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Abstract: In order to develop an efficient method for screening salt-tolerant pepper germplasm resources and identify superior
salt-tolerant genotypes, this study determined the optimal salt concentration through gradient experiments and compared two
germination-stage salt tolerance evaluation methods: petri dish and germination bag. And then, the salt tolerance of 94 varieties of
pepper was evaluated by the optimal method. The results showed that 250 mmol/L NaCl treatment significantly distinguished salt
tolerance differences among varieties and was suitable for germination-stage salt tolerance screening. No significant differences were
observed between the two methods in terms of relative germination rate and relative germination potential, but the petri dish method
demonstrated significant advantages in sowing efficiency (61.67% higher than the germination bag) and material cost (74.59% lower
than the germination bag), making it the superior evaluation method. Under 250 mmol/L NaCl stress, the germination rate,
germination index, and germination potential of the 94 pepper germplasm resources were all significantly inhibited (P < 0.0001), and
five strong salt-tolerant genotypes at the germination stage, specifically Xin Zhai Miao La(A47), Qing Shan Xiao Hai Jiao(A37), Hong
Deng Long La JIAO(A9), Ni Tang La Jiao(A29), and San Fu Cun La Jiao(A65), were selected based on membership function values
exceeding 0.80. This study established an efficient method for evaluating salt tolerance at the germination stage in pepper and
identified salt-tolerant germplasm resources, providing both methodology and materials for breeding salt-tolerant pepper varieties.
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Table 1 Materials name and source

Gy MR 44 R K %5 RS K B RS SR
Code Material name Source Code Material name Source Code Material name Source
Al Y8 A i 5 HIRX A33 B =HE A65 =P %
A2 SHEME AT ST SEE=FEIS A34 JBR 48 AL mHH A66 R B %
A3 2t S EHIRX A35 B mHH A67 ERELEEN . Uit %
A4 RERRHE SE JUYEREIN A36 ic FH 4T3 mHH A68 T IIHH %
A5 e WEH AR A37 TF /MR BMNE A69 G £V A A
A6 IR 22 R WS AR A38 BRI -1 FMNE A70 JREH /N BRR s
A7 e WEH AR A39 BRI RA-2 SMA ATl FLIE AR A
A8 UEONTEN SE JUYEREIN A40 K3 A HINE AT2 ST AR 1 %
A9 LLAT G S HIRX A4l YR TN AT3 FOST AL 2 %
Al0 FEEL /N B WS EIRIX A42 A BN A4 KIZJE B A
All BEREs Ll IR A43 TR LM FMNE AT5 RAFE T B A
Al2 T BT BHHNA Ad4 PAIPLYI BHNAE AT76 HETE LB 1 s
Al3 TRERNS BB prlike) A45 SRk 1R prlike) A77 FEAE L 2 s
Al4 TRARI B HNE A46 JEPPHA TN AT78 LG LA 3 %
AlS RN HINE A47 BIESTEo HINE AT9 SRR BAN-43 P E IR X
Al6 NI BN A48 FERR A BN A80 Bl A
Al7 7Kk BB FMNE A49 SR FMNE A8l LIEBIR-41 P E R X
Al8 R BHL B A50 LB B Ok A82 LIHBRIR-42 P E R X
Al19 YA S FMNE ASl AFLH FMNE AS83 LHBIIR-40 P R X
A20 B TN AS2 R B BN A84 SRR BN -48 [EF-AS RS
A21 IRk 5 A HINE A53 FAPPEAN TN A85 7 KA %
A22 Fr O HINE A54 T 2 et HINE A86 FRIFH B %
A23 S F BN Ok AS5 RS AR Ok A87 LIHBIIR-38 P R X
A24 EIRBA k) AS56 RBE T B A AS88 TN S HHA
A25 HEVAHEI BHNA A57 HRAEBIAR BHNA A89 SERBBIAN-45 P R X
A26 FI7 AR TN A58 I BN TN A90 SRR BAR-37 [EF A= RS
A27 HHR BN BN A59 MU BB BN A9l SRR B -46 [F A= RS
A28 e BN BN A60 FH GBI BN A92 SRR BA-47 [EF A= R Y
A29 Je I B Ok A6l I S IAR Ok A93 SIHBRIN-44 P R X
A30 4% B R PR A62 BB HHE A94 LIEBIIR-39 P R X
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Table 2 Germination rates of different varieties under treatment with varying NaCl concentrations

NaCl #/E% (mmol/L) NaCl concentration

i

Variety 0 50 100 150 200 250
65 Zhongjiao No. 6 97.78a 97.78a 100.00a 98.89a 98.67a 82.67b
144095 Zhongjiao No. 409 97.78a 95.55a 98.89a 95.56a 94.67a 50.67b
#1175 Zhongjiao No. 7 94.44a 96.67a 93.33a 96.67a 90.67a 72.67b

NG FRERIR AN R IR L WIAE P<0.05I 257 B2 TR

Lowercase letters indicate the significant differences between different salt concentrations at P<0.05 level; The same as below

2.2 BMEEREL

22,1 MFHEMEZFER, HTAFBRLLE BRI, 76 250 mmol/L NaCl ALFEF, 34N G FIAIRNT K& 2FF
SR R ZEAAE PR % R TR T R 2R (P>0.05) o BTG MR ERS FR IV T AN & 2R AR T R 2F
89, WRERIR G AROK R E, R TR TR (HEAASRTE, IR IR AR AR B R —
H, BIEe S . 7 S #h L T 409 5 .
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Table 3 Effects of two identification methods on the relative germination rate and relative germination potential of seeds

s YT FXRF R 23 (%) FXS R 2 S (%)
Variety Identification method RGR RGP
h 4092 7RI 54.52a 8.73a
Zhongjiao No. 409 REFAR 56.67a 21.93a
e 2 FrFrm 82.67a 11.30a
Zhongjiao No. 6 RS 71.30a 58.68a
72 FrFrm 79.48a 35.00a
Zhongjiao No. 7 R 80.11a 54.12a

RGR: Relative germination rate; RGP: Relative germination potential; The same as below

2.2.2 BMEESHRIBARIIEL X F R E TR IR R R SRS AT LU, RIS IR IILAE R M Od
AR A A4 2 o 5575 VR Rl 1S SR R~ 35065 18] D9 15.38 min, AR 24815 (40.13 min) [1)38.33%:
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RIUNIIM R B A2 R, HAPAL7. Add. ATL. ASOZE L LFH G AR & 2 AKX T 10%,

M ERTESS . B8 =HEESHFR, LR E B RS K, AT A PR R 2, BRIAA 9347 Fh
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Table 4 Germination rate under control condition and relative germination rate under salt stress for the pepper germplasm resources

puiei:l puiei:l puiei:l
LRSS AR 2 % AR 2

M5 REFH gy M5 REFH Iy P REFH o4
Code (%) Group ) Code (%) Group ) Code (%) Group )

RGR RGR RGR

GR of CK GR of CK GR of CK

A65 99.33 1 95.64 A%4 94.67 1 40.85 A51 96.00 1 0
A9 98.67 1 92.57 A90 90.67 1 40.81 A63 94.67 1 0
A47 90.67 1 90.44 A88 100 1 40.00 A4l 80.00 1 0
A29 93.33 1 90.00 A27 90.00 1 34.81 A25 74.67 2 80.36
A42 92.00 1 87.68 A87 81.33 1 31.97 A91 70.00 2 67.14
Al4 87.33 1 83.21 A21 85.33 1 29.69 A57 73.33 2 62.73
A37 92.67 1 82.73 A64 97.33 1 28.77 A26 60.00 2 52.22
A6 94.00 1 82.27 A35 100 1 28.00 A24 58.00 2 51.72
A6 94.00 1 79.79 A73 97.33 1 27.40 A59 62.00 2 51.61
A60 84.67 1 79.13 A28 92.67 1 27.34 A3 66.67 2 48.00
ASS 95.33 1 78.67 A36 92.00 1 25.36 AS8 58.67 2 46.02
A43 87.33 1 78.63 A92 84.00 1 25.00 A40 69.33 2 45.19
A85 90.67 1 78.31 A76 98.00 1 23.13 A22 54.00 2 18.52
Al3 98.00 1 77.55 A83 96.67 1 21.72 Al0 76.00 2 11.40
AS3 96.00 1 71.88 A69 98.00 1 21.43 Al7 47.33 2 8.45
Al9 93.33 1 68.57 A82 83.33 1 19.20 A44 50.67 2 7.89
A56 81.33 1 66.39 A31 94.67 1 17.61 AT71 46.00 2 7.25
A20 86.00 1 63.57 All 80.67 1 16.53 A9 77.33 2 3.45
AS 89.33 1 61.94 A68 97.33 1 15.41 A74 60.00 2 3.33
A84 94.00 1 61.70 AT5 95.33 1 14.69 A48 41.33 2 3.23
A39 96.67 1 60.69 A54 96.00 1 14.58 A45 78.67 2 2.54
A50 90.67 1 59.56 Al6 97.33 1 14.38 A32 70.00 2 1.90
AlS 88.67 1 57.89 A93 91.33 1 14.23 AT78 48.00 2 1.39
A38 91.33 1 55.47 Al2 92.67 1 12.95 A2 62.67 2 0
A66 99.33 1 53.36 AT9 93.33 1 11.79 Al 46.00 2 0
A52 82.67 1 52.42 AT2 99.33 1 8.05 Al8 6.67 3 60.00
A6l 81.33 1 51.64 A80 100 1 8.00 A46 29.33 3 44.32
A67 92.67 1 48.56 A4 92.00 1 6.52 A33 12.00 3 22.22
A23 86.67 1 48.46 A62 98.00 1 5.10 A34 37.33 3 21.43
A7 92.67 1 48.20 A81 97.33 1 3.08 A70 0 3 -
A49 83.33 1 44.40 AT77 98.67 1 1.35
A8 90.67 1 41.91 A30 98.00 1 0

s AEL; — BEWE; TR

The codes are the same as those in table 1; : No data; GR: Germination rate; The same as below
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Fig. 1 Germination parameters of pepper germplasm resources under NaCl treatment

AG65: THERFIBT; A30: SEEFR
A65: Salt-tolerant germplasm; A30: Salt-sensitive germplasm

2 A65, A30BEN RPN EBLAFNE AL IR L FRETE

Fig. 2 Germination rate identification of A65 and A30 varieties in the control group and salt treatment group
232 HEXTEZZFRE  mESATA, 250 mmol/L NaCl 4bFE R, 7R —HFR G4 ZEFEAE T80 %) H,
AATIHIRD A R 2R i =1, N81.79%, A37. A9, A29. A65. AI3FIFIFHIXT K& EFHREIR 2, ¥ITE70.00%
DAL, EBiRef i IR R % Jymr, ARCPEBER, T EhPETR: A1l A72. A93. A79. A80FF133 A
Foft 7 G2 YR PRI FR AR R SEFR I TE10.00% AR, 3R B IX Sefh i SRR 7E Sh AL B A 13 MK, RIS,
M b VeSS . 7E55 A BT (WHBALR ZERAE40%~80%) 1, A10. A17. A71. A44%5 1245 Fh i 58 i F T
FHOE R ZEFREIET10.00%, T #hME55 . 7E28 =2 IR ZERALT40%) 1, AT0M B R K ZF,
WA 934 B T HEAT AT B ZEAR B 04 . W IBTZR, 7ENaCIALHE R ZEHe BRI RE oA 38 R a3,
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Table 5 Germination index under control condition and relative germination index under salt stress for the pepper germplasm resources

Xof AL fix Xof AL fix Xof HEE AL fix
i o aal EEE | me o aAl EE | mY o Sul N
Code T Group (%) Code T Group (%) Code T Group (%)
GI of CK GI of CK GI of CK

RGI RGI RGI
A47 17.76 1 81.79 A21 9.93 1 29.46 A63 17.92 1 0
A37 13.33 1 78.63 A54 15.68 1 28.52 A5l 17.56 1 0
A9 19.09 1 75.29 A67 14.82 1 24.77 A41 10.50 1 0
A29 16.46 1 71.93 A28 14.06 1 24.43 A25 10.17 2 67.68
A65 20.23 1 70.21 A35 20.71 1 23.36 A40 6.65 2 46.75
Al3 18.10 1 70.19 AT3 18.67 1 21.17 A59 6.84 2 46.49
A43 14.28 1 66.76 A90 14.49 1 21.03 A24 6.63 2 43.93
Al4 14.52 1 62.67 A2 12.27 1 20.75 A26 6.69 2 41.51
A86 19.27 1 61.34 A88 19.98 1 20.67 A91 9.38 2 41.01
A42 15.99 1 60.47 A8 14.71 1 17.67 A58 5.35 2 40.12
A6 13.95 1 55.15 A68 16.00 1 15.59 A3 8.30 2 39.76
A56 9.58 1 54.85 A7 13.02 1 15.23 A57 8.77 2 38.90
A60 13.68 1 51.97 A76 16.02 1 15.06 A22 6.21 2 15.90
A61 10.21 1 47.91 A64 16.61 1 13.86 Al10 8.38 2 7.83
A23 12.95 1 47.76 A36 15.14 1 13.22 Al17 6.78 2 7.71
A4 15.00 1 46.67 Al6 18.92 1 12.69 ATl 5.68 2 5.53
Al19 14.73 1 46.11 A92 9.45 1 12.25 Ad4 7.30 2 4.77
ASS 17.84 1 43.78 A83 17.94 1 11.78 A48 2.96 2 4.46
A20 16.29 1 43.65 Al2 15.78 1 10.86 A74 6.52 2 3.06
A85 16.93 1 43.40 A69 16.23 1 10.79 AR89 10.24 2 2.71
A5 15.31 1 42.13 A31 18.52 1 10.67 A32 8.02 2 2.03
AS0 16.84 1 41.51 A75 16.99 1 10.24 A45 10.04 2 1.62
A53 17.46 1 40.89 All 7.47 1 8.80 A78 3.52 2 1.54
A39 16.38 1 37.66 AT2 20.29 1 6.98 A2 3.17 2 0
A52 11.44 1 37.44 A93 12.68 1 6.40 Al 3.09 2 0
A7 8.04 1 36.02 AT9 15.25 1 5.74 Al8 0.46 3 46.00
A49 10.95 1 35.11 A0 18.97 1 4.38 A46 3.24 3 37.93
Al5 14.40 1 34.94 A81 17.08 1 4.08 A34 3.60 3 21.67
A66 19.51 1 32.34 A4 8.93 1 3.76 A33 2.14 3 10.74
A27 13.15 1 31.82 A62 20.28 1 3.06 A70 0 3 -
A38 13.13 1 29.66 AT7 9.64 1 0.81
A%4 16.26 1 29.59 A30 19.15 1 0

233 HEWEAZFE  HER6AIH, 250 mmol/L NaCl Ab¥EF, 7EZE—AF Cof IR ZFEAE T80 %) H,
A3THIALTHIFD TR R AR R, 05 N76.47%F168.64%, it shEsE; 45 134 Fh 5T B JRAE ShALEE R IR Kk
2, THERPESS. 45 AR (RHIRALR 2 R AE40%~80%) R4 =41 (WAL R T40%) 1, Hhefs
it IR R FAEXT HRZE IR R AC2E, TovE AW L 2tk . WEIICHT/R, 7ENaCUbEE T, KEFHFEFERRE
ERMEY, SHBAGENREEZER (P<0.0001) o %45 BAESE T SRR EER g, 3L
SCHE T BRI 3 PR AR L T 0% 2 R IR T
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Table 6 Germination potential under control condition and relative germination potential under salt stress for the pepper germplasm
resources

Xof e X 2 Xof HEE 4L
AR R 23 ARR 2 AHR 2 4

ER) ] Bl ER) RS o i o] Bl
Code (%) Group ) Code (%) Group ) Code (%) Group )

RGP RGP RGP

GP of CK GP of CK GP of CK

A37 34.00 1 76.47 A67 44.00 1 10.61 A4 5.33 1 0
A47 78.67 1 68.64 A76 52.00 1 10.26 All 2.00 1 0
A9 84.00 1 53.17 A54 47.33 1 9.86 AT7 0.67 1 0
A29 56.67 1 50.59 AlS 45.33 1 8.82 A40 4.67 2 57.14
A56 14.00 1 47.62 Al2 49.33 1 8.11 A25 27.33 2 34.15
A61 17.33 1 46.15 AS55 75.33 1 7.96 A58 5.33 2 25.00
Al3 89.00 1 46.07 A82 35.33 1 7.55 A24 11.33 2 23.53
A23 40.00 1 42.50 AS52 28.67 1 6.98 A26 12.67 2 15.79
A21 12.67 1 42.11 A75 68.00 1 6.86 A91 21.33 2 12.50
A65 92.67 1 42.09 Al9 48.67 1 6.85 A3 16.67 2 12.00
A43 50.67 1 40.79 A64 58.67 1 6.82 A59 11.33 2 11.76
A86 91.33 1 39.42 A38 34.00 1 3.92 AS7 18.00 2 7.41
A27 24.67 1 35.14 A69 56.67 1 3.53 A32 9.33 2 7.14
Al4 51.33 1 33.77 A88 89.33 1 2.99 A44 19.33 2 3.45
A42 55.33 1 32.53 A90 47.33 1 2.82 AR89 30.00 2 2.22
A49 24.67 1 24.32 AT2 95.33 1 2.10 A45 19.33 2 0
AS0 63.33 1 23.68 A62 97.33 1 2.05 Al7 16.67 2 0
A28 30.67 1 21.74 A81 72.00 1 1.85 A71 12.67 2 0
A84 38.67 1 18.97 A87 37.33 1 1.79 A74 12.00 2 0
A60 44.67 1 17.91 A80 76.67 1 1.74 Al0 11.33 2 0
A20 68.67 1 17.48 A79 50.00 1 1.33 A22 7.33 2 0
A73 81.33 1 17.21 A31 80.00 1 0.83 A48 1.33 2 0
A%4 58.00 1 14.94 A30 82.00 1 0 A78 0 2
A35 100.00 1 14.67 AS1 72.67 1 0 A2 0 2
A39 55.33 1 14.46 A63 71.33 1 0 Al 0 2 -
A6 32.67 1 14.29 A83 70.67 1 0 A46 4.67 3 42.86
A85 66.67 1 14.00 A36 44.67 1 0 A33 6.67 3 0
A68 51.33 1 13.64 A8 42.00 1 0 AlS8 0 3 -
A66 83.33 1 12.80 A93 35.00 1 0 A34 0 3 -
A53 84.00 1 11.90 A41 23.00 1 0 A70 0 3 -
A5 57.33 1 11.63 A92 16.67 1 0
Al6 80.00 1 11.25 A7 6.00 1 0

2.4 TENMEEEIEMN

Z%GB16715.3—2010 (JICRAEYIRR T B30 70 i RIE) Drh B 15t B f AR 27 R AMIR T80 %)
PR, FUA 6740 BABR 5 VR 0 R AL R 2R 5608 3 780 %A [ (R4) , UL TN R IR, XK 2
HONAE R A F A3 TR b (197 351 3K I eR AU X IR 6740 Ff B B2 R EAT i SR PELE A VAN . 670 P ST 3 S8 iR
HAE0~0.9478 210 (R7) , MihtEZEFRE, HPA47 (0.9478) . A37 (0.9421) . A9 (0.8612) . A29
(0.8273) . A65 (0.8029) V53¢ )& R £ {E >0.80, NZF WISRIN #h A BT: A30. A41. A51. A633L4fnHn
SRR R BUE N0, NI BT RGP R S R — 48 hs (WA R 23D R¥Fm E— 8k, HE



AT SRR BRI ER 1, WA3THIXT KR (82.73%) KT A65 (95.64%) , {HRAHXI K (76.47%) &
A65 (42.09%) , “FHREREIE (0.9421) FTA65 (0.8029) , T MR Eh N0
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Table 7 Membership function values of seed germination indicators for the pepper germplasm resources

%y 13RI B 4 % TSR R =2
Code Average membership function Ranking Code Average membership function Ranking
A47 0.9478 1 A28 0.2896 35
A37 0.9421 2 AT3 0.2568 36
A9 0.8612 3 A35 0.2567 37
A29 0.8273 4 A90 0.2402 38
A65 0.8029 5 A88 0.2367 39
Al3 0.7572 6 A8 0.2181 40
A43 0.7239 7 As4 0.2100 41
A86 0.6999 8 AT76 0.1867 42
A42 0.6938 9 A64 0.1865 43
Al4 0.6926 10 A82 0.1844 44
A56 0.6625 11 A87 0.1813 45
A61 0.5764 12 A68 0.1767 46
A6 0.5738 13 Al6 0.1509 47
A60 0.5657 14 A36 0.1423 48
A23 0.5488 15 A92 0.1370 49
A85 0.5108 16 A69 0.1340 50
A84 0.4879 17 Al2 0.1248 51
AS5 0.4873 18 A83 0.1237 52
A50 0.4800 19 AT5 0.1228 53
A20 0.4756 20 A3l 0.1085 54
AS3 0.4691 21 All 0.0935 55
Al9 0.4568 22 A93 0.0757 56
AS 0.4383 23 AT9 0.0703 57
A39 0.4280 24 AT72 0.0657 58
A21 0.4071 25 A80 0.0533 59
A27 0.4042 26 A62 0.0392 60
A49 0.4039 27 A4 0.0380 61
AlS 0.3826 28 A8l 0.0354 62
A66 0.3736 29 AT77 0.0080 63
A52 0.3657 30 A30 0 64
A38 0.3313 31 A4l 0 64
A%4 0.3281 32 A5l 0 64
A67 0.3164 33 A63 0 64
A7 0.3148 34

2.5 MtEhERRAE R4

HHZR8FI A, 3T EhFE R A7 AR B AR OCHE , AR R 28 2 AR R PR B I H A 8 3 TEAH G (R=0.949,
P<0.01) , [FII SAHX R ZEHAH 2HEE IEHE (R=0.682, P<0.01) , RRFREMFIE, BRHEE
HERGERETEAR . MRR FFREUS AR R B R A BRI IEA G (R=0.845, P<0.01) , #E—DEiEsRHR
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Table 8 Correlation analysis of the three salt tolerance indicators

i P b RS K 25 PSR HHAF R 2 34
Salt tolerance index RGR RGI RGP
FXS R 2% RGR 1

AR R RS RGI 0.949™ 1

FAXS K24 RGP 0.682™ 0.845 1

FHRIRAE0.01 KT EAH IR 35

** indicate significant correlaion at the 0.01
3 i1ie

T HEER B BRI S H A, PRI AR . S ARAE AL e VR R T B R AR . A
BHF 98 1 U R Gt s 97 IURI R 2 B8 P J5 V2 I8 A S v S e R . R I8 97 VA TE ORI 45 SR 1
RIS, SRR R GERE61.67%)  FORLRAAR (A FE(RT74.59%) FIHEHA, JoHGE & KA EF
JR PRI GRTE o« X — G5 SR BB T #h 1t S e SR TARMEAL IR S, iRk T IR T E R B G
—SBUNRCEZ R . R FSEMFARKNE R EERE RRERKERBN. SR ENE , B
MR TE GBS (WK, WREFE) |, wHRRFRE: MBI K IR FR g hFh s,
BE IR IV A e AR I 4

T A R R R o0 3 o SRR I B, R A AR b T LW S BRI 61, TE 2 R E RS A A
KT R VPR R ARO ST, MR R VS YR AT 2RI b AR E AR S, N h B R A T R R
DRI IR o AHIE 7038 3k 0 i A 465 5 ikt SR — BUhE . SCRANRAS, 12 DASS 3R ILIA X 9443 SR I3 1 3k
ORI BT Bt U I A SR R R QR AT SR A VA, DR O BT (A4 L FI/NEHL (A37) | 4T
TR (A9 JRIEFRM (A29) . =B ABML (A6S) FLSO 2 HHSRN Sh AR, HARXS R 2 R B K 180.00%,
B RREER TR, ATVE B 3 & Al A O AR . X — 45 RS 5REEL), R E SIS SR
HE— HAIE S 2 1 56 58 FE T ER AR T4 P A i . RIS ACHIT 9 078t PR Lo 5 5 SR I 450021 =) T 03I
SR T ARG TN, 038 T BN 2R R TR 2 AR . A, A TR B ISR 8 R0 B
B Lr B 2 TURFR, A0 % T o — bR PP R T, X 5KIA AR, SRR GRIRFESERI, T2y
SELALET R PSR A VP T O S5 — 3, FRKUER T R AEAE Y #h MR A VR R R S E

RO HTR A, MR 2R 2 S AHN R ZEFREL. AR ZF A B EA G, X RETE & Z kT
REFNRZHRAIRR, ] DG I A & 2F 260X — B FE bR AR ke . SR, X F-A% OB oG s34 o
FREDREHEVEAN, MIRCR 254 2 TR RIS E R E0E,  DUE S A T S LI 3R e, A ARHIT 50 b =& A
W CA65) AR At (95.64%) » (HEEAHN A HEAR (42.09%) , HFHsRJE R 8UE (0.8029) ik
THZEEBL (A47, 0.9478) , TEAEHRIRIL T JLiA R BB HH.
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AT R PR L, (AR BV T B B, L SR R 2 S S A7 A 22 e 3250 RORAIE
TORT 45 G I S I FR R, MR ZE 0N - WU R - B R ORI B =R R, R T #h
PSSR O UE R s [RIRE,  EEXE AT FEA2 98 I A47 . A3755 T EhF0 0T, R0 ARIFAHF IR
TEMIBR T BOR N AT L 0 7L, KA BT e GBI ER B R, OB o AR S Bk B A S
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