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Abstract: Dehydroerythromycin (DERY) is a common macrolide antibiotic, which is ubiquitous in aquatic envi-
ronment. However, its ecotoxicological effects are still not clear. Therefore, the effects of DERY on the growth,
chlorophyll a, antioxidant enzyme activities and malonaldehyde (MDA) content of Chlorella pyrenlidosa were in-
vestigated in this paper. The results showed that DERY inhibited the growth of C. pyrenlidosa, and the inhibitive
effect increased with the increase of DERY concentration. The 96 h median effective concentration of DERY on the
specific growth rate (E,Cy,) and yield (E,Cy,) of C. pyrenlidosa were 0.267 and 0.117 mmol - L', respectively.
DERY was classified as medium to low toxic substance. DERY showed important effects on the chlorophyll a con-

tent, superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT) activities and MDA concentration. The concentration of chlo-
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rophyll a decreased with the increase of DERY concentration. SOD activities increased during DERY exposure, but

no dose-response relationship with the DERY concentration was observed; CAT activities and MDA content in-

creased with the increase of DERY concentration, which demonstrated that DERY showed oxidative stress on C.

pyrenlidosa. After exposed for 96 h, the removal of DERY in algae solution increased with the increase of its initial

concentration, with the removal of 43% at DERY concentration of 0.87 mmol-L™". The results could provide theo-

retical basis for the ecological risk assessment of DERY.

Keywords: antibiotics; dehydroerythromycin; Chlorella pyrenlidosa; ecological toxicity; antioxidant enzyme

activity

AR itk R B AR I HE 1L SRR
Brolie T AT Z d:, REE AR WA
FEFE R, 2013 4F R EBUA R A9 S &R
162 J7 t A R ERRSTAE R 4.2 J7 ¢,
AR PUE R MR 14 R NERIIUER R
i S ECLE S AW AR AR5 KAk
BT HIK M RROKE B T IRADK PG o 2
BR PUERMRER ERE R PAER, 40
R A CRIRE 2R OB S A P S s Gept

DI SE O 208 = AR SRR T T RO 5
BRI Gonzalez-Pleiter 25" WF 5T & PR,
2185 E XA H A i (Pseudokirckneriella subcapitata)
21 B0 i Ve B2 (ECy0 ) 79(0.35 + 0.03) mg-L™', Xl
A R ,0.18 mg- L' L1 %R 2 BRI AT {2 4 A
FECENEMER AR EUTI % 69.7% . XA
B, 205 20 PG TS RY 14 d A9 R EBOE ok
(LC4,) M 253 mg-L™' . Meinertz 25" F 58 & HH, B
PR 21 85 2% X KU 8 1) e K ICAE MR BE R 248 pg -
L7 4HREMMAMTARE, HIRE 2 8 S R
{27 N Wi AN 3= i 6 782 ks 2k ol ESI[ENEA e 2 2
FK AR a0 JE P R, K A R
FEBRVL) M BEK AR b i A R AR T 58 21 100% , FE
FERG K AT =E A 7 38R B 43931 h 213 ng - L7 Al
658 ng-L™", A EASKE, &, HirxT
I K £185 25 1 AR AR BRI 00, i AN B AR

SRR KA RGN A 1, K9t
FEE RS 2 FE S KA AR S R G R
ARDE o [RIE, B 5 Ye W it 32 AT, Bk A4
(1) HH FE 28 B4 L K £ 28 T Ry sk ) AR A e s LA B
B E B /NER B (Chlorella pyrenoidosa) J& T
SEHED] /NERBEIE U B A, BAR 3 ~5 pum,
BROE S RDE | SAE R T35 55 Al e, S o A
WISIAR Gy TR 515 e n 42 fb 0 58 4y o R N AR
FHTS Yy il i 22 ik 2 —BY |

25 LRTIR A S U K 215 3R N SEXT 42
PAEE AR/ N 32 1A ) Tl W S I K 4% R
X EE /IR A A S 3R 5 R T A AL
PERRER , R K L0 8 3 I E SRR,
SPGB

1 ##} 57 % (Materials and methods)
1.1 Sk

T R/ NERYE (5 FACHB-11) Il T [F B2
B DK A A A T

41 % % (C,H,NO,,, 45 F & 733.9, 4ifF>
98.0%)W T H RIEFHE AR A A, BAKOEER
(Cy,HNO,, , 40 FhE 715.9) B9 L il 75 352 Ry  FREL
1.835 g MR, FTHBLIRIA Y pH 2y 3 14l
Ker 12 h JE HHEAARENIETY pH 2 7, €A E 50
mL, B 1753 50 mmol - L™ AU /K 2T 8 K BF i,
R AR AR BE (LK) R ES (ZoK) B A —
BRI TAGE R B e 1) [ 2 2 P b 2= A PR WD
VUK G AR AR 5 T B o Ak 25 B A PR
OS] TCARKBREREA | £ 1 VY 2, RN T 7K Rl R
W FPa AL TR A BR AR, HOK BRI [
MCAERHE e A PR |5 SRR B (K & Y)W T
A AR BR A F L Sese b B B e
2y o Hr el
1.2 SEgk
1.2.1  HAB/NERERN B R

TETCH 26 N ¥ Bl Fh 2 GBI Ki 33,
JCE TR R4 P B R X B K, IRt — 2
PRIEF, WFRFM N REQRS£]) C, LR
J# 3 000 lux, GG 12 h:12 h, BREDED 3
W (15 min- K", BikEFE 3 AR, AR AN IE # , FE
20 R A A K A TS
1.2.2 BRI R Z X R A NREER 2R A

JIR 7K 2T 55 2 6 B A% /N ek 1) A b Rk i e 2
MR 2 i i 25 AR K3 i) K 56 ) (GB/T 21805—
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2008) I EAT , AR TS G 45 B R 1 S
KT B R WIERAEE N 0.0.14 .0.2.0.29 ,0.42 .0.60 Fi
0.87 mmol - L™, R K J5 1) BG11 KiFr 3k, 78
250 mL A HET I F B o AE O U BE 0 I K 2185 R
TR, AL T 0 85 A K ) B R /N ER B BRI 10
mL, 8 [ A% /N BR 3 1 0 06 A0 B VR B 24 R 0.8 x 10°
cellsemL™" , K5 FRBLEMATUN 100 mL, BN 14 3
ANFAT, [RIA R T o R ZK £1 B R AR R R 4
AGREREN, R T T f G R B 56 X 2R A% /N ER 1 52
M), A4 T Tl b6 7 21 5 28 s i A 7 PR 0 ) o, T8
TSR A £ 2 A% R 4, H: B R 40 G ok 4 )
992 F143.15 mmol - L™, #14F 0.2 mmol-L™" FlI
0.87 mmol-L™" /K £L A Z AL A s 8645, 1%
MR L, SEETF RIS 435 T 24 48 .72 196 h
BRI 52 8 A0 3

T LA B SR P BE A R AT G B AR 2 & 1 7
PLAEATINE AT O R BOhR EAT 2
B, A 680 nm I INE BRI WOGAR , ##E N  HR
P /N IR g A0 0 535 () RO B () Z T R G R
TN y=(15.055x+0.5417) x 10°, #1 & R %k A
50991,
1.2.3  W/KEL8E 250 8 A% /N ER i ) A 3L AE AL R
AN iob- Al

2R 3R a 75 it B I AR 8 B B 20 B2 B4 iy ) s
I At B R 96 h JE YT 30 mL LA
50 mL B4, 10 000 r-min™ B0 15 min, 72
IHWL, A 20 mL 95% Jo/k B, 1R IR HEIR 51 4%
LRIRA L 4 CUKFE P BRI A I 24 h, LT 42
U A% /NSRBI 2 3R L 24 h S5, Y2 Uk e i 50
(10 000 r-min~" 4 °C)15 min, B | 35 W & FEAE I
+ 665 nm F1 649 nm FMIEEE R AAKA)IHTHE
MLRE a IR,

C,=(13.70D,,~5.760D,,, )/4 (1)

PEICRL R . U 5% 96 h 5 AYBEIR 30 mL LA
50 mL &0 9,4 °C .6 000 r-min”' F 0> 20 min,
FEE BB, MATEH 0.1 mol-L™ pH N 7.0 ~74
BRI R R 2% W 20 mL , 6 68 7 200 e i AR A8 b e
Y0 30 min, MEERETE GRS B T RO FE4 C |
6 000 r-min~' £514 K B0 20 min, B _F 35 % FH T
ST

BT R B A LY BB (SOD) T 14 | it 41
A BE(CAT) T M NN T (MDA ) 7 % I g 50
B T AR wRGR) S Ul I 4505

1.3 JB/KZL 2 i

%7296 h J5 , B 10 mL ##,6 000 r-min™" &0
20 min f5 , BV W0 8 IR K 218 R TR AR R E
I 7K 15 3% 110 ) % Wk B SR P v 20500 A 0 - T i K
FHAY (HPLC-LTQ-orbitrap XL MS, $¢ Bk & , 1 [7) 3k
WE . WAH 25 4 . 535 4F Agilent Poroshell 120
EC-C18 #:(100 mmx2.1 mm, 2.7 wm); 7 shtH A K
WAL R 101 W B IE % W, Rsh 40 B 4 10
mmol - L™ ) ZREF IR N 0.05% F) L TR, B FF
VEMCFERE N 0 min B 45% A, 14 min i 80% A, 17
min ff 80% A,17.2 min 5} 45% A,20 min [} 45%
AR 02 mL-min™' YRR 5 wL, BUIERMR .
LS55 B U, 1R B X — 20 B
BT URIEE 350 °C, BN 325 C, B
40 arb, flfi B AL 10 arb, W5 HL K 3.5 kV, BA4IA
B9 V,iBHi R 100 V, —Za iR
g m/z 100 ~1 000, 4335 30 000 ; — 2 i 1% % F %
P R, 72— S Al a2 BOCHC A = Rk
1T TR A 25 (CID) AR O — R i i . R4
K 2T 55 R A B T (m/z=716.4569) Fl T 85 1 (m/z=
5583651 X R PEFIE &,
1.4 BIGHS500r

K JH SPSS19.0 F1 Origin2018 Xif 52 46 B ¥ i 47
Bttt RAE iz A Bl E o3 A i, 115
T IR /INERTE Y 24 48 72 F196 h 1 LR KR8
IR BE(E, Co )R A K i B I 32(E, Cy ). R
PAR R 7 2293 11 (one-way ANOVA) ) Levene £
B B R AT O 25 S IR R 5, DL 0.05 iy 3
PEACEIY I B, B 2 552K R LSD 4
55, B AN 55 PEZE SR U R ] Dunnett’ s T3 K 46
2] 1y 22 5 W 2

2 Z55E (Results)
2.1 JBEKET R RN AR/ NBR A K 1 R
AR R 41 (Na, SO, ) FIA ] v B 4 i 7K 4185 2 %)
B IR /INBR g G A A R A KRG B 2R A T 1
FiR . B L R A 4 X AR RN R Y A
KU s REh A A Eh A AR B AT
FRARFI W 22 5 WKLLE R X %/ ek
PEA LR LA SR 00 1 ] R B K 218 MR B 1Y
IR 22 R V) ) K T 3 o, 2 B A S % B -
BN G R -8 JE & . 40 0.14 mmol - L™ (7K
LIFFZEALTE 48 h A1 96 h 5, B AR/ NEREE A KR
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M350 15.0% F1 51.3% 50.60 mmol - L™ AU 225, K- ab FRZH AR BAT a5 ME 22 5 (141 1),

IKELTFF Z AL 48 h 196 h 7, B IR/ Nk iR A I AR M 3 B 1 1T U 43 A, 38 L A [ e I
AN AR 70.1% F1 88.8% , BI/KLLF R AR, BUKLLE RN E A/ NERER E,Cy, M E Cy,
SRR, BR T 0.14 mmol - L™ AbIRZH FEEE IR 1 iR, JBI/KLLRE R X8 A%/ R E,Cy,
24 h A AWK EA W EME 2 5 AEIRBERIBIK R E,Cy, 4 0E 2% 88 B 4] 1 4 I i 96k 20, 76 24 h B,
ZURE AL IRAL bR T AR AN A R A ¥ E Cy, FIE, Cy, 47124 2.107 #11.444 mmol-L™' 24

) ElNa,SO, 9.9 mmol' L' ESNa,SO,43.2 mmolL"  [XX0.14 mmol-L™ [ 0.20 mmol-L!
100 @ 0.29 mmol-L™! [ 0.42 mmol-L™! £30.60 mmol L~ EH0.87 mmol-L™
a
I b

B (=) o]
(=] (=] (=]
L B |

A KA /%

Inhibition of algae yield/%

|
[\
S (=]
T T

FEAE A A4 3/%
Inhibition of algae growth rate/%

AEFET ]/
Exposure time/h

Bl1 BAKIBREMNEBZ/NKENERKEME R ERKERMNH R
Fig. 1 Inhibition of dehydroerythromycin on the yield and growth rate of Chlorella pyrenlidosa

®1 BAKRIBEXNEAZNKENEREMERENFEBINGEIRE (E,C,, 1 E,Cy,)
Table 1 Median effective concentration (E,Cy, and E Cy;) of dehydroerythromycin
on the specific growth rate and yield of Chlorella pyrenlidosa

Eiztan ZGRINA]/h 1y 5 E, Cs/E,Cso 95% E-Ari B /(mmol - L™") R
Index Exposure time/h Regression equation /(mmol-L™") 95% Confidence interval/(mmol-L™")
24 y=1673x-0267 1444 0992 ~3.404 0.337
H K 48 y =1912x+0903 0337 0301 ~0.376 0911
Yield 72 y=1603x+1.167 0.187 0.164 ~0.209 0978
96 y = 1631x+1.522 0.117 0.095 ~0.136 0.969
24 y = 1427x-0462 2.107 1237 ~5.409 0.782
AR
48 y=1.741x+0.565 0474 0426 ~0.535 0915
Specific
72 y=1492x+0.676 0352 0321 ~0.387 0981

growth rate
96 y=1526x+0.875 0267 0241 ~0.293 0974

TEx FBUK BRI B, y i SR, R 3R [ 5 BRI T R B E, Cyy FE, gy 43 3 F7R A R a2 O e B2 A b A= K8
S L

Note: x represents the log value of concentration of dehydroerythromycin, and y represents the probit of inhibition rate; R* represents the coefficient of

determination of the regression equation; E, Csy/E, Cs, represents median effective concentration of dehydroerythromycin on the yield and specific growth

rate of C. pyrenlidosa, respectively.
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TR RIAE K $1] 96 h i E Cy, FIE, Cy, 73 BIREAK Ry
0267 f10.117 mmol- L™, iX {5 HA B K £1 55 2 i 22 5%
A TR, X 2 A /INER B B R, (AR I
M2 , TEAN ] ZR BRI (B 25 T, I /K 2185 2 0 2 A%
/NERBERY E,Cyy #/NT E,Cy, , BB FIAZ/NERSE Y
AR A R T EURAE bR
2.2 KELE: RN A/ Nk AR AR AL AR AR 1
Al
2.2.1 MEXRagHE

ARl FE I K 4126 3R 7585 96 h J& , S E R/ Ek
B4R a SR 2 frs, (REhd Anm iR
HAERKE I T AR AR/ DK 5 R a R AYREAIR, 43
B AR FRAL R 69% F1 65% . [BARER A M hal 5
X REAH AR TC 2R 25 5 . ARk B A K 213 5 8
T ERARNEREET SRR a A, FEMKLLE
ZUSE K 0.14 F10.87 mmol - L™ 5252 96 h )7, & M
W /NERBER M 2R 28 a 3 12 430 o X B 1Y 38% Al
11% , KR ZH A 55% F1 16% , K rEh 20 ) 59% Fil
17% o AS[RJHR BE R Rt K 21 5 25 b LA 5 % BE 4 ] 2
AW EME 2R, B 0.14 mmol - L™ 1 0.2 mmol -
L' Ab B SRR 0 B 3 M 2= S A, AR TRV B 14 i
KRR SRR A A B E 2R
2.2.2  BrEALLEEE T

7K 2185 2 X6 8 A% /N ER B SOD il CAT P
PESZI A 3 R, BB 3(a) Al A, #hor S BUE
FIRZ/INER 38 (1) SOD il i 4 W 1 B2 A1, 1K 46 21 19

=

0.1

SOD P b2 X BRZH Y 89% , H 4 2 [8] G i
051
oo
3
E oaff |
-2
*é § ab
émg 0.3H I ;3[
mﬁ g 1 T
& %
i S 02 b
i3 :
&
8
<=
O

FAE2E S AL ALY SOD i I ME R 23 (X IR 41 Y
80% ,H 54X A A B 2R, MKaOER
(RIAFAE Y T2 SOD FF TG MR85, vk 225 (6 HR 4
1 1.18 ~1.34 15, ANIRR B /K £ 8 R 4H SOD R
PES 25 0 BE A R B R b A A He Y B
HEF,

WNE 3(b) 7R, B IR k4 A /K 21 75 R b B 2
HBGE TR R/ NEREE CAT BEIE PERY B N, R 3h
HRE R, B AR /NER Y CAT B 5 1 T ik |
2T IEZHAY 2.81 51 2.03 1%, 525 (AX IR A A
WEMER ., EAB/NRER CAT B R K
CIRF R VRN i i AE K 208 Rk 0.14
F10.87 mmol - L™ B, 2 FIA%/NER B ) CAT 1 747
B Rt BRALAY 1.79 4351 3.89 15, TEMR /K 4155 K Hk
JE4 02 ~0.6 mmol-L™" B}, & FIA%/INKEEY) CAT i
PESIRE A T B EM 2R, DK HERIRE R 0.14
mmol - L™ i}, 85 FIAZ/NERBEIY CAT 16 PE 5 &4k 410
BEEER HABUKa BRI S mihd 2A
WEMER,

2.2.3 MDA &

K L1850 B A% /N ER B MDA % 1 1Y 52 i)
wmE 4 Fros, WRERH M KA EZHAMB TR T
MDA iRy, R MRl ) MDA & &
23 I IR Y 1.70 13501 1.80 1%, H 5% B4 HA i
FME2ER EAM/NEREEN MDA & R K205
R RTINS KGR, FEM K LR R 0.6
mmol- L™ B, 8 FIA% /N ER B MDA 7 i /] 18 5 Xf

th o

Hio

cd

1 1 1 1
0 NaSO,99 NaSO,432 0.14

LI i i

1
0.2 0.29 0.42 0.87

843 (Na,SO, )% BEFIIE /K 2185 R VK BE/(mmol L)
Salt (Na,SO, ) and dehydroerythromycin concentration/(mmol-L™")

B2 BKIERRE I hNELZNKEMEE a FENZ I
Fig. 2 Effect of dehydroerythromycin on the chlorophyll a content of Chlorella pyrenlidosa after exposure for 96 h
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" 1 " 1 " 1 "
0 NaSO,99 NaSO,432 0.14
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0.2 0.29 0.42 0.6 0.87

;iu}iﬁ(NaZSO4 )XoF BERIINE 7K 2T 85 28 VR S /(mmol- L' )
Salt (Na,SO, ) and dehydroerythromycin concentration/(mmol-L™")

B3 BKOEEZERE I h ERZ/NKEMBEAYE L EE(SOD) F1iT KL Sl ( CAT) iFHE

IR

Fig. 3  Effect of dehydroerythromycin on the superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT)

activities of Chlorella pyrenlidosa after exposure for 96 h

WRZH A 310 A%, 24 M 7K 20 % 3% Mk T i 21 0.87
mmol - L™, 8 FIA%/NERBE R MDA 3 i [ AIT, JyX)
MRZHAY 2.58 {7, /K Z0%: 3R AL B 5 25 X IR A
A B2 5 MBS 0.14 mmol - L' (I /K 205
AL PR 5 RRR R 2 0 S R 22 S i A e Y
iR 2155 RAL B A SR PR EL 41 BT W2 5+
2.3 BEEMPIRKAL R R AL

AN i K 2055 3R 2% 67 96 hJ& , Wik i
IKELFE 3R IR AU L o A BR e JEE 9 11 0 L A 5T 5
PR BMAR B R P UKL R R R R E 5 H
P HAE T 2 B R 7K 2185 300 1 v A 18 T g
R, DERA I 7K 207 3% 10 2 Bk B 7 21 % 300 i vk
JEBSEITIG In, FERE K £0%2 2 M D 0.14 mmol -

LB, 9 v i /K 2185 R B9 ) 42 &4 0.135 mmol -
L FA K 2135 3 Mk B S A R vk B 1Y 96.2%
MK LT85 ) U e FE 1S N3] 0.87 mmol - L' B,
P P K L1 R AR AR R 0,493 mmol <L
AR 21 B 2R e B A ik FE 1 56.6%

3 142 ( Discussion)

IR R M AE AR TR RN A5 B 18R 7 4 i i
5%, il NN L1 R AR SRR S FE PR MR K
SRR RE SR AT SR BN R RN, Gonzalez-
Pleiter 5" F 5% & BR, 418 R X 2 /1 A 2F ¥ (Pseud-
okirckneriella subcapitata)] EC,, "7(0.35+0.03) mg -
L™, X 30 P& 5% (Anabaena) ) EC4, 24(0.022+0.003)
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Salt (Na,SO, ) and dehydroerythromycin concentration/(mmol-L™")

4 BRAKABHRRTEI h WEBZNKENT_E(MDA) & 2890
Fig. 4 Effect of dehydroerythromycin on the malonaldehyde (MDA) content of Chlorella pyrenlidosa after exposure for 96 h

S g 100
= O © [ ]
R g A
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2% 8 I
Hgs 60r T
g &
o £ 5
X 2E 4or
& g £
Z g 3
%2 8
w85 o
ﬂ =

g
% &0 ,52 1 1 1 1 1
5 § k<] 0 0.14 0.2 0.42 0.6 0.87
@ i

Q

= g i K 1B Z RV I Ammol L )

Initial concentration of dehydroerythromycin/(mmol-L™")

5 REhE, ZERIHAKLIEZNRRRESHNBRENXRE

Fig. 5 The relationship between the residual concentration of dehydroerythromyin and its

initial concentration in algae solution after exposure time of 96 h

mg-L™', Eguchi """ WF5X K, LB EX LM AT
¥ (Selenastrum capricornutum) ) EC,, {6~ 0.0366
mg- L™ X338 /NER 4 (Chlorella vulgaris)f¥) ECy, N
338 mg-L™', El-Bassat 5"WF 58 & B, 41 %5 R X6 i
8 /NEK 8 (Chlorella vulgaris) 1) 24 h 25U EAE Wk
(LC,)E R 12 mg-L™" | X} R W) H (Paramecium cau-
datum)(¥ 48 h-LCy, {HJ2& 16 mg-L™', AHFE i
IKELAG RN AR A% /N BR AR K i A KR 96
h-EC,, {H/39°0 0267 F10.117 mmol-L™", Bl 83.76

mg L7 F1191.15 mg-L™", B i & T L& R X 4R 30
BEPERE UK LR R A SR T AL R
KRB ARG 712 20 e R, 2 A A A ) 3 6 )
FEYIBFEMER T bR E 96 h-EC, <1 mg-L™" i N
W EE, 7E 1 ~ 10 mg- L™ Z 8] 4 & 3, 76 10 ~ 100
mg-L™' Z [ A8, >100 mg- L™ B AR FE, Ik 4
B AT HE AN KR TR

Ma R A R PRI P T A TE R R R
R, FWL AR A DG IR AR ) 1 — S T EAE AR
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FEAE T LAAE R FI W AE 40 0 & A= 3R ) | B i A5 1
SER/RUWINE S/ S I L = e N < E T D
S BRI /INR B R B I B AR KO ES . 2R
FHUKLEZ 96 h J5 , & A% /INBR S A0 i i 4 R
i L BRI, LR 25 10 /K 21 5 2R MR J3E (1% 186 o i o
I, FEBUH BH S R0 A0 K R X S LT R B R A
H M R R —S0n . HRR L A% R
VE R A i), T LA Sam i 5z A= 9 2
(IR | TSR E L N SR 85 T 5 A% B M) 2
AR AR , DRt 2185 3R 1T BT iR A4 i (R 3 3k
HIVHIE R Wi KL R R B SO EM
(L5, HXTI 4R a (5200 AT BEARLE: RO I T
SRS Ak, BILAS T 2R 2 0 & s B

SOD-CAT Gt e 4l g X bt S Ak h 5 i 5 — 18
BHZEE, SOD J&— Rl L I pi 3k by 6 1) H 223 AL Ak
Yy, HER - O, ¥4k H,0, Fl O, , B 1177 Az 48
TEWIBAES 7 H 3k, CAT figfifk H,0, 73t N O,
1 H,0, &% i H,0, #7 k1Y% ka3 . SOD Hl
CAT R T A b bt Ak R, A LN T Hidt
SCH B EXT LR TS 7 B AN AT e AR HE
MG, WK 2185 3 1 2% #% 30 SOD i fil CAT
it T PR3 3K T B8 2 PR Ay O K 21 3R 11 R R )
T RNk T A A aE AT AR AR T 3 Y
ALY TR SR SR 15 5 1 A DG PR R 3K
5 T HA R SOD Wi g, 5% 42 = 1 4ifih SOD (1) 5k
Rk XRE A B 45 R 25 2B LTS
YeWIREISA S SOD MG Al CAT B G PE3E I & —
AP, Kurama P AF 5T & B, K& =4 SOD
SEAEY IR i SR AR 5 32 G LTS e A5 0 1 — Fh AL
il . SOD i 11 At £ v ol o A Ak ) T 22 7 £k
H,0, , #E MG T CAT s o, LT BR 4l ik Ny i
A H,0,% R, CAT B 6 P A4 388 i mT DLt 24 1
S L X e AR AR FH 18— g 1 SR s

MDA [ g H i) g 15 2 1 — ok /AL =,
R R T A E B AR A, R S A 45 ¥ g
JHN3E XoF i A e oA 1) i AR AR R T Y R
T TR e R RO DU R R AR A LTS S a, T E
YA MDA F &t 3 & R,
MK R R FE B FET MDA & ETHE, X
HR K 4185 %15 519 SOD Ml CAT il PETH e A
B AT B A LA P 04 804k 1 F 2 K 2055 3R X 3

A=A AL, IF 5803 E L= MDA 9L
2R T AN G SR | S B AN I T A A AN T 3
P07, R I 5 e 8 g 1 A K R A B AR AL T RE

(EAHE AR, RS Eh 43 B A7 78 R i 2 (A%
ANER B AR (U A0 AR AR A B = A T —
SEMRE , GRIRER 4 TR 4R K a & WG,
Hos L Z RIJC B E2E R XT B PN R AN
REMdIt gtk h PS I TG sh ML FRE S, T3
PS I1 7 7 SR A 7 A 52 E I, 5% 0 T 4
ZIA ™, GiERER AL T ECT SOD [t 4 Wt faf b
ik, CAT FfF G AN MDA & i TH i, 3 1t B o i 1 i
BRANER 3t 2 Xt St 7 A SR AR e

T 96 h i, B P K 215 Y 2 R BE
9L 0 3 o 4, R K 415 F IR E N 0.87
mmol - L™ B, /K LI B R KB R 58] 43% . H
T 0K 2155 2 0E LA 7K e R0 A 0y ek g | LA 8 T
(18T 5% T R 2 2 vh T R P A% /N i 178 3 T g o
WA L B ARV, (X 3 g A2 5t B K 21 %5 &K 2
BREEAI TR, LA B K 21 8 B A A AR P AL R AR
i A N T LA 5 T — 2B S

BREEE N FRA982—), % W+, 313, AR 7 & A
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