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EAZY & OB o BT O [AXT BHAZE B OH O EEE O O
("BaARLXFEARFR, LW 650224; Z‘i’lilﬂ:ﬂ‘mic[‘ﬂ}imiféﬁfﬁ?ﬁﬁ, JoFa 110016 %Plﬂ% TAKESLERE S
FHE, YA 110016; ‘TG R E AR TRARA G, LK 102209)

H OE XAATARE(OTC) MM ER® ARG RE BA(0,) Xk % A & i A
H# (Catalpa ovata) £ KT EER B, EREW. GREZA L FWH T AR £
K35 x4 (0A) A H, 160 nmol » mol™ 0,403 20 d & , M/t F WX &K E TF #
FothrtE TEHE BEHEHNLFTH(P<.05) ;M & LEHEE(P,) M 0,43
B[] ZE K & 47 K, MR CO, R E(C) A BH FE(T) 5 AL R E(GC,) W #H —3,
ENAEBREAGNAS , GRE O, R PR EEZHEAILEZRH G
BEREOREE, BT AAEARAZTH, KELWH AL, PSTI R AL FRE
(F/F )An PSIL o F1# & FFH (D) AL B 8y ZEK T 2 F T MF(P<0.05) ;%
et i H A A BB (SOD) frodi 3R i B i AL 4 B (APX) EM AR REZ O, L ETET
AL KRBT ENAARERTGREN R AN 2 A EAEEYN O, e T
K B AR AR By A T R

KR OTCHDL; BEA,; 4 La1EA

Effects of elevated O, concentration on photosynthetic physiological characteristics of Ca-
talpa ovata. XIONG Dong-lan"?, LI Jing', XU Sheng®’*, HE Xing-yuan®, DENG Li-lan',
CHEN Wei*, HUANG Yan-qing’, FU Wei® ('Faculty of Landscape Architecture, Southwest For-
estry University , Kunming 650224, China ; *Institute of Applied Ecology, Chinese Academy of Sci-
ences, Shenyang 110016, China; *Key Laboratory of Forest Ecology and Management, Chinese

Academy of Sciences, Shenyang 110016, China; *Beijing Green Jinghua Garden Engineering Co. ,
Lid, Beijing 102209, China).

Abstract: By using open-top chambers ( OTCs ), this paper studied the effects of elevated O,
concentration on the growth and photosynthesis of Catalpa ovata, a common greening tree species
in Shenyang City. The results showed that elevated O; concentration significantly inhibited the
growth of C. ovata. Compared to the ambient air control, relative water content, dry weight, fresh
weight, specific leaf weight, dry weight increment and fresh weight increment were significantly
decreased in leaves of C. ovata after 20 days exposure to O, (160 nmol + mol™"). The net photo-
synthetic rate (P,) of C. ovata gradually decreased with the extension of time. The decrease in
photosynthesis of C. ovata was related to non-stomatal factors. The change trends of intercellular
CO, concentration (C;) and transpiration rate (T.) and stomatal conductance ( G,) were consist-
ent, with decline first and then increase. The maximal photochemistry efficiency of PSIl (F /
F.) and quantum yield of PSII electron transport ( @, ) decreased significantly over the time
(P<0.05), the decline of C. ovata photosynthesis correlated markedly with the excess of light
energy, and photoinhibition phenomenon under O, stress. Superoxide dismutase (SOD) and as-
corbic acid peroxidase ( APX) activities showed no significant change during the whole O, stress,
which implied that it was quite difficult for C. ovata to tolerate excessive O, concentration, and two
antioxidant enzymes did not make positive physiological response to the acute stress of O,.

Key words: OTC simulation; ozone; Catalpa ovata; photosynthesis.
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R (0,) 2R B2 W AU, 738 P
JERIXHALZ (TR LA 56, 2011) o FEEK 2 1530 km
0 P2, BT DA ISCER A3 5 e 55 A
TR G L ER E LR, SR ZERE B #0315 km 78
Bl PN A X O 2 o, 2 R S B o v P, 20— x4
WA B FEE D2 5 44 ) (Matyssek et al.
2014 5KZLAE A5, 2014) o Bl A A ARHRT & A AL IE
A A L B0 4 R R AN e kg i, 5 e
S EEAYI R VOCs S5 5L A FTIAY) & 1wt 20 1
Tk, REAWRE R Z AW T, 3 b AR 2 41X 0,
VR S R I R R AR 4 T R R N AR
HIX,0, 75 Y B R (5F H A, 2016) , RS
B K VE =Ml X 0, W B H P ECT 5 60
nmol + mol™ , #Z{H 1] i5 160 nmol + mol ' ( F 4 W4,
2016) , F LR K O e B R R £E 2 3 300
nmol + mol™' (Feng et al.,2015) , UNH & i) RS IRE
A& LA AR A8 1 A3 3, 22 S BOK T AR Y AR AR
FET, i E R TPk (BRIE S ,2007) .

UTAFR , [ PN b2 35 A LR R ARy R AR A
PRAEZS T A T R & WF5T (Zheng et al.,2014; Feng
et al.,2015;Xu et al.,2015) ., WFFEW, KA ER
E=RL YN L/LENIVE S SRR =R0R I k7] NE X (|
A2 S ALE G ALFLAR RS AL I B A AL
YEF RO RE IR (BN SC5E,2014) . SLAAAT A S AR
PR I P S 2 A 0 200 i b ) SR e i A
W A 45 /) 52 4, B R 20 205 B, AL T B IR
(CHRAREE, 2013 2455, 2014 ), RATEZR AT &
B, SRS 7 8GR BRI
(EIERY/E IS 2T ol 1 ARER 7/ D& 2 e R R =
TR Fr ¥ G AR BRI (1P 55,2014 ) itk Ab,
e B RS o 5 | AR W RN A A, R Y Bt
SR GER I P (B 45, 2009 ; £R EAE, 2009)
B O A ) B A (5K RS 2009) |, i
VER A DR L W HEL ( Carriero et al.,2016) , 3
AT Ay 0 A 19 30l T PR o e i 4 A
AV, ZEIR T R AT G Il H 4 S I 5 1,
SRR I T A [ A0 ) A ) T g TR S O Wi 1 Y BIFE,
TIANRBRIE R O, A B EA S 2S5 3,

FEW ( Catalpa ovata) 1958 R AF &, 75 M Fv
AR, B0, RSB, S e , B REm 7€ AR LR
PR S e ST T SR, BE TR e e L, P G
PERR , TR E AL 7 H WA FE AR A 22—, i TR
A B RSCR AT, T H R TH A A B g i

B B AR M S 2 EO R, R, 5
PR TSRk, B AR, 3= 5 I B A A o, A%
SR T B MR T AR Y S AR (R R
25 2010) , H R 5 T REA X 136 55 A BE A= 254505 1
IBESE , XA KA SO, , 15, ™ FE a6 Jy T fiT #i2 38
(A T4E, 20055 X114~ 25 56, 2013 ; fa] J} 46, 2013)
KX O, W i 5 i AR IR 0 2 L /0 i S i
] PN 22 DX R AR B R B AR A K 2 E I
F i (Wang et al.,2012) . AHF5E S 18 i3 T A
RE(OTC) Bk, WEFERTAE O, a1t
B B AR RS , TR O, B RS T iR 32 22
Az BRI S 28 A RE s BBt AL, DURA S K
BTG Y N IR E BT SR A FE Rk AL Fh 32 1
WA | SIS S SRl 38 T 38 T B A 1 5 e AL B 25
Sl

1 HRMXEHARTIE

1.1 A5 H LN

5% X B AE H R 27 B D BHARE A Bl P, 32 el Ak
TR PH T B R A Rk S ot i (41°46'N,
123°26'E) , A W Iy > Y00 2 XU R o <, P
Feor A TR . ARSIREE R 7.4 °C AR EIRE K
A 755.4 mm, REEEEANEL 4 m, 53 m,
BEES ZEREMYIE /I | 1 RE RN 245 ¥4 5¢ 4 A1 [R] A FF 100
RSB i S s . FEAASE R AR A4
(XH-2000, [ ) | R &AL s (S-905, Hivi =) i
WAL IR A SR 3 T 5 H SR R S
1.2 Kt

VEHL 2 AR A FERME IS X 42, T 2012 4F 4 H
JFHER A E 4228 em, & 30 cm BYEDRIE %) S A4
WHF TR ERAIG IR, T 2494 7 H IR AR A
W ATFI0A,8 H 13 HIFUREEZE A RKM< 9 h
(8:00—17:00) , RI & E 3 AL HE, & vk B RLA
(160 nmol + mol™ ) AL B4 (EO) ; OTC N X B 2H
(OA) ;OTC #PXBEZH (AA) , AL FE 3 R E K, 8
H 14 H (42 K) 8 A 23 H(AFEE 10 KX) M
9 H 2 H (AL 20 X) B & A B brll e, n
R AR 10200, M R B8 A7 0 bR 568 )2 19 K
2t
1.3 Wik

AR AR AEEASHT 1 R AEE 20 FCRS I R - 1
TR AR EE R, R A Ak A
XFE KL 5 A5 A Ab B ) b R T
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AEBEAE H36E H4

FHHERSAE 70 °C ML+ 2= 40 AR, M A&k &
(%) = (VIR -5 /P IR i X 100% ; T
XK (%)= (W)U 6k B -1 5 ) / (Hp e 8 — 1
) X100% ; lLHHE (mg » em™?) = S 8/ B
P ER R (g)=20 d MFE-0 d M3 ; M
TR (g)=20 d MEFE -0 d M

AR S5 THE IR 9:00—11:00
VERRO T MR 1) AR R (BRAK 3 1) 7
PAR=1000 pmol + m™ - s™' F R LI-6400 fifi 45X,
FEA TN E A E R R B AR (P,) VRAL
SR (G,) ZEBE (T, A A — A Ak R vk
(C)o

M2 RS BB UK 2 A i i B
M, LLJEE Hansatech 23 7] A2 7= B9 ik ] il =82 Y642
FMS2 I 5 M2 6 S 8k, Je i v g 3E I 20
min , JRETRE IO (4856, 638 /N F 10 pmol + m™ -
s )RR UR e (F,) |, W5 B8 565 40 A ik b ot (A
6, G KT 3000 pmol + m™ « s7') 15 E e KT
(F,) R PS I FRUE( Dy ) PSR I =R
KF/F =(F - F)/F,,

P A A TG - 8 A A AL B (SOD ) 15 1R
FH U DU (NBT) D638 J5 2 00 22 (4R%F,2000) . FR
B 0.5 g B W AMFES S A 50 nmol « L™ pH 7.8
(4 PBS o 2500 BE LTV SOD il 336 4 I 2 S5 )i
RRAHE 2.9 mL KB (P E 75 pmol » L' NBT,
10 pmol + L™ EDTA #1 13 mmol - L™" Met) .2 wmol -
L% 0.1 mL B, B0t BEE T R WG AL, oAt
FEMTE 4000 Ix JEIRFEH SN 15 min, DURIEZ R
N, AE 560 nm R 5E O EE DL SOD il NBT St
W AR X B 435k 50% 1 il 21 S — 4 TS 17 5
Hi(U),

U MR I AL YT ( APX) 5 P 2 2 BR K-
vosheeva 55 (1996) [N 7575, FREX 0.2 ¢ #F i A F
BEJG, A 5 mol - L™ pH 7.6 B R 2% Wil (N %

x1 BRE O, MEMERSHHIZIT

1 mmol - L' EDTA 1% PVP H1 1 mmol - L™ $T IR IfiL
B2 (AsA) MDA e wh | 7R vkt i s 50 9K
ERFS mLBELET, T4 CTF1300r « min™ &L
30 min, LIS A AT, APX T M 2 S A
ZA45:2.9 mL SV (0.05 mol - L™ pH 7.6 BfR
ZMIE N 0.5 mmol »+ L' AsA 1 1 mmol - L™!
EDTA) 0.1 mL 2 mmol - L™ H,0, 75 1 0.1 mL i
W, A EEETHE S 1 min Y 290 nm 28 G(E
Ak B 10 s iEsR—IR,
1.4 %daabr

%1 Microsoft Excel 2010 #1848 1 1F 745
fER 25, SPSS 16.0 B AFAFE 5K 2 J7 22 73 BT (one-
way ANOVA) #l Duncan £ 8 8L 4G 56 [a] — &b B
FFE] T, Xot BECRN B S0 0 4 ) ) 25 5 2 75 38 31 i 3
TP (2 K4 0.05)

2 ERE5SH

2.1 FERIE O, XPRER AR K A

BN E 2 KRB (R 1), MR A
R AR G I R A K | R
& M R A e R 7R R A
T (EO) B iy K S BRI T B a3, Horp
AN S 7K B R T 18.3% ; - 5 il o )
ERIET 24.1%F1 28.5% ; M LT FRE T 11.6% ; it
T EE 1 RN et B I 2 N R T 62.5% F198.3%
AN, N 2 AT UL FHAR KT OTC FREE(OA) Xt
YA K T — R, i R i L
T R R e G A AA B TR
T 24.6% 35.9% 2.2% A42.8%H165.9%
2.2 EUREE O, XTRERDEA SRS S 520

FERREE O, W38 T, BRI B 19 1 A 0R
(P)TEALFE 10 d I % OTC IR (OA) 3 T I
(B 1), FREREE ] 24.7% (P<0.05) , {fEALFH 20 d
BF 45 OA 1) T B I K K, OA 1Y P, #8 OTC &b X

Table 1 Effect of elevated O, on growth parameters of Catalpa ovata leaves

Ab ¥R MRSk R K i ni&f ALY G I
(%) (%) (2) (g) (mg - cm™) (g) (g)

WILAIE (0 d) 76.7+7.2 a 90.1+3.6 ¢ 0.3+0.0 a 1.4£0.0 a

AA(20 d) 76.5£0.6 a 77.6£0.1 b 0.7+0.0 d 3.220.0 ¢ 0.40.0 ¢ 0.420.0 ¢ 1.7+0.0 ¢

0A(20 d) 72.6+0.3 a 83.1x1.4 b 0.520.0 ¢ 2.120.0 b 0.420.0 b 0.2+0.0 b 0.6+0.0 b

EO(20 d) 70.8+0.7 a 67.8+0.4 a 0.420.0 b 1.520.0 a 0.3+0.0 a 0.09+0.0 a 0.01£0.0 a

B R T P AR R 22 s AN R /NG SEREROR R [R] ) AS [R]Ab 3R] 1) 2 & 122 5 (P<0.05) ; AA.OTC ARXT R4, 0A.OTC X IR, EO. =¥

JE L4 (160 nmol - mol ™) AbFHAH
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201 m AA mOA OEO .
T, c
g
4o - b a
RS a a
# &
10 20
RbAT [R] (d)
350
b
300} a 2 b P
U250k
il
% 8200}
S =150 2
= g
2100}
501
0 10 20
AbERAY ] (d)

R EET,
(umol * m™ » ™)

10 20
AbZEAY ] (d)

1 BRE O, MERMFSEEER SILSE FE CO, iR BN E % i) 2200

Fig.1 Effects of elevated O, on net photosynthetic rate, stomatal conductance, intercellular CO, concentration and transpi-

ration rate of Catalpa ovata leaves

P AN TR /NG B 2 [ — B Il AN ] b B ) 14 S #5422 57 (P<0.05) MR PR n R B 2 57, TRl

FRCAA) BB TR, @B O, FEZE AT AR R
RIS FE (G,) FEALTE 2 d BT 4L OA W3 T
R AbFE 10 F120 d B BT 5 0A T E %=
50 OA 4 G358 AA 4B 3% T R, FERSIT F A i)
COVREE(C) W fbiash . mvk B O, Ab3E 2 d B
5 OA B T % 38% (P<0.05) , MiAZb ¥ 10 #1120 d
Ja o OA B3 LT T 12.6% 1 52% (P<0.05) ;
OA 4 C. 3¢ AA HFEALBE 2 110 d AFAEfEAN K, 20 d
By 2 TR, R HR(T.) WAL R m Wk 0, 4k
P2 d A5 OA 41235 T % 63.8% ( P<0.05) , Fi &
Ab P [] P B G | 2 JP R ) & 2 1 T (P<0.05)

086 maA moAOE0 b D b b

° o °
3 2 (=]
Y 0 [ 5]

PST B RALZER % (F/F,)

0.66
20

10
AL HEFH] (d)

AL 20 d A OA 231 43.9% ; OA 4158 AA 4 7E
R Bep T8 3 F % (P<0.05) , X5
SEILRH 5L (OA) M EL, Mk O, XHRERT
MR EOCEE R (P ) AW B EIE-, C T,
M5 ¢ Ak —2, BE e ARG TR
2.3 EREE O, XTAER ISR RIS EUN
233 160 nmol - mol ™" O, ZLBRJGFER I F () PS
Il F SO CAHROR (F /F,) B OTC AT IRZH (OA)
WETFFE(KE 2) , ZEALFE 10 F120 d B350 FRET
2.4%H19.9% (P<0.05) , 1 PS Il B F{& 36 i 7= %
( Doy ) Bl AL ] () 4 52 R 34 7E 4D FiE2

o o o o

T O 3 0
Al
o

e
w

PSIH FHABER T (D)
=4 (=4
(8] B

o
=

(=

10 20
AL HEFH] (d)

B2 SREREXNEH PSIRKEUEEFHE(F,/F,)MPSTBEFEEEFTE(Dy, ) WHIT
Fig.2 Effects of elevated O, on the maximal photochemistry efficiency of PSI (F /F ) and quantum yield of PSII electron

transport ( @, ) of Catalpa ovata leaves
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1000r g ApA moA OEO 507
5 b 2
__ 800} b b 40 a
g b b » 2
oo 6o} a2 3 b 2 30} 2
. g
2 . a
# a S
400} a 20t a
: 27
o H a
% oo
200} % 10}
o
<
0 - 0 '
2 10 20 2 10 20
AL I} [E] (d) AbEER[E] (d)

3 BIRE O, MR 8 | L4 LB (SOD) A iR MER s |k 9B (APX) iE A

Fig.3 Effects of elevated O, on activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD) and ascorbate peroxidase ( APX) in leaves of Ca-

talpa ovata

10 d B2 9048 OA 4 F T 20% F1 26%
(P<0.05) ,0A 411 @, B AA L 7E 45 A0 BRI R] A5
B TR 26.2% .24.2% 1 50.7% ( P<0.05) , iR5&
SRR e B BRI E T AR S VR R fE
TR, TR F G RE, R T ORI HI B, i
OTC NHYHEEXHEMIN F /F, JCEW % @, F
TR
2.4 EREE O X FERHT A TR S 1 Y 5
itk 0, EARALBS R R L
AL (SOD) 1615 OTC PN IR (OA) 4 22 [A] JC ik
FHEF M OA 45 OTC AxT HRZH (AA) FEALFE 2 d
I 35 T W, WA 22.4% (P<0.05) , 4B 10 F1 20
d JE Ay B2 ET T 43%F0 47.1% (P<0.05) . i
5 4% SRAF I [R] g FEAS I v A O IR iR i S Ak il
(APX) il tEAs (b 34 SOD Mis 1 — 2%, 7684 b
HSET S OA T 225,10 OA 14 AA 4, R
TIEAEFE 10 d B RRFE T 44.4% (P<0.05) |, 78 Ho A
KRR E LS, iIGgs A ,S0D 5 APX M
Tt AR A TEAE R 52 3] O, kB e I At AR
A 1

3 i i

M SRAR A TG VR TR A T Y = 24
BE O, AP LU E B H L, 2 Y
E] O, Jir 38 i fe W) 0 IR N A% (1 3% 8 45, 2008 ) .
ARE 0 WHE T AR 2R Y W TR
X SR A 58 45 R AH — 2 (Wittig et al.,2009) ,
KAWFFRUESE A A= ) o (0 5 08 2 202 T i W
B O, REUEY AL 2B T R AL TAE-1,5- B
AL/ N4 ( Rubisco ) FA G P A B B A 1 e 75

A 46 8 Ak R A/ D (Inclan et al. ,2011) &4
TR o S8 A SO BT AEAGRE J1 T B R P A 2
IR ZH 21 32 45 b 2 3R 5 R AR 5 I R S Y
(255 2014 X 1555 ,2014) . O XA A= W)Y
SR ] BEREAE M) A1 5% , 40 Novak 45 (2008 ) ¢
i O, X ERIRIERE (Viburnum lantana) B T AE W) &
BA W E 5,

0, Jilia 23 BEARM AR B A I B S 54
VA J3E 1) T i R AL BHLET [ 79 S Xof R ' T AR Y
AR HTBOR B 25 (9K B EE ST ,2007) , X TS
BT BRI A A ST A5 RO — B WU iR AF
(2014) X PUZ=kE ( Osmanthus fragrans var. semperflo-
rens ) FER2H (llex rotunda) BT S5 R R | B G
0, M B 1Y T &, 3X P Rl ) I e 1 O G R
(P,) VLT (G,) ZRIBHR(T,) JfH CO, %%
(C) ¥ E AR T X, 7EALE F, 160 nmol -
mol ™" Oy ALFRJ5 | i Ab BN 18] i 58 i, AR AR A OL &
MR R TR (P>0.05) , IS E (6,) TEALFEA)
1915 2 F R (P<0.05) |, Fifi Ak 3 ] S 4 55 %0 il 22 S
AR M) AR E ( C,) FIZAS IS ( T,) fEAb
B W3R R, B AL B B ) A K W T
(P<0.05), X5 Padu % (2005) FI 4} %5 (2014)
XFEHE R rPAR I BE ST A R A — 2, SRy
A HAR R A R R 32 AL AT R S B <AL
PR AR AL AT S B JE L BRI P2 (RSP A
45,2000) . TEAERSLIRMIEA T, FEOCEHET
e 18 T D R 2 P A DI T R T I I R
MBS I FDCEH R T C AR T (Far-
quhar et al.,1982) , BLAh, 0, XFRENS DL S S 4A 1
BRI ARAT AR S A SR T 8T O, e
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A S A S A R DA B R B LRE T R
K, 43R a b FIATIEPEE UK i, S AL J
2R [ 5 A DG A Bl TS PR A, oo RRl L -
Zhnt ALY Shiz sz B, NI REARAE ) 106 &
RET o [RJIF e ik 5L 4 B 02 A ) 206 8 A M 1)
o3 NS R DO B, Al UL, 0, BIEERY P,
R TR g A Tk BB T Y 5 ARG (13 S
% ,2014;Li et al.,2015)

SERAEY G AE R B & 2
TR CRERE 1L o AL g H R 51D E R
SCEE AT, TR AR RN A LA BT RE i i
SIS BT RE A I AY BE f T 5 | OG5V HIRCR
TRERILEAR A, Stk R e pS 1T %
PR —FhRBUE A, SO — MGt #E . e
WHIPS I EwKIEOGAFi FROR(F /F,) KA
(BREEWI%E 2006), F /F FEEUL PS 1T AL 51458
SERN] 6 E B TAL B RCRRRAR, TEA T,
PS T RPN 5 FROR(F /F,) 1 PS [THL ¥
FEI T3 (D gy ) Bl AL IEEST ] 3G NI T B, 3
RER AR Y Fr 2R R B B R/, F/F,
TReS PS THDEREMAR G AR IG I ik
VRN RS PSSOl vt B 4 A G, a2
AL FEVE 2R (Calatayud ,2003)

FEYAE I 0 A B TP il — B R 4R
ARG, XX PAE S i BRI PE A (ROS) | FA
A PRI PR AR R R AR T 0 i e S 1 A
A EAR T (BUIE 5 45, 2009) o PAIE, LA L
I 1 1) s IR RE A8 A R0 S A ) IR B S A e 1)
AETT (245, 2009) . A ALYIEALEE (SOD ) A
NI RIS A AL Y (APX) # 2 BT AL RGP
BRI, O Ay, A TSR AR BTG PR
0, MraEma 7 3 22 2 e THE BE A2 R R, fnsk
B 8(2007) TEWFFEERAT ( Ginkgo biloba ) FH AL ( Pi-
nus tabuliformis) F % 1,80 nmol + mol ' KA AL FH 30
d B B ARG VR W 3 BT AR 90 d B E TR
W (B b A BF 98 & R D ¥ ( Populus alba %
P. berolinensis ) f£ 160 nmol + mol™" O, A 20 d J5
PUA AL 5 PE 2 3% R B (A AR, 2014) 5 S0 A
( Quercus mongolica) £ 80 nmol + mol™" O, ZbHH 105
d JE B A BEE M 35 T [ (B AR, 2010) , 1EA
I H, 160 nmol - mol™ O, AbFE 20 d J5 FER I H
() SOD I APX 1 P 1 522 B R e 5, i W1 Aot w85
F18 SR B P A A A B 0 4R 3R S8 O FIRAE

FH T UL AE P P A RE I B T SR G, B
W5 RS0 R TR R B A %

A EE A DL OTC A4 R (AA) fE NS5 ik
AR fEK S 35,20 d 5,
OA B AA M A ot Gl (p,) AILTE
(G,) M el —SH Ak BE (C,) JRIB R (T,) |
PS T KIOLfb# T FE(F/F,) . PS THT
IR 77 (Dygy ) YW TS B ALY B L T
(SOD) FHPLIR I R 2 4 A6 P g ( APX) T M 3545
T o FHIHCAT DL B0 BR 5 AR R A AR BR 15
ey, PRt ZEASSAPLIR g6 v, ZERC I A B 1 45 AR I o
SETEOUT W0 AA X REAE N 225 B R E AL
ZERMER

4 & it

RAME T, B AR K Z B, H OTC SZ8 b
A XTRER 8 A AT MR AR B A RS ) A4
FER I B 7EAESALBR IR 2 R, i Rz i, 5ok
HHR(P,) T, SILFE(G,) M A bk
JE(C) FZEEHAR(T,) ETh;PS I i ROk it 1
BE(F/F, )M PSTT L FLid g 7R (D ) T
B ILAAAL R G A RE AR BB i) 17, 8 S Ak S AL il
(SOD) FHLIR I i A AL P ( APX) 16 R %

% 3k
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