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1 OE: AR LBRRFEE 15 M, BFR T MR K4 B2 (salicylic acid , SA)iZ FF 2+ 100 mmol/L NaCl #
T NERFHE G ERG YR, FARERER: AT, Bib%Z SA ZFAHERL KZ SAFHM, D24
A K2R A IR, T 8#E 2 FTHE; 0.1 mmol/L 0.2 mmol/L #= 0.3 mmol/L SA A& iz 4¥3) it B % % i
NaCl it sty & 40 w5 A& ¥ 9 474], 2+ 0.2 mmol/L SA & iZ A TR I 2R & 4F, 5%, 0.2 mmol/L SA iZ
FroT B FA & T D EAT B- RN B SR Rk R ok, 5 RE SA ZA e &b E 4G ARk,
0.2 mmol/L SA iZFh e 3 it ) & 2h G Hdkeh T S8 F R F I, 408 RN Na' B A%, K 484 K'/Na' 1t
R FR S, Rat, D EZ 4% et b P A A ALY B AL B (superoxide dismutase, SOD) . 1T A4k 2.5 (catalase, CAT) .
L%&%%ﬂﬁ@(peromdase POD)#E I 3, w1 —BE(MDA) &0 B F AR w3, SA Z A4 A R &
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Effects of Seed Pre—soaking with Salicylic Acid on Seed

Germination and Seedling Growth of Wheat under Salt Stress
LIU Ya—-dong, ZHANG Chang—feng"

(Shandong Institute of Commerce and Technology, Jinan 250103, Shandong, China)

Abstract: Seeds of Triticum aestivum L. (LM 15), a salt-sensitive wheat cultivar, were pre—soaked with salicylic
acid (SA) to examine the effect of SA pretreatment on the germination and seedlings growth under 100 mmol/L
NaCl. The results showed that, whether the seeds were pre—soaked with SA or not, the growth of wheat
seedlings was significantly inhibited under salt stress and the seedling fresh weight (FW) or dry weight (DW)
was dropped notably. However, 0.1 mmol/L, 0.2 mmol/L. and 0.3 mmol/L. SA pre-soaking significantly allevi—
ated the growth inhibition of wheat seedlings under NaCl stress, and 0.2 mmol/L. SA pre—soaking gave rise to
the best alleviative effect. In the experiment, 0.2 mmol/LL SA pre—soaking significantly alleviated the S—amy—
lase activity and imbibition rate of wheat seeds under salt stress. In addition, wheat seedlings that seeds were
pre—soaked with 0.2 mmol/L. SA had more FW and DW, lower Na* concentration, higher K* concentration
and K*/Na* ratio, higher activities of SOD, CAT and POD along with lower MDA content of leaves. These re—
sults indicated that seeds pre—soaking with SA increased salt-tolerance of wheat seedlings by maintaining a
higher K*/Na* ratio, enhancing SOD, CAT and POD activities and reducing the degree of membrane lipid
peroxidation.
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Fhm 3 AR )z, I H kR A
HER AL A Y2 AF R A5, L3R 35t
A H g DR, J B2 1R E RO Y TR

KGR (salicylic acid, SAWE R —Fh A% N T3
FSWIBT, AL T B RIS s
HAAEHI VA S A S A FRAE ALl 72, T R 9 A
Py sty T RAT —E A 2 XU 4E S Rk
PUAMIE SA RE 25 s R Wi T BIFP 1Y & 2
Rk, PEIE AR R A A AT T SR R SR
SA b PHRTSE o PR A A Al A PR R R
GERYIEVERG ML & I Y B ROk SEh
Fo AP, SA BT LA G i e i IR
A R 3B A L DO ek IR VA (Y A = o)
SESR LAMIR SA BT LU i $ s Eh i T /N A R
TIRZFL A oo 53 Tt S5 il ) 5 P DA K R VA M A 1
JEE A AT A PR A0 S R R RN AT R R, (H
SA X #h A T /N 4 B A R R AT M B S
AR LA RIE o B 42 15 (Triticum aestivum 1.)
SRR R, 100 mmol/L NaCl 3ERE 24 il 1L
P B A, AR SR LI 15 RPEL DFFEAME
SA 2t NaCl JHirift B /INZE 4 A 4 S S A B
A AR RS2, BRI SA /N G v T R 1Y)
KR, WA I T SA SR FE PR 505
FRALIISARAE o

1 #MEFIT*

1.1 SEIEHR

INZZ USRI ZZ 15 (Triticum aestivum 1.)
RN L AR RO B =B d it

S T AT NaCl,HgCL TCA (B QL b %
PR A5 15 DT 24 B A iR AT R w 3K
12 SRWHE
1.2.1 #5632

Pt KN — S AR H IO RHE By /N2
FhF, JEH 0.19%1 HeCl, 7 5 10 min, FFAH 255
FIKMGREOR, SRJ5 3 e 25 85 1K LA SR oy
0.1 mmol/L..0.2 mmol/L. 1 0.3 mmol/L. SA & T
XN RIF A IR P AL I 12 ho $F—F8 50 25
B K EF RN R B R T A )2 8 AR
%9 em HNA 1/5 Hoagland & 37 W A4 55 F= 1L
Hh, AR X BRZH (Control); 575 —3B43 25 B F/KIZ Fh
R FR THA T2 U848 BN 9 em (AN
A 100 mmol/L. NaCl 19 1/5 Hoagland BRI SR
ML.A, YE5 NaCl Zb¥E2H: F 0.1 mmol/L.0.2 mmol/L

F1°0.3 mmol/L SA ¥R A 430l 15 77 T4l
HHPZIELE  HAE N 9 em N A HITA 100 mmol/L
NaCl 19 1/5 Hoagland & 37K B9 K55 ML, 4304
7 NaCl40.1 SA \NaCl+0.2 SA 1 NaCl+0.3 SA #b
M, A 3AERE, BAER 20 BN
T BB FRMBAE 25 °C, YERERFIAN 12 h/d, Y658
24 600 pmol/(m?s) IR ZE N KGR, 7 d Ja e A ¢
A PSR
122 #FHLK

HRAE 778 1.2.1 XL /N2 Fp 76470
A3 SR S5 A3 AE 25 B 17K 0.2 mmol/L SA ¥R
HX N R P TR R TALEE 12 he S —F50
F B FIKERIR /N T35 55 T8GR Z 84K
HEN 9 em HINA 1/5 Hoagland & F7 W 0 15 557
LA, AR R X%F BEEH (Control); 75— 25 85 /K2
PR R85 25 TR 20840 HAR N 9 em A
Jin A 100 mmol/L. NaCl ) 1/5 Hoagland & 77 i i)
B3R MA, 4E4 NaCl AEFEZ; A 0.2 mmol/L SA ¥
WR PRI 5535 FHA 2 U0 52N 9 em,
A MILA 100 mmol/L NaCl 9 1/5 Hoagland & F57K
B3 FRIL, V6K NaCl+0.2 SA ZbFRZH | AN ib B
3IANEE, BAEER 20 hi/NEF T KR N
25 °C, YEIREF ] A 12 h/d, J638E R 600 wmol/(m?-s)
W NG SR, BRGETHR 71 & 2880, T4
BT & 2 R ZFFREORTE J146 48

W & R=(1E 8 & 2R R B R 7 R 85
100%; K 3850 Gi=2(Gi/Dr), Gt NAE t H K2
B, De AR K ZE H B 16 J1HE 5L Vi=SxGi, S
S R T Y fif o
1.2.3  FrFeRUkig Fagm] 2

Pk I/ IN— 2 AR H G RE /N
B, e 0.1%19 HeCl, 18 10 min, FEFH 55
TR PR, SRJ5 53 IHE 258 7K 0.2 mmol/L
SA W X /N R A TR A AL R 12 h, W
SEF T IR R, K HOR = (- E )T
Hx100% .
1.2.4 T ikbEegn g

PRI 1.0 g B & BY/NE R 0T INA 2 mL
FRIRK RN/ Jeib MR v, WIS ST K e
AL (UK, SR 6 mL 2818 /K whr ki ak
I ABLE T FERBURAEZE R T HCE 20 min,
SRl ZhBOR LA SR 4 HE G BE R0 8 000 g
4 CEL 10 min, FH¥ EIFREEA 50 mL 258
o, FZRIBKEZS, 35, BEm iR, AR5
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Z:2% T S SE O i, SR A KA R )
FE VER AT 1
125 Na' K'&Sanl e

OB e /N I AR, TG 25 8 F oK o
UE 3K, SRJE K AR T SR K 4y o A BIRR
B 0.5 g B i 5 AR AR i AR
FETK, WhKIE 6 h, Bk KSR ORI 258 5o e
% 25 mL, FKIEGEETHRI Nat K& 1t .
1.2.6 T #EagmE

W5/ N2 Ly K 5 LA B s PR W 7K 4
W T RIIK S, 7 BIFR LA (fresh weight, FW),
SRIGHEFESL BT 105 CHEFE TP R 20 min, FH%
2 65 CHUAE T EH E, /53T 5 (dry weight,
DW).

1.2.7 AZB(MDA)A 2 &Nl &

B 0.3 g /NEMF TR A, A 3
WA & 1 mL 0.1% TCA #FEE, F5 /1 1.5 mL 0.1%
TCA 53 PO IR HEA T op Bk, A i A A8
B 2.5 mL 0.5% MR F 2R i A T,
TRAT; PRSI /KIE 2 10 min (MIRAER
T B TR, SRIG S 2R K R
RHIZI5, 3 000 r/min .0 15 min, Wl FFH AR,
IR AN O EE TR IAE 532 nm 600 nm 4
IR, THEAZATT: MDA 7% & (mmol/g FW)=
AAXNIA55xW) o HAA N Ago Tl Ay 225, N K
IR EAARRL, W ORI M R B (), 155 R
1 mmol —HUJI(FUW )7 532 nm RIS AL
1.2.8 HEMERE RGN

BB A B (superoxide dismutase, SOD) .
1o Sk A il (catalase, CAT). 1 4k W) il (peroxi—
dase, POD)f M At 2 RETE T8 AU 7 vk o FRE
0.5 g /NEEIT R, BYRE AT I WFER R, AR
EREIR S v (pH 7.8) R/ A Jetth, FEVK LS
WA . BRGSO, 10 000 t/min 2.0
20 min, ¥ FIERERE 25 mL KRR, H
T SOD F1 POD JHVERINE .

FREL 0.5 g /NFE M B, BTRETICA T 1 BiF
Hh, IG5 BER 52 v (pH. 7.8) Fl /b it A B,
FEVK DR 510, A 2 25 mL, IRG 51T
5 CUKFETFHEE 10 min, SRJFHCEEH ABOE
H1, 4 000 v/min Z5.0 15 min, 4 _F 15 KR TE,
FHT CAT BRI AE
1.3 #HEBSHH

K SPSS 16.0 A X 52 35 B A 7 X 5K

ZH A, B R YIE AR 2 (v£s), DA P<0.05
NS

2 &R

2.1 SN SA XtEREME T/NELE E KN

M 1 ATLAE H, 100 mmol/L NaCl /™ g4k
T/NERE AR . PG T R, NaCl
b B ZH rh N FE SRR I R T B Y R R,
TR H K 75.51%F0 73.02%, 1 0.1 mmol/L.,
0.2 mmol/L F1 0.3 mmol/L. SA ¥ R 75 4b 38 0] i 78
—ERREE I B R XNz Al AR
Tl (K 2)o NaCl+0.1 SA \NaCl+0.2 SA #1 NaCl+
0.3 SA ZbBRIEA4T /N Bk 1y i 24331 SRy %o B
ZH 1Y 35.13% 46.94%F1 42.21%, T 43 51| %f IR
ZH1Y 38.21% .49.22%F1 42.84%, HA L 0.2 mmol/L
SA 2 Kb PR L fif kb 38 P RCR B b, ok
0.2 mmol/L. SA 1A 5 225256 i Ab BV i

NaCl

NaCHO3SA  NaCH02SA NaCl+01SA

Control

1 SA ZMtERME T NESE E KN ERIER
Fig.1 Wheat seed pre—soaking with SA alleviates growth
inhibition of wheat seedlings under salt stress
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Fig.2 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with exogenous
SA on FW (A) and DW (B) under salt stress

The figure shows the fresh weight and dry weight of individ-
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ual plants, values are the x+s (n=30). Different letters (a, b,

¢, d, e) represent significant difference at P<0.05.
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2.2 HNIE SA 3FEREME T/MNEF T A BRI
M 3 B LIF H%, 100 mmol/L NaCl fii/N&
FIFA8 & 2% R SFFEBORINE TP 550 2T B, 1M
0.2 mmol/L SA J=2F b F I i\ 3 5% fi# NaCl X /)N
RN R ATRIE R . SR SA AL ER
38 T /N R AR EE, 0.2 mmol/L SA 3= FhAb B
fHER A T/ NEFIF 1R R R SRR RN T8

B T 54.87%.63.27% .52.14%
S 120 .
T 100+ b
£ 80+ )
£ 601 H
£ 407
g
E 201
&) 0 T T 1
Control NaCl+0.2 SA NaCl
12+ ‘ (A)
5 i
E 10 b
= 87 L
S
Z 6 ¢
£ L
g 4
S 2
0 1
Control NaCI+OZSA NaCl
0.035
_ 0.030
£ 0.025
f 0.020
5

& 0.015
= 0.010
0.005

0

Control NaCl+02 SA NaCl

3 SA E#hxiih HﬂLT/J\%%H’—aaZiE(A) EHFIEH
(B)FNiE FHEH(C)RIF M

B F H A H T AL AT R £ (n=5),
KFEZFRH,

Fig.3 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with exogenous

RE FH R T P<0.05

SA on germination rate (A), germination index (B) and
vigor index (C) under salt stress
Values are the x+s (n=5). Different letters (a, b, ¢) represent

significant difference at P<0.05.
2.3 SMIE SA XFEhRRME T/NEFFHIE R EEE
Eap=Al
M 4 F AT LLE Y, 100 mmol/L NaCl i 2%
R T /N R a—TE K3 AT B—VE 93 il 114 3% e o
HE SR, 0.2 mmol/L SA It £ ihia T /22
Fh b o—TE A Bl P T35 1 A B S 5w (1] 4A), 5
AR T BTk BTG TR, i B-TE R B Y T
PR T 19.53% (& 4B).
24 SNIE SA XFEhEME T/ INEFH T IR AR ZR A R0
100 mmol/L, NaCl fifi 7Nz Bl 1t W fik: 3 46 1

ZFF%, T 0.2 mmol/L. SA ‘Eﬁlﬂﬁ"] R E TN
i8R 2N BT KR (B 5). SR SA i

AL PR ER e N R A EE, 0.2 mmol/L SA i
Tl Aol O ik R R T 12.86%6

—~ 607
B a
= EH 50+ T
2 ¥ 40 IT) b
8 = .
% g 30
—_ ) .
= z 20
fE 109
3 =
By T T
=S Control NaCl+0.2 SA NaCl
(A)
g 600+ ;71
T 5 5001 b
B ® ¢
% TE 400_ I
% ;.:) 3007
= % 200+
E =
T E 100+
AR
£ Control  'NaCl+02 SA'  NaCl

B)
4 SA BHMITEMNE TNEMFH a-EHEEEA)
N g MERIE 1 (B) I RENT
B o $E A AR £ (n=5), R FH R TE P<0.05K
FLEFEE
Fig.4 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with exogenous
SA on a—amylase activity (A) and S—amylase activity (B)
of wheat seeds under salt stress
Values are the x#s (n=5). Different letters (a, b, ¢) represent
significant difference at P<0.05.
60
< 50 g b
40 1 )
30
20
10 1

Imbibition rale/(%)

Control  NaCl+02 SA' NaCl
5 SARFhITEREE T/NE T IR BGE Z R0
B b HAE  F AL AT R £ (n=5), R B FEATE P<0.05
KFEEFEH,
Fig.5 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with exogenous
SA on imbibition rate under salt stress
Values are the xs (n=5). Different letters (a, b,
significant difference at P<0.05.

25 SNESANEHEEFESENTIT

ME 6A AT LI H, 100 mmol/L NaCl 4bFH 4%
FF, /AN R AR B Y Nat B i B 3 T, i
SA 1A FAL FERE i 2 A/ N A2 i R FAR ¥ Nat
i, & 6B £ B 100 mmol/L NaCl {8 /N42 i H-Fil
FRFR Y K55 2 3% T % 5800 100 mmol/L
NaCl ZbBREHAH ., SA 32 F 1 Ak B RE A (2 35 2
MR AR R ) K i BRI, R a2 i 25 R
INFE T ML R Y K/NatFUAE, T SA 2 Rhib 33
AT DL B R Iha T /N i R AR H Y K/Na®

¢) represent
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S04
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5 &
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Leaf Root
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M Control ONaCl+0.2 SA ENaCl

c
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(mmol - g™ FW)

4.0

L
o o

K*/Na* ratio

—
(=]

©
B 6 SARFXEHAET/MELESH Na* (A).K* (B)FA
K*/Na*tL B (C) B2 M
B b HAE h F AL AT R £ (n=5), B FH AT P<0.05
KFEEZFRHE,
Fig.6 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with SA on
Na* (A), K* (B) and K*/Na* ratio (C) under salt stress
Values are the x+s (n=5). Different letters (a, b,
significant difference at P<0.05.

2.6 4ME SA XH/NEMF R MDA SE2HM
MDA 2 A 478 396 5% 38 A 2o 404k 1)
Wy, LB i AT AR WA 85 A T A 32
1 B FEREWI, AL 7 BT LAE Y, 100 mmol/L NaCl
Nz R MDA i 8 TR, T SA IR
TAh BERR 2 AR a2z i A ) MDA
i, ULAHAME SA B3 2 NaCl i xf /N2
Y EER
2.7 SN SA IH/INZER R i R4 EETE R RN
i S AL S (CAT) o S AL P Tl (POD) 11 4
AR 15 AR (SOD) 2 4 4 4% P B2 1) 33 42 4T ok
i, BEA RO BRAEDI R N ) B R SRR AR
100 mmol/L NaCl AbFEZ& T, /NAZ it Jy i CAT,
POD F1 SOD {5 PEHR i FEAK, 1 SA = A sk 21

¢) represent

AE 2 25 3R b W38 R /NEZ ik o CAT.POD F1
SOD #yiEPE(E 8).
3 itig

RIS — IR I A PR, XAEYIRY

E7 SARFhXEME T/NELHEIFH MDA 288
#m
B o 248 - a7 R £ (n=5), B FHETE P<0.05
KFELEFRE,
Fig.7 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with SA on MDA
content under salt stress
Values are the x+s (n=5). Different letters (a, b,
significant difference at P<0.05.
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n=2 05 l—'—‘
0

NaCl+0 2SA"  NaCl

Control

0.167

0.127
0.08
0.04+

Control NaCI+02 SA  NaCl |

CAT activity/
(mg HyO:*min™+ g™ FW)
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N3
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0 T T
NaCl+0.2 SA NaCl
©

B8 SA R EMIE T/NELEM FH SOD (A).
CAT (B)#1 POD (C)iE I ME

B P 3B A B AT £ (n=5), R FFHEATE P<0.05
KFEEZFRH,

Fig.8 Effects of wheat seed pre—soaking with SA on SOD
(A), CAT (B) and POD (C) activity under salt stress

Values are the x+s (n=5). Different letters (a, b, ¢) represent

significant difference at P<0.05.

AR RE VB A S A SRR %E
D)=l NI STER: S LS S S L7/ Ed B b sy gt 2 8
TR AR KT ZBIMHI GG, T A i A
%M%T:“‘ﬂo ABFFEH, 100 mmol/L NaCl &b FE A%

INE YK EIJED%ETFL'%J N A7 HE R 1 ff
E%ﬂ?iiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ@ ) Rkt BE AL 1) 24.499%F1
26.98% ([ 2) T SA =R THAL TR i 2 G2 13k
360 X6 /N T A A R SR A L ELAS TRk
(0.1 mmol/L 0.2 mmol/L F1 0.3 mmol/L){J SA 7£2%
fif kR AE T ZINZE Iy P A I A R TS AN A

POD activity/
(Ago*min™-g” FW)

1
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A, HrAr L 0.2 mmol/L SA J2 F i &b FH i) 9% i 4k
R dt.
X R Z MY, FhF B B R A T
JE A TP I BB 2 2 AN AR 2R A B B, 1T &)y i 44
U2 f o e 55 PR EHIAI 8 6 R ZEHR ORI T
RECETEM AT & 25 H R Te bR, R T Rk
TR R ZF R ST RNl a0, N 3
] LU H, SR SA IR F AL E A ER A R (1)
INEFPFAALE, 0.2 mmol/L SA JF b F {25 iy ia
ALY 3 RO W et GRS C PN
MR, BEHH SA R Rl AL B R 28 f% T NaCl X/
Tl R A EIVE A . EF R R, a-
TE A T B TE A7 T S5 il 25 T LK TE B [ A Sl /N o3
TR, X 28/ N F-HE 24 0 i T i PR
TUER, A BT AR 20 5 (32 a2 5, 185 o 241 e
(BB REII, Tk DL BLANE SA 7T LA
SRR =N ) ST NWANY /i a5 A By g3
TR %) 05 1 SR 1 e /1N 22 ol Wi A ) T BE L 4 A B
i, MRS R A B, 0.2 mmol/L SA = Fh
XFER A T /INE RN T - TE M Bl 06 M IR B
R, (IR RS T B-TE MBS I (K 4).
o~ VE A BT R T i LI, 1T B-TE A
T AR PEAE R R ) 25 B 3G 5m, SX i SA
XFER B8 T ER U RN G A2 15 Tl k22
VR 2 A W R0 3 3 46 = B K Il 1 3
PESZEL, MASRTER AWIHE L ER T a-TERmss
Mo TR AR RN R 1) = R Rz —,
A IAEE AP I ECTR S SR PIHI LG &2, A
& 5 AT LB H, 0.2 mmol/L SA J2-Fhid v] LA i 42
TR PP R i S 3 R Pl R A &
EINISIEROR T K 7/b e AL ik s Tk op 3% ) SUE
B TR ED, KB IERAE R LTEICR, M
o W BE Y Nat X A A w5 A, dedrdi i
B 1) KY/Na* EL B A Py i £RJE 5 E 2, ARHIT
FLER IR, 100 mmol/L NaCl ZbFREAT, /NNt
Jr FAR Y Nat s 34 8 TR, K% i &% K/Na*
FUAB 34 5 25 T % NaCl+SA AbFESETR, /N2t
R Na i 2 N, K9 i ) K/Na'lt
B 25 7t (K 6), DW] SA AT DLaE 48 R /N &2
Y AN ) K/Na* HE AR R 32 5 /I 22 401 1 i T 6
Pk, SRR XN G AR R A
ER ARSI, MY AN S PR AL T —
P8l 5 2 vh, (R AR 85 0 e 25 1F T, AP IA
WA S AW R, SEOBEAR S &k, JEimH

T ELERL K OEH DIRES 2, AWF5EH, 100 mmol/L
NaCl &b BR & F , /N2 4l it v SOD i 1k |
CAT F1 POD JEPEAR B 2 FEAIK, 1M MDA 5 & i 3
Thm (B 7.8) HEPIAR DY, 6 B 3 B EE
LWL BT AL R 55 (Asa . GSH 25) FIBHIE 1 481k &
4:(SOD .CAT . POD 45K 5e 1™, Weht A ik R4t
SR A DY o AT e — B4 I T AR PR R R,
SOD .CAT . .POD S5 AH B {pH, e [ 38 BRAR 4 74 Y
FREZ TG T4, WD BERE o Ak, ORI S, fifi
H 2 a2 055, SA VE AR N ) —Fh i
S0, W DL T POD . SOD 25471 4 Ak Bl Y
T P i ol 2 XoF 22 I SR AR 1 47 8
ASZHH, 100 mmol/L NaCl A3 454, SA 125
AE W& SOD .CAT F1 POD (75 ( 8), B4
Ml ARP ROS & i FHa, g i Ak, ff
MDA 2 B B AR (K 7), DEBH SA AT DU 32 5
ERIPNIE TR /INAE SRS A AR T R R /N 4 i
b,

ZE LR, FEER AT, AN R R AT
A Z B 2, NAEAAR N Nat & dit i 25 7,
RS EAL R, T SA IR AE % S Eh i
XF/NFERD P R NG A, X EERH T SA
BRI AT i 2 D BT A T A T 2 R K
R, BEA/INZ D Nat P i, B9 K% 3, fiff KY/Na*
FUAEL & 25 T s TRIA, SA AT fiEiE SOD .CAT Fl
POD SEHT S BHE P, (AR i AL R BERR A, 4k
RN E 5 P AEE M, e L AR A B 2 AR
TR E NN A AR D IVE T . SR, SA
R AE R T BRI A T /AN AR N Nat K9 it
DIPTSR BRG , A F P — R
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