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Research on transforming salt-tolerant gene
AINHXT to cotton Liao19

FENG Ming, WANG Xuda, WANG He, ZHANG Gaohua”

(Biotechnology Research Institute, Liaoning Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract  Using Agrobacterium transformation method, the epicotyl explants of cotton Liao19 were transformed with
Aeluropus vacuolar Na* /H" antiporter gene AINHX1 to improve its salt resistance. We have established and optimized
a transformation system was established and optimized to study several important factors on cotton transformation. The
results showed that: 1) The optimum Agrobacterium infection time was 90 s. In the co-culture medium, the optimum
concentration of AS was 100 mg/L. The hygromycin optimal concentration of the cotton filter medium was 30 mg/L. The
IBA optimal concentration of rooting medium was 10 mg/L;2) For all the transformation cottons, PCR test results
showed that the salt tolerance gene AINHX1 was successfully transformed into cotton Liao19;3) Physiological studies
showed that the relative conductivity and osmotic potential of transgenic plants were all significantly lower than non-
transgenic ones under the salt stress. This study confirmed that the cotton Liao19 obtained certain salt resistance by
screening and optimizing the transformation system and provided reference for the cultivation of cotton in coastal beach
area.
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3 o PR T v o A UK P S AR A R 1 o
T8 7 B 7 R R 2R A T A T
B, AR AR G T R0 O R AR Ak 1k ) BE
B AT LA A0 3 PR AR AE DT (R B 4 Ak v 4T
Je M AL A die W T B9 5 1% o G A AL 375 R e Ak Ak
R TEL Y % WA 5 S, JF HLAR AL 2 B M4
Yy G BAR AT B AR Y W I A R AR
AT Tl S A VR A 2H 2 (E e AR B
PETRV I o 1 Rl A0 A A 5 b 30 ol 3 Ak R 0 4
S, PR AR TR B R O e T R OR B 2 el P T A
TER AL BT IE .

0 1) E R A BRI A R AR 5 4 R ) IE R R
e R FE— AT B R KT/ Na™ ¥ B2 H, 1 A 9
0 M A ER T 38 R Na ¥ B2 3o e 23 30 AR P X KO
F8 A 2 AL A A e AR A 40 0 L P N ik 32 2 fef
Vst 2k 4 5 e B H A SN B A Y O =
X Bl WV B Na' /H i iz A
(Vacuolar Na™ /H" exchanger, f& Ff NHX) 3k &
PO B Na® /H T 3 ) B i3 2 R 40
et B A Na ™ ShHERL B XS Ak 7 it vt LA B
1E Na o B2 ik v X 4 e o (9 75 3 DA B B AIR 2 3B T
HER5 A0 5T 935 35 Tl AR pH T RE . S
F [ Aeluropus littoralis (Gouan) Parl | J& —Fp |12
AR TR FR ) A6 D7 I v DX PN ity 6 ek b i R AR R
AR B R BT VD BE ) i L o T DR T
PIBCHCOR RACR . f 28 0T LLAE 300 & SR 5 iy + 1
R R R AR A R MR . SR e AR AR
V78 A Sy — b BIF 5 4 W Tk R AL 304 A S80RE L K
Hrh sy IF s e T it #8 NHX J: W (AINHXI ,
AYS825361), AINHXI £ ¢cDNA £ 2 706 bp,
Horpr 59 4% X 387 bp, 3"dE 41X 696 bp., Fifis X

TR Q— Nos Ter | hvgromvsin — ‘ijr:

1623 bp, 4ifh 540 R I E . FHALF H
N SFEAL T % AINHXT 2R 41 i B 2% 38 75 4R
A, PCR, Southern Z%%Z fil Northern Z% %z 1Y 4 W
FW AINHXT Fe K 84 31 00 5 5 5 21, JF 78
KT b ik, e AINHXI R 55 i it &5
Ny = R

07 XA AR & DAL 5 & Aoy 0k . B R
V14 T £ 1 5 3k AN 3 5 i PR A 1) F 5 A G S R
G B — AT R 5 B A A T R B B
ITRR 19 SR LLE A 33B A AL I AR 205 Bk,
20 N T 2428 Rtk 3% 7 . 6 B LB AR 0 RS
W45 SR I AR K R T BE T HE S L R R (]
R TR AL T AR R R U X R RE AE F I 130 4. %
A R BT AR 8 B P 2R A 2R R R AR
TN AN JVOSE TS NI b R EREATY L i)
MR 2 . AR RUR I B NHXT 5 H 5 Ak 3] 10
F3 19 5 of ) A5 40 fE A XD AR 19 5 A9 5 A ik &R OJF
InLAEAL o B 78— B U % 35 N A T BE . 3T 7 4
A AE S B R A AL BRI S T X

1 #H5FE

L1 RIEH R
11,1 AieH

LA 19 5 38 FAE IR [E A6 7 107 4R L A DX A
o AL T Ol B B R A
1.1.2 M &k BAR ML

B I AINHXI F Neo 1, Nhe 13U Y J5 14
A Y FE kA pCAMBIAL301 |-, 3545 T AE Y
FkH AR pCAMBIA1301-AINH X1 , J5i B 25 #4) (5] 1%
WK 1, MY L= EHA105-pCAMBIA1301-
AINHXI K& A HEARVTE T RAE .

Nos Ter —I> TL

l Neo | H Nhe 1 ‘

B 1 #EYREHE pCAMBIA1301-AINHXI | 4510 B i
Fig. 1 Structure of plant expression vector pCAMBIA1301-A/NH X1
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1.2.1 #HIRBFHEL
B w £ M A MMY T - E EHALOS

pCAMBIAL301-AINHXT 7£ & A7 I8 % 2 HUM 46 -F- 1)
YEB R r 5 R4 9728 “CHiF 18 h il ki
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Table 1

Culture media used in the cotton transformation

&
Application

IR Loy

Medium composition

P T RE F£ Pre-culture of cotton seeds
AP AR TS 37 Pre-culture of explants

R F Co-culture 1/2MS+ AS
K3 i 3¢ Recovery culture
i 5 ## Screening culture

H: MR 5% 3% Rooting culture

1/2 MS—+15 g/L %% b

MSB+0. 3 mg/L 6-BA+0.01 mg/L NAA

MSB+0. 3 mg/L 6-BA-+0.01 mg/LL. NAA+500 mg/L Cb
MSB+0. 3 mg/L 6-BA+0.01 mg/L. NAA+500 mg/L. Cb+ 30 mg/L. Hyg

1/4MS—+10 mg/L IBA+500 mg/L Cb

TE:NAALZE LR s MSB.MS B3 3+ B5 5 6-BAL6-" R BRI s AS. ZBE T & W Ch RN H % s Hyg W8 R o 1A% 37 2 58 1 57 42 7

PN de/L AW BEIL o

Note: NAA, naphthylacetic acid; MSB, medium MS + B;; 6-BA, 6-benzylamino adenine; AS, acetosyringone; Cb, carbenicillin; Hyg,

hygromycin, For each culture media 4 g/L plant gel was used as the coagulating agent.

M) 2% A 2o A 0 SC B R CRAT R Y i Ta] W e 15 572 &
Tk T I £ e B U Sk K A R AR VA R RN AR ARG R
N5| W £ R vk ) AT AR R AR AL (i X IE AR 19 5 5%
AR IR B Ak
1.2.3 AR R AL

BT AR 19 S A+ 200 K7, W FR 4~7 d
()b RS A 1A 43 531 B F ODsoo {4 0. 3~0. 5 (1)
AFF BRI PR IR AR G, 5 S8 R AR YL B[R] (5,10, 15,20
F1 25 min) B X % AL RCR B9 52 MR

FERf 2 AR YL i) 0] 5 28 3 B AR G S5 1R 45 21 Y
R AMEAR T 28 C A& TG REIR B AR LG 5R
R [R 2 B T A B CAS) 9 4 BE (0,50, 100, 150
F1 200 mg/L) Xf e BE FAOR W . G0t 4l i
TE Ak AR AR DLS AN AR RIS AR R A H DL A
T T 7 T P e 3 AR

T i 1 1 77 5 vh AT ) 4 2R BURE I K, R
N TR A 3 B 2K M (0,15,30,45 il 60 mg/L) , X 48
LR FRA B IR Sl S AR AR AT O 2E L 30 d JE HEAT
AR MR G R L Gt AR R RN BTG A AR R E

TER 8 W85 R WS S R AR e S5 A B i 3k
AR BN PR 4 2 AT A AR B IR R S A
R 55 37 5 AR ) A K 2R W Wk 2R (TBAD Y& B2 43 5] Ry
(0.5.10,15 1 20 mg/L)Af . FEA7 A AT 30 d W
G A K AEN .
1.2.4 # X WA 69 PCR 4

B ML A AR CH: 1 5 2 ORI B 4 ) e R DR A
AEAF R R CTADB 48 HUZH 20 DNA AR 4f 56 A 4

KIp gty .
NHX-S(5'-TGCCATGG GCCCTGGCGTGGTG-3")
NHX-A (5'-CTGCTAGCTCACCGTCCCCAATG-
AATGC-3),

PCR JZ i &4 #: 94 °C.5 min; 94 °C, 30 s;
55 °C,30 s;72 °C,3 min; L334T 30 NMEH, )5
72 °C #Ef# 10 min, HEH BEK/N 1 623 bp,

KHI 35 s R FEl:
355 F (5'-ATCTTCGTCAACATGGTGGAGCAC -3") ;
355 R (5'-GATAGTGGGATTGTGCGTCATCCC -3"),

PCR Jz b & #: 95 °C. 3 min; 95 °C, 30 s;
57 °C,30 5372 °C,3 min; L 347 30 MER, & )5
72 °C FEAH 7 min, H R B K/ 376 bp,PCR ¥4
B Y25l 0 S BHVE AR AR
1.2.5 A EARI S ey £ 2240 n
1.2.5.1 {5t

BEHUAE KA X —BOF 4 PCR %% 0 B ¥ 1k
AINHXI JEPIMAERR 22 N1,N6 F1 N8, B A T 1% 1
i, ] Hoagland 35 2 W G 254X 20 d. SRIG &
0,100,200 F1 300 mmol/L. NaCl fJ 1/2 Hoagland
EFWOENE . AP 30 d, W E) KW 1 Kk
PR4F NaCl¥R B . 4 S EURE 2E 47 A B 48 b 1 DU
JE o AR AL B 0 AR e AR AR AR T X R (CKD - 4% T3
WIS 3R,
1.2.5.2 EAEYEKNE

HURE Jo B A AR TR e, B A48 rh JHEAR 110 C R
30 min, 4R f5 85 CAZ Mt + 2 fud, frd . K&
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5510 3
23 CBCEME.
1.2.5.3 A A6 B SR 1 ) 2

FRIZE NaCl 4b B4 5 AINH X1 3% AR 46 5
e A 1 g, 10 mL ddH, O, 336 F 8 8 h, LIk
It BL IR AR A6 40 VB 8F 1 5 4 A 4 BR AL R - Sino
measure LR-307A HL S & H % W 5 % R1,
P I R I o U 3 (] T K s oA 10 min,
PHUCIN 2 7 WL SR R2, AR X AL § 3R R=R1/R2 X
100% , iIXE E R 3 WK, B,
1.2.5.4  4Ifa5 &30 e

e 2E B Advanced-3320 7K 98 38 He A 2 A

B EH . B AR — AL A Sr ANR A £ 53 1K
W10 ho BB TS 25 B 1 Ko gk TR R I T R T K
o3 LR RR AL e R 2L VR T R AT S b &l
EE R B AR B ZY 0.8 mL 3 RV AT
TE AN S B KR . IR TR 3 U (R

2 EREHH

2.1 TishEE AINHXI HiEEElg

18 3 B AE IR AT A OB i R R AINH X
WG ARAT L E ALAR 19 5 ikt 72
LK 2,

() FE T AR AL AU F7 5 (b) ARAETC T 2814 s (o IR AN AR B U8R 7% 5 (D AR IR R e S5 3L Fr i 5 (o) ik 2 fhid

B (D~ (BRI R (D BRI bR 4 i AR i e

(a) Pre-incubation of sterile cotton seeds; (b) Sterile cotton buds; (¢) Pre-culture epicotyl explants; (d) Co-culture process;

(e) Process of the seedling hardening; (f) — (h) Hardening process; (i) Process of the rooting.
2 TR 19 SKRITEFELTRE

Fig. 2 The process of Agrobacterium-madiated transformation of the Cotton Liaol9

2.2 HMBEELHEZSN
2.2.1 RAFEAZ F 1A 6 H AL

12 YL B ] 2 5% ma R AT T 2 Ak i i i B 2 A
. RYnt R K Sl L B R BB AE R T

LA o A BB B AT T o K T B R A AT T
B 7 SR A B B 97 2 A L o R R T AR A KL T
G A e W . AR e I 1] g R 2 S BORAT B AR
TC ¥k T8 00 1 ful MR R AR R D 11 L B 0 B R TS
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Iy AW . U1 Ak i 45 240 23T vk B R R AT B 2R
N R SO 20 v NV N7 A B £ o & B 1 B~ S5
AINHXT . ARBETE K AR e 8] O 15 min 2% £

T AT B ODyoo 4 0. 3~0. 5, 75 F| {4 71 4 14
B A Kt Je LT AR R B B s L AR RBOCR AN
R

R2 BEHEBEIIR 9 SELNZT

Table 2 Effects of infection time on the tranformation Liao 19

{2 He L U ol A AR

12 Y4B A1/ min
Number of infection

Infection time
hypocotyls explants

IR LAVIEREN
Number of

I FE R A
Number of

resistance explants plants to survive

5 200
10 200
15 200
20 200
25 200

4.8+£1.2 0.2+0.4

34.4+4.3 17.843.2

58.4+5.0 42.2+5.8

20.2+£3.1 10.8+1.9
0 0

2,22 ARARATBT ARKREAKL

P CRE 1) 2 B AR D) B9 AR AT I 5 fid 72
LB RS Y R I BRI L Vir XIER Y
KBRS AROR, RIERITEZ OB T 5
AL PRS , HCEE E E TH A B sk R Ak i S g SR
I B S 0 3 R Y LR T A R X SRR DD 1 Ak
AP AR BOA e BEAE L AR ROR 4. A A
Py AE A KT T8 e Al o 7 v B fie il AS kR R A
[l 2 3 nlLUA H L 2 AS ¥ 5 il 78 LR K

(<50 mg/ L) B, {2 Y4 A [ 850 1 I VR il 1 A 1 L 25
Je ISP A 7 Ak BB A5 B A B P A A BORT BT
PR B A B, 2B ARK T bRk, 2
AS W BT 150 mg/ L B, &)1 28 1 5% A6 S R R0 Al
PR AL 28 T 35 N [ WS R R B2 (> 200 mg/L) AS
Joi s AN oA BE B o e AR L ST 43 R AR R T A
PEVER . 24 ASYREEFE 100 mg/ L i, SR 1A 5% AL A%
S AR TS B . BT LA, il AS W BE A
S 100 mg/L.

R3 TEZEBTEHFMRENREMEEELHIZ N

Table 3 Effects of acetosyringone (AS) concentration on transformed cotton explants

BT B/ =Y LRl S AR R BUPE S AL LT A R
(mg/L) AS Number of infection Number of Number of plants

concentration Hypocotyl explants resistance explants to survive

0 200 57.4£6.0 17.0+2.8

50 200 58.6+5.9 10.2+3.2

100 200 86.6+6.4 34.845.7

150 200 32.2+4.1 13.2+4.0

200 200 11.84+2.8 0

2.2.3 IRk ARAE TR E AL

DIV RAE sk PP E R LA 19 5 R AT
PR AL HEAT T W BE AR A . AR AR A DG STk , 0 2% B 5%
B MSB Il P A: 3R R B R (Ch) ¥k 5 3k 8 ]
500 mg/L. KT ALV IR 5 38 & 7 A 30 76 °F
15T 6l U 3 1 % ik v i 85 3% 0 VR B SR AT T UK
PRI, v B B B B2 31 R 0.15.30.45 A1 60 mg/L

5AVBEEE. £ 10 ARG R ML, SR IR 25~30 4N/10,
RO IE 4~5 4k 1 k. & 4 TR 1, W)
TR WRE 45 mg/L Af, [ IR0 AN PR Mk DL Ry i
WP AR . AN BREH R, LIk
A, W R <15 mg/L B, ALIE A ZME A R A
FRIGPHYE SRR, 155 Rk 30 mg/L J& L4l
“EL AR 3 36 3¢ 2 [ Bt V30 A 2 i s AR R 04 1E A K
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Table 4 Effects of hygromycin B concentrations on transformed cotton explants

W RWE/ (mg/L) &Y L IRRhSME A% PO S KL I A bR
Hygromycin B Number of infection Number of Number of plants
concentration hypocotyls explants resistance explants tosurvive

0 241 0 0
15 284 26.6+4.0 4,0+1.3
30 305 123.8+38.9 43.8£9.0
45 263 58.8+6.6 12.643.6
60 245 12.4+4.0 0

2.2.4  AEMIZHRA G TR IBA K E KA
M5 R LLE S EL AR 3R S L B
W 2T IBA ¥ B2 B3R =5 40 1 B00S B0E 26 T M ik

x5

BEIRE] 10 mg/L i, 4y W 80T 2 fie e - B 2 IS 1 0 2
B2 IBA K BE 4K 2 T) . WU 4 i A AR 3 R B P
TFE.

Ik Z B IBA K E X H8 E £R(E R BRI

Table 5 Effects of IBA concentration on cotton root

Aetmibsn

Number of infection

5|k 2 IBA ¥ B/ (mg /1)

Concentration of IBA

cotton epicotyl explants

A1 A AR T AL
Number of resistance

epicotyl explants

10

15

20

200 35.2+8.0
200 111.0+£8.7
200 153.6+8.4
200 88.6+8.9
200 42.6E5.4

2.3 HERFRBEH PCRETE
R 51 NHX-S fl NHX-A 47 PCR §"

bp M1 2345678091011121314M

1.6 kh

gE8L LI 3(a) . Hitp 8 NEES YA 20 1.6 kb [
Hiy R B, FIHSIY 355-F Fl 355-R 3#E47 PCR §”

bp M12345678091011121314
HERRSRS=ES

2 000
1 000
75

250 376 bp

100

M. DL 2 000 Marker; 1. B £ X%f i Positive comparison; 2. Hy O #i#z H, O template; 3. P14 X} B Negative comparison; 4~ 14, 5 L

LAk Transformed cotton

3 EEFHRMESIY NHX(a) B FF3149 355(b)PCR £EH L AINHXI BEEBIEK R
Fig. 3 PCR analysis for AINHX1-transformed cotton by the specific primer NHX(a)and 35s promoter primer(b)
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HagE R CniE 3 (b)) fros, R AE Y15 4 376 bp 19 H

() B, w0 25 R D UE B i R S AINH X1 B & 5%
AL 19 S,

2.4 HEETARE NaClREWNEEREE 2L
YE K

NaCl i &, 8 46 09 A= K 32 2030 L B & NaCl

WRE RN A REAR SR Y B TR, Hop
XF T+ 300 mmol/L % NaCl i 381 , %% 3 5K 46tk &
N1.N6 1 N8 A: 4 8 43 5l B Ik 40. 96,48, 4%
56. 5% M A e J AR A6 1 A ) BEBRAIR T 76. 2%,
Ui % R bR N1UN6 Al NS Ha 4 T — & B9 it
.

x6 AE NaClRERBIERENE

Table 6 Total biomass of cotton under different concentration of NaCl

55 bR B NaCl # J# / (mmol/L) Concentration of NaCl
Transgenic line 0 200 300
CK 517.2+8.5 443.0+21.2 270.6+13.2 123.246.2
N1 535.543.5 512.449.5 401.0£16.7 316.5+17.8
N6 528.8+6.4 494.6+6.6 353.7+13.1 272.7+13.0
N8 516.6+7.1 455.4+7.0 337.9+12.8 224.5+15.8

2.5 #HBME TAE NaCl iR B X3 F & E 48 72 8 3¢
BSENHIN

F, S 230 A7 et A ) 3 A7 390 5 3 S A 0 R A2 4
PR R EAE bR . S5 R 4 FroR 78 A Z B4R
A W38 B DL L B ik DR A6 R 3E B 3 DR AR 4K Y A
Xof HL R 25 R KL HEFEAE 2000 A2 A A Y B ia
8 % T 38 R 4230 300 mmol/ L B, % 3k PR AR 46 Bk
Z N1.NG6 F1 N8 [y AH X o 5 5 BE AR 70 %6 A2 47
A 308 AE T S 7 5 DR AR AE X B2 (CKO Y 102 %, 2 B
e IE IR AEAE R R e LA g AN A A D
AR 2 4 R I A D UL S R R B
26 FLA — 2 1 HR AR R k6 1) B

120 ¢
= 100 F
LiE
ST osof
e 60
= : 40}
3
= 20}
0
0 100 200 300
NaCl #¢ % /(immol/L) Concentration of NaCl

sCK s N1 =sN6 =N8

CK, ARG BRI AR A6 MR 32 5 N1 N6 NS FE BL IR AE R &R . B 5[],
CK, Non-genetically modified cotton strain; N1, N6, N8,
Genetically modified cotton strain. The same in Fig. 5.
4 FAEHEMHENZIBEKRRENESERH N
Fig. 4 Effects of salt stress on relative electrical

conductivity of cotton plants

2.6 #HAHIB T AE NaCl K X ¥ £ & 47 72 4 b

BEBNEMm

R AL b T R W 38 R R AT i P R e B
— SR R K 2 I R 98 08 KT BE IR
SRS A FE . B 5 KRBT, 7E TG ER i A s AR ER 100
mmol /L NaCl [ i, 3 5 PR A6 5 3 5% 35 5 A 46
(CKOLERBZEMZR(P>0.05), £ 200 mmol/L
NaCl 8 F . 5% He A fE vk &% N1.N6.N8 5 CK
AH 25 5 B 3 (P<<0. 05) , i £ 300 mmol/L NaCl
B8 T N1, N6 A1 N8 5 x5 B4 CK A L [A] #F 22
SR E(P<<0.05), X EWHEK AINHXI 7E i
16 Hh 38 BT DL AR AR DL AR 19 18 1B O A1 B
WK 43 >F HE AR 25 1 38 P 3 R A L T AR 1 A 2

.

NaCl #¢ i /(mmol/L) Concentration of NaCl
0 100 200 300
-100F
&= =300 F
2E 500}
HE 700t
gg -900 f
= ? |
=2 =1 100

(

=1300F
=1500%

mCK mN] =N6 =N§

B5 AESBMHENESBERRARSEENZN
Fig.5 Effects of salt stress on osmotic

potential of cotton plants
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FUI . AL 19 S HALER LR AINHXI 69515 13

3 #Fr5iTfie

AT B A 3 A AE e Ak SE SR FH Y A R R 25
A3 IR A E A T Rl A B HC R Y B A AR RO T
ANIE T BT R AR SR AL . e AR A R R e
BT AR AR A6 52 b R e B T4 . X T
7 A AR 19 5 AR FE B T IRl AME R AE R
WA AZ IR LA R R 5 BT R GE A LA LT R
R D) b RS A R A0 M PSR BE T R L TR IR
V) 52 21 T Al b R 2 BBUAH X 5 5 5 2) 5 35 I 1) L A
A6 B LU F IR 28 B UM PR 1 R G — B IR
P AT XS ) L R Bl A A 3R UG Ak A AR 1Y
Ak 6~8 A~ H . WY i 4 T A 2528, R A 4 LA
KR RS S SMEAR B 9~ 12 A F 89 %% AL 1)t
3) b A A AR AR IR S0 B AE LA X 25 5

T S A e O B R 2 AT AR i LA 19 S
FALRCR . B IR AR AT B AR e ) A 90 s,
LA I 2 Wk T A ) 5l W 100 mg/ L, K AR B
e R % 5L P B R Ol VR R 30 mg/LL i SRR
i Fe B IBA () feidi Wk B 10 mg/ L. 78 %Rk 5% 1k
RARTF I 19 5 iG MR E E fe 2 . FEAR0CRm
PE A R FARBUE Z 0 i Eh M B N T — 2
TAEZEE T IS S,

SRELT PCR 4346 78 W J5 ¥ % 7 ik AINH X1
SEH PR AEAE R AT 2 . B 3 A5 R R KAy
IS AE R BE T 8 H A0 TR 3 PRLAR X R Y 45 L TR
35s JashF 5l Wik — 20 347 B0 AE , HE B 8 FH M 0
. REEV,AINHXT HFC LW F AL
19 5, #8455 M TAE 3R ATH R Southern
Blot 1 77 1 #F — 25 56 3IE 57 Ak i v] 5 o, HEBR 8 BH 14
T, I HL 5 2900 5 5 A5 DK,

TEmEh Wi i AE R AR AL B R T
76.2%  HLEEFE DA AL R B S, G A 0 A B PR
A6 AH X L S R ORT A0 9B 0E B R T kB, &%
AINHXI FEPR BHRAERR F A B R FA0 i 2 i
PR T AR N MR R . MSMIE R Y R R
K #8 OsNHX1 JE 5 i 28 22 7R 5% Ak 00 B9 I
AtNHXT FER /N2 i, FOM X 5 258 K 4 i 2 i
P RRAL T B A A,

S TFAH Y E 2 1 50 — A 2 S ) &
A HE L AR 3 A i R AL RS O AR 45 5
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