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Abstract ;: Molecular characterization and expression patterns of AmLEAS ( AAW31666. 1) under abiotic stres-
ses which cloned from cold-and drought-stressed Ammopiptanthus mongolicus by a modified solid subtractive hybrid-
ization method were reported in this study. Bioinformatic analysis showed that the gene encoded a group 5 late em-
bryogenesis abundant protein (LEA). The overall length of AmLEA5 was 693 bp,and the cDNA contained a 297 bp
ORF encoding a polypeptide of 98 amino acids with a calculated molecular mass of 10.6 kDa. AmLEAS , with more
phosphorylation sites, was a kind of hydrophilic protein. The analysis of codon bias showed that AmLEAS gene was
bias toward the synonymous codons with A and T at the third codon position. Phylogenetic analysis indicated that
AmLEAS protein was most closed to Medicago truncatula LEA (ACJ84182.1) in genetic relationship. qRT-PCR a-
nalysis demonstrated that AmLEA5 was up-regulated by cold , drought, salt and hot stresses. Specifically , transcription
of AmLEAS accumulated more at the late stage of cold treatment. Intracellular localization analysis revealed that Am-
LEAS proteins tagged with yellow fluorescent proteins ( YFP) was more likely localized in the cytoplasm and nucle-
us. The results suggested that AmLEAS may played important roles in abiotic stresses responses, especially in cold
tolerant mechanism in A. Mongolicus.
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R IG & B 40 3 & #E H (LEA, Late embryogen-
esis abundant proteins) it B & BT AR 46 7 ep 11
WS e /N R R AR R b b
PRI, LEA EATER FHEY Ry, U E
BEFBR A D) DA AETE , W AMTE TR B 2R L 55 1) o
AR AR T A B R0 R
PRI AR, KRR T US4 € B B, 7
FF B K AR PRI R . — BN, LEA 2 H 5 b
TG KA R, FES 5L R/ T4 K
J1° BeA  LEA A B2 Sha Ak A v iaa
B R GE T, 2 hE ) A 32 S0 5 B i 2 e 40
B R EZ R PR IRGUN G . BF 58 & K
i T 5 BRI MU 5 75 5 LEA ZEF Y
Fik

HRAE LR e 51 Bk K R ] LIS LEA 2
J 6 ANFIEN A 5 S5 3 AR M Rk
ERAEL, BA R RTE R S RE, (H RS 5 R LEA
Bl Z B AR e — 1 A B R ST A A
S 5 15 LEA IR ZHCE LM A B Rk
PRI, A R O, 2 5 J% LEA J¥
FIRTIE K R IR BE 2 4Rl — A SRk i
ZHEITIP A 3 b — A B R, TG it 451 1Y
R EE ", 55 K LEA HAZ A [
BAR, FeEME 22, KR 5% LEA B R RE
TR, — AR T S R, T H AR SR T 2
P23k, N. Dorit 4511 R BUAHE £ T 57 AR B
BJRTE T LEAS ZEN YR

YA ( Ammopiptanthus mongolicus ( Maxim. )
Cheng f. ) XM S & SEl EAEAR 2 H 2/
55 3 @l AR IS W) B, T AR SR WL AR ) RN 24 ) B R A
Pyl RS TN Sl P VD B, S U
Tl S T L DX A4 A A o I R R, B AT 5 B BT
WEERE J1, & — Bl AR 5T AR R0 330 AL B A0 3 A8 b
TR0 ARSI AP A Tk 1 R R 1 BR 2 5 R
W AR 9 AL S5 B0 R B v i 7 2455 4l b o
i TG W 3 K AR E R R AR AmLEAS Y R
WFSERIZIL A Y 73 A= W) R P AT 2 B . 52
52 B PCR 7 kALl AmLEAS JE P 32 I
AN RN Y0 B T2 M SN L B WD F A (R E L S
BRI FE AL B R AN, K2 D T YFP-AmLEAS
il 2 A9 I 40 i 2 8 0 A7, 09 B A TR A R A A
P Heat 4 HL B e AR 00 Bk S A M F R
P& AT Y B R BE IR
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1.1 AmLEAS ERBEMEBRFESH

3 3 I Al 1) TR 1 65 A% 52 SR ms AR TR 9L )
PUARTE S & Vb & F A e b s FE B 1 NIOHG Jik
P2 7 5 3 AT )5 i 45 AmLEAS . i NCBI )
BLAST Il ORF Finder 75£& 5K {43 H71% 7 51 1 [7] I3
PR TP BEAE . ) ProtParam A4 3 M1 5 BH B
A A 20T A5 S, ] Signal P AR T
HEPFA P RE S IR BT U167 50, T TMpred #X
FTIN 22 2 8 R DXl A B i ), ] SOPMA
1 Predictprotein X %% 8 1 454 S =Rk v
PEATHIN . FH SbuLocV 1.0 F1 Target P B4 il %
BEEMWAMEN, H Clustal W 2 S H# R 5
HEAEA

WA T i 4 PR o0 AT 6 EMBOSS 7 £
(http://vm-bioinfo. toulouse. inra. fr/emboss ) H' [
CHIPS ( Codon heterozygosity in a protein coding se-
quence ) Fl1 CUSP ( Create a codon usage table) A Jz Co-
don W 7E 2L 2 ¥ (http://mobyle. pasteur. ft/cgi-bin/
portal. py? form =codonw) , iz} CHIPS XfVb4H
AmLEAS FER T A SCEW T H(Ene) 1T, R )52
FI CUSP I Codon W 5% ¥ CDS X GC %
AT 3 AL GC i (GC GC3s) H S T
IR (frequency ) F1AH XF [7] % 6% F ff FH BE

(RSCU, relatively synonymous codon usage ) 2%

1.2 &SI R AR

HHRKRIBL IR AL ST A
PR, TEIRAT 25 °C 6 16 h . 70% 1R R
F%, Pl RN FBEK . B3R 10 d, BRiE K 3H—20
WAL, A RKGEE, 1 h J5 BOREAE XTI
HAM AT LT ALEE B Ab B35 B 3554y
YEAIRIEATRE, (RIRAL P K VD AT A 4 C
SRR IR E R A AESE 1.2 4.8 16 REFE™
TR VA I AR TR BRI O 2 A
15 em x 15 em 53R BARE &4 F, 20 IAESE 1.,
2345 REHE, $habP 4 H 4 E T 25 C
16 h GHR 70% MBREAIF N R, 57 R 1 IR 1% 1Y
NaCl ¥, FF R B4 200 mL, 70 9I7ES5 1.2 4 .8.16 K
HURE, AL GV AT AT E T 40 °C 16 h JERE
70% WS T E SR, AR 1.2.4.8.12.24 h
WO, DA AR R AR R ARG R T - 80 C oK
G
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1.3 #%ZE L RNA 2K

{#iF Plant RNA assistant Kit( L F R E 5 3257
IR E UL HEAT S RNA 4RI, M - 80 C
IR TP IBCHE R i, TSR ST 0 WOF B I R g R Wi 5 B
1.5 mL A0 A 750 wl RNA assistant Ly-
sis Buffer &2 500 pL RNA assistant Extraction Buffer,
YR 2 I FIRE Y 5 min 7840 1E2), 12000 ©/min 55
05 min, B EWEMIA 500 pL RNA assistant Extrac-
tion Buffer, JR¥Z a8 ZU52 3% 5 min F7L4MR 2], 12000
r/min 5.0 5 ming 2 ARG, R 2=
% 10 min J&7 12000 r/min #5.0> 10 min, HCEREAA
1/2 fRFL#) 500 wl. RNA assistant Precipitation Buff-
er, IRA) G B T VK FULYE 20 min, 12000 r/min B5.0»
10 min, 5 %5, JH 1 mL 80% B4 35 003E , 13000
t/min &0 5 min, 7 P, HE 1 R, HER L4
min , A& & RNase-free ddH,O & f#ITIE, &5 H
Nanodrop ND-1000 spectrophotometer ( NanoDrop.
USA) Kil] RNA e
1.4 ¢DNA &%

fifi H Invitrogen 23 7] [ SuperSeript™ Il Reverse
Transcriptase & 7] & #£ 17 ¢cDNA FJ & B, K 1 uL
Oligo(dT),, (50 wmol/L) ( USA, Rromega) ,5 pg &
RNA,1 pL # 10 mmol/L dNTP mix ( Takara, Japan )
1B21)5,65 CHWEE 5 min, 85 37 BRI K I8V &2
D1 ming ZELL_ETRAP A 1 wL RNase Inhibi-
tor( Takara, Japan) ,4 wL [ 5 Firststand Buffer,1 pL
0.1 mol/L DTT,1 pL SuperSeript'™ Il RT (200 u-
nits/ L) , ATIEAT 50 CIEF 60 min,70 CHEH 15
min, FJE K-S A cDNA JBAE - 20 CHRAF
1.5 LERHKEEE PCR

SERF 26 6 € | PCR, B qRT-PCR, LA elFI Fi
eIF3 fE RS FEH!, qRT-PCR 5149 /™ s 4 IR 5E
JesE i PCR 51T 20K, ] Primer 3 #1412
i AmLEAS eIF1 F1 elF3 JEPR ¥ 5 AT 5 1 it 4R
JE AL BB A RS G, 518535

elF1F CTGACATGCGCCGTAGGAACG; elF1R CCC-
TGCTTATGCCAGTCTTTT

elF3F TTACATCGTCATCAAGGGTCG; elF3R ACA-
ATTATGGGAAGACGGCAC

R-LEAU TGAATCACTAATGGCTCGCTCCTTC;
R-LEAD ACACCTTGTCGGTTGTGGCCCTC

qRT-PCR KT AL AR 2 ABI PRISM7900HT
Real-Time PCR System, fii F 3¢ & ABI 2\ 7] 4 7= /9
384 FLARANIG IR, ¢t %E 157 & /2 SYBR Premix

Ex Taq"™ kit( Takara, Japan) , 20 pL JZ W& R A1H5 .
10 pL. SYBR Premix Ex Taq,7.2 plL PCR-grade water,
2 wL ¢DNA(50ng/pL) ,0.4 pL 4 10 wmol/L [ 1E [f]
SRR G, PO RIGIMARSEL N 95 C
30 s FEFR 1 ¥K;95 CAMES 5,60 CHEMH 34 s, FEFE 40
W SR JE AT R I 2 52,95 C 15 5,60 °C 1 min,
95 °C 15 s, fE¥ 1 IR, BAFEREE 3K,

FER AR it Ci(eyele threshold ) {2k 5
W, CERFR AN NI PEOETE 5k BIBE 1
(BRI T 2 DT OAGIAE . ROV EE SRR , R4 T A il 2
)Wt FH elF1 F eIF3 FEDR Cr B B LA SE- Y500 R
W2 R 2~ 2B AmLEAS LD B AR 15
i, MG Excel /A T-test X 2 A BUE 4704
2 P <0.05 B, BERAZER BT I AR e
1.6 AmLEA5 & [H T 408 %E L

H Gateway™ 41 R 487 by Fe ik 34, i 15
AR 1 YFP-AmLEAS BE#% 25 R0 moRs i 2638, H
SEIARTL AT 2 N B, (LRI ik . 7R OGS
RAE BT (Leica-SP5) T WLEE YFP-AmLEAS il
TR 0 3 B 4 v B 2 0

2 HR5HMH

2.1 AmLEAS £¥{EBF5H

O R [ A R A% 58 1 ARG BV 4 5 (R TR
VIR AmLEAS | A W015 B.2 70 BT R IW AmLEAS (1)
cDNA 4K 4 693 bp, % ORF Finder #2753 ¥7, %7
FIEAT 1A~ 297 bp WIFFEL B SEAE , 45 98 N2 SE TR
(1), ZEEMA 5 0AE A5 X ( UTR, untranslated re-
gion) K 119 bp,3'UTR K 277 bp, Heip 40 E— B poly
(A) B, H ProtParam Tl & 7~ AmLEAS A fr 4ty
(IEE 15354 10. 6 kDa, 25 HL 254 10. 19, H 98 4
RASERIRIL , RZECNTNE SRk P 5 R & &
Ala(11.22%) \Lys (10.20% ) .Ser (11. 22% ) . Val (9.
18% ) ,7G Cys Fl Trp, ZIEH S5 5 MR AE
i3 3= & # H (LEA, late-embryogenesis abundant pro-
tein ) FEPA A S B[RRI , BRIHCR AR 444 AmLEAS
2.2 AmLEAS &R\ Z 459 F0 0 40 B % i Tl

JH SOPMA FAFFINID 2475 AmLEAS FEPA B 4ty
IR T ZEH, anlE 2A 8 2B s, % EE 56
A EIERRTRFTE W - ML), S il 57, 14% , £ 5
LEPAE N i ;31 DRI UGG 454 , 2250 i
TE C ¥, 7 AEL 31, 63% , LA, 1% H ik 4 3. 06%
A SR BE R 8. 16% 1) B-F5 f 45 ¥, (i F Predictpro-
tein FRAFE I 2RO IRIIE T EIREE R A AT REM:
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ctctgattgactacgcaaattcatattaaagaaataagetttccgetgtcataaaacca
ttcactataactcttctttcacacagttttcaattcaattcaattcaatttgaatcacta
120 atggctcgctecttcactaacgecaaggttetctetgttetegtt
MARSFTNAKVLSVLYV
165 cttaatagattctcaagetceetcaccagacgtgggtatgetgea
LNRFSSSLTRRGYAA
210 gcaagtgcaacacaaagcgcaaaaaggggaggagttgtctecatt
ASATQSAKRGGVVSI
255 agcggcaagatggeacccaagtcaggggaagagaagagggeeaca
SGKMAPKSGEEKRAT
300 accgacaaggtgtcgtgggtgccagaccectgtgactggttactac
TDKVSWVPDPVTGYY
345 aaacctgagaacattaaggaaattgatgttgctgaattgegeget
KPENIKEIDVAELRA
390 acacttcttgggaaaaaattcaattaa 416
TLLGKKFN*
tttcaactgtgggtctctttgcttcatgatcggagtcagatgact
tgaacaaatctagagtgattctgatgaaagacatggaatggaatattg
atgttgagatgcatgtaccaagaactgattcacttttatagtttt
aagttgttattttatttcctttcaaaaaaaaaagttgttatttta
tttgtaccagatatgttttgttttatttttttttcaattcaatag

aatgaccattattaagggctaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa

AmLEAS W% B 7 5 R A H) R BB 51
Fig.1 Nucleotide sequences and coded

amino acid sequences of AmLEAS5
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ProtParam /TN i 7R AmLEAS J&F 275 /K
FEE(GRAVY) SN - 0. 345; Predictprotein 3K {4 £ J5
RO HT s B AR HE N 73.47% (B 2B) , LA
A RELH AmLEAS Sh 3K PERE A

FHAR 55 %% NetPhos 2. 0 i1 PROSITE i {l] Am-
LEAS SR 7 9 (B R Bz BT 9 h & A
1 4~ cAMP-F1 cGMP-HCHS 1) 85 FH 18 ( PKA T PKG)
RO, 1 K 2R 1 I 1 BRIk AL A8, 4 IR
FI#4 A C(PKC) BERRILN 5 (& 2C)

£ Signal 3.0 T & B AmLEAS fiY N-3i A 2ok
BN, DI AU 22 550 23 &Mz ),
UL % B A nT R B A TR kiR, A WoLF
PSORT ,SubLoc v1.0 Fl Target P 25 i 55 %5 Fil il % ¥
R AP A AR T IZ AR, T RE AL R A
BRAR SRR A0 B o h A 43
2.3 AmLEAS RGEEEXFR

FH BLAST 43H7 31 MEGA 5. 05 #F ) i R 455
HEALRS (8 3) R, AmLEAS 5 O RHEE At 1y e 3
H 1 LEA(ACI84182. 1) WY IRITRME =53k 77% , 36455
T, 5 H A Y PR LEA, 41 K & LEA (NP
001237596. 1) 4UFST LEA3-like (NP 171781.1) ik
il LEASD(P46522.1) A% LEAS (AAC06242. 1) |
M LEA( ABG54481. 1) P51 ] (14 LEAS

T 1
Serine
Threonine
Tyrosine
Threshold
60 £0 100

Sequence position

A :SOPMA T AL FH 54, h; -5 s ¢ . TERLE M 50, B35 e . IEMBE ; B : PredictProtein TN 8K FH 2R &5 A AN 5K M s sec: &M
acc: KM s H o BBE S E - AEHEE ;b B S IEIRERIL s e . BREE MY S SLMRTR I ;C. NetPhos 2.0 IlRF5 25 H AmLEAS S0 79 B MR Ak AB 107 4

A :SOPMA ;Secondary structure prediction, h;a-helix, c;Random coil ,t:B-turn,e; Extended strand, B : PredictProtein server;Secondary structure and

solvent accessibility prediction,sec:Secondary structure, acc; Solvent accessibility , H: a-Helix, E : Extended strand , b ; Buried ,

e:Exposed, C; NetPhos 2.0 server: phosphorylation sites in sequence of AmLEAS

&2

i %&E AmLEAS Z R4 SRk R BHBR L A0 2T

Fig.2 Secondarystructure,, hydrophobicity and phosphorylation sites of the coded protein AmLEAS of A. mongolicus
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(ABF29697.1) {£4: LEA( ACF74336.1) . E K LEA
(NP 001152662. 1) FEFE LEA (NP 001042873. 1) %
FA LRI % & . i DNAStar 23912 R 30141
N-A 1 C-A i 1 30 A28 HEFR A L 8 AR~ il L
K4y #6J8 T LEAS & 1, HA IR JT LEA3-like
(NP 171781.1) J& T LEA3 & ., A REFR, LEA3
BEHMSTAHES LEAS A T LA AR
Gt R RS K UP 4T LEA N3RS T LEA BH .,

AAW31666.1 AmLEA

ACJ84182.1 LEA

NP 001237596.1 LEA
NP 171781.1 LEA3-like
P46522.1 GOSHI LEASD
AAC06242.1 LEAS
ABG54481.1 LEA
ABF29697.1 LEA 5
ACF74336.1 LEA
NP 001152662.1 LEA
NP 001042873.1 LEA

—
0.2
AAW31666. 1 ; VP27 Ammopiptanthus mongolicus , ACJ84182. 1 . 55<%E
B %& Medicago truncatula ,NP 001237596. 1. K5 Glycine max,
NP 171781. 1 .U F53T Arabidopsis thaliana ,P46522. 1 . [t HiAf
Gossypium hirsutum ,AAC06242. 1 ; H® Nicotiana tabacum,
ABGS54481. 1. KWl Tamarix androssowii , ABF29697. 1 . F{F I T
4% Populus suaveolens , ACF74336. 1 : f£/F Arachis hypogaea,
NP 001152662. 1: Tk Zea mays,NP 001042873. 1 . ¥ f
Oryza sativa Japonica Group
h%&F AmLEAS 5EEFEEBNREH LT
Fig.3 Phylogenetic analysis of AmLEAS in

3

A. mongolicus and other homologous proteins

2.4 AmLEAS ZWFIRIFES T

ENc {E( effective number of codons) 24 F&[F it %%
1O e PE R R SR AL T — AL R PE R Br o, SR
R R DR v [ S S Y A ol T %) D A AR

ZAE MG FIAE 20 (BN BE R B — AN %6571
s i ) 2 61 (BT F B ) Z ),
HEIE 20 fRds-rEEEsR . ABFSEN H CHIPS Fl CodonW
RT3 VP &7 AmLEAS (1) ENc {H .GC & &
GC3s {H MK 57. 785 48. 82% 1 48. 48% , 1% H:H
ENc {ER K, 260 AmLEAS 455505115 i A% 2 KL R st
S AR LB — B AmLEAS R IX GC & R id
H1,GC3s [k GC Mgk, RV L HF ML AT
LRI T2 A GRS P H T A + T &%
KT G +C,

AEX [ S i BE (RSCU ) J2 46 % T4 —
YR S P T A G o 7 2 R IR 1) [) S A R
FHXTHERE . RSCU {H5 2 3 18 1) fifi I S 3 i+ 1
JEE TG, & RE T b 52 e 288 R o8 D A e -2
[ (1B AR (R R G2 M 1/ L7 o R ]
RSCU fH% T 1, MK —%%F M RSCU E KT 1,
I 9 12 286 B 7 19 058 FH A0 S5 AH A 8, I Z R AR
Fraction F&7R 251~ 5 116 G T 1% & FE R 1 2%
WP A B ER A8 (A EE AR T = 1) . Frequency
AR TAE S ) 3 R R0 7 P e B AR
RI7E 1000 25+ HH BE A EL . CUSP A1 Codo-
nW 7ELRFE P RS R (R 1) R BV AE An-
LEAS WS FH 25 DS T RSCU KT 1, H
A 13 ANER LA BT BRIESS R, A 12
MNEMFZLLC 3 G G EN, & LEEZ 1
N [AFE, Fraction {Hfl Frequency 1B K )
J& AmLEAS 55D i - 5% A5 -, DA 3sK 19 0 48 Bk Hp Al
I LAE HZ R ] A/T 25 305 e fdi i ¢/
G BILLE BED T L X5 I SE P 2565 7 fi
TP 0O ¥ AR R W i 4 A/T 45 B 1%
-,

%1 CUSP 71 CodonW TEZF2F 2347 AmLEAS BERZM FREFIE
Table 1 Condon bias of AmLEAS gene analyzed by CUSP and CodonW program

4% F Codon IR AA 45 Fraction W28 (%0) Frequency A Number AEGE ) S A5 & RSCU
GCA A 0.455 50. 505 5 1.82
GCC A 0.182 20.202 2 0.73
GCT A 0.364 40.404 4 1.45
GAC D 0.667 20.202 2 1.33
GAT D 0.333 10.101 1 0.67
GAA E 0. 600 30.303 3 1.20
GAG E 0.400 20.202 2 0.80
TTC F 1.000 30.303 3 2.00
GGA G 0.286 20.202 2 1.14
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Fz1(%)

FHF Codon HEEM AA Al Fraction WK (%o) Frequency AL Number AHX ) SC2 5 - HI BE RSCU
GGC G 0.143 10.101 1 0.57
GGG G 0.429 30.303 3 1.71
GGT G 0.143 10.101 1 0.57
ATT 1 1.000 30.303 3 3.00
AAA K 0.400 40.404 4 0.80
AAG K 0. 600 60. 606 6 1.20
CTC L 0.429 30.303 3 2.57
CTT L 0.429 30.303 3 2.57
TTG L 0.143 10.101 1 0.86
ATG M 1.000 20.202 2 1.00
AAC N 0.500 20.202 2 1.00
AAT N 0.500 20.202 2 1.00
CCA P 0.250 10. 101 1 1.00
cCe P 0.250 10. 101 1 1.00
CCT P 0.500 20.202 2 2.00
CAA Q 1.000 10.101 1 2.00
AGA R 0.286 20.202 2 1.71
AGG R 0.286 20.202 2 1.71
CGC R 0.286 20.202 2 1.71
CGT R 0.143 10.101 1 0.86
AGC S 0.273 30.303 3 1.64
AGT S 0.091 10. 101 1 0.55
TCA S 0.182 20.202 2 1.09
TCC S 0.273 30.303 3 1.64
TCG S 0.091 10.101 1 0.55
TCT S 0.091 10.101 1 0.55
ACA T 0.429 30.303 3 1.71
ACC T 0.286 20.202 2 1.14
ACT T 0.286 20.202 2 1.14
GTC v 0.111 10.101 1 0.44
GTG v 0.333 30.303 3 1.33
GIT v 0.556 50.505 5 2.22
TGG w 1.000 10.101 1 1.00
TAC Y 0.667 20.202 2 1.33
TAT Y 0.333 10.101 1 0.67
TAA 1.000 10. 101 1 0

A NEIR D RAEIR E AR, FRNER,G. HER, 1. 5720, K. M2 R, L. 2 2R, M. F 2R, N RBERE, P 2R, Q. 4 2 Bk
M RHMEEIR, S 225 R, T AR,V AR, W &R, Y AR . FRILFRKT 11 RSCU fH, * : TEIER
A:Ala,D:Asp,E:Glu,F:Phe,G:Gly,I:Ile,K:Lys,L:Leu,M:Met,N:Asn,P:Pro,Q:GIn,R:Arg,S:Ser,T:Thr,V:Val,W:Trp, Y Tyr.

The data with underline mean that the value of RSCU > 1. * ;No amino acid
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2.5 AmLEAS XF3E 4 ¥ BhiB i B & K R
SERFDE G E i PCR OSSR SR . AmLEAS FE A
FEARTR T2 SRR 8 2514 T 1) b e AR T
I (E4) . TEX 4 FPBHE 54T ,AmLEAS BIAHXTR
IREAS I TR AT TEAGR ST (B 4A)
B 25 A R i) P S | 3o P ) R T 3k e R T T
554 KRB i, BiJS BROR T B (R AR IR AL H i) 2F
1 RENGE 16 K Py 5L R0 AH G 38 38 1 4R 2 v 1 X iR

2
- =
= E
E - |
4 |
w8
E >
<2
(-5
0 | 2 4 B 16
i8] {d) Time
3 A
HE S
35
= (=1
= E LS
= "=
3
5 8 # 4
E U 05
b E B
= 0
0 1 2 4 8 16
B i) () Timme

H, TEFMT (K 4B) , WA F A BHT 4 d
AmLEAS FERARXS Rk %A B BT, 8155 5 K
AAXF Fe R0 T SR IR 6 £ &2, Eh Ak
M (E4C) FER AR FRIX LS 1 Kk B,
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