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UNANED: LUisJ‘uL‘wsmmaﬁuaqmmmmmmamamLuaaﬂmaaﬂwmmmmmmLuaaﬂlﬂmuua van Imai%”lmuamawuﬁ Ross
308 LweiE 31U 588 #3 (918 36 T1) fifmindaiads 2, 721.21£273.40 1. denlidiuau 3 fseren aanimidngas
(2,050.00 n.) n@e (2,721.21 1) uae g (3,350.00 1) WU dming dhuinuideenla LLavLﬂaswﬁumLuaaﬂiﬂ‘wawﬂwmm
e wooden breast (WB) LLavLua white striping (WS) aa‘uuamﬂmuamﬂmmqaﬂm (P=0. 01) 1ng WB waz WS m’lmmmm
WJunsa-Ans wag And L*, a* mauuaawu (P=0.01) WB mi‘mmmmmm‘LumiauuwmLuaamaa (P=0.01) WB waz WS ¥
’Lﬁiﬂimuamaﬂ (P=0.01) auiiflatusay garutuiintuogedtoddyneadn (P=0.01) n1siin WB waz WS wﬂwml,mm
ez AodudE (TPA) GUENLuaaﬂiﬂﬂuawuammuamﬂm (P<0.01) LLGIVLmJNaGIEJmLLNGW]N’]‘LJLLayﬂ’] TPA Guaqmaaﬂ uay
nAERduINUS (Correlation coefficient) WuIIAIAZLUL WB Lay WS sumLua@mumfmauwuﬁmmnﬂummmmmu
(r=0.37; P<0.01) wazA1 TPA (Hardness, Gumminess, Chewiness) (r=0.25-0.42; P<0.01) ‘Umz‘mm TPA ‘UENLua WB uay
WS lajﬁﬂamé’uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁ’mﬁaanldqﬂ (P>0.05) snviusimnuduiudidsauiuAssinniy (r= -0.33, -0.29; P<0.01) Feaguladn
arwiiaunfvesndraniioon (WB way ws) fuasednumsaunmesaioenlafiv wu & awanmnsalunisdud uande
dudta uallsifinasior TPA veuiloanlian

AdARY: Iiile; oenla: @mmwﬁa; AaRaUnAveIndmoen

ABSTRACT: The effect of pectoralis major myopathies on the quality traits of raw and cooked chicken breast meat
was compared, using a total of 588 male broiler chickens of the Ross 308 breed (at 36 days of age) with
2,721.21+273.40 g of average body weight. Three chickens per pen were selected according to their body weight as
light (2,050.00 g), middle (2,721.21 g), and heavy (3,350.00 g) weight. It was found that high body weight (BW) and
breast meat weight (g or % of BW) significantly increased the evidence of wooden breast (WB) and white striping
(WS) (P=0.01). The pH and color values (L*, a*) of the meat were increased by WB and WS (P=0.01), while WB
decreased water holding capacity (P=0.01). WB and WS reduced protein content (P=0.01) and increased fat and
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moisture contents (P=0.01). The shear force and texture profile analysis (TPA) values of raw meat were increased by
WB and WS (P<0.01), and there were no significant effects on the cooked meat. In raw meat, WB and WS scores
were positively correlated with the shear force value (r=0.37; P<0.01) and TPA values (Hardness, Gumminess,
Chewiness) (r=0.25-0.42; P<0.01). However, there was no relationship between TPA values and WB or WS score in
cooked meat (P>0.05), except the shear force that was negatively correlated with the WB and WS scores (r=-0.33, -
0.29; P<0.01). In conclusion, pectoralis major myopathies (both WB and WS) negatively affect characteristics of raw
breast meat such as color, water holding capacity, and TPA values, but these negative effects disappeared in cooked
meat.

Keywords: broilers; chicken breast meat; meat quality; pectoralis major myopathies
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fmﬂ“ﬂlmﬁav!ﬂﬁa Lazidenlisiuiu 3 frensn MUt MTNFIRY nans g9 i1y 2,050.00 2,721.21 uag 3,350.00 n.
$117u 126 f1 nturiianeh Fausssnn (aensduvasiiedauenuen) LLazLL‘LJ@ﬂfjumimaaﬂfﬂaﬂ’ﬁﬂssLﬁuﬂxLLuuLﬁa
wihenuuusesn dedsnnstdaudsyidiu score dail

1.1l wB gnuuadu 3 sziu muiBues Kuttappan et al. (2013)

AzLUY 0 = szAuURd (Normal) efilduansennisiaunile 9

AYWUY 1 = seauUIunans (Moderate) LﬁaﬁﬁmmufﬁaLLasEu%uu%nmﬁauﬁaLLasﬁw

AZWUU 2 = SEAUTULTI (Severe) LﬁaﬁﬁmmLL%QLLazEuﬁ’aU%L’JmLﬁa Nddn laigangu Annsnnidending wasiidlon
ddedlavdeenuniinaie

1.2 1o WS gnuuadu 3 szdumuanugulss auiBves Kuttappan et al. (2013)

ATLUY 0 = seAuUn®A (Normal) wuanwuzvesdudanludaiaurisliinadudurvuiioniien

ATLuY 1 = sulunans (Moderate) Sidudvridntdos Tnevldaziiaununvesadudantesnit 0.1 wu. us
vediulgdnuuiabenthen

AZWUL 2 = SEAUTULSS (Severe) lanwasvadudu1IvuInuINng 2 1. vpaiuldFaauuuidontien UnAau
Vhaiuitmienveaileiiouiimun
nsinnmamiia

in pH Yauiioan 7 45 uiingaanldsne deriesin pH portable meter (Instruments, Wilmington, MA, USA )
nthhmsTed fewrsesirddamesiiines (color meter) (CR-400, Konica Minolta Sensing, Inc., Japan) Ing L* fle
wanIRNEd e fenegluyie 0-100, a* fie Auassrnududuasuazd@idion nsdid a* danduuin el duns 61 a* fien

% a

Wuau uneds A7 way b* As Awansanuludvasawasdinby nsdian b danduuin vunede dmdes a1 b* dandu

v
o a

au Muehy #d18u (Xing et al,, 2017)

msgaydethludonevdsnisutdu (Orip loss) Fadwiinlleenvistu wasaniudwvliludibugamad 4 °C

Junan 24 gy, ntudndahninmainsgadeturludenendsnisudiu (Brambila et al., 2018)

msgaydeihnnendmnisuiiu = wmindewwdiu - dndnwdaugid) x 100

minneuwduy

msgaydeiludonendsnisutuds (Thawing loss) Fedmidnilleanvistu ndsntududlududanmgll -20 °C

v v v

Junar 7 fu mintudiilessnanngudanmgl -20 °C udludibugnmgll 4 °C Junan 24 vu. widndahndn e

Tpszvimainsgadetluienendinisuguda (Brambila et al., 2018)

nsgapdethaendamauuds = wiindeuududs - dwimdudude x 100
thviinrouudud
nsgydedminanmeviilifan (Cooking loss) Fewiiniesniisdu vdsnduiluduluadossunhemuam
gl (Water bath) figamgfith 80 °C (Huan 20 Wit fagaumgilananadesnld 72 °C Fnioenusinld IHBuTniudn
wilugifugamatl 4 °C Uuan 24 v, ﬁwms%"aﬂfmﬁfﬂmﬂ'wﬂwsqzyl,?imfmﬂfﬂiwdwmsﬁﬂﬁqﬂ (Brambila et al., 2018)

q

nsagdeinannisvinlvian = Uwtndeusiy - dndnudsds) x 100

Yuiinneud
AnasdUszneumMaaivaadoln 1aun Anuty waslusiu naiaves (AOAC, 1995)
AINAFOULTILRDU (Shear force) 14ASeiasziiioduila Texture analysis (TA-XT2i texture analyser, Stable
Micro System, UK) viiasiauuy HDP/BS Tneniioanlnanuazaniulifliunn 1x3x1 . (n1exenaxge) $1u7u 3 dude

fag1e ¥NsAsIEiALs LU el Ao Tadu (N) (Maxwell et al,, 2018)
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msnadeuileduita (TPA) Windedinszsiiiloduda Texture analysis (TA-XT2i texture analyser, Stable Micro
System, UK) Wanauuy P/36R Tnsthidleanlnanuazaniulildaunn 1x1x1 su. (nh1axenixgs) S1uau 3 usedaegne v
s TPA Taeriils Ao auwda (hardness) ANUEANEU (springiness) AINMTEY (gumminess) wag nsNURBNISIAYY
(chewiness) wthefild fia T (N) (Chatterjee et al, 2016)
HAUNITNARDY
Toyad L 1u131A312%A1LUSUTIU (Analysis of Variance; ANOVA) 213UHLN5NARBIUUUE HALY 58]
(completely randomized design; CRD) a28lUswnsy SAS (SAS® Studio, SAS Institute Inc., North Carolina, United
States) waz¥NISUTEUTIEUAILLANAWDIANRREA1AAT Tukey's studentized range (HSD) test mﬂﬁfuﬂﬁayjaﬁy’wm

WAsgiieAuduusvesdeya 1ngldis Pearson Corelation

Nan1sANEILAZITAl

nmsnnaes Iaieimindede 2,721.21+273.40 n. uazAn CV voes lAlviniu 10.05% Tneidentmidngas
naNg g4 Wiy 2,050.00 2,721.21 uag 3,350.00 nuvesAen elilgvingfinsyasasiiaue antulseduasuuwie
wihenuusesh wui Tiideiin WB azuu 0 = seduund (normal) 17%, Avuuy 1 = sedutiunans (moderate) 29%,
WATAZUUY 2 = TEAUTUULSY (severe) 5% (Figure 1) uay MaAnLide WS Az 0 = seduUnf (normal) 5%, AU 1 =
sEAUUIUNANN (moderate) 71%, WAAIUU 2 = SEAUTUILTY (severe) 24% (Figure 1)

wandliitudnldidedddminduszanm 2.70 nn. Aiaeufiaunfveateonthen (WB way WS) sedunanaisguuss
[osndnsnisisinylnfig aeandesiu Cruz et al. (2017) 51897u31 M5iiin W8 gefia 85.90% 71 35 Ju wazgadis 89.20%
7 42 u fefuaudsei wuin Indedifidmingaunnnin 2.70 an. snsinisesaledt 36 Ju idedussuulsadoulaves
Uszwmelng %&ﬁﬁﬁﬂdwmmmiyumaﬁuﬁ: ROSS 308 7 36 Su 1wiing 2,552 . (Aviagen, 2022) agtingymanuinung
maqﬁaﬁqumﬂﬁv&uﬁu wzmsasaiulaiinng enadedam Hypoxia waz/wie Oxidative stress ¢ Fvdnaliiin

ANURAUNRYeINTasaale (Petrace et al,, 2019)

normal

normal
M moderate ® moderate
M severe M severe

(2A) (28)

Figure 1 Wooden breast (WB) score (1A) and percentage of WB (2A); White striping (WS) score (1B) and percentage
of WS (2B)
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KaUaIA" WB wag WS o pH A1d n1sgapdethveaie Usinalusiu uazdiluide uandy Table 1 Tngwui
hwinduazdntinidesnlafiunntu vihlvmaziuu WB way WS getueteiduddameadn (P<0.01) WB uag WS vl
Arasidunsn-ang (pH) uazend L*, a* veailogetuageiivddymeada (P=0.01) vauedl WB uay WS lufinasiants
WasuuUawnd b* veaile (P=0.38, 0.08 muau) WB villieuanmsalumsduimeaioanas iinanaudonves
dulonduiodmalilusiulilelniuiaansuazanslananaiinanas (Kuttappan et al., 2017) Imﬂwumﬁaﬁmmiqwﬁsﬁw
Tuidomevdamsudifu (P=001) magaydeiludonendinisusuds (P<0.01) uasnisgadeiannisussangadu

(P<0.01) aenafitiuddgneadn vaed WS lufinaseanisgadeinluionmevdinisuidu msgadeinluionendnis

wuds (P>0.05) waflnavinlinisgapdsunnnnisusangsluesnad
o

o @

ydAEUN19EDA (P<0.01) UBNINAT WUIINISLAA WB

o

o o

way WS yinhilusiuanad (P<0.01) wazmnuaduindueg1alitud@Aunieada (P<0.01)

o

Table 1 Effect of pectoralis major myopathies score on breast meat quality

Wooden breast (WB) score  SEM P- White striping (WS) score SEM P-
Item
0 1 2 value 0 1 2 value
b b a b a a
LW (g) 252520 2640.53 2834.74 3255 <001 250857 27619 279524 30.74 <0.01
b b a b a a
BW (g) 47778 48289 54210 854 <001 47147 54547 56185  9.04 <001
Breast (%) 1893 1824 1911 019 017 1880 1972 2009 021  0.03
b ab a b ab a
pH 5.95 6.04 6.12 0.03  0.01 5.95 6.09 6.12 0.03  0.01
c b a b a a
L* 51.01 52.91 55.26 036 <001 5107 53.93 55.04 0.36 <0.01
% b b a b ab a
a 2.41 253 3.48 018 <001 243 2.89 3.25 017 001
b* 7.58 7.88 8.17 0.16  0.32 7.56 8.25 8.35 0.17 0.08
DL (%) 2.73° 2.80° 3.64° 012 001 3.01 3.17 3.41 0.11 037
TL (%) 6.10° 6.56° 6.62° 030 <0.01 6.63 5.95 6.08 031  0.33
CL (%) 19.69° 21.36° 23617 040 <0.01 2022° 2251° 2315 034 <0.01
Protein (%DM)  86.86°  85.29%°  8290° 052 <0.01 87.05  83.06° 8339° 055 <0.01
Moisture (%) 73.60° 74.25° 75.69° 020 <0.01 7375 7478 7546 0.19 <0.01

¥ Means within row with no common superscript differ significantly (P<0.05)
LW = Live weight; BW = Breast weight; DL = Drip loss; TL = Thawing loss; CL = Cooking loss
Zhang et al. (2021) Ainwinsia WB vesndwidielulnidelngs nud eenfiin B fiiwiinunnniniiesnund

waz WB fianuduiusiviwminilesniias aenndesiuanuideasaidiinuin msiia WB danuduiusideuindudmiing

v v
o o w

(r=0.41, P<0.01) waziutinen (r=0.46, P<0.01) ag1eiitivdnAgy Sihvo et al. (2014) wuin Thminvesieaniiunnnii 830
0./ axsliAn WB Tng Zhang et al. (2021) wui WB i Sarcomeres Z-discs iin MYOZ3 fige uandlfifuiiliidofila
SaniunasguhliAseuiaundvesnduidontheniidaau

Tnerialu mswdsuulasmes pH lunduileduiusiuionssuvesdns nisvieuaes ATPase lundunile uaw
ANUATEANBUARIATY (Xing et al., 2019; Baldi et al.,, 2020) N5LAin WB waz WS vilvidn pH gendnen pH YouieUnd

(pH 24 . ﬁagjiwiw 5.80-5.97 (Petracci et al., 2017; Baldi et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2021) @onAdIAUAIITNAADY
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adeiliinuin deunadl pH 24 %, WAy 5.97 d@u pH Yoo WB uay WS 3 pH ﬁqaﬂﬁuiwdw 6.04-6.12 1 Kuttappan
et al. (2017) 83U 1ife WB fidns1veq lycolysis i viilaiinisnan ATP lundsnietosas pH ?Nqﬁu Alnahhas et
al. (2016) wu WS fianuduiudideuantu pH nisgauderianmsusidu wagnsaydethannisiilian aenndosiu
NUITAYaifinuuRuIAAzLLY WB wag WS fanuduiadauiniu pH (r=0.25; r=0.24; P<0.01) LLazﬂﬂiquﬁaﬁwﬁ]m
nsvilign (r=0.47; r=0.21; P<0.01)

A94in WB uaz WS danaseduociie Ing Sanchez-Brambila et al. (2016) 1891win Ardveuile WB dd3aile
eusuileund swisnmisdevanmesaiodeluinndunile vldndudefinruduinndu muausalunsin
uriei uagwuriteiialundile Swvhliend L* getu wuifenifu Oliveira et al. (2021) fiwudn 1o WB sesfuguuseian L*
uag b* qﬁu WoNIINY Fnd L* vosile WS ﬁqaﬂ'ﬁu g4 Petracci et al. (2014) 91891037 M3vFevveenduiie WS vils
nénanielusiuanas (lefuuazioniiv) anuannsolunisduiuasfnfuivesndmidofonamazad L geiu
uenanil Dalle Zotte et al. (2017) lfoSunedd a* figevoade WB Menaifnnusinaillelnaduiiguasiinisaduyin

wulenduiile 1hludnns myoglobin overexpression g47u (Mutryn et al., 2015)

v
[ ]

nsfnwadsiinudn main WB uag ws vilviusinalusivludeanas uasingelusgrsdidoddny fisd n1siia
WB uag WS v‘fﬂﬁﬂmﬁmé’mwmamaLLazmié’amﬁw‘IUiﬁugﬁu nsuaaveInd oty wagauAIenaInnIg
poNTiAtugedu (Zhang et al, 2021) ABAAde3TU Thanatsang et al. (2020) wudnile W8 fusnalusiusuasiiluiiugs
L‘Wiwﬂé’mLf':at,%"auamwLL%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ«é’ﬂ&JﬂﬁWLf‘jalwajﬁmﬂﬂav‘i’ﬂ,ﬁmmmmiaiumié:mfwaqLﬁaaﬂaﬂ (Bowker et al.,
2018; Petracci et al., 2019; Vieira et al.,, 2021)

Table 2 uanduaas WB uazws sawiladuia lnowudn WB uaz WS viliaussiasnuvoniofuged uoged
Hoddymneada (P<0.01) vauriiioan WB uay ws vilsaussinariutuilosnasegeideddmeeda (P=0.01) mstaa
o (A1 TPA) WUt WB waz WS veaileanlifiu vildaianuuda (hardness) rsnilen (gumminess) kA N1INUAD

N134AE7 (chewiness) geduageddeddgnieada (P=0.01) vaugiiiloan WB uay WS lidnadeaniloduia (A1 TPA)
(P>0.05)
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Table 2 Effect of pectoralis major myopathies score on texture of chicken breast meat

Wooden breast (WB) SE P- White striping (WS) SE P-
ltem score M valu score M valu
0 1 2 e 0 1 2 e
Shear force (raw; N) 8.83b 10.93b 15.09a 0.62 <0.01 gg7 . 12T 14.88b 0.63 <0.01

ab

a b b

Shear force (cooked; N) 40 22 33.90a 30.53b 0.17 0.01

b a a
29.84 142 001 4106 3294

Hardness (raw; N) 557°  6.78° 1059 054 <001 587° 871 949° 053 0.01
Hardness (cooked; N) 2295 2360 2549 081 043 2324 2433 2415 080 084
Springiness (raw) 0.45 0.46 048 001 010 045 0.48 043 001 013
Springiness (cooked) 0.58 0.58 060 001 029 058 0.58 059 001 073
Gumminess (raw) 2.54° 3.08" 4.72° 022 <001 271° 392 429° 022 001
Gumminess (cooked) 1255 1305 1410 054 050 1281 1315 1325 054 094
Chewiness (raw; N) 1.19° 1.48° 229" 011 <001 1.27° 194  206° 037 001

Chewiness (cooked; N) 7.34 7.63 8.65 0.37 0.33 7.46 773 7.93 0.11 0.88

** Means within row with no common superscript differ significantly (P<0.05)

MnAaEnduug (Correlation coefficient) uansds Table 3 WuNMSLAn WB waz WS vaailefuiinuduiudids
VINAUAMLSIAANIY (r=0.37, 0.37; P<0.01) d@wunisiia WB wag WS maaLﬁaﬁﬁﬂﬁqﬂﬁmmé’mﬁuﬁ‘@aauﬁ‘umLmﬁmmu
(r=-0.33, -0.29; P<0.01) Tuilofuiliin WB wae ws fifsinuasiodoifoniugatu vilvdutauds ifioviinag shear force 34
fAusedina1ug uiitloaniiiia WB uaz WS ’iuarufou Wilauanidoidaiisiiusousnuasnisasansldvosaoaanan
Wasull Ssoravildauudaswedassaumeluidoanas (Zhang et al., 2021) ilovims shear force FediAusadinninu
Aa

gumsinieduia (TPA) A1 WB wag WS veatieauiiauduiudidaundue TPA laud Aaanuuds (r=0.42, 0.25;

=

P<0.01) AAMWTen (r=0.41, 0.27; P<0.01) WAz InusemMstAed (r=0.42, 0.26: P<0.01) vauziliilo WB way WS fivilw

[ I

gnlafimnuduiusiuAianuuds anunied wagnisnusien1sfes (P>0.05)

Table 3 Correlation coefficient of WB and WS on texture of chicken breast meat

ltem WB (raw) WB (cooked) WS (raw) WS (cooked)
Shear force (N) 0.37%* -0.33%* 0.37** -0.29**
Hardness (N) 0.42** 0.13 0.25%* 0.02
Springiness 0.28 0.18 0.17 0.15
Gumminess 0.41** 0.11 0.27** 0.01
Chewiness (N) 0.42% 0.13 0.26** 0.05

! Correlation coefficient (** P<0.01, * P<0.05)



ununwes 52 atiufl 3: 463-473 (2567)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2024.32. 470

Anfloduiatanuisadostugunimie @ulendude uazidoid o sty (perimysial connective tissue)
(Soglia et al., 2018; Sun et al., 2018) ANUAUDIAT TPA Larn1sNAaUUITTaNAUNE mATunditlaonadetunansaise
finudn MIAa WB way WS ﬁﬂﬁﬂmuﬂguﬂaﬂﬂiwﬁaﬂﬂa (Dalgaard et al., 2018) UoNaNi LiaTiAA WB uay WS Sisiin
(fibrosis) Qﬂ%u ylrduiands (Sihvo et al, 2014) WinnsazausazimuRnUnAves extracellular matrix Avaa1Lau Wsh-
lelnauau (proteoglycans) Tundanile waziledeioiulugn epimysium Lag perimysium (Sihvo et al., 2014; Mutryn
et al, 2015; Abasht et al,, 2016) AURAUNARINAIVNIAAILIIFAR 1Y A1ANULTS LaynIVUseNISIAEIve oA ULAN
WB way WS qaﬁﬁu FaiTondeinumnuduiugiFwanseaning WB uas WS fuaussdnsiiy Aranuuds Arasmien
wazmsURoNsAEIveaileny uandliiiuinnsiia WB war WS Sratuiledudaveionulnenss

oehdlsfim Weviiefidu we uar ws vilvannduldnunaresesmiuinnfiveaiasersnaidng oraudu
WszANLSausERINN U sigadeaninsssunivediusiululelnuiaatuazanslananalin msizgaumgidma
demanasveadulelulolnusaaiuazaaanaulundiui afnafy (Tornberg, 2005) Lagn1sararulavosneaailay
Wil (Wattanachant et al,, 2004; Kong et al, 2008) Ssenaviliaruudausweadasadrumeluioanas aenndosiu
ofliAn WB waz ws enaiidulonduilevianun (1Wu ACTR3, TNNT3, GSN) ¢ Tnssadremeluwadndnisanudusiaun
gousins msfanmefuvesdledudasmag (Zhang et al, 2021) qwuiﬁsﬂ%ﬁwumLL'ﬁMﬁwmuLﬁaqﬂammLLazwummé’uﬁué
\WWeauiu WB uay WS uammm’fmii’mLm(?fﬂmu%”unfaé’mﬁ’uﬁ‘ﬁ’ummq:mmLﬁf@é’m’i Faupnsnsiuldmuvindad ong
Araneien el N3y Auneden wavewns laeanuuveaieldudvinannuimadulondunde wWesidusvedeide
Ao (Ismail and Joo, 2017) wazsedunsaanslusiululelnusaan (Marcinkowska-Lesiak et al, 2017) fiuanansiu

Pietrasik and Shand (2004) uag Pietrasik et al. (2010) 9euinileffausaudousias azdarunjuvoniegn
Wiy eghdlsfinny neiddeadiinuin mslimnuteusuiie WB waz Ws lddmwasumanuuds Aanumiien uasnns
musonAeventeaniaglinumuduiusiy wandifiuin ufnafa WB uas WS azdwmaidedenmunmionvetis

Favau uidlowalasumnuiou maiin WB uay WS naulddwmasanuninilendaau

G

N9 wuth dmiindemefidstuegenasuasmadediliimiings vldAearwiaunfvesnduile
on (WB uaz WS) lavdwmase & arundunin-sine auannsalunisdutheaie aurmsagumsldun Tsiu uanie
dusfavoadioanlif uaﬂﬁ]mﬁé’fawudwmmmimlﬁwmLﬁaa‘uﬁmﬂﬂaﬁqﬂﬁ'ﬁuﬁmﬁuﬁm&meia@hqmmmﬁaﬁﬁaam aeials
Ry n19iiin WB uaz WS lifnareriofuiavondoonlignuaslinuifinnudusiusvesoyaiatu fedunisia we

waz WS Tuillefivenalyidawasienmuninvaailoanvisendndnaiuusgy

AvBUAN
mdveveunsEANAmsnalulagnisinuns uninendesvdgilaseansallunsyususyddusd Ymiauvustd
Hadvayuwaiediouazrieslfuinig uasvevounseaAm AEns19158 A5.9u9ll YayrAnd Nadvayusuyszanudmsy
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