0.004, ZLHIAI il 15
Z A HAEFIARE 2, F(4,220)=0.844, p=0.499, n’=0.015,

32.3. ittBERREL O

B A 28 B I ) 5 2 A A 2 ROR AN S35, F(4, 220) = 2,191, p =0.071, n®=0.038. 4%l [Alf 3+
BN 2, F(1,55) = 1.100, p = 0.299, 1° = 0.020 - 4171 A ) £ 7] () 22 FLAF F &% , F(4, 220) = 4.539,
p=0.002, n*=0.076.

T BN o BT R, RS —, R, A e I TA) 5 G R 22 7 (p = 0.994, p = 0.936);
FESE =R DI, PR I ) i _EAF A2 5835 22 5% (p = 0.008), Fiil 2 (¥ S VNG 26 45 70 B 35 AR T i
TEEY, TSR, PR i A] A L ANEAE B35 2 J(p = 0.594, p =0.513).

3.3. {TRER O

3.3.1. IEfRESH

WCAZRA F RN B3, F(2, 110) = 143.311, p<0.001, n?=0.723, i ML EARIERE S TidHA
WAL, AC UL IER SR AR . 4150 308 AR 3%, F(1, 55) = 0.008, p=0.930, n?
= 0. iCIZERRH R 2 M EAEF AR, F(2,110)=0.027, p=0.973, n°=0.

3.3.2. REIRTSH

WCZ B RN B2, F(2,110) = 67.269, p<0.001, 1?2 =0.550, ic4Z PUANLL R i it K F-ie 12
ANGT A R PN LL RPN 0. L5 RN AR, F(1,55)=1.841, p=0.180, w2 =0.032, {H7EN#H
0 S S R TP 20 0 B2, LRI AZ 8 2 IRl 28 BAE AN 235, F(2, 110) = 0.036, p =0.965, 0’
=0.032.

3.3.3. CDA RUBIRE S 1R

7 380_900 [ ) & P 102K F RN B2, F(2, 110) = 6.332, p =0.002, n?=0.103, icfZPg4
218 (I IR AR ELAC A7 B N 20 B R AN 20 RN AN T C PR B 7 259 SR RN I 4 R 3, F(, 55) = 3.981, p =
0.051, % =0.736, %4l CDA HIURMRAH Lb N B4 CDA (R I8 5 47 o CAZZRARNZH ) 2 18] 28 EAE R
$3, F(2,110)=0.854, p=0.428, n’=0.0015.

MSEFEAR T AR I : PRI IC 2N LB R AR 1L 2 35 (t = -1.697, p = 0.096), 7EicfZPUA
LB AFAEIN 2 03 (t = —1.867, p = 0.071), TEICAZPIANLL AR N E BB A PR E 2 7.
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3.3.4. BH[E)F 1Y ERP FERE R

K] 4 SR T RS BIFE 3 MCIZ A ISR A RS B o LE TN 24 4 I, 51 2L 0 A R v Tl e g
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