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Abstract

This study aimed to demonstrate the antimicrobial activity of crofton weed oil against cariogenic

bacteria and oral Candida species. The antimicrobial sensitivity testing was determined by a disk diffusion
method against Streptococcus mutans, Actinomyces viscosus, Lactobacillus casei and oral Candida species:
Candida albicans, Candida glabrata, Candida krusei, Candida tropicalis, Candida parapsilosis and Candida
dubliniensis. Additionally, scanning electron microscopy (SEM) was used to investigate microbial ultra-struc-
ture alteration after the oil treatment. The oil exhibited similar antibacterial activity as 0.2 % chlorhexidine
gluconate (0.2 % CHX) against all tested bacterial strains. The zones of inhibition produced by the oil against
S. mutans, A. viscosus and L. casei were 11.1 + 1.05 mm 18.7 + 1.81 mm and 10.4 + 1.55, respectively.
However, 0.2 % CHX had greater antifungal activity against C. glabrata, C. krusei, C. parapsilosis and C. dub-
liniensis than the oil. Neither reagent demonstrated antifungal effect on C. albicans. Unexpectedly, the
antifungal effect on C. tropicalis of the oil (19.0 + 1.00 mm) was nearly two folds higher than that of 0.2 %
CHX (11.0 £ 0.0 mm). SEM of microbial cells treated with the oil showed perforations on the cell surface or
alteration of cells shape. Crofton weed oil exhibited antimicrobial activities against caries-related bacteria

and most oral Candida species, especially C. tropicalis, by affecting microbial cell surface.

Key words: Antimicrobial activity; Essential oil; Eupatorium adenophorum Spreng; Cariogenic bacteria;

Oral Candida species

Received Date: Feb 27, 2014, Accepted Date: Apr 21, 2014

102  J DENT ASSOC THAI VOL. 64 NO.2 APRIL - JUNE 2014



UNINYINIS
=

ANSNITANUBYAINVBNN TN MBI LU UL UATISY
Mngavanulsaiuy waswesuaufnIwulugasUn

wilon SeyeyeSaed’ Yudys daeduna’ nginn gana’ Suayy wswuaun a dnaues” wazfive] Anma’
"neivngatvinen waglassmsiannmieiteqatiinedesin aazsununverans quiasnsaluminendy
AUV ATUNNY

g fuRnsdunidiaiidaaseit anntuidopnasal wandnd nsamme

*AnuzununeEns PansaiumIneTds wana Ty namme

“Inendelinsidennarllnsied pransaiuminends waunuiu asamne

Andatigafiuunal:;

Wilan SyayAsdd N1AIYaTVINGT warlATININMLIMLIEITERaTVINGYRIUIN AETUALNEAIERS
IAINTAUUMINGIRY aUUSSAU WwaUnuIY namne 10330 InsAnit: 02-2188680 Insans: 02-
2188680 diua: tpanida@gmail.com

UNANELD

¥ '3

nsAnuiifngusrasdlunamaaevgrddudegainvosthiunenszimeanluaiuvaidede
wuafi3efiieadestulsnituy uasderuauinifinuludesin Tnsvhnmsnaaeuaulbesaniuinfonda
Tunud udailullowa Jalada wirlnuBada Awd wauinn uwoalduaud uAuRnI NAIUTIN weuRnn Asdle
weuinn sedanda wauin wsleleda uasuaufon duiideudarorduneusamelne s RadAnindu s
famslindosganssmididnaseusiindoinsn iledimansdsuladasamousadtogatmmainds
nseufethifunenssve mInnIRdeUNUT thdunessmenauindgvstudedifienuieatestu
naiinlsaitugisanusialndideatugrisvesnaefiindiiu nglaunmnudiuduiosas 0.2 Tnefivuneuadlan
fudsnnthduvenssmereawiulndenda fnunud uledluifowa dalada wasudalnundada auwduhty
11.1 + 1.05 fading 18.7 + 1.81 Haduns wae 10.4 + 1,55 Tadwns sudiu Tuvaisiinae5iéndaiu nglatun
aruidudufesas 0.2 sengvisdusouAuin) na1usIm uauAnm asdle uAufnn wslelada uazuaufinn
suddeuaalainimhiuonszve warliflsiusadnilaasfianasnoenguisuseunufin uoatuaud
¥ uiidunenssmenduilgrisiusiouauiing nseliade (19.0 + 1.00 Sedwns) ldAniraesindiiu nale-
waAududuseaz 0.2 (11.0 = 0.00 fiadwns) eu 2 wih nMmainndewanssaididnaseuriindosnsin
wandlifiifugnzaiiinwad viomadsusuismensad niinseudethiuvenssme nsfnmiianslidiu-
 ihifuesssmernluaunanfgvsiudinasgivinesderiduiustumaialaaituy wesdesuaud-
prludesunieunnaneiiug Tnstanizuaufion nsedaaa Insluinadefmwaduesdogadn

ANFNARY: QVBNITINUREYaTN; YduveusEmy; a1uva; Weonelsaluw; Wos AR

Thanyasrisung et al., 2014 103



UNiI

nsifiuturesUsseinstiasenydaingsd
AMNUNNIDIVDIUITINITZUU (systemic factor)
dwmalilsniluy uarlsaiforuauiniludesinny
I¢oeanniu seelsamaniidndeliinenisdutan
Sulsemuemsiaaun dawansenusieguamilag
T UazAUNNTIRUD a8 TueE 19NN Lazan
M3ATITUAFUN NI VIR pSadl 7 Usednd na.
2555" wui nquidengiinginssumeviungunim
lairionf wu mauuseilufissiuazadilunoudh uas
A mweINsuUseiluRfiusEansawlsiifiosme
uenanil madhdsuinsfieglussdudoudiaii fs
tu nsdaaiumsdostulsalutesnlvifuggeoy
Fududiuddyiiteansnsnisinlse ansilddne
Tuns¥nn wasddsnalsfasengdannm@indiatn

Iﬁﬂﬂucyﬂuiﬁﬂéa%’qﬁé’qmLﬂu{]fgmﬁﬁzg
Tuvaeuseing audaludsewealve 91nnan15d1539
WUAFUA LMY ASsfl 7 UsednT w.er. 2555 uans
T Usswealvedeeadidnsnisiinlsailuyeglu
seugalaenuseslsaldinnnieimiweaszing'
fouslsntazlaildfanuguussdoudin uifidy
awmananvese N sUntugeslin sutansgeydy
HududanansznuAaaun NlAgII LALAMNA NN
vosyanaiu Hufinsuiufogudain Tsnstumdu
Tsafliinanvaneiiade (multi-factorial disease)
Hadenilaiddty Ao uiunsugdund vielulefias
(biofilm)* finsAnwidruaumnueansliifiuaiy
dtusveadonguinunud awiuladonla (Mutans
streptococci) Wanlnudada (Lactobacillus spe-
cies) uavwdARLuLewa (Actinomyces species) ﬁagj
Tululetlad funszunumsiinlsaitugluszezsg  lng
szovEsuveanainlsaituy saudduseslsagaum
(white spot lesion) wuidonauusarlusiowa uaenguii
yilefunud awsulnAenla (Non-mutans streptococ-
o) Temsiunhidesy o Tusveziimsmiduressosisn
(progressive stage) Sinnunguilunud awsulnfonla

Weinusnazeylunguudalnunla (Lactobacilli)
wshnaan (Prevotella) uarluillauuaiiiSew (8-
fidobacterium) &miulsasinilur (root caries) van
Houte uazAMETBUNTNUITENduISARTuToIYA
waznguitlildfounud awsilafenln Wudwlng
Tnedenguudeilusiowadiuenldainsoslsasnity
wilsinuanesitusiifienuannsalunissdansald
ﬂ'j’]L%aﬂzjuLﬁmﬁ’uﬁwwumﬂﬂuﬂﬂa5
Tsafnidesuauinluroshniinainides
FauauRnBeiinansanoiug aeftusidnuenle
Uogainseelsnme wAuAn weaduaud (Candida
albicans) TasUnfudrderuauinndudedinuls
ianoluvesunleglineliiinlsn widelafifinm
unwsevassruuniauiy wu luiaens gUielsa-
Wy fRadeietle? warlufthelsaseuseing 4
uenanthadeneszuuudn Yaduianed (ocal fac-
tors) fAildulumaiiuanudsswesnininlsaldie
wu msdithaneties (Xerostomia) nsldfluyaey
msguyvd mslfensein Wudu Sademanids
BuliAnlsainitosuauiniluresuinlfiety
uonIINtLE WosuauRnfaannsnadslulefidy
TngluBainzAuinily videwadldouin (epithelial
cells) waediamnsnimenauiudionuaiizetaaesy-
Tnfondaiinulutesunldse Tansfidesiungy
HululeflduidvinliAnmsiosTiugldieiu’
wirnssndndogatinmena i n1sulse-
#ueeegnds nsldlrudaitu uaznisldgunsaliasy
U q SR UNsEeNsuh anunsasdalule-
SR widszansamlunsindafitu fusfnwenis
Tilovesusarynaa’ vinliusgavanmlunisyiany
avorndesinanas Memmisednsldasiugadn
TusUuuuvasdiunanlundndueiniaviunnssuun
aSaszAnBnn windnusiitldtueglutagtuds
s lihenduluSewesgvdlunmsihinide
nau wazsanlifivUszasd ufsatnafeainelian
Sunsresefld Fedu nmafinwduat uasimuans
il o ldsyavsnmty uasiinadhafeosas

104  J DENT ASSOC THAI VOL. 64 NO.2 APRIL - JUNE 2014



Jefaflarwdrdyegunn Avayulnsfuniauums
flssuauanla ieshonuandilunisinuilse i
wathaAsstiosniteunutagtu waslufivdinuls
luludsenelne®

@ v (Eupatorium adenophorum Spreng
%% Aceratina adenophora Spreng) L‘fluﬁ%'gﬂs’mﬁ
annsauldmemeamilovessundlne Shisulaluiui
$n$9 Tspduanaigs 800 AT NMIENTIAVDTIEN
AT LagAnuzEnalATLN Y raenliU sy lo
ndausg 9 vesumnEdue iy Wy W
snnduiasuiFoulu Wenlunirudmeniitorhnis
aden” uaraNMsANEIYR Nabin Bhattarati wag
Geeta Shrestha 1@ A6 2000 uh anuvsSinyislunis
Frudouuniiie uasitosldvanesin'® udlsiiteyats
qvilunmsiuiegaTwiHlArsAlugasn fn N3
Ay lunSii Sangusvasdoveaeunyisiudenatn
yonniumenssvenAlUaUNAa e TR AR TS
fumaialsaituy uadiesuauinimulusesun

Yanaunsaluazisnis

MswSsutsueusTweanluauan

difumonsseldlunsined Tdnnnis
annluanunun (Eupatorium adenophorum
spreng) Taemsndugnenh (water distillation) waz
WuasleReudama woulensa (sodium sulfate
anh{drous; Na,sO,) Lﬁaﬁaﬁﬁaaﬂmﬂgﬁaﬁ’mﬁé’a
mﬂﬁfuﬁwmsﬂs?ami Na SO, aamﬁaﬁlﬁlﬁﬁwﬁu
NOUTEMEUTANT (pure essential oil) Fadldnwoue
Duveavenla Awdessou tntuvensvwedilad
gniAvluvIndvn Agauvindl 4 ssmwaidua aundn
vivinisnageusely

mMawdsudenuniise
amsUlpAonfa Saunud ATCC 25175 ude-
AlusTowa Jalada ATCC 15987 wavuanlnuida-
ad Aed IFO 3533 Qﬂﬂﬂmt,wwawu”jutﬁyawﬁya

LUTUESNBUTTY (Brain Heart Infusion agar; BHI
agar) Ingaulugou (e Forma scientific) gnmail
37 asrnmalyd Usunaasuaulaeenlsnsosay 5
dviuideswaufainnateiiug (C. albicans
ATCC90028, C. glabrata TIMM1098, C. krusei
ATCC6258, C. tropicalis ATCC750, C. parapsilosis
ATCC20019 waz C. dubliniensis 16F) gmwwmgawu
ﬁué&m%@%ﬂuiiﬁ Winglnsa (sabouraud dextrose
agar) Ingaufigaumndl 37 ssmivaifea ntiurhns
dnelaladifien (single colony) umnzsalueims-
Beoaderususnsvduindusiiaman Brain Heart In-
fusion broth) U3unns 5 fadans unan 24 4l
feunmanasarUSURBlREmM LU UAA LY
1AsgIU 0.5 uliarsuaus (McFarland) vietinge-
nAusafinnuenndy 625 uluwssinu 0.1

NSNAFBUAIBISAAN ANAITUY
(Disk diffusion test)

ThlsugausIAnde (sterile cotton swap)
Juideiusuranuiuuds naliudElsiang q fu
framaon udninthouuiudoate yawes-susu
(Miller-Hinton agar) Tngannidurinuianansaumieg-
Foudatheduduianliid q R v
9MSaBTe 60 o udthewuiReatu vguil
3 pds dewaldliuddunveusululneseuves
NuUIMTREIde ieliidensyaeaihaueriain
wiosiassdefeidliliuie arnduimseuusi
ParUsmannde sunduriugudnats 6 Saduns
nenasavaneeamatrlves g fiusireinide
(sterile Phosphate Buffer Saline; PBS) waetsu-
fundes (soybean oil) yiothdunenszmeaniy
anunAuiduSeas 100 VioraoanTAu na-
TatunAUNTUSoras 0.2 (0.2 % chlorhexidine
gluconate; 0.2 % CHX) Usuw 5 lulasans asuu
farf Tundu (forceps) iusARnidoruusuard
TH waEnAN 9 UL fRsse LAy
Fanthfuidieade ninhdgeudunan 24 H1lus

Thanyasrisung et al., 2014 105



WE13981uAAundsveslaududs (inhibition
zone) MAnTu Tnemsadushuaudnansesiay
Fud lumheliaduns vnsveassteniu 3 ass
nsvadeuisauUannainisnismeasuniulase
ansugadn lumlvdeuueiiGe uavlsafnideiiny
Yoglugaslin'

N13NTIIADUSN UL VIIYAA IAENFDIaNTIAY
dilanasaurlindasnsin
(Scanning Electron Microscope; SEM)

pUpTFRISIETRFOUfUA Ao
Tiiles wauiiusrnde viethiudurdes wie
thifumewssvenluanumneudidudosas 100
vionaoiindiu nglawmanudutuiesay 02 7
gamgfl 37 esrniwaiua \unatUszanas 24 Hlus vds
ik thandsheansazanevesariatisted snaud
Unende wadgniiluutlungenarledaudiiu
Jouaz 2.5 (2.5 % glutaraldehyde) ﬁqmwgﬁﬁa& Ju
nen 2 il wavdneheansazane vleamntlimes «n-
A Snad Aowhluusiuunszantnalas (cover slip) v
nthahuilsiidueseniuishouuuings
(critical point dryer) uaziARRUMEMBIUTAVS JUT
ke JHYNATIVERUMYNGBIaNTIALBIaNA ST

d0an31m (JSM 5410 LV; JEOL, Tokyo, Japan)

N133LATIYtaYa
aalvesousaraneiuiioansvnaeuth-
waus e atRBanTsauun (descriptive statistics) Tng
swaudludiade (mean) wazAdouuunasgu
(standard deviation; SD)

inshuvenssmennluanumnirudiises-
av 100 Svisduidenuniideranuinldlivhiu oy
Aoudarlusowa Jalada (A viscosus) Sendusin
eusnanslsugiuds (inhibition zone) ns¥im fio 18.7

+ 1.81 fiduns sosawn Wi Weawiulnfonda -
Wd (S. mutans) Ao 11.1 + 1.05 Jaang wazioy
Terludoudalnuntada ied (L. case) o 104 + 1.55
fiodiuns BudlpthrasniBeuiieutuaaodéndiu na-
Taiwseudududesas 0.2 (0.2 % CHX) wuh Tovis
Shutatendamlusoma Salada (A viscosus) Weawsy-
Tnfemia fnumud (S. mutans) uaieudalnuTada
fd (L. cased Indipsfuiniimeussme Tnefiinids
snugudnasedeudiufinmsiyduladu 189+ 194
Taakns 13.4 + 1.12 Taakns wag 12.1 + 2.15 aains
ity waswu Tnsuihudedlavisiuddenda-
Tea Jalada (A, viscosus) lagiimidurugudnanives
Tuifufimssydvlndu 1267 + 071 Tedwms &
ToeniniimesEAUAUYIN uasAae BT
nglaumanudiiusosas 0.2 udlswugvisnssudety
FoansUlnfonda S (5. mutans) wasReuiAlY-
UTada Assd (L. cased) (397 1)
NNINTIRARUIN WO URIaTMENTDIAYITIA
Sannseuriindensn vdsouderiuasazanevlesivi
Thiwle$ snduilseande thifudhvies thiuven
FMEINUANUVILN UazARDIENTAL NglAnAR -
Hufowar 0.2 wumadueatoaniulnfonda fnuvudgn
vhaneludnunsdumeadiluluged luunitoudas:
Tusteiwa Salad uasdoudalnudada muwd wudhuas
wadTFusUlU uazwadusdLEdn e usosvi
vi‘%aLﬂugLﬁaauw%auﬁuﬁwﬁwamzmamrﬂumwm
VisenaesnTau nglaiumaudidusosay 0.2 usll
nwudnwazMmnamlumseuivansazarevloamntinmes
g viethifuiimes (Ul 1)
MNNIMAFUqUsR e gaTnue -
neussmennlusumndeles AR lutesn
wuh thifumenssmeanansadiuds AT VDILAU-
fAn nselandalafniinaesianddiu nalaun A
Wutuiosay 0.2 LNavasuvinlaelA1lduriu-
Quéﬂmﬂsziué’uégﬂ (inhibition zone) Wiy 19.0 +
1.00 Hadiuss waz 11.0 + 0.00 Tadwns MUAISU
Tuvauziinseengnssuseifosuauin nanusm

106  J DENT ASSOC THAI VOL. 64 NO.2 APRIL - JUNE 2014



wAuAn AFTle waudn T lelada LazuAumnn fu-
Adeudatu eaosidndiu nglawunmuduiuiosay
0.2 Winafirnimidumenszmeanluanuman Tned
Adurugudnandlsududs (inhibition zone) wn-
snaffulumuriinvesdes Lwia']sﬁgaaawﬁmﬁqw%‘

fFudinsasayvesuauio woaduaud Idfeadnios
whths wagwu thifudmdesdigristiuddounuiion
Asale wazuAuAn nselnda aneslaedinndy
sugudnanslsudud whiy 7.56 + 0.53 Tindwms
LAz 7.78 = 0.67 fadiung AadIRy (93799 2)

AN 1 msneaeuaulvesouuniiseine Weeiulseitusrothimeussmennluaiuva lnedsaan ATy

Table 1 Sensitivity testing of caries-related bacteria to crofton weed oil using a disk diffusion method

Bacterial strain

Inhibition zone diameter® (mean (mm) + SD)

PBS” Soybean oil Crofton 0.2 % CHX"

weed oil
S. mutans ATCC25175 6.00 £ 0.00 6.00 + 0.00 11.1+ 1.05 134 +1.12
A. viscosus ATCC15987 6.00 £ 0.00 12.67 £ 0.71 18.7 £ 1.81 189+ 194
L. casei IFO3533 6.00 £ 0.00 6.00 + 0.00 10.4 + 1.55 121+ 2.15

*The diameter of disks was included (6 mm).
°PBS = sterile Phosphate Buffer Saline
0.2 % CHX = 0.2 % chlorhexidine gluconate

A5 2 NsveaauAIlveutnTmeuanTIUluYesUngeIhmeussmean luaIulee shan Gty

Table 2 Sensitivity testing of oral Candlida species to crofton weed oil using a disk diffusion method

Candida species

Inhibition zone diameter® (mean (mm) + SD)

PBS” Soybean oil Crofton 0.2 % CHX"
weed oil
C. albicans ATCC90028 6.00 + 0.00 6.00 + 0.00 6.3 £ 0.58 7.00 + 1.00
C. glabrata TIMM1098 6.00 + 0.00 6.00 + 0.00 9.7+ 153 17.7 + 1.97
C. krusei ATCC6258 6.00 + 0.00 7.56 + 0.53 9.7+ 0.58 11.8 +0.41
C. tropicalis ATCC750 6.00 + 0.00 7.78 £ 0.67 19.0 + 1.00 11.0 + 0.00
C. parapsilosis ATCC20019 6.00 + 0.00 6.00 + 0.00 6.7+ 1.16 153 +2.01
C. dubliniensis 16F ND ND 9.7+ 0.58 178 +2.32
*The diameter of disks was included (6 mm).
°pBS = sterile Phosphate Buffer Saline
0.2 % CHX = 0.2 % chlorhexidine gluconate
Bold = The strains were represented by SEM.
ND = Not determined
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PBS Soybean oil

Crofton weed oil 0.2 % CHX
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Figure 1 SEM images showed cell surface of A) S. mutans B) A. viscosus and C) L. casei after incubation with

Phosphate Buffer Saline, soybean oil, crofton weed oil and 0.2 % chlorhexidine gluconate

White arrows denoted the regions of perforation or concavity on cell surface or alteration

of cell shape after incubation with crofton weed oil or 0.2 % chlorhexidine gluconate.
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PBS Soybean oil

A)

B)

Crofton weed oil 0.2 % CHX
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Figure 2 SEM images showed cell surface of A) C. albicans and B) C. tropicalis after incubation with

Phosphate Buffer Saline, soybean oil, crofton weed oil and 0.2 % chlorhexidine gluconate.

White arrows denoted the regions of perforation or concavity on cell surface after incuba-

tion with crofton weed oil or 0.2 % chlorhexidine ¢luconate.
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Fudusideniivaulalunsfnwidiuduieatuns
oongrissuiteuaufint nseladaiinereufioue
Tuns@nwgusnisduidogatnvesingu-
NoNTZWBIINTUATUNNN UBNIINIZINNITNAADU
mgsRan AnThtuudy fIdeleneaeuniAiay
dudusmaalumsdudamsniadvls (Minimal in-
hibitory concentration; MIC) LLazmﬁﬁzj’lL%a (Mini-
mal bactericidal concentration; MBC) %aﬂi’f’lﬁu—
veuszefEiU WinaTldTaTsuuunssL
finann Slaildvhuuandlunanisneassi n1si
HANINAGRWALANANTUINNTITed LYW 817
Lﬁm%{umﬂﬂmmmsazma&’wamﬁwﬁwamzmaﬁ
Lifuiedesutufhazats vinldmsdudaves
Worurhiuneussmeaiatu liladave Sidwasie
nseengnsveniunensemeld lumsineni 16
nageuMazaevaneuin LANNUSNYUEN1TLEN
Fuveahifuneusave enulusviasareansiu-
wea (carbopol) Fufuansindwes (polymer) v
nsmagAsan (acrylic acid) feuldiduansinfinms
10 (bioadhesive agent) Fivindiiatiu (emulsi-
fying agent) @1smiuAuAsUanUaey (release
modifying agent) @15k33UNENdU (suspending
agent) @stledanzdmSueda (tablet binder)

wazansiiuANUNa (viscosity-increasing agent)!’

Slothumauiuridunenseme wuh fdnvasdy
diadu (emulsion) walun1snaasu “1A1 MIC
way MBC 1 szfosvinisevansmageuiudedy
nan 12 $ls FeorvasvnliiAansuenduresigiu-
nousznglaon luliiAnnsdulalnensesening
thifuvesssmeiude oendlsfiony Tofulugmud-
nandsasiesvinsigaiiisnissioly

qm%‘éfmt,%aﬁ;a%wmaqcﬁwﬁwamzmauaﬂmﬂ
Renmsdudalaenseiuideuds ansiisvmenonin
Renvdmanemsidnideldde'® annsmagey
ddunenszmeanluanumin TnensnsusuRana
vemhshenssme5Trveumzdefinzides
Foli udnilueuflgamnd 37 ssmwaidiva unan
24 $lus wui Weansawsydulaldfuiuivy
”J:umwm??sm%a feiu dwuthifunesssmean
Tuaumn ansfissmeosnunlsifigidudadiogadn
Adlunsmaaeuil

91AN19ANYIUDY Nabin Bhattarati wag
Geeta Shrestha lduantin Tuanumnfiasadesh
vazanefiluth (water solvent extract) Wiasvin-
azmﬂﬁlﬂumiauw%ﬁ (organic solvent extract) i
qwéé’mm’aL%yaq;a%wmqmiLLWﬂnéwmmﬁmLmﬂﬁm
fudufuisnmsada® uenangquiduseeqadn
u ansafalenueannluaumndsdgniunis
Sniau (anti-inflammation) Teauiu® uafdslaid
miﬁm&ﬂ508&ﬁ‘d’ﬁzﬂ@Uﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ@@ﬂﬂ%éﬁﬂiﬂﬂ’]iﬁﬂu
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PANTAUNIINGIFE (3911 100 V) waenwIFean
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WevavaUNIZAN TOIAENTIANTE HONLIas anssns
wazana WnivieslJuRnisdunidinidaasen
an1duidennsal wazAulAtng Sudes NIy
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