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i E IRWEAA-FHEMEY-TIAENZFZHX R, EELEH T REMEN LS,
BT F a K7 100 pg « L BRI S % E T, £ A R % % (0,0.05,0.15.,0.50 ,1.50
500 mg « LY #ARMFHAN A ELMERENEKAETRANEH, FREH. 54
BHBUMBENET A KM EEMAELR A FERNREZR, YHEAEREN 1.50
mg - LB EEMERNREMAENERAEATHOAEL  BEMERET AN ETE&Z
/@EﬁA@ﬁﬁT&ﬁméE%NxﬂFﬁlwmgL%%;%m@%%%?%%*

FLOHARSEARET, ENTHRNEY  E4AE5FHENWE SR T, &2 EILIN
RELEKNESAREN1.50mg - L7 HKREHZEASA(5.00 mg - L") f G H: = (NH,"-
N<0.50 mg « L") # A A| TR E B A K ;%A QR E X ZE] 5.00 mg - LB, 77 054 4
REEKWRIWAKZS, o RERE EA KT RERRSE, SEELIME T T HEEA
o BB — A A T AR B, e B S0 AR A X R 2 B 30 RO A AR R K
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Physiological effects of ammonium nitrogen and phytoplankton on Myriophyllum spicatum.
DAI Liang-liang"*, LI Li-jie', GUO Liang-liang’, LI Gen-bao'® (' State Key Laboratory of
Freshwater Ecology and Biotechnology, Institute of Hydrobiology, Chinese Academy of Sciences
Wuhan 430072, China; *Guizhou Institute of Biology, Guiyang 550000, China; °College of
Environment and Planning, Henan University, Kaifeng 475001, Henan, China).

Abstract: To examine the relationships among ammonium nitrogen ( NH,"-N), phytoplankton
and submerged macrophytes, an outdoor simulation experiment was conducted on the shores of
Dianchi Lake. The effects of NH, -N on the growth and physiological characteristics of Myriophyl-
lum spicatum were investigated at different NH,"-N concentrations (0, 0.05, 0.15, 0.50, 1.50,
5.00 mg - L") and 100 pg + L™" of the initial chlorophyll-a. The growth and physiological indi-
ces of M. spicatum were measured. At the NH,*-N concentration of 1.50 mg + L™, the height and
biomass of M. spicatum were significantly higher than those under other treatments, while the total
chlorophyll concentration, photosynthetic activity, and soluble protein concentration of M. spica-
tum could maintain the initial level. In contrast, these indices decreased in other treatments.
Under combined conditions of NH,"-N and phytoplankton, 1.50 mg + L' of NH,"-N was benefi-
cial to the growth of M. spicatum whereas high concentration of NH,"-N (5.00 mg + L") and N
deficiency (NH,"-N<0.50 mg + L") were not beneficial to the growth of M. spicatum. When the
NH,*-N concentration reached 5.00 mg + L™', the massive phytoplankton blooms could bring
some correlative effects, including the increases of water turbidity and the decreases of underwa-
ter light intensity, which resulted in the lower tolerance threshold of M. spicatum compared with
single pollution of NH,"-N. Meanwhile, the inhibitory effects of submerged plants on phytoplank-

o T KL TR R A O K A S AL B A SRR 5 TR RTE” (20132X07102-005) BB

Wik HY

2018-12-16

P H: 2019-05-10

# WIR/EH E-mail; ligh@ ihb.ac.cn



2728

Hi3sE HoW

ton would be relieved, leading to algae blooms, in which the chlorophyll-a concentration reached

up to (948.1+313.0) pg - L7".

Key words: ammonium nitrogen; phytoplankton; Myriophyllum spicatum; growth; physiology.

Bl NI SRR ACAE SR ER AR WS N, )
THE S AL H ™ 8 R EOCE UK A K
PR R (RIS IESE 2017) |, A 22 RE PRSI ( Melz-
er,1999) . SWINAE & FRALARFERE Y — 8 o B4
SR IR IR Y 3 B A G 3 il e 2K AR R T AR K
H: (Shapiro, 1973 ) , FE1M 5 2K B B & — &R 5 ™
HAPKIREE R, EIRAKAESRG T NH, -N 2K
PRAT RN EEAAEIE A — XA Y R
IKAAE AN W) AR PR A ERT (W et
al.,2006) ., F T HE ) IR A 28 R P L ) B A
b W38 H G S A S AR S AR (Jampeetong
et al.,2009a) , {2, 75 = W B2 1Y 88 AUB A N HE
P A SZ B AR R B i R R AR
R DCEVE FHBCRT B ik B AR, KT Ca™ Al
Mg %5 [H 85 M W 37 21 BR ] % ( Jampeetong et al.
2009b) . P, E B I B A R S AR Wy i Y
2% 2% &1 (Wang et al. ,2008) , 15 AV HSEE
P Bl 1 P 1Y 22 A AR o S Ak B B (SR
45,2018 5K51 4% ,2018)

B A (NH, -N) SE PRI A K i S 2/
WIEAE R IR AR K M A i E L 7 E
HHTAR B A5 R R, 7E 5.0~20 mg - L EEAA
WRIETT SR B RE R A AR G, R B M B R
(RR7E5255,2017) 5 5 v B2 1 B 25 A 2 % D0K AR
Y= AR AR B S R R T 1.00
mg - L7 A}, 35 5 ( Vallisneria natans) )6 A BE 11
FOBRE T 22 52 2 T4 CRA 55, 2011) , PRUFHE )
FL K A6 W) B A A ] 19 B 25 AU 32 190 {E ( Britto
et al.,2002) , WFFTUESE, 5 IR ER A BERAK AR ER 2 %F
UK A A B 2R e (fR5E 5855, 2016)
XSS R 2 2R 5 UUKAE ) Z ] 1 26 R Bl
TUKHMY) 58 TR Z R 5C 2 | M 77 58 F0 I AR
W AR I DU K AR W A= 4 5% ) 1 BIF 5 40 6 A 4
B, AR S U S BN A e I ) A UK A A
Bt i R, 1E—E WIBIAG T IR ) 3 B T AR IT
A EFNFEHEAE PR BEAE DN 3 ( Myriophyllum spica-
tum ) WA B2 0 | D)3 46 7 i 25 - AR ) - DT K
MY Z AR AETOCR

1 #RERZ®

1.1 MK

S M S A T B A R T E R B K A A
YIS T E T P T A4l (24°54'N,102°39'E) , 5
55 HAAEINR BT 2016 4F 5 AR B “ H ERREBE
IKAEAE IS BT+ Z HOK LI A B TRR
X7 i P P 2 T 0 BEE YRR TE DR SR A
R A A JEBE 8 em B A DERD 7E 10% 1)
Hoagland 552 3557 7 d, & H . A 9Eab gL A
BHERD A3, 33 0.5 mm 4106 1~2 ¥k, JRH AL
J 5] 30, 1 A R AE T4 BT i KT AL
. SEI AR b Y SR AR (RS B 16.3 ~24.1
C,EAELIEHE N 7.95%x10* ~7.96% 10" Pa,
1.2 ST

BEPUE K RAF JBAR TN — 311K 10 em
() REAEAICRE B TOURL , 73 0 7% A% 3 36 Wl A e b () 355 5%
(L EHF 10 em, FIEEA 8 cm, & 9 cm) i1, &
A IEFEA R — PRI R B, 8 5 A3 IR
ANZEAMNYRIBEAE (E 0 EHAR 50 em, T K HAE 40
em, 15 55 em) B AN [l PATHRE 2 R IR T
TS B — BB AR, B Lk K R A AR 2 R A R
SCEGBEE 6 AIAN IR 8 A A (NH, Cl Bt &) ¥R .0
0.05.0.15.0.50,1.50.5.00 mg - L™, 4 3 1F
17, B SR W AR R 80 L, B S 52 W
10%1) Hoagland %5 2 B & A B9 &K 3, BT BER 2
KIAFRAK (A 0.23 mg - L' ESRAILF H0)
LTV N EZ S b7/ B PiS SERI ORGSR ii2 ER 7)) 1 DANE ] 8
Sd b R TP IE IR Y R SR 2 WS 100
pe « L7 VR P 0 S AR SR Sk R e e,
Fetil i 96% LA 1, SeBe 51k 2016 4F 6 H 23 H—
2016 48 H 23 H , 4 3 K& ¥Rl & S A 1Y
W E, DL I R 1 2 4 4 20ORE AR b 4 2 AR B Y
NH, Cl &8I0, 52 55 9 1) 7K i A8 A3 B2 19.7 ~
28.6 °C , LR AEALTE F o 0~78500 Ix,
1.3 MESERNE

10 I 5 35 57 W00 7 7 e A 4 i - 2%
a VR DA 16 M [A] s X A R A A I 3 1 A o
ISR A TE AT E  TRIFHE Y RS ER a
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WS £ B B 5 15 217 I 22 ( Lichtenthaler et
al. ,2001) ,f#i H Phyto-PAM ( WALZ , 75 [ ) X 77 JiF A
YA G AT e, ff ) Water-PAM (WALZ,
Pl ) XA G A I AT I E . B 20 R
HURE AL B 308 40 i i o G A 3 AR bR A, JE
R gk R S R SRR B 5 0 5E ( Licht-
enthaler et al.,2001) , FE A &2 X HAFZ L=k
G-250¥E 58 ( E 2428 ,2006) . 7K 5t BEALF8 bR o
ZCTN) (80 7 2 RE B Ao P B 0 o o e B
BEASA(NH, -N) BN E 2 B4 IGRD e (B
%A 2002)
1.4 B

TRIFAEDI R SR R a VR EE DA 16 PR R AL AR
FEHERIR S o S8 B R DGR TETE TR
IR FH 5 Dt 50 K 3 5 22 37 (RM-ANOVA ) |
AEAN ) i 1y i R FH B R R 7 2253 (ANOVA)

2 ERESH

2.1 AREESERE TR Y TSR a IR
A TR AR L

BRI S ER a MRBERRG FRIN R A28 TR
AR A LS (] 1A) , FESLR A 10 K,
0.50 F115.00 mg + L' AbBRAH M4 K a WFH -
TF, )5 ,0.50 mg - L' AbFRZH A2 K o HRIE A
B FA8E,5.00 mg + L7 AbFRA IS4 R a MRIETESR
40 REFE N FER a3 (H R -k B3R W M2
5o 0~0.15 F11.50 mg - LA BRLH B 432 0 YR JE
TE55 10 R B EFRAK (P<0.05) , 2 )5 £ Ab B 1y
MR a WREW R TR, S5 45 )T 5.00
mg - L Ab BRI 4R R a WRE = o (618.6+
96.7) wg + L7',0.15 mg - L' AL FHL 9 - 43 3K a W
FER AR M (6.842.3) pg - L',

SCIGATUR I, 45 Ab PR B VR IEA A FL/F 2R
0.30, ZJ5 , AL F /F_ BER; SR WA )28 1k 2
ARG (B 1B) . TESLEIES 10 K,
BACBRA W F /F 485 ,0~0.50 mg - L' AbH4
W F/F %35 F1.50~5.00 mg - L' AbBE4 (P<
0.05), 5.00 mg - L' AbHRLL/Y F /F, #2565 10 KRG
kgL s St sy, L F/F 5 0~
0.50 mg - L' AbFRAAAH LI A W E M2 55, 29016,
1.50 mg - L' ACBLHRY F /F T84 10 KI5 A B3
AL, SCERZE i, 2 F /F, AR T 0~0.50 Al
5.00 mg + L' AbBREL (P<0.05) , 254 0.35,
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Fig.1 The change of chlorophyll-a (A) and photosynthetic
activity (B) of phytoplankton in different ammonium con-
centrations

2.2 ARSI E IR BN E r 38
e E A AR 1

S ) Uiy B 4% Ak B 2 IR B Bk R3S 10
em, Z 5, A Ab P2 ) S A bk v I ] 1 AR b 3R
PR AR R 3 (18] 2A) 454 FRZE TR 9 1Y)
PRIETESS 10 RIS B 1 0 (P<0.05) ,{HE 10 X
J , £ A AR BE PR e S B AN [ R AR Al 3
0~1.50 mg - L' 4b P 41 I8 38 A9 A o 4k 22 - T,
5.00 mg - L™ &b 35 20 K2 8 1) R 8 S S A 1 R 5
1.50 mg - L™ b PR I 3 A9 bk o5 0 3 o8 T LAt ik
L (P<0.05) . LIRA5 AT, 1.50 mg - L7 AbEEZ]
PR Bk = e i, oM 51.0£4.7 ¢m,5.00 mg - L7'Ab
PRI B R 5 I, 7 10.1£0.3 em,,

SEEA AR, A AL FRL AR e 1 4 S B A 1,
Z I, A LN R i 1) 43 S B e ) 1 A5 3R 3
R AR S (] 2B) . 4 0~10 K, &40 B
IR 1) 43 SR A A8 Ak, I TR) 19 43 S50 1,
M 20 KIFHE,0~1.50 mg » L™ Ab B2 N 3 A9 43
AR T (A4S A A R B R
S SR AE A Y43 S B2 3, 5.00 mg - LT AR
AR HE R 53 OB SE B I U B 45 A kAR
b, —HEMN1,
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Fig.2 The change of height (A), branches (B) and fresh
weight ( C) of Myriophyllum spicatum in different ammoni-
um concentrations
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0.50 mg « L™ #5Ab B2 [i] K 22 35 1) ficf 8 0 A S 3

5, HIE R 2.20~3.04 ¢ - B

2.3 KRR T EAEIR B F i B2
R OLEWE R AR A S R L
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(R R S EIETE 2.18~2.32 mg « ¢, K5,
25 A PR ZH IR 1 S S R IS [ () A2 AL R IR
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Fig.3 The change of total chlorophyll content (A) , photo-
synthetic activity (B) and soluble protein content (C) of
Mpyriophyllum spicatum in different ammonium concentra-
tions

a, b ¢ F7 [ — BURER ] AR 7 b B 47 1 5 2 52

mg « L7 AR S SR 3 i i E PR AR E] 0.86+
0.04 mg « ¢!, A% 40 RIF4H,0~0.50 mg - L7k
HAM SRS EEIE TREABEE S 60 K
R, T T8 P 2 2% 5 I e 285 R0k B ) A
AR, 0 mg » L7 AL FRA Y B 2 3 5 & R AL E
1.2240.09 mg - g”', 1.50 mg - L' Ab B4 N 3 11
SRR S NI T IR B A R R A W
b, I HAE 2.17~2.35 mg - g7',

W& 3B fs, LI R B, 45 Ak B3 4 R A I
By F /F PMETE 0.76 ~0.79, B , 4 A0 BRZH AT
B F /F, B ) A28 A0 3 30 AN [R] 09 A5 £k 5
TESS 0~30 KIF,0~1.50 mg - L™ &b 2 20 I i 1Y
F/F A RE: BERNZE, N 40 KITFIH,0~
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0.50 mg - LA BRANRBHEN F /F, 2 TR #
PSR I 0 ~0.50 mg - L7 Ak FE AN R #E Y
F /F A &2 5, YWEAE 0.52~0.55, 5.00
mg « LACBRLL F /F NE 10 RIFLRFEAG, 26 30
Kt F /F F%AEH] 0.45+0.02, 1.50 mg - L' kb PR
) F /F WSS TF G 245 WA KA A8 4k, H
HIHAE 0.69~0.78,

K 3C R, LRI R, £ Ab B AR R
HIEAE 3.24~3.40 mg - g, B, 2 AL F4H Y AT
VAR AR 1A Bt 18] (A8 fE 2 B R TR AR ka3, A
55 0~20 KIF,0~1.50 mg - L™ 4b BRZH 4 0] %5 1 5
F A &4 B A 1E,5.00 mg - L7 ARBEZ
PRI M i i PR AIR S 2.3520.12 mg - g7,
MEE 40 KIFEE,0~0.50 mg - L™ AbFHZH i Al i3 M 2R
HE R TR S5 60 KET, IR 30 AT
VES R B 1 e o e A ROV B 1 B I T B AR, O mg -
L7 b S ZH (9 T s R S BRI R 1.87£0. 14
mg + ¢~ o 1.50 mg - L~ ACFR A A AR A i A
SEHS IR A WA KA B E AR, L E
3.13mg - g7’

ST AT 5 40 KF,5.00 mg - L7 kb3 2 fH
TEIN R B e 4R 7% | AN R SR A i R i 5 A G

ShR, BN SRS F F FANEYEE A SR
Bk o(E3) .

3 i i

3.1 URIRVERAS R B RN T i A ) A R4 R X R A
I B A A AR 1) 5 i

AP RN EZEER TR — WY T H
RSN 0.3% ~5% (FRCEESE,2006) . Ak
= FIE R BE I B A AR 2 X /K A M A 8 A ™
H i (Sheng et al.,2012) . FH 46 & B 2 2 80 H
AR GENE FERRE/N SRR 3 BEROR D (R Sk
FE MBS R SXHEY = AE s RN, 2 S Y
BET (Britto et al.,2002) . A [a] F ke 4 i 197 5 25
BEME R0 1Y 1 H 2 AN [A] (Y ( Jampeetong et al.
2009a) , TTTLL(Azolla filiculoides) TE8E A5 R FE K
T 0.1 mmol « L™ A9V5 LK AR i A R T [ VR B
KF 1 mmol - L™ B #2832 ] #1457 ( Kitoh et al.,
1993) , 11 7% £ ( Wolffia arrhiza ) 1E 54 25 % e & 15 3]
4 mmol - L' B {5 58 B & 4 K ( Monselise et al.
1993) , AT, FEAE AN i 76 K A rp e 28 R vk
B0 1.50 mg - L' BHARKAFIRAT bk m de s AR =

R, AR B S AWK EE N 0~0.50 mg - L7
AbPRAH B R AN A i B AR T 1.50 mg - L AR R
0 HEEET 5.00 mg - L' AN, S AEWKE
iK% 5.00 mg - L7 FEIEICR B0 I Fr 7258 40 R
oot iiE 2L 2 B, A SO A AL B A7
TEM EPE2E S, A AHAISE (2008) LA 1/10 #) Hoag-
land 75 FE A SRDAE A 85 37 3L, 45 SR R W AR AL
MEHETE 1.50~4.0 mg - L7 BB EIRE T REVSIE
AR, X SRR 1.5 mg - L™ R WKE
ol FREAE IR AR K4 R B — 8, 54 Aal
45 (2008) A TR 45 R B S AR 145 8.0 mg - L™
b X R A IR 8 7™ A Pl 300 P FH AR L, AR A 5
AEAI ) 5 0 e 28 R Tt 2 (R R %) 5.00 mg -
L7 3 rT e R O B A AR B 4 %) 5.00 mg - L7
B, PR K B A A R 1) — ZR G AH DGR, Aok
R I KR OGCRIEL, S A ST R &
YERT BRI R Bt 27 24 A5 A B (B R AIG . RS
TR XT38 25 18 400 0 2550 1t 85 e B3, /K e Rt
4.
3.2 UR[RVERAS MR B RV i M 4 I WA A AE
(N eh Al i DN EN S e d 0 RO o o = e
EgiopAl|

TF 9 2 B, o VA 1) 6 25 RO Rl 2 5 0 ol A
YIRS G A 2 A, AT 2 i A 400 190 1 3 A=
£ (Congming et al.,2000; Milroy et al., 2003 ; Huang
et al.,2004) , FEPINT (L R MR IAE R R
FUR 5 G A Re 0 AH DG ) B 2 AR PR A (B &l
85,2015) 1 VR B A A S R0 o B L A 0 R R
iz R A I I Mg, Ca 55 5 22 70 2 R Ml AH
YICAAE 2 ( Britto et al.,2002) . ABFFEH,
FEACA R 38 1 B 2 28 B i AR B S R B2 1,50
mg « LTI — EAERFE— N A &=, 5.00 mg -
L A PR AEAE IR o 1) S I 4 2R B e 55 20 R
A, 5 40 Refrt 28k LGN 0, 0~
0.50 mg + L™ AbFRL (1) 5 2 255 i FOG A i ML
SEBRAIHT 20 RIEARAR KA AR, WS 40 KIFLR 0~
0.50 mg + L™ AbFRL FEAEANRE 35 1) B S 2R 5 i
A TETETFIR 52 T R0y B, X AT RE 2 B T AR Y
Gz IR, AR IS5 A S RIS i & LY
AR A Z e i FHEY A EERR
g5, IR Y 6 G VE 2% (Milroy et al.,2003;
Wang et al.,2008) iX— Wi,

05T W 38 A5 R M R A 1R R AR I i AR,
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A FE PR N A9 AT AR U (Amini et al.,2005) ,
B T AE A X B A A T 32 5B 0 A [] 3 1 5 A9 65 B
5 8 i 0T i 2 R 1) T B AR ] ( Dominguez-Valdivia
et al. ,2008) , Su %5 (2012) W57 /K 25 & ( Egeria den-
sa ) X R R B B A RN U = i) 2B 3 1Y, 23 1.0
mg - L BRI E T KGR E A S =
B, AR E R E] 30.0 mg « L7'H, K ZT ) A]
Vs AR 1 B B R B R) Y 3 n e 2, BB AR
(2007) 38 , e M 2R3 ( Hydrilla verticillata ) TF %4 2%
RHEN 0.50~4.0 mg - L7 BHE & B0, 2
TERE IS AR IE H 4.0~16.0 mg - L™ I A B & 7 i
FWL, RESE(2011) AR A B ,1.0 mg - L'
RS RMR BEAT DM B AL R S AR, A
5T BEARSIR i 1 AT I 2 1 S A B S A
JEH 1.50 mg « L7 B — ELAERFAE — DB I 6
55 20 Kt 5.00 mg - L Ab B4 FEAE AN 2 o m] ¥ 14
EA SRR, 0~0.50 mg - L™ AbFRZH Ay Al i1
& AR SC I AT 20 RIEAN KA1, N5 40
KIFUH 0~0.50 mg - L7 A0 HLZH FEAE AN 38 ) 7] %%
PR S BIT R E T RS TR0k E T =%
PR SR TR RE R M TR Z 51,
3.3 IR B S RO B X VR AR A A RS B 5
TEWEAE ) UK A AR K 2 B b2 B
G2 J N R B (FARSE,2008) , 7042 1Y EH FF
JCER AT DI SR 4 A a0 38 n (325, 2008 5
Zhu et al.,2014) BRI FLENEREEZ —, 2
Y e 0% O 5% A 19 & U8 (Jampeetong et al.,
2009b) , {H v e B A9 4 A8 RO A 0 1) AE A 5 A 14
YE ] ( Britto et al.,2002; Dai et al.,2012) , FEFAEY)
FTTAKAE Y B A A 7] 1Y 4 25 AUt 32 18 (B ( Britto et
al.,2002) , SERTAIRZHE5E I B2 R K A=
TR 25 F BT 52 8 7 B 3% (Kormer et al.,2003;
JKEESE 2006 Cao et al.,2007) , T id 24 (95 F2 Eh ik
FETR, SRR A A W B B % A A AT LA ol s 2k 4
) kA (AR5 ,2006) . Lombardo % (2003 ) A A7,
4 F135 ( Ceratophyllum demersum) BEA UL 5 V7 Ui i
K E S, N PRI R A K, AR
FH A LK A AH ) RE 8% 8 o R Tk 2% ) T ke 41
JLBEPR 2 19 A2 K ( Gross et al.,2003) , AWFFE
TEAN ) B 25 R B2 TT KM 2 SR T R0 T3
TEAE ) 0 AR IR L, 25 SR 3R B B AR IE S 0 ~
0.15F1 1.50 mg « L' (ALBRA TR A 4R K a
W BEAESE I ) 1 25 S AN K (U VAR 10 RIF4R,

BFET 0.50 F15.00 mg - L™ AbFRZH | B 5 A e
95.00 mg « LT AR AR R a WREETEAS AL FEA
Wi o PRI 0O G TG PR AE S 10 K AR 5 ik
PE T, H1.50~5.00 mg « L AbFRA (G5 0 PR
TFHABALFEL ,5.00 mg - L™ AbH4H 64 00 M AR
5540 KJG 1 0~0.50 mg - LA PR OG- 1E TE 2
SEARK, M 1.50 mg - L7 ABRAH 56 A 36 P — B AL
THAK Y, XLEZERERW] 0~0.15F1 1.50 mg -
L B A R B AN A Tk AR iR e ) R A A
0~0.15 mg « L' MRBLZHEOLT , DA sEh 111
VU AL X i 285 0 %) i g AN BB T 7 e A Rk
4 1.50 mg « L™ BRT/KAB P ) HE & AE R mT LA il 77
TEAEPI A (TR HI S, 2006 ; R AH55,2006) , 4]
UL, XA PR B X UK A A BR

WA AR RGP A ZFOK ALY, ABFFEAL
BT X R AR RS 38 JB8 - AH OG5 T4, X S AR 58 19
RIEZAb, B2 S A K A 4 %) A B ) B A
AERIK AL R GErh UK R R 5 e A o T
HE— 2L AR .

4 4 g

TR S AHE 0~0.15 mg - LK, IRk
IAEAERT UK AE IS /N RS R E R 1.50
mg - LTI B S bk 5y L T8 AR AT
PEPEER VRO AE R Sy i KAE, R W13 HAE AL IR
A RKNESERE R 1.50 mg - L', SHRER
B (5.00 mg - L7 FMIABEZ (NH, " -N<0.50 mg
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