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I, RWEE, BE, WA, KER, 3 &AW
(KBITE IR S0E, K& 130032)

# E: BB 2T - B A AR I %92 (inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry, ICP-MS)
WE TR 16 P JBOCR & i s, MR A FEoC R TR XA, . A3k SRATBUBHE Ak
FEEESL, 120 °CHFR % 1 mL A 475, ICP-MS YA E FRFHREG T 16 FIOCE & 1 o M2 45 5% Al Minitab 15 344
AT ICE AN, TG 0T M 57 B 5 35 A i (tolerable upper intake level, UL)YFI H#rfGE R 5V HIREER
#((target hazard quotient/total target hazard quotient, THQ/TTHQ)¥: X} Tk FH A E LRI TRE KL P-4 . 455
TR TS H ZM4ERIUE, Mn, Zn LR T B F. Mn, Cu. Zn, Se. Mo JLEHAR UL HW{E/NF 1, Cu,
As. Cd. Cr i THQ /NT 1, RWIEF KT ICMEXSL . i TR TFhEEEIE P ERRAL, HA Cr
TR NG KU T EAEARRXT Cu. As. Cd FEE XU T HEMEE R, (HA R ST AR O
KR FORT UM AR, ARG R RO R KU TR AG

Analysis of metallic elements in Schisandra chinensis and assessment of
dietary risk
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ABSTRACT: Objective To establish a method for the determination of 16 kinds of metallic elements in Schisandra
chinensis by microwave digestion coupled with inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS) and evaluate the
dietary risk for hazardous elements. Methods The samples were treated with microwave digestion method, after the acid
was driven to about 1 mL at 120 °C, the content of 16 kinds of elements in Schisandra chinensis samples were determined
by ICP-MS. The results were analyzed by elemental correlation using Minitab 15 software, and dietary risk assessment of
hazardous elements in Schisandra chinensis was conducted by combining the tolerable upper intake level (UL) and target
hazard quotient/total target hazard quotient (THQ/TTHQ) methods. Results Schisandra chinensis contained a variety of
metal elements, with the content of Mn and Zn being the higher. The ratios of that intake of Mn, Cu, Zn, Se, and Mo to UL
were less than 1, and the THQ of Cu, As, Cd, and Cr were less than 1, indicated that the edible Schisandra chinensis had no
health risk. Conclusion The pollution level of heavy metals in Schisandra chinensis is generally low, only the calculated
dietary risk of Cr element is higher than that of Cu, As and Cd, but it is not enough to affect human health.
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TLBR T AR 2 BHE ) TR T I TR e, 2
Fitibk, L7 BRIy, kT HA R
JF . FRPAERG . SRR e P V2 B, IR T 0
L ODERRIR ., BRI Rk T ERER, 2
H % g i e e M), Biln, Tk 540 0k S
LRI % R TR A, TR ELE AN S
. HAEHILHITBORLZ NG, M TUEAM A o B T
FH W EITSCRAREE R, s AR AIE FE K T R
7 BV TR T AT F TR 1 S v 2 4 B

IEAEAE WA AR R AR, B 2 i AT
FEE SR, BRI A T AT TS, IR
REAC, RS A SRy, A REA
WLTICE, W Mn, Zn, CuZEM (HFERME R, J0E
TR KA IR SRR R R f A A A,
1h i 4 JE ST AT RE S I MR AR M A TR, AR
REMEATIE# A Mk RORi 14 DR A o ok 1P i 4
JEICE ErE S A B R A EE AR

Fui S T R T S AR A B
ME T ARl 5 FE S E &7 R, H
HaHE I E TR 8 RO G R S ik, BUA ST R
J&H: Cu, Cd. As, Pb, Hg SFHESEITCE, *HML
PLOCE Y RTERD, JOR & A RHE I 23 A AN 42 TR
X A T 4| oo R, 22 T2 i BR S AR ME A 7 137 P
VEMT, BEA TR £ XU PAG

AR FE R T AR i - v R S S B AR T S 1k
(inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry, ICP-MS)]F]
B %€ IR ¥ 7 Be. V. Cr. Mn, Co. Ni, Cu. Zn, Ga.
As. Se. Sr, Zr. Mo, Cd. Ba 16 Fi&JEn&E & i, @
Minitab 15 FAFIEATHOCHE T, FFE5G TR 32 i w3
H (tolerable upper intake level, UL)FI B A5G % 2 H/8 HiR
&7 R ¥ (target hazard quotient/total target hazard quotient,
THQ/TTHQ)¥: X A FE I R AT FE & KU B-Al, AU 4
Mr R F G R TR o AR B S5 5 3, WA IEAG
HRTF I R PR R 2R A

1 MR5ERE

1.1 #R5RFH

RPN, WEEA, T BIRIL. LR, %
B, BEVE 6 ANy, Jk 30 RN

EFR(ER A, IS R AT B A H); Be.
V. Cr. Mn. Co. Ni. Cu. Zn. Ga. As. Sr. Cd. Baik
AARUER I (100 pg/mL). Mo. Se PAIGCEARMER W (100
ug/mL). Sc. Rh. Cs IRAFRHENPRIEI(10 pg/mL)HL 5L

Il AR BFFE BT ); Zr JCEARME R (1000 pug/mL,
FA A48 ST AR )
1.2 UE5EF

Multiwave PRO flif I (2 Anton Paar 2\ F]);
ICAP TQ HLEHH A %% TR (32 E Thermo Fisher
Scientific 22 )); Milli-Q Integral 3 325625 4l /K il 8 R Gt (35 H
Millipor 23 7]); MSE224S-CE B, 7R F-(FE % 0.1 mg, 1%
Sartorius 24 A]); 0.45 pm L FLUE MR H T H S LR i
B2 D
1.3 WREHE
1.3.1 #f5ui i

PREE LR T 352, 60 °CHET, AR A 2HD
R, T EGAT A s EEE Ok AR o RSB FREL 0.10 g LR T
WA, WA MREE, W 2.0 mL SRR A T K 1 i
T TR T R R, BRI RO R DTN
. FENMEEH, WHIEEIR, TSRO <R Bl
fif GEE T INARAS b, 120 °CRERR RMRIA N | mL 245, Il
REERE 2 50 mL 25 P, BB AlizkoE 25 . i F RIRE 5 12 il
523 VAW A T AR I WE 3 0.45 pm (AL 8 I 61 7 5 ik,
i

o F—Sen R i & R m, A ERIN TR K
IRV BGHATRERE o R Rk A P WA TR R

®1 BOREHBSE

Table 1 Microwave digestion steps

AR TLEE/°C HiF ] /min AU 4%
TR EE e IR EE—130 10 1
TREE R 130 5 1
1 FE e 130—180 10 1
L (R 180 20 1

el 180—70 19 3

1.3.2 AR el w4

PRUE ARV A0 RIS PR oS &, 1 5%0H
AR 10 pg/mL IR A R UEE AT, BUR A PRt &S
i, PSR B A R bR T AR .

NIRRT KRR Sc. Rh, Cs IRAFREA S it
FHABSE KRR BEAR 2.0 ng/mL B9 FRIE SV W
133 WELH

ICP-MS RIS EAT IR Ok, o 8 A Fn oy BF
FIRFNRARE, WEWET R, B TAESECN: &
B ARG 2E 1550 W, A 0.8 L/min, Z54b#FHiH
1.5 L/min, #HEIAU 1.5 L/min, ¥ 20 L/min, 4347
Al 0.6 s, PUEWKEL 3 K.
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BRI ¥Se 1k *Be. 'V, *Cr. ¥Co. ¥Mn i
MEER; 'PRh 75 ONi, ®Cu, *Zn, "'Ga. "As. ""Se. ®sr,
%Zr. Mo MPIbE, Cs /N M'Cd. PBa AR, IS
Z 5 NARICE N Y LA A AR FR(Y), JTCER TR
FEAE N REARBR(X, ng/L), Zehilbniilige, MbrdEdhZrbit
A ITUEMARIH R, [RIBTHnBRZs Al T4,

1.4 BEENRETE
141 &BAEZHEANESE UL LA

UL 28 HBIERZXNEYE LT R, 2A
IREE NG AS 2 HE AR R 16 3 1) B i K S 25 SCHk[18-19],
KB ANITERES UL B HUE R XGRS & #171F
i, AR (1)

IRD

RN@ZEL%ETA—XIOO% (1)

K(DHF, C HAKFHLEIICE T E(myke); B HPFAZR
(daily ingestion rate, IRD)}4} H R ABIZY M 1, HBRTFAERN
HRZ A FE BT, T A RIRS KA, BeAb Bk
BAR 6g LX) UL K 2013 R (hEEREEEREZS
AR ) HUERRAEANAS8 2 UL E)BEUE: Mn 11 mg/d
Cu8mg/d. Zn40 mg/d. Se 400 pug/d. Mo 900 pg/d*",

R>100%, FHITLHL TR & &L &, 17 7% KK
R<100%, FHITCH AR
142 HBHRAFZHE

S CHER21-2310 1, SR BARfe & 280k, X
BT AT XU PEAR . AR EL T A, BAREE R
AL AETH R T RBE AESZFHHEE, TS
T PEAG AU Y FRES P A B I —Fh, R
Z AN 4 i 5 RS R TTHQ HEA T XU Al 3 B i S e
T G AR IR EHE, w ASKIITITHE.

B4 E KRR AR Q)R:
Ep x Ep x IRD x C
BW x AT x RFD

ZFEL BRI ARG :

TTHQ=)_ THQ 3)

K, Ex NHERBRTEYNIREG Ep NVEBRTEYN
A5 IRD A HIEAMZIM L, C KR FHREESRNS
iit(mg/kg); BW S A4 Tit, M i AR e, A
{RE N 55.9 kg AT R V-8R E0m S Y iR, RFD
ot H RS, 6 E EZ AR R A S
FZ5 M Cu 0.04 ug/g. As 0.0003 pg/g. Cd 0.001 pg/g. Cr
0.0003 pg/g. THQ<1, FEWITLAHEKE, THQ>1 T At
TR AR XS . TTHQ<1 & Bfd R KA, TTHQ>1,
FE IR RR XU B, 2 teF N A B 7 2 JE

15 HiEAE
AHHE 5T Excel 2010, Minitab 15 2P 74 (19

THQ= 2

FASEAEIMT o
2 HBREFH

2.1 FHAEFWIE
211 ZME*Z

PUERZEK NZS 1, SR ICP-MS X i il (i 8 4 b e
FONVEWATINE, ShibrrE g, drdEmh gt
R AHR R B 2, T3 A RELAE 0.9906~0.9999 Z [,
BILREMRRRLT
212 #HEm®

B AR LB A T ESE 11 K, WE
SE I 3R 22 BT 6T g Rk B LA 16 P T 2 AL ER A
PR, Z5IRILER 2. Rl BRI 0.0013~5.8202 pg/L, AJ
T L I R

R2 16 THTREMFEREGHR
Table 2 Linear equations and detection limits of 16
kinds of elements

JLE ENEp i FHK R B K B/ (ug/L)
Be Y=0.0277X+0.0063 0.9996 0.0013
A\ Y=0.2452X-0.0392 0.9995 0.0332
Cr Y=0.1604X+0.0768 0.9997 0.1313
Mn Y=0.2584X+0.1170 0.9994 0.1111
Co Y=0.2783X-0.0615 0.9992 0.0042
Ni Y=0.0549X-0.0042 0.9997 0.0615
Cu Y=0.2747X+0.1916 0.9994 0.0492
Zn Y=0.1985X+0.4930 0.9906 5.8202
Ga Y=0.4040X-0.2293 0.9988 0.2245
As Y=0.0774X-0.0019 0.9999 0.0392
Se Y=0.0087X+0.0068 0.9984 0.1658
Sr Y=0.9314X-0.1093 0.9992 0.0146
Zr Y=0.6146X-1.6951 0.9989 1.3809
Mo Y=0.1268X-0.0530 0.9999 0.1171
Cd Y=0.0912X-0.0028 0.9999 0.0107
Ba Y=0.3318X-0.1299 0.9994 0.1256

2.13 AR ERE

ICFC 479 2.0 ng/mL IS FRERIR, 75 1.3.3 (A8 5%
PR HATINE, HLME 7 IR, THEAEXFRE R 2 (relative
standard deviations, RSDs). £5H#0H, RSDs /N T 5.03%,
RUNZIT R R4 .
214 ZHEMKE

HEBRPREL 6 3R [m] ot 2 1) [m]— AR N, I TH S
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T2 133 AU F AT, M4 e R & i, THE AT
PRl ZE, % o0%E RSDs BN 12.99%, RHZ T EHA
RAFmELE M,
2.1.5 EAHERE

E M X TR FREM 0.1 g, MRIEICE SR E
SERERIMATTREIR S, I 1.3 W F rikaikb s, 78
1.3.3 UM T HATIE, FATHE 6 6, THE Rk,
SRR 3, ST 16 Fhon R MUk Eh 84.83%~117.79%,
RSDs ¥/NF2TF 9.92%, BISRAFSFRE,
22 IRKRFHRPERTRSENH

FEMRFREL 0.10 g TR THE S, SMUETHARS, 76 1.3.3
IER ST BEA TN E, SPATINE 3 IR, SR ILEK 4.

MEAE I 5 R mT 1, AR PR P A RBZ LR
A Mn, Cu, Zn, Sr, Mn & &EEFMICE R EE, Zn IRZ .
SRR, SXBFICER FRIE A 2 iRl (1) 188 Q)2
PG, Mn. Zn JERPAE KOO MEICER, MEYNER
PRAVESE . HYh Mn, Zn FEN R, K5 iR
A e, B, ST RS E R )
FRAMKEHNE, TREST M8 M. Zn 55, 4F
M Mn, Zn SR EATRES LG, TEAh, HBE
R R TR R R LR, R PTE SRR
Hop A 2518 A 6 A TR ERTIAP Y, X ATt E Mn,
Zn FEEEIRE

2.3 TEMBEXMST

% FHl Minitab 15 3R {E X0 45 547 Person A 43
Mr, B8R 5, Be 5 V. Co. Ga,V 5 Co. Ga, Cr 5 Ga,
Mn 5 Ni, Co 5 Ga. Sr, Cu§ Se, Sr. Ba, Se 5 Cd. Ba
LA 2 TE AR (P<0.01); V 55 Sr, Cr 5 Cu, Mn 5 Co., Zn,

=4

Co 5 Cu, Ni 5 Ga, Cu 5 Ga, Ga 5 Ba, Se 5 Mo, Mo 5
Ba, Cd Y5 Ba £ i35 IEAH X (P<0.05), ML Hhix Lot
REA M FERER, W Mn 5 Mo 2260
(P<0.05), FEHHI BT X WIFh o2 B 2 — a2 i35 PL . 3
W I VEH

F=3 EHBERENELERN=6)

Table 3 Measurement results of accuracy test (n=6)

i RESh AR XTHSOI s R RSDs/%
/ng Af/ug /ug 1%

Be 0.00 0.10 0.11 113.08 4.99
\'% 0.02 0.10 0.11 96.44 2.72
Cr 0.03 0.10 0.13 108.08 9.92
Mn 8.13 7.50 15.94 104.08 5.02
Co 0.01 0.10 0.12 109.44 7.73
Ni 0.33 0.25 0.57 98.96 6.39
Cu 0.36 0.25 0.60 95.04 5.39
Zn 1.67 3.75 5.58 104.37 8.43
Ga 0.00 0.10 0.12 117.52 1.00
As 0.01 0.10 0.13 117.79 3.45
Se 0.01 0.10 0.12 111.23 6.45
Sr 0.27 0.25 0.54 105.73 3.56
Zr 0.01 0.10 0.12 111.13 7.83
Mo 0.01 0.10 0.13 115.45 8.44
Cd 0.00 0.10 0.10 103.60 4.18
Ba 0.20 0.75 0.83 84.38 4.75

AT 16 T E N E LR (mg/kg, n=3)

Table 4 Determination results of 16 kinds of elements in Schisandra chinensis (mg/kg, n=3)

i) Be \Y Cr Mn Co Ni Cu

Zn Ga As Se Sr Zr

AFPE 000 007 036 5827 0.02 3.64 321
wmikFE 001 003 054 9979 0.04 393 1.52
MRS B 0.00  0.05  0.69  39.69 0.02 154 2.79
WmikHiME  0.00 006 041 4400 002 284 3.13
XU 001 012 049 9356 0.08 417 2.99
LT 0.01 017 048 14270  0.03 255 5.78
LT 000 003 046 11554 003 216 536
LW 001 025 062 15661 007 472 535
LTA¥% 001 007 046 12946 003 273 5.58
LTI 000 009 016 9476 002 155 547
ML 0.01 0.15 0.50 13873 0.06 4.85 4.39
(kS

IR

0.00 0.14 0.77 8317 0.05 115 576

Iy R I

29.68 0.02 0.03 006 415 006 023 001 1.11
2500 0.02 0.01 006 249 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.64
11.02 003 0.10 0.07 467 0.10 031 0.02 1.59
1228 0.02 0.15 0.07 357 0.03 0.14 0.02 192
13.63 003 0.07 005 252 005 0.01 0.02 0.56
1735 005 0.14 039 566 0.00 028 0.15 4.23
1547 003 0.14 029 224 0.00 0.14 0.03 3.40
1453 006 0.10 028 426 0.00 0.12 0.19 247

746 0.03 007 030 49 000 021 0.04 395
23.69 003 0.10 027 202 0.00 0.19 0.05 1.30
12.44  0.05 0.06 0.11 5.10 042 0.05 0.19 3.58

8.81 0.05 0.06 0.21 423 0.00 0.10 0.08 1.68
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7 Be A Cr Mn Co Ni Cu Zn Ga As Se Sr Zr Mo Cd Ba
Bpir
R 0.00 0.00 046 11394 0.02 135 3.49 3805 0.02 0.02 021 236 000 007 023 097

INDLEWY 0.00 000 022 8722 0.02 127 195 9.2 000 000 0.14 313 0.0 000 019 1.27
KW 000 000 026 11245 002 343 061 11.05 0.03 000 006 301 000 0.00 002 0.89
IR 001 020 029 17591  0.07 252 339 1816 0.03 0.00 006 334 000 000 0.03 0.54
INAES 001 005 023 14210 0.02 229 229 1749 0.00 0.00 007 273 000 0.00 0.02 0.76
IR 000 0.08 024 12907 0.03 136 225 1496 001 0.00 007 433 000 000 0.02 1.28
INARIEIT 000 0.09 057 12913 0.04 372 371 2713 001 0.00 006 343 000 000 0.03 1.3
IS 001 0.04 031 14743  0.04 3.05 378 1821 0.00 0.00 007 245 000 0.00 0.02 0.79
EEM O 001 018 032 99.62 005 063 331 1773 0.03 031 008 168 0.09 0.00 001 056
ZEANE 001 030 043 10630 0.08 132 403 2123 004 000 0.11 482 0.00 005 00l 1.13
ZEAME 001 030 050 111.63 010 1.96 887 31.38 0.05 0.00 0.11 1045 0.04 009 003 227
R 002 042 048 31943 016 696 372 3582 0.07 0.00 0.2 400 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.86
ZHEMH 001 026 045 10247 015 143  7.01 2527 0.03 013 0.1 1851 0.00 0.03 0.03 1.95
BEFEDR 001 013 039 6725 0.03  1.08 3.6 943 0.03 004 006 1272 0.03 0.08 002 146
BEFES  0.01  0.14 041 4745 0.04 196 323 1373 0.03 0.4 006 447 003 0.16 001 075
BEFEPE4  0.02 027 036 6547 0.07 265 329 1032 0.04 007 007 595 0.00 0.14 003 153
BeFE4HE 001 021 030 3565 003 108 241 684 0.02 003 010 385 005 0.5 002 165
BEFEFHR 0.02 064 047  69.17 0.17 3.00 3.68 1050 0.08 0.13 0.07 7.5 0.00 0.16 007 2.79

x5 TEEXMSH

Table 5 Correlation analysis of elements

JLE  Be \Y4 Cr Mn Co Ni Cu Zn Ga As Se Sr Zr Mo cd Ba

Be  1.000
VvV 70.746  1.000

Cr  0.030 0.184 1.000

Mn 0315 0210 0.007 1.000

Co "0.689 "0.875 0.247  "0.382  1.000

Ni 0347 0216 0240 70.610 0.354 1.000

Cu  0.119 0323 "0367  0.148 "0.367 —0.075 1.000

Zn  -0.025 0.065 0.041  "0.455 0246 0.257 0256 1.000

Ga 0.534 0.787 70.482 0.260 0.681 "0.366 "0.432 0.021 1.000

As  0.081 0.154 0.119 -0.290 0.067 —0.232 0.217 —-0.232 0.264 1.000

Se —0.140 —0.075 0.193 0211 —0.149 —-0.050 “0.540 0.004 0.268 0.235 1.000

Sr 0284 "0.386 0.160 —0.117 "0.493 —0.188 "0.486 0.041 0256 0.056 —0.079 1.000

Zr  0.045 —0.052 0.167 —0.064 -0.042 0235 —0.021 —0.121 0.135 0.121 —0.171 —0.012 1.000

Mo -0.086 0.039 0287 '-0.433 -0.211 -0.140 0.262 —0.201 0.273 0.346 "0.445 0.052 0.017 1.000

Cd -0.105 —0.068 0200  0.152 -0.072 0.111 0.132 0.066 0.178 —0.036 ~0.506 —0.095 0.257 0.039 1.000

Ba  0.089 0.180 0.312 0.001  0.070 0.066 “"0.549 —0.282 “0.430 0.275 T0.672 0.257 0.243 "0.535 "0.368 1.000

TF: "P<0.05, BFEAMRK; TP<0.01, B EBEMK,
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24 FERXEITME
241 EBAFBEANES UL @ H7

D5 A 3 [ OB 3 e R il UL AE, i AASBIFGE A0
Mn, Cu. Zn. Se. Mo 5 MK MILMEHr. Z5RWAE 1,
Z5L%H, Mn, Cu. Zn. Se. Mo JCHIFEA RS UL HIH
AINF 1, S TCE TR A R IO KUK

14.00 o=
Spo| | = R
g 10.00 | BT
Ei 8.00 IE
”_151 6.00 T
1‘3\% 4.00 = 5]
?ﬂ‘é 2.00 I é

0.0 Cu Se Mo

1 HRFhEEITRBEARYS UL 1 H{E(N=3)
Fig.l1 Ratio of metallic elements intake to UL in Schisandra
chinensis (n=3)
242 BHAEFERHK

262020 AR (R EZGIL) (DUR)C R 4R oA EOCER
— Bk R EE SE, ATAI, Cd<0.3 mg/kg, Cu<20.0 mg/kg.
As<2.0 mg/kg, e AW TP ESRE S EWESHKE
LA -

RHEEWM AR FPHEEENMEELZ S, RH
THQ/TTHQ %} 30 #LHBRF 1 Cu. As. Cd. Cr#fTHIT
RIEFERS AL Z T R E A RS EAL, 4503 6.

SRR, 6 M I LT TTHQ{EAE 0.0042~0.0073
ZIal, YUNT 1, N AR R A . SR TTHQ
EAXTEK, FEIEHT CronK W THQ AR, HikE
T4, Cr Al As JLE K THQ HEK ., t—E40 kB, %
RS, Cr JGE R THQ B Cu, Cd., As K, PiBATR T+
Cr JTFXF A P L A R XU A X R K o

#F 6 AR FHESEBRBRENLITME
Table 6 Health risk assessment of heavy metals in Schisandra
chinensis

THQ
‘b TTHQ
Cu As Cd Cr

FE 0.0000  0.0009  0.0001 0.0063  0.0073

Ly 0.0000 0.0014 0.0003 0.0055 0.0073

YT 0.0000  0.0004  0.0005  0.0056  0.0065
IN7R 0.0000  0.0000  0.0001  0.0041  0.0042
L 0.0000  0.0011  0.0001  0.0055  0.0067
Bevt 0.0000  0.0010  0.0001  0.0049  0.0060

3 wgSiie

A SR FH T 0B 0 A - Fh JR 5 55 A T i 3
ERWRFH 16 MEEILE S &, il k2w ki o
R AEL . SRS . ARSI E S R T, Rk
PEAEREMESEITE, K5 IR Z MAEEM BAR U
WX R, HAEAHARAERRE(E T, Mn. Cu. Zn. Se. Mo,
As, Cd, Cr NEFEMARAE, (HRKFH Mn, Zn &
AL, Mn B il sl 2 S EOO MR, Zn &4
PERIFIRRIGAE | UERGEES . RES UL MbEgs R
T, ZHWTBARE, (AT 0 25 & [WR 2541,
EHEERIEYERS, SHELEERMT, AR
TR £ KBS A AR AE — 2 AN E . DRI, A — 2B AT
KT HIRFH Mn, Zn FREFRHERDITE, R0 00 H A 4
JEICE A, IR TR R

i F TR, AR R FIE G 2R T 5%,
T AMTRE AR, 76 FH 25 & R U8 28 25 b it
XM T N R, XSSO ATE
BB . S aA TeaE, MionE WA RIS AR =4 19
YERASIR]L, BT i — 25 67 5 1Ty XX e R & it
JCRTEAMFEN, LAGEST 5 N4 B0 25 £ (R IR 25 64 Wa )
FRifE
B3k
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