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Cloning and expression analysis of a lysine decarboxylase gene in Sophora alopecuroides
YANG Yi, LU Shan-Shan, LIU Ping” , TIAN Lei

College of Agronomy, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750021, China

Abstract: In the biochemical metabolic processes of Sophora alopecuroides, a lysine decarboxylase (LDC) gene
is one of the key enzyme genes involved in the process of Oxymatrine biosynthesis. In the present study, the
full length of the LDC coding sequence in S. alopecuroides was cloned using a pair of specific primers designed
based on the LDC sequence of Sophora flavescens and was named Sa-LDC (gene bank accession number:
KM249871). Sa-LDC belongs to the Type [l Pyridoxal 5-phosphate (PLP)-Dependent enzyme supergene fami-
ly, is comprised of a 1368 bps open reading frame (ORF) without intron, and has 97% identity with the LDC
of Echinosophora koreensis and S. flavescens in GeneBank. Its nucleotide sequence encodes 455 amino acid resi-
dues whose putative protein had a relative molecular mass of 49. 14 kD and the theoretical isoelectric point of
5. 63 without signal peptide and transmembrane structure. Interestingly, the deduced amino acid sequence of
Sa-LDC had the conserved amino acid residue (Phe®”) in quinolizidine alkaloid producing plants. Therefore,
the S. alopecuroides and other quinolizidine alkaloid producing plants were placed into a single group in the

phylogenetic tree. In addition, the real time fluorescence quantitative PCR (qPCR) and high performance liquid
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chromatography (HPLC) results showed that both the LDC expression level and oxymatrine content were in-
fluenced by polyethylene glycol (PEG) stress, and that LDC expression and oxymatrine accumulation in
S. alopecuroides were correlated.
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5 F (Sophora alopecuriodes) J& GRS 248 A FLAR Y )02 50 A F 7 B BB S R T
S5 PR 7 T R 2 S Bt DX, T AR 2K BB T A R L AR R RS L B B TE R T VD JE RE BT AU L 2 0 b b XA 2
WERS I B E S . B2 (oxymatrine, OMA) XS R, BB T T EEN YW Z — . &
ACHEST AR A3 T IEE BO I 52 095 55 5 T A R A X997 2880 3 B BELR L B3 1A 1 IR YT 18 M S R I AR 55 2 Rl )
B,

OMA Jg T ms i B PG g 25 4 ¥ 98 (quinolizidine alkaloids, QAs) , §fi 2 & JIit 32 fifi (lysine decarboxylase, LDC)
& QAs AW BUER — il AT A 2 R B AR A N e P I o3 AN IR A TR 4 AN TR TR R AR AE 1748 JE -1
T 085 il (17-oxosparteine synthase) B/E T Az 5 17-48 3-8 N S0k (o FR 4 B AE B, 1 7-oxosparteine) fil 4 4~
PN B TR 1740 - O T L 28 1 2 6 8 6 0026 10T I R0 75 48— R 90 A AL AR e & 5% Ak oy OMANY . LDC f
R M T BV WE A ) BUR AR I A — DR 7R OMA B S G fE A B B REZER/EM . 2011 4F Bunsupa
BIXEE QAs HORE QAs I IR OR B L i 25 5 5 PR 3R 3K % (differential gene expression profile) 4347 iF #]
LDC {3635 54 8 QAs H A ;2012 4 Bunsupa 28543 B M35 2 (Sophora flavescens) Ji) 15 5 (Echi-
nosophora koreensis) P 5. (Lupinus angustifolius) ¥ £ & & (Baptisia australis) /N B Y (Thermopsis
chinensis) B LDC P8, I H A A 8 7 40 1 A0 6 AR vh 2847 Zh BE 93k » [R) InF B A 7 QAs B HE 9
LDC ¥ HA Phe'™ . k&5 R g A7 K (Huperzia serrata) H iR 2 A5 51— 534 95. 3% 1 LDC
JP 51 o 300 0ok D A% % 3K 2 45 B AT A AL 2R R T T R B 7 . B T S R Y A AR 2 T 1 R A
QAs B YA L X w7 57 LDC BI0F5E H BTEAR D, 26 T OMA A= W) i -5 AR ik A2 v O B 2k PR b L9 #2401
BRI Z D T AR SR [ U5 v B 12 e B iy L0 M A OMA A W) iR BERG JE PR LDC, I i
TTAEME B30 380 PEG e M G+ LDC Rk 5 OMA MM E X R, B4RV O+
LDC 1) 5 )% Dy RE AE I HIL I 28 5 J il , o A IF 90 A 7 2 A 0 SO A a5 81 42 L 1 2 FHEAR 30
1 #R5FEE
1.1 XA #

WO AR b T R B R I L M5 T Sophora alopecuroides s R T 2013 4FR T T KT B

% (106.14° E,38. 14° N) b AR S H 103, F =l ARG BRI HE i, —20 CAGRAAATE .
1.2 ¥ 32F LDC % B gDNA #= cDNA 4% 7] %,

% x1 ATERARERXKXEE PCRESIYFT
SRR B Y SDS (- ks R R D %[]0] I Table 1 Primers used in gene clone and qPCR
gDNA, i RNA $#HU K cDNA 2 — 48 & 2 Bl AnEH - ERS Sl
Primer name Accession No. Primer sequence (5'—3")

UL ET .
Z I NCBI A & T 52 LDC
cDNA FA 4 #5149 Sa-LDC-Pri (% 1), 4 5

Sa-LDC-Pri AB561138.1 F:ATGCCTACACTAGTAACTGAG
R:AACTATTGGTTTAGGTGTTGC

QLDC-Pri KM249871 F:TACCTATAACGGAATCATC

DL 5T gDNA Fl ¢cDNA AT PCR ¥ 314, 9 R:ATTGCCAGCAATGTAGAGT
AP HE FE PMDI1S-T #R 4K, % (b R 32 25 K W AF LectinPri  DQO11517.1 F;GCATAAACTATAACGCTGCCACT
H Rk TOPL0, &K 7 8 2 otk F A i 18 FH P v B, BH R: CTTGAGAATCCAACCCTGACC

P B Bk A AR W) TR R ety A R R T
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1.3 25 LDC A415 8354

V5 D P AR A 1 50 2 R Ot 4 il 35 TR )77 37 42 22 & NCBI 347 BLAST HeXf. >R MEGA 5. 0 Neighbor-Joining
M R G L WY, ExPASy-ProtParam tool #f 17 % [ % ¥ 4k 1 i 48 #70 , TMHMM 43 #7 5 i 45 #0%
SOPMA 7 28 JCPF 100 25 1 — R 2545 PSOR'T 78 £ (4 547 . 48 i 5 (32 3500 . www. predictprotein. org
TE 26 9 3l T B P oG A o7 2510 L SignalP 4. 1 F{E 5 JiKE7 , Swiss model f4 8 85 15 i = Z4ER RIS
1.4 F&2-FH# PEG Mrit .qPCR 42 OMA 40 &

T EUA /NS &) i TG B A AN L W R AL B 20 min, WK R T S L B 25 CHHIR B E RS
thg SRR TR ER B RERN T AR 40 em WAEZR D ARSI T A K BT L 15 cm 5, AR S WIS R AR ER
Yot FIWOK 40 T R EK 4 Ja B AR R AR i 1 i i 2 80k 106,20 %01 30 %) PEG 6000 ¥ K H LA 361
SRR DL EB K R R b B 3 HER . 3T 0.1,4,8 A1 24 h i RAEM L —E 20 WA R S — 80
CORAFH T oPCR, 53 —#841r 120 CARAFRMT . HTIE OMA &,

qPCR J% Jii 7€ Stepone plus #I5% 3 & 8 PCR {X (ABD [ #47, L5 5 F Lectin J¥ 5] AT NS5 Y
Lectin-pri, AN ¥ 3815 LDC J¥ 4|1t 9 g =514 QLDC-pri(3 1),k 20 pL f& & : SybrGreen qPCR Master
Mix 10 pLs FF#51#4% 1 pL.cDNA 1 uLoddH,0 7 uL. §8FF:95 C 3 min,95 C 15 5,60 C 40 5,40 4>
PEER . 4 BR 27 ST SR Bt R D A AR Rk 4t B ACe HARJE P = Ct(LDC) — Ct(Lectin) s AACt(LDC) = 4b B
4 (ACt LDC) — X} BB 41 (ACt LDC) , fH X} e ik o = 2 ac1apO 1o

OMA $2 IR 2 2 BE A 5 50 1 7 s
1.5 %it o

F I DPS 6. 0 #£47 5 225347 » Excel fEE .

2 #ERESW

2.1 *3F LDC gDNA #= cDNA # £ %5 4 #1
B 5T

2.1.1 FEE T LDC R v B & ¥ 5 43 #r 53 5]
LA H 7 gDNA fl cDNA S8, F 55 #2519
Sal.DC-Pri 47 PCR 4" 8 , #R K45 29 1400 bp R/NAY
ot (B Do )7 Xt e & B, % 3 gDNA Al
cDNA JP ¥ 58 4 — 3, 4 i X 42 K 1368 bp (E 2), i3
BB TC N & . 8% g0 i X7 51 $2 58 & NCBI i
17 BLAST Xt e &8 75 503 2 M 2 LDC )y

«— 1368 bp

G —E IR E] 97 %0 . 5 /N B Y B RN AR T e LDC B 1 Sa-LDCEE gDNA F1 DNA § 145 2

? 8 — Bk ik 5] 86 s 5 R H LDC ? b — Btk ik Fig. 1 The electrophoresis results of Sa-LDC genes

) 820, F AP 1Y T4 )F 1 55 w5 & F LDC 4 i 1,2 43 0 L3 & F cDNA I gDNA g B 4™ 55 1 1 420 9 o 3 1t
XJE5 . ¥ F5HE %8 E GenBank, iy %4 & Sa-LDC., % s Marker: A L %] F & % % 2000, 1000, 750, 500, 250, 100 bp,
%% KM249871 . 1. LDC fragment obtained from the template of cDNA; 2. LDC frag-

ment obtained from the template of gDNA; M. 2000, 1000, 750, 500,
2.1.2 Sa-LDC % 451 53 Br it 3 %} Sa-LDC

T ) A 2 BT K B 1% ik TR A g i 455 A 22 B R ok

3, Sa-LDC % 1% PLPDE_ [l _ODC.Orn_Arg_deC_N.LysA .PRK08961 1 PLN02537 H.A~45# I gk . )& T
[T 780 5 R i % i 4K 4 B [ type [l pyridoxal 5-phosphate (PLP)-dependent enzymes, PLPDE-[Il ]#8 % R % % ;
TEZEE 5 75~405 DR EEBRIGE N AFAE 216 AL 28 HE D Z 2 5L 1R T 91 9 [l P B J& Sa-LDC 1 H) BE X J
FRAR A B A5 T 278 Sa-1LDC J& TKIEEE I 43 F 200 Corgs Haing Nazy Ogss S5 o 73 F 80 49. 14 kD, Jg
55 KNS IR 25 4 L PRI 45 v 05 5. 63,4 T AL AR BE (Asp+ Glu) % 49, 7 TF ML 5% B (Arg + Lys) 0 42, 28 B iR B 4k

250,100 bp from top to bottom.
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U O RTEER . ARRUE RN A1 92, 2—PATREE A .. BKRE—0. 02, I8l R By 81,08, H 44
Ha) 2 o RTE (38. 2 00) FITC LI A6 it (37. 8 200 My i (11 3) o MU 4l 1 (o7 5L {73 Sa-LDC 5 [ d5 I G oL T
LR . T E B N S TCAE 5 RS UL HE N AN 8 T W B L R A SO S S A REEAT s . e Ah.

£ Sa-LDC A 5 827 QAs 1HY) B9 B AR PR 57 7 45 Phe®?,

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

ATGCCTACACTAGTAACTGAGGCATTCCATGCCAAGGGTGCAGGATCTTTGAGCCTGAAGCCACTATTTAGTGCTTCAGG 80
GGTTAAGGGCAAAAGAGTCACTGCATTATCTGCARAAGAAGAAGGTGGCATCTCCAGTTTCATCCAATCAATCATTCGCG 160
ACARACCAGAGATGGACTCACCGTTTTTGGTGCTTGATCTTGGGGTCGTCATGGACCTCATGGACAATTGGACCAACAAC 240
CTTCCCACAGTTCAACCTTTCTATGCAGTTAAGTGCAACCCTAACCCATGCTTGCTGGGAGCACTGGCAGCACTCGGATC 320
CAGCTTCGACTGCGCCAGTAGAGCTGAGATCGAATCCGTTTTGTCACTGGGAGTCTCACCCGACAAAATCATCTACGCCA 400
ATCCATGCAAATCTGAGTCTCACATCAAATACGCTGCCAGTGTGGGTGTCAACGTTACAACATTTGACTCCAAAGAAGAG A5
ATCGAGAAGATCCGAAAATGGCACCCGARATGTGAGCTTCTCATCCGCATCAAACCCCCAGGAGACAGTGGAGCACGAAA S0
TGCGTTGGGCCTCAAATACGGTGCGCTTCCTGAAGAAGTCATGCCTCTCCTCCAAGCAGCTARAAAACGCGGGGTTGAAGG Mol
TCACCGGCGTGTCGTTTCATATCGGAAGTGGAGGAGCTGATTCTCARACCTATCACGGAGCCATCGCTGCTGCTAAGAGA

GTTTTCGATATGGCTTCTTGTGAGCTAAACATGCCTAGGATGARAGTACTCGACATTGGTGGCGGTTTCACATGTGGGAA 729
GCAGTTTGAGGCTGCTGCATGGCACGTGAACGAGGCTCTTCAAGTTCACT TCGGAGATGAAGAGGATGTTGTGGTTATTG 500
GAGAACCGGGTCGTTATTTTGCTGAGTCAGCTTTTACGTTGGCCAGTAAAGT TATTGGGAAGCGCGTGAGAGGCGAGGTG 960
AGGGAGTATTGGATCGACGATGGGATCTACGGTTCCCTGAATTGCATAATGTTTGATTTCGCAACAGTCATGTGCTCACC 1040
ACTCGCGTGCAGCTCAARACCTGAGAATCCCAGATGCAGAGACTCGAAAACGTACCCTTCAACTGTGTTTGGTCCCACTT 1120
GCGATTCTTTGGATACTATTTTCAGAGATTACCAGCTCCCGGAACTGGAACTTAACGATTGGCTTGTCTTCCCGAATATG 1200
GGTGCTTATACGACGTCGTCAGGGACTAACTTCAATGGCTTTAGCACTTCAGCTATCGCTACCTACCTTGCATATTCCAG 1280
TCCCATCGCGCGGGAACAAGCTATGATCGAATCAGCTGTGGTGTTCGCTAATAGTATGTTTAGTAGTTTTGCAACACCTA 1360
AACCATRAA 1368

E 2 Sa-LDC E& 3|
Fig.2 The sequence of Sa-LDC genes

2.1.3 Sa-LDC %L T 5 Hoxt Je 7 Gt it Ak B 44 7
WS aRERF S NCBL E2 A
L/ODCH B #47 BLASTp [A] J8 ¥ X & B, Sa-1.DC
IR T 5w 5 M S LDC 238 7 51 — 3
Pk 97 % 385 K 5 (Glycine max) 1LDC & 5 ¥
F)—F AR 77 % . REFEY) L/ ODC &R T 5 1L
Ty BE X A X RS 25 57 EBAEAE T NSl C-oig . I
i Neighbor-Joining 44 @ (1 7 ¢ #F AL A4 45 2R
PR SRR — A KK W T 5w SR iR
BT, 5 A KA (Lotus japonicus) 3545 B 1 f 1t ; By
A 7 v LG E AR ) R A 3R O — 2 LR R R Y
G vh 35 A7 R AE M ORSF AL S Phe®™ s K T R FE A
(Medicago truncatula) R4t —#2 . /PR W 5 & A1H
BRI BRI By — 2 (D BR B R
URGEST W E SR S O
2.1.4 Sa-LDC & B i {5 5 Bt

B3 BEBRABESSAM-gER

Fig. 3 Three-dimensional model of Sa-LDC protein structure

BB S B B Z R . W Sa-LDC 8 18 4 i

ST R B Z AR A 8 MRS LB A A A 23 i) NCWESE A A7 5 cAMP R cGMP AR A8 1 1 3l W 1R 1k 107
N S AR T 8 A AN i A E R A VAN SN v 4 LA NSNS R - A A VNN i S AN O

R ML W T 245 45 o A
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& R B 5 Amino acid residues number
334 335 336 337 338 339 340 341 342 343

63 & 5 T Sophoraalopecuroides N ¢ I M F F |[A T
99 % Z Sophora flavescens N C¢C I M F D JF A T V
100 H ¥ 2 Echinosophora koreensis N ¢ I M F D JF A T V
e Y] P S Lupinus angustifolius N ¢ I M Y DJF|JA T V
64 8: W 16 J& 8% Baptisia australis N ¢ I M Y DIF|A T V
/NI BT R BE Thermopsis chinensis N ¢ I M Y D F_ A T V
86 _’7 KE Glycine max N N I V F DY A T V
89 FFHH 15 Medicago truncatula N N I V D Y A T V
BBk AR Lotus japonicus S N I I Y D H A T I
24 H I Erythroxylum coca N ¢ I L Y D H A T V
23 T4 Vitis vinifera N ¢ I L N D H A T V
JI| £& Morus notabilis ¢C S A L F E P K N L
43 A] 7] Theobroma cacao N F L L Y D H D D V
46 88 W M Nicotiana glauca N ¢ V L Y D H A T V
’_E WA Nicotiana tabacum N ¢C VLY D H AT V
100 L— 7 31 Solanum lycopersicum N ¢ V. LY D H A T V
77 —ﬂﬂ Capsicum annuum N ¢ VvV LY D K G E F
100 B2 Sorghum bicolor N ¢ VL Y DN A T S
E K Zea mays N NI L M D H K V P
? Hl#h Atropa belladonna R P T L Y N S C F M
85 WAL 5 Malus hupehensis N. L P A F D K S C L
s

B 4 F|ETF Sa-LDC 1 L/ODC [&iE 7 51 ) 7 4t 3 L ¢
Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree estimated by the amino acid sequences of S. alopecuroides and other plant L/ODCs
FLLR T8 e QAs ALY s BRHE T 78 7™ QAs MW & KL R 7 9 5 AE M 4% <7 47 /5 Phe®®, Bold line indicates the QAs-producing plants; Black box

indicates the conserved amino acid residue Phe®'?,

2.2 PEGMaTEHETth ¥ LDC 2/ OMA S ZMah ST
FAAS TR 5T 73 B PEG W8 w7 G 7 A BRAR 2R L qPCR 25 R B W] &7 M o LDC 33K 5 76 Wi i b T
BARM AT 4 B i i LDC 3k fE7E 25 85 F /K iRl i [RS8 52 b T 34 76 o 3 43 80k 102019 PEG i T .
M- LDC 35576 8 h BPBRIR T 5. 55 0~4 h B (i 3Rk i 22 5 W 3 2 m] 00 B2 1 1. 6 %, 3B AT iy 110
5 B J5 223K BT R T B 76 1 30 25 SRR 0 DR 3R 0k B 55 W 38 WA 25 7E 2020 1) PEG Wi N . TR LDC
FIREAE 1 h WK B f i 2 RO B 27,5 A% BRI ET Y 343 £% . BE A ] AE A Ak iR R B AE
TSSO IR RS A R 21 £ 7 BOAEI’\J PEG Ja & B Rk & — EAL TEARKF (B 5A). PEG
Wrie s e T OMA BRI S i R AR WA it OMA & & AE 1 h B,
Wi J5 B W .8 h J5 5 0 hoit e OMA & %E‘ﬁ%#,f 10271 PEG W8 F . 3 250 i OMA & & 75
B 8 h BFBRAR T+, 5 1~4 h i) OMA & 5 22 57 B 3% H = T [ B B4 B9 OMA 5 & 537 O F i OMA R
FXF 20 %009 PEG Jpie e B e a1 h i OMA 54 b 2 fe i Bl S P06 N RS ZE W iE 24 b 5 & 5 a8
B JC 22 5530 %0 1) PEG Jipid 8 340 i it b OMA B M 38 I 4 B 3 45 52, it e OMA &5 i 2 W 25 10T 1
JEHTCE 5B)
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2 WOr £1.0 |

c o5t

o~

1 0
CK 10 20 30 CK 10 20 30
PEGi & 4 1 PEG mass fraction (%) PEGJii & 77 #{ PEG mass fraction (%)

Bl 5 PEGEMETHEFHAEHR LDCRIZEE(A)T OMARE(B)TH
Fig. 5 The LDC expression level (A) and OMA content (B) under PEG stress in S. alopecuroides leaves
ARG FRFREREF R E B SA P Y AR FR NI K F kB A X H . Different small letters indicate significant differences at 0. 05 level; The

y-coordinate is logarithm of gene expression level in Fig. 5A.

3 iFig

LDC £} QAs 4G M E — A B3 L 7635 57 OMA A& s R A b B0 EEEA.
ARG ARG T S F LDC 4t X751 . fig 45 4 Sa-LDC, GenBank % 5% 5 KM249871, X4l 1) Sa-LDC 7&
15 4 43 Bt 22 W12 28 1 T T T2 S 198 ik 1% T8 KO 6 8 0 PR 5 e . 0 400 L o7, T S0 78 2% 6 1 A7 A T i S AR
i, b Wink 255258 2o [ 07 2R BRI BT 9 45 R — 20, Bk L/ODC b, 5] J& 2 48 56 PF 5 1 ) 18 A — 2 B B TRt
R (diaminopimelate decarboxylase, DapDC) ¥ % 2 Jlit & il (arginine decarboxylase, ADC) DL [ ¥R Hk [ . K5 i
Jii 2 i3 (carboxynorspermidine decarboxylase, CANSDC) . % % % 09 3 S A 5l 5-BE R 2 5 F itk
S e M R TR 1 A A RN Y o TE Sa-LDC K B M A A T A7 78 224 9 I Ak 67 0 Rk e £ 17 80 306 B I 2 1
R R R R B T T ORE DAAT A AR D AR A B B AN R R BT R A

BLASTp [R] ¥ Ho 4 32 B Sa-LDC 2 L1 7 51 5 [l & SRR JE 19w 2 M % 2 05 5 06 3R B it UGB 78 R 2%
K ZMIEMH Y R LDC (57 PR3 L 33X 55 BR R H % 76 % H R 20 58 (Onobrychis viciaefolia cv. “Gansu™) Jg
AL R B LAR JE 5 R 258 M — 3. LDC B RGO £ 5 7555 S H ik
JEEHE /N e B P B X LR P QAs MRS W) 3y — 28, HO SR 17 91 v #8 B A 3 [a) 7 455 E 1 £ ST 47 A
Phe®" , 13 B 38 7 1) 0 2 192 10 22 Tt 5 3o 42 At 40 1 4 2 R 0 FR i L 2L W) i 2 8 . Y5 Bunsupa %557 i 58 45 51 7
IR S AHIF 5T $6 B 1) Phe 78 & 3L 82 )7 51 19 56 340 17,1 Bunsupa 587 AN 7E & L BR 7 41 1 56 344 {7,

P B E AR R TR A A R R 0 1 T A BIF 5 3 B T 8 0 5 36 R A 4R B R AR A s W ) K R A R
Bk . Christiansen %% %t 3 Fp 2 3P B 5 3 ASAS ) 26 4 B B T 52 W 38 BF 55 00k T 55 56 28 20 B 55D
5 A W R e R A A A L B R A R B B T R M AR A B i b A R S TR R S
By PEG JW 36 WG 8h i 35 7 FhF & LR BE e ik OMA & SRR A E T M F OMA & i X
JIF [l -, EL2 BE RN TR B Wit B OMA & i85 LDC Rk B AL AR — 30, A3 B PR 102 PEG H
Wi 8 hy it LDC ik 28R FH i 5 Z 4 A9 OMA & b W] i B & B 75 [ A%, 20 0 /9 PEG JBpat 1 b B
Wy LDC 325K & (1 T AR fff OMA & &3, Ul 3 O F LDC )Rk 2 T 2 Wi i B Em - 2
(PEG<C1020) A 75 SR B ] A R 55 LDC 3Rk IR i OMA & B (B AE B T 2 (100 <<PEG=<200) Jiiy
R EVEEE S LDC B35, 4 OMA, AL LDC [ ERE—CBE LEmE ET OMA (&
. PEG Ml F 9% G 74 Bt LDC ik 5 OMA & i 5 52 FAH G (r=0. 543 % ), 45 B2 24 61 2 16 10 R
it 6 DR 2k A S b Tl R BRI L HS B T OMA 15 . {5 OMA 163 5 7 Mk 10 4= 8 & o 72 4% H:
O 2 0 2 T O R I R R R L A AR P e T — S SRR X e 2 AR T R e A BR L TR OMA &
P 5 AR TT B A2 ARIHE P 0 0 A I B AR 2R DA B i A 45 PR 26 5 i, L b i 6 RO B 2% IR A TR A 5T .
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ARWFFEE XM BT B RAG LDC Fihh X 41751 . 3L 1368 bp. 4 5 X Jo N & 1 He 4 5 455 2 IR IR
SR P WA B S A 3 T 2 TR I R i £ B A5 1 R, HL A B R 9 Hh A 7 QA BYRFAE TR PR F £ 54 Phe™
LDC W3k + 5 Wl B2 e — EFEE LW OMA fFLER,
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