Advances in Microbiology TH.E¥RT#, 2021, 10(4), 189-196 Hans XMl
Published Online December 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/amb
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2021.104024

fill % FE A SR AT IR) ) rh A =3 R4 B Epichloé
sp. B IEFE LT FRE TR

A#%, £ B, EXH, & & F W

IR A d R 222 b, m R R S e R R A 7T, T8 7k i 26 FH S A A 0 YR B A eI =,
Bl T

Weks . 20214F11 7130 FHHEM: 2021412 43 H; KATHM: 20214£12H15H

1 =

BRUTIEIR XS 42658 3 A B B Epichloé sp. B35 57 TR B /460 TR B FR IR . AR A IRTER)S
SRIREE . TR, EREBIE. TR SR T 76 i s i B

#4858 BINEE. SREH: WIREMREIRR EXREEF N ERBEEpichloé sp. 1248 45,

AEENEMAR EESRREZKF(P<0.05 P<0.001). LHEINAWRE0.2~0.4 mmol /LEf, 224440

SEREFERFN 2 MEEEERREZEKFE(P <0.05, P<0.001); THWKE0.1~0.3 mmol/Li}, &

LRSS BAEAS [F 35 3R 6] 2 (R A AE B 38 BiAR B2 /K (P < 0.05, P < 0.001) . %4524 ~6AR, BEE

MR R FE 248, #. BNESE: Fa4hmEEMERMERERNETNZEHNP < 0.05),

B & B SR [A] B S AR AL R I RE . & B B WA BR AN BB IR T 43¢ WAE BB Epichloé sp. BB TR B

L AR B .

XA
B, SEFRESE], APAESESFNAE R Epichloé sp., FRET, BEEREFF

Effect of Se Concentration and Culture Time
on Mineral Nutrition in Mycelia of Epichloé
sp. from Festuca sinensis in Solid Culture

Lianyu Zhou, Lu Jiao, Jiasheng Ju, Xia Jiang, Feng Qiao

Key Laboratory of Medicinal Plant and Animal Resources of the Qinghai-Tibetan Plateau in Qinghai Province,
Academy of Plateau Science and Sustainability, School of Life Science, Qinghai Normal University,
Xining Qinghai

Received: Nov. 13", 2021; accepted: Dec. 3™, 2021; published: Dec. 15", 2021

NESIH: FEL, B BEXET, HE, TN KBRS IR A e SE N AR EE Epichloé sp.[E 1R 3% IR B 424k
B FE RIS ). PRI YS, 2021, 10(4): 189-196. DOI: 10.12677/amb.2021.104024


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/amb
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2021.104024
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2021.104024
http://www.hanspub.org

Abstract

This study was to investigate the effects of different selenium concentrations and culture time on
mineral nutrition in mycelium of Epichloé sp. from Festuca sinensis in solid culture. The levels of P,
K, Ca, Fe and Se contents in mycelial sample digested by microwave digestion oven were detected
by molybdenum blue, sodium tetraphenylborate, chlorophosphonazo III, phenanthroline method,
and atomic fluorescence spectroscopy, respectively. The results showed that the highly significant or
significant effects of selenium treatment or culture time were detected for P, Ca, Se concentrations
of mycelia of Epichloé sp. from F. sinensis (P < 0.05, P < 0.001). The presence of 0.2~0.4 mmol/L was
the highly significant or significant effects detected on K content for mycelia of Epichloé sp. The pres-
ence of 0.1~0.3 mmol/L was the highly significant or significant effects detected on Fe content for
mycelia of Epichloé sp. After incubation for 4 to 6 weeks, selenium at appropriate concentrations
promoted P, K, Fe, and Ca concentrations. Selenium concentration of solid medium significantly in-
creased with the increased concentrations of selenite (P < 0.05), and increased first, and then de-
creased with the prolongation of incubation time. The addition of appropriate Na;Se0O3z concentra-
tions contributed to higher levels of mineral nutritions in mycelia of Epichloé sp. from F. sinensis.
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1. 518

RN AR FLR R R AR TE R B4 P I 58 LA BSR4 AR 1% J 1, 1A R s AR i — 2R B A [ 1]
4K 2 5 (Festuca sinensis) 3 & 5. 8K % (Poeae) - 5 J& (Festuca), FFEbn B 18 HE L Wi e N AE B
W[2], MHEEESER T oy B — S A R B AR, AR S AR B R AT T3], tRREL T
AR SE N A AR TS EAEE 2 REVE[4], JET actin FHI0HT 8 MNASE MR FhELR) T 4E -2 Epichloé
PIEEMRGFRKERRB], FRFFNERERKESZMEDEYES] [7], HEEXRPEEFNERE
W IKCH J53 7 7 (R RIE TR SRR /b

T 2 W UK BN 0 70 R S T PR A K DLRON B FR R (IR U [8] [O], T 3@ HIAT i G R AN IR E
BB A RT3 2 AR K DU E 460 R T &R [10] [11]. WY FER ot R 2 —, & BRI Ae it
ALK, e E A E AR = [12] [13] [14], FLEA AERBE IR B 5 b (W TEH U #4400 AR [15] -
MEF IR AN RIS IR A &4 5 » 5 B0OH B 7E A K A2 v B 22 A U BRI 1) 8 9 1 R AR AR AL [ 16]
[17] [18] [19]0 A5 108 i 8 AN [R) AR BRAMMAR B2, HIPAR T ] A s 570 A% b 48 2625 P9 A BT T 22 A0 )5
BRI, BE RN A L E IR R IR &%

2. MRFTTE
2.1, ¥

2.1.1. &%
TS50 A AE LT T AR Epichloé sp. (R A7 T eI i R 2 i A E M e 4
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2.1.2. 3EFE
PDA R57#%k: D445 200 9. & FH 20 9. Biflg 20 9. Z&1%/K 1000 mL. pH EH%R.

22. B

2.2.1. HREEEFRLERE Epichloé sp.i&iL
¥ rh A2 55 P A EUR Epichloé sp RS PDA SR [, T 25C £ 1CH#: 1A H.

2.2.2. NERERE S PIEEFNE RBEEFEFT REFHOED

23 ) 2% & A IR R ENVR FE 9 0 (CK). 0.1 mmol/L. 0.2 mmol/L. 0.3 mmol/L. 0.4 mmol/L f{°F#%,
FFTFLESATALE V% R ELAE 4 mm (B B, 32801 90 mm ) PDA PR L, B ML rb i 3 He 8 = A S,
TR FRAA S 25°C + VCHEFE, fERMkEFRdfEd, RfER )/ OE S 4 . 5 . 6 F. 7 J.
8 FAHRIEME 22, MA-20CHIUKFEH & H

2.3. MEHIR

FE S IV BRI, 2 AR T i T A VR PRV T L (0322 [20] < DU B A3 [ 2] A8 0 &0 111 35 22]
SRAED MRLL 7k [20] 40 I B B A1, 85, BRIS &, RA GB5009.93-2017(FE — VSR 19 e e it
1E) I e il 2 [23] .

2.4. FH5HR

TRIG B 45 SRR M £ FRERERR, I8P RH SPSS16.0 G it 4 Wk -3 T IR & 5 %
S H(LSD, P < 0.05). % Spearman XIS BA i & 9% 2 18] AR M 20 4 o

3. HREHHh
3.1 WAREFIEFEEN PEEFNE AEEFIEFRL RS ENE R

it A% 9% ) 1) o rh A2 5 9 A2 BUT Epichloé sp. T 22 1Al & B 1) S i ik 3) J 25 b (2 25 /KT (P <
0.05, P <0.001) (% 1). % 2 Z5 K. MR5FE0EN 4 F~8 R, #EZERN 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 mmol/L i B
AR R RIULTH E R, EARB S R 7 B RRKNE, HEERER T ERRNEEP <
0.05); Mfifiy &y 0.4 mmol/L B, 57755 8 J& (¥ B 22 Ml & & I W iy T AR5 7R [R] (P < 0.05); A
T 8 ARG IR IR AR B RS TR IR R 4 F~6 JE B 22 AR & (P < 0.05), 4BE IR H]
N 4 SR, AS AT BR 22 A4 i 2K TR ATV FE 0.2.,0.3.0.4 mmol/L 1 bR 22 A4 18 2 B (P < 0.05);
MRF IR IA] )y 5 IR, AR ZH B 22 R B R T HRZH(P < 0.05)s IR FRET IR 6 JE B 7 AR, X
TR T 22 Al 5 B B v TN E 020 0.3+ 0.4 mmol/L I 2244, 43Eg5mta) >y 8 I, hnffsH &
22 AR B B WAL T X 4 (P < 0.05).

Table 1. Results of one-way ANOVA for the effects of Se treatment or culture time on mineral nutrition in mycelium of Ep-
ichloé sp. from F. sinensis in solid culture

1 RESIEFRAEN P EEFNEARE R ERE LA REFFMN AT ENN

P K Ca Fe Se

Treatment df
F P F P F P F P F P

4 4 45072 0.000 2170 0.146 202.103 0.000 5.663 0.012 1749.185 0.000
Time (w)
4 29.091 0.000 14.194 0.000 39.679 0.000 3.333 0.056 3588.317 0.000
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6 4 5175 0016 2135 0151 354.969 0.016 12575 0.001 1144.221 0.000
Time(w) 7 4 22257 0.000 1.411 0299 44060 0.000 3.225 0.061 4676.706 0.000
8 4 73851 0.000 2317 0.128 30009 0.000 9.346 0.002 1345909 0.000
0 4 141.212 0.000 1.433 0293 398.226 0.000 1.659 0235 167.732  0.000
01 4 48342 0000 3232 0060 80.331 0.000 8145 0.003 138.418 0.000
0n;§”L) 02 4 35288 0000 5108 0017 10.986 0.000 9.718 0.002 650.364  0.000
03 4 20997 0000 27.966 0.000 67.517 0.000 31.259 0.000 1601.659 0.000
04 4 98979 0000 15356 0.000 66.123 0.000 1.303 0.088 346.693  0.000
Table 2. Effect of Se concentration on P concentration in mycelium of Epichloé sp. from F. sinensis in solid culture
2. MRE SIS A PEEFNE AREMEFRRLEAPHSENEIT
filh A< & (mmol/L) P mo/g)
4 5 6 J 7 8 Ji
CK 2.10 £ 0.10°° 2.84+0.22°® 6.92 + 0.48"8 10.95 + 0.82°*4 10.57 +0.93*
0.1 2.09 +0.30% 5.40 + 0.65 7.80 +1.44" 10.07 £ 0.34*8 5.07 £ 0.33°
0.2 3.11+£0.18%® 5.25 + 0.22"* 5.35 + .73 8.99 + 1.28%8 3.33+£0.34°
0.3 3.62 £0.21% 5.54 + 0.42°A 5.10 + 0.84°C 7.34 +0.33¢ 6.23 + 0.56™
0.4 3.81£0.21" 5.71  0.19° 6.23 + 0.25"%¢ 6.21 + 0.06"™ 6.87 +0.24°8

e AN FREFOR A IR EAN R IR Z A B2 7 (P < 0.05), AFIHKE FRRFARBRIRARIKEZ
I /) 42 38 14 % 57 (P < 0.05) 0

3.2. MREFIBFEEN PEFEFNE AREFEFRLGHSENRE

MUNINARAE 0.2~0.4 mmol/L B, B 224480 & AL A R BE IR A 56 FAAE R E B B E Z 7P <
0.05, P < 0.001); 45FEmT[R] 5 BT, AR RS 26140 80 & |AFE R % (P < 0.001) (% 1). fifi
IR JE AL 5 6 ) ) T 22 AR B B 45 B LS 3. BRI A) N 4 JH~8 JHI, IR ZH b ke A R
ERARE: MR 0.1 mmol/L B, 3EFR5 7 J I AR & & WA T35 37 (/] 2y 5 J5 A0 8 Ji B
2o ARER AR (P < 0.05); AR E )y 0.2 mmol/L Isf, ¥53R%5 7 I ke & B E LT 53R 17 6 4
A1 8 JA T 2R & B(P < 0.05); 4K 0.3, 0.4 mmol/L I, BHLL/RBI& B T4 8 JEik Bl K14,
I3 i T AR BE FR AT (A (P < 0.05) . 435 FRIT A1y 4 AR, Dl 524 0.3 mmol/L 1 B4 22 4481 & i R
XTIl >y 0.1, 0.2 mmol/L I 24k h4 & (P < 0.05); 4IEFRIFIEIN 5 AR, Inffiyk/Eh 0.1
mmol/L F 5 22 A80 & s B s T A AL B4 (P < 0.05); 4853718y 6 AR, InfifikE A 0.2 mmol/L
) T 22 A B D S v B RT3 7 9 0.4 mmol/L F T 2274805 B (P < 0.05); 2435 95 6]y 7 JE I,
TNAlAFE A 0.2 mmol/L 1) B 22 480 2 & B BAR T X RR(P < 0.05); MBFFRIT AN 8 IR, Al AN 0.3
mmol/L I BR 22 A4 25 & B i iy T4 HE (P < 0.05) .

Table 3. Effect of Se concentration on K concentration in mycelium of Epichloé sp. from F. sinensis in solid culture

F+ 3. WAKRESIEFIEX PEFFAE AREFEFELE RS20

vk 52 (mg/g)
(mmol/L) 4 5 J# 6 JH 7 8 JA
CK 199.91 + 4.27%48 203.08 + 9.82% 195.55 + 3.56% 210.77 £ 6.66*°  209.77 + 16.37%®
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0.1 206.59 + 1521 223.03+7.93%"  204.65+ 7.72°F  202.02 £+ 8.60®  221.85 +6.11%"8
0.2 205.03 +3.40°"  201.21 +4.70™®  208.21 +4.98%" 192,68+ 16.93%  222.87 + 3.91*®
0.3 189.06 + 3.03°® 200.71+4.07°®  201.52+7.78"8 20458 +4.60""®  230.41 +4.15"
0.4 202.97 +8.13"8  166.65+ 15.41°C 19567 +7.72"®  203.85+529""® 223,53 + 4.83*°

W ATHRANS FREFORA—IREAN R AR Z AR B EEZ R (P < 0.05), FAFIH KRS FRRFAFERRARIKEZ
V¥ /) S 38 1 2 57 (P < 0.05) 0

3.3. MR EAIEFRAEN hEEFNE AR EFIEFRLAE S ENT N

3 J2 A8 7 sk ) 0 P 2 58 4 A2 U Eppichlog sp. [ 74355 57 B 22 005 25 B ) R s 31 i 25 sl 2 2%
JKF(P < 0.05, P <0.001) (7 1) /[l S5 ARG F7 I (8] % &7 22 R4 B B U AN — B (42 4). 3R )R
4 JE~8 JEIT, XFHRAAINAR IR EE 0.3 mmol/L [ B L2 AR5 & B3 TRy FRIF A1 55 7 FlA B K E, HEER
Z i T At R A 45 5 & (P < 0.05); INARIRE 0.1, 0.4 mmol/L 18 22 /A58 & & 1) 155 5 IS EIH K
B, HERRESTHARR AP < 0.05); I 0.2 mmol/L (¥ 5 22 /R85 & & TRy 77 F] 4 A 7
JE ) B AR T HAR KT FRI AP < 0.05) . 2435 7= 18] 4 IS, Ik N 0.2 0.3 mmol/L T 22 1445 &
IR T HADGC (P < 0.05); 435 FRA ]2 5 RS, IO A 0.1 mmol/L ¥ 5 22 4445 2 & 01 i i
TR EE 0. 0.2, 0.3 mmol/L AFE(P < 0.05); 43EFRI A1y 6 Al , Il 2 0.2 mmol/L (176 22
P B O T AR AR FEZH (P < 0.05); MBEFRET I 7 JEIS, St HEZE ANt ik 22 29 0.3 mmol/L I B 42
A 25 B B R T INAIRFE 0.1, 0.2. 0.4 mmol/L AHE4L(P < 0.05); 4857700 8 AR, XH&ZH AN
A4 B2 29 0.2 mmol/L ) B 22 445 5 & B 2 v T Il 2 0.1, 0.3+ 0.4 mmol/L 4bEEZH (P < 0.05).

Table 4. Effect of Se concentration on Ca concentration in mycelium of Epichloé sp. from F. sinensis in solid culture

4. WRESUEFAEN PEEFRNEAREMERE LA TIES BN

‘ #5415 (mglg)
il 2% (mmol/L)
4 5 6 J 71 8 Ji
CK 1.27 +0.04% 1.37 + 0.16%° 3.35+0.13%® 4.65 + 0.22% 4.35 + 0.06™
0.1 2.14 +0.12%® 5.17 £ 0.33% 3.48 +0.07°® 3.40 + 0.23%8 3.15+0.22°®
0.2 3.69 + 0.30" 4.21+0.15%® 4.37 +0.26* 3.35+0.15°¢ 443 +0.31%
0.3 3.48 +0.11° 3.10 +£0.10°° 1.60 + 0.16%C 4.66 + 0.14%A 3.41 + 0.45"
0.4 0.71 +0.10%°° 4.92 +0.8748 0.27 £ 0.03%°° 3.25 +0.10°° 2.28+0.21°¢

e TN FREFROR A IR EANE AR A B R (P < 0.05), SRS 7 REFRRAE R IRARREZ
V¥ /) S 8 1 2 57 (P < 0.05) 0

3.4. WAREFIEFREEN PEEFNE EHEFIEFRLE%SENRR

Tk 55 1 2 I ) 56F 8 250 A AE JUTRT TR 22 ARk B2 e LA 1 FISR 50 M ik %4 0.1~0.3
mmol/L B, BR 22 K8k B B AE AN [F) 15 37 I 18] S5 A0 776 035 Ok 2 3 M 22 5 (P < 0.05, P < 0.001); 4577
AN 4. 6. 8 AW, ANFEIEHEE F & EAE R EMZR(P <0.05) (£ 1), MREFEEA 4 JF~8 [
I, FEFRIFAIEE 4 JEX R R 2Rk S B BT 8 IR AN 6 ek & &P < 0.05); MNANAKSE 0.1
mmol/L IR 224685 & B T55 8 AR NME, HEEEE ST HALE RN AP < 0.05); hnfiiikzE 0.2
mmol/L R BRI 22 ARk 5 B T- 3G R[] 4 JA IR B 2w T oAl 5 7RI [R] (P < 0.05); ANy FE 0.3 mmol/L (1) T&
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AR TR RN ) 6 JE I B S T LA IR (P < 0.05). 4EFFEIS Ay 4 JEI, InffEE N 0.2
mmol/L F B 22 /A ek 2 5 i 55 i T X IR ARl R B2 0.1 0.3 mmol/L AbHE4L(P < 0.05); H4k5sERt AN 5
JEBS, DA A 0.2 mmol/L 1 58 22 A48k & & 0 o AR T Il ¥ 0.2 mmol/L Ab34H (P < 0.05); 1575
I By 6 JE B, Al sy 0.3 mmol/L R B 22 Ak 7 B i 35 iy T HoAth A A (P < 0.05); 3R [A] Ay
7 JEII, AR EE S 0.4 mmol/L 1 B8 22 4Bk B B T 1B 35 T il FE 4 0.1..0.2 mmol/L 4bEEZH (P < 0.05);
IR 8 A, Al N 0.1, 0.4 mmol/L [ 2 ek & B R v T A AL FE 41 (P < 0.05).

Table 5. Effect of Se concentration on Fe concentration in mycelium of Epichlogé sp. from F. sinensis in solid culture

5. MRESIEFRAEN PEEFRNEAREFERE LA T RS ENFE

i ¢ E (mmol/L) HE (el
4 5 & 6 4 7 8 4
CK 1.94 +0.07°¢ 2.39 +0.39%A8 2.91 +0.85 2.42 +0.380A8 2.35+0.21%8
0.1 2.32 +0.36"¢ 2.34 +0.04™8 2.11 +0.15"¢ 1.95 + 0.09< 2.77 +0.10°
0.2 2.79 +0.29* 2.00 +0.21"® 1.81 +0.23" 2.05 + 0.16"%¢ 1.87 +0.18"
0.3 2.33 £0.08°¢ 2.80+0.07" 4.02 £0.03* 2.37 £0.32°48¢ 2.35 £ 0.36°®
0.4 2.53+0.19*8 2.38 +£0.41*8 2.55 + 0.28%¢ 2.52+0.03* 2.81+0.09*

e TN FREFRORE IR E AN AR 2 AR B M E R (P < 0.05), SRS T REFRRAE R IRARREZ
V¥ /) S 8 14 2 57 (P < 0.05) 0

3.5. lAREFIEFREEIN PEEFNE EREEFIEFRL RS BN R

55 7 I T RS A FEE 56 B 22 MG 5 2 (1) R A I AR 2 3 /K P (P < 0.001) (3 1) MB5 IR AR RIS, X
FE 2 T 22 A P il 5 i S AR T A 4H.(P < 0.05) 0 FEASINAR AIAT %4 0.1 0.2+ 0.3+ 0.4 mmol/L %14 F,
W 1 R I T 1 R K B 22 A 75 B R B R S T S B 3 (2 6) o W AR FEE 24 0.1 mmol/L B B 22 A il
TEYTE T ERRNE, HEERESTHER IR E(P <0.05); (LKA 0.2, 0.3, 0.4 mmol/L
FAFR, BEIRER 5 JE B 22 AR £ B B R s T AR RN ] (P < 0.05).

Table 6. Effect of Se concentration on Se concentration in mycelium of Epichlog sp. from F. sinensis in solid culture

6. FRESIEFRAEN P EEFNE ARE SR E LA PIRS BRI

i3s3 Tl & (ng/g)
(mmol/L) 4 5 & 6 J& 78 8 Jil
CK 0.82 +0.03%° 1.68+0.1° 2.17 + 0.09 3.08 +0.12%° 2.52 +0.18°°
0.1 254.13 + 8.4% 34351 +21.77% 363.96 + 7.45°° 407.72 £2.82°°¢  228.85 + 3.28%
0.2 957.79 + 15.69°8 1352’328?;-“ 737.37 £38.79°°  710.05+9.21°®®  370.66 + 11.93%
1185.48 + WA 144258 + A oC
0.3 40 76 1519.81 + 7.76 321 290 935.19 + 3.46 232.5+18.1
1167.21 + 1351.78 + bB 707.36 + 686.92 +
0.4 24.71A 20.46%® 1259.88 £52.25 17.62% 14.95%
e AT NS SRR A — IR AN A A I AT SB35 M 22 (P < 0.05), [ KB Bl R B RN R 2
V') B4) S 5 1 22 7 (P < 0.05)

3.6. W REFFHADZERNHEXESH
T W B A PRANAR S B 2 AR SR T A R o DA LS S AR A R A AR R R N A
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FHE, 153 52K (P < 0.05); £ & & 5l & 8 2 18] (1A 5% 250 —0.657, 14 I 2 2 /K F(P < 0.01).
SRS R ST, SRS B BEE N EASEP < 0.05); B & 545582 (5 1A
KZH)Y 0.995, LFIHEEKF(P<0.01).

Table 7. Correlation of mineral nutritions in mycelia of Epichloé sp. from F. sinensis
7. PEFFANEERBLAET FERZEMEEME S

P K Ca Fe Se
Se™  CK Se™ CK Se™ CK Se™ CK Se™ CK
1 1 -0.091  0.664  -0.107 0.995™ -0.197 0.377 -0.124 0.933"
K 1 1 0.021 0.590 -0.002 -0.288  —0.657" 0.631
Ca 1 1 -0.474" 0.432 -0.235 0.926"
Fe 1 1 0.404 0.531
Se 1 1

I TRREREEP <0.05), THrREFLEFEP <0.01).

4. R S54L

BTG 2 M AN B0 P S M 2 T 22 AR A K DS 4R s &= I REJJ[10] [11]. 7E PDA BiFRFErpif
Ji 1000 mg/L ] Ca(NOg), fie W it 2 1 TR 22 AR A= 4G, S5 1K) & 2R 2RI 1] 0.07%; Fep(SO4)s A idi B I ERUA,
NN E N 300 mg/L R E SR A 0.29%;  24¥s N 175 mg/L IKFE ZnSO, I, B 24 h B E
R EIRF) 0.57% [11]. FHEZERIN 2 pg/mL VA ER BN I K B 3 A A TR SBUR S B85 1 9% 97
Bi, BT, L . B . RO Em TREEL, mEE. . M. 9L EYEi S BT
W I P 22 [24) 0 AR It A A AR PR3 N o 22 R AR TR R, R 4 -6 JER, IR ARIR
PErR P AR B B BRES BB (GR 2-5); T 22 A HP G o R VAR AT AR 1 R T (P < 0.05), B
5 55 IR 8] ) 2K AR Ak ST BERAH(F2 6). TENNRRRG 7R 1F R e 23 AR HE T 2R S B 5
B WEE SR AFE R B R3S AR DPE(RR 7); TER I RE F72 55000 o 2 AR & 2 S5
SE. SRS E. B ESHE R AL B W IEARDCE(FE 7). Bk rT W, WA
B8 75 I [B] g0 A Hh S50 AR LR R AR RSO T 7%, T HAR S SR 5 R SORI R B Rt A

E&WE

K 3 AR R X R 5 6 100 H (31760697)

S CHk
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