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Abstract

Copper is the essential nutrient for the growth and development of plants. Here, a medical plant
Catharanthus roseus was subjected to different concentrations of copper plus with exogenous
ethylene, investigating their cooperative effects on plant growth, primary metabolism, accumula-
tion and transportation of Cu, as well as secondary metabolisms. Our results showed that the
treatment with low level of Cu decreased chlorophyll content and photosynthetic rate. In addition,
large amounts of Cu was accumulated in roots and brought about obvious hurt on root growth. In
this case, the plant was able to actively transfer Cu from mature tissues to young ones. When ex-
ogenous ethylene was applied, the accumulation of Cu in detected tissues was decreased, partly
reducing the physiological hurt of copper stress on plant and largely promoting the Cu transport
rate from mature leaves to young tissues. It was concluded that the copper stress exerted an ob-
viously adverse effect on plant primary and secondary metabolism. An increased exogenous ethy-
lene supply could not only alleviate the inhibitory effect of copper stress on plant growth, but en-
hance vinblastine accumulation in plants.
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HRMEMEKREILBEIERTR . 2 CUEHEYKFIL(Catharanthus roseus) #HE, WKFIE
EHMERIERA G TERAT, FEBEBILSINEZHAE, REMKEENERE. Ca EE£MNE
BURRAERBEAE AR, L4 HERERENH SRS ERDS SBOLAEARTE; HEXcu
FERBWEERS, FHCTEKELEREN B RAHAMABMAHAN R ERE R, EHERM LML
WZIFF)E, RERTHERSEHSRATAPEERS, BT e KFERERNHEGE, /3T
B R F RAMARNFEER, XEERRE, S KEEIERREREEE BEHMEE
. SNEEIN ZIFEAE ] AR a5 R A KB A EGE, FANKEEH AP EYRE A R
HEEF th AR BL

XA
WEH, #he, 2% BE8%E, kERE

ik

1. Bf

XEYIK L, CuREYEKKE LRI EEFRIGR, ZEZMmEEE. 400G =M &R R
AEEE 2 PGSR AR A 2 — (1] AR Ik 2 R 7 A 4 i ol A R T AL 0 £ PR 25 A N A A A
. ERSERMKE L, FERIRKRC, WA BERD I EBR AR, R TR,
Ry Bk TA) SR 4 [2] [3]. FEAEER b, HE 6@ s ke ) i AR R DR 4 3K B B b S EOG A 1R S [4] -
T A P AR R ) A A A ) 3 7 A A e R AT e R A TR IR D RE, 7 R AT A,
W& TR R, BEamns LIRS MG Y H ai M m, 5ol R B A 7% i 7504 P A 2 i T s e 3%
[6], CufFAEEREEBITRY), DIHEMEM®R, GHK, EEDEN SR, MR RR RS T
[ Y MR 2B FE 3 BRI [D] o X4 AR S AL B RTE S0 R E S R AR AR SR KR B AR B4
B TSGR R .

L7 F|(Ethephon, ET)ENAEMIII B E MW AN BT O RREERZ —, KENT/ED
HEB P BIR SE UM AN A KR BT, 2S5 E =R ER7]-[11]
(Rl UL, B TR AN R Z A R I 53 T B AR ZS RGP 52 B9 — A A SR )i . 27T Bk R Apocynaceae)
K1 J& (Catharanthus) 24 4 K % 1¢ (Catharanthus roseus (L.) G. Don)A= 48 AE 5%, ARAE FHKE
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FEREARAE AL S A P R D H o (X T 2B VR AT 52, AT @ W se R ) AR PR AR S A B AR 2 — o [
I KRN S 825 DU 25 G PR KA. KFRWTIAE 100 2R EY, 2 [ Br LW FE AR i %
WU ZTIR 22—, TIARFAEIR A AP0 B 5 FLIA B2 DR 1 RO RFALE 25 6 A [12] o FRATRTIII B 7T
KB, A8 BENE 2 R AR A P T I SR A e B B N[ 13], {HOR T Cu iR I HLEE 1 75
BE— BB TT . BEAh, W TR — D3 B I DA i B A o T B s Vo e - AR M AR 2 208, T Cu
R AN A U R DS AL A KR LS A B RS2, R 92 T [ e 8 i xR A rh 24
T TR B A S R RS 1o R AR o PRI AS I 78 LA 28 TR R AE A BT TR R, IR AN WE T MIRAR
e N RFELE YIRS Cu IR, Feig; A& THLE . RGERE T 0 P32 KA A E I N5 )
AR B AL, Dy EE— DR TEARRAE %% T A AR AR ML AR B 18 2% 1 TR 3840 DAR AR I AL iy B
SR LI KRR ISR S K T

2. 5 HE
2.1 KBRS E

A S i WL & KA S 1 R KERF T, A RIEKBR A KIS G — PR % 2]
AR BRERAE AR ALMOML K 2B R A S S 0E B 4 90360 = N LA FE (ZPW-400, China) N 159%, NERIEKH
A KA G — N R F I TER E R 77, R IR KB R KR AT 85 9%, 859k
PEREIR 6 i (day)/EHR 0 Z(night), J&HERSIE] Y 6:00~18:00, #ZJF 80%, JHJE 28°C (day)/25°C (night).
YHERKEERFERRTREAL®RSE .. TMALNREERMAS, @M YERE 12 RER
Hoagland’s & 7%, AT ENRE, M2 iEa KEEEK. Rkl =xtm 5 IF i T s
HAAN 2 A B

ASCERETE 1/2 Hoagland 7 F8 K iU E: AL 1N\ CuSO.-5H,0 (4 #74l), Z &Rk K- FEIELTE . 4
PR RS 0716 Cu W E 9 0, 200, 300, 400, 600 F1800 puM-L Y, 1 2% A AU 1% 4#% 50 umol-L ™,
FEVTE 6 AR, FRELEALEE— S 23 Sl BORE 00 28 T2 B % 1A BRAR T A o

22. BHSSHMEMENESE

i b KHFELN RS ERIMEAEKZES . DR M FEY LR =/, HERWEHER
1 mm)IlE RS R A5 A RSP ORS B FE 9 0.0001 g) 73 A FRE AR HRAE S AR . 25, I EE .
KPR 5 R AL AL BT EANF 73 NS B I bR, BT 70°CHA 2 EEGd £ 4), Ha
FroR-P-(FERI 208 0.0001 @) 7 AR EAR . 25, AT . BN Sin a3 20 &4 S 8000 U -F 1M .

Z IR CHR[15] [16] 775 BE T 43R a (Chl a). MH4x 3K b (Chl b) & &Ml E . AT LA (3F1208 0.25 cm)
WETT R K R BRAE AR AL i iy B 10 Fv B /N v 230 B RSP CR A B2 0 0.0001 @) BRI e 3% ot
&, REETEEE T, FMA 5 mLDMSO (ZHETER), 60 CIEIRKMA KM NGRSkl 2
ANEE, WCEE BTSRRI . DL DMSO A AT HR, A8 KA aT W43 6 B T (Shimadzu UV-2550, Japan)4y
Sl SR IBORAE 480, 649, 665 nm HIWOL(E OD, RJEitH 4R a. HERbKEE.

AR A:

Chla(mg/cm®) =[12.19x Agy —3.45x Ay | x5 ML x1.9625
Chib(mg/cm? ) = [21.99x Ay —5.32x Aggs | x5 ML x1.9625

Tr?> =3.14x0.25% x10 =1.9625



b8 55 AN 20 AR LA PN A Al B AR AR AN AL BRAC A R 52

2.3. EBR IR E

B ESRHETAERE, FIWFERHIE B ok oK, & SRR A SR R S AREL 0.1 g, T KPR E (RS 2
0.0001 @), A 20 mL B A BR(EER: S AR =403 1L KRE b, S0 E , F 20 FLIE I #E 2~3 h,
HEEHAM, WARELOERSIET RGO, AHE, €% 25 mL AR+, MEEEGRE, R
F IO G AN & T AR S P S R B IR, FRARIE A A RO IR, SRR TR E
Bosm . 2. WP ETFRESSS R A Cu S B S AR S 2 T (s R B[4

THEARXN:

e b B 4 R R (ng /9)

A = B R T SR A (u0)0)

2.4. KHEWLEVWEINE

1) KEEYI LI T 7%

ZHECHR[17], B 70°C P TEEE M KFELR . 25, H(EF A, i A s )k
SOy ARE T, PO AN P o F I 23 0 B sk A, R AR 43 BT R ST (RS 1) 0.0001 @)
IUFEZ) 0.1 g B3R T 10 mL &0, REHFREF A 5 mL [ EE, 8 $2E 20 min, 8000 rmp &5.0» 10
min JEHIRE EEW . FRSTTIERR AR O 3 mL. 2 mL HEEE S HRE 2 &k, & FF B3, 7 40°C 41t
TR R B 1 mL IR AVA, B 20 min fEEEEE IRV SO0 VAR T I, B
2.5 mL B0 H, 12,000 rmp #5010 min JEHEECETER, B4 0.22 um fFLEERE I U S it HPLC A5l

2) ikt

it Waters 5C18-AR-1I (4.6 x 150 mm);

WEM: AM, WEE, B, BERR 8. 990 mLiEEAiK + 10 mL — Z & (BB pH & 7.3~7.5);
A:B =68:32;

Jiid: 1.0 mL/min; AR 220 nm; KRR 25°C; #EFEE: 20 L.

KA A DR S B3 TR P U 5 7 v 2 B8 SRR [ 18] 7572 F S 26 ol 52 B PCR JEAT I SE .

2.5. HiEALIE

M. Excel F1 SPSS U AFHEATAH < E 4k 1) 0 BT AIAL BE, R B IK 2505 25 49 HT (One-Way ANOVA)
06 8- Ab P R) ) 22 5 B

3. &R
3.1. KEHLHEMEEMMERETHVERIERCEHIBEER

IR 1 a T KFEA R FEM, Bl 1 el i, BRETE 50 pM ET > CK (1.17), #iH 4
W AE— e 2 I T A AR B4 2B K, {E 2 200 uM Cu > 200 pM Cu + 50 uM ET, #iHA7E 200 uM
Cu i 5 BN 20 5 BOmam) 1 Rk b3 2 ARG ARAKAE NN 20 5 R 0 9 W) 5t 32 B s AR
jib ELAE N 205 kb B 5 200 uM Cu > 200 uM Cu + 50 uM ET > CK, $itI7E 200 pM Cu 444+ FInA 2
I3 I BRAR T AR AR T EE o e A, NN 20066 J5 Rl 1 4 o 3 o K AR AR A% 54 FH Mk = 50 UM ET > CK (1.17)
VLA 20 75— e FE T s T M ik b 1358 2 i AR K, {H2 200 uM Cu > 200 puM Cu + 50 uM ET $EHA7E 200
UM Cu Bkt 2 FIMN 205 5 S i) 7 R At B350 40 (0 2R s ARACTE NN 2045 5 SR B B I 52 B4 5
R 76 LU AE N Z 5 A B J5 200 pM Cu > 200 UM Cu + 50 uM ET > CK, i8] 7E 200 uM Cu AbFE 214 FInA
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Table 1. Regulation of ethylene on the root cap ratio of Catharanthus roseus in copper stress

3= 1 IR T KE LR E LY

AL IR E A (cm) H =i (cm) Rt EE R AR TI 12: 4 £
CK 7.86+0.1 6.74+0.14 1.17 £0.02 1
200 pMCu 8.19+0.15 5.28 +£0.17 1.55+0.07 1.041561
-ET 300 pMCu 7.36 £0.32 539+0.21 1.37+0.01 0.936811
400 pMCu 6.46 +£0.24 5.37+0.12 1.21+0.06 0.822307
600 pMCu 5.52+0.26 483+0.2 1.15+0.08 0.702714
800 uMCu 578+0.14 446+0.11 1.3+0.03 0.735369
50 uMET 558 £0.12 7.09+0.23 1.27 £ 0.06 1
200 uMCu + 50 pMET 5.26+0.19 6.97 £0.35 1.32+£0.03 0.98
+ET 300 uMCu + 50 pMET 541+0.21 7.04+0.1 1.3 +0.07 0.99
400 pMCu + 50 pMET 5.83+0.48 7.25+0.09 1.25+0.08 1.02
600 uMCu + 50 pMET 5.35+0.09 6.54 £0.19 1.22+0.02 0.92
800 uMCu + 50 pMET 5.55+0.35 6.96 +£0.15 1.26 +0.05 0.98

G PR T R RAR R b o A AR AR AR e SN 2008 5 W B A T KRR, (EEeEE T
PRI AAC, 0T ARG B SR 0 I 2 0 H AR s 4 B AR A e 3

TV AR R PEFa A, RO E <5 A B AR ARAR G S5 0 B A R RR AR PO AR, AR e S A 0%
SR PE[19]. 1 2 AT, HA 400 pM Cu + 50 pM ET &b FE 44 T KBFE AR 2 250 1.02,
R T2 REIS/NT 1 KT 0.9, BEEATE MR I 2644 T INN £ R LUk 38 K el
PRI SZVERIRBUR . KRR MRt 30T 51 AR 2 e JTEE I AMIE Z 03 3% 104 2 400 pM Cu +
50 UM ET > 400 pM Cu, FHR&HABLEIN M5 5 3506 B T B .

SRR RS EMYIT G ERANFEEAER, TRESEFRDEEERANXR To%Y), HEEr—
EFEE bR AL R G RE T I L AT L, FEHR A AR RN GRS R av AR Db
MRS EY R AERFRFEE AL, B 200 pM Cu > 200 uM Cu + 50 pM ET AL, Higx & 4B 7L N
NCIGJEHR S TSR as A3 b LURCR SRR 0 B &, SRR AMIRART I 1w i 4 25 110 4 AR BB AR A
H. MEEE alb fEIMA 20 G B B F R T .

3.2. WERYEWRFEMERHET CuEBR. HERZHHNBEER

FEAMEAR A 0 NI 206 5 KRR . 2. WX Cu MERRENRISAMAE, hiE 2
AL, AR Cu < 300 UM BN 24 J5 38 7 %F Cu & 46, 124 Cu A FK & &+ 300 uM B, A
2T G AN FIREBE YD 7 ARER A Cu MRl 25+ 300 UM Cu + 50 pM ET %2 300 uM Cu K 60%, FL4%
TN 06 5 # A WAL 3 s ISR 206 Ja A e Cu (R R e 2 4% m, 3+ 800 uM Cu + 50 pM ET
& 800 UM Cu ) 1.39 5. MRS, KEIEEMMIEE A NINN NG, W5 725/ 5% Cu 1)

Re, (AZIEHEZZA% T Cu xﬂaﬁkaﬁﬁﬂﬁt% MU T Cu TEK AR N 15 4R
m«ﬁﬂﬁj‘f’% SRECHEHERE . 25, HEMBNE R Cu iz, mIE 3 /I, AMNE 2 KEFRTE
AR Wi S MG Bl 3 2% A 5 148 Cu T IZ R IN: R— 250 #412% CK i, 50 UM ET < CK,
200 pM Cu > 300 UM Cu > 300 uM Cu + 50 uM ET, i BA7EHR i AbBE A5 PF TN\ 20 J5 BEAIK T AR — 2511

O,
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Table 2. Regulation of ethylene on the survivability of Catharanthus roseus in copper stress

3% 2. ZIHEAE T KE LM Z A

AbHRIR R (g) ZT#(g) - (g) SDW/RDW
CK 0.1+0.02 0.06 £0.01 0.31+0.04 3.677181
200 pMCu 0.11+0.01 0.05+0.01 0.33+0.01 3.370012
—ET 300 pMCu 0.13+0.03 0.07x0 0.39+0.06 3.406675
400 pMCu 0.09 £0.02 0.04 £0.01 0.22 £0.05 29
600 pMCu 0.12 £0.02 0.06+0 0.35+0.02 3.380353
800 pMCu 0.07£0.01 0.03x0 0.21+0.03 3.617446
50 UPMET 0.07£0.01 0.04 £0.01 0.2+0.04 3.502638
200 uMCu + 50 pMET 0.08 £0.02 0.04 £0.01 0.18+0.04 2.566327
+ET 300 uMCu + 50 pMET 0.07x0 0.04 £0.01 0.2+0.03 3.334707
400 uMCu + 50 PMET 0.07£0.01 0.03+0.01 0.17 £0.02 2.957269
600 uMCu + 50 uMET 0.09 £0.01 0040 0.2+0.04 2.60507
800 uMCu + 50 uMET 0.08 £0.02 0040 0.19£0.02 2.941831
50 - 14 O-ET
12 | B+ET
40 -
. = 10
Ng 30 - é 8
> =
g 20 g 6
O 4
10 - 9
0o - 0 -
CK 200 300 400 600 800 CK 200 300 400 600 800
Cu concentration (uM) Cu concentration (UM)
(@) (b)
.- O-ET o . DET
35 B+ET 50 -
3
% 25 | - 40
= 2 - ‘EL‘: 30
151 20 -
1 -
05 10 -
0 - 0 -

CK 200 300 400 600 800

Cu concentration (LM)

©

CK 200 300

400 600 800

Cu concentration (UM)

(@

Figure 1. Regulation of ethylene on the chlorophyll of Catharanthus roseus on copper stress (a) Chl a; (b) Chl b; (c) Chl

alb; (d) C

hla+b

E 1 ZHEXEMBTKEELECRINFIZ. () HEFEa; (b) HEED; (o) HEFEab; (d) BMHERE

O,
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3000 | O-ET
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o o o o o

800

O-ET
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20 , O-ET
B+ET
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200 300 400 600 800
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©

Figure 2. Regulation of ethylene on Cu accumulate of Catharanthus roseus in copper stress. (a) Content of Cu in root;
(b) content of Cu in stem; (c) content of Cu in leaf

E 2. ZHEHKERMEFEMBETX CuEERIER. @) RPCudE; b) EFCUEE; (o) HFCug=E

0.8 O-ET
B+ET
0.6
0.4

0.2

Transport efficiency % DW

CK 200 300 400 600
Cu concentration (UM)

@
15

Transport efficiency % DW

800

CK

12 O-ET
10

Transport efficiency % DW

o N B~ O 0

CK 200 300 400 600 800
Cu concentration (UM)

(b)
O-ET

200 300 400 600 800
Cu concentration (UM)

©

Figure 3. Cu transport of Catharanthus roseus in copper stress. (a) Transport efficiency of root to stem; (b) transport
efficiency of stem to leaf; (c) transport efficiency of overground part

E 3. KELWMINEFFRM T Cu BIEIE. (1) RZREER; (b) Z-MEEEE; (o) LRI BEEER

®



b8 55 AN 20 AR LA PN A Al B AR AR AN AL BRAC A R 52

BRI, IININE 245 )5 - 338 8 JI7E 800 uM Cu + 50 uM ET iA %, & CK i 9.44 %, 09
TN 20 5 22— W (% 18 e 70 B A 1 Bt 6 4 AL BRI B2 RO 3G N T B g o b By RIS R a3
R— ZE W s AR B FEA M .

3.3. KEELE R RENEFE T RERBHENR ZHEBZER

TENZ DK EL AR T iR EIH R B 2 R g 80 S e Trohiet v /e, G
WK EIEEARAE AT LB, B3 b se 2 R & AT Tk e AR S . e
4(a)rl ML, FEIRIVREE Cu Bl A F I A3 m 7 B3t i p e 2 RIS &, FRA% T sk AR et
R X2 ROEE. BE 4b0)rTs, AFRPHEGE N KELGT, FEH A R KRS RS A HIR
IR TR SR, TP EH A AR K0l A & 7E 300 uM Cu. 300 uM Cu + 50 uM ET AbFERS RIS, F
FO R B A W AR A B A AR BRI P I SO I B AR . IMNANR S, IR K R
FRICUIRIGN, s RN S A KRS BRI QM5 AR F R . KEEE KR
TEAEARAR N AT AT AP, B 4(c)mTn, KA NAS [F i 26 2R i b K i & A
RZE, 5mhhse 2 REENARERIEARME, b KR R & R T e R
o KA AR, O B 2B AR IR, KB R KR TR A T LR E 1 Bh AT
fir. B 4d)aran, AFRPHEZS T KRB R ARG R L2 REE > KERBG®E > KER
i, fE£300 pM Cu &bBER, KELM I Z RAKE T & 2 RK, /2 CK 1) 58%. 50%;
TMi7E 300 UM Cu + 50 uM ET AbHERS KFAE I F AR A W08 0 B 5 g

TR A () RE BRI A EIN 20 51 T KRR R G BUs A p o R R R R IA . s 5 1]
WL, BARELLANE ET, 2 REAMIBEER MR EKFS5XHRARAE BEM X 5. SAMELL Cu AF
5 ET {EFAIEFAHR, SERME T DAH 1 DAT [RE, HIMALEERRREEHEA S =4
SRBERGHE R LU R I, T16H BN e B A5 IE, I H Cu FI IR & a T, HRE =IO
LI o
4. ¥+1ig

KELF EH B EYUE A AEE KB BB 5 M s E bR Ewt 78S i 2 iU ) 25
Va2 —[13]-[18]. CAMERM, AEVIRAEAEY) b 1A B2 2 2 P s R 7 1035 S [19]. X TKHF
TERIBE 5 B AT B e KR8 AR R U 1 20 T 35 AN AL S0 9 25 D T 11 e L PR3 iR 4 ) A TR 2
ST SR B Z [19]0 A5t B M AEFARMZ R EWFR T E B S A KR A A AR AR
86 A PRI 1) B AN AR SR A R, DLTE AR I AR 20 X B e 2k R KA
VAYEVEF, Bl e e R AR 206 X0EE DR 7 A 42 (0 52 i DAPR 0 P & 25 S TR R R A KR B 55 2 7 T
M2, RO KFL N TR AR TE .

SERS R, 2 FREYAKARACRT SN Cu I8 (i 52 i, % Cu 1 E EFNFEIE Iy et i A AR
LR Ja KA AR MR LR 38 A — 2 AR, SR RAR T Cu B 2P #3845 A B LA
J Cu FEREARAR N 1) & SE RN LIS Y AN [FIFR FE L2 B4 U0EH S RIASE AT DAVE e S 52 () e A R
AT AREARER XS KBFEAL G FEMPEER . R ESEMMEIT LA ERMNEEAR, HEREER
HEERIR R T %Y, B RAE—ERE EIRWAEDRAY B EE /1[19]. SKERY], (KA A] LA
Bt SR E S, HEEE SRR, MRS BRI, REINE 7R R AR R R T
MRS . EAR BB PN G Jadem T EkaR av MEkE by MG RN S E, & 17 Ib
PSR K I R 2R 0 B AR R
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30 -
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(©) (d)

Figure 4. Alkaloid content changes of leaf of Catharanthus roseus in different stress. (a) Vind content (b) Vinb content (c)
Cath content (d) alkaloid content

El 4. AEMEEGE T RKEEFIRMHAIHEYESENEE. ) XEZREE (b) KERSE () KERR (d) &£
Ly e

120 +

OD4H
100 | @DAT
EBT16H

80
60 -
40 4

HANREE

20 -

CK 300Cu 50ET  300Cu+50ET
concentration (LM)

Figure 5. Relative expression of alkaloid biosynthesis
genes of Catharanthus roseus in different stress

5. ARIMEZ M T KELEMB A REEEX R

rE

FEANIRAAAN 2065 S BT AR L4 v mT AR s A AR A Mg e AR s 5 B 1 3 v [ 18]-[20] . AWEFEA B Cu
P 2 A BE R AR R o I SE I ANIR L0t — P fledt 17 AR o AN 0 ) iy R R AN
FEARBIKT A B2 R BEVE T, AEJEPR IR A AL RO . AR ) A B N 20

©,
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JaikE T REFEREY G RigE T 2 KRR R IA &, WA fe it 732 R &k, IF B et
T3 RAKAR A AR, TR 7 KAL) & i, Hh KRR B3R oy
o HNIE Cu BMEA ZAR A & IR R E VIR AR R ARG F AU E R . AR I 4REa
SEAF T RAFAEA A £ BRIV s R, BMRIR AN T RELN AR, ARBERER E
R EHE RS, IMASMNE MG, G 7N KBFEEMARINDE, FEERIEAEREA M, HaR
BRI SBOC S5, WP T IREX Cu BRI E £AE S, IF I ZM e i 14
PREA AR s KRR E I & AT & — AR AT AR S 2 rh 5 A
o, RO HGUEH A, S EIBEIEIC, DIEORBCR Y IE R KB MR SRR Z A A A
ALY AT MRS e A0t 5 R 3R i, R iR 1 REAE A & g Ae T 2 A SR LA
MG et 7 SCE RIS, I BARRE 7302 RN B & A0, MR 1AL R
Yot i), K KBRS BN S EOVEE . W UG HRKRFR ARG N Z06 P R R, AMY
FETEAS BRI o i) a] SR VE AR 52 4%, 1y ELAE AT AR AU AT A A Tt S B 2 AR e,
AN LI A A TR EE AT AL 245 RIS 1 e A Ot 35 o K . AFAERE & 19 H B Y 18
TS KRB ) 25 7 SRR 21 48 TR

EHEUmHE

E X AR AL EIIH (31400337).
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