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toddry Taedihminueadnegsening 165 - 171 ndu Usias
VBUANDY TENIN 539 - 583 gnuIAfiwudunT uazUIun
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devmamsnaunufeutisnmoniaifiuantu lnefigas
AUANTIAT a, 887 0.902 uazanasild1agi 0.867 0.831 uaz
0.784 dwiufeg1a HNR10 HNR20 Uay HNR60 msasiu
n5Ua suuUasandvesiiiaudnnaunusdioudeding
noutlalaniss Table 2 uag Figure 1 Ingwud dldanuenues

Table 1 Physical and chemical characteristics of baked Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes

wniieufinanisildsunvasannisvaunuudsandmeutadn
voudla USunanisnaunusieudsanendaiiiud winlna
Wasnuenveuinagty Anududunsanas wazaaniy
Avdosanas Tnefinsnaunudisudsinveniaduniesay 30
10 uag 30 dewaliAimnuaing Aanandudnng uazaA1Aw
Wudmdes auddu unnsnsiugasaivan dmsuaduluves
Waiteu Wovsinamsnaunugeudeivendafiady fr L*
Wa AN b* anas WA a* 1iinty Fawansindanluadu f
A udivdesanas warAranuiudunadiudy Inefins
naunuisutlidneniaduidesay 10 dwalirianuading
Aenuluduns wavAmrnuudiviewandeiugnsniun

Samples Weight ()™ Volume (cm?®) ™ Moisture (%)™ Water activity
Control 171 £ 1.41 566 + 50 1892 + 1.01 0.902 + 0.00°
HNR10 165 £ 0.71 548 + 25 18.29 + 2.50 0.867 + 0.01°
HNR20 166 + 1.41 583 + 75 19.40 + 2.05 0.831 + 0.00°
HNR30 170 + 4.24 583 + 50 17.96 + 1.75 0.843 = 0.01°°
HNR40 167 + 3.53 557 £ 13 17.07 + 0.68 0.856 = 0.02°°
HNR50 167 + 4.95 557 + 38 19.66 + 0.78 0.847 = 0.01°°
HNR60 170 £ 0.71 539 + 38 17.17 £ 0.32 0.784 + 0.01°

Means values in the same column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05).

" Means values in the same column are not significantly different (p > 0.05).

Table 2 CIE L* a* and b* values of baked Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes
Samples Crust Crumb

L* a* b* L* a* b*

Control 43.00 + 0.83° 9.52 +0.11° 19.05 + 0.11° 52.84 + 0.37° 1.64 + 0.20° 13.74 + 0.04°
HNR10 41.94 + 0.30° 8.62 + 0.26° 18.04 + 0.64° 48.05 + 0.23° 3.12 + 0.06° 11.51 + 0.30°
HNR20 40.88 + 0.82° 8.52 + 0.08" 17.74 + 0.75% 4348 + 1.23° 3.49 + 0.04° 8.67 +0.12°
HNR30 37.90 + 0.78° 7.76 + 0.12° 16.34 + 0.34° 40.44 + 0.53° 3.96 + 0.00° 7.68 + 0.01°
HNR40 37.88 + 0.50° 7.68 + 0.14% 15.65 + 0.01° 38.00 + 1.18° 4.38 +0.11° 7.51 + 0.04°
HNR50 36.53 + 0.53° 7.48 + 0.52% 14.35 + 0.16° 37.92 + 0.24° 4.44 + 0.04° 6.71 + 0.56°
HNR60 35.78 + 0.36° 7.12 + 0.01° 14.25 + 0.93° 34.19 + 0.36' 452 +0.11° 6.39 + 0.01°

Means values in the same column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05).

HNR10

HNR20

HNR30

HNR40

HNR50

HNR60

Figure 1 The appearance of Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes. Control, HNR10, HNR20, HNR30, HNR40, HNR50, and HNR60: Chiffon cakes manufactured with 0 %, 10
%, 20 %, 30 %, 40 %, 50 %, and 60 % (w/w) replacement of wheat flour with Hom-Nil rice (HNR) flour, respectively.
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Table 3 Texture profile analysis of baked Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes
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A1 Cohesiveness wa Resilience vauifndu suanas luvausi
A1 Hardness, Adhesiveness, Springiness, Gumminess Lay
Chewiness Lﬁ'm*ﬁu

Samples Hardness Cohesiveness Adhesiveness Springiness Resilience Gumminess (g) Chewiness
(9) (g/s) (9)

Control 128.94 + 9.88° 0.82 + 0.01° -2.64 +0.11° 0.91 + 0.02° 0.45 + 0.01° 102.35 + 15.89¢ 97.48 + 16.77°
HNR10 146.85 + 17.20° 0.81 + 0.00™ 337 + 0.06° 0.91 + 0.00 0.45 + 0.01° 119.35 + 13,73 108.56 + 12.76™
HNR20 190.93 + 16.82° 0.80 + 0.01% -13.06 + 1.79° 0.92 + 0.007* 0.42 + 0.01%° 152.67 +12.29 141.15 + 11.64>
HNR30 207.85 + 9.97° 0.79 + 0.007* 2421 + 1.65° 0.94 + 0.00° 0.39 + 0.00° 163.11 + 9.53° 153.66 + 7.97°
HNR40O 213.11 £ 21.21° 0.78 + 0.01° -51.81 + 7.33° 0.94 + 0.00° 0.37 + 0.03° 166.34 + 14.81° 156.18 + 11.82°
HNR50 23137 + 27.64° 0.77 + 0.01 -50.76 + 4.63° 0.93 + 0.00° 0.37 + 0.01° 178.21 + 20.19% 166.46 + 19.37%
HNR60 285.61 + 20.32° 0.76 + 0.03¢ -69.90 + 4.64° 0.93 + 0.00® 0.36 + 0.04° 214.43 + 28.06° 198.01 + 22.11°

Means values in the same column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05).

HamsinsIziUsuIaeunlve 1 TusauasgminI i ueyya
daszaasdnlousmasuuiledavendanaunuutleaIanse sy
AN 9

HaNTIAT eI uinleeiusinvesdiewan
uangsa Table 4 wudmnisnaunuuwdsdranduisdiuniouds
trvendalulinaiifiuguaniosar 10 Wudosar 60 fiua
viliusaneulnleeniusulu Sudoudnifingedmile
Wisuifsuiugnsmunuinsalinuneulnleeiusi (-0.02
dadndu C3GE/100 nfud70819ua) lagda0819 HNR6O
fUSinanniign wazdegna HNR10 SUsmnadesiian Wiy
2.22 wag 0.34 Tadn3u C3GE /100 NTUAIBE1LAL AUEIAU

aMSATEivENsinueyyadaszveuiloudnlngds
DPPH (Table 4) wuimnisnaunuudsdanduisdnssud s
vosfaluFuaifisgiuaniesay 40 Wufevay 60 Twavili
viBnsfueyyadaszves IloudnifivgedudlenFeudiouty
gaseuny Tnedaet1e HNR6O dqns msdueyyadaszqiian
59989178 HNR50 kg HNRGO awany TaediAndu 114.35
104.40 uae 88.54 H1adn3u TE/100 NTUAIBE MU AR Uy

Andufosarnsdiussoyyadasy 1650 1522 uay 1247 mud iy
drugmsmunuilgvimsiueyyadasuifios 78.10 Sadnu TE/100
NSUAIDE WU ﬁmf]u%aaazmié'fugqawaﬁaix 1082 vuitays
msinueyyadaszvssAnMaLueulsiveniladesay 10 - 30
Biwnnsnaivaesasunuegaltedieiy
HANTUATILUTUIUNTY

Usinmuuaiideiauavesniowdndiiuinyndu
a1 24 309 uanes Table 5 wuih USunnuuaii3esianan
03T A s uLd nnawnud e 1ol af seAusg 9
Ldunnsneduansaivauededlidedidny Tneduunnuuaiiite
Favmavesdloudnegszuing 4.0x10° - 8.6x10° Taladl/n3u
wazUinadaduas uesdnioudnnaunuseutisinmeniad
szauing 4 lluwsndnsiugnsaiuaueseiived Ay Tnedusunn
gadiuarsveuAnagsenin <10 - 85 lalatl/nu
WA SUTTUN YT A IEAIAE

et iwleudnfinaunudeutsinvesdadisefuding
UMAFOUNNUTTAMAUTE NUIT AZRUUNITEONSUA UG Ny
Usinguesdaenuen da1ulu saniu savd wazauteu
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Tagsvesdniiaudniinauvussutsimeniadesay 10 - 60
usnsinsfugmseauny Taemnduiivaseuvesdrilowdniinaunu
ﬁwuﬂqsz’mmuﬁaﬁﬂzLLuumiaau%’wﬁﬂdwqmm‘uau (Table 6)
daunziuuNssenT U NAUTiAdeUves Tl oA TIiaLYIuF 8
wlsthmenfiadosay 10 20 30 40 50 uaw 60 Liunndnsiuegiedl
Todndny AzuuunIsEouTUNNA U nadeureIgAIAIUAL
AgLULDETEMING 8.00 - 859 agflustAuveusnisreuLniian

dunzuuunssoNUNNMUiade uresTHlauANNALNLA Y
wlsdnameudiannseauiazuuueg sening 6.90 - 7.83 aglu
syuveuunansdsseuinn Tasfinsuuuruvoulnesiuves
gnsntuAueyluszAuYaUNIN (8.50) d1UAZLUNAINNYDU
lneTinvesdniouannaunuatsuletimveudannsedveylu
syfuvauUunansfisveuIn (7.41 - 7.80) Fauanadaffuslals
nsgeusunanduyidniiewsnasuudslinvenliaynsedu

Table 4 Total anthocyanin content and antioxidant activity on DPPH radicals of baked Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes

Samples Total anthocyanins Antioxidant activity
(mg C3GE/100 g d.w.)

mg TE/100 g d.w. % Inhibition
Control -0.02 + 0.01° 78.10 + 08.15° 10.82 + 0.94°
HNR10 0.34 + 0.10° 83.89 + 1.74 11.58 + 0.18%
HNR20 0.55 + 0.07° 83.51 + 0.98¢ 11.69 + 0.28
HNR30 1.01 + 0.07¢ 8331 + 1.01 11.74 + 0.21<
HNR40 138 +0.22° 88.54 + 0.53° 12.47 + 0.10°
HNR50 1.96 + 0.02° 104.40 + 0.84° 15.22 + 0.40°
HNR60 2.22 +0.07° 114.35 + 5.49° 16.54 + 0.68°

Means values in the same column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05).

Table 5 Microbial content of baked Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes

Samples Aerobic plate count (CFU/g)™ Yeasts and molds (CFU/g)™
Control 8.5x10° + 7.8x10° 5.0x10 + 7.01
HNR10 1.7x10% + 1.6x10° 8.5x10 + 1.20
HNR20 7.0x10° + 7.07x10° 8.0x10 + 8.49
HNR30 4.0x10° + 2.83x10° 1.0x10 + 1.41
HNR40 4.5x10° + 6.36x10° 5.5x10 + 4.95
HNR50 8.6x10° + 5.66x10° 1.0x10 + 0.00
HNR60 4.3x10° + 5.5 x10° ND

" Means values in the same column are not significantly different (p > 0.05).

ND: not detected (<10 CFU/g).

Table 6 Sensory evaluation of baked Hom-Nil rice chiffon cakes
Samples Crust color Crumb color Sweetness Flavor Texture Overall
Control 8.45 + 0.63° 8.59 + 0.73° 8.00 + 1.10° 8.30 + 0.80° 8.21 + 1.05° 8.50 + 0.70°
HNR10 7.83 £ 0.93° 7.79 £ 0.86° 7.52 + 1.02%° 759 +0.73° 7.14 £ 1.13 7.62 +0.90°
HNR20 7.55 + 1.06° 7.48 £ 1.06° 7.24 + 1.50° 730 + 1.26° 7.24 + 1.10° 741 + 1.08°
HNR30 731+ 1.11° 7.28 + 1.00° 7.35 + 1.48%° 7.62 + 0.90° 7.62 + 0.90% 7.80 + 1.00°
HNRA0 741 +1.15° 7.38 + 0.98° 6.90 + 1.21° 7.14 + 099" 6.90 + 1.50° 7.45 + 0.82°
HNR50 7.41 +0.98° 752+ 1.15° 7.66 + 1.20% 762+ 1.11° 7.48 + 1.09 7.60 + 0.90°
HNR60 7.38 +0.94° 741 +0.87° 717 +1.28™ 721+ 1.10° 6.93 + 1.16° 7.50 + 1.00°

Means values in the same column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05).

Asalnan1sIvg

ot @ o ni naunuwsanddewd i veuiiai
s¥auSeEay 0 10 20 30 40 50 wag 60 TUANwENYMLEEA N
wawadl wudn dvidn Usinms wasuSinaimud uwead nnaunu
sheutsinmeuiafissduiesar 10 - 60 liumnsrsfugnsaugy
(Table 1) wanslsiiiurnsiasuudsd1avenilag i ssosay 60
liidmarensidsuameseudimeaimiin Vines wavl3ing
i uresiwlewdn 3 sdenndeaiunuisoues Mau et al
(2017) Flgseemumiminuas s inammituweadniesuui e
ddmaunuudeanifosar 10 - 100 SAliwansnsiugasaiugy
pg9ludA ey UAaATEues Chodnakarin et al. (2021) Toseeu
UL wresus i naunuutsandaseut wnuanedn

vienfiaforay 25 - 100 HUSuaanauanaANINgnsuns Tuumy
Amsnaunuseud vesdafiuinnt uiinavilidn a, anas
wamslfidiinmsasaud s mendatisansinandassveudn
ftieadlesnnutisdmeniadarfesazmagadutideudisi
(ouay 212) (Srisom et al, 2020) duutlandduudiiilusiung
wiluwarlnaerAududiulszneu Weklungwiiuwazlnassfiud
amumiumimsn“um mﬂimmiﬂsmuwaﬂmmaim A5oYaYNS
mmsaummﬂﬁuu muumﬂammmmmm aw gandAneSunds
I menia
nsnaunuusanadondsdnnondalusyduiiudu
denalidudenuenuazdduluresindowdniieufiAiainy
asanandenaniu manududindeanas wavArmundua
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unwwasddulufisduddanuduiunwesdiudonuenanas
(Table 2 waz Figure 1) Fan1siUasunUasdvesdnoudnetn
Aeanndaddudiasivendsinvendauaznisiinufizen
sendndurosansuseneulnaiiuea fuiunsiasuudedovey
fafiunniud whlrddenuenuarasmluredniowdnagn
Ty wezifdeanas Fedihaivesutsinnedaiuiidining
\uduseiigeninutisand (Srisom et al, 2020) Fedanalsidsu
Turesdniowdnil i unrsnawnudowt st veudadduns
WA usn1snaunugieuteiivendadifiutuiliauacves
Wasnuananasiiu ilenadumsznsfnUfiseuaaiiads
Huufisemaediiintussniensnosilusazdinaindloe
fiaufouvareuifufiswfizen ilildasuszneuiilid
hna Tagludngnsmuauiifiutianaifududszney anfn
ﬂqLmuﬁulusﬁy’umaumm‘s‘&mdauwau Lﬁ'aﬁﬂﬂauﬁqmwgﬁqﬂﬁq
170 asmigaldoa nginuazyhuAzertuima dealiiuden
énfidhmanes luvngiuddinvenialdilusfunguiuias
Inaesiu feduludumeunswiondiunaudliifangy dea
Tadendniifiunisnaunugieutsdvesdaidinanes
anas FenansAnvidonadostunanisAnuves Mau et al
(2017) Aisreauinsasuudstnddmawnuudsadsosas
10 - 100 dewalvildonuenvesAniarnududunsanasiay
sulursadnimaruduiunaiiuiu
Tunsasedoudnvaodulavesiiegedriaudn
W 7 fhethe wui devsinamsmawnudoutdanexdaly
%WWauﬁmﬁ'mﬂﬂﬁu dawalyl A1 Cohesiveness wag Resilience
anas Tuvued an Hardness Sprmglness Gumminess,
Adhesiveness waig Chewiness L‘WﬁJ‘lJu (Table 3) mumm‘du
LWﬁmﬂumumaumLu’quaLUumuUizﬂauazwmqmmﬂu
dtsznoudae ualdnulundadueianudsdnveuda e
Snsdnszainudeandvesdafiuinndusazdsunauda
andanas Juivladivsununginuanas lnenguuilandavinlv
drunaudu o innziady ad1alaseadng Wumnuudauss v
s wargaduthléR Tesennautivesnguuiigaduih
167 dawalidniinugudy Sndeudniinaunusasutsdn
veudalutiinagsd udsiieueuiusi fe1 Hardness iy
aenndastunanIsAnwen a, (Table 1) finudn M1 a, anauile
USunanisnaunuseutadvesdaiiuly uavaonandesiu
598971Uv04 Sirichokworrakit et al. (2016) 7 L@ 5189953147
Hardness vadtatiiinaunuutisandseutiveudiadaanas

Wasgaunsnawnussudetireuidatiuunidy usnanni

Sirichokworrakit et al. (2016) kag Chodnakarin et al. (2021)
Files1891ud7 M1 Cohesiveness woslati warusafl mudidu
fidanaaileUsinansnaunuutiandsouteivendariuiu
Failwanisneassaonadaiuaudded uandidiiuinnisnauny
uilsanddeudivendadundesas 40 FulU vildnnsinne
Frvosdniloudnanas daurn Adhesiveness Taandiiiuuin
FumuUsinaudestavesdanaunuueanaiy fnalddniou

a

WNHAMINRYWANTY NSAERRANTY wazdnisAniulas

wideniiutu FenanisAnunidenadosiunuidoves Mau et
al. (2017) fis1897u31 A1 Adhesiveness saafniiAfindule
Vinauddnadnaunuuienaiiaty wasnsnawnuudlana
shawtetveudiaiisesas 10 - 60 &Jaaqmaiﬂwm Springiness,
Gumminess Lag Chewiness L‘WQJ‘U‘LJ ﬁmm Springiness ‘V]?N
LLamﬂmmummimmmumaLLﬁqmwawauuaiuﬂimwmwawum
Ivmamm%mwmumﬂummumawu Fanansvnaesiuansing
NTIYIUVDY Sirichokworrakit et al. (2016) wag Chodnakarin
et al. (2021) f51897u31 A1 Springiness vaslatv (A0 wagy
5771 anawmudSansiiuduresnsnauwnudlanasouds
P1venila azA1 Gumminess Waz Chewiness UasTWWoULAN
At umusinanseunuseuiinga Tnasenndasiy
Nan1sANYIAN Hardness wag Adhesiveness
nsaasgiusuateulnleedusiuvesdnoulAn
nauvuutliadmeutstinaveniiaiosas 10 - 60 WU ALY
lanuseulnlgendusuludnieudnansnivny nukoulnly
gfusuluannawnundeanameudetnaveniadovas 10 - 60
agluszAv 0.34 - 2.22 Jadn¥u C3GE/100 nFus108 19U
(Table 4) wanaliifiuimdsainniseudndewdniasundadn
veuila arsuoulnleenfiudinsdoglundniug wazdwmaliiin
Usgloviidefuslna Geaonadosiunanisinyives Mau et al
(2017) fisreeudn wuweulnleerdusinludnvaunuudsand
feutlsdnddfifesar 10 - 60 eglutTunm 3.60 - 12.72
faansu C3GE/100 nSufegnawis useealsiniy USunaeu
Inlwendusaudilaanauised fusuaiiainga Hadens
dennnaeiugvesinilidnvinagd unounisiniouans
a7 lamTeudegea1nisniseuuis lusasdi Mau et al
(2017) lmSeusieg19anIsviurawuundidonuds damusunn
woulnlgenfusaludviowdn Tnsiudumudsunanis
naunuisutsirneniaiiiutuiy donadosiugnsnisiau
ouyadaTzvodnfifiud unuusinansawnudaeuledig
nouilasayar 0 10 20 30 40 50 way 60 vu 78.10 83.89
83.51 83.31 88.54 104.40 way 114.35 §adnsu C3GE/100 n3u
A9819U1e AUERY LLazﬁmLﬂu%faﬂazmi&i’mquaqgaﬁaiz
10.82 11.58 11.69 11.74 12.47 15.22 wag 16.54 AMUAIAU
MnuansAny wandlsiiuigvdmaduoyuadassresdniiou
wnnandulssneuiiduutiedvenda sufunisiiud3unm
wilivenfiadadunsifiuguantisumsiusyyadaszves
Frouan TnguSuraueulnlegusiuesiinandnnonis
wansgs nsdueyyadaszuosiiog 19 ouldn 4910
37891904 Kitisin et al. (2015) Ales1891u31 arswoulnleen
fiu uazgansindiluea Mdudruvsznevlusrdraendadiqns
Fueyyadasy nan1sAnuidsaenadesiunatsnuite Ald
10071 naasuutsiveniadmalindnfusiemsiiqns
mséf’ma%aé‘aimﬁmﬁu (Mau et al., 2017; Rattanachak et
al; 2019; Sanon & Sangteerakij, 2020; Chodnakarin et al,
2021) 59u% Sangnark et al. (2015) §3ldsreauindavenia
flansduouyadasygs Gagandrtnindeaialuds 7 wih daifu
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nanSus g audnnawnuldsaidsiontedaveuiadwu

v eal

wanAueiflvmnzdmiuiuslaniidesnsgualuesvesqunm
Tnoiannzuilaaiifesnsitduansiuoyyadase

nsiAsziUnuuUaiiSsuauaz S inuBaduey
s1vesdnioutdndi naunudsudsiaendafseduionay
10 - 60 wudlusianuuwanaeivansaiuaueg el dadAgy
wandlyifiuinnsiasuutstnivendalidmaronisudsuutag
MeRaunIdvasTuioudn (Table 5) lngynitegrevesduiiou
wndiiusnuiigungivieaduna 24 Halus fisunauuadite
wavmn warUinaBanuar 4.0x10° - 8.6x10° Talad/niu uax
<10 - 85 laladl/n3u suddy FedusunailiiAunaunasgiu
NARAMI YUY LN (INY.459/2589) fiimua §edsnals
HandaTiewAndinuN LAzANURDASENIAURAUYSY
warlunsvnaeumsUszamduiavesinen FrWowdnita 7
Hetna wudmniuiineaeu fie Adenuen ddulu saviny
515 wavAuYeUlneTIN IATLUNRYIENINN 6.90 - 7.83 By
Tusgduveutunansiiswauanniian (Table 6) Fauandliiiudn
fnaaoudalinissensundniel Feudnyndaegad
nadey Ingnnduiadeuregrinunuiinzuuunsseniueg
5317114 8.00 - 8.59 aglusziuveuNseuINNTian egani
FullouAnnaunuseutsinvenia fpnduiinaaoufinzuuy
nsueNsuayIE1INg 6.90 - 7.83 agluseiureuliunarsdisveu
w1 Fadunrsnaunudasud st 1aveudalund nduei
FileuAniinadaniseenunasamduda Fenzuuunis
goufunnFuinaaouvesdriiieudn inaunufeudsiiiven
fafisedufevar 10 - 60 Liwnndsduegafidod Ay wasd
AzwuLANYEUlAETINEY ENINN 7.41 - 7.80 agluseAuyau
tunaniaveuann wansdisinaaeuduliniseeusundndue
Fullowdniasuudstrvonta Arduanuansdng anunsald
wlstnmeufianaunuwtsandlunisudndnieuAnlafsseiu
Fewag 60

A3UNaN1339Y
n1sAnwnisvaunuudsdnanddisutsimeudalu
wanSugdrowdniiszduiosay 10 20 30 40 50 uay 60
ansanaunussutsinmeuialatesziuiesas 60 Usuu
nnaunukisandseutisinveniadfisesuduiulidamasie
nMsasunlasaudfimanienin maadl wazvnagdunidves
SwleudniflowIsuifivuiugnsniuay Ao diuiin U3uas
USnaunudy YSunauuaiiSerimun uavUSunndaduassn
Usinansnaunuutsandssudsinveudaiissduiiugy
denarensidsuulamesn a, A1d Snuaiieduda Usina
woulvloeniiusin uazgvisnsfueyyadaszvesdnieudniilo
Wiguiguiugasaiuau Usununisnauwnuudeaninieudadig
voudlafilsyiuiiud uiliudnsasidnieudndgns nsdu
ouyadassiindu dafu nsmauwnuudsanduisdudaoutsin
viouflalundnfasidrioudndadunuamandsdunisifiuyac
aseengvsNITIn LAz NIfnueyyadase 1R unEn Tt

1o Tngldsuniseeusuainguilaafiiduemsiidgnsnisiiy
DULAdATYE

AnAnssuUsENA
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