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Effects of Cup-Shaped Tree Shape on
Yield and Quality of Papaya
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Abstract; In order to prolong economical cultivation life of papaya, two papaya cultivars ‘ Malaysia 7’ and
‘Red Lady’ were used as materials to compare average yield per plant, average fruit numbers per plant. aver-
age mass of single fruit, edible ratio, mass fraction of soluble solids in fruit, mass ratio of vitamin C in fruit,
mass ratio of amino acid in fruit, mass ratio of protein in fruit and economic benefits per plant of slanted-stem
tree and cup-shaped tree. The results show that average yield per plant, average fruit numbers per plant and
mass of single fruit of two papaya cultivars and two tree shapes appear downside trends with the growth of tree
age. There are no significant effect on average yield per plant, average {ruit numbers per plant and mass ratio
of amino acid in fruit of two tree shapes. Cup-shaped tree shape can sustain similar average single fruit mass
with slanted-stem tree shape, and improve edible ratio, mass fraction of soluble solids in fruit, mass ratio of
vitamin C in fruit of two papaya cultivars. It may increase mass ratio of protein in {ruit of ‘Malaysia 7. In ad-
dition, cup-shaped tree shape extends three years economic cultivation life on the basis of three years economic

cultivation life of the slanted-stem tree shape.
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FAIN(Carica papaya 1.)ATEA BT ANE 245 4 H 2R N B ALY . 2FRA 60 241 H
FPAE T AR AN SR Sl AR KR B MR CRECZE T hal A N 25 IR AT E%. A
2015 AF S, AR AR IR AR 11 BN 7 i S B B T A, 2020 4R il B 2 I I BRI ™ k23 Sl ik B 47
J5 hm® F11395.5 05 1 AR AT R IR 28 B T B T R IR % 20~ 30 a. K FH AR Y T R
IR A — B 3 a5 3 AR SR SRS R R AR R TR0 R A R U L B AR
Ja o MR ZR WM 5 SR 52 B I s i g B A A P 52 38 3 AR INER BRE AL 0 B 9 18 8 5 4 AR T B R
1818 TR 55 6 A JLP A - i R 3 a J5 4k SRR AN RE & #E LRV 45

X T A I ] 228 55 T 7 S0 S 7 A TR 1) 22 5 A 73 i o A 5 T 19 48 B AR A st oA 2 i v 2 O
R s I BT Brz — . T I S i R B e T R B 2[R 3R 0 2 A IR T 119 B 7 AR S 85/ A 1
R AR T B8 BSE SR T — FhAOIR W TE | B FE R AL ) S Bl | 3 3 15 9% R R
S BRI 25 T B SRS IR AR T LASEE A 7 AC IR 22 5 73 i A AT 7 3R L I BB 52 0 2R B 119 7 it
FIGR BT AR SC A A 7 AR A CC TR PUNE 7 5 R 2008 ™) S BT % 5 BF SRR TE % 3 AR 7™
i M0 i SO 5 )

1 B

1.1 a5

R R b o TR A O B R LY IR A TR TR T ORI L 20 R R B
PATEH. LR 7 57 (Carica papaya cv. Malaysia 7) F1 21427 (C. papaya cv. Red Lady) %
AT AR TR A RIS A B e B A T AR R4S 30 k. itk o R E A RKB—H FES AT
AR IR S5 F .10 H FF 4G R IR 52,
1.2 RWigITA*E

K DA 2R 58 2 BELIA S B R 1 AR B A G A B SR U 7 57 4nid s &R 2 A
[7) 25 A JIAR I o BIAR IR TE AR A IE s 7E B AR /D X S MR IE & A2 3 Ik il /N XL & 4
R 56 4 BEHLHES .
1.3 HELLKEFGE

2018 4F 3 J] JAHMRE M AERR =y 80~100 cm I, 4 25T RHAL 30°~35° (LA XUAY J7 1] ) {4 Wk 4%
b B DRAE AR R AL AE KRN ER IR ZE T IR B 2 .5 A R A IR A 45 R, 10 A R SRk, 2015 48 3 1 A bk 8
f.5 A FAHFIR AR, 10 H RS20, 2017 4R REARTE A2 R L RHBLE A0 IR AT 000 26 i & I 76 IR B8
HUTET 80 cm A HEEREE 3 AR LA TT A 2, A 2 A EE AR B L L B AR ARG IR BRI A B AR 2 L 8
FrAg A MIAL. 2018 4247 28 B i W AT, AR TR AR 25 T, SRR AR 81 80 e, 4B THT I B V)8 12 JH R S AE.
R bl 4% H W8 BEOR AT 8 A B, CRIEAE PR 1 A4 B UM AR A8 TE
L4 BB RNEFE

2018—2020 4F, JEZE 3 a W &t AR /Y SRR -2 77 B | BRLORR P K 45 SR 8 BROR B B AT R R SR
AR TR W 5T 6 0 B R el AR R C Bt d b R S8 1R T g L R BR S AR B T A L L O A FRRR 2 3
g TEPAS /NI AR ARARS T A Ak 0 L 28 AR T A B 1 B T 1) R 5 A4 SR, SRR SETE 40t 4 . o 1
FEK L

BRRRT 1 7 A /N DB AR INISOER B 5 7 AR TIORR B LU AR bR P X 45 SR B AN/ I T R
I S5 R B0 e AR B L. B0 R 0 58 42 S Iy B SRS A BT . AT 360 LB R A 7 )
A AT R TR 20 o RS SR SR L. BRR P 2 R ORR P B A R B R R T R R ST YA PR [ )
R B E 2% NY /T 691 —2018¢ F AN R I T4 S AUHAT. RSB R C Bt iyl &
S MR Iy ik, RS AR TR I E 2% GB 5009. 124 — 2016 £ b b 22 3 1R 1 I 5 )H .
SRS R [ I AE 2% GB 5009, 5— 2016 £ i o AR 1A I A )L BRR 28 B AL aE S AN /N IX i
AU A 5 5 7 AR AR B L.
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1.5 HitrHHmAE
KH Anova(J5 22438 i BEAE AL BRIV B4 F 56 A1 2K B Duncan 2 i & % 22 1) XF B 4> & KK i
Fh RIS T AE 22 5 L3843 BT 38T A 75 AT St R 9 A A B 10 22 S i 4 124 2 X

2 RBEERSHH

2.1 BHKIEHFTE

P AR Rl 2018 —2020 4EFABRF- X B, Nk 1 FoR. & 1 o [FFAR /NG FRER R 22 7 A
B Gt L(P<C0. 05, A DL 25 234 5 AR A 5 Sy BURRF- 34 77 .l 1 R 00 2 4 0 100 3
oo TS AR IS A ) AR 1 77 i B 2R B A S SR PG 7 5 ARIR BB A 45. 0 kg T REF] 34. 0
kg RHLEARITE I 48. 0 kg T RS 31. 0 kg “ZLA0 ARARBITE I 43. 0 kg N REF] 33. 0 kg, RHLELR
JE M 45,0 kg T RER] 31,0 kg [a]—4F 05 PN A 25 A 5 A 0 FfREIE 00 B bk 1 25 77 6 19 22 e o e i
CHBE L 4~6 a A AR TE 1 kR SE Y m S 1~3 a A R R AL TE 09 Bk SE 2 = s A T, R A
FRARI I A K T AR R T AR 35w vl A7

F 1 FADFBAINE RN 2018 —2020 4F Bk - 34 72 B

Tab.1 Average yield per plant of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (kg)
. 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
T omC ORI TS mCLE) mC IR 7B m LR mC R 7 ) m (LI
AR 45.0%1. 6ab 43.040.8b 40.042. 4ab 38.0%2.2b 34.07£0.08a 33.0%1.6a
RHEAL 48.0+1. 6a 45,041, 2ab 43.0740. 8a 42,042, 4ab 31.0%1.6a 31.07£0. 8a

2.2 BHRTHERY

P26 AR Bl 2018 — 2020 AF FLBR P 27 25 R W16 2 PR, 38 2 W on DB BARRSF B9 R o 2
R ¢ AR 4 T T R T b ) BRSO B A RO B R R L TR T 7 5 AR A
75.0 EER] 63. 0 A RHLEALRIIEZ A 74. 0 ASEEF] 59. 0 4> “ZL40 ARIRBIE A 72, 0 ASFEF 57,0 4>
LB TE AN 75. 0 ASFEF 53, 0 A [al— 45 N PN T A I s ol 90 76 8 22 1) B o 189 45 SR B 22 5 TR 58
T SR 4~6 a EEIAMRIRRIE 55 1~3 a A BRI Bk 2 45 R 80 28— B 2020 4R, 5
KRVGE 7 5 P AR TE 1 bR 2 45 R 25 5 T 404D L X AT RE S A R R AT G

F2 PINEARINAF 2018 —2020 48 HpkF- 35 25 8L

Tab. 2 Average fruit numbers per plant of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 “™
T 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
o nC R 757 aC 2l aC R 757 aC 24’ aCHR{GE 757 a4l
PAR 75.041. 6a 72.0%1. 6a 59.0£15. 6a 67.040. 8a 63.0%2. 4a 57.0%1. 6bc
FHILZEA 74.0%1. 6a 75.0£0. 8a 70.0£2. 4a 64.7+2. 5a 59.0=E1. 6ab 53.0£2. 4c

2.3 BRRE

P AR AL A 2018 —2020 4F BUR B L Q138 3 From. 38 3 Wom, Ny HUR B, 3 3 WA BifE
AR R R A R T Y BRR B B R R R PEE 7 5 AR TE M 600. 0 g T F
540.0 g RHEILMIE I 648.0 ¢ TREF 522. 0 g3 “ZLAC " FRARBIIE A 590. 0 ¢ T FER] 500. 0 g FHILIE
PERFE I 600. 0 g TFEE] 575. 0 ;2018 4F,2019 4, “ ER PYIE 7 57 R 5% AL W] 119 B0 500 o i S8 3
TR I 9 IR TR 2000 FE AR R IE TR 0 SR i 1 22 S e e 724 3, 2020 4R, 2040 R R
PR IE 1 BAR o i LU AR IR R A 35 P . SR PN 7 5 AR P AR REIE TR 4 B B 19 22 S R et
S PR R T A 7 A S B R A G

3 PIAEAIAS 2018—2020 4 HUR AL

Tab. 3 Mass of single fruit of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (g)
e 2018 £ 2019 £ 2020 £
T C IR 7 ) m (LR m CIRTFEE TR o CLTAE) m C IR 7 B m (L)
LTSN 600.0+16. 3b 590.0412. 2b 578.049.8b 566.0+8. 2b 540.049. 8b 500. 044, 1c

BHL &AL 648.0=E2. 4a 600.0+4. 1b 615.0t12. 2a 590.0£7.3ab  522.0+15.5bc  575.0+16. 3a
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2.4 ARE
P T AR i Flr 2018 — 2020 4E W] (A, Q158 4 FroR. £ 4 hog gl 3, f1 3% 4 AT 1. 2018 4R,
2019 4F, “E R VYNV 7 57 5 LU0 AE PRI R R Y S8 T B R 28 S ST B 52020 AR Tk Y
W7 5 BRI A AT R 25 5 G R AU AR T B T R R T AR AR AR Y T
BA52019 48,2020 4R, CZLA0 P RORTE 9 ] B R 1 3 E T SR VG 7 5 T B R
PRt S RO % ¢ SR VG0 7 57 B ST R AT R AR AR B T i B A G ¢ 41 A T R S T L
F£ 4 PIAFAIKEFH 2018 —2020 4] £ K

Tab. 4 Edible ratio of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 %)
. 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
” pCEHEW 757 pCaid’)  pCEHREE 75 g’y pCOREW 757 L)
LTSN 69.540.9a 73.7%1.3a 71.94£1.2b 73.97£0. 2a 68.3+0.9b 73.37£0.7a
RHLZEAL 73.3£1.8a 76.0+1. 4a 70.540.7b 75.640.9a 68.5+1.1b 70.7+1.3b

2.5 REARAMERYRENSH

AN T A b Ff 2018 — 2020 45 5L 52 1T 75 1 [ T2 490 05 o 43 450 03 5 FTm. 36 5 i, R SE AT
PR W) 43 . B 3% 5 R Bl RS A B T ARRAR T 1 4 e A IR B ) S ST v [ R )
Ji e R BT R R CEORVEWE 7 5N 12,500 FRER] 11. 9%, 40 id M 12, 6 %0 F R F] 11, 8205 %t
FRIPLIEACATE , B4 25 A I Fofr 14 SRS S 00T 0 ot LU AE 2019 4F 3K 51 i 06, 2020 4F SR B 52018 4R B
AT AT Rl AR DR AR T f 5% 52 T v e R 0 T L S T AR BRI L 2019 4F, 2020 4E, AN TR
JI it o AR T 11 SR S T s i T 5 o LU 9 25 S ST 2R A

R o4 a A2 AR R AR T AR 17 SR 52 wT v P R 4 B i 40 5008 T 1 a AR BRI, W] g 55 AR AR A TE I
JE A K.

F5 PTG Fl 2018 —2020 4F 5292 v 1 6 4 Bk 43 54

Tab.5 Mass fraction of soluble solids in fruit of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (%

K 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
w C LR 757) w, (i) w CEREW 75 w, i) w757 w28l
FRoR 12.5+0. 2a 12.640. 2a 12.240. 1a 12.0+0. 4a 11.940. 1a 11.840. 2a
RHLEAL 11.540. 3b 11.4+0.1b 12.0+0. 2a 11.940. 2a 11.6+0. 1a 11.8+0. 2a

2.6 REBELERCHEL

PIAS T AR AR 2018 —2020 4R R SL4E A 3R C BURELL . N3 6 iR, K 6 P owe NREHEE R C i
. R 6 TR S 2 AT R P R R TR 1 SR e 4 R R C B FUAE 2019 ARIR F B, 2020 AE LR
W 52018 AF o P> 7 A I il BlPR AR AR TE 19 2R S 4k 22 3% C it He 2 3 v TR AL I 5 2019, 2020 4F 7
AT A s Tl BRI 1) 2R SE 4B 2R R C 22 5 B gt i 22 3 XL

PG 4 a A2 A ARARA FE ey 300 24 195 SR 0 S BRI ai  A R] 2R 5238 FR i AR AT 32
o SRS R

6 PIAEAIM A 2018 —2020 4R LGEAER C i IL

Tab. 6 Mass ratio of vitamin C in fruit of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (ng+g ")
. 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
T we CHRPET 7B we CLRT) we CHEPET 7B we LR weCHRPEL 7 E) we (LTI
PR 690.0+1. 6a 694.040. 8a 702.0%1.0a 698.0%1. 6a 690. 010. 2a 688.040. 7a

R 214 663.020. 2b 641.0=0. 8¢ 682.0+1.0a 700.0+1. 6a 688.024-0. 8a 685.0+1. 6a

2.7 REIEBRRELL

PS5 AR i Bl 2018 — 2020 AF RSB TE L i3 7 iR, 3R 7 1 cwa SR IR i L.
HI % 7 AT B AR U B R A e R s Ao R A R T 190 2R S R R o R LU AR 2020 4RI B e, (D
RVEW. 7 5 RS it ik B 295.3 pg e g L CLLAL RIA 288 pg e g .

BRI 22 3 a N P T AT ity FlPRAR R B9 2R S 22 5 R o i LG 5 RHLUE AL R 19 22 | E S5 12
Tk SC S WA I Xof SR 52 B LR IO it U R MR /)N
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FTOPIANEAIA TN 2018—2020 45 5 S22 H MR T it 1L

Tab.7 Mass ratio of amino acid in fruit of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (pg+g ")
Y 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
T o  CHERT 7B wn CLE) won CHEFET 7B oy CLAE) wa CHETTI 75wy CLEE)
LISN 284.7+0. 6a 280.0%0. 8a 277.3%£0. 6a 270.0%0. 4a 291.040. 8ab 288.0+0. 8ab

B %Ak 280.740. 7a 273.7+0. 6a 265.7+0. 4a 263.7=+0. 5a 295.3+0.7a 281.7=+0.9b

2.8 RXEARKREL

P AN A 2018 — 2020 4F LS HE (i b . N3k 8 iR, 26 8 W vwp Ry SRS R 1 U o L.
F L 8 BT AN T AR S R 2019 A () SR S8 0 0t o bb g, EOR VU WE 7 5 S ER o EL Gk
F234.7 pgeg AU IR 2287 pg e g 52018 A BT AT b R AR TR 1 SR S AR R B E
25 ICHTHF R 52019 4, S HOR VTR 7 5 MR BIE i R 58 8 1 o ot o bb 8 3 TR R AR
CLTAE BRI () SR S EE T H SRR IR AR T 1 25 S T T A S B BRAR B TR A & 0k A
HAPN T R PG 7 5 P sZ I K T RE S48 HORTU R 7 5 B SRS I R A L.

K8 PIATAL G 20182020 4 592 11 R i 1L

Tab. 8 Mass ratio of protein in fruit of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (pg+g "
. 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
T CIEPETE 7B we CLTAE) we C P 75 we CLTIR) we C P 7 57) we C LR
AR 226.3+0. 6a 224.3%1. 1a 234.7%0. 4a 228.7+0.7a 229.3740. 8a 209.3+0.6b

B kAL 209.0%+0. 2a 210.7=+1.0a 212.74+0.4b 224.040. 5ab 218.040. 8ab 207.340.7b
2.9 BEHREFHE

WA Z AR Al 2018 — 2020 4F BLBR 8 4, W3R 9 iR, & 9 .S MR 4 T &% 45 5 2018,2020
RSN 2. 00 J6 « kg 12019 AR ST 2. 20 J6 « kgt l1 R 9 ATAHT: 2018 AL AR
JIN it 7 0 AR TR 1 R 28 % 8 65 10 25 SR T8 32 T L5 2019 AR TS 7 A i Bl RHRL B AR AR T 1 bk 22 05
R g S T AR AR I 52020 45 B A F A S R AR AR TE 0 AR 22 55 20 45 2 3% o T R R Bt
4 a R MFCRRIE AT Ras 5 1 a £ RHURIE R TE 19 2 Tr 3048 A 24 . 6 a A2 B ARIR BB 1 28 55 3 4
b 3 a Az MR IE AR T 1 28 U5 58028 4 SR T ROIR R T K 7 AR TN 28 5 48 55 5 i 2 A AU

#£9 PNFEANGF 20182020 4FRZ TR 25

Tab.9 Economic benefit per plant of two papaya cultivars from 2018 to 2020 (JB)
. 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4
7 SC RPN 7 57)  SCaad’)  SCHRPW 7 57)  SCLa4d’) SCHRPW 757 SCaid”)
PAR 90.0%+1. 6a 93.0+1.63a 88.0=+2. 4bc 84.0+3. 3¢ 68.0+2. 4a 69.0+2. 4a
FHLE 96.0+4.9a 90.0+2. 4a 98.0+2.2a 92.0+3. 3b 62.040.8b 62.0+1.6b
3 3tig

BPURR P 7 g SRR 2 AR U AR DT A AR U 1 L TS R R I RO 11 B
Ppe R N M PRI (1 B R 5 R A T A B 7 A 24 3 3 B A I R R
AT AR AERBUREMIE 3 a ST BIE 75 a9 S5 At L BE PR AR 3 a i . IR R AR
R TE AE A AR 28 57 B A7 i T A7

RSP 2 45 SR M BT 2 7 L SRR S 5 SRR A S K R TR L TR AR L
AT AT b b 79 o g T 1) B P 189 45 SRBRORY 22 S JC G i o T L I A W 7 o RS IS R T 3 45 R0
Pe—B, T Z G R A SRR 0 FETRR WA A [R] R 55 8 LA PE R AR TR R AL 3 2 2353k
B T i BE Al L BEFRAREE 3 a AOSSRAE . BRI WIS AR T BAAERKCIR TR/ TR PG 7 5 A
CZLACT BORREE B 2390 D 48 AN 43 A L U B TR Bl B JE AT RE B v BRSO 2 A5 R K DR (AR IE 2
o AT 4 Hi e P b ) T B R T B, 2020 4F . HR PG 7 5 PR TE (19 BbR P 2 2 R RO R
TOLLAE X AT BE AT A AR AT K.

B R R S A R BB AR, SRR 7 SRR AR 1 BUR TR R R T AR ARIE L
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PRIt BB SR VGG 7 57 SRR B e T AL AS . BE T B AR AR T AR AR RKOIRES TR B R TG 7
R LLAE T R SR B EROR VYR 7 ST A SRR B T L0 SO R A A5 2R S AR T AR Y
FUAE R — 2. L B A 14 A Al S B A A A AR G L AR —E R I 2 T S

AR R R S AT AR AR A SRS L AR 2020 4E LR ALGE T MOIRBRE /Y AT B R S
TRIETE SR PEE 7 57 PR ARIE AT 2251 AT BE -5 a0 45 R A K.

SRS T I [ T R VA SR S TR AR AR, 2018 AR PN T AR I A AR AR B R 1) 2R
SR P T 9 R A B R T ARMRLR AL R 2019 — 2020 AR, B T A I & Bl B T 114 SR 5
VRIS W B o0 O 22 5 T 2 8 . A a AEMRARRTE R 1 2R S nl s PR R W B 0 B T 1 a2
RHALIEALTY 1] BE -5 AR TS ARAT O, L IIARAR B T 24 29 73 A+ B4 1) D' R 20 A BE 412 v 2R 52 A9 T 3 1k
T 4 A 43 B0 SO R A SR L SRR Y B (LR B AR A £ L R T 1 2R S T
W8 2 400 i A1 22 S TR e T2 T S AT RE R phy T R B U 10 38 I R T ) R AR R A A AR L SR
TOUHR R 2R AR SE A LE 5T BT AR LR B AR A KORAS TR #Y  ThOR P 7 5 R4S A 2R 5K
TP TR 490 0o 43 43 0 1L 7000 11506, SO ThoR Y AE 7 457 RS L0 AL AR T 1 R o A [
T B 3 B T A AR AR ROIRZS. DRI PRBR AR TR AT RE i o 2 A ISR 552 19 R 9 1 [T ]2 99 Jo 20 .

YA R C a5 R B AR AR 2 — . I BRI R RAF YOG IR AR R
R SEEAE R C RYBTRE L 2018 4R WA 7 A R i 51 S 4 A2 K C B T 3 e TR
PR IE . BT o BE B 25 55 SR AR 80 O I DL AR AR A F T RIEE R R X5 MHF
E 450 245 1 e AR A [ o AR AR o A A S S v B RS B R I o A R DG TR
2019—2020 45, P> ARt B P RPRS TE 9 R S 4k 22 3K C B FE A 22 53 48322 0 3. MRRIIE J5 4
FEHEAT B SRR B AL B L RO IR A RR A  OR IR R SRS A R

AR SR S LR R IR o LR A R SRS TR R AR 2 B RS BB A T AR T el
PR T 1) 28 R S5 ik FEAE 2020 4538 21 d e » 150 W O MRS T 2 BB B2 e 2R S 1 A R TR o A L. D AR R
JICHD Tl B AR T 19 2R 552 G R R o 5 LU 19 22 5 UG i 0 3L A W] ) SR S0 U IR T o EE 2 Wi /0. TR
AR T ok 2R 52 R 5 R T AN K, 2020 AR XETFARARRIE R PE I 7 57 i 2R S8 1 R R L
W T LS T AR AR T AR 22 BF R AR A I RS E R PR 7 5 B A AR

2018 AF . P> 2 A TCRA Fift P Ff RS T 119 ok 22 55 80 i 14 22 5 G 122 0 3L, 2020 4F, * Hysf P IE. 7 57 il
LTS BRI T B 2 B A 3 o T ARHRLR AL IR MR A AT REA 4 o Rk 22 B A VR L AE B BT
JCAR T T8 X HEAB R /I B P AR S BERR AN 10 G B BTG ISAS 1 200 J6 . 15 R AR AR IE 5 Ff e RN
TRA AT 500 T6 . PYIUANER SR 4 17T A 1 700 Tt

4 HRIE

N T ATE WA ST A RNFAE RIS 3 AR 35 FR AR IE . BRI IE 5 RS AL B TR A3 A 3 1Y
7 A T AL B SRS B E R R R TR AR T R R BF RS 3 a A5 i AT B ARG 17 A= A
Ji J9Y AL 8 2 7 AR BE T R T R B ki 78 T AT QU AR b 3t % IR 9 55 97 L B Bl Gz ol
U A5 SRR R R ) SR I i B AT Y R R T L D e AR T At B A R I R £ . T S
JE o — PP AR 2 AR, 2 B R A7 ik 6 s RS & 1 7 AT B M AR AT RO 8] SRR T — YR AR
AR B T4 TR AL AR

S & Lk
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