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HWE . ZRHMA Lycium ruthenicum % 5 AFARK, T AL FTH T RN A RELYBARELI 2 XE,
AR R RA AT B F (KD B F (Na) sk F M5 3y 09 4 F AL, AAAE R AL P Jf ik h sh 0 Kl i A ), 42 3R
Z R M R X RNA AR, AR FTRASB4 X R R (RT-PCR)F %4 & HZ i SKOR X H . 595 #H 8=
AR AT K 2448 bp, %A 815 AR A, B R I %A B 5 W d T Arabidopsis thaliana 5 4 & € 3Rk
% SKOR 3 1A 4 #5649 R 88 5 2) B IR £ 60% v £, 5 JUAY 7% 4} Solanaceae #4459 SKOR B R 1 & ik 90%vh L, it
—F o iE A A RATRESHN, BRE T LSKOR LB EBRAFF RSB MEFT, ABRAELZZHH AR
8 6.81 45, A& E 23.79 45, BLEA LrSKOR ¥ % ik % 3| A & & aiophia i ds, St L pH AT L R AR P A R HF %
v, B 4527
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Cloning and expression analysis of the SKOR gene for an outward-

rectifying K* channel in Lycium ruthenicum
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Abstract: To determine the molecular mechanism of Lycium ruthenicum, a perennial shrub species that has at-
tracted great interest in recent years due to its nutritional value and abiotic stress resistance, with its high salt
tolerance capability, a potential outward-rectifying potassium channel gene was cloned based on a transcriptome
sequencing database analysis. Analyses also included real time (RT)-polymerase chain reaction (PCR), a ho-
mology comparison analysis, and a gene expression analysis. Results of the RT-PCR indicated that the length of
this potential L. ruthenicum SKOR (LrSKOR) gene was 2 448 bp encoding 815 amino acids. The homology
comparison analysis showed that the SKOR gene shared more than a 60% amino acid sequence similarity with
reported plants, such as Arabidopsis thaliana, and had over 90% similarity with other Solanaceae plants. Gene
expression analysis with RT-PCR showed that the LrSKOR gene was strongly induced by NaHCOj; stress and
weakly induced by NaCl stress; its expression level with NaHCO; stress was 6.81 times higher than NaCl stress
and 23.79 times higher than the control. Thus, expression of LrSKOR, regulated by both saline and saline-alka-
li stress, with pH imposed a strong influence on its expression. The results could help in LrSKOR gene function
prediction as well as lay a foundation for further research of high salinity stress response in L. ruthenicum.
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TPy ) Shaker K5 I& 124 IEWF R AR s KR Z —, $OAWTEM P B (K9 Rl L)
P feia Jy R B B OCE AR, B R ARGE IR I Arabidopsis thaliana P 10835 K@ 1 AKT1 & T
Shaker K%, B EA NCEFEF M BCREE , 32 B8 100 R T AR T 2R R 200 b R 2 )2 At rp 225, A 480 R T I
Ko fe vl 2 OGS o Bl O B2 N IC A AR 9 b s RS 2 S ), S8 3 3 o I S i A U S M 3Rk
W OsAKT! EZAEIKFG Oryza sativa FR P 3 J F4E4E U 23K D ZMK1 3 824E £ oK Zea mays R ZFE 55 %
JZ R SeAKT1 AE 3R i 55 Salicornia europaea B 1 AR FIGE th B 335, (HAEAR b 3Rk B mE =55
GEKT2 ¥£ =W WA AL Gossypium hirsutum #R . 25 . WFIT0 28 558 45 3000 ¥ A 60k, (HAEM B mi K
%%, Shaker 38 FK AL G ML K, (H B Arsrxh e marseie . SKOR 5 AKTL 185 X 2 A 1R
F R IR, A C ot AKTT £ 2 200 4~ 2 36 R Je 6 -4l 2 11 85 &2 2L )7 (ankyrin repeat motif, AR)7*,
PEAE ™ N Kok BE AT LAY SKOR 3% M, X K0 Ja% 32 1 st 2 R . i 205 40 Tl 35 43 Ja o7 200 JHL 1 7
LR 22 T S BRAY , AKTT 240 oy i) KEAIBeAT i i, . GAYMARD 5102 Y M ABL B T o g 381 G S 9 3
i KH# I8 3L SKOR , JER B MR P A4l 20k 5 3235, ELREREIEYE TR (ABA) Il , oA S AR 41 i vp
() K] AR TR AR B9 %32 o E KA Bz J2 B b R 4 i s R B T AR I KSETE O e H A 5 KO
Hh R 20 A0 HE B R RV W, AR g K 3 X — D RE FE K #E Hordeum vulgare W75 3 T 55
UEM S5 A, Shaker $ S 30 1 1AL 45 A4 SR B 11 T S0 R T 41 I A 2 A R R AR A R RE R ST, KR E
T HGH TE VG AR RRE BE 2 A0 P9 AR B R T, b dn, KA T 3 4 AE 40 B Y SMIS pH (B S BT
G, SKOR 1)1 1 52 FR 0L BE 5% i 42 K'Y /INFIL3E Brassica chinensis 1883 [5G IR A1 4% i Kl 38 52 41
FEL P A pH R 52 0, DI 52 M) 26 A 5 & R AR By A B A R SR M AS Lycium: ruthenicum 2y i B
Solanaceae WACJ& Lycium ZFABFA A RMER, FEARKRAEPEPGICEE . B, H 581 i 5778 5
X, RNEEAWRRATE ., WEhet, SR EENLEMEMGANE, EESRERMEr kR E
E R R T, WA 2R AR P AL e R MR, BRI A SRR 5 M
Lycium barbarum # b, FREMIACEA HoR OISR A8 J) o FEER - Mhn T, FRMALA 3 E B T (Nat)
MEE T (CIOAMX S EXm, AP RERE, K/Na'tb ¥ P, 7RI E L 3o, HS
TEMFAL, BEMACS I E P KSR IR, BURM Natfil CUE A 5, HEE
450 mmol - L™ AN #1038 T, £ 48 B of KY Na'tb F B IR /N T A fd, Hodnk B 4149 K7 Na
PR Sl 8 T [ B2 e 1 0 7 B AT, (B S5 BIR ST SEAE GEAa A L, PR AR AT i S i PR G 2
A DR T ) 68 R LA TE o D itE— 25 TR A R AR A AT I i SR AL, A B 5 R FH R B i 3R A Wl i o R
i (reverse transcription PCR, RT-PCR)J5 % i T B R AHMIAL SKOR JLH I 50 B H P SIFRAE , BF9E T A )
pH (B 1) = #h A EE X SKOR JEPH F B F R M52, S LU WF 58 AME IR Kl iE SKOR 76 B A R 1R N g &5
Yt Zm K/Natbe, 1 T 76 48 vo Mk T e A o 49 o A T 7 25 i A

1 M5 &*

1.1 e #

BRAACH TR BB KA E S, FEAC ROl R 22 AROR T i [ 58 TR 552 06 4 3l 48 P4 6 A 56 o 3%
Iro BMRTTE PR AR RLAR S 00 SRR AT R T HE A AE DL m (FE ) m (A7 ) m (B 2R A )=3:2:1 {RA )5 1
AL, B R W BUR O R K 2 4 285, BLifil Hoagland B R AT 08 . IEIRE N (23 £2 ) °C,
B3 16 hed™, 2 SUAIXR P HIAE 70% 72470 DIAETS 4 J8 (0 B RAAC 4 B O SE30 b1
1.2 2 RNA #32EL

o4 Ja e BRI A B AR R, I AR R AR o AR R Y N e ik = R IR A B
(CTAB)IEFRI RNA, FH IR R8I vt ok R 58 S0 00 DI DI JBE 3k 38 7 L e B v A i
1.3 SIMHRItE &M

AL R T 45 H AR ) 119 SKOR A% R Jy 51 15 5 56 3 AT 30152 S 19 A i S8 2R A A e o3 4 M0l o b kA
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Blast 7347, #5331 5K 2 500 bp A2 45 #40 SKOR HE[H . AR % 5 20 %040 122 vh i e BRI A Primer 5.0
A58 Pi(5'-ATGCACATTAATAATGGAGGAG-3") Fil Py(5'-AGTTGATTCATTGTTCAAGTACAA-3"),
oy B A LAY TR IR S A vl & G , T B AR AL SKOR JE A P 91 2 K i 83 .
1.4 RT-PCR ¥ 1%

K H RT-PCR L #E 1736 s, PCR ¥ 3 ) 1A & : 2x PCR Mix 10 pL, L5 FiEs1 94 1
pL, ¢DNA I pL, MK 7 pLo KMFRFHR: 95 CHIAEYE 5 min; 95 CAEE 30 s, 55 Cikk 30's, 72
CHEA 90 s, 40 DG ; fe)m 72 CLEMH 10 min, 10 CLRAF . PCR P24 R BN 1.0% 1 B 4 5E
JE L kA I, e B BB B E I DNA [0 & 3 AR B W 647 H 09 v Bery B f a4k
15 PHMERENEESERFISH

4 ) PCR P~ 9 1% #2 51 PMDI18-T 24k I, %54k Topl0 KM ¥R A 1 Escherichia coli J&3Z 2541 4,
TE 5 50 mg- L™ 2N 25 R0 LB [E K7 Br 3 97 5 b AT 0 01 5 P PR s B O 8, 7 8 o 1 PR e B
PCR %58 )5, 82 LA TAEY TREEOARM S 2 /1N o Bl 77 51 1) B XS 53 M £ DNAMAN 6.0 A8 4 5k
 EabAT, TESEE ARG B A0 (NCBT) W35 (www.nebinlm.nih.gov/ BLAST) [ #£17 Blast {2, |
NCBI ORFfinder “T"H-4ff 5 J PR 1 FF 5 6 132 AE o 2 1 5 23/ /K 1 000 1T ExPASy (9338 1) 75 8 2K/ ProtScale
438, LA Hphob.Kyte& Doolittle A ERIAE . FEALA 237 Se /8 A Clustal X 2.1 #4454 2% B % i Solanum ly-
copersicum, L2 Solanum tuberosum, 4% Populus euphratica Z= W) a9 SKOR i G 47 50 EL X, SR
JG i Fl MEGA 5.1 Beta 3 #PF JHAR MG 2
1.6 EBERESDH

Xf 4 J i i) BE R AR AT 3 3 300 mmol - LT G244 5 450 mmol - L G R U8 (pH 9.0) 4L #H 6 h, F|
JHRAR &AL B A PR 2 7] Real Master Mix (SYBR Green)PCR 05 &, & A 22 i 2¢ )% & & PCR (real-time
quantitative PCR, qRT-PCR) %, #ill LrSKOR &AM ik it o 47 3% H bR LrSKOR E£H 51 982tk
LrSKOR-F: 5'-ATGCACATTAATAATGGAGGAG-3'Fil LrSKOR-R: 5'-AGTTGATTCATTGTTCAAGTACAA-3';
DL R A AT E N T la B EFLa™fE NS EE, K519 N EFlaF: 5'-GAAGGGTGTCCCTCA
GATCA-3" 1 EFla R: 5'-CCGTCC ATGTCGTCTCTTTT-3", X )z %% %5 cDNA %84 1, 1/10, 1/100,
1/1 000, 1/10 000 #EATHEFE, Ll AT AR e 2k . S 90 B B8 ROV AR 94 C 2 min, 94 °C
20s, 55°C30s, 72 C30s, &H 36 MEH, KM 3 L7006 RE, &G 95 CAH 1 min,
Bk Z 55 Co MABTOUME, hlid sz, NWSERNERIEY LiSKOR K&K 4% B F R 14 5w 6] i
D Sz SR 3 AR AE A i RNA /R AR A, B HORMEE & 3 I-HE i

2 #X

21 2 RNAMIEBE LrSKOR EENRENREE

A 4 TR SRR A A 4 B AR TR Ry SR B RE, 4R IBUE RNA, BERC kR T 45 2R 27 28 S RNA J%
WSCEY S 18 S RNA 1 2 /%, W] $ ey R M AL S RNA SER MR Bcr . i — 2 I 540 o6 B it
R A5 5 D osof/Dosoly 2.1, UEH T RNA S 24ty , aT T —20 500 .

i MR SR B AE AT, DL RNA ROF6 73 3055 1 5% cDNA J5, DL ¢DNA i fitk, LA
SKOR J:H 5149 Py #1 Py 3547 PCR 9738 o 734 W & B UK A I A Bt , HL B R4, 51U
A BOR/N—2, AT RE R B BRI . K A Al B 0y R B PMDI8-T g B 48K 4% 1k K 1 7 1A
Topl0 J&, MEALKI P FBEALERI 6 > B W BEIR 5 2L i 35 57, #8477 PCR 731, 15 30943 Z& K/
5 RT-PCR 450 — 2, B i 48 v i O BHAE se b
22 ZBFIRERFBEAHELERS T

¥ PCR =¥ BE4Ti 7>, Genebank 55 K KY563342, il [ i 15 3] ) SKOR L H 751 4Ky 2 448
bp, ALHE 1458 8 Ak ] B HE , Hogi % 7Y SKOR 25 4% 815 D JL Rk B o 76 NCBI 548 it 47
Blast J7 51 Lb XS 73 M4 2R s, %Dy 9 S5 0L B 7 (NM_T11153.3) , #j %] Vitis vinifera(AJ490336), B
K Ricinus communis (XM _002533405) fil#iH 4% (EU382997.1) £ A8 W 4 4% v K38 18 3L K] 19 4% 1 18 7 471 14 [
TEVEIIAE 65% L 1, v 55 45 25 4 DU 7y 0 . K 38 S PR (%) A2 R P 40 1) [R) 5 1k 35 1) 70.36% 5 38 3 il
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IEHE Y 4% 2 (XM_006352418.2), i (XM_004250158.3), EHHM Capsicum annuum(XM_016696732.1)
S REMER S, Kb 5 SR g e K EEME RS, 55 90.31%, REIANIFC vk 2 /M KidiE
FH K, #HA4 N LiSKOR . ] ExPASy W3l 43 HriZ i B i AL PR BT, 45 B HARXS 73 17 29y 9.33x
104, FEg A A 6.32, Hih s i £ 3 A R RIR O AR (Lew) , 552 28R (1le) F1 22 2 1R (Ser) ,
g3l 11.2%, 8.6%F1 1.2%, &R (Trp) &b, Hib 1.2%,
2.3 EBRAIR TG TN F0 /5 K 4 #

1 F NCBI [ 3 Conserved Domain T. %t LiSKOR % J& i 45 ¥ s A7 i . 45 9 % B . LiSKOR %
HF A TE 258~315 i £ 7E 1 58 T3 18 Ton_trans_2 AL AR SF 45 #4358, Ton_trans_2 42 Ion_trans 2 #
FIEH — DL o 12 561~716 F1 741~810 ZHLWR 77 91 6 538 73 A AE 1 A5 Kz A G HY 25 3l 18 7Y

1

i

B X (ANK) AT KHA (B 25 38 8 19 DU SR e g5 i 38 , KHA ZERE Y b — i F C oKX,

iz Jl ExPASy W3k i 75 28 43 M1 1 ProtScale, LA Hphob. Kyte & Doolittle >y BRiA{E XF LrSKOR %t i
B BT R K E O, 15 3] LiSKOR /4 35/ 8K A5 5 Bl o B K23 B 45 SR R W] . LrSKOR 4 i 8
Z INEE B 55 113 50 55 B 40 2 R (Val) B K % feok , HoAT e 920 3.167 5 55 321 5 0K 22 (Arg) 7%
KV, BA BRI IME-2.956, WA ikGE B BRI MR E , SRK PR & BB 1 &) 70 A 7 B A~ Ik
i, HEZTEHKEEER, WMZEAEEKEEA (B 1D,

JHI DNAMAN 6.0 {4 %§ LrSKOR 1) 22 2 g 4>
K795 Z FhAi ¥ SKOR (1 & LR )7 9 k171 £ )7
GILExF . g5 R R . BARMAL LrSKOR 5 #ii B
DI . SR B A K 9 2 1 H ‘E
G FARHIT, EOLRIFIRNE Rk 90% BLE, 4 ! ' ) Q H W *‘ |
9 %5 90.05% , 90.70% F 90.47% ; 5 L {4 I A \dh '\U k{ ”N] M H Uﬂn ‘“, ” }
AtSKOR , E 15 Medicago truncatula ) MiSKOR , . ’ “ \ t’ W HJ k “‘ w m }
K ZmZORK %5 1) 26 4 & RA X B, [A] U5 Mk ‘ \
62.36%~69.12% (%1 2) . u | L

KT T A AL 5 AR ) SKOR 0 150 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
GRBEIHNKEZR, FIFH MEGA 5.1 Beta 3 3 {4 %) 24 (A
RAAC LeSKOR 5 i B Lo Ho At Fr (%) 35 11 22 2 R B 1 LiSKOR & & &K/ sARMS#H
FEG A B T HEAL A . f I8 3 MEAL A T % . PR LM Figure 1 Hydrophobicity/phdrophilicity prediction of LiSKOR protein
S MEHE N . SRS B RE K, RWENZMELZCRE, MS5HE. BKR. *
KEEFRIENR 3 L, Fon ez E kA R A3
2.4 EH4EMET LrSKOR EEHRIEST

BT LrSKOR S:H o] G2 2 5 o 17 B AR M AT AR 30 1 29 e Bk W i, S F 5 44 B0 2 SR A AT AR 356 &
RNA, %6 i PCRIEMFSY T2 R 7E i 3R AL GO [R] B30 T i R B G 00, DL EFla FEAR W3
KEEN 17 A E R AN 272°C/EEI (B 4), WLUAEH, LrSKOR SEH AR I 5 46 W if DL &
i"ﬁ)ﬁHJJJ_TﬁJﬁ%%LO e SR AN ER I3 T Ry SRR B e TR, FEERBM G TR IR FEE RS, 2
AT 6.81 7, EXFHRAY 23.79 5. X F W] LrSKOR 3N 2 5 5 3 KR m R 5 praa m iy, If H 5358
pH (HZ A A REAFTE RN BRI R R
3 9t

TP A P 3= 8 1 K 32 2 i A A AR 4 R IS A A . RS AR AR AR IR K 4R o
2, EARMBPERT, BT A L o8 s K7 FHr R 8, SRR Kol i 76 0L i i o 72
*Eﬁi%f’ﬁﬁﬁ HET, A A O P 0 RE J7 (0 S0 38 3 Koi 8 85 1 I AF 98 S 4 v, i L Ath A 90 19 411

o KAl i & R 08 /0 . GAYMARD S50 ARG I o 49 25 45 31 K404 i 38 38 25 (1 3L R AtSKOR,

AR EE Xenopus laevis gﬂléﬂiﬂ’@#ﬂ?i‘%Lﬁﬂeﬂ{ﬁi atskor iIX B UE B, AtSKOR 45 K* M A Joit 3 7

Eiféﬁ]ﬂ@ﬁ?kﬁiﬁﬂﬁ #H . W2 Ammopiptanthus mongolicus 1% T2 i #h %% i K 8 AmGORK 3, 8 70,
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YE GLIENBLVGIDLF . . . RRKISRQSVINGLKDLSH . EVIHEEN. . . 65
YQVODLRDKL FNLIEKELGLKIGWRKFSRRTLLHEFVINPLNSNGKMLGAIVWDV 100
YEVEDVRDKI FQLIEBDLGLNLFRRRISRLKIN. LSQGEITHPEN. . . 69

YEVEDVRDKI FQLIEDDLGLNLFRRRISRLKIN. LSQVEIIHPEN. . . 70

-MMMIRGRERI DVDKL LYGLLRMESSIR 54
ccoocoo-mzcctooooo- MDGEORRRGGEGESHOLEVEDKOTWRRILCLLGNEFGSGT 40

EIEDMRI LI ADME FSRESLLNGLKDLSQGEVEIHBEN. . . 78

YEI KLIENDLVGADME SRESLLNGLKDL THPEN. . . 78
EIEDMRI FRKLSENDLVGVDLLSRRRRKISRESLLNGLKDLSQGEVIHPDN. . - 78
-MEREIGPEYELNEIDGGTLHGSV( LEFAREF LRLPNNCYGSSEVICENG . RW 66

MMNDWESVSPIPT! TNEIFLGT IEEDG. . . n

dadtpddlddn
=
&

R EEARENEEEE

RARNAR
w
3
3

00 0% NN

1s PSGSKEPKD 750
pnvpn:xsn 742
PDFPHEISN 736

PDVPHEISD 749
PDVPHEISD 749
PDVPHEISD 749

PDCSREITD 714
PERGEEVRD 684

-EDAGKILDVCMIVDGQKLFLICEST
-EDAGKILDVOMIVOGQKLYLNNEST 815
.EDAGRIIDISMIKDCQKLYLVNETH 874
.EDAGRILDIBMIVDGGKLYLINDQST 820
.EDAGRILDICMIADGGKLYLINDOST 821
“GG‘IPWISHMKI!LVNE 819

ELVSES 814
- SEB‘GKILDVmIVDGQICLYLI'EST 829
. SECAGKILDVDMIVDGOKLYLINEST 820
- . SECAGKILDVDMIVDGQOKLYLINEST 828

EPSG.SCEL .-

EMEE. DER=HEREETH ExTRTECECE . ..... LDV LLCETLDI 795
KVHP . SAGEERRAEGVVLWIPH SLVASAQEKLGLPGPAASRLRLLC] LVGGEDGDQKYG 776

B HLrSKORy M AT 4 3R K W 38« % Bb i & 36 R I3 41 43 B ok B #L 7 SR AtSKOR, filt B
CaSKOR, 1 7§ MtSKOR, #H #iNaSKOR, % ifi 4l ZINtSKOR, #] #PeSKOR, & FRcSKOR, % JiiSISKOR,
& S F) 75 AiSpSKOR, L % ZStSKOR, /N #TuSKOR, #ij 2 VvSKOR, £ KZmSKOR

5 1 rE T

B 2 LSKOR 5 ffiti 4 SKOR Frak bl i 42 £ A BR 09 % /3 71 b xf
Figure 2 Amino sequence alignment of Lr'SKOR with other plants SKOR

SKOR —#EXt 4 g 5 pH (EAR B, 78 2 4~ pH B OCHY MR AL AR BT 15 PR P AR T
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70%, SABFFEN N, HhAr MG T RS K i i GDBHSISKOR
2 11 SKOR AT 2 ME — e AR 5 90 9 360 7 43 £ 91TL 11 g4 59 SKOR

1y Shaker K3 3, 22 3 1 7 1 A J 48 8 8 40 L o | “FPMCaSKOR
Na* /R W7 A0 225 2 i 7 B 20 k5 2 A T B0 5 67 JBNaSKOR
SETTRE K B8R T2 (e L35 220 KA 65 100" #E /B EINISKOR
#iE Zygophyllum xanthoxylum () ZxSKOR 55 #8113, Sil—L M%jﬁ%\ﬁttgﬁg%
ZuSKOR FBAERRAZE 35, HILRK AT BT H . ffVSKOR
MK RN T S E AR, IR A R A E T00L———— i JifRcSKOR
LRI 1 9 ZoSKOR A1 T I 4R R 1% K O kon
RSOV . B, SKOR ZEMIH 1 4 KA oL b

ZH IR 20, 06T E RIS 5 K d

A SR 9 12 i i BEA W AR . WANG 276/ B 3 LiSKOR X5 3ttt 4) SKOR 4 2 4 it 4 4
W% Puccinellia tenuiflora HrEg TS IE R, Hoh B #F Figure 3 Phylogenetic analysis of LrSKOR with SKOR from

a3 K& 1 A8 32 A0 A3k A vk B S Ak PR (] 19 52 ) different plant species
X /AT 2 4 AT AR M B R K Na' e i 25 22 i 30 -
HWz—. B, CyCkESR/NE /R K i 1
il PISKOR SEIR Fr Be™), 00 Hy it — S5 5 /NE 5 20 )
it R AL 29 Fe it o O T R SR A AT T 2E R AR ZS AL =
IR LSS S W], Na Al K30 240 7 6 28 SMyAC Ml 1 Z 0l
B4y, {HARH KY/Na b E et B, 5 H A A ER R s I
A W R IR Kalidium foliatum F1 [ $| Nitraria
tangutorum HIt . AR K/Na"H (75 F X PT4 0 —== —
N i S A
AT 2 B0 HE AT s (T SR BB 0 >, b &, K Kb 73
PR Mz i 16 R BURCSRAAC IR SR VE 7 P i 2 | 4 LrSKOR 42 R R pH 18 2 & #hit F 49 R ik
A, (B HROCT RS KRR 5w o+ M
BLTH] 5 AT 2 Figure 4 Expression level under salt treatment of different pH
PRI ACAE Vb ] LR AR AR EAR, H values

AARRAPTERBRAE ST, I EBTH SR A R, A BN T ER BT T AR SR . AR, SRR AT T £
BRATSE H 4552 B 5GTE , ANHIETE AT 00 0 % s 2 8 D Sk, MARSRMIRCAR A P 2 7o B 15 3] SKOR 2
W WF5EE A, SKOR J& T8 4% 12 & 1 H 4 Shaker 20, LAY [ 4E YY) Shaker 8 38 3 M N A 2 C K
St A — AR 2y h 60 A EEERR AR A A M IR N A X 6 4> 5 KR B A i K A A — AR 7 51 1Y
AN C AR X o oAb, CORIm X & A AT 45 M, A4 — D HEN B R IR A5 5 X (CNBD) | —/M77
TE T KR 73 Shaker i 18 H A4 5 4 11 DCRT— D 52T C 2R 3 Y & 15 51 7K R L 5% ik X (KHA) 27 ACBIF 5 X %
e DR i it 1) 2 1R S 4 R SR BT, e BFG 0 a A7 AE — > 6 1 DR KHA DY SR AL PR~ 45 M Bk, D8I i% 2
D 24 1% 19 S R T 5 Kz i A 5 19 Shaker ZXMKHE 1 o Shaker 38 18 (9 — > HE 2245 AU RETE 1805 U 10 2R 1A
Z5H, KHA SEH0 8 108 R PURAS E, WRES S T Ak e, DT {2 48 1 2098 1 40 g
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