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AsRANIULUUMIANTUUNMIATIIN s fuRnsegwaumswa (RLU)
TulsawenuralBesuaunis Six Sigma

. o Py
st dand ey L, ausdng Tndan 2

UNANGa

msiTeuastmn i ingUszasdidie 1) AnvianiunisainisamameiesufoRinisedaay
WHa (Rational Laboratory Use: RLU) 2) Warunguwuunisaniiuau RLU Tngldnszuiuns Six
Sigma DMAIC uaz 3) Usziunanisirguuululdasdulsmeuiadesay Jandnvene
ANIUNTITY TENTINABUUNTIAL-FUIIAL W.A.2568 NHUARIBEINADUAAINTNNITHINNE TIUIU
46 au Faduandnanznssunis RLU Andonngusegameisianzianzes ifudoyaansyuy
HIS/LIS Waglhuuaauny 3uAs1¥videya Sigma Level, DPMO, Pareto Analysis, Chi-square test,
Paired t-test Wae Linear Regression Analysis

KaNIenuT Afiugiu Sigma Level Y9IN3TUILNTOET 2.0 Sigma (DPMO = 305,495,
Yield = 69.45%) ﬁﬁmsﬁﬂﬂiﬁﬂmsaaLLUU‘QWﬁVLiJLMume (Inappropriate Laboratory Test Request
Rate: ILTR) Tunguidwmunesesay 3284 lnongu LFT fdgmiingaiian (Sigma = 0.6) nds
sufiun1s DMAIC AsU 5 Fumauifia Paradoxical Outcome Na1IAe $117u ILTR 1l ud wiiy
79,767 a%3 uaze Sigma Level anausido 1.1 feflawvmminainnisuiulassadiaany HIS fiviili
A15&am579 Electrolyte Profile Wiy 12,287.32% agrafunaiilinands egrslsinm aawits
nolauas iAUARTILINTBIUARINTHBNTEUIUNTT RLU Lﬁuﬁuaéﬁaﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁywaﬁaiuv!ﬂﬁa (p <
0.001) 3ULUU DMAIC fivamntuiidneninlunmsiiluussgndldlulsmenutasusudu Tnesodl

AMNAIAYAUNITNAFDUNTRITEUL HIS naunsUsuasY Lazn1sRnnIN@Tinag1amaiie

ArdIfgy: N1395IIMeiasl]URn1seEg19aNmnNE, Six Sigma, DMAIC, L5aneuIaguvy, Naans

YA

Uidnmadanisunng $rungns nguaumadanisunnd lsanerviaifesuau gnnsfesuau dandmdessis,

E-mail: tanaiwat@gmail.com

2 puraniaenans edeuainiiisy, E-mail: Amomsakpoum1@gmail.com, *#3dt 3



Development of a Rational Laboratory Use (RLU) operating model in

Chiang Saen Hospital by using Six Sigma.

Tanaiwat Deengam ', Amornsak Poumn 2

Abstract

This research and development study aimed to (1) assess the baseline situation of rational
laboratory use (RLU), (2) develop an RLU operational model using the Six Sigma DMAIC process,
and (3) evaluate implementation outcomes at Chiang Saen Hospital, Chiang Rai Province. The
study was conducted from January to December 2025. A purposive sample of 46 medical
personnel from the RLU committee participated. Data were collected from HIS/LIS systems and
questionnaires, analyzed using Sisma Level, DPMO, Pareto Analysis, Chi-square test, Paired t-test,
and Linear Regression.

Results revealed a baseline Sigma Level of 2.0 (DPMO = 305,495, Yield = 69.45%), with an
Inappropriate Laboratory Test Request Rate (ILTR) of 32.84% among target test groups. The LFT
group exhibited critical underperformance (Sigma = 0.6). Following full DMAIC implementation, a
Paradoxical Outcome emerged: ILTR increased to 79,767 episodes and Sigma Level declined to
1.1, primarily attributable to an unintended 12,287.32% surge in Electrolyte Profile orders triggered
by HIS menu restructuring. Notably, staff satisfaction and positive attitudes toward RLU improved
significantly across all dimensions (p < 0.001). The developed DMAIC model provides a replicable
framework for community hospitals, emphasizing the critical importance of HIS pilot testing prior

to menu restructuring and continuous performance monitoring.

Keywords: Rational Laboratory Use, Six Sigma, DMAIC, Community Hospital, Paradoxical

Outcome
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unin

nM3nTIaneesU fuAnismenisunnddeidusadusznouiivinlaldvesnszuaunnsg
Tadelsauaznisquainuigiie nan1snmalavninasenisindulanisedinvesnnduinielesas
60-70 (Plebani, 2006; Rohr et al., 2016) m'mé’ﬂgmmﬁmﬂﬁiiw‘i’ummﬁmﬁﬁz‘?ysl,ﬁlﬁuaﬂ'w
aaue M TamaviesUfiRnsussinatesay 20-50 o1adianaldvangay lidiasdunisds
avrnAuALs Iy (Overutilization) iewesiAuly (Underutilization) SsreliiAnaidssse
mnuvasndsvesiionazaiismsealdineilisndudeszuuasisugy (Zhi et al, 2013; van
Walraven & Naylor, 1998) luuiunvasuseimnalng deyaainnsznsnaisisaguludavdssuu
2564 spyilsseuadsindinauldansensisansisagunin 900 wia flyadinisdansaamng
WoaUfuRN1ITTINEaNe 5,577 a1uUm (NTUINGIMERTNITUNNE, 2566) Wndndunisdnsaanilal
wanzaueyifosas 20 muil Salinas uazame (2018) Usziiuly msudmsdanisfifiussansam
anusaanalddnelalidesndt 1,000 Auumsed NsUAINEIMANTNITLINE NITENTIEITITNGY 39
fimuuAnnsnsaneiesUfoRnisogisanunpa (Rational Laboratory Use: RLU) fausid .
2565 @AAABINULLINIG Choosing Wisely Campaign fiugnefudinit 20 Uszmavialan (Bom et
al,, 2019; Levinson et al., 2015)

Tsmeuiadssuaudulsmeuiagusussdunfogd (F1/S) vuia 60 1o dsagluin
WisegnaiAvrIswaulng-a13-nin Janiadesse THusnsUsEnslufiuiUseann 56,000 Ay
nauaumadan sunngdald918a1un15093aN e JURN15990 n.A. 2565-2567 3
13,562,956.40 UV 1@A81INNI1 4 d1uUsed lnsauaiiadtniyanigegaie 3,733,517.71 Um
yiodovay 27.5 vossutszamsin (sswervialosnau, 2567) oyamanis ifufsanusuiy
Fenulunsenseduuseangaimnisdinsa sedediiasunineinsuazsulssanaluuIum
Tsaneurayguvy §idedsaulaysannisnszuaunms Six Sigma dadusesiiovuusesnanwilldsy
n1sigaduseansamlunianisguaguaIn (Antony et al., 2018; DelliFraine et al., 2010) 11y
wuaAn RLU W ewmunguuvumsandueuiiduszuy Tneysandnsinisdensiodiluvanzan

(Inappropriate Laboratory Test Request Rate: ILTR) LLazamzé’ugmmwmsu’%miaﬂ’mé’fﬁu

ToguszasA
1. wiefinwraniunisalJagiuvesnisnsianiniesuiinised waumana (RLU) Tu

15INEIUIALT LA

2. oW u1g UL UUN1SATNIUNTN TN eIU URn1sog19auvnng (RLU) Ingld

WUIARNTEUIUNIT Six Sigma
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3. WipUszidiunanisizuwuumsanduauiiandululdasdulsmeunadiosay

ATBUMNIAANITIVY

ﬂﬁa*uLLmﬁmmﬁ%’aﬁgﬁmmwé’ﬂmi Six Sigma DMAIC lnfutufAa Rational Laboratory
Use (RLU) lagiviuailenuanuunnsad (Defect) ﬁams%’amammm@ (Profile Tests) filsizonados
fudavsdnianddn (Inappropriate Laboratory Test Request: ILTR) LU1%u18A8N158NTEAU
NzUIUNTEINTIalTEesEAU 4 Siema (Yield > 99.38%, DPMO < 6,210) fauUsdaszussnausie 5
naudadendn laun (1) uleviguarnisusms (2) ssuvansauna (HIS/LIS) (3) wwanmeuianig
AFTIN (CPGs) (4) nszuIUN1T DMAIC Uag (5) Nagnsn1suImsnmnm drududsnumelssdvsna

984 RLU ngag Sigma Level, DPMO, ILTR Rate haganuienalavaayaaing

et 1 Sensd 2 szt 3 JeuLil 4
Pre-test Post-test
RIG AT AR FT—
ABUATINRILN l l' l NAINTTWRIU
JUnuUMs Al A2 A3 A4 sUkuuMs
Atua RLU ALy ALY

Ya o

) priunszey s lunsideviomn 12 Weu sewiadiou unsau - Surau na.
2568 Ineutsszornadniuauosnidu 4 svos (Phases) fail:

sexdl 1 (A1) mafudeyaiiugiu (Baseline Phase) Seaz11an: 2 Wou (uns Ay - NuA1RUS
2568)

speeil 2 (A2) Masuiun1su3ulss (Implementation Phase) szogiian 5 Loy (@ -
N3INNIAU 2568)

spoeil 3 (A3): N13A7UANKAUTEEIUNaNAIN15UFUUTE (Control Phase) se8giian 3 1o
(FanAs - naAu 2568)

seaedl 4 (AQ) MTATEuardavinTesy (Reporting Phase) svawiam 2 1oy (weednieu

- §UAU 2568)
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FAIUNITIVY

AsAnwAsadifunisiTenazWaun (Research and Development: R&D) LWUUNALNEIU
na1wsrey (Borg & Gall, 1989) Inaldnsguauns Six Sigma DMAIC (Define-Measure—Analyze-
improve-Control) 1 unseuluafandn (Pyzdek & Keller, 2014) ysannisiutiula 4 dug RLU
Hospital ¥osnsNINEIMEARTANTUNNG (2566) IeWANFULUUAIATITSVRsUURnTeE9ay
wioma o Tssnenadesuay ddunmsideraau 12 dou @nsau-urau we. 2568) uadu 4
svog Idun seeedl 1 maidudayaiugiu @nsau-nuaiius), seeedl 2 msdndunisuiulss
(funAu-nsnga), esdl 3 MImuemLarUszIliuna (Benes-natay) wagszosil 4 MslATIE

warINYNTI89U (WeATNIBU-FUINAL)

UIsUINTUaLNgURIDES
UsgrnsianwaeyeainsmanmsuwnslulsmenuiaiBosuauifanuiedesiunisdinga
NI eIUJURNIS 9Iuu 239 Au nqudtegruduiiuaniviTwinuiu 46 au Anldendae3s
lAN12LA1239 (Purposive Sampling) (Patton, 2015) mutnausidnidn Asufumeululsaneiuialal
Haun31 1 Yuazrdunumlnenssiunseuiunis Pre-analytic, Analytic 50 Post-analytic wualu 4
‘o

nau lawn AugnssuNs RLU (10 aw) wnndguiman (7 au) wenunaann 5 wauniifiusuianises

n333g4 (24 ) uagtinimatianisunmg (5 aw)

o P a v

wn3asdionleluniside
wspaiiolumswaunseuu Taun JULUUNAELAIU DMAIC, S2UU CDSS (Clinical Decision
Support Systemn) w¥au Pop-up Alert fAndslu HIS, wumnsuftAvnanddn (CPGs) waznaln Poka-

a a

Yoke wpizasfloinudayauseneumedoyayfsgiainseuy HIS/LIS warwuudeunuauiianelouas

WiruARsie RLU F961UA1SATI9d0UAMRsIveailenilagiidedvisy 3 vinu (I0C = 0.67) uazilen

LTSI Cronbach’s Alpha = 0.91-0.92 Fsagluszdudun

nsAsIERdoaya

Aaswvideyanigatiavaieds laun Sigma Level uay DPMO dwmiuinsedulinmnuanunse
YBINTLUIUNTT, Pareto Analysis ﬁm%’mz‘qiwmsmmﬁﬁ{]ﬁymﬁﬁ@ (Vital Few), Chi-square test
dvsunaaeuauduius sEnInegULUUN AR TI9RUNGUATIA, Paired ttest dmiuiUSsuLfiey

ANLRAYNDULAENAIN1TANTUIY, Linear Regression d1sUALATIEMLUALEY Wagn15UsEIRUAIY
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1Y

S8 UMIBLNUNTANIMUA (NISANTY > Sesaz 20 Do3nludadu) AMrunseavtad

0.05

a o '3 4 1 U 1
n1INVin¥ansnguidngng
n1sfnwtaitiunisnielananisesssunsidslunywdnuufan1ieadi (Declaration of

wva ¥

Helsinki) uagnses1vdnaiifuasestoyadiuyana w.e. 2562 (PDPA) ag1amsansn tasun1ssuses

INAULNTIUNITITETITUNM T WLYwE drinauasisaguiaminigessng (COE No. 059/2568 ad
fufl 6 wuniau w.e. 2568) fiinsaidennaeldsunstuasingusrasduasysslosivesniside
s amdeauaiasly uasasuwlumisdedusen lasannsnneudaldluynduneulaglud
nansznusiansUfoian deyafuiamuagndaid vluszuuiivaenseiduszesiaa 5 Sduainns

L8 LW WAI 1Y

nan15Anw13de
@0 un"3aifug Iy RLU (DEFINE waz MEASURE PHASE) foyad w.a. 2565

Define Phase: uslafanaznssun1s RLU $1uau 11 au (@) dotufl 1 Squieu 2567
wazUszmaulouts RLU deuil 1 nsngren 2567 fwuadens ILTR Aensdmsiauuuyn (Profile
Tests) 7 lufifays¥n19ndiindaau n1531A5129% Force Field Analysis Wu31mgAnssy Defensive
Medicine a1nauivasungmneduwsaiud Ay n1sinszisudssanamuinnuadaddnly
wﬂszmmgqqm%’aaas 31.17 509a911A8 Immunology (Spag 27.32) wag Hematology (5auay
12.58)

Measure Phase: ‘i’lja:yja Baseline U 2565 WuUN15¥91U5IY 64,642 519113 LL‘U'\‘iLéfJuﬂﬁﬁ'j\‘imm
wuuyn (Profile Tests) Souay 19.19 (12,408 518119) WazsI8N154AET (Single Tests) Souae 80.81
(52,234 578113) N1TIATIEIN Pareto ¢y Vital Few 11 518015 ATEUARUTREAY 78.48 VaUIun
U IR Amuangudavuny 4 ngu laun LFT Profile, Lipid Profile, Electrolyte Profile was

Renal Function (BUN + Creatinine)
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M15197 1 58&U SIGMA LEVEL wag ILTR RATE vesngunsaaidanuie U w.a. 2565
(BASELINE)

NGUATI W ILTR  dwoulema  ILTRRate  Sigma DPMO
(%) Level

LFT Profile 7,168 8,934 80.31% 0.6 803,100
Renal
(BUN+Creatinie) 7,508 21,224 46.48% 1.6 464,800
Lipid Profile 1,122 4,956 29.16% 2.0 291,600
Electrolyte Profile 286 15,299 1.87% 3.6 18,700
et 16,084 48,973 32.84% 2.0 305,495

8w Chi-square test guﬁummﬁuﬁuﬁ%wﬁwgﬂLLUUﬂWS§QM§3%ﬁUﬂﬁNMSQQ (X2 = 16,451.30,
df = 2, p < 0.001); DPMO = Defects Per Million Opportunities; Yield = #ad2un15d 105337

bANNTEL

sUuuUUNsALuY RLU fiWaiundu (ANALYZE uas IMPROVE PHASE)

Analyze Phase: "3Lﬂﬁzﬁmm¢1ﬁﬂl,‘vﬁﬁ’m Fishbone Diagram (4M Analysis) kag 5 Whys
nwuanvaddsy 4 o1 Lawn (1) Man: wg#Anssu Defensive Ordering ¥@4unNgNANUTIIAAIY
mnufuiiansngmnsuazaudaudsluesdng (2) Method: vauuImeUisanisnadn (CPGs) 7
Fanuuaz U uRlaateluuiunlsaneruiaguey (3) Measurement: ¥IASEUUAAAUHALUY Real-
time Wagn17 Feedback 318yAAa ag (4) Machine: 3¥UU HIS/LIS flaifsvuuifeunisdsduaylal
wansUseiRnIsnsIaneuntn

IMPROVE PHASE: #au1 4 11a3n15van lawn (1) szuu CDSS wiau POKA-YOKE
ALERTS: finds POP-UP ALERT ifiaunisdeninagivieldasnadesiu CPGS niouszuy
wananadd mivaiaUn@ (2) CPGS d115u 4 ngunsiadamung 819893710 CHOOSING
WISELY, WHO wagsiyingrdeunndlng (3) n1susulaseasnaiuy HIS (UNBUNDLING):
LENIIBNITATI900NINYAL A 1A UNITH RTINS A BImIuTeUd waz (4) A1
UIn1sN1TIAsuULUAY: §ADUTY WORKSHOP, A0a15ulgune way FEEDBACK SESSION

s1elmsuna
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nad 3: n1sUsziiuuszansna (CONTROL PHASE) § w.a. 2567 tfisuriu BASELINE 3
2565

£
v A v ¥

A157 2 WSBuieusnT IadunsEUIUnTS U WA, 2565, 2566 wag 2567

U 2565 U 2566 (5¥n91 U 2567

Wi . - o .

(Baseline) AIUNTT) (NaaNS)

UNUUTIU (518119) 64,642 79,178 136,784

ILTR (%) 4,063 14,027 79,767

Profile Test Ratio (%) 23.57 36.80 58.30 T

Sigma Level 2.0 1.5 1.1 | (Paradox)

DPMO 305,495 418,240 583,100

Electrolyte Profile (a%s) 284 3,412 35,180 (+12,287%)

NUBWY: Paired t-test LUSeuLiieul 2565 AUl 2567: t = -2.44, df = 3, p = 0.093 (LSl Ay

19805 eI nveIninvee df)

Jadetuindeundnues ILTR fiiiudufe Electrolyte Profile ifinan 284 ass @ 2565) \Ju
35180 A5s (@ 2567) AndunisifinTu 12,287.32% é’u@uwamnmzﬂ%’ﬂmqa%’wLmé HIS 715731 Na,
K, Cl, CO2 1y Electrolyte Profile danaliunmdviusndsnsauvuyaunusienisifen Tentiud

Uszaumuasade Renal Function 1ae BUN/Creatinine Ratio agisosay 49.8 Tud) 2567 wandle

Y

wiuidledl CPGs AifataunazUfURLATY wnndannsausuilasunginssunisdinsiale

ATIATIZY Linear Regression U84 ILTR 518U Slope = 31,841.50 Asssad (R2 = 0.978)
Usunlifufivduegseiiies nsusediunudsdunuimnngueradnaiudufunusiiosay
20 (Electrolyte +53.09%, Lipid +63.75%, BUN +22.55%, LFT +20.56%) ln® Lipid Profile L“f]umj:u

]
aa v

WenidedAgneads (Slope = 5,925.50/U, R? = 0.996, p = 0.038)

A = [ o a 1 [} Y]
A3 3 AitanelavesyaaInsrian1sALuY RLU Asulasnaansiaunguiuy (n = 46)

fuls 9y (Mean, SD) a3 (Mean, SD) t p-value
PIAUARADNITAMIUIIY RLU 4.37 (0.345) 4.75 (0.200) 21.936 < 0.001*
AnuRanalalunssuIung 3.90 (0.675) 4.41 (0.415) 5.391 0.023*

TusnsneiosuuRng
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fruus Aoy (Mean, SD) &3 (Mean, SD) t p-value

Auiianelalunun nNansIame 4.1 (0.659) 4.47 (0.389) 5342 0.023*
o uRnS
Auitanalalunisaniuaung 4.14 (0.589) 4.58 (0.300)  10.050  0.002*

MBIl URNIBEgay

VG

a o

ewme: * ldeen

[

N NEDANTEAU 0.05; Paired t-test; ¥9ANLTDNIU 95%

maszdiuvimueaduasanufitnelavesymainsienanauguuuunsaniiuau RLU
TsangrunaBeeuau sae Six Sigma
SnvusURINgUAIREN
nsfnwiafaildsuuuunsidounsiaun (RRD) wuunguifisainneuuasuds (One group
pretest-posttest design) Ineiingueiaagneiu 46 au Useneumeyaainnanisuimglulsaine1una
Fosuau drulvgdunavds Gevay 84.78) flongiads 41.24 T (SD. = 9.19) dusmisaudnilg
Juneuiadnn@n (Fesaz 65.22) sesasundounnd (Segaz 17.39) uazdninaianisunng (Sosaz
15.22) szaunsanwaiulngjegluseauusanes (fevar 86.96) uavilongauiady 16.96 U (SD. =
10.29)
nansUszliuviruaRnensaiua RLU
HANTIATIERUS B U B UTiALARvesUARINTABNITANTNIY RLU Aigalif Paired t-test
NUI1 NENFINTHAUIFURUY mjm&hashqﬁﬂzLLuuLaﬁsJﬁﬁuﬂaqa%uasmﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁgmﬂaﬁﬁ N
ANAsNaUNIIRAILT 4.37 (S.D. = 0.345) 1Tu 4.75 (S.D. = 0.200) BEINISHAIUN (t = 21.936, df =
90, p < 0.001) IngFndssuunnsgruiianasavioulmiuiyaansdmiuiuiosdosiulufiama

W UNINTU BednadeIuUssEIN1TaRANRULUTYIBY Six Sigma

'
aaa

defiansansede wuiwiauaAfiudsuulasegslifoddgmaadanszdu 0.05 Tuyndu
oA mnsidedn RLU agtisuiuganaunmnssnugtae (t = 125859, p < 0.001) wagANaiiuin
yransynszAumslesunseustAItu RLU (t = 97.963, p < 0.001) oenslsfinu Samudrviruad
Tudszifuiidn "msUiuasunuamanisdinganasainsemmgeenndenszuiunmsian’ Selaiinng

WaguwlasegneidudAyveadia (t = 3.538, p = 0.063) Usditenuivandenseg ursadinlungu

YAAINS

nansUsTdiuAuiawele
1) mnuiawelalunseuaumsliuimamaissujuinns
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yransiinrufianelalunszuiunisliuinismeviesufiRnisiiutues wilded Aaynisadn
9NANRAY 3.90 (S.D. = 0.675) ¥ 4.41 (S.D. = 0.415) (t = 5.391, df = 90, p = 0.023) IneFuT

o w A

n1swWaguwdategraiidedAgfe n1sidnfseyanediunisnsiamsiesluinisiasainuag

o

5957890U (t = 10.524, p = 0.002) TurazNauianelalususzezalliuinis anudaauves

o w

Junou WagamNazmnTInialunsdmadtlufinsiisunUasegnedideddgyneadia

2) e liluAuN Y MARTIM VB URMS

yaansiinnuiavelalugunmvemansinivi vededifoddynieeda nanade 4.1
(S.D. = 0.659) tfu 4.47 (S.D. = 0.389) (t = 5.342, df = 90, p = 0.023) firdnnafe m S.D. fianas
ogadnuagvioulismuindede (Reliability) vessvUtauiiiugedu Fadunalngasaainnisi
Six Sigma edugaUnTaslunzuIunTs linan1snsadamaiesundy tneduiiding
Wasuwasegeiideddrdenisuinisiiduusinfinfiuiestunansadesndu (t = 4.140, p =
0.045)

3) muienelalunissiiuau RLU Tnesau

yaansianufianeladenisdiiuau RLU Tnesaufinduegrefidoddaymsada a1n
ANLRAY 4.14 (S.D. = 0.589) 1w 4.58 (S.D. = 0.300) (t = 10.050, df = 90, p = 0.002) #1uTTA
fanelageganaanisiau taun msdnfiuenu RLU Higliianisidningnsmeiesdddinisedis

Y YV

AUANLAINNEEY (t = 12.427, p < 0.001) wazn15ALluY RLU Gzhaﬁmgqjsuu%ﬂﬁlﬁ%’w%ﬂﬁﬁ
wnzauLayUaondeda (t = 11.611, p < 0.001)

NaN1SANWILAAlIANT NS UkuUnIsAdueu RLU TneUszendlduuifa Six
Sigma dwaliyaansnisnisunndlulssmeruiaifeanauiiauaifad uuazdinuiovelase
nsrvIumMsiuInsnesfesUfuRnisged ueg i i dymiadalun nddfivssidu fady
NILUILNNT ALNNHARTID Wagnsaiuaiu RLU Tassam Famsanasvessndoauumnasgiulun
ﬁaLﬁwﬁﬂgm@wwé’méﬁﬁwﬁmﬁaam%’uﬁ’w%’w’mé’ﬂmaa Six Sigma TuAuNITaRANURULUIBS
nsrUIuNg agnslsiny Samuussifuiidesiaundeiiies lasianizgnisudlyaminavesyaains
Aorfuniszauiionafinduanniaudsuuauumanisdm s wesmsimunssuusdaiouly

JPUUATAUVAIN UALBIsaANADINT YRRl FUlABE s UsEAVE NN TY
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A1seiivinenauasajuna
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