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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate the preliminary phytochemicals, total phenolic and
flavonoid contents, and antioxidant activity of crude extracts from Bouea burmanica Griff. peel
using solvents with different polarities (hexane, ethyl acetate, and methanol). The results of the
extraction revealed that the methanolic extract yielded the highest extractable content
(51.80%). Preliminary phytochemical screening based on color reactions and precipitation tests
of B. burmanica peel extracts indicated the presence of phenolics, flavonoids, steroids,
anthraquinones, diterpenes, triterpenes, and tannins. Determination of the total phenolic and
flavonoid contents using the Folin-Ciocalteu reagent and the aluminium chloride colorimetric
method, respectively. The results demonstrated that the methanolic extract exhibited the
highest total phenolic and flavonoid contents (19.54 + 3.57 mg GAE/g DW and 8.86 + 0.89
mg QE/g DW, respectively). In addition, it showed antioxidant activity in all three assays,
namely DPPH (ICso = 15.16 + 1.23 pg/mL), ABTS (ICso = 78.74 = 4.94 pg/mL), and FRAP
(149.07 + 1.35 mg FeSO4 equivalent/g DW). The findings indicate that B. burmanica peel
extracts represent a potential source of antioxidants, which could lead to further in-depth
investigations of its chemical constituents and other biological activities.
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nsfnwi T innUszasd i efnwianangnuiadil oy YSuimansiuednuasaliussdsay
uarnvsFueyyadaszvesasataneuInUdennauzesialnglifvhazaneiidaunandieiu (Bnisu tefinexd
AN LazluNIUEa) HansafaasdIAyaniUdennanzesdn nultaisaiauniueaduiuasatageiqe
(51.80%) dauranisnsamansngnmaiifostudieu §isen mafinduionznouanansadadienuanzesia
wuiuedn valiuess awesess weuns1AIluy lamesiu laswesiiu uazunudy n13nsramysuiuiluedn
wazraliuesnsINmeis Folin- Ciocalteu reagent wag aluminium chloride colorimetric MUAIRU WU @15
aﬁ’mLumuaaﬁﬂ%mm?‘\luaﬁﬂLLaSWaﬂIquaaéswqqﬁqm (19.54 + 3.57 mg GAE/g DW) waz (8.86 + 0.89 mg QE/g
DW anuaa u) uaﬂmﬂﬁye}”ﬂmeqm%ﬁmamﬂaﬁawﬁq 335 A9 DPPH (ICs0 = 15.16 + 1.23
pe/mL), ABTS (ICso = 78.74 + 4.94 pg/mlL) wag (FRAP value = 149.07 + 1.35 mg FeSOq
equivalent/g DW) MnsamsAnwnansiiiuinasatadennauzssiaveansiuoyyadasziifidnynn

lugnsnwesAuszneumaniivasgrismetinmanludsdnsely
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Tuesf wiugedusganaiies ilesnivldneninlunisndnarsngnuadl (Phytochemicals)
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Tomsne¥inmvangdsens WU grsaugatin gnsaunsdnay Inelamnzgrsaueyya (Ndezo Bisso et al,,

oy
il
2022) § sfunumadrdglunisdestuaiudeniesdsiwad :nnszuruniseondinty surdund elu
annnuaniiviliiinlealudasoid o3a wu Tsaialanasuaoaidon lsaiuimau lsausiss lsndalomes
Larn1I2Ld 0UYBITTUUUTEAIM (Wansutha & Yuenyaow, 2018) aswgnuwiafifi wuluiy sindneglungy
nauansUsznaulndiuea anfily Huedn Wanliuess damased unuily laswesiiuesd lilpawmesea Anily
wazdnuuu 9 Uszdndnmduoyyadaselaonss uazenadgns dugadn drunissniau uie nszdu
myvhoueseuleifiiedestuns FnusuadaTEANURTe0enBinduvessnenie (Thiraphatthanavong et al.,
2023) MnTgiuarAnuaamaiiaduiddyuesniteiugunm desiulutagiuinogluaed

1z (Bouea burmanica Griff.) \uliinairsugiavesinedislyadiannsaaiisseld THuiinunsnslne
Anacardiaceae LiuLfiBafiu uzaag uzds1e wazuenen ureadaiulidudunsmuddnvurludideinaondiad
(Boonwong et al,, 2017) Tunzosindanwaradeiuluuzahaudfivuiaiidnnitluazaing luazi3eisn aen
fidnwauzdudedndewundn adneduuzuss Wusenauysalinaazuidlutiaiioungedniau-suiay navea
uzesdnueiidnunznssadield Svwelugniueuss nafuisauien daunagnazisammiuenisuariindu
iz vilaadusgaunsanglulszmalve (Mavuso & Yapwattanaphun, 2017)

2INN15A 81104 Seekhaw et al. (2022) $1891u31@15aR AU aud arnlunreedadarsngnuad
Aduuvasdsssund 4 nau Auedn unudu lnsmesiiu wounsedluusarlineliAnnsszaeifomwioranseu
Refiwiansesing uay 9NNNSANYITEY Seekhaw et al. (2023) wuihansafnlenuoareuudausesdauanigns
fusyyadaszdszneusisasngnued 6 viia liud fuedn vialiuesd mﬁaiaaﬁiﬂaiﬂlﬁziﬁ woUNIIALLUY
lnsines waza1nn3AnwIves Lamkhwan & Seekhaw (2025) Wuinansadnfiuy pslngauludionguanangny
mwmﬂm‘mmstziumNmeqmmmauuaaaiuamwﬂiuawsm‘waﬂmmmmmwuwwamaamwuwuuaﬂ%a
uywd (HaCaT cell lines) s dvdfalusmiaded fiteTaulafiasdnuansngnuaiifesiu Uinaftuednuay vian
Tussdsiu uargviafuoyyedasraniudensaurssdn fudutamieiomnnsinunsvedine itedugiudona
Tumsfnwesduseneumaniluddnudonvdmedinmduiiiadladelulueuan

ABenliumsy

nsiudlegaUdenuauze e

Wuietgenanzeslnaindivalnsuen sunendlnsaa Sswiagledis daufeouuwiou w.e. 2566 lag
Fonfunaiiansiufideifvdosoudu

nswsBNEsafaveTUURaNULE TR

Udennanzesdngnusisunaziden 500 NTU W1afAAI8AIvNagaeduniguTung 1500 Taddns
Uit meshazaty (Bneu liinesdon uasumiuea) Tnsutndnlugungiivenduna 1 dam
vnsungin 2 adedadavazatsudazeda ndwinisnsesnasssediiazatseandasiag o
SENBLUUAAAILA (Rotary evaporator) a¥ldiansainnenuvesdientanzesdn wazdnnamnandniilddudos
ag (%Yield) LLawmulf’ﬂunwummmUmaumLwaﬁmﬂuLLaquﬂmmmw 4 °C tevhnavnaeuluiuneusiely

Sovasnananiild = (hwdnansarte / dwiinansdaesng x 100)

msasavsevarsnanuaiiidasdu (Phytochemical screening)

ﬂ'ﬁmwaa‘umaqumﬂﬁLﬁyaaﬁuammsaﬁ’wmuLaﬂLeuu 19N TLAN LazluNIURaTRLUA 9nNHa
gt an 28U N TenIsiAadniongnoaud1uiIu 10na'u bawn Auedn (FeClstest) 9nludu
(Floating test) Wa1lausea (Alkaline reagent, Lead acetate, Magnesium wire tests) @Lfig508a
(Salkowski’s test) o am1aneun (Wagner’s test) lnalalen” (Concentrated H,SOq4 test)
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Lo UNI1ATIUY (Borntrager’s test) latnosWu (Copper acetate test) lnsinasaiu (Salkowski’s test)
uazunuilu (Gelatin, Lead acetate tests) 1135989 Lamkhwan & Seekhaw (2025)

A1sIUSHNaE1sUsENaUNURaN5IU (Total Phenolic Content, TPC)

N1531AT1ERUT U URANTINYINA187T Folin-Ciocalteu reagent @amAaednu3d Noorhashim et al.
(2025) Ww3Bnansazatefiegeiinududy 0.1 me/mL wdiUnld 96 well plate U3anns 12.5 uL iutingu
12.5 pL wagasagany Folin-Ciocalteu reagent 12.5 pL mmﬁ;é’ﬁﬁﬂﬂuqm%qﬁﬁm 6 wil Gf@iiﬁ%auﬁ?ﬂﬁ’u
100 pL sufvatsazatelelfsun1suaiun (NaxCOs) aauid udu 7.5% wiv USuans 125 pL el
wazUslufifingumgiiviesdn 90 undl Asuthluiarinisgandunasiiniuenirdu 760 nm seLA3es Microplate
reader (BMG Labtech, Germany) thenfildndnauiinaiiuednsn Tnewssuiiisuiunsvinsgiuvesnsa
wnadn (Gallic acid) wazsnenunaiduniiedadniunsaunadnauyanensufiod19uie (mg GAE/g DW) n13
yaFDULsagi 881991191 3 A% (n=3) uasuanmaluzuaiads + dudsauuuinsgiu (Mean + SD)

nsmUsunamalaueensiu (Total Flavonoid Content, TFC)

n1sTausuturailiueun s1uAaLUasInT 5§ ue Sriraksa & Seekhaw (2024) aluminium
chloride colorimetric IagLn s vua1TazaIef10819AUTUTY 0.5 me/mL uartiunld 96 well plate Usnns
125 pL anduidsledonlulasy (NaNO,) adudu 5% wiv USuims 12,5 pl wassinlifigamaiivies 5 urd
Aoundufuansazawergiiuunaslsn (ALCL) AMUUNTY 10% w/v USHns 37.5 pL wehlidntuudarinan ans
Qmﬂﬁuumﬁmmmm?{u 510 nm #a84A3 89 Microplate reader (BMG Labtech, Germany) ¥1andilaunauan
Usuraalwesdsuld TagwSsufisuiunsimuinsgiuveuaisdiiu (Quercetin) wazsigsunatdumiae
fadnFumiedfiuauyaroniumiog i (mg QE/g DW) MslAswLsazieg1vig 3 ade (h=3) uazruannaly
sUAade + drudeauunnnsgiu (Mean + SD)

mwwaaquééﬁuauua%asvﬁaﬂﬁg DPPH

msﬂivLuquﬁmuauuaaaivmmﬁ DPPH #inutasannisves Kaewpiboon & Boonnak (2021) :5191AN15
wisuasavanefegrinnududududy 1.0 meg/mL wdhmsidendildvasenududuiifesns aniulile
a5aza1ufa9813 100 uL aslu 96 well plate LLa”Lﬁmﬁﬁa a18 DPPH mmmmu 0.2 mM 8n 100 L tg g
fundrunliluiifiafgaumgies 30 uii Maqmﬂummmmimmauuawmmmmau 517 nm lngldin3eq
Microplate reader (BMG Labtech, Germany) mmwvl,é'lﬂmmmiaaau‘uaﬂm’mmmaa Iuﬂﬁﬂwm%aaaiw (%
Radical scavenging) aMnaun1sifviun

%DPPH Radical scavenging activity = [(A control = A sample)/A control] x 100

W0 A conrot A AMsQANAULAIYBsENsazats DPPH (lalnavansines)
A sample 7B AIN3RANALLAVBIANTAZANEFIDE9TIvinU SN AU DPPH

nsadeansmdnamSesarauaunalunsinueyyadasy (%Radical scavenging) kazALiudy
Yosansaraefiegs lievanududuvesansazansiegnai mmsaé’ug’qa%aéaiz DPPH 161 50% (ICs0) 1ie/u
fluansara1eu1nsgIUInIALT (L-Ascorbic acid) innsnaaeudieeeay 3 A (n=3) Mnduthuanimeassitléin
vALaAY + du LsuuuIATEIU (Mean + SD.)

nsvaaUqBueYYaBasElaEds ABTS

nsMIBNAITaYals ABTS™ AinuUad91niswes Thititanaapipong et al. (2025) ilnenauansazaty ABTS
7 mM U305 4 mL iy ansazans KiS;0s 2.4 mM U3unms 6 mL udmdluiifislugamgiivieadunan 12-14
Hlus ieliAnUfAseauauysavds andufahasazans ABTS” flduvhnadensieonuesludasdiy
1:50 mL LLaxmmaaummiamﬂﬁuu,mﬁ'mmmmﬁlu 734 nm #2813 84 Microplate reader (BMG Labtech,
Germany) Inglildamaganduuasogssving 0.70-0.71 9ndunTouasazaefosafiaududududiu 1.0
me/mL wazuiuanududulieglusefuiivanzay thaisazaiediesns 20 uL 1iuadhu 96 well plate udfs
ansazany ABTS™ USunms 180 pl wewazusluiiieiigamgiiieafiunan 6 undl deuinAnisganduuasil 734
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nm nafilagniundwandudesazaesninuaiusalunisidneuyadase (% Radical scavenging) Auaun1s
dlunmsinsegn

%ABTS Radical scavenging activity = [(Aconyot = A sample)/A controd X 100

e A contol AR AMNNIAANGULAIYBIANTAZANY ABTS™ (liinawansdiiogns)
A sample P18 ANNNTRANTULAIVRIANTAZANEFIBEIIINURTeNTU ABTS™

afunsmAmamiesazANuamsalunIsAIueyyadase (%Radical scavenging) WagANLTLIUYBY
asavareiietns it emanaduduresansazatefiegnefianunsaduds euyadasy ABTS™ I 50% (ICso)
\WigufuansazanennsgIuiniud (L-Ascorbic acid) ¥insmaaeuiegnias 3 ass (n=3) :ntuthnanisnaass
Aldummanads + dudssuuunsgi (Mean + SD)

nsadeuqBiueYYaBastlngs FRAP

N3R5 BUAITazae FRAP reagent vinlaenau 300 mM Acetate buffer (pH 3.6), 20 mM FeCls kag
10 mM TPTZ fiaganelu 40 mM HCL Tudnsdu 10:1:1 mL 9 nsaundouaisazaisfiegafiauidady 0.05
me/mL wazdin 20 uL asbu 96 well plate Winansazane FRAP reagent 180 pL wenvidniu udauuluiiiad
oaumgiivieafuim 6 wifl newiluindnsganduuasiiannuenindu 593 nm lagldia3es Microplate reader
(BMG Labtech, Germany) @ 1n139,An& ukai Ligni unUFsutisununs 1 mu1nsg1ues FeSO
Wi oA uaMMIUT I Fe? uazs1e91unald uniag mg FeSO, equivalent/g DW 1ag¥1n15 S1asssian 3
adsroniaietne (n=3) Mndumenad « w¥ouaudenuusmnsgiu (Mean + S.D.)
nsRssideyanieata

nMsvageuIiomUIInafiueanin waliussdsi uazqrsiueyyadaszanmsaianeureadonsa
ugssdaiildandavinazas 3 vinfisatu asviimslinseieiegises 3 adt (n=3) wadmaildutdauslugy
yosAndendonddonuuinnsgiu (Mean + S.0) MFlATIRANLLTUTILYBIAIRABLULINAAED (One-way
ANOVA) fia838n15nad@autuy Tukey’s HSD (post-hoc test) Taglalusunss GNU PSPP software version 2.0.1
fisziupnuidesiufiesay 95 (p < 0.05)

Nan158uazafUsuna

ANNTUNUR DNHANLYITALNIAN AR 18AIVNALA1ULINLYY Lo ABLTLAN WALIUNIUGS LAY
izmam”wﬁazmaaaﬂm”mm%"aaizmaLL‘UUQzyaunmmxlm”mﬁaﬂ”wmwaaLﬂﬁ‘an NaUT T AT
Januwaenanen ez Sesasnandnvesasanaldantanzestn (Table 1)

Table 1 Crude hexane, ethyl acetate, and methanol extracts of B. burmanica peel.

Extracts Characteristics of extracts Weight (g) %Yield
Hexane Dark reddish-brown viscous liquid 5.7 1.14
Ethyl acetate Green viscous liquid 6.1 1.22
Methanol Brown viscous liquid 259 51.8

nan1InTIIMIUSINaiueAnuazNalIuaensau (Total Phenolic and Flavonoid Contents)
nMsnsImUTInafiuednsanainarsataneureaddonnanseadnaindahazatess 3 vie
a1u130 Awr U uaiuednsiuldainnsavvesaisazarsuinsgiunsawnadn (Gallic acid) (y =
23319 + 0.1317 R2 = 0.9969) 1A83g351891UNan19nAastunu' 18 mg GAE/g DW @ 3un151
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USurauranlauses sauatunsor ulInlad 91nns1M909815a2a18119551ULA99 @ 1 (Quercetin)
(y = 0.9727x + 0.0656 R? = 0.9977) Uags1e91uKanIsnasdtuniag mg QE/g dried weight (Table 3)

Nan'liwmaaquéﬁ'lua%aﬁaizﬁqEﬁ% DPPH, ABTS wag FRAP

nsnRdeUVEsueyyadaTraNaTataveurenUdennanresdaTiatad i vinaraeBuniea 3 win
#6735 DPPH, ABTS waz FRAP nudnansadaneuvesiddenuanzesiafianadiedviiazaty #ifidauandieiu
wliinagmisueyyadassiiuaniaiu Tnsnsvaaeudieds DPPH uay ABTS aws1unansnaaefue IC50
daunsnnaeunieds FRAP lunsiadlaglidiannseu unesuyadaszassivsunanisnaaewduai FRAP
value luniiy mg FeSO4 equivalent/g DW (Table 3)

Table 3 The phytochemical contents and antioxidant activities of DPPH, ABTS and FRAP assays from peel

of B. burmanica extracts.

Phytochemical contents Antioxidant activities

Extracts TPC TFC ICso of DPPH ICso of ABTS FRAP value

(mg GAE/g (mg QE/g (ug/mL) (ug/mL) (mg FeSO,4

DW) DW) equivalent/g

DW)

Hexane 0.45 + 0.05° - 544.05 + 11.21°  876.92 + 53.45° 0.40 + 0.01°
Ethyl acetate 0.46 +0.06° 0.68+0.04° 4124 +212° 11721 + 6.14° 2.57 + 0.08°
Methanol 1954 + 3.57° 886 + 0.89° 1516 + 1.23° 7874 + 4.94°  149.07 + 1.35°

Remarks: - Indicates the absence of constituents. Different superscript letters (a-c) within the column
indicate statistically significant differences (p < 0.05; n = 3).

v
o

FUWANA197U 3 ¥R WUINANTANPLUNIUDA

'
d

NHANIANYINITANALURBNNaNEE9TARIEAIIazaT
TUTurugean (51.80%) 584a3U1A Lo a0 LAY (1.22%) wazlantou (1.14%) ATUaT1AU
Fadunaanquanvivenuniuoaiifuivazatsdigearuisnazatsaiseonqni v 792140
lagtanizarsna dad ued nuaza1liuserdaanna 04N US183T1UUBY Kebede et al. (2025)
ez“f‘ﬂﬁwqq'm”w"waxamsug’gqq WU lumueakagieniueaiysednainlunisadanarsiuedinganin
Favarvanef 979 auarlu T2 n1snsredevarsngnuiad il esdy wudasadauniuea
flasdusgnouanseengquisuniian léun fiuedn valussd afiesosd ueunsnailuu lamesiu lnsmesiu
wavunuiiu TurasflofiaesBavnusosa waslaney AUEaIRU 991nN15ANEIY8S Chisayo et al. (2016) WU
Frviazaneiililunsadainasonsatanguarsngnuiadifiddn lnsnuinumuead adudviazarefidu
weanoseduaziivylensenda (OH) lugmslassadomaniiazannsoatnnguarsiddauunansdegdldifosnn
amuiitvesiihazans uasumueaiaansavhaentusaduesiisldiviliannsoatanguarsddioongs
msfanlduinnindviazaiseided u lnsasiulddnansadans 3 vidaduundswosansnguiluednds
fn1sigaddarsdussdnsamlunisandvluaasendlad waveuyadass A1un1sdniauvessenie
Frudeuuafisedfinolmianlsn wu lsagiiuf Tsavaandon Taauzisa (Saeed et al, 2021)

drusuliuruduedngau WU’J"]?HiﬁﬂvﬂLNVHuE]@ﬁTJ%N’]m@JQ‘ﬁIQW (19.54 + 3.57 mg GAE/g DW)
033NN A DL avsd LA (0.46 +0.06 mg GAE/gDW) waglanteu (0.45+ 0.05 mg GAE/g DW)
Wulisaduuiuiunanliussssaudi wudnarsadaiuniueaiusuiugsiign (8.86 + 0.89 mg QE/g DW)
JedadUnABLeiaedan (0.68 + 0.04 mg QE/g DW) duansaiaeniau linvaisnqunailiusedainnisvagey
arsnguafidsafuieufisonaindviensnou nansmaasugns A ey adased1835 DPPH wuin
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ansatPunIueanns A7 ga sesaanfetovl aezdianuazieniau (Co= 1516 + 1.23, 41.24 + 2.12 uay
544.05 + 11.21 pg/mL puddfu) 38 ABTS wuiransafnuvueasiqniiiian sesasnfeiefiaesdinvuazienisy
(ICso= 78.74 + 4.94, 117.21 + 6.14 WAy 876.92 + 53.45 pg/mL AUAIAU ) EIUNANITNAGOUAILID FRAP WU
asanamueaiiqVifign sesasnAeiofiansdiamuazioniau (149.07 + 1.35, 2,57 + 0.08 Waw 0.40 + 0.01 mg
FeSOq ¢/DW A1a16 ) ankananaiuansliiiufisninuasnnd 99iuauiseass Mohammed et al. (2022)
A syydrarsadafioi duSuauiued nuazaliusssd qeasigns duoyyadaseganiuludae
MnnMIAnwgETsTanmssUdensaresiisluisdifetuiuuredn o1ty urahsaeus Atautfo wuii
Waenuauzhaiadnsedahazaeiemusaiviaituednuazrlailiuosdsngaiian (364.0 mg GAE/g DW uay
153.7 mg QE/g DW auidndfu) uazianqasueysadaszie3s DPPH, ABTS uaz FRAP fifndnansaiaiudenta
mmaﬁaﬁms’haﬁaﬁwa masuﬁmé“'u SnifsansanaeniueaaniUdennas u'anawﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁménsj”aLLamnqw§

ﬂ’]iEJ‘UEJ maLLUﬂ‘wLiwwummiumml,a au S. typh/mur/um E. coli, Ps. fluorescens, S. aureus Wee
L. monocytogenes (Zafra Ciprian et al., 2023) deandostunounhiliinsnenuiasatiaveivaniuazida
uzesdaduundmesmangnueiifiuansqridueyyadaszegaiidnnin uasSuirasataveuiefiaezdaunm
vosfwzedadenuduiiviowadaowad Human keratinocyte immortal (HaCaT) Tuszduuunanadewfieuiu
gN5annNLTNLYULAZLIUNIUBE (Lamkhwan, N., & Seekhaw, 2025; Seekhaw, et al., 2023) uaﬂmmjvgﬂﬁmi
senuiansatmindeudanluizesdanuasmgnuad 4 nau éun fluedn unuiu lnsimesfiu uaswouneiluy
waddlneliiAnanuduivuuud sundusensseaoifosas innseuveiaviislunseseg (Seekhaw, et al,
2022) a1ﬂmamiﬁﬂwﬂuﬂ%ﬁyuamﬂ,ﬁLﬁudw asatnndennaveszssdafiatnfedniasassmusagesily
shenguansngnuiaifiddyvansuiin Tuaituanuazathusedsings uas uﬂﬂanwwiuﬂWiaaﬂqwﬁmwuauua
dasy Wi meamlﬂﬁﬂmmmmﬂ,umaﬂmmiLLsmLLawamUimaumqmmwmﬂﬁumammmuaa EHR
nsAnwgNENI9TInMBY 9 WAy LwaLﬂumay‘aiumwﬂﬂmaEJamwwmLﬂumammwwaqmmwLmaiwaiiﬂ%
moly

d3UNan15IY

nsAnwiidunisefsuansasaneruainidennanzesalaglddavazats 3 via ldud tanieu
o aosdian Laziuniuoa LW en39TIATIY peA UsEnouatTngnulATLY oedy UFuw
asrluednwaznaliusynsIy qwéé’mauga%aszﬁw%ﬁ DPPH, ABTS wag FRAP Nan1539unWu3n a@nsanmuniuea
fiUansatingaiian (51.80%) drunansnsramansngnuaiidesiudeujisenmaiaduiensnouainais
annwdsnnanzesianuiiuedn Wailiuees awfiesesd waunsiniluu lawesiu laswesiiu uasunuiu
USinaflueBnuasaluesdsiugsiian sufledauaniguidueyyadaseis 3 38 mnuansdnwuandliifiui
asatadentauzesdaluunasesasiuoyyadassiiddnonm thlugnmsfnwesduszneumanaiiuazgmsnis
Fanmduludednsoly

AnAnssuUsznA
HIdeveveunnl a1wivall gudinermans augiermansuazmalulad uninendesadgiiyaaasiy
nlvinsatuayuesesie gunsal wagan uviinmside
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