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SUMMARY

Executive summary: This document presents verified test results based on IMO and 1SO
test protocols performed by accredited laboratories which confirm
that the compliance monitoring device BallastWISE supports its
performance claims that it can provide measurements comparable
to the standard reference methods for the D-2 size fractions 210um
and <50um and = 50um with very low probabilities of false positives
and with good precision. This suggests that a verified CMD can be a
practical and valuable tool in ensuring D-2 compliance and ultimately
in the protection of the marine environment.

Strategic direction, if Not applicable
applicable:

Output: Not applicable
Action to be taken: Paragraph 12

Related documents: MEPC 71/INF.25; MEPC 78/4/1; MEPC 82/INF.5, MEPC 82/INF.33,
MEPC 82/INF.40; PPR 6/INF.23 and BWM.2/Circ.78

Introduction

1 The International Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water
and Sediments, 2004 (BWMC) specifies in its regulation D-2 maximum allowable discharge
concentrations for ballast water. Since 8 September 2024 all ships subject to the BWMC must
meet the D-2 requirements which specify the maximum number of viable organisms allowed
to be discharged.

2 Several studies over the past years have shown that there is a high degree of non-
compliance with the D-2 ballast water discharge regulation (MEPC 78/4/1 (Secretariat),
MEPC 82/INF.5 (Global TestNet), MEPC 82/INF.33 (Japan), MEPC 82/INF.40 (Australia),
Outinen et al., 2024). It is becoming clear that testing for compliance is instrumental in ensuring
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D-2 compliance in the future. An additional outcome of these studies also shows that failures
mainly occur in the = 50um (zooplankton) size class.

3 BWM.2/Circ.78 and 1SO 3725:2023 present protocols for testing a compliance
monitoring device (CMD) to a degree which is similarly rigorous to the way in which a ballast
water management system (BWMS) is tested for type approval including both laboratory and
field tests. It is therefore expected that a CMD that performs the tests stated in the test
protocols and meets its performance claim in relation to those tests is a verified CMD.
Depending on its performance claim, such a CMD can be a practical and valuable tool since it
can potentially test D-2 compliance on site easily and cheaply. This also implies that, if it is a
trusted tool, it becomes considerably more feasible to perform regular tests in the field.

Description of the CMD

4 The CMD (BallastWISE) is basically a dual automated tracking microscope. It is
described in documents MEPC 71/INF.25 and PPR 6/INF.23. Two optical systems with video
cameras are used to track swimming organisms in their respective size intervals of 210um and
<50um and =50pum. Non swimming organisms in the 210um and <50um fraction are also
counted by measuring variable fluorescence within each cell. In this way, the CMD closely
mimics the standard method of microscopy, where heterotrophic organisms (with no
fluorescence signal) are evaluated by their patterns of movement, the main difference being
that the standard method often uses viable stains to highlight live organisms that are not
moving. Each individual cell is measured, whether swimming or stationary. Photo
documentation is available in the form of fluorescence microscopy images and optional video
recordings, and vector plots display organism swimming patterns. Anonymous data can be
uploaded to a dedicated central server through a secure link.

Performance claim

5 The performance claim can be simplified to the following points relating the CMD to
the corresponding reference (standard) measurements:

Table 1: Performance claim

a. The CMD can analyse ballast water and determine compliance/non-compliance
for organisms between 210um and <50um with results comparable to the
standard manual microscopy method, where samples are stained with a
fluorescent dye (FDA/CMFDA (fluorescein diacetate/5-chloromethylfluorescein
diacetate)).

b. The CMD can analyse ballast water and determine compliance/non-compliance
for organisms = 50um with results comparable to the standard manual
microscopy method.

c. The CMD counts organisms individually in a sample in such a way that
overestimations (which can give false positives) are virtually eliminated.

d. The lower detection limit (LLOD) for the CMD is comparable to that of the
standard manual methods for organisms between 210uym and <50pm and
organisms =50um.

Test protocol

6 The test protocol was designed to fulfil the requirements given in BWM.2/Circ.78 for
the verification of a CMD. The corresponding test protocol described in ISO 3725:2023 is
basically a sub-set of the IMO protocol but contains some valuable recommendations on data
analysis. Table 2 shows the tests that were performed in two size fractions 210um and <50um
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and 250um, in all a total of 206 tests. The tests were performed by the Danish Hydrological
Institute (DHI) and Vessel Performance Center (VPC). The verification authority was ETA
Danmark (European Technical Assessment) who commissioned the Danish Technological
Institute to interpret the results.

Table 2: Test scheme

- S
S=in Samples
Concentration alinity
category n
Blank* 1
<DS (DS x 0,5) 3
Fresh
=D5 3
>DS (DS x 1,5) 3
Blank 1
<D5(DSx 0,5 3
Untreated prepared challenge water t“DS ) Brackish 3
»D3 (D5 x1,9) 3
Blank 1
Trueness <D5 (DS x 0,5) _ 3
— {Laboratory) =Ds Marine 3
=
= >D$ (DS x 1,5) 3
- F
Prepared challenge water treated B re:ll;h :
with an oxidative technology - oy
- Marine 3
Prepared challenge water treated - Brackish 3
with an UV technology - Marine 3
- Fresh 3
) Laboratory — non augmented water res_
o . i - Brackish 3
containing minimum 3 species -
- Marine 3
— : P (=)DSs Fresh 10
aboratory - Prepared challen
y P ge (=)DS Brackish 10
» water
Precision (=)Ds Marine 10
Laboratory = Prepared challen >DS§
v P &8 Marine 10
water (approx. DS * 2,5)
Seawater Field test §1 - 22FEB2024; )
O i i . . . Marine 3
a Dina Supplier; Optimarin UV
=] Trueness |Seawater Field test #2 - 20MAR2024: )
; _ i o - Brackish 3
(Field test) Dina Supplier; Optimarin UV
FW field test £3- 09)UL2024: Eems i
| Fresh 3
gxe; Alfa Laval UV
Results
7 A summary of the results is given in table 3. The CMD measures conservatively in

such a way that overestimations are virtually eliminated. For organisms in the size range
= 50um this is due to not all individuals swimming at speeds above a given threshold at any
given time. For organisms <50um this is due to the requirement of a high fluorescence intensity
threshold in response to a flash and/or swimming above a given threshold speed. This can be
seen in a consistently lower count than the reference which is reflected in the trueness error.
Categorical agreements (see ISO 3725:2023) are well within acceptable intervals as is
numerical precision. Detection limits (LLOD) are calculated based on statistics but the
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detection limit for a system that renders and measures individual organisms is arguably
simply 1 org/vol. False positives were few or none. The ETA validation statement is attached
in the annex.

Table 3: Compiled results

Reference |BallastWISE| Reference | BallastWISE
Unit =10-50 um 250 um
Precision:
Numerical precision (CV%) 21% 24% N/A 27%
Categorical precision 93% 88-98% N/A 100%
LLoD:
LoB 0,28 2,60
Calculated according to protocol 12,5 10,6 N/A N/A
Lowest value measured org./vol. 0 0 0 0
Highest value measured 2.582 1.277 273.333 235.600
Trueness:
Numerical error (%) 60% 61%
Categorical agreement (K) (IL3) 0,85 0,71
False positives 0% - 4% 0% - 4%
8 Reliability while performing field tests was evaluated taking into account the IMO

protocol in the form of a table (table 2 of the IMO protocol). This was filled out by the test body
(VPC) performing the field tests. Reliability was reported to be 100% during all field tests.

Discussion

9 The CMD has a very low probability of reporting false positives (table 3) which is
important in situations where a verdict can have serious consequences. Photo and/or video
documentation is available in cases where there is doubt as to the outcome of a test (figure 1).
There is a risk of reporting a false negative close to the D-2 threshold. The categorical
comparisons above are given at the optimum of 3 for the CMD against 10 for the reference for
both size fractions. This corresponds well to the trueness error of 60% and it is the
consequence of a consistently low estimation regardless of concentration. This implies that the
risk of false negatives drops off rapidly within the interval between 10 to 30 organisms per unit
volume and is reduced to almost nothing at concentrations over 30 organisms per unit volume.
The importance of this in practice depends on the probability of concentrations falling within
that interval. Figure 2 shows the probability distribution for the 250um size class based on 222
tests in the form of a histogram where the sum of the categories 10-20 and 20-30 organisms
per m? is just 4%. A similar distribution for the 210um and <50um size range was not possible
to render since virtually all samples showed compliance.
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Figure 1. Examples of image documentation from the CMD tests a) swimming tracks
showing viable zooplankton (250um fraction), b) fluorescence images showing viable
algae marked with a green square in the 210um and <50um fraction. The size of each
individual organism is measured as shown in the size distribution of the left of the
fluorescence image.
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Figure 2: Frequency of organism counts in the size range 250um within categories
based on detailed analysis of treated shipboard ballast water samples from Outinen et
al. (2024) based on a total of 222 tests sampled between the years 2017 and 2023. The

first column represents the frequency of compliant samples from the study and the

last column represents the frequency of samples containing over 100 organisms
per m3.

10 The availability of data on a central server can be useful for clients to view and
download their own data, and it can provide valuable insights on ballast water quality in the
case that data is uploaded. In the future, it would be possible to forward measurement data
automatically and to provide track records on BWMS performance for the benefit of both ship
owners and regulatory authorities.

Conclusions

11 It has been shown that a CMD can measure up against the standard microscopy
reference method with similar precision and detection limits although in the case of this CMD
with a consistent bias towards conservative counts. Standard microscopy is considered a
detailed analysis because organisms are counted and measured directly. A CMD can count
and measure organisms directly and could potentially be considered a device that performs a
detailed analysis.

Action requested of the Committee

12 The Committee is invited to take note of the information provided on the performance
claim and associated verification for monitoring D-2 compliance.
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1. Technology description

BallastWISE developed by MicroWISE ApS is a Compliance and Monitoring Device (CMD) for
accurate measuring of living organisms in water samples including samples of ballast water.

The technology combines light-emitting diodes and high-resolution cameras with image
analysis algorithms to detect and count living heterotrophic and autotrophic microorganisms
within two size-ranges: 1: 210um and <50um and 2: 250um. (BallastWISE does not detect
non-motile and non-pigmented organisms and spores). The variable fluorescence analysis is
based on Pulse-Amplitude-Modulation (PAM) fluorometry to ensure a selective identification
of phototrophic organisms containing chlorophyll to avoid false positive detections.
Fluorescence analysis is combined with image analysis that allows for the identification and
measurement of individual organisms.

The technology and video analysis enables tracking and quantification of movement. The
movement tracking is especially important for analysis of zooplankton, as movement is a
criterion for a living organism. False positives are avoided by controlling convection flow within
chambers to a degree where particles moving with the flow have a velocity that is less than
the swimming speed threshold for live swimming organisms.

T Inflow

Figure 1 lllustration of BallastWISE operation for the two size fractions.
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2. Application

2.1 Matrix
Ballast water from the shipping industry.

2.2 Purpose

Automatic counting of viable organisms in ballast water samples to confirm that a ballast
water management system (BWMS) installed on a ship meets the D-2 discharge standard
(DS) of the IMO Ballast water convention (number of viable organisms per volume: <10/m? for
organisms 250um and <10/ml for organisms =10um to 50um)*. The bacterial fraction
described in the D-2 standard is not tested. There are only very few practical solutions for fast
and reliable testing for compliance. Currently, the widely accepted solution is to use manual
microscopic counting also known as detailed analysis. The collected samples need to be
analyzed within 6 hours of sampling, and it is therefore most practical to analyze them on site
using a compliance monitoring device (CMD). Using detailed analysis can be challenging in
terms of logistics and cost, and there is thus a high demand for a portable instrument that can
test for compliance and is easy to use.

2.3 Conditions of operation and use

The BallastWISE system must be operated in temperatures between 4-40°C and with water
sample temperatures above freezing point. BallastWISE is not affected by vibration within
reasonable levels. Vibration levels on board vessels with machinery running at idle are
acceptable. BallastWISE analysis does not require the addition of chemicals, laboratory
facilities or extended training or education to use. Samples analyzed for organism density in
the size category =50pum must be concentrated by a factor 1.000 by filtration prior to testing on
the BallastWISE system.

Each BallastWISE system is calibrated at the factory. Annual checks are recommended and
calibration of focus and lighting if necessary. MicroWISE offers regular (annual) service for
customers. The same chamber and tubing can be used for several measurements, however,
if the chambers are re-used, they should be cleaned thoroughly with demineralized water
under pressure. It is recommended to only use the same chamber and tubing for a maximum
of 20 measurements after which the parts should be replaced with new ones.

The intended use in commissioning and monitoring of ballast water is well within the
limitations of the BallastWISE system as the discharge standards for compliance are 10
organisms per mL and 10 organisms per m? for the size fraction 210-50um and 250um
respectively.

Table 1 The upper limit for the number of particles that are detectable by BallastWISE. The upper limit includes
particles and organisms with the given minimum size. For motion analysis particles or organisms must have a
minimum speed to be registered. For fluorescence analysis in the size fraction 210-50um the size limit given below
applies.

Organism Minimum Particles per Motioning analysis Particles per
sizes particle size measuring chamber minimum speed (um/s)  volume

(um)
250pum 40 500 500 20.000 particles/L
210-50pum 4 500 100 20.000 particles/mL

! Centre for International Law. (2004). 2004 INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION FOR THE CONTROL AND
MANAGEMENT OF SHIPS’ BALLAST WATER AND SEDIMENTS. London: Centre for International Law.

3/10



2.4 Verification parameters definition summary
BallastWISE is capable of measuring and calculating:

- Density of organisms = 50 ym: number/m?

- Density of organisms 210 to >50 ym: number/ml
- Size distribution (%)

- Movement pattern of organisms

- Variability in fluorescence

The focus of this verification process has been to verify that the BallastWISE system can
deliver comparable results to the current industry standard for measuring organism density
and identifying non-compliance in ballast water samples.

3. Test and analysis design

3.1Existing and new test data

Danish Hydraulic Institute, DK (DHI) and Control Union Vessel Performance Center, NL
(VPC) were test bodies and provided new test data. The test design was based on protocols
from the International Maritime Organization (IMO)? and the International Organization for
Standardization (1SO)3. Both protocols were under development when the test design was in
the planning phase. No existing data was included in the verification process.

3.2 Laboratory and field conditions

All testing was performed under accreditation (VPC: ISO 17025, DHI: ISO 17025 and I1ISO
9001) at DHI and VPC. Several field tests were performed onboard a ship to complete the
onboard usability assessment.

3.3 Matrix compositions
Tests were performed on matrices with varying salinities, treatments and organism densities.
See Table 2 for the tested matrices.

2 BWM.2/Circ.78 - INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION FOR THE CONTROL AND MANAGEMENT OF SHIPS'
BALLAST WATER AND SEDIMENTS, 2004 (Protocol for the verification of ballast water compliance monitoring
devices). London: IMO (International Maritime Organization).

31S0 3725 - International Standard - Ships and marine technology - Aquatic nuisance species - Methods for
evaluating the performance of compliance monitoring devices for ballast water discharges. Geneva: 1ISO (the
International Organization for Standardization).
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Table 2 Test setup. Matrix composition presented as tests were performed by DHI and VPC.

Matrix composition: o Samples
. Salinity
Test setup - location, source, treatment, organism Concentration category N
density, salinity, and number of replicates
Blank* 1
<DS (DS x 0,5) Froch 3
~DS res 3
>DS (DS x 1,5) 3
Blank 1
<DS (DS x 0,5) 3
Untreated prepared challenge water ~DS Brackish 3
>DS (DS x1,5) 3
Blank 1
Trueness <DS (DS x 0,5) . 3
— | (Laboratory) =DS Marine 3
g >DS (DS x1,5) 3
- Fresh 3
Prepared challenge water treated with resl
. - Brackish 3
an oxidative technology :
- Marine 3
Prepared challenge water treated with - Brackish 3
an UV technology - Marine 3
- Fresh 3
Laboratory - non augmented water :
o . ] - Brackish 3
containing minimum 3 species :
- Marine 3
(=)DS Fresh 10
Laboratory — Prepared challenge water (=)DS Brackish 10
Precision (=)DS Marine 10
>DS ,
Laboratory - Prepared challenge water Marine 10
(approx. DS * 2,5)
Seawater Field test #1 - 22FEB2024; ,
o . . o - Marine 3
a Dina Supplier; Optimarin UV
= Trueness Seawater Field test #2 - 20MAR2024; ,
, - Brackish 3
(Field test) Dina Supplier; Optimarin UV
FW field test #3- 09JUL2024; Eems
- Fresh 3

exe; Alfa Laval UV

3.4 Test and analysis parameters

Performance parameters were tested in accordance with the IMO and ISO protocols.

3.5 Tests and analysis methods summary
See Table 3.

3.6 Parameters measured
See Table 3.
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Table 3 Parameters measured and calculated in the verification process. Parameters are split into two groups
depending on if the data is related to the performance of BallastWISE or if it is related to the condition of the water
sample. The three columns contain (from left to right) Parameter category, specific parameter and the applied

analyses methods.

um: number/m?

Category Parameter Analysis method
Performanc.e Density of organisms = 50 BallastWISE:
parameters:

Movement tracking (motility)
Reference (Standard method):

Standard microscopy counting
of organisms (standard
movement and response to
stimuli)

Density of organisms 210 to
>50 um: number/ml

BallastWISE:

Imaging Pulse-Amplitude-
Modulation fluorometry (iPAM)

and
Movement tracking (motility)
Reference (Standard method):

Epifluorescence microscopy
(CMFDA+FDA staining)

Calculated parameters:

- Numerical precision and
trueness

- Categorical outcome
precision and trueness

- Lower Limit of Detection
(LLoD) and Limit of Blank
(LoB)
Rate of false positives

Regular statistical calculations
and inter-rater agreement
calculations (Cohen’s kappa)
based on specifications in the
ISO protocol.

Rellablllty and usability:

- Time in operation with no
issues

- Down time

- Count for non-scheduled
occurences

Regular statistical calculations
and experience from use.

Background data for

organism density from

BallastWISE (not reported):

- Size distribution (%)

- Movement pattern of
organisms

- Variability in
fluorescence

BallastWISE automated image
and video analysis and iPAM

Water quality
parameters:

Chemical parameters:
- DOC, POC, TSS, pH,
temperature, salinity

Regular chemical analysis
methods and online sensors

Biological parameters:
- Taxonomy

Microscopy
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4. Verification results

4.1 Performance

Available data for precision and detection limits are found to be comparable between
BallastWISE and the reference method (see Table 4). Regarding detection limits BallastWISE
is found able to measure 0 organism per volume and values much higher than the value of the
discharge standard of 10 organisms per volume.

BallastWISE consistently measures lower numerical values than the reference method as
seen in Figure 2. This is expected as the two methods evaluate viability or living/dead criteria
in different ways. BallastWISE requires organisms to be detectable via motility with a lower
threshold value for movement speed or via iPAM.

Taking the differences in analyses methods into account the optimal value of the internal
BallastWISE limit for categorizing a sample as in compliance (meets the discharge standard)
was investigated. The optimal value was found to be 3 organisms per volume as seen in
Figure 3.

Table 4 Results for calculated parameters of the combined testing performed at DHI and VPC. Cells with no data is
either marked “-“ or “N/A” where the first indicates that the reference data is used as the “true” value and the latter
indicates insufficient data points for calculating the parameter.

Reference | BallastWISE | Reference | BallastWISE

Unit 210-50 ym 250 um
Precision:
Numerical precision (CV%) 21% 24% N/A 27%
Categorical precision 93% 88-98% N/A 100%
LLoD:
Limit of Blank (LoB) - 0,28 - 2,60
Calculated according to protocol 12,5 10,6 N/A N/A
Lowest value measured org./vol. 0 0 0 0
Highest value measured 2.582 1.277 273.333 235.600
Trueness:
Numerical error (%) N/A 60% N/A 61%
Categorical agreement (K) (IL;) - 0,85 - 0,71
False positives N/A 0% - 4% N/A 0% - 4%
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Figure 2 Data shown for numerical accuracy. BallastWISE data points are consistently lower than the values of the
reference method. The average numerical error is found to be approximately 60% for both size categories.

Agreement between BallastWISE and reference at varying set points
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Figure 3 Data for agreement in terms of the Cohen’s kappa value at varying set points for the internal BallastWISE
limit for categorizing a test series as in compliance or non-compliance with the international discharge standard set
for the discharge of ballast water. The optimal set point is found to be when the reference method limit is equal to
the discharge standard of 10 organisms per volume (mL or m®) and the internal BallastWISE limit is equal to 3
organisms per volume.

Cohen’s kappa is a measurement of interrater agreement that accounts for expected
agreement due to chance. This parameter for evaluating the agreement between two test
methods with categorical outcomes (compliance/non-compliance) is specified in the ISO
protocol which states that a Cohen’s kappa value of 0,8 is registered as strong agreement and
that values down to 0,6 can be accepted in certain circumstances. Cohen’s kappa values for
the two size fractions 210-50um and =250um were 0,85 (agreement on 25 of 27 test series
(93%)) and 0,71 (agreement on 18 of 21 test series (86%)) respectively which is well within
the acceptable limits set by the 1SO protocol. Registered categorical outcomes for
BallastWISE, and the reference method can be found in Table 5 Categorical outcome tables
for BallastWISE and the reference method at the optimal set point (3 organisms per volume).
Values in cells placed on the diagonal (top left to bottom right in each table) represent test
series where the two methods agree on the outcome.Table 5.
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BallastWISE was found to be comparable to the reference method in terms of categorical
outcomes based on the analysis of Cohen’s kappa values.

Table 5 Categorical outcome tables for BallastWISE and the reference method at the optimal set point (3 organisms
per volume). Values in cells placed on the diagonal (top left to bottom right in each table) represent test series
where the two methods agree on the outcome.

| Categorical outcome tables:

210-50 prm 250 um Combined
BallastWise BallastWise BallastWise
Exceeds Meets OS |ncj|eter. Exceeds Meets DS Im‘jIeIer- Exceeds Meets DS Indeter-
D5 minate DS minate 05 rminate
R R Ry
= Excerds 14 . o 2151 - Exceeds " 2 o Eul = Exceeds ag 3 o EZE‘
<] DS o DS ) =] DS
= 0,56 E] 0,52 E> 0,54
T @ ©
8 E IR, £ IR E Ra
% L |MemtsDS| 1 11 0 12 & |MeetsDS| 1 ] 0 10 & |MeesDs| 2 20 0 22
= 5 0.44 5 0.48 T 0,46
= = e 2 3Rs 2 IRy
&* Indeter- o o o o & Iny rjleler- 0 0 o o g Indeter- 0 0 0 s
minate minate minate
0,00 0,00 0,00
Jew, | Few. | Faws | Total(n) FBW, TEW; F6ws | Total (n) b1 FEBWa IBwW; | Total (n)
Cohen's kappa: 15 12 L] 7 Cohen’s kappa: 10 11 o 21 Cohen's kappa: 25 23 o 48
0,85 0,56 0,44 0.00 1.00 071 | D48 | 052 0,00 1,00 0,79 0,52 0.48 0,00 1.00

BallastWISE was found to have a rate of false positives of 0% at the standard limit for
compliance and a rate of 4% when the internal limit for compliance was optimized to increase
agreement between the categorical outcomes between BallastWISE and the reference
method.

4.2 Reliability and usability

VPC recorded operational time, down time and occurrences of non-scheduled interruptions of
operations across laboratory and field tests performed by their personnel and observed 100%
reliability. No issues with usability or vulnerabilities were observed.

4.3 Operational
Water quality parameters from Table 3 were monitored to ensure compliance with the IMO
and ISO protocols.

5. Additional information

BallastWISE records and saves all relevant images used for analysis and results of size
distribution, fluorescence and movement patterns. This ensures that results can be qualified
and validated by investigating recorded data. The saved data can also be made available for
external control and verification.

6. Quality assurance and deviations
The personnel and experts responsible for quality assurance as well as for the different quality
assurance tasks can be seen in Table 6. All relevant reviews were prepared using the

DANETV review report template. An audit of the test system was performed at the test site of
DHI and VPC.
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Table 6 QA-plan for verification of BallastWISE

Verification body

Danish Technological

Proposer

External expert

Task Institute MicroWISE ApS EnviDan
Specific Verification Protocol Review and approve Review
Test plan Review and approve Review and approve

Test system at test site

Test report Review and approve Review

Verification Report Review Review
Statement of Verification Acceptance Review

6.1 Deviations

The test protocol was designed to fulfil the requirements given in the IMO protocol
(BWM.2/Circ.78) for the verification of a CMD. The corresponding test protocol described in
ISO 3725:2023 is basically a sub-set of the IMO protocol but contains some valuable
recommendations on data analysis.

Minor deviations from the specific verification protocol were registered regarding number of
replicates and applied preparation method for certain samples. No critical deviations were

registered.
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