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("IE RS AMHERFR, HAH KR 734000; P AR K FRFR, T dHEME 471003; THFR LK FAGHFF

K, & 210095)

i (Cd) 27
G U AN 25 SR AT Tz e A (FEHHEE 2011) . FEA HHERY Cd, — Bk A= 8

FEHEE TOL R

?f%'i E RABRERE AR TRBEAZIMGEARAIT Y EREEL DNA £ A KM
A ENYE, EREN C Hi%LFNEE 72 ﬁ*%ﬁ%# R FH 4 DNA ’f%i‘)iﬁ’]ﬁi M, %
BUDNA £ AWK AT &, B4 RAPD 34 6938 w5k K B A ROL 3 B 89 B0% 5 BB, Cd il
WIHTRABKER RETRINAZEAAET(0,7) F £ L AMEA(H,0,) RE;Cd B
M2 AR K S HARA 0,7 £ H,0, RE UK DNA A M E fi 41X, DNA %
AME Cd T H0, REE FEMX,
XK Cd e, SR EEE; DNA 245K
FESES X171 XEARIRED A XEHS  1000-4890(2012)9-2330-07
Reactive oxygen production and genome DNA polymorphism change in root tip tissues of
two leguminous species with different tolerance under Cd stress. ZHANG Fen-gin' , ZHANG
Hong-xiao’ , SHEN Zhen-guo®** (' College of Agriculture and Biotechnology, Hexi University
Zhangye 734000, Gansu, China; *College of Agriculture, Henan University of Science and Tech-
nology , Luoyang 471003, Henan, China; > College of Life Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural Univer-
sity, Nanjing 210095, China). Chinese Journal of Ecology, 2012, 31(9) . 2330-2336.
Abstract: The effects of cadmium (Cd) on the reactive oxygen productions and genome DNA
polymorphism changes in roots of Phaseolus aureus Roxb. cv. VC-3762 ( Cd-sensitive species )
and Vicia sativa L. cv. 333/A (Cd-resistant species) seedlings were investigated using hydropo-
nic solution culture. The results showed that Cd stress decreased the genomic template stability
and induced the changes of the genome DNA polymorphism in the root tips of the two species,
manifesting the variation of band intensity, loss of normal bands, and appearance of new bands.
Meanwhile, Cd stress inhibited the root growth and increased the production of O, " and the accu-
mulation of H,0, in the roots. The root length of the two species under Cd stress was negatively
correlated with the production of O, , accumulation of H,0,, and genome DNA polymorphism in
root tip tissues, and the genome DNA polymorphism was positively correlated with the accumula-
tion of H,0, under Cd stress.

Key words: Cd stress; leguminous species; reactive oxygen; DNA polymorphism.
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XAt 4L DNA B35 4%5 (Lin et al. ,2007 ), 7K g i
i DNA Z AR R Cd B A 38 n i g (=%
BEAF,2007) . B Cd W BE RN, KREZRIHN
ZH DNA HIBENLY G 28 0E (RAPD) B & A4 T W
AR A (XBESE,2006)

o te i, — L 48 15 S0 3 MY Ay
DNA 5 nl 8 5 o S 16 R U0 7™ £ 47 56 (Mittler,
2002 ;Mancini et al. ,2006), &5 H — X T EH
& JE 5 Y 3B X v SE AR A A SE R 24 DNA 2384k
S B9 SE ( Mengoni et al. ,2000 ; X 5655 ,2006) ,{H
DNA Z8M 55 &8T5 J M ia T Gt a - B A
TCARSCPERIIT ST H TR 5 ULE i, A a0 18 1R
TR Cd PR B % 5 (i Cd SR ) T % i 5
(X Cd T #Y) 2 Fh G BHEY) , X Cd kA T 2k S
i Wi L 4] DNA 2380028 5 s a0 4
FASCHEFEAT THFSE, LI Cd #F HLELY i — 2P
PRIT Aol A= p= R TR Cd X A5 ) 1 3t 4% 5 2
BN, LA KR Cd 15 G 0 5 PPN S BRI AR 40

1 #R5EFEE

1.1 MR

A3 Pk 16 K /N — B H AR 1 4% 52 ( Phaseolus
aureus Roxh. VC-3762) Fi 75 ¥i & ( Vicia sativa L.
cev. 333/A) P4 TR IEAE 0. 1% 1Y) HeCl, %W h
FIEHEE 5 min, ZJ5 LB FKMEE 3 K, BIKS
min; PEEHE , T 25 CHRE T HEBET/KIZF 12 h
Ja R BT 25 CRBRE A A & 2 RE i 2F
Jo , PeIE 2 — B R 5 T8 A e b iy S8R
Wb P TR E SR [ A B JE O (mmol -
L7"): 0.51 NH,NO,, 0.03 ( NH, ),SO,, 0.097
K,HPO, ,0. 088 K,SO,,0.38 KNO,,1.0 Ca(NO,), -
4H,0,0.27 Mg(NO,),,6.6x107 H,BO,,5. 1x10™
MnCl, ,0. 310~ ZnSO, - 7H,0,0. 16x10~* CuSO, -
5H,0,0. 1x107° Na,MoO, + H,0 f145x10~ Fe ED-
TA R FRpR PR, Bige ], B < 1 Ik, &
2 R 1 OB, FOHKEE 1 X e 4
JEFFIT  BE KA R A HEOh —B 9t B A 3151 L
IRE TR AR SRR P AR SR SR B 2 X E MK
i, % 2 RIS #EAT Cd(CdCL) Mha Ab 3 S H
WePEH0.5.10 F150 wmol - L7 AFALFH{E 3 A~
o T3 d JERBGRS 2 BCE R 2H DNA I
A KAEH5 o

1.2 EJ ik

K SDS ik (KRN L1445 ,2009 ) $RHL . 41
fLEEIZH DNA, SRHL0.5 ¢ BribAl | 5 W A& h P
B B A R E 2 A 1.5 mL (B R,
BANASZIGE W 900 WL, 2554 3l 10 K 78 4
BOF, RIG23IA 100 pL 10% SDS, 76504,
T 65 CKBHREIR 10 ~ 15 min (A fERSh 2 ~ 3
W) o BHA160 pL 5 mol « L' Z W5, /MRS,
VKB FHCE 30 min, 4 °C F 12000 r + min~' &0 10
min, EREE A BB A SRR &
i/ (24 1) R R E] B0 BOR (2910 5)
BCE K Z1(3 min) . T4 CF 8000 r + min™ B0 10
min, FIFREA S —B.OE T, A 2/3 5L
=20 C % 2N EE RS 5, -20 CTCE 30 min
J&,F 4 °CF 8000 r - min~ ' B0 10 min,ﬁ%i‘?ﬁs
W, 80% 1) CEEPEADTVE , F 12000 r + min™' &0
1 min, " T J5% 300 wL. TE 5 3 wL RNase filf & 1R
A, F 37 CHIE 1 b, MASFERB ST/ 5 IR,
TE2)JEF 10000 r « min™' .0 5 min, B FVERIT &
HARRL A 1/5 f5 R 3 mol + L' NaAc, 1R%)
JEFMA 2.5 FERBRTEK 2., F 10000 r -
B0 5 min, 3R BIEW, H 80% L EEVE R DLNE, 75
s TES BT, H—E &0 ddH,0 %R T
J B9 DNA, £ T =20 °C, DA% . ¥ & DNA 1&
1. 4% BEREREEE I Th ML UK, LUK 245 R J5 48 EB 4L A
FHEERE LG T R G MER 25 R4 R

RIS 1 [ A T AR TR AR RS
HRRAR (F 1), $% 2xTaq PCR Mix [l 16T
FENTY IR ROVAR R OV R BARFN 12,5 pL,
HAEA 1.7 pmol - L' FEHLTI 7,200 umol - L
dNTPs,70 ng 5:PH4H 2 DNA F12.2 U DNA B4,

.
min

F1 REHETFAR 10 £ MHBEFS(5'-3)

Table 1 Sequences of 10 primers used in the experiment
(5-3")

G il G 52l

S37 GACCGCTTGT 8257 ACCTGGGGAG
S79 GTTGCCAGCC 5361 CATTCGAGCC
586 GTGCCTAACC 416 GTAACCAGCC
S93 CTCTCCGCCA 463 CTGATACGCC
S127 CCGATATCCC 3495 GGGTAACGTG
S149 CTTCACCCGA 5506 GTCTACGGCA
S158 GGACTGCAGA S509 TGAGCACGAG
S164 CCGCCTAGTC S1100 AGGAGTCGGA
S167 CAGCGACAAG S1387 CTACGCTCAC
S177 GGTGGTGATG S1461 TGAGGGCCGT
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W31k B

.

TV R M 194 C T 5 min, 94 °C 7281 3 min,38
CiE Kk 60 s,72 CIHEAH 60 s,35 NMEH, )5 72 C
PRI 10 min, RAPD ¥ 3% F 1% Bt b 5E i .
VKT B2 EB et FHBE IS BUS 3 BT R e AR YL £
gERIFHARE, i, NPL BB ik HaE A 2 Fh
MR 518,

LR AR MR 2 PE (GTS) #% Atienzar %5 (2002)
ZWAH. AN 0TS = (1-a/n) x100% , FKH,a
AL ERA Y RAPD A PRI EL, B 5 % IRALAH L
b PR B BRI 25 19 PCR 1545 B2 1, n g % R
Y SR

H,0, & E M E 2 M Loreto Ml Velikova
(2001) Jrik, O, = A HR () E 2 M8 Jiang HI
Zhang(2001) W77k, =AM ERT Cd Prdmn
AR A B0 3 d 5K R 3 A
A Hg K
1.3 Hdlab

KT SPSS GEit 3 Ak A 13. 0 X4kl i A7 H A
R0, 2R s/ 8 38 22500 (LSD) 47 B 3%
PERSES , % Microsoft Excel 2003 3X4-AER

2 HRE5HM

2.1 2 FPHEYAR AR AL 4] DNA By &lifb 2

K CTAB Z 3EAREUAY 2 A4 AR 2 240 it 35 [A]
20 DNA, 4l b J5 I £5 H 0D, /0D, Y H 18 ) 7£
1.75 ~1. 85, YW A S PR 15 /9 DNA Hhasialiigt, i
B RO B (1) T, R B 2 PRI
YA FE P AR DNA |, oA 7 354k H /N
oL, 2920 23 kb, Joie &k A X RATIA K A Cd BhE

23130

9416

6557
4361
2322
0275

E1 2 FiEMRACHEEFE S DNA AR MR B ik E L

() 2 FIAE AR AN )R N 2 DNA |, L Pk ki #44%
T, IS RIS, U AT T RAPD 974,
2.2 Sy 2,

Hr Il 2 AT 0L, 76 20 FRBEALS 1P, Bl 2 Fhs
Y DNA #REEY 1 2 B AW A S93,S149
S164 S167 ,S463 1 8506, Fr LA, ARBF5E I 6 F
ST T
2.3 Cd e 3 dJ5 2 FE AR ML 24 DNA
() RAPD [&lil%

H & 3R] 0L, S0 REAR L, AR Cd BB 3 d
J& 2 PR AR A 3 R 40 DNA /Y RAPD 3% &
T B WA AR AT B B DT BT O DL R
J gy A AR R B A8 A, AN 2 3 iR S LA
i B 2 X B2 19 RAPD [R5 b 3EA 36 401 40 4%
T 54 HBXF AT EE 5,10 150 wmol - L)
Cd i 3 d )&, 45 RAPD EIE 9 &4 T 44% |
53% M1 67% AL (£ 2), HidBEMELET
20% 35% F140% W24 (£ 3) o L L4l AR Y ik
K20 DNA 3850 (15 i35 5T 2 ) Bl B i 38

T B B
2.4 Cd 8T 2 FAEIAR IS A0 1 P A A AR O A
ENE

5% REAH BE, B Cd Jolpam i B2 38 o, 2 AR AR
Y L L DR ZH AR R PRI (T 4) o #E 5,10 Al
50 wmol - L™ CAMif 3 d J&, & 5 1Y 3k R 40 A
R PE 4 ) R AR B H X BB Y 88.9% | 80.6% il
77. 8% , i v B 21 4 ) AR 2 X BRI 92.5%
90. 0% 1 87. 5% , 2 FpHEWIAH LL , 48 5 (1% 3k PR 2 A6
M B 1 2 B W sE K

Fig.1 Agarose gel electrophoresis profiles of genomic DNA from two plants species

27 a bc Al d B Cd Bl 4900 0.5 .10 150 pmol - L',
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Q 10 15 28 1351 4RR1S S GRS S EN10 #8720

9 WeRa I s . 10 ~17 18 19 20

2 BUKA 2 MEYXT AR DNA AR, F 20 #5|1WT8nsER

Fig.2 Results of RAPD of the DNA from control plants
M : marker, H 17 T 435247 1200 ,1000 ,900 ,800 ,700 ,600 ,500 ,400 ,300 ,200 F1 100 ;1-S37;2-S79 ;3-S86 ;4-S93 ;5-S127 ;6-S149 ;7-S158 ; 8-S164;

9-S167;10-S177 ;11-5257 ;12-S361 ;13-5416 ;14-5463 ;15-5495 ;16-S506 ;17-S509 ;18-51100 ; 19-S1387 ;20-5S1461 ,,

8167 é’t‘rﬁmﬁ

S149 WE B g2 S164 WEBIE

S463 A g2 $506 BE B

B3 CdiMBET 2 Mig#EE A DNA 1) RAPD Eif
Fig.3 RAPD profiles of genomic DNA from root-tip cells of two plants species after the different concentrations Cd stress for

3 days
M : marker,S93 F1 S167 Y marker H [T 43514 1200 ,1000,900 ,800 ,700 600,500,400 .300 200 F1 100;S149 S164 .S463 F1 S506 [ marker H

R 43402 1200 ,900 700 500 300 1 100 ; 9K3E a b .c F1 d # Cd PRk EE4> 5129 0.5 .10 F150 wmol - L',
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K2 CAME3 dFEERLMMERFLA DNA HESSHTHL

Table 2 Polymorphic bands in root-tip cells of mung bean after Cd stress for 3 days

519 0 wmol - L! 5 wmol - L'

10 pmol + L' 50 wmol + L'

1

\ 1 v 1

593
5167
S149
S164
3463
5506
T 36
P

C 16

o AN N A~ N W
S O O o © © o<

!
1
1
1
4
1
1
9

AR = OO = = =2
w = O = O O =

6

A O O O N = =2z

A O N = NN O =22
N O = RO N O

NN O O O O O
0 =N = O O A

0
0
0
1
0
1
2

0 W O = WO = O |«
N =R S o = = =

19 24

N AR I A A V AR R T At B T AR s BER N | AR ISR BE R 5 T AR FRALI S A0 B P iR 2%
AHPEL, BIVHT Y BLA I 2 A 25 B C AU M R R4S B S B e A TR R AR B, T

3 CAME3dEFEBRERALMEERELA DNA HESETH

Table 3 Polymorphic bands in root-tip cells of common vetch after Cd stress for 3 days

0

519 0 wmol - L' 5 wmol « L! 10 pmol - 17! 50 wmol « L'
N Y 1 ! N A\ 1 ! N A 1 !
S93 5 1 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
S167 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 2
S149 6 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 1
S164 8 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2
$463 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 1
S506 9 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 1 3
T 40 2 0 4 2 0 3 5 6 1 4 2 10
P 2 3 5
C 8 14 16
o0 ol S pmol 1 W10 pmol - L WSO ol - 1 RO IR 2.4 1 1.7 45, 2 FORCIAILL, 76
w0l GO AR Z 0,7 EKRZI H,0,,
R 2.6 Cd AT 2 MY EARMEP K &
g eor SRR, Cd A 3 d J5 2 R AR A
& sof e KA B AT T 300 (22 5) 0 %4y
20f SEYREETA 50 wmol - L7 I, 48 ORI 5 B 10 AR
B ) H T BB AY 19, 0% F128.5%

=5 HEHL

GiES
El4 CdRME3 dJ52 FEyRREMmERBERAREE

Fig.4 Genomic template stability of two plant species root-
tip cells after Cd stress for 3 days

2.5 Cd AT 2 FPARIRA LN 0,7 By A Al
H,0, iR

H2 4 A0, 5% AR E, Cd e 3 d s, Bl Cd
WBERA T, 2 PR AR SR AL LU O, 17 A R
H,0, BRI BN (P<0.05) . M3t e i 50
pmol + L7, 4 &L AN % B BARR LN 0,7 7Y
FEA R A B IA T BB 1.6 A1 1.2 £% H,0, B

2.7 Cd A 2 IR P BT A B A AR S

Cd ipitt 3 d J&, 2 FhAE P AR e 4 5
0, PR H,0, & ik DNA £ 80 LW 5k
AT AR 25T SR R) 2 IR 2 17 A OC (P <0. 05 B
P<0.01,%6 M£7), 7ESEMR P, DNA 54
RO R A T AR 40 B804 5 H,0, iR i
FIIEAE (P<0.05) (05 0, F= A K [u) Jo i &
IR (FR6) ;M T B EAMR T, LA DNA 28K
WELS H,0, i) 2 0 IEM X (P<0.05,%7);
G AL, DNA Z38 14 B0 & 4 T A8k i)
ot A 0, PR R BT B E A G



HKIFHAE  Cd W T AR TR SRR AR A 5 R 4607 R 5 25 N4 DNA 2518 1k 2335

&4 CAdipBE3 dJF2 MEMRIEARRN O, =4 H,0, AR

Table 4 The O,  production rate and H,O, accumulation in the root-tip tissues of two plant species after Cd stress for 3

days

Cd e 0, “(nmol + g™ - min™") H,0,(nmol - g')

(pmol - L") E235) LI ASA £ 45 i P

0 214.50+16.89 a 206.50+14.70 a 199.43+11.32 a 197.43+11.02 a
35 231.5+19.62 a 218.75+6.76 ab 331.71+£24.71 b 243.14+28.74 b
10 301.25+17.51 b 238.25+22.93 b 401.71+27.46 ¢ 314.00+9. 86 ¢
50 343.25+24.49 ¢ 242.25+15.06 b 478.86+39.43 d 340.29+19.85 d

Bl 2 3 WHEE IV HESE; LU T WP AR BAREETE P<0. 05 /K 225 3k

R5 CdfpE3 dfE2 HEYERNSEMIKE(cm)
Table 5 The net length of the main roots of two plant spe-
cies after Cd stress for 3 days

Cd ¥R 235 i
(umol + L)

0 2.63+0.12 a 3.90+0.19 a
5 1.75+£0.15 b 3.03+0.14 b
10 0.99+0.09 c 1.87+0.15 ¢
50 0.50+0.04 d 1.11+0.09 d

Bl 3 E EZ AT «SE; R AR FRAURTE P<0. 05 K
Li2E s R,

F6 FELERPETNZHEAREBHE K
Table 6 Correlation between the parameters in the roots of
mung bean after Cd stress for 3 days

R 0,7 H0, & P C
fr
i:SN 1
0, * PAEHR -0.959 1
H,0, &t -0.996** 0.937 1
p -0.994** 0.927 0.999" 1
C -0.960*  0.844 0.978*  0.983" 1

n=4;P AR M 470 B, RIGET 8 BRI 26 1 25 B ¢ ARk
S AR s s A2 T AR AR AR BB, T P<0.05; 7 P<
0.01,

F7 EEBZLER AT EHEERE B HE K

Table 7 Correlation between the parameters in the roots of
common vetch after the different concentrations Cd stress
for 3 days

WK 0,7 H0, Ei P C
isSN 1
0, " A -0.988* 1
H,0, it -0.979*  0.938 1
p -0.980*  0.945 0.978* 1
C -0.976*  0.935 0.917 0.958* 1

n=4;P ACRZ M A B, R H BRI 2% 14 2578 SBG ¢ 1Rk
I TH R AT IR RS AR T ARG AR B P<0.055 " P
0.01,

3 %W 8

TR 282 LSRR S FR P B e, AR
RN AR RN I =S 2 VWA Sis

KV, AR FEARIKEE Cd e T, 4
AT AR MR A KB B2, B 5 AR
WO, P AEEA H,0, & DNA 2385 5500 B
KA T AR Sl BRI 5 I 35 TE A DG (P <0. 05
5 P<0.01,% 6 H7),

0, J& 0, WHHLFIE 5 =9, & 4 YR N e w)
TE TG PR ROS) A H Ak, HB A T A= il s A Ak
F H,0,, AHFFTUES, Cd S T HHK 2 Fii iR
HAUNF=A T 0, Ml H,0,(F 4) , X 5EHMAEY
o T A ) 245 S A 8L ( Maksymiec & Krupa, 2006 ; Yeh
et al. ;2007 ; 7 /NA A P65 ,2010) o PR 2 AF5E
UESE i 22 BG40 P DNA B 2 ( Lopez
et al. ,2006) , — LU 4 & 755 3 AW U
DNA (145101 T RE 55 1 43 J@ 175 = 16 M AL 00 7 A A G
(Mancini et al. ,2006; Lin et al. , 2007 ; 2% 2 4§
2010) .

164 R 1k, AATTEFH RAPD 4 AR B 2y Hbu S )
T RS Y AEAROR e R B A T X R 3
FEY) 4 M DNA & B Y 461 405 1 28 22, U0 Conte 5%
(1998) AL T &l i b BT 58 e 3, TE KR W
AL Tl 75 G A e v (9 8 4 Jm e i 2 1F T, AR
TFHEA 2 A RAPD 357 B S 390, 7 ELBE AL 21 7]
FRSE | 4 75 Y a8 BT i iR DNA #5072t
AT, XI%EAE (2006) K3, B Cd W AR,
REHIRIE 41 DNA 1) RAPD &3 % A= Bt (1 745
&, 345 RAPD §5417 ARSI e 2 AN 5 B2 1) A8
b, AT RB, AFMEE Cd B s, 2 Ry r)
RAPD #1741 7284k, X &x TR UL, i Cd AL BRMR &
TN B R B 3N (R 2) ,3IX AL Con-
te 5 (1998) [ Z5 R —2, 1M H.5 Mengoni %5 (2000)
AR 48 AR ALY 5 X i T B Lok U, B Cd Ak 2
VBRI, TR TSRO N (K 3) . Cd 2L BE5]
T2 FAEY) RAPD G5 b J5UA 15 14 5 4 s
(%2.%3) , I8 RAPD HR M3, Joig iy 1
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R B3 E F oW

I i B Cd b P53 T Bk DNA 148
b, EHAZ 3 T — i ifi

AW FE R, AR E Cd Wb s, 2 A
RAPD s 19 H BRI (0 78 2 LA K Dy o i 55
A AL A RAH A, 4% T DNA £ 2880 B T% 3
(2.2 3), Atienzar 55 (2002) W58 £ W, b3
SRS SR YR A RAPD 3545 1978 4k 5 DNA
AL Z B BAT A B OCER o H I Al HHEI AN ] e J3E 1)
Cd Ab3HE 2 Sl 2 B IE 4] DNA 2549 &k A AR
TR 1 DNA 32 31— B2 B 1461477, (H X Fpai
Pije Cd AbFRFECT DNA FREESOUEE DNA (I8
ST T R Berdh A BB AR S i Tt — A AR

AHFFERIR, LR GARIR AN SE R 40 DNA 238540k
OB R A T AR S5 B80S 5 1,0, SRR
BEMIEMAE(P<0.05), 8 Cd Brif F H,0, L
ZAREAUFET DNA 28281k, i Hak i) 1
AR RS, fEm & P AR, &4 T2
ol M 0,7 P AE AR H,0, & (2 B IE
FHOG, DNA 228 M 5 A E (P<0.05) , BB Cd
30 B B S 3L DNA 228 HEA28 4k, HEI — 3% ]
(3K Fl 22 5 T BB 5B AT Cd IPE R A 26, R
FEIHAE A R MR BE Cd a6 i) AR i v i 4 R
A, 25 ERTiR, Cd Wil S350 2 Pl P AR 22 40 it 3 (1]
20 DNA RAPD KIiEAE4L S Cd 155 H,0, 5586 %
FUr SR EA X,

S ik

#H O, BBk, X, S 2011, T EE R HL 8 AL H
TIOR8 AR R AE. RS SR 2R, 30 (12) : 2783 -
2789.

2 BN B, EZAE, S 2010, FRXT R AL AR
RGEMIL I DNA 25 m. fH 224k, 37
(5): 721-730.

X %d, KB Ak, ZENEAL, AF. 2006. 5 MR E R K22 4
RIZH DNA Z38 M. RO IRIER 74, 25(1) 2 19
-24.

/AR, itkag. 2010, SALSRME T A AR NI — A
PR A A . B AR 2554, 21(10) ;2666
2670.

EIOAR, TrLLF. 2009. REPPREIN T AR, dbnt. BRE T

RPER, R, dkEE, % 2007, @S TREEMEE A5
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