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Generation of Polydactylous Mice Using ENU Mutagenesis and
Identification of the Mutant Gene
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Abstract ; Inherited dominant polydactylous mice ( Mus musculus ) was obtained by N-ethyl-N-nitrosourea
(ENU) mutagenesis. The mutant mice showed an extra digit on the anterior aspect of one hindlimb that varied
in phenotypic severity, and some mice had polydactyly phenotype in both hindlimbs. Alcian blue and alizarin
red staining indicated that there was no obvious abnormality of other skeletons in polydactylous heterozygotes
except an exira toe in the preaxial of hindlimbs. To determine the position of the mutant gene on the
chromosome, microsatellite markers were used to scan the whole genome of the N2 polydactylous mice, which
were obtained by back crossbreeding F1 ( C57BL/6] x DBA/2J) with C57BL/6]. Finally, the mutant gene
was located between D2mit45 and D2mitl84, and Alx4 gene was regarded as the candidate gene of the
polydactyly phenotype. Sequence analysis of Alx4 gene for polydactylous heterozygotes revealed an A/T
transversion mutation that resulted in an amino acid substitution at position 145 in the protein of a lysine codon
(K) by a stop (nonsense) codon.
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T 3 I fiF 3£ IR ( N-ethyl-N-nitrosourea,
ENU ) #5732 ] S 20 W) 0 & AR BEAL B0 B Ak
RAZ G LS e BR s TR R AR TR
PP AT IR AL, Tl AR ALY
AW, A H T T B AH T e B 828 HL
i, T RE A BB S

ARSI 2002 AFIFERAEAT ENU 542 T
PE, BHiC S # 6 B 5E 58 22 /) B ((Mus
musculus) 1 PP FLSFAL 228 /N, 1 i i LK
RGEAZ/INER 1 A T e 5 A2 /N 1 i
AR/ 1 B RS /N AT 1 A B/ B
1) 9 748 i PRL 3 A7 T RH I 1 % AR R A7 e
VeI I R R0 7 8 1 A, I
G IRAE /NG W 2 D RE AT T A SCRI T
P, A il ENU BB 23R4T — i 22 ik
GEARZR/IN B, SR FH A 21 357 -9 2R £ 4% 4 125 X )
Az Z2 BAT BREAT 1B R S UL,
PAGICTL R R B, B i 58 A ik (X 47
Pt (A AL, TR IR [ 2 Aled FETRI 58728 02
SIS Z HE ALY IS A

1 MESIHE

1.1 XWHYWREFEMHE ENU FHZEN
8~ 10 JA A K CSTBL/6J (B6) ¥ i 2% M fil
40 H,B6 MR 120 H; % {7 FH B6 J& DBA/2]
(D2) /MR T, N K22 g s 2 rp s 4
ft, S50 B 2 77 VR AT HIE : SCXK (75 ) 2007-
0001 , f# FHF AT HIE : SYXK ( 75 ) 2007-0005 , /)M K
IR S 5 N IR I #E (23 £2)°C,
TR HIAE 55% + 5% , F N IRIA R 12 b/
12 hIARE A 8, T R 705548 B[R] 2= 2 7
YT REA R T AR, 2% Co A, AR
BREROK, & W 4 58 B BRORE (B &R
HEE) o

1.2 USMERFA W S50 5 T S 5
s A7 PCR AU T8 [E Eppendorf 23
H 1Y 5331 BUFISE[E ABI 23 6] 11 Thermal Cycler
2720 AL HPKAL R b oS —AER T AR
DYY-6D 5 BE S AR R G2 Ak VL A E Y
INFINITY #E AR & 4t ; ENU I T SIGMA A

H] L N3385 ;51 4 K PCR 501 T | it
ATAYTERARAR, HAM K BWTF
TaKaRa( K% ) A R Al {H L : 10 mmol/L
Tris-Cl (pH 8. 0) ,100 mmol/L NaCl,10 mmol/L
EDTA (pH 8.0),0.5% SDS, % I AR 4%, Bl /K
s FEE Z 21 T Amresco, FoAth 357 #7843
Mratige,

1.3 ENU BT EMEFERT/IER(G1)
I B6 /N BRI s 7 5 ENU (100 mg/kg) , B
Ji—WKk , #ESE 3 JE I3 Yk, ENU H pH 6.0 11y
PR LR 2% vh IR PR L 5 o/ L ¥ TR, BRECER .
I BUFE 505 — Uk ENU AR BE S 9 J& 5[] 5 & )
FRBCAR , B FURE BRUBC [R] 5 R A MERR 3 1, T
FE M2 J N o BBk 3 B AR 5, & R ARV
Wl 385

1.4 RERBFERBEEANEN Xt
PR AT DL 6 B2 RK IRAR R B AT R 5
HMULZRAL T W 73 st 0 A2 548 /R (GL) | iy
FHREIE S A ARIF I 5 AR 24 B T/ IV B A Y
B6 /NEECAN , W I 5% A0/ B BRI R 3R
R P B AR S LR

1.5 PFI/RFE-HRALE LI BEZEA/)N
ST 25 1Y B6 /N BRI AT B 7R B -9 4 g
o, Yt ik 2% S0k ms R Bl . 3k )
A1 ~2 d BAFR, B 100% L EEALBE BN
Ik, 70°C 7K 30 s J5 R, FE T 100% L EER
W3 d, B R B (15 mg A 80 ml Z B5 Al
20 mlPKEERR ) YL, 12 h,100% £ B2 Vet %5
B 2% KOH H16 ~8 h(FESh FULEInl) , $E%E
£1.(50 mg/L, JH 2% KOH Pl ) 4t 3 ~5 h, &
2% KOH HiEH 3 h, H e,

1.6 #£5 DNA B9IREUK PCR B #f B6
AR /NS B AR Y D2 /N ERECFPAS 2 FLAR, PR
F1 AR R 52 B6 EAS i R1F2][ (B6 x D2)
F1 x B6 ] N2 X, $2 B A~ B AT 8 A8 e 71 N2 X
/N B DNA, R T K 16 i S 05
PRI PCR VAR Z A 25 pl: 10 x buffer
(% Mg>*)2.5 wl,dNTP(10 mmol/L)0.5 pl,5|
¥ F(50 pmol/L)0.3 pl, 5[4 R(50 pmol/L)
0.3 wl,DNA #£ 0.5 ul, Tag (5 U/pl) 1.0 ~
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1.5 U, s FE I i X% K 2= 25 pl, 48
PCR R J5 ¥ 838 A 1R KOl B H T )5 22
1.7 HMIEMRIBEE BEHEFWSMEDNR
L2 19 Wb e 4R Je X e e fk - e A —
Juta fR 1 Yo7 2 a5t A% B B A /L 40 R
(centimorgan, ¢M) , H7E B6 il D2 /N 8] 22 5+
F£10 bp LA L1y 44 AT E AR, 430k
DImit373 . DImit309, DImit511, D2mit369
D2mit58, D2mit456 . D3mit268 . D3mitd9 |
D3mitl47 . D4mit214, D4mitd2 . D5mit233,
D5mitl68 . D6mit274 . D6mit230, D6mit201 .
D7mit270 . D7mit281, D8mitd, D8mit211,
D9mit191 . D9mit212, D10mit213 . D10mit70 .
DI1mit20 . D11mit333, DI12mit285, D12mit99 .
DI3mit3, DI3mit9, DI14mit259 . DI14mitl65 .
DI5mitl11, D15mit245 . D16mit165 . D16mit70 .
D17mit66 . D17mit123 . D18mit53 . D18mit187 .
D19mit41 .D19mit137 .DXmit166 . DXmit130,
1.8 RTEBEMEBDN RAN EMEEL
e LW AT, AR TS
P34 DNA FE& KB 288 SR S TR 2
T, AT 2 AR R AR i HAEA R IR T B6
MR A EARA A 0 R AR
RUB RIS AT SRR T B6 5 D2 fill A FRiC A kR
AREREAS, KRR RK LOD {H (L FHxT
B ) 107 s 58 A8 L PR A /N RO e — e
fk b ARG R E 4 %N F 50% 1) LOD
B, 53 A .

| .
(n_nx.)'x' 0,1(1 _e)nfx
LOD = 1g -
no n
(n = 2) 1al 0.5

0%<1 _e)n—x

=]lg— 4
g O‘SH

n FnKHECH xS &AL BB, 0 ]
PIHLO ~0.5 [A] AT %5l , A& K LOD fH Ky
HE B 0 = x/n IFHY LOD {8 7 78 33 30 f5 KB
ARSI 5 0 = v/n BHAY LOD {H,1L.OD {H > 1
It A R RE 4 LOD . > 3 B, U & 3% 8
LOD B < —2 A LA 5,

1.9 A4 EEFFISH  BIFLLT 4 X5
¥, ALX4-1, Forward: 5'- CGT CGC CCG CGC
AGG CCA-3', Reverse:5'- GGT CTC GCA CGT
GCA CTC-3'; ALX4-2, Forward; 5'- CTT GAG
TCT CTT GGC CTG GCA-3', Reverse:5'- GGT
ACA TTG AGT TGT GCT GTC C-3'; ALX4-3,
Forward ;5'- CCT GAC TTG TGG TGT CAC TGC-
3',Reverse:5'- GGG ACA AAA TGG GCA AGG
AGA-3"; ALX44, Forward: 5'- TCT CTC CCT
TCA CTG TCC CCA G-3',Reverse:5'- GGA GTT
GCA GGA GGG GTT CTG-3', PCR 43y %
B2 A /N IE 8 B6 /NG Alxd JER 4 44h
WA FEH) B BSOS I, I 25 3 43 B R
PUF IR J73% . (1) F DNAstar 24 548 24 A
F Ald WY 25 55 50808 e vh S A o TE K B6
INERIY Alxd P51 EEXE 5 (2) 0 B D0 e e ] o
& ] A ST AN [ 2 A8 A A
22 YN R 36 E 45 SR 0 TE AR

.10 SEBFIHN KL F5H
DNAstar 3K /453§, BU 78 & F1 K7 L2 5L
JEAI A ARG IR AR

2 4 R

2.1 SAU/NRAIFRE ENU ALHUS,7E G AR
/NRR A R B B IR S 2SR
FA H i Z BN G T FRATIHRE 2%
B, H 5 WA B6 /R, 7EIC Sk
36 JURI/NRR A 7 RGN 2 kR
R e AIE R RN R — 2 5 Be BFA: 1
L, 58 3/ NRIG RAFTEZ ERAY | DL 25 51100
W2 A R @ T —Fh BN SE A A0 R A o Pk
%, B6 ZHk/NR 5 AR D2 /N R LR R
119 HJEMA/NRA 4 HZRE5E, (B6 x
D2) F1 fREZBRA/NR IS B6 143/ 218 H
[(B6xD2) F1 xB6 N2 fX/N A, 7 50 H
BEEAR SR/ BRAE FE B YO BRETER ) b
IEH/NRZ H—A I, 5 6 IS, A= E R
JEA— AR Z RN A K B, M E
/N AU J AR ZBE IS (1A ~C)

2.2 FIRFE-FHERALE KHEZhRE
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E1 /NEEHRE
Fig. 1 Polydactylous phenotype of mice
A IER /MR B.C: 2R/ D ER/MRYE,; EF. ZH/NRYE

A :Normal mouse; B, C:Polydactylous mice; D: Staining of normal mouse; E, F: Staining of polydactylous mice.

/NEURN BT A= RS B6 /N BEA T Bl 25 s -6 R 41 e
&, BB i T LK B Al 2 e i £, TP 2
ZEM R R e R L, S5 R ARG
TN B B AR A B, A R R T R 2
— ik, ZBEE RN — A e S IE R T
TR T 1 22 Bk D07 SRR ) Bk 4 —
MO (E 1D ~F), HALE 8% R oE 5 1E
AH H A UL B 5

2.3 SURTEERMELS hT2uRA}
SRR, AT BEATAE 22 PR | AR S 56 PR >R
FHA 528628 78 ST (R il T AR R %E /N L 19 %
Yoo fif X g @R T, Sad ek
EREDHHNE 2 5RaKEHHETEE
D2mit58 7E 28 ~Hiac ik 5 f4i], LOD ik 2. 71,
AR e K, 59 AMl i TR D8min211
K DOmit191 A E LOD {E KT 1, {EAd X ¥
PR T BN 0 3 T 2 bR i — 2B BT e

HERR 58 A48 HE R 7 6 1 e (A AT RE T H R
TS TCHA B (2 1) . ERIL A
Feah b, 725 2 S AR TR D2mits8 [t i
k2R 4 A E M DR RRD, R K N2
PR/ R E . 3 — 2D g5 3k
BT, 7 60 AN HF i b g8 A8 LR 43 0 5 i A
D2mit184 (53.07 cM) 3¢ 5 4], LOD {H N
10. 59 ;5 D2mit45 (50. 63 ¢M) 32 4 i, LOD
B0 11. 68 (E 2) , AR 5 D2mid5 (135
AT AE UL FE 2, 5 D2mid36 I D2mitl26 %
BILB AT, e 2R B R e o T T A
D2mit184 5 D2mid5 Z [ (& 3) . 381X
XIREE R DB AT, 0120 HI 0 Alwd TR R AR 58
AL

2.4 A4 BEERFFISH  PCR =il ¥ 45 5%
FKW, 2R AT/ Ald FEHES 2 S4MET
TP 0 ] 1 BB B A & % (A-T) L i B6 /N
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Table 1 Linkage analysis between microsatellites and polydactyly mutant gene
M B RAFR PR A 22 R B (JHLEE ) WA LOD i BT
Microsatellite Chromosome Distance (c¢M) Recombination ratio LODs Linkage or not
D1mit373 1 10.92 11/25 =0. 44 0.078 &
D2mit369 2 24.51 9/28 =0.32 0.810 &
D2mit58 2 56.21 5/28 =0.18 2.710 A fE % 8
D2mit456 2 88.99 11/28 =0.39 0.320 &
D3mit49 3 39.02 13/28 =0. 46 0.083 &
D4mit214 4 24.16 18/28 =0. 64 i
D5mit233 5 28.55 13/28 =0.46 0. 083 b
D6mit201 6 71.70 13/28 =0. 46 0.083 &
D7mit281 7 58.74 11/28 =0.39 0.320 &
D8mit4 8 18. 89 10/28 =0. 36 0. 470 b
D8mit211 8 52.00 7/28 =0.25 1. 590 A fE % 8
D9mit191 9 25.52 8/28 =0.29 1. 100 ] g 4 8
D9mit212 9 59. 58 14/28 =0. 50 %
D10mit213 10 9.75 12/28 =0.43 0. 110 b
D11mit333 11 71.83 11/28 =0.39 0.320 &
D12mit285 12 23. 46 15/28 =0. 54 %
D13mit9 13 42.19 18/28 =0. 64 7
D14mit259 14 19. 50 20/28 =0. 71 i
D15mitl11 15 13.02 13/26 =0. 50 %
D16mit165 16 9.66 13/28 =0. 46 0.083 &
D17mit66 17 23.97 16/27 =0. 59 i
D18mit187 18 50.99 15/28 =0. 54 i
D19mit41 19 13.18 14/28 =0. 50 %
DXmit166 X 28.26 9/28 =0.32 0.810 &
D2mitd36 2 47.87 6/60 =0. 10 9. 590 T
D2mit126 2 49.35 5/60 =0. 08 10. 590 T
D2mitd5 2 50. 63 4/60 =0. 07 11. 680 ZE
D2mit184 2 53.07 5/60 =0. 08 10. 590 T
D2mit58 2 56.21 6/60 =0. 10 9. 590 5

AT H RS TR T AT A R LA S R S R AR

Data in this table show the results of part of linkage analysis, bold part shows the results of fine mapping.

xR2

ZHRTERES D2mitd5 FIEHIH T

Table 2 Detailed linkage analysis between the polydactyly mutant gene and D2mit45

HAZ

Intercrossing parents
(Mutant B6 x D2)

MZSTEA

Testcrossing parents
(Mutant F1 x B6)

%745 (B6 xD2)F1 xB6] N2
Mutant [ (B6 x D2)FI xB6] N2

7% B6 D2 &7 Fl B6 RAE E4A

m b6 + @ m b6 + b6 m b6 m a2

Genotype + + @ + @ + w6 + s + b6
/INELEL Number of mice 56 4

HH

Recombination score

4/60

m: %'E%[ﬁ@, + %ﬁi%[ﬁﬂ, b6

:B6 % D2mid5; d2.D2 % D2mid5
m: Mutation gene; + ; Wild type; b6: D2mit45 of B6; d2: D2mit45 of D2.
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D2mit184

1 2 3 4 5 6 P 8 9 10 11 12 13

B2 D2mitl184 1 D2mitd5 Xt & AR B ERS N2 /MR ARG R
Fig. 2 Electrophoresis results of some N2 polydactyly mice by D2mit184 and D2mit45

D2mit] 84 KrilI 4524 . B6 24 135 bp, D2 4y 145 bp; Ikl 12 24 B6 FIVEXT AR ( KB BLET B6 w0 1L & s~ 4% 5By ) ¥k i 13 24 BDF1
Xof HE (TR 1 ST B6 B D2 BT 2 AN v B L BRAR 5 VKE A (R 1 3R T Be K D2 St LA 2 N9 Fr Br) |, AR K
E¥EacH ( I BLE T B6 M PR 1 7 B) . D2miwd5 Kl 2R . B6 2 120 bp, D2 4 148 bp; ¥kif 12 2 B6 BAMEXT IR ( H i
BIRT B6 S AL AY 1Y 5 Be) kil 13 2 BDF1 X M ([R] i BEIET Bo M D2 BCTLA 2 A9 38 7 Be) L 9kal 1 ~ 11 S dedS 2000
2cdfe (U BLE T B i P BT R B o

D2mitl184(B6: 135 bp, D2: 145 bp), Lane 13: BDF1; Lane 12: B6; Lane 5 showed recombination and others showed linkage; Other
lanes no recombination. D2mi45(B6: 120 bp, D2 148 bp), Lane 13: BDF1; Lane 12 B6; Lane 1 — 11 No recombination.

LT F H AAA 28 MZORER T TAA(K 4)

D2mit58

D21nit184= -=== %ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁu@ﬂto

D2mit45. .... 3 3 ©

Dzm#m. 3.1 ENUBTHIEREESE ENU &
DZ“““E : -- 1 T U RS S B R 2 B DL
Il ¢/36 : éG/D2 PRI AR A . ENU SE AR, AR

AR AR R, LS A — A S B SR

3 REEERREMS R 7= A A0 P 00 WL 2 B 1 0

Fig. 3 Fine mapping of the mutant gene

I R AR P By o e CPEREACRS S DNA BERY O JR 7o N T
PRI 67 /N EUSCH I, SRR A I B AR I B e, Bk A E
Microsatellite markers used to refine the map position are FHBOA 5 AL HE RS | A% N1 N3 Fil N7 ; 122
listed on the left, and the number of animals in each H/:/'\J:E/‘J 06 N3 7’Fn N7,H@H7ﬁp§£%iﬂ/\] 02 .04 %u
genotypic class is shown at the bottom. N3 U&ﬂ@@:%iﬂ/ﬂ 02 #i N3, Hﬂ ENU ?F?*f;}lé

UL B — 38 SHIFE SR R, & OREIFA B SERE, B RXFES T
’E@“%?*?ﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬂ: Alcd FERRASIXES 145 CBEIEMIBRIELE T — U DNA S 2 840 g

My WAV /\/\/ Vs
A

e

B4 Alxd EEF5 S

Fig. 4 Sequence analysis of Alx4 gene
AEW/NEGB: ZRE/MR . A:Normal mouse; B : Polydactylous mouse.
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B RGEHE R, R B S I, &
it 2 ery RS WUE T A RER AN A BHE
ERGA RO g AT

HHi ENU 35722 i A7 1 58 AR i | et
GEARTHE A5 B TR U Bk S 6 14
LA 5 T30k o o A S8 B i e 4
VERRXS TH] BRL | FCOH 18 (1 B A 7 28 R 4R 18 48 i &R
BCAEHEME GO AR/ BUIE I 1 5 3 5 ) B ENU,
RS (e /N BV 52 AR TR BE 0 ) 4 e /)N
B 55 B A A M T, X RE GO ARUHE M /D UK
Ji 20 B e i 11 528 5 T LA 3 B AR (Gl
) o WRIZ I AL N AR AL W AT LA X
Gl AN TIE RS 2 AT 0% s A 2
SRR I TR e . — ELAfE T G1 AU/
HA 5w R8T 2 TAE SRR 50 Fh 53 26
R A LIS E B 25 70, 202k G2 AR/ R
BAY G1 AR A, R IR R AT Lg% | il
T8 A% 43 BT AT AR A 1 98 A8 SRAY I A o B
RIS ABFTE AR T X6 b 2 25 1 i £
ENU 4b 3 40 M RUR i 28 T 640 HZEATHY)m
FR/INER, ¢ BRI B A7 ST ok 53 91, I i 4 7 g
AR 2 ), ANREIB AL 0 34 491, A £
TR/ N AT TE FEAT 38 4% 1056 5 IR 7 11 e 2 8
i, B R 2 REIBAE B Ry 3 9], ANREIAL 19N 5
s Z2 e R 1 ], BEAE IELA% | 3 9 22 Bk /N L |
ETRATHR JEE Y 2%
3.2 BERNAEMSA~ENER S
VIV B A 3 AN, 230 s A Ak A
R, BEFRETA 3 AEEMNFES DL,
3 2 T50 g 4 R 2 W (apical ectodermal ridge,
AER) A ALTE 4 IX (zone of polarizing activity,
ZPA) FISERAMAJZ (dorsal ectoderm, DE) . J¥
PRI B RT3 ME T DX A & R 15
S TR T YE R X LAF S ]
FAEREE 2B R B R R AL
Z WP R R R AR 2 WOT B85 R 55 45 Ah
FERYE I, 22k 10 S 2 R Z RS IR ) AER A
ZPA 33X 2 A DX 56, HARAS I R 7E T IR &
b R S S A A B, AR R KT
i, e A B K A B0 i S (i Tk

WIEAE) .

Riddle A58 & I AL TG 14 X ( ZPA ) 73 Wb
Sonic hedgehog (Shh) & H , - HL#e BE M 5 il 4
RAHIZ WD, 257K 5 8 18 Shh 19 41 A 52 037
FEAEBIHTER , 7T LA™ A [ RS AR A ZPA —FERY
BRE R Z MM S, £WT Shh v] LU iw Bk i)
A= VA LN IR IS S WA R AR S5 S
SR BET 4E 4 i 2E K I F (fibroblast
growth factor, FGF ) {K#i 1) Ewd/5 3[R @ bR J5
30 Shh FERTHRAY 207 Fe 3k, T/ B 28
HT 2k (preaxial polydactyly, PPD) #1421
T FGF BIAE R AL AT 4 R5 Shh 785 J5 #8100 %
ik T ELA BRI i AR B AT AR S0k, A
T RENS T 4 R s 2R 2 R &
B Z 0t extra toes (Xt) /NRIEH T GL3 FEH %
AR . GLi3 FE R gt — AR 45 H 1 B A
J, A — T S R 5, 3 5k PR P AT PCR. 43
Mr & B X' AN GLi3 94 3731 4 i IX K
HHUK , FEGL PR S B B T Gli3
LR A IE H G 5t e e kg P 0
Z MEER B REREZ G50 FZ B4
HAERRECE, AT AT — AR5 B0 R) R 23 5%
Wi 1E 5 1) 2 7, DT 3 380 22 ik ol H Al B I 5 45
FHUP
3.3 EF A4 BEFE Aled FERAALTF BT
#, T LA Shh FERTF SR L, PRI,
12 PSR S Y N B S e T
WPk (HAM D R EA BT R R
F/NRUR BERTH 2 kI ., 2l 1 R e
ANAS DY PR B 2 i T LA T T
Blepa ek Kuijper L8] A Alxd-/ -
AR /N BRI I 2E 7 A0 T Rl T R 2R L
J& T FGF4 F1 HoxD13 7E R A S  F£ik &
I T Shh 55 5 1 H A 4R S HE 7R
Gli3~/~/INEUHPAIESE 28 & P Aled 635935
FEAEMHS AR A T GLi3 1y 2 R, i &
2 FOREIIIRE . Alxd TEJRCERTHRIE % L 2
ANAH AR Y DX S8 ik, RIVEE 3 Ai7 ¥4 30 i 119 Alvd
(Alxd-P) FE AT GU3 , T 7E J5 Ui 1Y Alad
(Alx4-D) FikFTE Gl3 WHA , Alxd I 45
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¥ AT g i BAH AR, 72 AR X FGF4 il 5
1 5’ HoxD F1 Shh R HI1E .

3.4

ATENBEXRZRENRHONE /D

AR N AL 81 e B R AE A il B A B
S NSEARMLTT A BT 58 AN SEB i) BRAEA X
S AT R AR SRR L A P AL ) —JE AL
AHEFEHI ENU 7578 | G e 2] —Fh 22 ik 522 /)N
SRR 12 28 1R R Dy ot g A DR R, EL IS 3
TE 2 ME TR B o T AR, Ol Aled FEIH D) RE
AIRABTIEFT T 1 FE0, 51 S AR 15 2 (Y
ISP TR,

S
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