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& 3 gy far T B

IS FAMD dEeR (IS $—1) & JUR 6aY H 39
YR & & a1 gaew A <@ g oW oifvar wm afdwm o
I AT HATgR §RT SRIeRad UriAras {3Hfe 26.06.2020 BT 27T
AT H 5 3T HI faar a1 & b arfa= &1 o<l S9a Ard—{udn
S M G gF Sl AT I @ EERA QRaT JORT AFYR SieAT o
AT & | DG 06 aY Yd fbar 1| arfel &1 ufed 9 g 9 TG
ST g AN Ggol @ BRI AT ARA—Uled g Uarfed &xd 8 & |
qeol § ATexdTsihd, 99 9 S9d1 9 ANTd © | fSid 24.06.2020 &I AHI
700 91 [AM P IH IFD U 9 AR-UICT AT TAT SIH A ARA Dl
Ad | el H WA A4 B HY QAT AT | TG il 7 gl Al IHBI
Uil ST | AR &1 gHD] b] 9T AT AT | d1fasil g§RT AT WR Ugadx
RUE foramdr BRIAET fhd S &1 AT=AT & 1T |

et gebadr B1 folRad TR Uee d—1 & IMER TR AT
AT B! i §RT A1l H Bl YuC &A1 62 FHY 18.25 ol faAld
26.06.2020 TR AT SISl H fHAT AT | TGURIT Al RS <dl &
IR W R @l & AlSha Tg ALTAAINSH Holl 77| & yem
AT RUIC el d—4 JAAIFTO YHYd, AGR AU Ud W™ D
fIwg oIRT 4981,323,506,307 {I0G0W0 T4 &RT 3 /4 SIULUGE T A4
T AargR SR Usiiaa fdhar 1 |

faere gRT fadedT & SRM gcARYd & e wR Fa=n
ORI &2 5 Ud e SRMAGHT U $H—6 Udh 3ag Ael @l =il
Feol H foram T g fada fadae gRT Safeld Wed & IR W
AT AYh IMYd D (g AR U Y H—7 JhaAT AR H&T
206 /2020 3TV €T 498€,323,506,307 HI0G0E0 TG &RT 3 /4 SLULYdT
Td fga AUt v SIfgaar sl M odt @ fOvg eIRuuE e
GIRT 498¢,323 HI0G0H0 Ud ORI 3 /4 SIUITae e H UiNa fdar |

Afgad Mg & fdwg A8 gaifderl gR1 faid 04.05.

2022 BT IRIT AT &RT 498Y,323 /34,506,307 HI0G0W0 Td €T 4 .
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qiude Td Afgad #ure Td Sifigaar st iar <l & fawg emRI™
T YRT 498Y,323 /34 HI0G0W0 Ud €T 4 SIULTde &1 forfera foan
AT | RIY JAMYGFAOT DI USDHR GATI, FHSIAT AT | AT+
IRIT A hR (haT qur faRoT &1 77 3 |

RIS Y&l dHI RS H AU &9 & §add H it
31fTST <ATel URiferd R Y g

1—  IffoTe el R RIfg=T <) arfesi gevaar

2— SIS el HT—2 U9 HAR

3— SIS el HT—3 Uq HHRI

4— IS el He—s S10 dferd HAR, Fafdhiia uRleroy

5— iAo el |5 Afgar 3o Fifar <,

6—  SIMATST ARl H=—6 o0 FEU foary fad=aw
RIS UeT &f IR H Yo A H AfeiRad aifvera

TRge o T B

1— dER YS9 H—1 (Wose—1 arfasil JevaHT)

o— e qdeqr yeel —2  (Glos<g—4 10 dfeld HHR)

3— e v gaAr Ruie yeeie—3(@ose]os Sfidr <dl)

4—  ST0SI0 USe H—4 (Moseetos FIIAT <)
5— @RI ORI Y& & 5, (dosecioe faa=re )
6— o SRS USI H—6 CSEICREEEE
7—  SRIY U g b7 CINSESCRECEE

IS Aeg FATG B & SURI AR BT I
A IRT 313 GOUOHO fawih 29.05.2026 @I ifdhdd foam war o
JAMNGFITOT 9 gl Dl Told 9 FRER gdd gd fdoge gR1 fad=mr
FEqT fHAT ST BT © | SAGERITOT 7 ARIRTOT gRT IfSTerasr e &
ST AT W B (R 89 &1 HAF fHAr T 2 o IR & RO
Iqd gbaH H HART ST Bl | AT gRI dhis § wey o
S W EHR far Tar 2

I afgarr @ g sffaar @ aifdioq @ &Ik 9
fgm foren aer ffaar (PRl & a®l I Gar o ol
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YAl BT TP el fHaT |

T YIRUT H IAfged Igd @ fERer 9wy
498Y,323 / 34,506,307 {I0G0%0 Td €RT 4 SLA.YIE & ITd 4 SIFgad

STl Y9 JAfAgaar Sl Tiar <dt &7 fIaReT I ORT 4981,323 / 34
HOG0H0 Vd ORT 4 SN Tae & I=NTT qved ARE & ford IR
A g R far 2

fvss = I T faar @ RiETT 8 5 i a1
MY FTTOT & fAReg STURTT & SMaedD dcd Pl [Aeaq=i1g Hed & ArgH
¥ JfARYad Hag 9 W AIAd AT BT © AR A AT 0T 59
SR o fA%el 8T & AT ST o™ JAMFRITIN DI ey A= =z |

SRl D oW H UKd Al H gAY WIS UE g
qlierl @ AWMDYAl & IEd o T Thl Td UGl WX SUSTE 3
A 1&g & 3ATelld H <ATITAT 6 FHe U [hd T |1 1fera
T Afpel BT favever fHar SET smawd © el FHAR faaRer
YA © —

sfdre el flosso1 et goaAr s <dl gRT
3O AU g UNIE § Ig h fhar g b —

"I QMG IS W oI A ¥ Ud RMAgd @ A gy o,
ol & d1e H ST Blex Mg @ 'R AT ofl, B &A1 9% I 9@
SId HYR 9 G WAl 4l S H Hiek Wifhd 9 WG q oA Bl
IeTeT < ol St AN & TR H A 37U AT fUdT @ garn ar
H1ar f9ar o TR b7 garer od Y A @ HRA H AT @b Dl dl
SWRIh AN el A 3R SIF ¥ AR & a9 9R1 drer| et 93
<C MR ol Ael @ Saey] BRIy oM | 9 W H OHA ol o Td
SR {9 oM & d18% d Udh Afth | "eAl & dR H gdih] U1 U
forRgaran o foRgs arel 1 YR GAMT o1, IHD d1g A U1 el
3[ST TR A WR o 5 W gepadr fora@r an o | Aefl &l e
ATl AT UF fA@ar g uge) AT A1 Al Al 9 Bul b I8 g8l
WAT UF ® W A o R fear eom, well gRT weAr uF H afla
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qdl gd Rl SR[ET @ gfte fhy S @ gverd WA 99 WROueel
H—1 STl 1| Yo gRT o yuare &l off der W fAures! wR
gferd = Hid BT =N oR] AR fhar or|”

ST el flosgo2 ¥ FAR §RT (Ul HeU I
wRie H I8 A fbar 2 fb —

“HY 3O dCI B Tl IS F ST 14—15 aY gd AGd
& 1Y AU BRI b ATIR IUBR WHY FHEE abr @1 ol & T
TE—g8Y 9 W M IMYd 9 9@ AT e 9l SHal A el
TEl I | HH ool Bl I DI B ART—UICd g YATST B o | AR
qgol H HIe ARfhd, 49 T g I8 B ART A o | by IR AT ¥
& G ATl DI FHSIH BT YA a1, <ifdet a8 181 A &R iR
TS DI ANT BT WG S T | TTAT ol A o IR a9 gd @ 7 |
SURIH GfooHIl §RT AR—UIC &I g TAT SIF A AR B A41d ¥ IqD
Tel # TR 9t ) $d far, R S8 o # 9l o718 o | 9@ 91
W IS BT FRAfbedg wRew WROR AT NSl H g o7 | i
arefl J HRT 9 fordT o | gelrSl & q1e BN o 99 7 o1 |

ST el dlosscios U9 FARI ST AU AU T
wer H g8 b fbar g b —

"B SO 9ET RIS < BT AT ST 14—15 |iel Ul
A 9 Ao arll 9 WA QA HORT AFQR T
SUE HIAIQR & W17 AUl BRI & AR SUSRERY T G286l Qv
fhar or| &Y N M @S 9 W Gl B AR arl GI T8 o |
IR <29 H Alcarsiod, 49 T Sqd 98 &I A6 &= A | J46 - A
B R W 9 Bl TRIRG g ARG wU A Jainsd fBar dd o | w9
981 DI ARG dled o 3R ARUIC R BR ¥ WIT qd o | A G UREM
BIP} HeIPI 37U Il AT IR a1 AR® 3M R qardl o J1 SuRIh
AR TSl &I AN & R | AT Jardl o | 89 AN 30 G & Afd
B TG I & IR FHS TENHR A 9ol o o TAT FRICAToH L Bl
A o {6 89 AT N9 7, 3a91 S8 Bl 9 < URAT Al RIRIelor
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TEI AT 3R IHD W ARUIE AMS PR 2 | TSl [aid 24.06.2020 I
UM D 7, W AT g R A IAD A1 IAD e A F AR T/
AT §F HeT [ # o/ el IO & T8l S, difds #X Ui
& FRT 931 S W ARA &I A0 F AR el | IR AR H9 A o |
H IRA—RA 991 | 9 79 IR WX Ul 7 ol fafear &1 e &7 <@
Tl WR Ae BT e Ais@ o1 | $96 919 § U 9 Bl bR AT W
T 9 WR "SAT B gaT R 9T e b gRT AT A RSl
T o | IS qI8 W ICT BT FATS 7 AXBNI IRYATA ST o ST
T T Bl A4S DI gerSl g3 AT| TSl & R H gford o g3

Jodie &l ol |

e Wl flosxjp4 S0 dferd AR, e Afe@ma
BlclsT H ASRAT o7l HIAIGR gRT 30+ eIver g uRiel § a8 b
fpar € fob —

"§ {3l 26.06.2020 DI H AHGIRID WY B NIl H
JAR TAfPATEdR & wU § SRR of | 99 fad e 26.06.2020 &I
Y 0825 UloUHo WX =icfeel Xife~il <dl Y=t U9 ofifvar famft um
IRTIT o X[AT STl YR BI ARl Bio FAT & &R Al
WU B W AHET AT AT AT Dl o1 oI & gRT Aoied!
el R W wHE uga fhar war| defdd @1 AfSHd e
W RT3 T o7 | Aefdd @& el WR Udh dle AT Sifdhd T | dAcied
& Tl R YHh dIic BT R AlG[E o S e & AN B "% Ao
AT | TIT BT AMHR 7 A 8 HoHlo THT 3R 2 H 3 YTHoTHo dreT o AR
dre & R T A9 39 QRIET @ BT o7 | H9 drefed & Qi
T &7 Rl SF[ST Tarex FHIfod fohar o1 | a1 I § I8 die /Al
q Gigax AT TS UUS e JMeolde W FT Rd B Al @l Udi
M o7 I8 ol | WA gaiaell Rife <l @1 RifbSia amen aR gRT
30 BRI 9 TWER H IR & T &, s # gic a=ar1 g | gie
HH B g Afedhe RUIE R yeel d—2 el TAar| g o s

Jode &l ol |”
ST el fosses Al Re Eifiar <df g7 ou
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HeU PR WIET H Ig B fhar § b —

" 3T 26.06.2020 BT H AT &G STell AR 1=
BT H d91d o | S & W9 ST AT BRI H WR el oY | 39
e o1 Bratery H arfes e <dl g3l 9| oAifern Fardt ar afegr
T NI 7T AR Ush fobarl gleiRad UIeiFT U3 of’ AR e
SuRRerd ST off o R wife &1 el Sier & g3 o o W)
AT Bl i AT| fSTdd AER W AT HFYSR W doi—alelehy
HFYCY 3MTREY Plo Hlo dAlDId H TISU PG [Hh el dIRAT o
ST HodloHo 206 /2020 3T{cTd €RT 498T, 323, 506, 307 Hlogofdo g
3/4 3go gy 3o g9 YW, shutel 9 arfel & 99 & fawg
SR fHar T or) R W gHrgE & edeR ? | e # yEifta

PRI B | &6 UhodigodlRo WR UGe $H—3 STl AT | Ih JhaH FolT4l
SHlo€lo o 62 i 26.06.2020 WHIA 1825 Fol fhar AT o7 forg W
RIS & BWER 7 | foradr H g o=l g | SHoSI0 R sl $—4
STl 1| I Gbad! fbal fbd SM & a1 gbed I FHiEd g3
fqaeres 1 fader gg ur<d &1 &3 o | f4d=e 1 3’1 quars o o1 |

TS el flossios Soffo wEw foa grT SO
HeU J&I WRIeT H g hrd fhar 2 fdh —

" f&FI® 27.06.2020 BT AT BRI H H0OJ0HO 206 /2020,
T ORT 498U,323,307,506 H{I0G0WO d €RT 3/4 Shodlo Tac &I
faerer e gs | el 5 u=l Ho1 fadie 27.06.2020 @I foar fhar ST
qAT "CARTA B RIS FR Aldh R TFRI—To] IR fhar S, 5™
TSl B—5 & ®U H 307 FKeRg Ud TEIER H BAT JHIOR fhar war
2| AEfll §RT Be W UGS d—6 & w4 H Alad {Har| el gRT THH
faee T 9 9gm e AT b R WRAWYTH I b fdwg GRT
4981,323,506,307910G0%W0 T &RT 3 /4 SIOUIOUTC T URTY Tq IAAYTHITOT
st T sl fiar @& g aRT 498U,323 H0G0W0 9 oRT 3/4
Slovlovde BT URTY SEE! Arfda fhar g, R¥aT IR 93 Ho187 /2020
B g3t H—7 & U # A1feq fHar g
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I 1 IR 4 fage Sieh e (&fea) 7 989 @ RE T
fear & e 9 e @4 yof wu & wifdd fear g1 v &
deg & el afel HdhaAr doswo1 Td UloSwjp2 9 UloSwi3
T & AH YR BIBR SIS HATMDH bl U WY Flfad
fhar 2| ARG uel & 29 & ANV 9979 Ue gRT &l T fawgd
foRE & W U DI T2F USRI H A8 AT Sl ARG HAd D
Ufiehel 8| WoSel—1 9 2 9 3 & ([I9ad-d 9 S A8 & AR W
HAAGFTTOT Bl 7Y Rig fbar S Heparm B |

fagm NN (FRAaa) 7 a8 N du & wga yawor #
qfesl hadT §RT TSl S UTAN &l T8IR ShY GDHaH &6l DHRIAT AT
g o) SIfIo S &1 [Aead-aT @ 9ol &1 ao fiefd 8 der
I Bl UBHR B FATG—HAART B F¥ATGAT Uil T8l 8l o |

fagm NN (@A) 7 a8 9 du1 & wga yawor
qifee gebadT & ffbcdia wieor 9 Wee g & aifael Jhadr bl o o
ARA B 90 9 Tl H R IEIR B A M B BRI TR A
AT 7| aifedl Howed Ay g RUE @1 wwelw faur g
NGO & g Tl & de¥ bl Wel U 8¢ fdded gRI I
fI%g IIRIT Ux AT & |qHe UG fhar 2| o1 SURIGT G AR
R AT UeT R UBROT H YT A Jfddgad dag d W Alfad
PRI W HHSl V8T & | A AMIHRITT Bl SR I HoOR cvs A qfvsd
B DI AT BT B

IS PAHS & WUST HRd g 999 U D fAgH
JAfEaT 1 Ao UG B AE 9 PHldHd ddl TR MIRA
BT I AT SAMNGRITOT & GRT DS TURTY DR HRA1 8] I & |
FIE YT DI AR g™ fftad gRT 9 fQar 1 7 6 e
AERTON = SRS S BT FHS 8! fHar & | AN Ut gRT
R B T qaT & AR =1 3 SRE § ge1 &7 |qAgq =g
BT © afcd ke H dlosso4 §RT S a1 T & o Aoiwd & A
A A TR AT Bl TS @ic JfFolde | AT doAl FHRI Uhfd &l
BT 91T & TAT I8 W BT [hAT 7 1 Tl R dAle &1 e @ gRa
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I =T gRT AT 3 Tl 2 T SfId gear degue & foradr oy
SIAGFTITOT Bl AT ST |

a9 9g & fage siffEa 1 I8 N 99 a6 afie
UeT & A & RO & gl H "gcaqul g difcad faREm™Y 2 oy
Fu JFRISE S ety Td Afdwadg udid BT g1 o U
AT T I AT @ IR TR AT & I g
IRMId g RRTT T8l BRI (A STWYEITOT Bl QYR B
&1 T fohar B

YT 9Fl H faardig g 98 7 5 9 aRm ol
TG 9 WM W W "er ufed g fored sftigawor 6 suRerd g
wferaar wrg | Wifed &, ST {6 oM oo 8 ? Saad @ ey
AR P IR sI PR A I geTaRa@ A @ g ar
T IS $H TATell TR SUael & T el ¥ e gfed &1 9§
Td g ¥ W IS B § A% <& 87

SR AEAES Tl S AD § AT FAND a0
e AT & Sl &7 Saee faar |

SIS @1 3R & HloSg01 & ©U | arfedl HEAT A
< B WA BT AT & TR SO g Wiel H dER Uy d—1
H SfealRaa weAT @& aRYey § WeR foRrm @ 5 T § e
SIS HATTh BT FHAT T8I B © | 59 Wl § ga1g uel & g™
ftrgaar gRT ORg @1 TN 21 SRe @ 4efl 7 o four 2 & adr &
9% SUP Uiy A 9 WR AUl 9 99 a1 @ 7 $H @S dW BT
DIy SalEl el foar o iR 71 Alexasfed 9 A9 & 477 oF off &k 7
& S99 ART QT o7 3R 7 & SEY U ER arell B IS ARG <2
qrell FiT AR off | 9w Ul g |, WYR A S gH o Gl R
3R F Bl Thell® Foi 4 | ST dlell Id S Ufd, 9N, TG a1a!
# T 3R S T B9 1S T S ISR g I AR 9§ AT
SH® IR ARUIE &R ol 3R I B T H SAd AR oA Aed O
N S99 el # dle Ml off, el Saes S99 SRGN IRUdTd
YT H BRI oY | SR HARTAHT 7 I ART YIeT el o7 | A Wi+
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UF forRg drel &1 ARUIC 6]+ H MY 9 99, GGR DI M 8] 9]
T |l <1 oA fhar 8 & fores el 5 IW TERR UeaR 78l gls
off | gford = SHA {B AR BRTST W R F[ET orar foram o, 39+
Fg1 foran, a8 w181 a1 ebdll | IADb FHA Py a-Mcd] i gRT 8l
B T N A B Dl AW beol H foTAT o1 | AEl Bl 161 SOUOHO BT
I YedpR GARIT AT Al |l 7 del fb aRrn S 94 $9 o for,
ag Tl 9a1 AHdT| Yferd | SEPI DIy §9M T8l forr o § SE®
G AN Ao TE 991 ATl 39 el gRT qeiR yey b1 #
SfoctRad Teal Td SIS HAG & AUl ey <1 =i 2 | el gR
dEdR H 37U Ufd Ud W FGR §RT G286l @l AN Bl ofdh) yadrsd fbar
SET G AT g 9 BM R OSM W ARA B g 9 siygad
A gRT Tl H I STAdR Tl S TAT S | AR DI giab] 3

S T St [l T & Sfd fh Al gRT Ul qrg wRiell H Jad
gl B Scoid =8l fhar 7 2| Al gRT SRe § @ 8 "edr &1
A fhar T 3 @ SIgER HeAT drelt A SHe ufd, 9N, 99R
A H T SR S UG BRIG A6 IO QA 95 g9 I 3R
98 AN SE® AR ARUIE R ol IR A Bl T H STAdR AR <Al
TEd o R SE9 Tl § Aie ot ot | 39 Wl & e v wf
geAT JIRA™ | BT AT B WR WIS $ATG AagIs &l oIl
2| 3 RN B e W IMNASH HAMD BT FHAA T BT 8 U
Rerfar  srfigaaor o wfa e # wferaar aifad T8 g 2 |
TS BT IR ¥ flosjp2 T § U FAR &I wRiferd
FRET AT 8, I b qifeAl gavear & a1 &, 8 3ol J&a e 4
BT TedT & Iy H fREMT o= f5d T 2| 39 ARl 9 9| uel
& fag™ Sffdaadr gR1 fSRE @ T & | foRe 4 el 9 &od fbar & b
AMYFHTOT  SHE B AfaRad =8 @t 9T T8t @& AT off 3R 7 &
SHD! ASH DI ART T o | AW el 7 B fhar 2 & gear arel
T BT 89 IO (A § 2—3 FANT Al B W H g9 N IR SHD
Tl § TR SEHR AR ST AEd O R SH9e T # die o ot |
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qEl ° ORe # g8 A1 s fHar g 6 M d gR1 IWiad Ffosr
ERT 9 T AfIRFT g8 &1 ART drell 919 9 yarsd dI- drell ard
g gHGT < Irell 91 A8l gyl ol | ARl 7 [J9ed gRT e for’y S
H SHR far T &) 39 ARl @ ey | W ? 5 Sad ael S|
TeAT BT geAaIe ARl 81 T | el & | W W WIS HAd Bl
AT R BT & RO IWga o &1 Hida oTRm # foraar
A1fed =TEr il 2 |

JASE ® AR W dlos3 & ®I H YT FANT B
ORI HRIAT AT 7, ST 6 aifel qgavear &1 Al &, 8 U+l 33
WIeT H BT el f&Ald 24.06.2020 B IAR T qAT AIMCAT HHIAT
P ERI HIAT T & d[Q JUH A-GD AT TN I9d AlEll DI HiAd
e 9ARIT ST 8l 2 | §9 Al gRT U+ 40 e # 98 A S|
frar & & 98 o g/ AR B deR o9 SeR RuE TS
SRR T oAt fbg arfedl g dloss(p1 gRT Ul &g GKEm Td
TR 4 BRA e 9fed 8M @& 9va W IAdd UM SN BT HUA
far rr {1 39 ARl &1 ey aife  geeHr gRT dER vd e uder
H 50 ™ duAl & A R 89 @ SR AWIe HATD
Afewer & ST ¥ | Sad ARl | 9919 U & fIg Sriadr gRT oRg @
T g ORe § Wil grr ) § o8 1 <289 &1 AFT T8 fhar S
HEI & AT 3T RORE H o a1 ¢ & Saar 98 & ufd g, a9)
st 9 9 fiar <& gRT &0 IfiRes <89 3 Alevasfea a9 §9 9
9 9§ DI AT T8 B Y &R T & SHd 98 B URIRSG T
AMRTG WY ¥ Jaied fear war| <M & §9 | o el TR @1 9
faare 8 gom or 3R T & YT D ENT WM 9 ARA @ a9
SHS! 91 BT T 81 SqT 7 3R T & P Wb AR ARG @l
T | 39 W € fd el gRT BT e DI AT gRT HIRd
P S A SeR fHar g1 Aefl gR1 98 W Fe o o ' 6 SHa
I 7 SIWRRH AfIRE T8 B A B IR H B T8 garan| T RiRe
# el 7 wod fHar g 5 "edr el T SEP 9 W H sraven o
TR AU 9 99 Mar <t Reder # oY § ¥ g9 o) <_iTen |
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SE PHI DIz YBATS T8l fHAT o7 | RS 9 IGHT T b4 ford
forar a8 3A®) BIS aoig TE 9T Fdhdl | I8 T S D AR OM A
T ot | 59 el & Weg ¥ W A FAME B FHE T8 BT B
I el & |ied I AMYFRRT D BT TR H Gferadar Wl arfad
TET Bl B |

SIS Uel @l 3R 4 dlossso4 & ®U | S0 dAferd FAR
B WIfRIT AT AT B e gRT SOl e qRie § woredr drfes
JhaHT & Tl TR AW B RB Y @I BT L AlSE 8IF1 dHal 1T ©

qAqT ATS BT AMBR 7 T 8 WH0 oI=T 3R 2 T 3 TH.UHo dlsl BT Tl
dre BT R T A9 T @®RAT B9 @1 B fRar v Rl gR
U T H I dlc TR A Wigd? IT 8le UTS ol ATeoide I 3T

ARG BFT $HET & AT dIc D UHd AH=T 9T © 1 59 el 3 99
Ul & fag™ ifdgadr grT RRE @t T & RSRg # e 7 %o far &
fh e & G0 o TR DIy F T8 o, W B WG 2 o) Tot
W dic &1 99 @I gRT A 3 |ah B AT 3 e & gRT ugard
T Hhdl B 39 9 & el weg ) sifaes sume @ gfte
T2 Bl ® O S o S AeERdg 8 ST & |

AT el & 3R ¥ Hiossjps & w9 § ARl IARE
har <dl & Wd = T 7 e gRT U g wder #
IS YU e UM Jadr Ruie ucel &—3 Ud Siosio &l uael d—4
® wU H yEIOE fRAT WA TS9O Wel ¥ §@g ue b fdge
fergehdr gRT ORE @1 T g | Sad |l fvaiRe |l © e |
H A NI UYST B GO YA Bl 8 | fe URga udhRor #
JeT B AR 7 AT B b1 FqHH T fhar 71 W Reafar
H S Al © 9O BT DI A AT BT T8 AT 57 Ahar 7 |

AT B AR A Glosecjoe Sofio HEIT fardy o1 wifera
AT T & RN §RT U d A/ 3 fadeer @& T 8 9 g
3O q&F GRIeT H AR o Uee b5, IR T bl Ha Ya3 H—6
TG 3RMY Y3 &I UG H—7 & w9 # GO fhar a1 2| 39 amel |
ag e & fdgr sifegadr gR1 foReE @ T & SRe § wel 9 o
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fhar g 6 S99 a1l 9 9o 9 o o foa™ @& IR ¥ Jeds
TEl T o1 | ARl g§RT 9 & §9Y Bha Y §HEd AT SUdel T8l 8
&1 U fhar 21 Wl gR1 999 ue & fag ifddaar & 39 gena 4
PR far T 2 & =it o8 "e 7 9 2 &R afgwmen @ fiwe
Holl ARIT US SIRge fhaT 81| 59 ARl & Aed 9 A AT o
BRI TeAT # Aferaar Afad T8 gl ? |

Ul Rfd # ga9 9l & 99w adl 9 uRRefadl va
AMEIG STodd Tad Ud "9 9o e gRT a4 Tl fafy
AR Pl G R U AMNATSTT §RT UG Dl T3 T AIRgd
SISl g B WG FHIET W e & 98 WK Ad © (b
IS et AT AIfITor 1 e A LAY g Ud A
STl Td g Mar <4l gRT arfesl Jobadr | SffaRad gl &l A
fha S= dr | g T8N 8 R gdAiied R S dr Tl H S 9
AR &1 g 9 &1 digex g1 6y S &1 wa fhd e gd oA
H ARA B gHD! A T BT IIRY JRgad F<eg A W A1fdad e |
3B V& ¢ |

31 A Mg, e Hue Td ifgear Wi <)
DI AR AR H Y I B IR 3 |

A

AMRJeT IMYT BT GRT 498,323 /34,307,506 HI0K0%0 Td
ORI 4 SANTR & ARY | Avqad fHar omar 2

JfRged shuTel g ffgaar Mar <Al ®1 ORT 498,323 / 34
HI0S0H0 T4 &RT 4 SLUILTaE & ARY ¥ SIad fHar Simar g

PRI S W B, ST SFMaAM 9 SAfdiTa 99 9=
e R uRnpTor @ 99 TIREl | SR faar e 2 |

faAi®: 29.06.2026 (@mefy o)
forem a3 gErE
HIaTgR |
( J.0.Code UP02024)
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A I8 Aol ol e § W gRT gwiERd, fadifaa
PR ISEINd foar |

faAi®: 29.06.2026 (@mefy o)
forel vd @ <EE
QR |

( J.0.Code UP02024)
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