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Abstract: To systematically analyze and evaluate amino acids of dried
osmund, 17 kinds of amino acids were derivatized with 6-aminoquin-
olyl-N-hydroxysuccinimidyl carbamate and then were analyzed by ul-
tra performance liquid chromatography. L-tryptophan was quantita-
tively analyzed by ultraviolet spectrophotometric. Nutritional value
evaluation of dried osmund protein was synthetically studied by
methods of ratio coefficient of amino acid and fuzzy discernment. The
results showed that the sample had 18 kinds of amino acids. The con-
tent of the total amino acids was up to 697. 93 mg/g protein. The
proportion of essential amino acids in total amino acids was 0. 45, and

the proportion of essential amino acids in non-essential amino acids

was 0. 83, which was higher than that of FAO/WHO pattern recom-
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mended. The content of crude protein was 12. 09%. The contents of
aromatic amino acids and med-

12.46% and 63. 97% re-

flavor amino acids,sweet amino acids,
ical amino acids were 23. 99%, 22.16%,
spectively. All kinds of human essential amino acids kept such a bal-
anced proportion that they were close to the FAO/WHO standard
pattern. Among all human essential amino acids. the first limited a-
mino acid was isoleucine.

Keywords: dried osmund; ultra performance liquid chromatography;

amino acids; nutritional evaluation

TE3R 2 4 B F (Osmunda Japonica Thunb) , Jy 4 FH R}
(Osmundaceae) 3 g (Osmunda) 2 LR E AN Y . Tk
LG IR T T DA R &V AR AR R E IR R
BIFRETIU RIRE i RA B 2 72 6. A
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AT IEAT VM W 5T AN AURT E — 20 B A B3 0 B R
1B R B0 4R 5 R R 5 B 3 (R CH ) 24 B {8 1) ) 3R
RUWAAELEE L,

R A A v AR 3 (HPLO) 3L IR 0 B P g i L R
B GE AT SR B AR E R T L
FLE T S AOR M € 3% (UPLC) . 78 HPLC (9 25Tl I 4
53 BRR A 8] — A B BE L 3G T 43 BTl i L3R T I R
TR J T 43 T B T T B T 0 v R AR L 6 Sk
MR- N-FR K 3] A E O 20 & ' RR B (6-aminoquinolyl-N-
hydroxysuccinimidyl carbamate, AQC) , /f iy — i 22 L 11 4 Fk
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PR A A a0 B A PR AR AT B R BRE R L B B P R
Sp AR 0L T N T A B R
ABFFEE ] AQC YE AT A W RANR R AR , 1L
TR R o L ) SR TR AT AR BT A A R S SR T 4 4 A ) 1) A7
A AL VRN A S8 A W W RRAE SR A . FE AR RN v
AR AR L N-F2 56 T BE W i (NHS) | 6-28 5 1 ik CAMQ)
M COM IR UPLC X3 T P Ay 17 B 26 B2 #E 47 4%
BT . MU A3 O600 B R 0 R IR #E AT 1 5 . 45 B LR
VO R B0 BRI E U i, O i 3 T v A IR 4H LR AT A i
FPEAN NGRR3R B ZE S g L PR HE
B LA A B SR A Sy 25 R B R 0 0 R D 42 A 3 i
A .

IR} RS R7 S

1.1 R GRS

PR B NETC B AR SR A B2 W] L 60 °C i T AL
T e

AccQ. Tag 243806 : L8 17 b 20 3 2 /K 8 b
AccQ. Tag Ultra Eluent A(E§RREE 2% sh % W pH = 5. 2) Ac-
¢Q. Tag Ultra Eluent B(60% Z Ji§) . Waters AccQ-Fluor iz 7
&, % E Waters A

N ik, 5 H Fisher A H]

WL - oy 7 2, [ 25 4 Ak~ X 0 A R 7

L6 % - 4l 5 =99 % , 35 [H Sigma 24 7]

B RO A 5% & 55 . ACQUITY UPLC® H-Class #,
BCAf L B A ML U o6 B2 L B 3 i A s L 1E IRAT A4
TUV K il #% 1 Empower3 & i ¥t 45 T E ¥, 3¢ [ Waters
NG

RAWRAL: HGC-12A B, R BB R A R A

S3HT R BS-2108 B, JL 5t Sartorius KA PR 5

LS TR A . DZF-6050 B, b3 1 R 3 Ik A BR 2> & B2 97
wWE;

We TR 5148 : QL-901 T, YT 75 1 1l Bt g = AN #R T 5

AHLARE X 45 0. 22 pm, L ISR A AL A R
NEIR

L Hha] A3 66T . UV-3310 B, HAS [ 3723 7

4K &4 . Milli-Q B!, 2% [ Millipore A #] ,

1.2 KA ZE

2.1 MEASEEMNE RHAIKERE, &% GB/T
5009. 5—2010 47,

1.2.2 MM E B 100 mg i 100 H 5 55 H 47 1Y
MW TR, BT TG 15 mL 880 0K ##45 F, in 2 mg
H W O HD .6 mol/L HCI 10 mL, £ % 5 min, 7 AR T i
MW, BT 110 CHERALAE B K 24 h, % 20, o 3k 48
TS VBB E A E 25 mL, B 1 mL KR . B AZER
I, 5% T 40 CES TP ZZ TR 1~2 mL 14
KFEFTER. HET EREER 2R &EET . REBEYH
2 mLAAiK M FBE 10 mL WARRT . E45.85 .1

0. 22 pemn (¥ FL I8 I, DRV BRI R B T B SRR 4
S

i AL J7 1 B i Ak 1 oR T AQC R T AT AR L
P Bk, Waters ACQUITY UPLCO BEH Cig 8 % 4
(2.1 mmX 100 mm, 1. 7 pm); F 34 A:100% AccQ. Tag
Ultra PEBLIE A WA ; 3 34 B: 7K/ AccQ. Tag Ultra ¥t )i
W B(90/10) s W B AH C:100% HPLC 7K s Wi sl D:100%
AccQ. Tag Ultra Yk B Bs Wit 2l AH B2 )7 VE B (I 3R 1) 5 3 2
0.7 mL/min; 5 AMG I P AC 260 nms AE TR 49 °C MR 1 L

k1 HEXRER
Table 1  Gradient elution procedures

B /min EBIAH A/ % FEHH B/ % B C/ % FEhHH D/ %

0. 00 2.0 0.0 98.0 0.0

0.29 2.0 0.0 98.0 0.0
5.49 9.0 80.0 11.0 0.0
7.10 8.0 15.6 57.9 18.5
7.30 8.0 15.6 57.9 18.5
7.69 7.8 0.0 70.9 21.3
7.99 4.0 0.0 36.3 59.7
8.59 4.0 0.0 36.3 59.7
8. 68 2.0 0.0 98.0 0.0
10. 20 2.0 0.0 98.0 0.0

PABR fit 1) £ PR IR ) 465 5 D6 1% 41 40 18T 2 1% 5 R AP AR 125
H, AN R AT A AL R 17 S TR TR R U VR
W 1 pL 3 A UPLC, 43 3 5% ) B8 B 0] 70 0 1 AR Ay AR
I3
1.3 EFREMFTE

BARE FR 2 WL IA L B B P T R SE R (essen-
tial amino acid, EAA) B Fh 2 B B 4% Lo b 22 3 AR 75
BOBEFRMEE . BA ERKAS /MR TEHAH (FAO/
WHO) i # (1 & I TR P43 bR HERE 5, 2 1 B8 77 M (E IF
UL T S IRARUE . A0 R R P 45 #Le R L R
2 bGfE R B BB IR R T AR R TS

PO
L3l EERMIMARGE A FAO/WHO 4 2 IR

PEA AR T B CE A 1 EAA M & LR LAY (ratio
of amino acid, RAA) % FE R b {l & % (ratio coelficient of a-
mino acid, RCAA) FI & £ R HL A 2 05 (score of ratio coeffi-
cient of amino acid, SRCAA), HEME AP A FEM]R & 5.
RAARCAA SRCAA R4 (1) ~ (5.

P, :%f 38
.

Py — HREAPFRARR T mg/g « EE;
Sa—HER P RARERN S 2 meg/g TE;

Sp—HER P EASE, %,

RAA=1;)—T 2
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eGP
Py — PR 3 EAA # 0t me/g + B 1
Ps——WHO/FAO #5 i & AL P X B EAA & &,

=

mg/g « HHE.
RCAA — RAA (3)
RAA
SRCAA = 100 X [1—
n=_8
. > (RCAA, — RCAA)’
L [= )
RCAA n—1 ]

Hih RAA il RCAA #3235 1. £ W% EAA 5 WHO/
FAO #8200 #3350 . RCAA> 1, I %A EAA HI %t
s RCAA<TT, R WZF EAA AX A s RCAA fie /N
M — PR & 3L R (first limited amino acid, FLAA),
SRCAA{H 5 100 4% ¥ . £ 97 4 5 8 35 0 (8 A X 8 s s
Z .SRCAA /], ﬁxf%#?%mﬁ/rﬁﬁﬂm el
1.3.2 HOR S M Lance JF B 3k . IR 35 FF PE A AR
hH p B Iﬁa“‘éﬁ%?ﬁﬁ"ﬁ%“ﬁﬁ.?wﬁ p 4 Lance 25 i) fig
—A~ a5 n AFES T DI K p 4t Lance 23 A P n A
) \al_HTﬁH—“ﬁ\#uulﬂﬁ’J}”ﬁﬁﬁF Al A1 Lance ¥ 85 347 50
o,

B U N FEITNEE R W U=
TRV TSI I IS - LRTIRPY &) AVE Y - & N 1)
EMBPBOREE E EEIE LA, T

ARG w R — A P (u) = (g sty st 5o s
wis) s (1=1,2,3,-+.12), HHH 8 LRI H KRR w Y
8 FPEAA F it (mg/g » H ). L FAO/WHO #f 77 & 3
R NS W P(a) = (arsassaz» - as) = (40,70,
55,35,60,40,50,10) ,a;sas»ass . as KA 3 52 4 B
(TNle) \ 22 A MR (Lew) (M A M2 (Lys) . & & 1% + e & % (Met +
Cys) KR &M + #E 2 % (Phe+ Tyr)  # 2# (Thr) . 4 & &
(VaD M58 (Trp) B & & (mg/g » AT . FFIPEE w
B EAA #5305 FAO/WHO % 2 B br i 852 5 o /9 0 31 )%
(close degree)U(a,u) R (5, U MEE 1 MG, £
ﬁﬁﬁﬁa'ﬁﬂﬁﬁaﬂﬂﬁ{u,E‘ﬁ‘%m{mﬁxﬁ@%

ul,u?yugqllr19u37u{y’u77

Ulavu) — 1— 2 ‘“*lu:i ' (5)
K
C—H 8. HHL0.09. 1 45 %T[O ljrlﬂm
B, 1<<k<8;
wi 80 NRETEERSERIEE £ P EAA B & . mg/g -
ﬁEA?lékgge
2 HR5nWr
2.1 BETEEBRERSSE

L7 P @& 2R IR AR 5 M T P 4% %] D 2 4
B3 LA 1.2, gl T v a5 i A 4 R %
30

21 UPLC %
FEWE 2,

e
19
(=)

S
o
(=]

G R
Absorbance/AU
=)
>

0.00
1 2 3 4 5 ‘ 7 8
]
Time/min
1. AMQ 2. NH; 3. His 4. Ser 5. Arg 6. Gly 7. Asp 8. Glu
9. Thr 10. Ala 11. Pro 12. Deriv Peak 13. Cys 14. Lys
15. Tyr 16. Met 17. Val 18. Ile 19. Leu 20. Phe
A1 17 #ARERREF ARG UPLC 5 47# B
Figure 1 Chromatographic separation of the 17
amino acid solution
0.30
=020
2
R E
=+ 0.10
= 0.00
L L L L L L L
1 2 3 4 5 7 ‘8
HsJ ]
Time/min
1. AMQ 2. NH; 3. His 4. Ser 5. Arg 6. Gly 7. Asp 8. Glu
9. Thr 10. Ala 11. Pro 12. Deriv Peak 13. Cys 14. Lys
15. Tyr 16. Met 17. Val 18. Ile 19. Leu 20. Phe
B2 #AEFF 174 RARG UPLC 547 # B

Figure 2 Chromatogram of 17 kinds of amino acids

in dried osmund

H 1.2 AT 17 Fh s BERR 7E 8. 20 min N 1 REAS B4R
br i s B B TR R G AR S A K U 0 I AR E

F2WRHETPRRHEASTRERNA2.0940.18) %, 2
— e B LRE R T LS (R 6), ’**“**T-EP“ 18 g
FR . H EAA RS54, A B & 13k 697. 93 mg/g « i
HE. 2 EAA/TAA J 0.45, 2 EAA/E NEAA 3} 0. 83,
T FAO/WHO #ef# BUAE R (H R A AR . 2 EAA/TAA
7 0.4,2 EAA/2 NEAA 0.6,

D RCRESE TR 2 AR i R HL IR 0T 5 B 0 5 1 R TR
A BT NAK AR BE A AT A HAE— B Y MR Y b & &

L4 dE Arg.Gly, Asp.Glu, Lys, Tyr, Met, Leu, Phe 9 ff &

g, T%’EFEP 9 PG R A FAR 7 4. & | oM 53. 98 mg/g
THE, EREERGEMN63.97% ., AHFHEAELBR. I8 EF

%WJ%%E@?»@% Phe.Tyr. Trp 3 . fl3% 17 K A 2 ]
710,51 mg/g T . AR M A1 12,460,
2.2 MREIKBEBRSN

FIEM R E TR R IRY T 78 1 RO R
BRI E AR AR A R R R B R ] o o
BE R RTGR 4 4. b R E IR R T A B IR TE A
WK 49y J5 ) T 4R ) S “fmuﬂﬁi%ﬂﬂﬂ’ﬂ% » 5 TR RS A
WA IR B R IR O N B R RS T R P R R
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Table 2 Contents and composition of amino acids

in dried osmund

B ] /min b IR i/ P 28 PV RIERR 7 It/

RILBMPNA —
FREE RES (mgeg ! «DW)  (mgeg !« Protein)

His 2.327  2.329 1.74 14. 39
Ser 3.270 3.265 4.97 41.11
Arg® 3.444  3.443 6.33 52.36
Gly*# 3.593  3.589 1.68 38.71
Asp?® 3.982  3.979 6.66 55. 09
Glu* 4,505 4.499 13.58 112. 32
Thr* 4.885 4.882 4.77 39.45
Ala 5.290 5.288 1. 28 35. 40
Pro 5.906 5.907 3.94 32.59
CysA 6.918 6.920 1.93 15. 96
Lys*# 6.989 7.000 4.99 41.27
TyrA## 7.082 7.090 3.97 32.84
Met* # 7.204 7.209 1.57 12.99
Val* 7.311 7.320 4,43 36. 64
Tle* 7.920 7.934 3.45 28. 54
Leu* = 7.996 8.010 6.55 54.18
Phe* # 8.112 8.127 5.65 16.73
Trp** — — 0. 89 7.36
TAA 84.38  697.93
SEAA 38. 20 315.96
S NEAA 46.18 381. 97
SEAA/TAA 0.45
S EAA/XNEAA 0.83

Toow. DA A KFLHEEIER; 5. AR %, I

TR AL TAA, SR NEAA, 05 & L0 HE A
A (12.09+0.18) %,

ORI - HE U8 B A AT T R A T R BT
oo ATBR 2R R B AT FR IR B9 iR L A 0L R 5 5 IR Ok L ] I
it 5 5 A 2 3 R T 10 D 2 300 P RO R
T o S R R R o R R B R 46. 1500, dm iy Ty
R R IR 5 i (L 3D T 6 i R 2 R Y AL LE I D RE T
Tyl i 5% 5 R DR TR AR Y R R RGN

R3 WEXTHIEREEERNSE

Table 3 Contents of main taste amino acids in dried osmund

R 2 A R 2 01
(Asp+Glu)

& /(mgeg™ ' - DW) Fio%/ %

20. 24 23.99

IR 2 5L R
(Gly+Ser+Thr-+Ala)

18.70 22.16

R S B R
(His+ Trp+Phe+1Ile+ Lew

18. 28 21.66

2.3 REBLERIGETNM

R (2) ~ (D F R E [ P 4 EAA 1) RAA,
RCAA I SRCAA .3 5 11 FhEE 38 01 SRCAA #4T 1L
BOLERANGR 45 R B A 5 Fh AR EAA 2 5F 4,
H LB 35 45, RCAA (H 3 76 1 2247, SRCAA g 75. 54, 5
WHO/FAO $035% (100) A8 330 U W EAA 78 2 5 R A4
S 77 T DT RRE R R AL B R . FE & B EAA
9 — BRI Z AR (FLAA) iy B2 AR . B3 SRCAA 5T
R ST v 1 LA R PR B 3
2.4 PAREHRIR B R TR

MG 4.5 U8, 4ie 30 (5) 11 58 7] A5 45 145 W 58 26 A Al
Xt F FAO/WHO H#E 7 B B A By WG B2, 45 R R 6. /i
& 6T+ B3 B R 6T AR o B I W B D 0. 911 3,
IR T 1, 557 SRR 8 AR 2L e T O R 32 5 BB T RLE
F 2 s B T 3R 1 8 FR I (A X 3

*4 BWETF EAAERKS FAO/WHO FRA#ER I b &%

Table 4 Respective ratios of essential amino acids of dried osmund relative to FAO/WHO pattern

Do EE R R FAOIWHO AR RAA RCAA SRCAA
/(mg + g~ ! « Protein) /(mg « g~ ! « Protein)

Ile 28. 54 40 0.71 0.83

Leu 54,18 70 0.77 0. 90

Thr 39,45 40 0.99 1.15

Val 36. 64 50 0.73 0. 86 75.54
Met+Cys 28. 95 35 0.83 0.97

Phe+ Tyr 79.57 60 1.33 1.55

Lys 41. 27 55 0.75 0. 88

Trp 7.36 10 0.74 0. 86
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Table 5 The score of ratio coefficient of amino acid of contrast species
DB IR &/ (mg » g ! » Protein)
Xf BB SRCAA
Ile Leu Thr Val Met+Cys Phe+Tyr Lys Trp
P 20. 45 64.09 30.91 38. 64 7.73 53.18 43.18 21.82 34.94
3 45. 56 73.33 47.22 58.33 9.44 68. 33 57.78 13. 33 68. 87
3 55.71 93.93 43.93 81.43 14. 29 116.79 68.93 12.50 65.63
& 30. 00 48. 46 29.23 40. 77 11.15 149. 23 43.46 13. 85 32.85
Hi3E 24. 67 34.00 34. 67 35.33 12.67 46. 00 35.33 13. 33 59. 50
B 22.00 30. 00 25.00 36.00 18. 00 38. 00 25.00 14. 00 53.11
ke 20. 00 36.43 25.71 29. 29 23.57 34. 29 34. 29 10. 00 75. 46
g 34.71 65. 88 37.65 42.94 28. 24 88. 24 55. 88 0. 00 52.96
= 38.95 66. 32 42.63 53.68 25.79 75.26 58.42 12.63 83.76
1125 38.95 60. 00 28.42 33. 68 24. 21 52.11 32.11 14.74 67.14
VEA 29.09 44.55 25.45 40. 00 26. 36 58.18 40.91 13. 64 71.00
T 3R rhonS MR SE B h sckC26 I L27 1 I A 250 (D ~ (DO Fifg
*6 FEIGEEQEMFEESEANMEET 3 Atsushi N. Plant constituents biologically active to insects. VI.
Table 6 Close degree of proteins between dried osmund antifeedants for larvae of the yellow butterfly, euremahecabe
and contrast species mandarina in osmunda japonica[ J]. Chem. Pharm Bull, 1990, 38
(10): 2 862~2 865.
RT3 5% &rm W RE || Fr P BE 3% RER W 3T B 4 FWEDy. AER SRR X R0I] EhRILB#EE, 2013,
/Y% /%
40(1); 28~31.
FORCE) 1200 09N B 10008006 s e . T R AR R D], S IR
P 2.20 0.836 7 s 1.70 0.863 8 T8, 1998(8): 16~17.
R 180 0.9050 1) i .90 0.9534 6 EIHR. B, ST OB SRR R R S R
i 2.80 0.859 5 ITE2) 1.90 0.895 5 1995, 4(2): 63~64.
(=2 2. 60 0.837 7 WA 1.10 0.894 6 7 M. BB, T B AR SR 0 E IR N 00 B 5 AR
B0 1.50 0.839 1 RE2 1. 40 0.924 2 (7). &dhBh, 2011, 32(23) . 297~300.

Tk BB S 1 B+ ok 1 SCHR[ 26T

3 &5

TET & 18 PSR, EAA Fh 2855 4, BLE LM & it
1 697.93 mg/g « BB, > EAA/TAA 3 0.45,> EAA/
> NEAA % 0. 83,5 T FAO/WHO #fi: 75 ¥ AR 2 1 5 19 A% 1k
BT PR A& 12.09% A0 2 T — S it £ 55 38 5 (1 i
ERJLET IR, SEekE IR TR E R Y & R A SR
B2y 30 A 36 R Ay ) o a3k R OB R 9 23.99%, 22, 1604,
12.46%,63.97% , #=E T & EAA Vi 1k R 4F, 5 FAO/
WHO FRUER G 3, 7645 EAA . FLAA S RZE AR
ARG TR T JERE RGN S B T
AL IT & R T — e PSR I . 7EBL SRR b, ATAR
IR B A T B2 B SR IS O B R — 2 )
REPETR IR 704 48 i 5 R 3 & SR 1 8 F= (85 03 b
7] 3 — 5 BT E SR 5 AR R R 25 (8 22 18] 9 26
F IR PR SR IR 255 R A (8L

S % Xk
BT, e, Sedtih. IR L L ZMersl)]. R
5%, 2007, 28(10); 116~119.
2 JHSCHE . ARl WA, S BB A T E KRR T A
HItEALlT]. &S S HU, 2013, 29(6): 216~219.
32

8 REHEE, TWEDC, WARKW . . AT AT AR kA A I R o A T E
B AL, sk, 2006, 18(6) . 789~793.

9 JelBz. AEHEIE . . B RO — R IR 1k I A Sl 21
SUh il Rk AR s B R LT, A S AL, 2007, 23(6):
90~92.

10 Shimbo K. Oonuki T, Yahashi A, et al. Pre-column derivatiza-
tion reagents for high-speed analysis of amines and amino acids
in biological fluid using liquid chromatography/electro spray ion-
ization tandem mass spectrometry [ J]. Rapid Commun Mass
Spectrom, 2009, 23(10): 1 483~1 492.

11  Shimbo K, Yahashi A, Hirayama K, et al. Multifunctional and
highly sensitive precolumn reagents for amino acids in liquid
chromatography/tandem masss pectrometry[ J]. Anal. Chem. ,
2009, 81(13): 5 172~5 179.

12 Steven A Cohen. Amino acid analysis using pre-column derivat-
ization with 6-amino quinolyl-N-hydroxy succinimidyl carbamate
[J]. Methods in Molecular Biology, 2003(211); 143~154.

13 Wang Xian-huo, Chen Xiang, Chen Li-juan, et al. Optimizing
high-performance liquid chromatography method for quantifica-
tion of glucosamine using 6-amino quinolyl-N-hydroxysuccinimi-
dyl carbamate derivatization in rat plasma: application to a phar-
macokinetic study [ J]. Biomed Chromatogr, 2008, 22 (11);
1265~1 271.
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2.6 FHLIEEEF SOD &M%

SOD i PEELLYEH SR T 5 P T+ o d o B LR i P 3 57
FHELIEM 2596 FEEFR55 6~8 K KBl Wl 2 (1 6), SOD
R R TR X2 — 4> 52 % B S i R v 4 2% 7 R 28 8 2 52 i )
SOD Fy i 14 1T RE By 1 D't 11 D8 S 047 1 v B ik ) D0 e £ 1 A8
S A B AL BRI TG PSR 2R SR R A

3 e
AT I A FT T 6 5 X R 2T B A A K R R R Y
350 %

1
[ e

[N
W
T

—
W

HELL R S 5
Red yeast oil content/%

[NV}

2 4 6 8 10
B R In]
Incubation time/d

B 5 RSB A YR

Figure 5 Effect of light quality on the oil content in

red yeast strain

o
(=
=

[
R

K21 I EESO DY 1

Red yeast SOD activity/(U * mg™')

2 4 6

8 10
e |

Incubation time/d
B 6 kRt scBEE SOD & M6 % va
Figure 6 Effect of light quality on r. glutinis SOD activity

RO SR T TR I 0 B R A O T LG ROR b L HAE
BN R 32 A 1 T T U R B O AR
AT BB 5 I O DK S T R A A M B B A . SR
A i A PR 5 T )RR 21 I R A 7 S A T L S
N SEA P, 58 42 Al DUTE B 3R I 5] A L0065 — 2 4L
A LA 5 R v B 3R A L RER B R R AR

LG R MR R SRR . TELLE IS T 2 @5 ATP
PRI AN S K R R . H T LG IR T A
O 2 N T I R YA YT - 7T DL B 5 10 A0 1 AT A
HE A AR E AT BB T L O BT T A B B S L
Ao AR SR TT TSN T R B 8 7 18 B9 25 1L (EAR OG i 1 T
HLEE A B AAAE R B i 5 25— 25 HBIF 5« [ I 't 50 B0 400 i
TR 0 22 200 B AR 22 T R R B L I/ TR AR TR 9 N e A K 2
B IR TE LS W RE 2 R T 5 I S & o
T AR SR A AR P AR
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