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DPPH AW A Fiae h e FARPBRE TERAEAERARBAZF AL T FEL, L3FRAKEIHEERRE
WY RBEN BRI RESHERIFEMX, BIMREH, Fiadrt A ELERK. HRAMNF MY 18-11-4,
161837, 170407, 18-6-33, 18-11-5 W F A F R, ERAHETHERBRE—FTARA A ML T IHFELLTT —
AR

X 8 W HE; oA BRER; REATH; FRTR

FE4SES: S531 XEARER: A
X E 4 S: 1673 -9868(2023)10 - 0063 - 09 FAR S (R %) #7iR45 (0SID) : o]

Genotypic Differences of Chlorogenic Acids and
Theirs Antioxidant Activities in Sweetpotato Leaves

LUO Qingqing', CHEN Peitao's ZONG Jikai's, FU Yufan',
ZHAO Tengfei', XU Yuanjiang®, GAO Jilong', QIN Ruihua'

1. School of Life Science, Southwest University / Engineering and Technology Research Center for
Sweetpotato of Chongging s Chongging 400715, China ;
2. Chongging Academy of Chinese Materia Medica s Chongqing 400065 , China

Weks B8 2023 -03-17

HETH . B AAR A ARAF EZ AR =3 AR R H (CARS-10-SYZ15) 5 T ARl R A Z R B A AT H .
EH . BHE, WA, EENFH ERET M.

WEIES . MESL. W+, BFEA.



64 THRFFHOGARBF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 45 %

Abstract: On the basis of establishing HPLLC method for determination of the content of 6 chlorogenic acid
components in sweetpotao leaves, the contents of 6 chlorogenic acid components and the antioxidant capac-
ities of ABTS, DPPH and FRAP of ethanolic extracts from leaves of 50 sweetpotato genotypes were detec-
ted and analyzed in present study, in order to investigate the differences in chlorogenic acid content and an-
tioxidant capacity among the genotypes, and to select germplasm resources rich in chlorogenic acid and
high antioxidant activity. The results showed that all sweetpotato genotypes contained 3-CQA, 4-CQA, 5-
CQA, 3, 4-diCQA, 3, 5-diCQA and 4, 5-diCQA in their leaves. The results showed that all sweetpotato
leaves contained 6 fractions of 3-CQA, 4-CQA, 5-CQA, 3, 4-diCQA, 3, 5-diCQA and 4, 5-diCQA, and
the total content of the 6 fractions ranged from 310. 34 to 5 033. 86 mg/100 g DW with a coefficient of vari-
ation of 50.17% and a mean value of 2 398. 48 mg/100 g DW. Three chlorogenic acid fractions, 3, 5-diC-
QA., 3, 4-diCQA and 3-CQA., were the major components of chlorogenic acid in the leaves of the 50 geno-
types, with mean contents of 35.36% ., 22.98% and 21.54% in the total content, respectively. The
ABTS, DPPH radical scavenging ability and FARP ferric ion reducing ability of chlorogenic acid extracts
from leaves were highly significantly different among the genotypes, and all three antioxidant abilities were
highly significantly positively-correlated with the content of each component and the total content of chlo-
rogenic acids. “18-11-4” “161837” “170407” “18-6-33” and “18-11-5" with high chlorogenic acid and an-
tioxidant activity were selected. The results of this study laid the foundation for further research on sweet
potato chlorogenic acid in leaves and related breeding work.

Key words: sweetpotato; leaf; chlorogenic acid; antioxidant activity; germplasm resource
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AU H SR R EOR X R EUR, AR ZE T E AR EN, A REZBWES, &
JT M K g R IR B

BA ) T T AR AE TR h B PR, T h Z A Y T B R R R XL Sk
J5 2 (Chlorogenic acid, CGA) & H M2 (Caffeic acid) 528 782 (Quinicacid) 24 i 19 45 By R . 2 4 40 146 1
A5 E T W TR P 2R 3R R R R A A ) — R R T R AR . B 2R AT R A
TR R AR PO SRR L RS I S Y B R  F AE AeH E  h E
6 FhOmHEREZE TR AT A . 4 ) S B B S TR (CQAD Y 3 Rl A IR . 4 J5UR (3-CQA) . Ba %k 5 IR (4-
CQA) FF & I 2 (5-CQAY , DA S 3 Fl Wi MERE 25 7 1R . 4k A (3,5-diCQA) . S &R B(3,4-diC-
QA A F IR C(4,5-diCQA). HE CGA Fitd /i EZ Ik Tt L /e vk, BRitbZ 5h, £ & WX H E A
HR Y R T B B A B R RS A — S R e CGA i 2 B0 w8 T HeR o

H 2 S Uy B B bt B Ak BE . Hpr A ERE T 525 i CGA L R EMAEHRILEDY
M, Hip5 CGA KA Y RM et 1 A X %570 38 03 X il 2 53 48 O 47 804 5 B 4|
PTG LS AT s R ISR B T AL TG 0 B YR L B R 2 S, R CQA fiTE.

H i T H % CGA MW 5% 32 B A7 76 (15 b B e /0 (4 o) 81, HOK 2 0F 58 8, ST %5 2 356 [ Y )
CGA W5/ Hr Sy 0. PRk, AW 5% 58 i e A0 A 3% % (High Performance Liquid Chromatography,
HPLO) X 50 AT 85 3B At v CGA 4143 19 5 2t 43 B5CHE A7 I 7 O % LBt S0 A0 0% 1k 0647 40 A, LA
8 R R | PR T e TR U R A O g A D) REZE I R R R L H S SR IR T RE A S T kR
FH 25 7 S il
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1 #MBEF*®
1.1 e
B 50 AN H L R RIR { VU R R 25 T H 2 TR H R 7E b0 &)1 A 5 B AP L b 19 & R 5 Fh B
B R RS, EIE R MRS . BFRILE 1.
®1 SONMLREERFABMWES ., E

P rifs 71 4% K i rifs 71 2% K i i A 24 P> i A 24 P> s it 24 B
S1 18-11-4 S11 IS S21 Wi 13 S31 XS161819 S41 W65
S2 18-11-5 S12 XS190409 S22 A S32 I 55 25 263 S42 W75
S3 161837 S13 W107-3 S23 XS1526-3 S33 21-P-39 S43 R 19
S4 170407 S14 18-5-23 S24 12 35 S34 21-F-33 S44 ] 87
S5 18-4-24 S15 18-2-5 S25 18-6-46 S35 21-F-14 S45 5
S6 I 303 S16 162611 S26 Feik 23 S36 21-P-29 S46 I 221
S7 HNE 15 S17 173307 S27 i 27 S37 20XN130-1 S47 MEE IS
S8 18-6-33 S18 15-8-9 S28 %15 S38 18-5-5 S48 T 21
S9 18-12-3 S19 XS15-12-2 S29 21-F-63 S39 21-P-35 S49 1% 7-6
S10 QJW-1 S20 18-2-44 S30 18-6-47 S40 TEB ]G S50 2019-1-15
1.2 A&

1.2.1 BB B 50 0 ) &

HEEA B R RS AR 100 d B, BUH S BELE A 1 R 58 3~10 7 #ff T B . JoE e il e nt . AR
KRR R YA . AR T 240K, MR T 105 CREFJG. 60 CHT EHF . #rg, i3 100 H
fifi, —20 C# B .

Z M8 Zhang 5 R B L. BEMEEEL ORE B PRECH kR K 0.05 g R 15 100(g/mL) 5
T0% CBERA, T 60 CTHEARE L h, $2H2 K, BRMWIZIE 4 000 r/min B0 40 min, FIF LT .
2 0.22 pm BERR LT 4E M 98, SR T CGA Bl 20505 4150 % I bt B AL BE i 5%

1.2.2 CGAREx %544 HPLC 7 k& 5

1.2.2.1 ik Agilent 3% (RS TC-C18, 250 mmX4. 6 mm, 5 pm), 0. 2% &R (A)-2Z 5 (B)
KA . REREEE VR 0~5 min K 95% ~90%B, 5~45 min H 90% ~55%B, 45~50 min K 95%B;
Wk 1 mL/min, 3 40 °C, #EFEARF 10 pL, SAMEM P 327 nm.

1.2.2.2 FRESIEWRAHI4 . 3-CQA, 4-CQA, 5-CQA, 3,5-diCQA, 3,4-diCQA, 4,5-diCQA HriE i 1H [
2 Sigma-Aldrich 247, 43 BIFRE 1. 000 mg, VA 70% L BEVE i E 25 5 AT 290 M B, 2 IR 5, 10,
20, 40, 60, 80, 100 pg/mL i Z 5 IR A bR e A K.

1.2.2.3 ZRGMERL . 43 51 IBOR G b5 5 S R AR IO, #eIR 1. 2. 20 1 s A R4 A 10wl 38
s E L T A 0 A B B, I0 S s T AR R B R TE) L B AH X AR v R 25 (Relative standard deviation,
RSD) DA #EAT R Geal FH PS030 . RS % B 9000 . RROE M Sc s, DAWREE B Ak bn . Wi BUN AR bR, iEAT 4
PERRE 4L,

1.2.3 BRARA

PR SR BURGERE 10 pL, #5088 1.2 2. 1 BB S- T HERE 00T, 15 200 AR, 11545 21 43 1 T it 43 45
1.2.4  FEAAE A0 T
1.2.4.1 ABTS {3 (SBTS OB e HZE . ABTS H i HIFBR LR S % Re S R k. %
7 mmol./L ABTS " %5 2. 45 mmol/L #J K, S, 0, % 1 : 1 IRA LRI N 155 ABTS i & . Frfiti &
WREFE R AE 734 nm ALK F] 0.7 +£0.02 BIEOEE LIS ABTS T/EW. B 0.4 mL 2K 5 3.6 mL
ABTS #WRIR G . BRI 20 min, T 734 nm P T 7E#EAR A EWE WOGIE, JFARIEKIBFEgEER E
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(Trolox) il ML FRERZE (Y =0. 226 4X 40.531 6, R*=0. 999 D)itH S fE .
1.2.4.2 DPPH Hh&IERAE M E . DPPH H L5 R AE I LK S B Yamaguchi %7 908677 ¥ . BUR
B 2 mL 5 2 mL 0.2 mmol./L #Y DPPH #&WIRA . =l EHDECR N 30 min, F 517 nm #EA T H 6
18, JFMRHE Trolox Ml AIARMEMI 4L (Y =0. 121X +5. 684 4, R*=0. 999 DI EIF R
1.2.4.3 FRAP 8 T8 JFAE S . BB 738 JRAE S B9 I %€ B % Thaipong %Y Hi & (9 7 . 10 41
0.3 mol/L MRS vh i (pH K 3.6), 10 mmoL/L TPTZ, 20 mmoL/L FeCl,, #% 10: 1 : 1 It
B A B FRAP M. WEEEK 0.4 mL 5 3.0 mL FRAP i XFIE & . EIR KM 10 min, T 593 nm
P KR I E W OEME . IR AR PE Trolox il BB A5 i i 26 (Y=0.002 5X +0.105 2, R*=0. 999 I B % &
T AE .
1.2.5 H¥EaE

BT A N2 L us a7 B8 3 IR, R Microsoft Excel 2021 #f4F- 8 R , K SPSS 26. 0 4. Ori-
gin 2021 BAF XA HE 47 43 A A0 Ak 2.

2 HRE5HMHh

2.1 CGA RENHEHS M HPLC FiE#EL
2.1.1 HREEBLER

P o U T R A BT B3 S PR R T 5 R B R FEIZ A AT, 3-CQA, 4-CQA, 5-CQA.,
3.5-diCQA, 3,4-diCQA F1 4,5-diCQA HYZH 53 [H] (1 73 55 F &> 2H 43 (1 B 2k 70 1 o) R4, kil o 60 35 08 5 4
T TS I Y O B B ] — 3, URBH AR T ik TR M R AF. B 1 S CGA Fr i S TR A TR 38 1 S D 1y
HPLC &%,

250F 125+
3, 4-di00A
5-COA 4. 5-4iC0A
200F B \ / 100+
3 3-coh 3 o e /n. s-di0A
g 150F . g 75r
~
\@ v & @ 4 5di0A
2 100F = S0r
= = s
S50 25F 1 o
0 1 1 1 f* f‘ "LTJ f‘ 0 1 ¥ 1 1 1 N
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
A [8]/min HY 8] /min
(2) CCARERBER () FEFH33EEREHHCCA)
30F
75
L 3. 5-dicA
> 50F 3 44100 3 2
3, S~di
é Lyl \ / o ﬁ 3, 4-diCQA
~
g PR, E 4. 5-d10QA
= 25F =
- s
o
0 N
1 1 L 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 40 50
A 8] /min A i8] /min
(c) MB(HEREBNHCGA) (d) BET-EMERAESHHCCA)

B1 CGARRERBERERZTHEEERF HPLC B
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2.1.2 &MEXA
DI B2 R A b, W TR AR AR AT C RS, G5 R R 6 DARESTE 5~200 pg/mL W

Bl ek O AR R (3R 2).
F2 6 MK CGARRAERZEX RIS

A [l )5 75 & R* fH LI/ (pg » mL )

5-CQA Y =238 682X —143. 43 0.999 8 5~200

3-CQA Y=26 671X +6 417.50 0.999 9 5~200

4-CQA Y =24 478X +4 320. 10 1..000 0 5~200
3,4-diCQA Y =39 535X —4 987.50 0.999 9 5~200
3,5-diCQA Y=29 021X —1 015. 70 0.999 8 5~200
4,5-diCQA Y=52 659X —398. 68 0.999 7 5~200

2.1.3 MEEEE

BUR A PR UE S W, MR 1. 2.2, 1 B S FE S HERE 6 R, 6 Fhbn o S 04 1 A A RSD {H 43 5 A
0.08%., 0.23%, 0.46%., 0.39%, 0.14%, 0.31%, WA 2% T RAF
2.1.4 FHEHERE

BUbr e SR, 0% F 0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 12, 24 h PEEE 10 pL, 6 Fby i & 0% 1@ AL A RSD {85 20 % 4
0.09%, 0.31%, 0.48%, 0.41%, 0.12%, 0.28% , FWALRMESERAE 24 h FaE Mk KA
2.2 HEMHAFHH CCGA BANRENHS S

B IE R B 5-CQA, 3-CQA., 4-CQA, 3,4-diCQA, 3,5-diCQA, 4,5-diCQA 4> FliE CGA 1)
JE G AT s SR, 50 N EEE A B4 6 Fh CGA 4143, & 100 g T CGA B 2 43 8
T 310. 34~5 033. 86 mg Z [, 27 RE K 50.17%, FIMEHN 2 398. 48 mg., HeH R[] 22 ik B S i1
(F3). DIFEH A S1(18-11-4), S2(18-11-5) Fl S3(161837) f il » 4F 100 g T CGA i 73 %4> 3
15 033.86 mg, 4 949.57 mg, 4 941. 80 mg, SA9(#HE 7-6) Fl S50(2019-1-15) H# AKX, 4%~ 504. 65 mg,
310. 34 mg.

£3 SONMNHEEEZMKE CCGAEASREFBMSEIT L

5 B CGA #%y M CGA/
5-CQA 3-CQA 4-CQA 3,4-diCQA 3,5-diCQA 4,5-diCQA mg
KAl /mg 188. 22 1 445. 20 286. 48 1259.79 1 804. 50 547. 63 5 033. 86
/M / mg 10. 78 28. 68 8. 66 71.33 160. 02 30. 87 310. 34
FH{H /mg 90. 95 537.12 130. 35 564. 47 822. 63 252. 96 2 398. 48
TR % 48. 54 61.36 54. 74 55.39 48.09 51. 38 50. 17
F 18 130. 42 72.18 7.94 77.89 73.66 32. 46 58. 49
2 »<<0. 001 »<<0.001  p<<0.001 »<<0.001 »<<0.001 »<<0. 001 »<<0. 001

: CGA B /5 100 ¢ TR,

% CGA H e G Bt o Boh 5 i e it e A 45 2R R W], 3, 5-diCQA, 3,4-diCQA I 3-CQA 3t 3 #
CGA #43J& 50 A~ K B B i J &3¢ J5U IR 1 3 2 i 43, HC 0T e 40 B0 8 0 o 40 M0h 1 o bE 7 3948 43 0 o
35.36%, 22. 9800 M1 21. 54 %, =FH B LA 79.88%. HIK N 4,5-diCQA, 4-CQA Fl 5-CQA 5 tL# /N,
JAME AR 10% (G 4).
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x4 SONHEEREEME CGA AS HELHSEIT o
S CGA 44y
5-CQA 3-CQA 4-CQA 3,4-diCQA 3,5-diCQA 4,5-diCQA

I KAE/ % 6.11 31.78 15. 06 30. 89 55. 44 15. 63

e /ME/ % 2.15 9.10 1. 90 15. 31 27. 60 6.51
FIE % 3.93 21.54 5.45 22.98 35. 36 10. 74
TERE % 19. 41 25. 32 29. 91 16. 84 17. 46 20. 56

F 14 52.42 95. 98 10. 05 307. 32 268. 1 104. 02

2 $»<C0.001 »<0. 001 $<20. 001 $<C0. 001 $<C0. 001 $<C0. 001

2.3 mEAELEENNE

CGA Py ity A [ B 1 P AL RE 7 8 45 R 3R], 6 Fh CGA FLRRY 3 R & P A AL RE I 1 e BIRAK

KoM 4,5-diCQA., 3.5-diCQA, 3,4-diCQA, 3-CQA. 4-CQA. 5-CQA(E 5).

£S5 CGATRRBEHTANEN ST

ABTS DPPH FRAP
i
IC;/(pg * mL™") IC.,/(pg * mL™") TE/(mg+g ")
4,5-diCQA 45. 56 32.01 377.52414.15
3,5-diCQA 53. 49 56. 40 331. 524+ 1. 62
3,4-diCQA 63. 22 69. 68 266.7241. 89
3-CQA 95. 25 81.55 200. 454 1. 54
4-CQA 98.72 86. 59 170. 724-2. 43
5-CQA 123. 96 73. 56 144.72+1. 01

. FRAP B0 AE ) I 25 R LU 5B 6 & Trolox M (TE) s 1C;, 2k Bdm il vk .

50 AN L P AU 7 4 O P A R O U E 25 R M SE T o T R WD, i R U ) ABTS, DPPH H H
LI BRAE ) FRAP 2K 8 18 Ji B 1 7E 50 LRI 22 R A S it % & L, ABTS, DPPH H i 25 BRfig
I FRAP Bk 8 1340 I B8 77 B e 5 KR 53 301 o SR AR BE UL 1Y 5. 06, 7,08 F1 9. 75 £5 (3R 6).

3 P A ALTEARHE A AT 5 (BRI HY S H Trolox X (TE) W 7, 254 Bx B A A S8, S10, S3 il S1

255 P A AL BE ) B

x6 SONHEEERBEMRFREUEANEIT SN

i H ABTS DPPH FRAP
BKME TE/(mg+g ) 98. 97 132. 32 96. 32
F/ME TE/(mg+ g D 19. 57 18. 68 9. 88
S TE/(mg g ») 61.87 77.81 57. 00

WERE % 27.03 33.10 34. 28
F {4 73.55 71. 46 685. 64
i 25 »<<0. 001 »<<0.001 »<<0.001
TE : PrAA AL RE J e 45 3 LU 5O RE & Trolox & (TE) .
x7 MEKEHNHZE S EEERKH Trolox H=(TE)
- ABTS DPPH FRAP

I R 7Y g TE/(mg-+g ") HHABGHES  TE/(mg-g b HHABGHES  TE/(mg-g b
1 S8 97. 59 S8 128. 33 S8 96. 08
2 S10 95.10 S10 121. 41 S1 92. 88
3 S3 92. 34 S25 119. 44 S4 88. 72
4 S1 91. 04 S3 115. 80 S2 86. 99
5 S7 85.72 S1 112.17 S10 86.73

T - YA RE 71 I 5E 45 2R LR SERE 7 Trolox X & (TE)iT.
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2.4 EHSSWMREXESH

Xt 50 AN JE R H 5 CGA 44143 03 ik 43 B0 K AE B T o0 B0 19 o5 1, 3 R &AL AR 1 33T 15 A48 45
AT B 32 %53 43 B (Principal components analysis, PCAYFEM, 6 A~ CGA ) i & 0 B0 B 7 2 kR
KE 95.48% , HAp 5-CQA FRIE(E N 7. 86, Jr & FTkRikF] 52.39%. 15 A HEbs vl b AR EE R T 1 1)
A APIST RAY 5 725 DTERR A R 51.33% . 18.68%, 10. 09 % F1 8. 15% , EiFsidkZ% H 88.25%. F M4 1
FERE 6 P CGA 41 48 br . AT 45 T 0. 90, HkJE ABTS. DPPH A i 3£ 35 R fiE /1 fl FARP
BRE TR IR ARE S48 bR . AT 40 9 0. 84, 0.81 F1 0. 955 FRIAr 2 EEIE 5-CQA, 3-CQA, 4-CAQ 3t 3 F
CGA J5t i 435t Lo i 1E 10 24 Fl 3, 5-diCQA By B 1) #fep , E s 3 M FE 43 4 435102 3,4-diCQA FT it 43
b HOR 4,5-diCQA B85 LAY IE M 2. 50 M EENBAE X 4 D ER S ELEAEB A EA T 0. 10~
3.13 Z ), HEZ T 10 B9 EE Rl KB /MK R A ST, S3, S4. S8, S5, S10, S7, S2, S9, S11, HAEAT
1.27~3.13 Z ], fRARMIAM ST R, PraEES CGA &40 a8 & LA M 26, 05 CGA
5 2043 JOT 3 5 B A T 3 S A B A DG R B

3 iS4

By 2 ) e M LT I AR AR O I LA, H R A ZE b A B IR AL A T CGAPTY,
AL4E 3 iR i Ik 45 7 R R 3 R um ME R 2 7 R DA & 1 A =i ME Bt 2 TR (3, 4, 5-diCQA). Truong
SFUURBH B R CGA R R, KRR SRS NAL. R R RN, )
Frbis 3 sl I 4 7 R RN 3 R o e R 4 T IR Y O 43 B R L R T B e S PR R ) 22 R gt
23 Y, 5 Truong % | Chen %" #l Krochmal 2" I BF9E 456 — 3. A Crh KA ST i F CGA
ST SRR 100 ¢ T BTk E) 5 033. 86 mg, SRR S50 19 16. 22 5, CGA S5 Ty REW) it 7€ i F 22 (1]
1 2 57 1T HE 5 78 YR AR A T B ke B B A a4 DR 3 YL 50 A SR R b BRI AFAE 6 Rl
CGA Ay, MESNHAS DT RSB TG AR EZSASITEE L. BRME . 3,5-diC-
QA 3.4-diCQA 1 3-CQA 3 F CGA 443 J& A 50 M FEE AL H CGA {9 FZ 44y, X 3 Fhdl o o HF
P50 0 35.36% . 22. 98 % Al 21. 54 %, =FH KGR 79. 88% . IS HF ST 13 A H 2 AL N A 1Y
A LM, 3,5-diCQA, 3.4-diCQA Fl 3-CQA N FHH 7, =FHF KN 79.05%.

CGA HATH SR PLAALAE /1. O AA B Z M58 2 A H &k i BA7 R AL T o R 2 R Ak B0 4k 1
. A H R B4R B 9 ABTS, DPPH A i ZEIE R g 71 F FARP £k 5 0 J7 68 1 #E 50 A~ JE A Y
ZI 2 S A G E L, BRI H R R i e A AR RE ) K/NHEF R CGA BT it 43 B D K 45 4 43 Jo it 43 4K
P HE P AN 58 4 — 3 (L EE R U R & A Hofh I CGA TR A » R B A AR 1 5 CGA i 4 5 ] E Ak
LR EIEARSE, X5 R LSS RS X T CGA B DPPH Bk g ) 5 5 B/ B0 % ok
e S T AH C R BIF 5 245 S

YT s A IR PR T IR DA K AT R Y T . A BT R E & CGA 2 S A
W IERY . B TS AR A R R H S E A TR, Ning %5V & B CGA 1) a5
Rk 0,84, FMLHEATE & CGA W2 H 5500 i A i & 5 Fh ol R 308 12 nl 47 1. s 95 IR A8 5 A
e H e Z R R R ER AR, J2 MR R A SRR . PR D s R I 5 1 S H R
25 HIH S A ARG PR BT 22 ol s 1l V5 K e 5% 2% AE RO ALARE PR A 35T 0, 2Rt £ AR ) i HL
A — 5 WA AN IR e s X SN X S 7 S RIS 1 S A i £ B R BRI T R AR I
S LL A5 W, W2 7 S 2 R B CH SR i 2 B CGAY™) 5 Hi kg ) 43 5 2
P51 59 1.18, 1. 28 5, B— MR E & CGA MEPLELRE I BRI, SR L% 7 519 CGA it
SRS HUEALRE ST AEA S 50 NI R A4y FIHEZ S 43 AL 545 42 i, AT A HLE Ik & £ i 1t
WEE 7 SHEE S CGA Mbrafbre Eom a5, n3EH A 18-11-4, 161837, 170407, 18-6-33, 18-11-5
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) CGA JRE 50 M i 462 7 55 3,82, 3.75, 3.35, 2.99, 3.75 1%, ABTS, DPPH [ i 3 B fig
il FARP 2B TR e 1 I b 2 5 7 S i/ @l 1,29 4%, 1. 84 50 1. 82 £, Rk, X 2L vl H T
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