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Physiological response of Viola tricolor to NaCl stress
SU Shi-ping, LIU Xiao-e , XI Jie
College of Forestry, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China

Abstract: This research investigated the physiological response mechanisms and growth characteristics of Viola
tricolor in response to NaCl stress and explored the maximum NaCl concentration tolerated by V. tricolor. In a pot
experiment, 45-day old seedlings of V. #ricolor were subjected to different NaCl concentrations (0, 25, 50, 100,
150 and 200 mmol-L™"). It was found that NaCl treatment at higher concentrations had obvious effects on the
osmotic regulation system, antioxidant enzyme system, photosynthetic pigment, malondialdehyde content and plant
height of V. #ricolor. With increase in NaCl concentration, soluble sugar, soluble protein, free proline and
chlorophyll contents, together with catalase, peroxidase and superoxide dismutase activities, initially increased and
then decreased. MDA concentration exhibited a pattern of continuous increased, and height growth decreased on the
14th day of NaCl stress with increasing NaCl concentration. A membership function analysis showed no obvious
inhibitory effect of NaCl on the growth of V. tricolor when the concentration of NaCl in soil was <<150 mmol-L '
but in contrast, NaCl had an obvious inhibitory effect on V. tricolor growth when the concentration was =>150
mmol:L~". Therefore, the maximum NaCl concentration tolerance of V. #ricolor was 150 mmol-L~", above
which, the metabolic regulation system and antioxidant enzyme system were seriously affected, chlorophyll
degradation was intensified, the photosynthetic system was seriously damaged, and the growth of V. tricolor was
seriously reduced.
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- 58 Eh v Al 4 BRI 0 R R, o TR RO AR 7 e K B E AT O, S B B RE K A T 55 4
HTAGHMER, #3020 K 8 A LER)Z 78 K02 M Bd IR ZE L sk fe ik i +
BMEEAELEMZHR HHERZ MBS, AR, 2RI R 1042 hm™ ™, 3F DL 4E 100
T3 ~150 73 hm* 1% 35 J8 19 4, 0 =12 Eh i Ak - b 5 I i 4 0E L 4 = B ETA i Ak 1 # AR Dy 3600 U7 hm?,
SRR ER G b TR 3.6 %6, 7 4 R T Bk T AR 4. 8896 At , B R Ak Ak - b v ARURN R el A0 AR BE (4 R, —
07 TP 5 BOA O WT A A TR A 982D, g — T T R 0 R m kT A= R A A ) 32 ) TS A R R0 8 5 e A ) Y AE
B . NaClZ H 3 iR 5 Uiy s MR XA i ik ae £ 22 DL Na L CL i o 3 CLE AP A K B F5 T
RZ— TEMYWIRN FE LS PRSI, 2 508D RS 1 ok B9 56k 88 R N 36 RE H2 = 40 M 1Y 2 3% TR
MAED ALK EGEN B —a iy BRI e B RPN ClU MRS, Y CL il Zh S8l FiHE
WA A T Na TG RA R AE KT T ER , 5 Naso R IWAEAE , S i mi s 705 % 2 oA
Na' 2x BURC A B R b i Ca®, 3 354t i R 1 0T T, 20 6L P D A BT AR A8 | 3 1 15 e 85— 20 R 88— ik B R A ol
A5, Na' JBh38 23 38 i SR B R (R YO AR BOR TR Y MY EZ e AN B &R Y RE S
i ERIR DA B 0 A0 R T A R A A v K B B LR OK AR D B AU A R G O L DA I R T R
i AL A R B B T 4R I % 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) , {4 47 41 i il 22 40 19 SE 8 pE 1 A wFge
Fi W) AE 8 A2 18 W30 5, HAR R Y & 40 [ & R (free proline, Pro) . i ¥ 4 B% (soluble sugar, SS) | Al i 4 & M
(soluble protein, SP) 7 & | 23 A [a] F2 B Ho 7 &1 , 1 Pt A AL g 3R 46 [ 816 9 572 A 1 (superoxide dismutase, SOD) (1
ALY (peroxidase, POD) (it A 4k & i (catalase, CAT) JiG PEAE AR ER vk BE N 2 T = R B, B & 56 vk B2 i 3% n iz
WA, A 0 38 & i Bl AR ViR B 1) T i 2 S T B AR R B, AR W R R AIG, Gnak m R RORTAR R AR K A2 R
FAR/IN B IRFEBE A 550 (HROR [ 4 X NaCl i ifit 52 A2 BEAS [A] i o7 HLEEAS ]

= (Viola tricolor) i EEPH SR Z 44 RO, HEENEIR HPK R4 8 S AP pH N 5. 4~7. 41
PRI b R AR TR R AR SR AL o IR AR IR BT AR BE DL RSO SR AR A AR, TRl B = e A R R 2
LB AR BOR ORI, AR RN, S aEESEE ST R MM E MR AN
E, e AR EFRCEE R EAH = EFE, NIk, bE — 0 R A E 0 R B 50, R 8 m RS AW T
SO U S ORI 2 M2 B 06 . H TR TR A Y ER A E R e R A R e an
S8 7 TR T AR GRS, b 7R NaCLIMa T BB 9T A B8R Th 72235 0 15 ) 52 (Pro . SS .SP) J7 I, A 1Y B Hh 7E 514
LT 7 48 (SOD . POD (CAT) J7 I , 47 19 8 v /6 A= K B 5 1T, A5 1 4 v 6 15 i 2o 4 £k (79— malondialdehyde,
MDA) J5 1 , B 8 3 A X = 4 8 7E NaCl JPihia T i A4 3 2E 46 07 T #E4T R G0 0900 58, AR 9 i T R e 0 AN 2 e — 4>
bl — RGN, M B 2 A FLR A AR Pt ae Jr . ILARBRE DL = A E X 4,8
o U BN R R BE (9 NaCLHEAT W, 383 = €8 85 X NaC a6 (4 v i ML LA B G Be i 32 19 B 3% NaCl & i, o8
ER oM — 0 A AR B B R AR
1 MR5FE
1.1 XEAH

KAE = L0, M7 T M 2
1.2 X%

1.2.1 HMEXRE 20214F 5 H e ik A (PF 2 A4E 7 ) 28 MK IR I 48 h & B4k 3, TH 22 1R /K iU 5 gk 3~5
W, LAV Bl e - AT B L Z S FH 500 AT E Z M R M A K E IR S H S d E R AE R (ERE X &
JE=10 em X 15 e) F¢ 1o ZR IR ACK E IR I B e i 5 B B Rk fh 2 i fh v SF R F K 2 h 5b S, B8
FRERAR B LRGN, Fr it Kt 5~6 Fr ELrE (R % 45 d A2 47 ) B iE A7 Eh i b 34

1.2.2 KEGAE  NaClEEE 6 MRELARL, B0 (CK,ZE MWK BEH#E) .25.50,100,150.200 mmol-L ", % i B kb
PRSKE A, B 300k (), AP 2 d AL B — R, 7 Ab B RS Ay s G R wh RN T, X vk B R T 25 mmol - L R Ak
LR L d AR B A A B AT e B R BABOE VRS R 1 d T E AR v B O A B GERE LR, R
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T 12 o R BT KB 1 2 0% R DR 2/ 3 A AL BV T L DA EH T T h\?ﬁkTﬁﬁ“”Ti%*E’JihﬁﬁPﬁﬁﬁ
PAPRIE NaCl FEAE E (3R 1) o AR 2 A B 3 H A e 5 i 2 O £ r3a 4b B 9 2

F1 NaCliR EAIEHIER

Table 1 Concentration increasing order of NaCl treatments

W Tl 4b Hl Pretreatment WA NaCl treatment
Concentration (mmol-L ") 0d 1d 2d 3d 44 1d 7d 14 d
0 (CK) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
25 0 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
50 0 25 50 50 50 50 50 50
100 0 25 50 100 100 100 100 100
150 0 25 50 100 150 150 150 150
200 0 25 50 100 150 200 200 200

1.2.3  HURE B e A0 313K B 006 W TS 5 7O 14 K, g E AT BEALE R 10 BRI AT AR K AR bR A A BRAE AR
e o F5 0 5 P HF 100k = (0 A AR, B MR /D — B0 3 it B, 36 30 B, 38 AR, A 3R A i T,
—HRAR I E I, T AR 0.5 em BT AL aw 47 &5 v 7 BORE TR & i R AR R i SR T AR A (spectra MAX 190, &
D) AT I AE

SR FH AU LU 0,305 00 g w3 PR 5 5 SR A 6 7 A TR i JBC 2 ) 7 9 8l 1R 5 5 R 2% 307 5 il e € ik
E ATV PR EE 1 5 2R AUE I mae o't b 3 Dt vk N S R A A ) I 1k T 1 5 SR FH O R 1 1 N S o AR Ak ) T T M

52 AT ) S ek A A U TG 1 SR 43 0606 B VA T SE 1% &R (chlorophyll, Chl) & &, >R A AR L bE 22 1R vk
DTS e - S

FEAL RS O K I i 25 30 3] T0 28 Ak iy &5 J3 H, (em) , Ab 382 7 0 14 R I i 25 3 28 T 28 4k i) & J H, O HL,
(em) . BEmEERK S A=H—H,, XA A5 ¢ R Bk s i AR K it H O AR BRSSO Rk =, H oAb 38 S
SRR MR, =T 14,
1.3 HELALHEL HH

K SPSS 17. 0 ¥4 47 75 22 43 B1 L >R H Duncan 35 K 39 4% &b 2 22 0] 22 5 M, >Rk H Microsoft Excel 2010 3
HEAT A P81 R SR Ja ek B0 o3 B o

W ZAE bR S5 PUEh 68 71 2 IEARC PR AN (D) iz s S5 hidh sE 71 2 A& B AR (2) , p i=
1,2,3, 0, X A8 R D SE A8, X, 0 X A 246 A i G 1 e {8 A e /(B i bR BT 15 o0 B A U (),
U A e ) 2 BT i 5k B8 ) 98, B =2 AT

Xl'_Xmin

UX))=—F——F— 1

( ) Xmax - Xmin ( )

Xiixmin
U(X)=1— """ 2
( ) Xmax 7 Xmin ( )
DU(X

U=""— (3)

n

2 HBREHSH

2.1 NaClmhiast = &t RS E KW YH
NaCl &b 3 = & 5 R bR 5, 76 4 B3k B <<50 mmol- L "B, X bk e e A K A 0 5 042 B VE 76 14 d B, 25
mmol-L Bk S AEK B, N 1. 06 cm, 7E 100 mmol-L '), 14 d iRk & A K B R CK A2, 2 0. 66 cm,
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Mk B >100 mmol- L~ B X 4% 25 e A K v g T 4 =127 B0~7d B7~14d
S BV 3 14 T 5 00 7 FR IR L 76 200 mmol- LB Loy ”
35 0.8} o

PR A R LU IR AR T 45.43% . $EH] NaClig
fE =100 mmol-L ' i X &k & A= & 09 40 &1 4E 15 9
O ). 7N
2.2 NaCIARAZE ke CE4TH YN »m

B 77 NaCl Ab BV JE 1 M6 00 e €3 36 4 Jt e 25 Tl00 150 200
IR 45 71 14 5 545 56 T 55 I 40 R 98 (11 2) . 7 NaCH¢f NaClconcentration (mmol L)
LTS 14 F  NaCl 38 3 3% 50 mmol-L i Chl E1l NaCIRET=BEZKSHEK=E
B CK B T 6. 50% 5 76 ¥ % 200 mmol-L " Fig. 1 Net growth of plant height of V. tricolor under NaCl

0.6 |

[EREREENS

0.4 r

7S
Net growth of plant height (cm

0.2

0

treatments

W, e CKFEAE T 30.05% . Bl 2 kb BRI ] 1 3 K, Ab
F BE =50 mmol- L' i, NaCl4h 145 14 K 9564 € S 14 —=dig ——dd
Lo R R T 7 K. B6 vk I <50 mmol-L " fY LTy’
NaClgb 706 ] 5 475 = (5 SR bR Chl & ik, o T Ik wg 12
B A (5 58 MO R IR WE My
2.3 NaClppriast =& 25 FHF R H A iﬁé"; ;g -

B NaCl 4k 3 1 1 100, SP 4 6 40 B 55 7 Eos
FILA R 2 55 - T W I A 438 2 AL B A5 14 % z 07

L6 I 36 9 B S 50 mmol- L' iF, SP & i 85 , [k CK 34 N, T T P
BT 96. 75005 A8 W8 Oy 200 mmol- LU L CK @y NacigtR =@ asH 2548

FEAG T 14. 65% (& 3) . Bl Ab BEAT (] (4 4E K, 459K Fig.2 Chlorophyll content of V. tricolor leaves under NaCl treatments
NaClAb 325 14 K SP & s BMKF 25 7 K, 4% Wk 2 58 oy

AL PR RS SP & i K T4 B (% 200 mmol- L AbFRAS 14 K ), I 25 Ak B R 7] Y SE 4, 59 0 i B 2 BRIk 34 . 3
] = (B A R 28 NaCLAL B | fE 35 42 7 SP & kb,

BE & NaClib # vk B2 i 15 i, SS Fl Pro & s AE A B 58 7 R B Re e T fa i 7658 14 R &5 B R R
B, SSEREEA A 14 K W W JE & 50 mmol- L', b CK M in 1 427. 65% , 7E ¥ J& 4y 200 mmol -
L 'HF CK3 T 228.38% . B 200 mmol-L ' Ab 38 Ab, Bifi 75 b 3B 1] (14 SE <, 4% ok B8 b A5 14 KB SS & it 3
w7 R, B T CK, I Bl 2 Ak RV B 9 T =, 3 e 2 A B (R 3) o BB = 0 BE AR PR 46 NaClAb 38
J& L BE I E PR SS I .

Pro & Bt AE AL B A 14 K, B0 9 B 4 150 mmol- L "B &, B CK B T 121, 08 % 5 % & 24 200 mmol -1
b CK I T 28.46% . Bk 25 mmol- L' 4 H AL, B 25 Ak BRI (8] 9 48 <, 4b JES 14 K Pro & MR T 45 7K
(E13), FEAbHE 14 d B, ¥R B =150 mmol- L'}, Pro & & m T CK, 56 B 76 40 3 F. 1 (7 d) NaCl P30 68 B 5 2 &5
A HEAER Pro & & AEAL IR (14 d) , Mk BE =150 mmol- L 'B, f8 W 48 & Pro &% & .

2.4 NaCl#&#zd = & ¥ A & % iE 8 Hh

BE % NaCl4b Bk B (38 i, POD 1% VEAE AL BRAYEE 7 F1 14 KI5 TG AR ka3 . fEAC B0 ERE 14 %,
i ¥ BE i 50 mmol-L ' BF, POD §if 4 i &, Ho CK 34 in T 89. 60% 5 78 ¥ &£ 2 200 mmol-L "), tb CK &AL T
8.33% (&1 4). WA Kb IR ] Y 4E 4 , &V B NaClAb 35S 14 K1) POD G P38 45 7 K . W EE<C150 mmol-L "
b B =68 B R R 3 B R POD TR M

B % NaCl4bBE v B /9380, SOD 3 P 7E AL B A 55 7 F1 14 R e EFH R FRIRA a3 . AL FRAGEE 14 K 4
Jofk 360 ¥ FE 24 50 mmol- LB, SOD i P i, b CK38 N 1 52. 41 % ; 76 ¥ £ 2 200 mmol-L '], [ CK FEfIL T
11.91% (FE 4) . B3 4k B A (4 4E K, 45 9 B NaCl AL BRES 14 K SOD 3 M ¥ F 45 7 K . ¥ JE<<150 mmol-
L "NaCl4b 3 = {5 B AH b fig 1 25 £ 5 SOD 1 1 .

(=]
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Fig. 3  Soluble protein, soluble sugar and free proline Fig. 4 Peroxidase, superoxide dismutase and catalase
content of V. tricolor leaves under NaCl treatments activity of V. tricolor leaves under NaCl treatments
Wit 7 NaCl b # e B 1 1 n , CA'T 1 £ 76 4k 2 (1 Qs —=—dd —+—ldd
557 M 14 KB R EIF R R AR A R . A b B Y 5 g
(=}
14 K, NaCl 360 % B 29 100 mmol- L', CAT i ok’
NN
e % Lt CK 34 T 319.39% ; 76 ¥ £ 4 200 mmol- Hy
LU W CK BRI T 17.97% (B 4) . Bzt iy =3
<
FE K, <100 mmol- L' Zb B A9 45 14 KiE CAT 3 £ 1 =

TR 7K. WBE<C150 mmol- L "AbH = {0 B A AR o 25 50 100 150 200
R CAT T M NaCli& 5 NaCl concentration (mmol-L™)
i E 7] o

E5 NaCIRET=GBEZ#%MDASE
2.5 NaCla st =& ¥ MDA A28 %A Fig. 5 MDA content of V. tricolor leaves under NaCl treatments

Bt %5 NaCl b 30y B (938 I, MDA & &2t 78 4b 3 f5
BT 14 KR ETEm A . R4S 14 K, NaCl Ay B 38 ¥ 4 200 mmol- L i e &, e CK 3 T
101.97% (1 5) , i B bt NaClife B (1 Tk =i, 52 i 2o 420 Fh R 40 it s 32 i A8 o ]
2.6 NaCl& By = & £ H 4 Wi o) 22 60

) 11 T R 8 0 A2 5 — A R 1 S L S 5 T R B T DD AR OG0 A 22 R T I 2 A T, BRI Sh T ofE
B NaClAb BES = (2 Bt £k 58 7 R o i 35 e 28, 6 Jr il a2 2 50 A7 SR I R B0 B (3R 2) 25 AR ], — (o 2
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AR 26<<150 mmol-L ') NaCl b3 )5 3R J& R BCF- 3445 40 ¥ 78 T CK 55 0 K (0. 318), B ¥k £ <<150 mmol-L 'f¥)
Ak B AT 38 5 2 5 SS.SP  Pro & i, 0% CAT .POD . SOD {1 , i 2% Chl 4 B % E 72 , i NaCl#k J& 78 200 mmol -
L, A5 T CKOES 0 I, 306 WA 3 814 49 I 11 0 B8 A R A 3% ek 2 390 7™ 5 52 ), ChL B il , O & R G il
B E IR EEAS T SO EN AR

NaCl kb B8 5 J& ok 825 4 45 23 HE P 49 - 50 mmol- L~ '>>25 mmol+L~'>>100 mmol+L '>>150 mmol-L '>>CK>
200 mmol-L'. MEZEGHEF 45 R A, — 6 BT NaCliy e & i 52 & By 150 mmol- L',

*£2 NaCIRETEIERNEEIHES

Table 2 Membership function score of V. tricolor under NaCl treatment

I SS Sp Pro CAT POD SOD Chl MDA A, U, CR

Concentration (mmol-L ")

0 0. 000 0.132 0.128 0.053 0. 085 0.185 0.822 1. 000 0.455 0.318 5
25 0.769 0.634 0.115 0.630 0.514 0.791 0.963 0.776 1. 000 0.688 2
50 1. 000 1.000 0.000 0.755 1.000 1.000 1. 000 0.615 0.757 0.792 1

100 0.622 0.610 0. 080 1.000 0.532 0.265 0.191 0.353 0.424 0.453 3
150 0. 549 0.242 1. 000 0.182 0.273 0.262 0.134 0.117 0.134 0.322 4
200 0.534 0.000 0.333 0. 000 0.000 0.000 0.001 0. 000 0.000 0.096 6

SS: W B Soluble sugar; SP: W] ¥ 1% & [1 Soluble protein; Pro: i B fili 2 M2 Free proline; CAT: i A b & fif Catalase; POD: i % 1k ¥ i
Peroxidase; SOD: #8 % 1k ¥ 1 L Superoxide dismutase; Chl: Mf-4¢ % Chlorophyll; MDA : 7§ —_f¥ Malondialdehyde; A,: ¥k 44 K &t Net growth
of plant height; U, : )& i $F 154> Average score of membership function; CR: £i45 #E ¥ Comprehensive ranking.

3 g

NaClJ& + 5 i 5 Wi b v £, th FAEAO A 7= h KA AT o0, S BRI SR AR . 3 i 4)
— AR E A HE K DI 5 — R A R i R HOK A R OR K IR IS B B R B, R R A i B i s
AR 40 4 I A K, T A R ARG B T AR ST R B, LR A AR — 5 W B NaCLA R T =8
B AR ER 2 b NaCIVR BE i i B 0 = AR RS R B R Y52,

ML 3 BE 0 R T BB R SS  SP  Pro %535 35 1 N W) IR 4 15 40 8 B B, g ER o it £ b vE A 40
JIEL | AT I AR 306 45 10 s B AR B, L BRI S P Mk R OE A S . AR SE & B, = B 7E NaClJFpal LSS SP . Pro
BRI I 2 v O R U6 = B E NaCLF 6 3 5k 32 0 4106 P4 1998 33 18 15 90 0 19 3 R 3R S A0 i i 8 3 T
I 17 24 4 40 0 0 W 7K A 7K BE T L 0 2% NaCl a6 Wﬂiﬂ’aaﬁ%%,L'ﬁAl Farsi 58 8F 58 25 1 — 5.

AL AE 330 158 0300 T, 38 o 488 v 0 S A T 190 09 R T o e AR Ab A B R BT B 4 ROST Y, RLTSZE ROS X 441 fifg
(45, OO M S A P R IR A G . ARBF SR R B, = A MR 4 NaCLb B S, F1 R L & 48 SOD .POD |
CAT BARR I e Th & J5 BEARE 3 FEAL B 14 d, 7E 3R R 2 <<150 mmol- L '#f,SOD .POD .CAT ifi ¥ & T CK,
L Ah A > 150 mmol- L'}, SOD . POD \CAT i MK T CK, U B EL K B =150 mmol- L', fini) 7 = ¢4 &
20 Ff R R Ao SR AL AR B VB 0B VAT ) T AT A AL T M A A B 14 d R R AR B ) T v T AR A A
AT RE S Y NaClk B &5 1 = (0 85 [ B R 1 (7 B i, S BURHE T RGBT ELIE RS EEL DR 50
RREGEFF R R A B T S AR R F XS R B H S R T 45 R — B

Mo R ORI A ERMN EE AR R T TSRS FNSFEEEN, SRS R, LR
B 5 R ) 0 32 0 1 T R S IR A O o AR AF SR & L, 7E NaClBae F , 50 mmol- L' Ab # A Chl & & 5 i, 24
J#>>50 mmol-L "B Chl & & ALF CK, Ul B &3 L vR B, $h W3 1S T Chl B FRAK TOR A E R X 5 5
75 = g A5 R — B

MDA J&: 41 i BB S5 3k 42000 0 7= 40, HC 55 ik 5 0 4 9 B0 3 M 2 970 AE DG BRI T DA MDA 55 S 1A R 4 1)
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Ui Re f1 o AW R, NaClPhill J5 , MDA 5 &t 78 5 A kb 3 35 52 7 w8 e 34, AT B % NaCLyR B2 (9 7 &, T
3R ] T B R R G 405 IR, X T RE 55 R T A 4R A T 3 R ) 4 S S 5 5 B R R T A B AT G . A
HNAER BT AP AN A ES 1 DR R FE R PR R o R T, A 2 B B T A, =
PR P A H 3R B i 7= A B R g T Ak A A R 8 e N T B AZ B0 005 I A B MR AT, S 04 N 1 5
A TG A I K S5 —F 400 S5 38 sk 40 9 A8 A AR R T R e = I AR, e e o R R T X
FRE PR R B

A K AR ) 0 AR A e R B TR A A A SRR A T LA A AR L L ) Y 2 R AE | il A ) A
BRI A T BP0 RE Jy BEAT A UL, A AE BT SR R AR K S BT AR ) B R AR DG AR R SR B 3BT
Wi Y, ARBESE & B, 7E R W JE <50 mmol- L 'NaClgb B, #k i e A K s T CK, SR vk FE SR aa
FEE U = (O SEAEBR A9 2 K, SRR =50 mmol- L', Bl 5 $h vk B 00 Fh i, SO bR R A KRB R, R
We B2 =50 mmol« LB, % = (0 A AR A 19 A A e il 3 5 5K o 45 B B g A R — B

L) 40 300 P R 1 22 A LA AL TR 25 B VR T A 25 2L A B0 9 R SR s ek 8800k 43 BT 36 W, == €8 8 ok o 5 T 32
NaCl iy ¥ &£y 150 mmol- L', B8 stk B2, HAE K AZ B, AT i 2 B NaCLVk B2 B9 7, Na Fi CL ¥k 52 ] B 5y 1
PR RO E R F I E . AR RN CLU R 16 LT B R C R 2 — AR RN E B TS,
ES50EERME RS T oK i 6 i iC4e RN, 6 RE 32 & 40 I 02 33 TR R 8Lk S E L B — 2 4
FUIRE Y AHRAE YN CU T ZE R Y CLU i 2 i 23 s 73 5 I A 4 4 K, B I IR VR B2 19 NaClL ik
HORMET S EARFLTENCIOTE B CL WS @i WA F LR, MH AR, Na o BN REY 4K
Jrab @ MU, 1P Na U R WAFAE , AW s 0%, B S W EE 2 IEAM G, AR, Y L3 Na®
33 R S, Na H B 4 B B Y Ca™" 5 S04 MR S B R, 200 6 P A A A8 | 2B T 5 8 R ORI o
A AR i R SR AR B IR (R O G R R R A B R BT, 0 HE A W AR I 32 250 mmol- LT LU R
NaClfrifn , H 244 B &5 F 250 mmol- L B, A B H B0 KRR FE T, ACHIE 5 o 4 08 00 3] 3 A0 3 42, #F 200 mmol - L™
NaClAb# B Atk L EE 5 T ;A .

4 it

NaClAb# = ARG 6 G A il R4 B &Y RS J6H B FE MDA L Kbk A K a7 4B T W3
. fEALPEIS 14 d, Bl AL BRI E TFE LSS .SP . Pro . CAT .POD .SOD ,Chl 4 & & I+ & J5 B A B # , MDA £ 7
o A R AR K R AT A SRE R TR BT, 2 3 NaCLk B <<150 mmol- LB % = (8 5 i £ K JE
B 54 A T 24k B > 150 mmol - LI, 0 H AR KA RIAE FH A 2 o = €8 B W NaCl A9 85 & ¥ B2 24 150 mmol -
Lot B Ao a3 08 4 5 ) R 3R R e ST Tl R 6 1) T P A2 B FE R ), Chl B A i) L o 4 3R 4 38 3] ™
W, = E WK Z B E
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