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Effect of Continuous Cropping on DNA Methylation in Andrographis paniculata
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[ Abstract | Objective; To investigate the DNA methylation level and pattern changes of Andrographis
paniculata under continuous cropping conditions. Method: DNA methylation level and patterns of A. paniculata
samples continuously cropped for 0, 1, 2 years in sheltered pots were determined by using methylation-sensitive
amplified polymorphism ( MSAP) and liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS). Result; The DNA
methylation level detected by LC-MS/MS was 13.91% , 12.72% , 10.26% , and 10.16% , 9.64% , 8.98%
determined by MSAP. Both results indicated that the DNA methylation level of A. paniculata had a gradual
decreasing tendency with the increase of the continuous cropping years. MSAP analysis also showed that
demethylation was present at CCGG sites of genomic DNA during the continuous cropping process. Conclusion :
DNA methylation level and pattern of A. paniculata were changed to response to the continuous cropping stress.

[ Key words ] Andrographis paniculata; DNA methylation; continuous cropping; methylation-sensitive
amplified polymorphism; LC-MS/MS
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1 g IR AL 24 1) T BB i X 2 — , DNA |
HAS G THWETZE RN EY LR, Y
F) 35 DR % i 8 42 DR 20 195 4 L 4 4 Oy T
A B AR T B 4 VR I L o A B T A K R R
T, DNA LAk 9 8 4 1F ) o 20 i 5 A 1
FIR VBRI, — B BT, AR L IR % A
A2 10 R TR 26 1, 457 o 2 25 VR A DU T LA
SRR FIL T AR R W, 76 AR B DNA R 5 Y
HI B R AR 40 1) 38 O3 £ 98145 0 DNA TR AL 7T LA i
ok o 35 PR AL AT T A s A 01 AR 0 B 8 %
i e 5 2 3y i R DR G 3% TR BT T L G R 5 4%
107 3 X R 9 35 355 ol o R B A R RS L. Y
A2 B AR Y B R A TR 3k E 4
JBR SE2 3 B, R 09 2 K 2 B 2 52 B A L B S 0 [
A PL % DNAF 3 Ak 7K P RIS S A B2 | T 3 2 4
S S A A A e R R ) 3 3K R 100 OF i i
ML, TR T K AR B A B B . P, T
BE 30 T R4 DNA T 564k i 7K ST A A8 A L
WA B T BT 30 05 30 R R DR ) 3 RV AT
L 5 0 W 395 35 b B4 4 T ML ., TR Ak
B P 1 £ & P ((methylation-sensitive amplified
polymorphism, MSAP ) i A il # 4 5 33 -5 B¢ 5t 1%
(LC-MS/MS) ") B W ) 42 15 Al T i 4y 4 5 9 4
DNA L AL B 43 #7 .

H 24 20 S R T R 5 TR 25 6, DL B R R A
W5 O FE ) TR M 1 A2, A T A i
T I B PE ET  FE T 6 9T IR e A R O S kY
FIPAEAE " o 00 24 b DR LT 2 B 3 T A Il R
AR R AR AR £ T 2
JEURHZG , T S SR i ROk MR, AT, R R 2
FEYARAE N TR, T A 7 3 5 A 50 AT A
A IR, 7 25 FH 500 90 ok B b I A B o
EEFERAL Y SEBRAE B 2 R & R R AE 5 R
B 7 SOk b g O S E AR S, SR R T 5
O FEZG R A P T S T 25 b R R R
T VE MR S T B A A, i AR Sk b R R
o FE 2GR R T B B TR A 6 N 0 T
(O EEFEHLR HEAT BT . BT, A1 6k 20 0 T 1 3 4 i)
RSt N S R o (7 N | BUR (e oh S
F9 P AR F 3 A0 X 250 S A 00 2 R 0F 0 24 7 5
520 Ay T R BIF ST, 6 Bk Z A8 A TKCOF BRI
2K e WL A% DNA H 34k 19 £ B SR 4R 1) 580
FEFEHLAI BRI SEHRE . Ik, A WFSE 45 & MSAP #
AR K LC-MS/MS H A X 3% 1 %8 .00 3 19 1 [ 41 DNA
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FR A 7K P AR X AR Ak A% B 38 AT 4 BT, DT R
DNA H AL 2 55 28 .0 3 3% AR JB 38 0w 3 1) W] BB 43
BT, LAIYI Ay A e 25 o0 3 %) 8 1R ) A S JHG 0 31 1 b
AR R 2%,

1 ##

1.1 kW Kt He S B A 4 ek Rk b 2%
TUEET(RERBEARAR) . LT L
P28 ) v B 24 K2 vh 2 B IR R 5 TR F S
O AR RS E B IRFEHE Y 5O E
Andrographis paniculata W) R0, Fpf F 48 T B K
F 2 0 E T EAE S

1.2 {U#F OSE-260 A 4ot e i [ RAR A1
B (b)) A BR2S 1, INFINITY-1000 % 5% i 1%
Z4(E VL), DYY-8C 7K - B Jk A (b 5¢
AN—ALEET) ,PROTEAN Il xi Cell %Y 7 H1 3K X .\ H
VKA (3£ [E Bio-Rad /A w]) ,6430A HU — Y44 T
I BT (36 [ Agilent 24 7]) o

L3 350 4iE R (Cyt) 5 M mERE (5-mC)
(78 Sigma 23 W], it 5 43 4 & PHR1350, M8570) ;
HRR A, IR, O (a4l , f8 [ Merck 24 #], L5
4351k 150814 ,151226,160217 ) 530% 14 4 Bk e/
SORCTH M BE M % W (3¢ B Bio-Rad A H, it &
1610157 ) 5 & B & % (43 M4l , 3¢ [ Sigma 243 A it 5
WXBCO687V) ; /K & B, AR By, = % B b, 5 I
(rdral, REthie THBAA,#IS 550
150310,141205, 150205, 141216 ) ; 5| ¥ & 3 3 iy 1%
PIAE A I A 54 B EcoR T g, Hpa 1T i, Msp T fiff
(% B NEB 2% @, it 5 0101504, 0541409,
0551408) ;T4 DNA %} /i , Ex Tag DNA &8 ( H
Z% Takara 7% @], it 2 K690164, KA12028 ); 2 x
EasyTaqg PCR Supermix for PAGE (bt 32 &3\ & 4 ¥
ARG B A, S 710915 ) 5 8] £ 2 w5 0 Cyt
PCUN, (Jm# K TRC 24 ), it 5 €998952)

2 Ak

2.1 BT BEAESCIAE M B 2 R AR KA
R X L AT, SRR E 3 AR R AL
B AR O 4R LA (APO) | 3EAE 1 4F L R4 (APT)
AR 2 AF LA (AP2) o FEAF 0 4F 4 R oK Fl i i
SEOIERH L EE L2 AL RIHEE A 142 4
S0 YE AR DT S Y R R 0 R KSR —BU
H 2 % B R0 A BEAIL A 4 HE AT R RN
R FRRE AR 50 #R AT, — 2 — k. FESLRE
PN, 4% A B A 5 R ) 6 K R A B L A 0 T AR
), A A0 2R 2H 43 ) B BIL SR 410 AR 2 0 35 AE AR 1Y
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MR OB, RO R RO AR OA P OE K, B
T - 80 CukFHhAr#H .

2.2 DNA HELLBURY 3 Z 800 08
P2 DNA i 48 BUR FH B0 R A0 = FFF 3 5 e 36 U4k
B (CTAB) "7, MSAP # 5 2 i XIONG %" f
TFEEFIAEDLAL, L EcoR 1 /Hpa 1l 1 EcoR 1 /Msp 1
VB U VT2 A, S5 58 v T FH 30 09 32 3% 51 9 ) 8
W1,

F1 FOHE MSAP SR F T Fiy G5 it %y 185l
MEIIRAS

Table 1 Sequence of adaptors, pre-amplification primer and
selective amplification primer combinations in Andrographis

paniculata MSAP analysis

k5519 EcoR'1 (E) Hpa Il /Msp I (HM)
X1 5'-CTCGTAGACTGC 5'-GATCATGAGT
GTACC-3' CCTGCT-3’
%2 5'-AATTGGTACGCA 5'-CGAGCAGGACT
GTC-3’ CATGA-3’

5'-GACTGCGTACCAA
TTCA-3"(E +A)

5'-ATCATGAGTCCTGC
TCGG-3' (HM)

By 51

SEEEME RS E + AAC (EOD) HM + TCT ( HMO1)

3|4 E + AAG (E02) HM + TCG ( HMO02)
E +ACA (E03) HM + TCC ( HMO3)
E + ACT (E04) HM + TTC (HMO04)
E + ACC (E05) HM + TTG ( HMOS)
E +ACG (E06) HM + TTA ( HMO6)
E + AGG (E07) HM + TGA ( HMO7)
E + AGC (E08) HM + TGT ( HMO8)
E +AGA (E09)

E + ATC (E10)

2.2.1 MSAP itk & BYI SO AR & 25 wl, 4
$5 3 41 DNA 500 ng, EcoR 1, Hpa 1 /Msp 1 %
10 U,10 x CutSmart 2% pjiifg , dd H,0 b5 & 25 pL,
R RGWFE/TIRS) G T 37 CEIEMF 6 h,65 C
ARPE 20 min, J N 45 RJE BURE VD=9 10 L, 430
B Hpa 1l /Msp 1 3% 100 pm, EcoR [ #3510 pum,
T4 DNA JEFZ 3 U,10 x 2 bl , dd H,0 %b 58
£ 20 pL, T 16 CHEHE &, RV 58 57 - 20 Cf}
fe& 1o

P34 B £ 25 pl, AL E ) 1 L,
10 x Ex Taq buffer, ¥l §" 3 5] 4% EA F1 HM %
2.5 wk,2.5 mmol+ L™"dNTPs 2.5 plL,25 mmol- L'
MgCl,1 pL,5 U-pL ™" Ex Tag polymerase 0. 1 L,

dd H,0 %M 78 & 25 pL, N FE P A 94 °C A% o
2 min;94 C A5 30 5,56 C iRk 30 s,72 °C 4 fil
1 min(30 MEEF) ;72 CHEAif 10 min, T 374
FH 1% By Rg W B g vl VK 2E A7 4G 0

PEPEVEY 1Y S NAK &R 25 wL, GG Y 5 7
(W& 30 £5)2.5 pwl,2 x Surpermix 5 WK 7.5 ul,
EcoR 1 J& Hpa W/Msp 1 i $ £ ¥ 8 5] ¥ %
5 pmol-L~" dd H,0 3¢ % 25 pL, R ¥ N
94 CHWiZAE M 5 min;94 C AR 30 5,65 CiE k 30 s
(BAEARTREO0.7 C),72 CHEAR 1 min (12 A
) ;94 CAE M 30 5,56 CiB k 30 5,72 C #EAfil min
(23 MEH) o BT =W 278 P 5 H 6% 3 P94 1t
S I L DK AT RN, H Pk 2 R S R A T AR e
2.2.2 MSAP KGR U5 5 TN T 2 B R
VKJG Hpa Il FI Msp 1 VK18 P9 2545 09 TG, 4540 7l 43
4 F2ERL, D 1 AR 2 5 UKGE B4R, U
TR HAL LA ;@ T AN EcoR 1 /Hpa T 3k GE 1 B
2kt M EcoR 1 /Msp 1 VKI5, WA R A4 T 5
i DNA f 4N H HeAl ;@ MBS EcoR T /Msp 1 7k
JE AT, EcoR 1 /Hpa T YK 38 JC 247 W B, U
Bk A T RUEE DNA B Y I ks @ IV AR 2 4%
KB AR A A B, Ui R TR R AR
2.3 DNA H 54k LC-MS/MS 4 Br
2.3.1 JL[H4 DNA Kf# 28030 5 DNA £ 48
B aifbf5 B DNA 1 pg FIARY Cyt "CPN,100 wlL
(50 pg-L™") AR B , 7E 60 C &4 F AR
T, SR 5 11 88% HIR 200 L HE4T g JF 1140 °C
B 90 min, £ F 4RV 203 &R 5 B H AW, 4
JE T 2 05-2.5 mmol « L™" R £ 1% W (90 ¢ 10)
200 WL i, 58 2% J5 T 15 000 x g B0
5 min, JF IRV WO TR 2 LC-MS/MS 4347,
2.3.2 AR ER R B AG I R A A R AR O
(N, I SRR B IR O EST LB IR BB Tk
A=, W55 i Rl 4 KV, S5 AR A AR )
3509 10 Lemin =" Bz 241. 3 kPa, 551 JF G fl 4 8
B B A AR EE o 350 °C, FEE L AL InFA I
A AR TEZ RV R I (MRM) 88T #E 47
FE AT AR TS S B R 2,

WAH 03 55 14« Agilent 1200 51 ¥ AH 10 3% 12 5
BEHHILIC 234 (2.1 mm x 100 mm, 1.7 pm) ; DX
2.5 mmol-L™" HI R E K IE W (A) -2 i (B) I 3h 4
FATEEE M (0 ~1.5 min,93% B;1.5 ~3.7 min,
93% ~ 50% B; 3.7 ~ 13.6 min, 50% B; 13.6 ~
13.7 min,50% ~ 93% B;13.7 ~ 20 min, 93% B);
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x2 FOEDNARELUSHRIESH
Table 2 Mass spectrometer parameters in Andrographis paniculata

DNA methylation analysis

T R T
P BEE T WA R N .
Jm/z IV THET e THET iR
/m/z /v /m/z /v
Cyt 112 114 95 19 69.1 18
5mC 126.1 121 109.1 19 83.1 19
Cyt13C15N2 115.1 114 97.1 19 70.1 18

W0, 3 mLemin ', YERERE S L, & 20 C,

SRR HERT 2R Cyt Fl 5-mC (IR A % IR ¥, Cyt
(% vk B R %I CH 1, 5, 10, 25, 50, 100, 250,
500 weg-L~';5-mC Bk E £%5)40.2,1,2,5,10,
20,50,100 wg-L ™" ;A 50 wg-L™" Cyt "CPN, fE )
WFRPI T, 53 3 HERE S U BL Cyt, 5-mC 5T 65 9 2 Oy
Fo A, 0 i 0 T R A AR A, 22 A 7 R 4R

BEAL I A EEER 3 MR ERE B E
SRR AE 3 WK o B A B OR PN bR A E i,

’ﬂﬁ% = M5-mC/(M5-mC + MCyt) x 100% , M ﬂf]@e;ﬁ
W,
3 ERE5HH

3.1 EFEZFEOLIEILN Y] DNA AL MSAP 40 #F
3.1.1 DNA HUEEALIKFZEAE SO0 M 81 X514
rh i Hh R E PRI 14 %P B W, R TR Y 14 %)
L% 2E O 3 AN EEAERE A HEST MSAP ¥ 3% Jf 4t it
4 PP B DL . 2 14 XFBI YR 3 A4

®3 AEEEERHFOZEEFESH DNA FENKETHLER

PERE AR AR AT 768 Z5 4 1E 2kl , B DL At 2580 T )&
%o FHEMEO,1 M2 AR H AL A5 4 BIAT 69,7478
2 ALK 8.98% ~10.16% . 1F 3 A~ i%EAE
AERR AL Sl BB, & W Rk &
82.05% ~82.61% , &iiy 2 7Y Ly T AY 5 iy 2 B
R 25 b5 17.39% ~17.95% Ky 11 70 25 o 3 /3%
FEAEBR A 4 H 3L Ak KR 7.42% ~8.33% 2 F 3k
fIKFEH 1.56% ~1.82% , MSAP 43 #7245 3 1 7%,
W % 7 1 A7 BR B35 i, 280 SEFE R 41 59 DNA H1 34k
KPR RS, WK T,3K 3,

Type 1

H. EcoR 1 /Hpa Il FE 4 ; M. EcoR 1 /Msp 1 W 17]; APO. 0 4F 2 .0 TE AF
By APLL T AE 250 AR Bl 5 AP2. 2 4 280 JERE )

1 3ANEEFERFOEHMA MSAP £ 538

Fig. 1 Methylation-sensitive amplification ( MSAP ) profiles
showing various types of locus-specific DNA methylation of

Andrographis paniculata continuously cropped for 0, 1 and 2 years

Table 3 DNA methylation levels of Andrographis paniculata continuously cropped for different years

- AR PR WAALAE AT RWEL ST CET
= /A s S /A %/% %/% %/%
1 I m v
0 690 14 56 8 768 78 64 10. 16 8.33 1.82
1 694 13 53 8 768 74 61 9. 64 7.94 1.72
2 636 12 47 10 768 69 57 8.98 7.42 1.56

AR =T + M+ IV SR =[(T+M+V)/(T + 1+ +1V)] x100% ; &HHEMARE =[ (I +NV)/(T + 1 +

I +1V) ] x100% ;3 HIEMAR=[I/(T + T + 1 +IV)] x100% ,

3.1.2 DNA HIEARR X2 AL M5 DNA H
FACB A B0, 5 MSAP S #7114 Fb % 4y 25 7l
(1,0,00, V) Fdsrh 4 RIEHE 12 Fpay 2, H
W A (AT, A2, A3) Oy 5 HE b 5 B 2Kl Y
fLAF I (B1,B2,B3);C 2 (C1,C2,C3,C4) g2 xi
B WP B AL AR aly 25 D 28 (D1, D2) g XU S T 2
AR P A AR ety AL, 3 S LB 4 (APO-APL,

- 68 -

APO-AP2 ,AP1-AP2) [f) 2 25 57 BB 51 oK 36,
39,38 %, 4l 1 Al MBI 4.69% ,5. 08%
4.95% . 3 A H & 41 ( APO-AP1, APO-AP2, API-
AP2) A I 22 25 ARl R B B B A B R
41.67% ,38.46% ,21.05% ;B #7 % [ 2 25 Pk 4545 i
B H A543 50K 36, 11% ,23.08% ,18. 42% ; C 5 7
M2 A M & BB BB g Ak 13.89%
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17.95% ,34. 21% ;D 47 B 5 22 350 4571 SUECRY LE 5]
A3 8.33% ,20.51% ,26.32% . 3 M Z AN
Zolr JE RN DL W Akl B (A 28) & AL R
R(B ) ik, Ho A KDL A2 R 2, il
I #Y ey 1 #9572 B S h L BL A7 8 Sk 2, 454
I A [ 895G AS 3 AE 1 4F 5% 4E 0 4F LB (APO-

F4 FREEERHFOEEFELE DNA FEALEXTLER

APL) , K WAL S5l L H B 454 £ 15, 4% i 7
EVE 2 4R 55 AE 0 4E Y 8 (APO-AP2) Fp U 184 i 1
66. 7% , 3 Uit FH il 45 326 VR AF BR A B0, 200 3% 5 P9 4
DNA ] CCGG fi s F 8 kA LW Ak, #%4E 2 4F
5iEAE 1 AR 8 (APL-AP2) 12 DL & B B4k 45 i 4
HEZ, &M EZ R CIMD A, kK4,

Table 4 DNA methylation patterns of Andrographis paniculata continuously cropped for different years

o o g F L fb 5 2 /A
b Al AR bl Ji R A A APO-AP1 APO-AP2 AP1-AP2

Al m(1,0) 1(1,1) mCCGGGGCL CCGGGGEC 5 6 3
A2 Mm(o,1) 1(1,1) CmCGGGGmCC CCGGGGLC 9 8 3
A3 V(0,0) 1(1,1) mCmCGGGEmCmC CCGGGGEC 1 1 2
Bl 1(1,1) M(1,0) CCGGGGCC mCCGGGGCC 7 2 3
B2 1(1,1) I (0,1) CCGGGGEC CmCGGGGEmCC 3 4 4
B3 1(1,1) V(0,0) CCGGGGCC mCmCGGGEMCmC 3 3 0
cl M(1,0) T (0,1) mCCGGGGCL CmCGGEGEmCC 1 0 1
c2 M(1,0) V(0,0) mCCGGGGCL mCmCGGGEMCmC 1 1 5
c3 Mm(o,1) m(1,0) CmCGGGGMCC mCCGGGGCC 1 2 3
c4 V(0,0) M(1,0) mCmCGGEEmCmC mCCGGGGCC 2 4 4
D1 Mm(o,1) IV (0,0) CmCGGGGmMCC mCmCGGGGmMCmC 3 7 6
D2 IV (0,0) I (0,1) mCmCGGGEmCmC CmCGGGGEmCC 0 1 4

T 1 FoRA 4,0 FoR &4 . A0 T Ak IR AL 46 s 2680 T 220 W R AL 20 s AU T + IV 3R & W R A (R AU IV ik o 2 i 1

FEAL ) o mC FRoR HIEAL I W IE

3.2 #EAEZEOEILF Y DNA H L4 LC-MS/MS
Vi
3.2.1 bRfEMLAE ST 4o Cyt Ml 5-mC 7
Hoe e BN bR 2, 45 R B, Cyt £E 1 ~
500 we-L ' @gEIAJTFE R ¥V =0. 184 3X —2.374 6,
HISERB R 9 0.995 6, W] Cyt 76 H ik i 11 B 4
PSR RAF;5-mC 76 0.2 ~ 100 wg- L7 # [ )4 7
FEk Y =0.043 2X -0.322 7(R* =0.995 4) ,%&H
5-mCTEH U BEJE N PEC R RAF
3.2.2 FEARINGE K WAL RIS X 3 AN IEAEAE
PR F 2 0 FEE b B4R K F 3£ 4T LC-MS/MS Il 72
HAE O, 1 F0 2 AE Ry H AL 4 5 13.91% ,
12.72% H1 10. 26% , EAE 2 4F (AP2) 43 B 5% 4E 0
HE(APO) EAE 1 4E(APL) LhAE, I JEAL K P 22 7 2
At E L (P <0.05);APL 5 APO Z [H] [ A2 TG
i3 2 5, LC-MS/MS I & 45 2l 1 7, 28 00 3%
PRI 2H 1) DNA 3 Ak 7K - B 2 3% 1R A7 BR 09 18 hm i 42
MR, WE 2,
4 itig

TEAEYI R IE A K R B o 2, DNA ALY

201
a
S 151 a b
N
=) 10
bl
B
54
0_
0 1 2

A ) /4
AR 3 SRR R 22 5 A g it % 2 L (P <0.05)
B2 AREEFERFOEERSA DNAHFEEMLKE(x+s5,n=3)
Fig.2 Genomic DNA methylation levels of Andrographis paniculata

continuously cropped for different years(x +s,n=3)

T A J 2 S AT s Bl 1), DNA F 352 £ K O 1y 5 % 7
A TE 2 S B Y IR 0BRSS % Faga o
AT S W, Ak A W 30 4 3 AR B 4 5 TR 4L
o R A YR b K ST 6 T e R A, T A IR
WA, B R Y KAE T IR A K B
1 5 F 52 30 28 1L M8 DNAF AL K F- 5 %60 i A
CRFE 7% ~18% ) 5 £ Wit T 4346 DNA 340K
-5 % B B AR T 8% ~ 16% 4 5 #5 M an T i
# N R IE 0 R R 41 DNA TS Ak K S 5
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DNA B A 7K 1 ) 2578 £k, £ A8 40 e 6% AH X PR 3
b3 BT 0 P8 A5 A 5K Al o] 4 48 i X AR 4 14 2R K
e EE,

H T, ¢ T3 /E W ia xF 28 O SR K 40 DNA HT AR
FEIK S 52 e (0 BF 9% 38 ok A B . APF RS
MSAP FARF LC-MS/MS A, 51+ 1 3 A~ &R 4
FRCGEAE O 4F GEAE 1 AR FEAE 2 4F) F 0 dERE 4
DNA LAl K S AR =X g 28 b 1 0 . % F 3 A4~ i
VEAEBR 2800 YESE P 24 DNA H 36 4k /K SF- , MSAP il 5
LEH Y 8.98% ~10.16% , i LC-MS/MS ] & 4% 5t
M 10.26% ~13.91% o PRl J7 35 00 5 1 34k
KB — SO AR b e, 3 3R B E 0 3 R A
DNA (1% AL 7K - B 75 3% AR B 8] A 28 < 52 90 R
FEka$h, MSAP HRF LC-MS/MS 7 A 7 45 5 1)
B 25, S th T LR 2 DNA 337 1) 550 Kl
FEBE ST AL . 7 MSAP 43 i v, [F] 24 i Hpa 11 AN
Msp T HEEPUNEE 41 DNA JP 5] CCGG v s I 4
G Hh ) R Ak K S 1 T8 Rl CCGG A7 i i Y
FEAC KT AT I 22 5 LC-MS/MS $ A Wl AT LA X % A~
L4 DNA J751 (1 A0 AT 3470 5

WA, FIHT MSAP $2 AR X 3 A 3% F 4F BR 28 0 38
FLH 4 DNA (19 H AR 20 AR L B AT T 40 7,
ER R, B AR BR 3 n, oE 0 E L N A
DNA () CCGG i s EFE kA T XH AL, Wk
W, 25 F A AR 1 R 1 A= K O B o R R 0 5 e
Wt R LR, RN 41 DNA &4 AL Rg g
Jid BN R R Y e 3k 1 R DN R R S ) Re T AT LA
TE LN 2 G S AR AR T T (A A B A 3 R
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