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Abstract: Strontium (Sr) widely exists in soil, fresh water and seawater. Although strontium is not an es-
sential element for plant growth and development, it is easily absorbed by plants, because strontium and
calcium belong to IIA group elements, having similar atomic size and physical and chemical properties.
The effect of strontium on plants depends on the concentration of strontium, treatment time, plant spe-
cies, plant age and plant organs. In this paper, the absorption and distribution of strontium, the influence
of strontium on plant growth, the toxic effect and toxic mechanism of strontium were systematically sum-
marized. The application of plants in remediation of strontium pollution was also summarized. The above
contents can provide valuable reference for the research of plant biology of strontium.
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AR FE A 3R R (RSO 1 R R 88 %St (o
64.84 d). VSt (FFWI50.52 d)F17Sr (25 1]
29.14F), 1% S6 JHC 1 B T2 A2 1945 4F 1% i 48 1l 56
PAK, NNRZARIEB NS RE R b A2 1 (Burger
FLichtscheidl 2019). H8[4fb 27 1L BT E IR, 75 H 24
F AR A DL < & 5 i T AR AE, 3 DU BA
TR 18 A7 AE T R 35 A (SrSO,) M =2 41
(SrCO,) %5 KRN 1 (GuptaZs2018a). AJ ¥ 4R
FELL B (SO AR, Bl Hh R AR KAk
e R A AU FE AR (20.3~1.5 mg- L), /K
R R YA I A R T R T (£98.0 mg- L, i /K KR
B2 —(WattsfllHowe 2010; Hollriegl FlIMiinchen
2011). #MERST T HAA TN EZ TR, HAE
NAK B2 R 2, FEE Y A 5 4%
R R A UG 2 B E

BRNE LD TFRAFUE TR —,
BA MY FBECE A BT E B T
B77 Co L7503 S B0 Bk o A A4 55 A B4R F (67 75 T
£52020). B NEER IR & HR I E RN EN2.0
mgkg o KEZHE MNP ES BRI, WK 5
L KRR H S BT mgkg |, RZE
B WA R S BRI, AN 1~4 mgkg !
(Hoéllriegl AliMiinchen 2011). H A AT FE@E &
B IR K (R R EAE R IE2001) 8L 5 B 25 i 4%
FREE 4D 78 88 7T & (KotodziejskaZ52021) . 8 I &
BRI e riE RmEEa st —, |
BRI R A B E 2 5. SR A
BRI e 2 A v R TR P AR N R 1) S
SBRHEEES G B BT . BT SO PR
AR HR A 22 M 0 S AR A AT I ARALL, O T Sk
PRAE 22 A, AHOCHIE FU 48 K0 40 o AR AS B AT A
). (Burger Al Lichtscheidl 2019). i % a2 42 7F H
WA N, BT E R AL T A
Fr SR A B0 Y5 Gt A kA, FR [ B BRAR 22 B AT K
SRR Z O A BTG e . FrDUR AR, £
AR A2 SN B SRR T T I L R
W AR SR AR T, HE AR K 2 B 3 I (LS
2006; Wang%52015; Zhang%52020), M4t 25 & &
[%(MoyenFlIRoblin 2010; Chen%52012; Kalingan%
2016), Jt& Dy RESES (8 B 8% 552013, K 5E5452015;

Burger452019), A5 HALE 875 AR, 175
Wi (P ERVR FE R (Z91%), )74 2 H #5481 (Zheng
22016). (RIREHEXHEY A KEmME N, 5
HA Y A K B AE H (Sowa%52014; Bk 45
2019a; Zhang%52020). ARG 4h T I ANTERR
A HRIR R A W 2 3008 7 THD A PRI R, R
BHRE I R R I # s G (0 M )18 B 0F T AR A
2%,

1 =R R AR

1.1 tE 4R XTER B IR YA

B TRAMESFEE TIAR TR, =
HIVE TR ZEUNGT ) 82.00R11.80 A; 1 A=
100 pm), AL FZERT . RS F T, B
1 1% B} (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) 4 il AS g€ [X 43
Ca” MISr*" (Heuck252010), /N2 (Triticum aestivum)
R 085S P 5 8 1 S 3 6 Ca™ RSl L AT AL
(033 P, Sr*" = B3 I 4 B T 38 W N A 4 41 i
(Pifierosfll Tester 1995; White#lIBroadley 2003). #H
[FIRES IR E R, FoK(Zea mays) X &8 B IS 22
& T 45 (Moyen #l1Roblin 2010). Kanter%(2010) %}
YL ¥ (Arabidopsis thaliana) %) 34T 7 Bz PEIR
F K B2 43 #1 (quantitative trait locus, QTL), A JySr™
Fo B I I A B B s TE N, HoAth
FHE TR EAETTRESS TSI iiE.
1.2 AT ER AR UL

5 AR 5SS T IR AL, R AR FR % S
YW AT REAG W 25 AT I AR — 2 L PR E AR,
AR 3 BRI 5 18 2R 8 S A I B AR 41
IR N, B is 2R BT R ia 16 B B3 — 2
JFRAMEIE g e, IIRR FEEAAE T R K E A
(AR B (i 4 1. 452015). MoyenF1Roblin (2010)#F
FE T T RAREIBALSE (U, Al A T4 FORAR 55 T
N [ B 1 S A A STCL) ¥ R 1 (0~100 mmol L)%
715 min, KI5 A Sr K 40.04~1 mmol-L !
F11~25 mmol-L ™', Sr* WRISC 5 30 Hi 7 B v A 5y 7
SR L T /E S M FE 25~100 mmol-L ', AR
Sr* W WAL e 5 b GG B R B R IE B 4 A
S W FE K F°0.04 mmol-L i, Sr* 3 B AR Z 4
N BEFTIR B, JF AT B CaCL el . EIRZEIREW], HH
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SHGHE S (0.04~25 mmol-L™) T, Sr™ (M i vl g
Fe WA R G, WER AR B S I R ik 25~
100 mmol-L ™' i A R B AN I G, 2 W Ih i Sr* v
A2 I8 I BT AMAR Y B N oK ES, ] fe
Iob o R R 0 T ) BRI B R e (T ) i3 AR
3 Jf 44(White 2001).

TEEHRFA T, M3 ZiE AR R LA
K AR SRR, Sr* IR i 37 - 3R A | - K
GHURSE. BE. Ca fHAE & E% 1%
5 P 1458 £ 5 1 (Golmakani £52008; Guillén 2018;
BurgerfllLichtscheidl 2019). 48t 7] AgIR 3% £ K
JZH K FE(Oryza sativa) Z2F BT IR, IX PRI USCAR
/1> 52 81| 57F (Leung AShang 2003). L4k, K4 it
Jr B RER RS, FOR iR 2 A g, 1
T &5 ¥ B KRS R &R B2 I (Golmakani 25 2008;
BurgerfliLichtscheidl 2019).
1.3 SEEEMERN S

BULEAN [EI ARG 0 o A AR IR AN R B
SR A B+ 1P (20~80 mg-kg ) Pl K JBR(Can-
nabis sativa) 38 dJi, W& KPR ZEmHHp 25 &,
B B B AR> 2> U (Hoseini%52012) . ££400
mg-kg ') 33 R = R (Sorghum bicolor), 140 d
JEWGRIN, AR B B AR > ZE R, R 2R
TEBICTR, RS EL AR, RS ER2
£%(Wang%:2017). H&(Brassica napus) %))t 410~
40 mmol L' E AL EI AL 17 d)F, B & =1 2R >
> 25 R, AL R K 22 14 dUL bR, 28
AU SR S>> 2R, B AR S AR T SR AR R
MR, RE R T (Chens52012). A H
TEAAARD, EER K B & EUN0.6%, JF
THBE S EEE99%, HA87%AF1E T /5T
A1 (TsukadaZ$2005).

2 SRXHEYE KHIFT

BHEY KB AR SIS . M E T
AR B B (R 1), (R AR K Bk —
7£0.1~1.5 mmol L', {H{2 A= K (IR, —
ABIEE20%. BT A KR PR A S AR R ROR, Xl
PEBERN FFAFEE . WISowaZs(2014) 45 B B R,
1.5 mmol-L ™" fi% B8 H8 [St(NO,), ] b F i3 2 14 Kk T K

LR RR 6 B (22.7%) A1 3 _E H 6  (19.4%); {EAT IR
JG2E(2018a) ) 45 L) 7~ 1 mmol- L &L T 3%
BRAR T K EAREE E.(19.3%). IR FAN S o6 4b 2 A
V) R Ak 3 1) VT B AH 22 A8 K, S 25 SRS [RIAR o]
2 P B R AN R BOR S Rl ) 22 e S 3. A
5] PR B R A B AN 8] B B BORH B AR e 1
AAHE(R D) G0 T K A AR X AR A BB M e,
mmol-L B8 Kb BE 1~2 dh 2> 2 3 PR AR AR AR K B 4
F AR, 10.0 mmol-L"EH¥E B AL BT dth & 52
HR A FEE A1 5 (MoyenAIRoblin 2010) .

B R ok v W = HR AR P AR, G AR
FEAEXT UK . MeenaZ5(2013) ¥4 VE AR I AE AR K B
/NF 1 mmol- L™ ¥, 7 4 AR B 2 35 PR A
2 5ot R B A BBURR, 68~1 020 umol - L HE K T B
R FE I Ly 8 I A AR K, (B R RRAE A IR 2
B k> (Ozgen®52011) 0 AEW)EERR A A 52 4100
FRHR B — 4 K 2.0 mmol- L' A7 S8k x4
TP )3 AR R, 5.76 mmol- L AR A x40 ]
O JE Ji 8 [ A K (Li%52006); 5 KR8 B 75 56 v
BRI 1 S5, 10 mmol L' ER I FE AL B AR R B 3%
5 IX 7 FpHE A 1) A 49) & (Moyen £ Roblin 2010;
A PR ICE52018b) . A [F] R RE 0 0] o £ B g 70 2%
K

3 RaYE S

3.1 EIREREE REFRIRIL

AR IR FE ST 5 Ca” e gt 4 A AR MR 1
FHIE] SZ A A7 R, FIHES R (Gupta®52018b).  HEXT
VR S I R R P NN S MR BRI A G, S
ANFARES E A 5%, HRA LUK, X5 AR IR WAL 411 1
% 2 (Moyen F1Roblin 2010, 2013); 38 fi1 4 J5 45 7]
30 IR e DA IR A ) 4 i 4 FH (Moyen FIR oblin
2013; Qiu%%2021). QiusF (2021)iH i AH 5 P 73 #r
RO, 7E1~10 mmol-L'EEALFE 461K, K ASEMIAE
KRS RS EHCHEARRE, 5 A4
SREEFE I, LHEN, S & X0
PEIFANK, H PN A K 32 B DR A P T 45
FRIRMAT o o T 0 1) 405 PR WA 71, B £ 5 T B P IR A,
AL BT 4675 S ST ) 1) 52 P8 7 32 vy T %o B MR WAL P A
HIFZRE, WS X Mg WSR2 [ TP AR X2 /s
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Table 1 The effects of different strontium salt treatments on plant growth
FHERRTY T K} ERALHRET (A AR AR P B AR N P AR R R B B 28, S5 STk

HIRER  BisE BAEKY] 0.1 mmolkg™ (£70.4mmol-L™") 0.5, 1. 5mmolkg™” (£42~20  WangZ%
(Amaranthus Xof TSR AR ) T N R, (H mmol-L ™) FMHIWEAK, 2015
mangostanus) SRS ERETE; 0.5, HEEESAC TR Z 1T

1 mmol-kg ™' (412~4 mmol-L™") RAEW) &I R %, 5 mmol-kg
MK, EgRSES T AD B P23 2R 8 1 LU R B
papiist T20%

REW RRETE 7d — BEEERRE(2. 4. 6. 8. 10 Kalingan
(Amaranthus mmol-L )3, 4hiRK . 22016
caudatus) ZK, AR, ffE, .,

SR 2R E IR T B

SFUALER WO 11d 0.09. 0.36. 1.44 mmol-L™'#% 5.76. 11.52 mmol- L' AbFRAYEE  LiZ2006
(Platymonas Tl i a3 v 24 o A (A PR 2R 2 £ ) ) b RE ek 4.8%
subcordiformis) S HEHE 1112.6%~6.9%), 7441 A F19.4%; W £ 25 & & 55 ) Luxt

R R RN R E HA R B 16%4127%
HREL  ToK(Zeamays) 1~7d 35 pmol- L™ ANFEMAR R(WIZEMD) 3 mmol- L™ 4R RWIEAR) Sereginfll
A K 35 pmol L FI3 mmol- L™ A=K, IF HiXFhdil/E % Kozhev-
YRR A BRI EF A AR AR BRI A A R K T pn R, E nikova
HEEMERN R 200 A P P A A 38 2004
HEREE  TK(Zea mays) 1~2d — 3 mmol- LI #MIk AN r % Kozhev-
AR R A, RN 5244 nikovaZé
2, AR K R A 3G 0 2009
HO3 mmol- L™ il B4 nJ 42 fit
) R
A EBK(Zeamays) 1~7d Ab3E1~2 dJF, 0.1 mmol- L' SR 4b#E1~2 d, 1/110 mmol-L™'&  Moyen#ll
HRAC S TEREm; AL 37 df5, 0.1 ICT AR A 4027 dJ, Roblin
A11.0 mmol-L™" 480 1 3t _F- 35 0.1. 1. 10 mmol-L {§irH-4¢ 2010
ST HL(Z116%~18%), Hir0.1 SR AT RIAE10.0
mmol-L i3 T Hiffh K mmol-L ™" &b BE-t9 AS g0 i, F
TR B A=
AEE ToK(Zeamays)y 7d 0.01. 0.1F11 mmol- L% T2k 10 mmol- L™ b B . 35 FEAK Moyen#ll
WFE, BT EAHKL 784, R B Roblin
i A| AT E IR 2013
HRE K= 14d 0.5F11 mmol- L™ %ARAIM F38 K2 mmol- L' MHIMR  Sowas
(Glycine max) LR RS 1.5 mmol- L 44 2.5F03 mmol- L™ #2014
GO AN T KREMR(22.7%)  _EESAMR A A KIS B R
Al _E35(14.7%) W & HI/EFT; 3 mmol- L4 ik i
ficf BT 5 45 ) B AIG 1712.84%
M14.37%

FfeE K9 BRI — 1. 5. 10, 20, 40 mmol-L™'#y  {a Ko

(Glycine max) L Wi BEME KGR EHKE 20182
EERIS KA, B AR T

AV B R
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=1 ()

R WM RL FRACERR A (R IR R AR RN O AR IR AR, 250k

SAbEE M= 115 mmol LN E fEAE K JLF 10, 20, 40 mmol L ' AbFE R 2 fa] Roc
(Medicago sativa) & =M— 5 A AN F AR AR K 2018b

IS i

HIREE  BAM 14d 0.1 mmol- L " AbFE Bk TR 1F110 mmol-L b FEXI ¥4k T ZhengZs
(Tillandsia TR (215%); 0.1, 1F110 BB B4, 100 mmol L'k 2016
usneoides) mmol L Mg RGE HSEEktT

T (219%~17%)

AAeEE g 5~20d 0.1 mmol-L b B %t 3544 2.5 mmol-L b B BT BhLs%
(Spinacia B, 0.5 mmol L7410 EEAMEBAHSGRSE 2019a
oleracea) FI1S dfsHh b5 A 4 e bhoxos e

A3 N Z116%F16%

At OR%E 28d 68. 204, 340, 476, 612, 748. 68, 204, 340, 476, 612, 748, Ozgen’%
(Solanum 884, 1020 pumol-L "W JiF {5 [ 884, 1020 umol- L WKFTER 2011
tuberosum) W, b T TR W, SRR AR 2R B R

), {HT5 40 %

AR N = 23 30d 0.1F11 mmol-L " A K To§6md; 2. 5. 10 mmol-L ' @3 #I%| K ZhangZ%

(Brassica rapa) 0.2F10.5 mmol L AbFELXFHRRT  AZEAEK, MR/ 2020
HERRE T 7 AN 7.0%~9.1%,
T AR AN S 2R & ik

AR HEH 1~3d — BEAE FRALIEVRE(0.057, 0.113,  Meena%s

(Allium cepa) 0.227. 0.455. 0.909 mmol-L™") 2013
T o, AR AR T U

HRVERT RN 28d 0.284. 0.568 mmol-L ' 4ZbH 1.136f12.272 mmol-L ™" &b FH %} Kartosen-
(Solanum HEHh A K - ERAE K TR tono%%
laciniatum) 2001

2R R RARGRE # HORE RRJE, IR AR A S L3R A KB H 5% B R IR R RE — Lk AR,

(Moyen#lIRoblin 2010). &< FE 814 1 {18 ik §2
S 6 FEE P S, e FLARA S 97 TG 3R IR,
Bk, . Hh. B (MoyenFIRoblin 2013; YanZ2019;
BkHL%E2019b).
3.2 ERE SRR HpaLE TR
TR AW A () 8 A SRR B2 7 48 i % 1 (Anupama
2:2016), Y0 T 4 A AE PR A ACa” B &, I
) 201 B 1) I 65 A R o B 1) e M (Qiu %
2021). @& N, K A SESEEAE R a R ]
L% 3 Jo3 325 P 38 K 30 52 (Zheng%5:2016; Zhang
2£2020) NI B AR AT LB 1358 4 ThRE,
LW 15 78 (Thermothynecococcus elongates) 1E
SR Ca” (B FR IR AT IE R AR K. AN, 4R
AR 2 B i 41 i (% 1, 2 F S B g Al v
Jt 22 4i 11 (photosystem 11, PSIT) 1 [ Ca™ 5, & Sr™

PIPSITE A 6 & A S 1, Bz | a2 &
PRI S 25 1) Sy 25 6 A8, T 480 JiE % 1% (Boussac 55
2004; De Ris0o%2006). QiuZk(2021)(1HF 7t 25 5
R, TEARAS I I 1~10 mmol LA {UAR
BE 2 M G 5| A 1 A KA, S T S 3 D E T R
B A A 4, R AR IR e e A B RS A
VIR e . BRI B A HAh B ThRe” v 7
P EIE .

o R PR R 2 AL 400 e ) E AR, i S A
J = AR M AR, 3 IR R I SR, AR S )
P 3 TR (Li52006; BhE552019a; Qiu
2021), AT HEXS YR UIFAER BN E SR,
R RIRIE T, FERIAEKMH, EH
iR IR RSk, FALW I AT E (R D). mkE
BHIE 2 FL R 2 i 43 24, A 4T o0 24 R AR K, 4
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3 45 [ AR 15 (Seregin FlIK ozhevnikova 2004; Kozhe-
vnikova%$2009). IX AJ f8 S K N ik R 2 T3
ST O SR, SR 2 4 R A VT T B, 5 B4 B 40 3
B e €00 H S, AT 5 1) 448 i 43 2 (Meena 55
2013; f{E%52015). K THEI EEMRELA
Fridk— BRI 5T
3.3 EIREREMmLEER
&3 25 R TR ISORI 5 4b e e EAT R A AE

[ T A, A BEIR I AR R . TEA ]
EY A KRB BR E R, fEY SR
B AA R 25 B A 1 s BRI AR K
BRARERIRFE N, ZHEYIN SR S BRI AR
& BRI AR A B AR e i B — /62 mmol L7,
EZ10 mmol-L ' LA (F1), BiHIEEXHEY ™ A 4i
BB A K. R E R TR R S =
Ah, KA MRS EH S F#(Kalingan%:2016), M

S AR AT . [ R ST (Arabidopsis
halleri)%: 101100 mmol- L™ fit§ fR 48 kb 3 5, PSIT#
KA ZE B JF,) 3 A (Burgers$2019) . 15
BEAL XA VR G s . 1) S B g+ A Sk A
Chen5(2012) & I iH1 =5 1 1R 8 1 A% i W 22
Tl R Tt I A Tt 2R T R 0 0 g Vi 350 o o A
() 1 LA B Kb 3 T) (1 228 KO T PRI H /> B AR
REdE AR COL I [E 2 5 71, I TRPSII) L -4 3
AT mER b e 2 m it S fL S,
PR B 1 FH BRI HE R, BRI A 6 &k
2R T PR AR Ak U)K R A ) 1Y) 75 s A
H, &m0 G 2R B RN () BE B 5520135 R0
262015). Zhang%%(2020) 0] % i, 0.1~10 mmol-L™'
BUALHE K R G A RIL R E LR E
Wi MG A A Bt I B A X A A0 ) B Rk
KERP S5, KEESREEAR.

4 EMXESRIERYE N

4.1 FREHH

BUHE YA S, 1 e B e 4R M RE . 4
JMUBERIZH oy a2 WE . AR DL LR, RE. K
SN L A B AT DL 5 S AR A B i T RS A
W S I 5 AE AU BE b, A ek 2 AR R AL 1 55— T
JE B, £ B G A A A U A A R 50% L

(Seregin 1 Kozhevnikova 2004; Anupama % 2016).
HEON 20 R ) B 2 P A M R AR B, R T Uk
RN AR A K S SN A SR 1 7 1, R A4 41 g T LA
¥ ST G B BT P A A7, B A A0 PR SR K STk
FE (i 4 e 552015) 0 25 I 56 v 8 Polp A R T P 26 v,
AL S A R T R A B B T,
AT R I I A BRI Y <2 8 B 2R [ (metallo-
thioneins, MTs) 5} 5 4> J& 7 & JIK (phytochelatins, PCs)
A, DU EE ) 751 (Shahid45:2014; Yan%5:2019;
Raza%$2020). AE4) 0] G810 A7 75 Ho A o B a1
177 s
4.2 mELhE

5 H Al e 280, B a2 R EUS A
MR WA AL E B (catalase, CAT). i %4k
Yyl (peroxidase, POD)AiEH 48 A0 4 B AL B (superox-
ide dismutase, SOD)JF 14 X 8 16 1 )97 b 5 R A,
7£0.5~2.5 mmol-L ' 41 T Bl & 25 1w - % M (B
£5£2019a), K5 B 45 45~10 mmol- L™ = FR AL 3 )5,
=P AL IS P IA B K, {H20~40 mmol L™
e B A B SRR T R 0 RS MR AT (] PR G A5
2018a, b). T3¢ = Ed i $2 iy ik CATVE VRIS bR s
P48, FPODFISODH PEERAEZ 14 (0.5 mmol-L™)
G F Tt e, 2E S AF R (5 mmol- L) h &35 F %
(Wang %52015), ) F# i )] == 23 o 1% K CAT #
POD )35 T J AR RAE T 203& M = 88(=2 mmol-L™)
75 5 (1 S840 e (Kalingan52016) . A [F]HE 49 1
B ia i E LR R AV B 2 R, (B RedE
T E PR AL RE & B R e

5 EYAERERSRIIINA

To B e K% RO 5| S PR TS 1 B G, I B
W IR R A 51 R AT gL, ] B E R
YT IEE . FHEYIEERE Qs ek
SEER TR A, U IK A ) P A AE AR5 e 1) ek
KA, R AT DLIE Ik R 2R R A R DR e R
fEAECERE DA, SR KR b b3 USSR, A
TV B A 85 A 1) £ Y5 e (Baker Fl1Brooks 1989; ¥ #A
2452019; X|#5452020). m=5R461F (40 mmol-L ™),
T R b R SRR B R IA 50 g kg ' (DW) L B
(Chen%52012), fHME &8T5 G Re )1 H %%
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Z H (transfer factor, TF)FK /5, TR T Y& =
BrUA B A E. s KRR G R,
ek TR ERTR RAR # R R
FEO B8 ELAT B 1) ' B i ) (Burger$2019) . 18
Vs RS YR ) SR B I E TN A K R
A=, TRk E R R EYENZ A
ELEH R, FHAKEEQOI)WIT 1 10RH 3 E
YDA AR ) vy R A 85 A i AR KO R B £E R T,
K IN 2R (Sesamum indicum) K [7] H %% (Helianthus
annuus) )42 9 &322 K 78 31 7 (Cucurbita pepo)
% B (Cichorium intybus) 35 KZ%(Hibiscus esculen-
tus)« RE-3(Gynura cusimbua)ss, (B J5 4T A8 Y01
S ERE VIm Uy T 2 RRA ) H 25, A T
HEE. TF. BAMHEERESIRRE,
aE R REY R, RIEE MG i AR E
Yo MEPIEE ARG G ) e it 5 A KA T ) B
W BB 0 k. L3RBT, AR R A AR
ITFAMET0LL I, X4 SrAI™ St TF Al k2004 I-; F
KB BEAb 55, St TFRI 142005 FH - THI Bt 1
BRI 5%, PSrHITE{E % &, ATiA300LL b (Burgers
2019); JECRPEER AL PR FEAUIS, HE B SR AR AR,
. FHSrK IS 22 B (Vetiveria zizanoides) 168 h,
KA R R TS PR T 22 Bk 94% (Singh%52008); 7K
1528 M K (Calotropis gigantea) 168 h, 7Kz H )
TR A 22 5897% (Eapen?$2006)., ik 45 BLiE A
S S Z G R AT

6 515

BT B . — 7, 2
X EN IR NARAT 2 1) 75 JC 3, S 0 A B X A
Y0+ BN I EE R ) ) AR R — s AR R AR A,
TR BB L LA v 26 e A AR 0 48 TR AN (R ™ s
R NI TT . 53— 07 I, IR R G
XA BA MR, X S A A g R th
RIERSEH, BT A AR R BT A )
BEVAE BT RIE. ALRFLL TR
I A= 2 UL LA R R D o B8 Jolh X Y 3 LA
ey, WO BRI AR R SR O 0 E
{DIERSE
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