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Table 1. Analysis of variancesof the effect of azotobacter inocullum on yeild, proline, unstructured soluble sugars,
protein, catalase and peroxidase antioxidant enzymes photosynthetic pigments content of canola (Brassica napus L.)
cultivars in terminal cessation of irrigation condition.

Jslne slaasd
ay Plodsn  slue Pl ShewSly el 5UGE
Ol Gle @1 il 5 Sas slee unstructured <lep tlep el sle®
S.0.V df grain yeild proline  soluble sugars  protein  peroxidase catalase
Block S 3 2983472 0.002 ™ 20.68 " 0.0015™  0.0006™  0.0267 **
Irrigation sl 2 11318330™ 0.05 « 2118.8™ 0.105™ 035" 0.061 ™
Block x Irrigation N ns s . ns ns
kT X ol 6 878382 0.002 39.27 0.0027 0.0018 0.00044
Bacteria ss0 2 725732" 0.001 " 335.6™ 0.0627™  0.137™ 0.024 ™
Variety by 2 12428648  0.0002 ™ 172.75™ 0.00025 ™ 0.0001 ™  0.0083 *
Bacteria x Irrigation ns - . - * ok
5L X ol 4 187984 0.025 314.9 0.0052 0.031 0.0059
Variety x Irrigation . .
Wi x 4 950570 0.0003 ™ 85.13 0.00084 ™ 0.0036™ 0.0019 **
Sl X )
Bacteria x Variety
5 . 4 109719™  0.00072 " 12.77 " 0.00024 ™ 0.0017"™  0.0007 "
X 55
Bacteria x Variety x
Irrigation } 8 198607™  0.00069 ™ 9.37 " 0.00017 ™ 0.0025 ™ 0.00036 "
Sl X 08, % 65
Error obucil 72 368857 0.001 22.35 0.00088 0.002 0.00029
CV(%) O s g i 14.78 9.46 8.72 7.25 7.8 3.48
Table 1. Continued aolsl ) Jgus
Photosynthesis pigments content Sy gid 5o 3 y 4yl o
Ol i é!u"’ a . .
S.0.V 2 bUssds  USdsls b S
@bl abglig)ls aJ39,5  Chlorophyll Total Chlorophyll;
df Carotenoid  Chlorophyll a b Chlorophyll Ratio
Block Solb 3 0.0001 ™ 0.0076 * 0.00021 ™ 0.0091 * 0.140 s
Irrigation sl 2 0.056 ™ 1.43™ 0.085 ™ 22 1.93*
Block x Irrigation s s . s s
6ol X o 6 0.00039 0.0013 0.001 0.0013 0.179
Bacteria st 2 0.011™ 0316 ™ 0.001 * 0.339 ™ 562
Variety 3} 2 0.0016 0.004 "¢ 0.0021 ™ 0.012 ™ 0.138 "¢
Bacteria x Irrigation . o o o .
5L X ol 4 0.0033 0.243 0.0021 0.279 3.75
Variety x Irrigation - . . ok -
FI 4 0.0027 0.0092 0.0021 0.014 0.44
Sl X o8,
Bacteria x Variety 4 0.00015™  0.00098™  0.0021°  0.0015™ 0.50 *
w5 % 655k - : : ' '
Bacteria x Variety x
Irrigation } 8 0.0016 " 0.014 ™ 0.0017 ™ 0.024 ™ 0.171
Sl X 08, % 655
Error olucisl 72 0.00036 0.0024 0.00026 0.0025 0.096
CV(%) Ol g o 5.36 7.18 6.8 5.44 10.85

M)Q\5&JW|CBJQN)~>J¢‘5~M«)|O‘5~&A)ALW)J4J 9

ns,*and**:non-significant, significant in 0.05 and 0.01 level, respectively

sk sk ans
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Table 2. Meanes comparison of the irrigation and cultivar interaction effects on grain yield, proline, unstructured

soluble sugars, protein, catalase and peroxidase antioxidant enzymes photosynthetic pigments content of rapeseed
(Brassica napus L.)cultivars in terminal cessation of irrigation condition under effect of azotobacter inocullum

plosl dg L u eIl dig HlowwST plail U6
)"’"" als ‘3)&1‘" &5"9‘“ Unstructured LS"S‘“ cs"}“ f""\"‘ cs"}“
Treatment Grain yeild Proline soluble sugars Protein Peroxidase Catalase
kg.ha'! mg.g' FW mg.g' FW mg.g' FW nmol.min.g’  nmol.min.g”!
vl 3430.8 & 0.429 ® 65.96 * 0.381° 0.654 0.5352
Ty 3055% 0417 59.26 0.364" 0.661°  0.530°
v3 3086.3 ¢ 0.422 62.43 @ 0.378° 0.643 @ 0.510 %
vl 4699.7 ¢ 0.370 b 50.52 < 0.388° 0.659 * 0.495
12 v2 45677 0.372 % 50.34 < 0.376° 0.622 0.534 2
v3 3591.6 ¢ 0.383 abe 56.51 b 0.380b 0.635a 0.495
vl 47422 0.347 ¢ 46.114 0.464 ° 0.461° 0.433°¢
13 v2 525832 0.348 ¢ 46.28 ¢ 0.477 2 0.476° 0.468 b
v3 3677.5 % 0.349 ¢ 50.08 4 0.4722 0.489 ° 0.439°¢
Table 2. Continued alol.Y Jgus
Photosynthesis pigments content & yomwgid (5o 35y oyl 30
R g
Lo Ay 9,15 a by, ls b Jubg s Total Chlorophyll
Treatments Carotenoid Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b chlorophyll ratio
mg.g! FW
vl 0.2954 0.562° 0.206 < 0.770® 2.801 %
1 v2 0.331°¢ 0.534° 0.215 < 0.794 ° 2.445°
v3 0.324 <« 0.565° 0.196 ¢ 0.762° 2.832%®
vl 0.355 ¢ 0.575° 0.204 < 0.775" 2.880 %
12 v2 0.355 ¢ 0.598 ° 0.215¢ 0.809 ® 2.865
v3 0.405 @ 0.575° 0.226 ¢ 0.798 ® 2.583 @
vl 0.405* 0.899 2 0.295 1.1922 3.060 @
I3 v2 0.405* 0.955+% 03112 1.265? 3.079 @
v3 0.379 ® 0.883 2 0.275° 1.156 ° 3.246°

A3l 5SSl ygel bl 1 (gl e Bl et ja 10 S i By S L Slasl

Ls_:lf‘ v3 éQL';_ﬂ v2 ‘u?‘-‘-‘ vl f%x}.Ua.a LS)L"’] 3 eé_mow_?”s S0 Y. 4.1>).A )| LS)L"‘T éjaé 12 eé_ame do 0 Y. 4.1>).e )1 LS)L.?-.’] é_laﬂ d1
Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different by duncan’s test
(I1: Irrigation withholding since 30% flowering stage, 12: Irrigation withholding since 30% pod forming stage, 13: Normal
Irrigation v1: Neptun, v2: Octane and v3: Okapi)
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Table 3. Meanes comparison of the irrigation and bacteria effects on grain yield, proline, unstructured soluble sugars,

protein, catalase and peroxidase antioxidant enzymes photosynthetic pigments content of rapeseed (Brassica napusL.)
cultivars in terminal cessation of irrigation condition under effect of azotobacter inocullum

oo &ls 8 yShoe odox J’L:: ‘iu'\fé plal udiay oSy plasl 3061
Treatm;nts Grain stlon el =2 ~ s stlon el il
yeild Proline Unstructured Protein Peroxidase Catalase
soluble sugars
kg.ha'! mg.g' FW mg.g' FW mg.g' FW nmol.min.g"! nmol.min.g”!
i b1 3532.2b¢ 0.447 2 64.16 ° 0.400 © 0.657 b 0.517 b
b2 3599.1 b 0.4452 61.39° 0.395°¢ 0.617 < 0.519 e
b3 3311.3°¢ 0.376° 62.09 ® 0.328 ¢ 0.684 " 0.540 ®
2 b1 4505 @ 0.326°¢ 43.75°¢ 0.437° 0.551 ¢ 0.465 4
b2 4153.2 3¢ 0.367 b 52.4°% 0.395°¢ 0.597 ¢ 0.495 <
b3 4200.8 2 0.431° 61.23° 0.313 ¢ 0.769 * 0.565®
b1 4662.8 * 0.351 b 46.14 ¢ 0.487 ¢ 0.465 ¢ 0.440 ¢
13 b2 4664.6 ¢ 0.348 b 47.43 be 0.483 @ 0.432¢ 0.436 ¢
b3 4350.5 % 0.346 b 48.90 b 0.444 ° 0.528 f 0.464 ¢
Table 3. Continued wlolY Jgus
Photosynthesis pigments content S yomwgid (so 35y (4l 30
IS by ks % b 5 o
@ Lo adgii,l8 a Judg,l5 b Judg,ls Total Chlorophyll 7
Treatments Carotenoid Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b Chlorophyll ratio
mg.g! FW
i bl 0.3483 b¢ 0.751°¢ 0.219° 0.973 ¢ 3.471°
b2 0.3266 °© 0.601 © 0.214° 0.814 ¢f 2.848 b
b3 0.2758 ¢ 0.309 & 0.18°¢ 0.494 P 1.756 ¢
L b1 0.361° 0.562 f 0.220° 0.777 & 2.626
b2 0.361° 0.674 ¢ 0.205 b 0.874 ¢ 3.342°
b3 0.343 be 0.512f 0.221°" 0.732¢ 2.3614
b1 0.404 2 0.814°¢ 0.292 1.103 ¢ 2.825 b
13 b2 0.396 2 1.008 # 0.299 * 1.304 2 3.396*
b3 0.388° 0.916° 0.292° 1.207° 3.166 %

A5l S5 yge3T bl 1 (gl e Bl gt ya 10 S e By S L Slasl
dgm 35 555,5 S g5l DI tgllae (o)Ll I3 ¢ 23 pz y55 dopo Yo al> 1o 5l (o kol @dad 12 ¢ 20 5 s yo ¥ al> o 5l (5 ,LoT adad 1
AU g B3 Ve g 055555, 55l b2 Y

Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different by duncan’s test

(I1: Irrigation withholding since 30% flowering stage, 12: Irrigation withholding since 30% pod forming stage, 13: Normal
Irrigation, b1: Azotobacter chroococcum 63, b2: Azotobacter chroococcum 70,b3: No Azotobacter)
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Table 4. Meanes comparison of the bacteria and cultivars effects on grain yield, proline, unstructured soluble sugars,
protein, catalase and peroxidase antioxidant enzymes photosynthetic pigments content of rapeseed (Brassica napusL.)
cultivars in terminal cut off irrigation condition under effect of azotobacter inocullum

Jobmo sl
a1 9 ,Shos 656 Lo el R LT )‘M'f pladl U0l
Lo Grain le® eloil odoy Unstructured «lee lep el <lse
Treatments yeild Proline soluble sugars Protein Peroxidase Catalase
Kg.ha'! Mg.g' FW Mg.g' FW Mg.g' FW nmol.min.g’  nmol.min.g”!
Vi 4341.2%® 0.447 2 64.16° 0.400 ¢ 0.657 b¢ 0.517 %
B1 V2 4805.3 ® 0.4452 61.39° 0.395°¢ 0.617 < 0.519 b¢
V3 3553.5% 0.376° 62.09 2 0.328 ¢ 0.684° 0.540
A% 4421.7 % 0.326 ¢ 43.75°¢ 0.437° 0.551 ¢ 0.465 4
B2 V2 4551.8¢° 0.367 ¢ 52.4°% 0.395°¢ 0.597 4 0.495 <
V3 3443 .4 b¢ 0.431 a 61.23 2 0.313 ¢ 0.769 * 0.565?
\2! 4109.8 ¢ 0.351 b¢ 46.14 ¢ 0.487* 0.465¢ 0.440 ¢
B3 V2 4394.4 0.348 b¢ 47.43 b 0.483 2 0.432¢ 0.436 ¢
V3 3358.4°¢ 0.346b¢ 48.90 b¢ 0.444° 0.528 f 0.464 d¢
Table 4. Continued alol . Jous
Photosynthesis pigments content S yomwgid (5o 35y (4l 30
2les? ias SO bUdels S gdels el o
Treatments P Chlorophyll  Chlorophyll Total Chlorophyll T
carotenoid b
a b Chlorophyll Ratio
mg.g' FW
Vi 0.3483 b 0.751°¢ 0.219° 0.973 ¢ 34712
Bl V2 0.3266° 0.601 ¢ 0.214° 0.814 < 2.848 b
V3 0.2758 ¢ 0.309 & 0.18 ¢ 0.494 " 1.756 ¢
\%! 0.361° 0.562 °f 0.220° 0.777 & 2.626
B2 V2 0.361° 0.674 9 0.205 b 0.874°¢ 3.342¢
V3 0.343 be 0.512°F 0.221° 0.732¢ 2.361 ¢
\%! 0.404 2 0.814°¢ 0.2922 1.103 ¢ 2.825 ¢
B3 V2 0.396 2 1.008 # 0.299 2 1.304 2 3.3962
V3 0.388 2 0.916° 0.2922 1.207° 3.166 ®

35,105 Sl yge3] bl s (gl cme BB gt o 10 S ie By S b sl

ST V3 ST V2 g T ¢ aShisl e D3 Ve dygs psS'sS's,S 2Lt D2 BV ayges psSsSs S S Lsi;l b1
Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different by duncan’s test
(bl: Azotobacter chroococcum 63, b2: Azotobacter chroococcum 70,b3: No Azotobacter, v1: Neptun, v2: Octane and v3:

Okapi)
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Table 5. Meanes comparison of the irrigation withholding, bacteria and cultivars effects on grain yield, proline,
unstructured soluble sugars, protein, catalase and peroxidase antioxidant enzymes photosynthetic pigments content of
rapeseed (Brassica napus L.) cultivares in terminal cessation of irrigation condition under effect of azotobacter

inocullum
odan Jote sloas
; plal N e
4o & o Unstructured
Loy lod Grain sl soluble slgn el Sy suel

Treatments yeild Proline sugars Protein Peroxidase Catalase
kg.ha'! mg.g' FW mg.g' FW mg.g' FW mol.min.g"! nmol.min.g"!

B1 \%1 3277¢ 0.455 @ 67.9252 0.402 be 0.670 bed 0.517 bed

V2 3961.6 > 0.430 2b¢ 61.973 @ 0.392 be 0.675 bed 0.530 &4

V3 3357.5 def 04572 62.59 @ 0.405 be 0.627 «f 0.505 be

B2 \%1 3654.1 of 0.452 @ 63.738 @ 0.402 be 0.605 ¢ 0.535 abe

11 V2 3937.55F  (0.430 2 57.978 ¢ 0.392 b 0.637 ode 0.535 abe
V3 3205.8 <f 0.452 62.450 0.390 b 0.610 ¢ 0.495 bf

V1 3360.7 9f  0.380 *f 66.205 2 0.337 < 0.687 be 0.5972

B3 V2 3877.5%F 0392 &f 57.82 abe 0.3074 0.672 0.532 d

V3 2695.6 F 0.355¢f 62.253 0.340 < 0.692 be 0.532 24

B1 A% 5025.8 abe 0327f 42.368 © 0.450 0.560 i 0.452 def

V2 4934.2 *d 0.315f 41.950 ¢ 0.425 @ 0.527 &k 0.487 bf

V3 3555 ¢f 0.337 f 46.920 4 0.435 2 0.565 ¢t 0.455 def

B \%! 4601.6 ** 0.367 <f 51.325 ode 0.400 b 0.597 <& 0.482 bf

12 V2 4387.2%¢  0.372°5f 50.700 ¢de 0.395 b 0.587 ¢h 0.517 bed
V3 3470.8 ¢t 0.362f 55.170 bed 0.390 b 0.607 <& 0.485 bf

A% 4471.8*¢  0.415%*° 57.873 abe 03154 0.8202 0.550 2

BB3 V2 438172  0.4272*4 58.388 abe 0.3104 0.852 2 0.597¢2

V3 3748.9 ¢t 0.450 67.443 2 03154 0.8352 0.547

B1 \%1 4720.4 >¢ 0.347 «f 46.605 9 04772 04221 0.427 <

V2 5520 0.345 <f 44,743 ¢ 0.490 2 0.475 0.465

V3 3748.1¢f  0.360 ¢f 47.0 % 0.492 2 0.500 M 0.427 <

V1 5009.5 2 (.347 «f 45.295 ¢ 0.480 0.4324 0.420f

3 B2 V2 5330.7 % 0.352 ¢f 45273 ¢ 0.490® 0.422"! 0.452 def
V3 3653.7¢F  0.345¢f 51.733 ode 0.480 0.442 i 0.437 f

A% 4496.8 *° 0.347 «f 46.445 % 0.435 0.527 &k 0.452 def

BB3 V2 492414 (0347 ¢f 48.820) cde 0.452 0.532 i 0.487 bf

V3 3630.7 ¢t 0.342 def 51.448 cde 0.445 0.525 gk 0.452 def
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Table 5. Continued

awlol.b Jgu

Photosynthesis pigments content S Fomwgid (5o 35y (4l 30
a . .
o ylons RVCREC I NN bsbsyls  ath Juig S ggeme SIS S
Treatments Carotenoid  Chlorophyll a Ch]lorophyll b Total Chlorophyll Chlorophyll ; Ratio
mg.g” FW

vl 0352¢h 0.735 4 o 0.192 fe 0.930 4 3.0832
Bl v2 0337 0.760 cd 0.235 cde 0.997 < 3.262 @b
v3  0.355¢h 0.760 cd 0.230 «f 0.992 < 3.320 2be
V1 0.2871 0.587 feh 0.212¢8 0.797 fe 2.820 b
n B2 v2  0.357¢h 0.607 fe 0.220 <8 0.825 °fe 2.815 b
V3 0335 0.607 fe 0.210 ¢ 0.820 fe 2.910 b
Vi 0.245k 0.3657 0.212¢¢ 0.582 1.752 ¢
B3 A\ 0.300 ¥ 0.235k 0.190 ¢ 0.4257 1.250h
V3 0.282 0.327 0.215¢¢ 0.4757 2.267 °fe
vl 0.350°¢h 0.580 feh 0.217 ¢ 0.792 fe 2.745 ¢t
B1 v2 03609 0.607 f 0.207 <8 0.810 f 3.020 bed
v3  0372°h 0.497 i 0.235 cde 0.730 & 2,112 f
vl 0.362¢h 0.677 <f 0.197 °fe 0.872 < 3.492
2 B2 vz 0360 0.672 0.212 0.877 < 3.0 e
v3  0.360 ¢ 0.672 < 0.205 ¢ 0.872 < 3.312 3¢
vl 0.352¢h 0.467 0.197 °f& 0.662 i 2.402 ¢
BB3 V2  0.345°%h 0.515 ehi 0.225 <& 0.740 & 2.355 d¢
V3 0.332hi 0.555 ¢hi 0.240 < 0.792 fe 2.325%¢
V1 0.407 0.812 bed 0.285° 1.092 be 2.877 b
B1 A\ 0.4302 0.815 bed 0.297 ® 1.110° 2.772 %F
V3  0.375°¢ 0.815 bed 0.292° 1.107° 2.825 b
V1 0.412 2 1.0152 0.300 13122 2.825 b
13 B2 V2 0.402 @ 1.0172 0.307 ® 1.3222 3.312 3¢
V3  0375°¢ 0.992 2 0.290° 1.277# 3.470 %
vl 0.395%d 0.870° 0.3023® 1.172° 2.900 b
BB3 v2  0382°F 1.0352 0.330* 1.3652 3.152 @b
v3  0.387° 0.842 b 0.245¢ 1.085 b 3.445 abe

2,105 S5l yge3T bl 5 (5 lo crme LIS gt 12 50 S e By S b ol
Wgw 3595 9,S xS Lgi 5l Bl tglhe (o)Ll I3 ¢ 2oz y95 dopo Yo a1 5l (o lol @8 12 ¢ 20 JS s yo Vel o 5l (g ,Lol adas 1
28T V3 ST v2 ¢ g0 VI ¢ uShassl a0y D3 Ve aygu pgSeSs S xS Lgi sl b2 Y

Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different by duncan’s test

(I1: Irrigation withholding since 30% flowering stage, I12: Irrigation withholding since 30% pod forming stage, 13: Normal
Irrigation, bl: Azotobacter chroococcum 63, b2: Azotobacter chroococcum 70,b3: No Azotobacter, v1: Neptun, v2: Octane

and v3: Okapi)

S dusy o0 4l 4 (Schutzand Fangmier, 2001) &g
sslS 5z ol sloysSh sl olid bl
b ool ol cosgame Lyl 0 g Wb oo eals
g_JT Sy las> 00 ‘LQA.':)'S) U"‘”’“)"Li’ oo l) 39)
I pewgid jo e xS Ul log ol jo w)ls oo

SIELIEH IR I S EgS

by cenlls)IS Lid Laadpsis IS aiss sipslie it
55 oxbai Sy Jebs,lS oo bl 5 JUsb o5emS] inlS
Naeemi et al., ) oS oo cladlxe golons] s Jolae
e ay (Sas s S5 Jd IS liee 0 a5 2018
ol a5 el Jshos 50 (3mT ol (slo S50l adgs il



YAA

S9dso Judg)lS Glime (1ol g lacunlly g IS (o anSCs
(Judg S Sis Llis o (Ashraf et al., 1994)
Sax laagtoly oad bl olS 5 0yr 5 eFon
Wbeptals gl jo g5 5 ba slafids,ls

.(Masinovsky et al., 1992)

LR
P (SaS 5 L aglse jo oS il 4 g b
B Po e ey [ PO I ) S 3 o ove) g oL I >
sl Glaclnnns S 5 Gdsp aexjl olacegenl
5 STy ol Ol ySlgiil L el ans oo ol
S olse yiw 5o SLesyl Ut s zals 1, 5ULLS
cblis o o JsSges Sl lazsly s b as ol atsls
Ll o ol 35,5 )18 ailen alilio 25 slisl 5 Joko
oS 5T sl 3T cdled 2ol581 . ailonds (25 Cdews
e Sl ok ao b Wlgs oo (St s SlaogS jpa> 5
3 et led b o Slee als o 1) s gl Lol
SoogS 0 )15 g JolS (o, lol Ll yo ails o ,Slee o33l
SIS S J39,lS lyme Gl 4 lgioe | (e
b 4 gl b el 5 Jlos sl Jlos o 1355 48
OeS9 5 (yigt ctipe] aoenl 3w o Slgsl Ul
5 il o Jled 5l g n (S Iny )5 0y |,
FSLgi5l 0,8 gy0nll del Cews 4 (g Lol adad slolas
apogi 6okl bl Ll 50 15IS 4,385 S5u0 sl Wl o0
Sl g @05 o yo Yol bl b las o 09l
odalive (g p Cbale (p e g (p il oSS 4 Jbep
b 50 Codgenl laicas Ol i 4 bgye a5 ol
Mo s g n g sbis Ll jo DS )8 Gl el
el g lal alad el (2 Lulis s ol la IS,
SUBLS 5 STy oI T slapsl lled ol
ok 55 55T SI5T (sl JISel, (g5lacSl 5o o5 a0,
U ailgs oo i Ll o lapspl opl s a3)ls Ladis
G oolol aad ol 6,55l o Sles 2alS I gog0>
Jedo)lS (uals sl lidg 15 T codled alidl o
clile Sas 250l Jbos kel bawlie s JSsba
2 Gl s oo JlalS a Jdo 155l i 1) b s ls
Mg gl cle 4 (Sas a1 e Jbe)lS (e

(&oketl @b Lyl s o 1y st e sS4y

eyt 51 S8l LS (535S gy (il 5o 5 o Jie
ko slid 4 )l 5 Jlb 5T 05 czgo
e JalS g bty dagyz pud aeaSTy &b
.(Brevedan and Egli, 2003) 5,5 oo oLS Lg,l5
b il e 5 Ll o 1y by S Cile als
Bates et al., ) wols cad s ©luS 5 4 5llds IS
0,y clroasS pebans el Liylidl 4 e i (1973
PSSy AT Spdee hil 5 sl Sl wiile
T RGN CP YT ENNS I

(Orabi et al., 2010) s oo 4320

alb Ly o5 o

sl a/b L35 IS e (5551 5 s el b e 1
PY age 5100 Jguz) P<0.01) o Jlo s 1S s
Ve g (235 Qoo Ve a6 skl ahad o
PV A g (RO 53 Aoy Ve al e 5l (6l alad
VY o5 /b Jdg IS s (e (Jlo i 55k
A P N RP | i PRED IRV ROWRP YA /A . VS FA R A
S opl b Judg)lS 4 s a by IS Sl
okl @B b olyem SLgiil oo sles po 8l (33l
i GhalS D Judg)lS @ coia LIS ol g
Shews slalb L8 S Cad eSS a5 laigSay il
4 oS a0 yd Yo aloye 5l (bl B )0 el g
Al Blie (Y Jsaz) ab Jol> VVOF e
w o gine g plailalb Lo IS Cond o8 5 k]
55 S S 5 YIVER (liee 2 o 55kl 51 2]
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Flae SV Jguz) o8 ol YIFYR e 4y 205
Mg e el a/b Jdg 5 cos 2 08, 9 Syl
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g b gl )3 QBT 8, 9 Ve 5 Y ladigu b idls
Cp S 358yl Caws a1y alb b IS s o i Ve
Sor gl o Jless 3 TS pB)l 4 by e 5 S
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LSy Sauimw sall g g,m b dls as, sleal o
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