Botanical Research H#¥)ZHF 5T, 2017, 6(3), 124-133 Hans X
Published Online May 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/br
https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2017.63017

The Potential Application of Genes for Aphid
Resistance in Cotton Breeding

Caifeng Yang, Gangqiang Li, Nan Wang, Fangfang Xu, Wenfang Guo, Dehu Liu*

Biotechnology Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing
Email: ycfcaas@163.com, “liudehu2006@126.com

Received: May 4", 2017; accepted: May 22", 2017; published: May 25", 2017

Abstract

Aphid is a common crop pest. As a kind of agricultural pest and the carrier of plant viruses, aphids
result in serious damage in the development of agriculture. Scientists try their best to find out the
effective method for aphid control. Scientists pay attention to transgenic engineering for its high
efficiency in aphid resistance. In this paper, the progress of the aphid resistance engineering re-
search in recent years were reviewed, the potential application of aphid-resistant gene in aphid-
resistant cotton transgenic engineering and the development direction of aphid-resistant trans-
genic breeding were discussed. We provide an overview and information useful for aphid-resis-
tant cotton transgenic breeding.
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1. 518

MRAeR — At AP AT A GEE[L], SR B A 58, B EEOUR T R E R R 1E[2],
HRAE T 55 b O B E MR AEAR OGP T B PR R R B R B, AR, BB FE Bt S K BT dUi i KA
PR, MRS R S T A P AIS, T DAEF R o S W s UG T 20T R, Bl C o fe EMRAE R
THE R —[3]. BFRFAMUIE AL BRI, T H S BRSBTS 2B A S35
(75 G AL A 1 A ANATT S SROBT O DT A, TR o Ok R TRE AT R L 22 B PR AN ORIk 45
0 A e SN — e AL PR AR R BT e 6

2. WHFHER EE /T

ef PR, &3 H (Hemiptera) [f44t VA 4 [RI# H (Homoptera)] R 4. 7E 4t 572 4341 5000
AFP[4], fEH E B2 K I 1000 2 FH([5]. H AT, #76_E B R DL 32 2245 5 i M3 (Aphis gossypii Glover).
i K4 i (Acyrthosiphom  gossypii Mordviiko). 5 7 i (Aphis craccivora Koch). #7328 F13% G AR i (Myn-
thurodes betae Westwood), 3/ X LUK Jy f A BEAA

e ORI A A A, — Rl =My G HRTE T R E 1] [3]: 1) ERECEMRTEIT IR, senaks
WRAEK; 2) EFRIGY: 3) LBHEYHEEE. B REA TRy A ST WEE. RE . TEESEE6],
IR BRI, eI R R S 2R e, R DARH LR AR A Tk 2R L A BUR
£, HmHHEEDI G RS[7] [8]s ER VTR FER, BTV H 02 BIRER, BUEr A IE R
HAKAYE, WSS, AN R4, o R HEMY) (B 58) AU AT Jerp 2y, PR
ZanB[9], M EARTEEMYIZIN T, i REEHE, ERgk. mEYCEERSE] [3]: 1k
b, W LR — SRR B AL R, AR AR S, R NGRITAERE S, v R BUEYR R
TRURAE o o R AR IR 22 77 TR0 35 A0 AR EEARAE Pl b o g e () By v AR A A L B L

3. LMW RARIK

TR, B Bt Fe AL RIHT AU KRB R, s R SR o i O B o fa &
ME B2 F R — RGP IR N RIL & F Cry 35 o0 if it — & i sIER, (5 i T &
o B A EURK) pH B, F2 Bt 3 EE EXEF R REVE LEARMIR[10], oA ROt i i B fr AN B0, W iR
HAWSRRIEIEAE )1, RE G EHUVEIE[6]: 5h, F i — e et i i, fERdert s
HRIRHI ORI BRBR[LL] M LLKSR DR EEBEAOHT B K A 22 4% 245 E AR XEBUS Y] B RAF I B va ROR
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HALSAAR 25506 A 2SR B AR IR PR ARt 352 N 528 3 45 B A O v B A K B B A2

Bt 2 DN TR BV SEA T ST 2 T AE M BRI H 2t iR, S e KR LR i 00 5 A ) (0 B ACE 1V e
PECUSON R e, ARIEHTEX SRR, Z AT KB S AL TRER S5 72 A PERSE: 1) ik PEpiiFis
125 2) FERtEDURR.

3.1. i Hihg R

PR AR X H A R & 000 R DU Fob R B g, T i aag BT, i
2SR BAT B M M Ve E A E, EZA BRI

3.11. EHMRER

FEDUF LR TR e, H T S 2 FBIR AN R g st e R A N . BEE R Rt S
— MBS RS R R R A S E AR, TR ARE T A E A [10], A R A
VU, MY, HEED RN SRV Y A R EAL[12]. R HREER FEAET AN
PR BT, FEforF A R AR S 2R RIS R A E R B RS S, PR
FEVE, PHASE IRV IR H W, [R5 sk AN 1 4 B BT B BRI S . VR 2 R R 1 AR
FHRAREMRR SN, ERAEKN pH EEER, SR, EEEAT, ERE S ERH A
LA R, ERWIR BRI, BEE TR IZ AR SRR B B 2 e i Y B [13]. IRIEREE R
77 T AR B R R BEEE TR 0 N 7 RARFR: B HEAME S RER, LT REaRER: O
BHEESE R, T RS SRR R (GNA MIGEBKE); WRHEEE R XI5 S R EEEE R . RIEEHK
EEEE AN || BRI B 1 AR B ER 3 . AT FUBORIR NI AR R A I R LK

1) FH1EEESE %K (Galanthus nivalis agglutinin, GNA)

T[IERER B TG T BRENEYESE R, WWEEYSIOE, 2 RN Z i hkk
DA, 5 A Bt 5 2% m] 5 VA T R AL LR i 2 e 4B I R R i A o-1,3-H BB B I 2RSS &,
WFIfRE . BRATiF b B IR S r it Ah, e e i s B B — e IR . S A6E R
RIRF O 2 B T buiF R K TR, %140 Elaine Fitches [15]4%5: 15 Wik 7 25 5-amaurobitoxin-Plla &¥
o-hexatoxin-hvla 5 GNA #1T il &3k T xRk 58 =HE[16] % °K; Cry JE KA1 GNA [FII S N JH L ; Stoger
[14]% GNA SN /NFE i,

2) TSRS & (Amarauthus caudatus agglutinin, ACA)

VSRR AR TR F AR ot , Z—MIEEEE, J& T g R XM A K.
WREHERE & 2 M AL TSR, RUGEGWE IR L& &I — Mg, Ry, ACARHh
JaEa I E ) 2- LB EE-2- A -D ALK S T —Ma S St X ACA HIBFFLIUIX T GNA,
Bil4n Guo [1715F H >k BT 1 1L 3 BEL 0 25 (CoY MV) ) B 5 5 1 )5 8 TIOR3l ACA ZE R 7E M FE rh 3%
ik, EEEERRTG T — @ P Re /). IEH EF K ACA FEK T AL Rk, SRR 1L 0 i =t
WFEE A A 64.5% [18], 1ZEEF THEMRALIL O &N H RIS By, R — & M SE A A5t

3) (H %4 (Pinellia ternate agglutinin, PTA)

P HEEERIERE TR E B RMER, EE LMY . IWEE B E RS U B R
R, XEEWE . BRE. AREE. R R R A BOUER . HET, DAY ER PTA BH 5 A HE
FHAG B I IR IR, Pl 9250 3 0, 5 PTA MRS TO A1 TLAQ AIAk e B0 b =l A% 226 DR 0 A8 Ak ik 2> 89%6~92%,
Fk B> 91%~93%:; Ji4h, XPHE U O HURTESERO S =Fh 3 U BUE 1A F] 100% [19]. %
BN O B TR e Dlr R R TR 7T, A #E SR [8]49 B 1 % B B AR AL B — e Ml s
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AR [20] 0 159 3 (1 4 - B R AR AEAT I B A5 3B [ RE 4518 .

4) RirktEE & (Allium sativum agglutinin, ASA)

RFrEEER Z 2 — PR B ST R I H SR WS B EE 2%, & tH B BE N Dutta 7E 2005 4 1 IR S FE49 21 [21]
W25 5 PN | B R T SR W A, b R KR AR 3R A DR AE I I B A (R T LR
xigf BB AR I 90% [22]. Kl S 2o i K S 5 Hoph S KA F),  Sadeghi [23]55 ATEXS KRt
AR B AN 2R R e NS, FEEAT PR 0 BT R B, RFRIEE AR 20 iof M AR s HRU )t
FE LT ARG, AR R I 2R ORI, Tz SR (1) B A L 1% FE B AIK 40%.

5) k== #%E4E 25 (Zephyranthes grandiflora agglutinin, Zga)

EZBHE R ORI A AR BRE R P —AEHE R, BA A SRR RS S AL XEkER R
AHEIER, Zhou [24155 N2 K R N bRk, RERRIF 118 BEFRAIR 77.9%, #7 HU% 5 [#IX 35.6%.
JUE AR 2L B N T4 S B U B 0, AR AR R I AE R AR P B D R oA B A

6) %§7FIE4E & (Helianthus Tuberosus agglutinin, HTA)

HTEERIR T HEHED T, NSRRI rPitt. HTA & PYAS 15.5KD (1930 F5 7% B[R] 95 DY 56
1, 45T GNA M1l. HTA H hta-a, hta-b, hta-c fl hta-d JE[K 5 ik . Chang [25]1% AF LR 4E
W55 35S JEANT ISR, ARG T NMHEL A RIA, RS ) i 5k DR A R R T 5 Zpkder 1) e 1 FEE B
fIC 70%, BLAb, LSR5 RS 2R Ae 8 PR AN Bk F 10 B0 ) I B 52 R B, HTA S UF B e e St
R THEAA —ERNHNE, M EREERER .

7) 3% EkEEE 2 (phaseolus vulgaris agglutinin, PHA)

K BRI FLS Y I B AR B, R BRI T e S S S a8 EIlS, M EEH
[5]o MEERXTAREMAEG L, ZEEAASHEME, (HIC4 AR KA T AEHTF du 5 R TR 4o .

8) WizhHzEkt4E 25 1 (Dioscorea batatas tuber lectin 1, DB1)

R R 1 R T I i — M R MR R, HE S o R S SIS RE R ARG
mJEALPE[26], Kato [27]H% 1 mg/mL th Z5He 2B dE 28 1 I N T 0DRl MRk e B 30, Bk ief (4795 6
MEIAR R FC. BE/5, Kato 156 1% 5K 70 5 A RKEY 8 8 7P, RE S AHE LA, DB1
RILBELA S FHE S TEE R AT 2508 1.8%F 0.25%, HILRERIEF d bt D3 E PR 60%, Ml
DB1 MHif AR 5 RIAR MK AN K. IR DBL 0] LLTE—E F2 B b3 sin % L R R AR (1) piief Hige 7o, (H
SRR AT PR

9) 1) E &S Z A (Concanavalin A agglutinin, ConA)

ZEERIE T IS, BT HEEHiAtE 2R . ConA ] S5y ALIE R B 40 i) H B WE Sz Ak 455, Rommigf gk
£ DL S A B ) 1 5 AR5 28], Angharad [291H & ConA £ H I Aa Rk M H s Aok 4 HUR B, 7 e e 71
IEANOR B 8 4 LR 7= A 90% I EAEAE R, T HBe WS k2 4 iF R B s AED MRk Iy, ] DS eg He i
RG> 30%, K HIBEMEIEFEAC 35% LA B, (HXFTEFHOIFASM: X — 55 FERERML, H
BT TE NG e ARRAE T, WA 1265 DR PE R BB 1) S B 38R 15 3R IE

10) /NFERZEEREE Z (Wheat germ agglutinin, WGA)

INERZFRER T 5IUT B4E, eI R B sER, s EEt, KEE%,
HEA—EMBICER . BAT, 255 FEN AT F[30], XTI+ b i du il 8 il i I
SEMF HAS A S TEARAE 0 32 B0 R, DRIk, /N2 A 2 A 2R B R AE AR A E oo e R R T () S R (A BR

11) PEEEREH ARERSE 25 (Sambucus nigra Agglutinin, SNA-1)

‘B FIZIE ARG E F(RIP), J& T 1| B RIG EE  5 0T BT IR (0 i A kS 2/ AL AR A
A, ARG S, BARPSIMAE R (s A R fAiE s BIEE, iy JEERE™ A4

()
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B S (R A [31]

3.1.2. ZEBEBEEHPFI(Protease inhibitor)E:H

WA ERAIEI RSN T 2 REER B, 75 IR P A B A A AR 2 A 4] 2 Y
fEAGTEYE . IRAE R MG R SR, A BHIR ] o8 0U2K: 1) 2% R E AlHR; 2) RItkE D
Hi7): 3) A BRE ABEHNHIR: 4) )8 & EEENEII[32]. B R E A R TR, TR
TR 2 R R A A R, BRI A I G 580 38 FR 0 75 SR IR ARG T 0 A B AL, 2 A
T B AR R AR RN, R, DO 22 S R AR i A ) R 40 41 BE 1l 2 (Chy8) 21 R 3t xof if et —
E M EEEER33].

3.13. HpSHE

GHM o R R B A A R DhRe, TEAEH B2 O IRERS 1) g B R — N A R B . 2
Moy 2R AT EM M AEK K E, R AR R A AR P P nt i B P . W e R B R I
(isopentenyltransferase, 1PT) & 4H M 73 2 2 A Al A% 0 PRSI 20 i 2 4 SR A2 TR T R A AR R IR 2 45 0
Hh S A FEFE RS G 2 T T2 N-S7 000 BRI 8 (1) KA S8, # ki &, BB HUARR E
P> HUR AR . AT A Bk F 1) R B AP 5 B AR [34]

3.1.4. EYIRGEHLEIHE X EE

FERK I B R A, FEY S A R R BN S 4, (A5 5 25 2 T LA o ARG 7 1R 7 vk S A
M. MY — 2 e BB AL, DRk o] MAEAS S B AL N T, 38 0 o5odE F A B A
MUHIR B 1 H AR 0 S P 3 B B SOt T B A A2 1 o i 48 R BB RE S A ) B 1k B 52
PEREE AR

1) I EFIL GhPSAKI G s A Xt tef B i o A 52

RRAE 64 VE FI A S5 KL 1K (Cotton  photosynthesis-related gene, GhPSAKL)J& T PSI-PSAK K%, i &
162 MEIEMR KR PSAK FEE A RGE | BN A0 JE 5 2 4 REJ 6 B A R SN A0 B i S R i
WRAE 32 BRI f6 35 B FEA) 35 5, GHPSAKL fEM: v 1 i % 5% /K ¥ EFH[35], 1IEM] GHPSAKL FEFLFG I+ 1
(13 255 W] LASE e R 0T SR R 35 DT 52 P o FLR 0 605 GHPSAKYL 38 S W) (¥ o e 14 i 52 44 P 1 4
BT PA S oS #35 GHPSAKL X A 47) Ho At J7 T 7 A AF AE 0 35 i ANV 4 o A itk — B 9T

2) i RIS GhTCTPL 1Y S A7) 0T g s )40 A 52 14

GhTCTP1 J& T TCTP WK%, A4l &4 168 N EFRME H, GhTCTPL H A 95 M FEMR 1) IR~F
FPole akERE[7IKIM, GhTCTPL fEMALR) NG ELrh52 245 % f5 KA /K L, M GhTCTPL 78
WAAE 2 BRI 42 35 J5 1 SOSERLER R 21— e AR B R AT B A S0, % GhTCTPL S ARG I+ i (i
Fak o RIUARIE X e JE DR 40U P TP e BRI A T P A BB I o e S DRIADL R I bk eg F o B 2 P A T T
AR, DRk, GhTCTPL 7E38 i A Xt pkdef (i ok 7 T B — e AR A o

3) w-3 JIEWR A 7 (w-3 FATTY ACID DESATURASE7, FAD?)

Avila [36]&ILIMHIFEARAR N FADT7 JFH (1) 305 & 0] DO s ) (bt 4 . FAD7 Jdid s 4 SA i
NPRL KEFTHYIBI#E ), N FAD7 BN ()R8 B K SR F i R ae ). A AERe JI A S0
73, FRARRIF 1, 17 FLE mT DA SR A A (0 5 L T 2 S PR BRI Y e

4) Hpal &[]

Hpal (harpin protein 1)7& /K& [ 475 7 (Xanthomonas oryzae)r=4: it —Fid B EUm M E A, Z&EH
10~40 (hpal10~40) X 3k At ) T e P b B FH T 7K A8 mT DA o) S50 B A0 O I PiiE . Fu M [37]R%
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BRSHFREZTEERNER, REEOEH TR, w7 USR8 Rt SH 77

5) ATPP2-Al %:[A

ATPP2-AL JEREMIER & B mME 22—, Zhang Z[38]#F 7t RIL: ATPP2-AL iRkl
AR 1E AR £ P B s T2 Sk def W VR I P BT, T DI S DR T R T 12 R R ) ik ke E
Hilier B H g, AR EARAE R RS E AT AE 2 .

0eF RN S 75 T AR A0 75 0 R B S B e 358 A8 SCEE B 11 o TG FLAS [ (0 88F e s AN 1R RS 5 A SR 1R,
i Mi-1.2 FE P % I #4 2 0F it (Macrosiphum  euphorbiae) (0 V4K i T /K ¥ R 15 5 1 4%, 1 0] W5 4 iF
(M.truncatula) 47T D42 46T 54 i 18 Sk 42 [39] o AT BRI, AR T 7K A TR 114 AL 400 il J82 e A A0 350t 114 1)
B, AR T S TR 14 R A2 v 7 3 4 DU e B0 ) o T S TR R 14 HH B TR 5 0 45 s AL 5 ok ERORE ELAE O B 3
YRR KGRI, AR ZMESRENE XHE, & KMishag, fERmEEYAS
B — W) R R IB B R T VR W T TN AR 5 Bl — IR AN AL o TEPUIF A 635 R TR0 70 AN e R A
T EA A,

3.2. HFRMRMITSE

2R BAE R AR E MY b SO R R P A s B A HUmE, 2 3 DR Pk b FEF He A 2B AR A
2 PEPURIE B SR R . RS RT3 SR SR DU A R AR M A R AR

3.2.1. HFRMEETER

1) Vat (Virus aphid transmission)

PO FEUF A% B DR R SR — AN B R R i SR R, e A A R T e AR A ) B L
I T A v ) AR I S R FL AR R T B S TR B [40], e Vatt JE DA RE R ] A AR 007 B 2R AL 1, (RN
TR WA R [39] 0 AEMEAEATIE Jik 5 A% v i LA AME A K

2) Nr [

Nr BRI T B AR B 15, B0 S B K 5 (Nasonovia ribisnigri) BA & —$itk, #utks4[41]. HAET
ZHEEFE RN TEERE R, R TR Nr EE Y, JEETE TR T e s dog A fuik ek
B RARIGIPUME, X R R YU I R AN GE T2 B 3 R R [42]

3) Sd-1 Gene

Sd-1 F R HAT P3¢ R0 R F B LA 11 Thfig. Cevik Z5[43]4 I KRS 8L HE I, N & T bE
ISR TARHE, TR AL R AE fE AR AE I TR B B, W% DR AR AR AR ik R AR P
MHMER R, (AR ARt s s ittt =% .

4) Mi-1.2 Gene

Mi-1.2 FER R E B, — B R [44], HRIEF=Y)F B ATTERE AR 0090 R0, mT e il 07 30 11
It Ry, dndf . AR A BBy B o %3 R A ST A B A A ) — MR S PR DT 2R D], Godshen [45]
R, 1ZHE R R =) AR R0 LU I O AR BN BACAE R O &, H D2 BRI R B /N BB A
HRMAEIE S, B Mi-1.2 Gene FEP)A A S TEAERIR20E ORI T 0 AR 4 B 23 e dsi 35, AT bA
75T AR fuie 3 8 TREWT 70 TRt % 8

5) ‘K. Rag family

2006 4F, Hill &858 8% 204, B R K I Pl 548663 (Dowling)Fil P1548657 (Jackson)&% K & 41k,
Lt e RN IR BRI ME; BfE, 2 MU RR I A T 7 5 g k(M EBTEE), Ha s
N Rag M1 Ragl. 7E3LJ5 1 UAFE SOR I FL At BE R ot 25 R4 73 Jnll i 44 9 rag2. rag3 1 ragd [44] [46]. K
TR R IR 3K e 35 R B4 R o DR AR 1 7 208 AR AL B R AL
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3.2.2. HibimdFigE

FE RGO B SIS R e BT L PR 1038 T, Gong ZE[47) M\ 77 AR A8 S 8 A A S B WL AR 245 14
WFENTF, RILPUZ AR CarE JERRIARTH R . CarE FEN iR ERERES, 1T AR ML R A
AR AR Z, @i A TR CarE JE K dSRNA I , 5 Bk oy 3R BR G I 5 X 636 32 B T4,
Xt EIR PR AR ZG PR, B RNA TR, alk S H B bsef i B 1, 2R R i iaeg.
Ak, Zhang “5[48] tH7E A2 Hh e du i 7 THIBGAIE 1 Bebh 5 92 AT AT M o IR i HUB IR 42 (0 5 KA Ak
FAATH RN T RIIPUGIER, 27 P 2400 i)k py 356 R AT AR B R il ik, ok
U R IE AR AL B . (R R TR S SR T BT S50 AR IR A1 ) JE AR HE R R A AT R EE, i
FHLAE K H A an i e AR HE ML 1L ds-RNA 5 NI Bk TG AR R & .

4. B ERERENVERTRRFMFHRASH

WRFEPUIE ik R T AR E M A Pl e B R AR 0 —3 5y, B A TM R etk Rk, CRRAE ) Fh
JERE SR TS BT A DA K RNA TFHUR AR AL T B o TAR M i B G RRS B M A . 471, &
28 5 F FRRAE DUl 38 R TRERT 7C A S E RS 2 (GNA) . R R R (ACA) R E EE R (PTA). J. Wu
[18] T # ACA E:[R S ANMRAE R RIE, e RN I i il 2 vl Ik 64.5%, %54 BRI AL I O &\ H
FARIG I B, TPV —E MR 5. SEERER(PHA) T HER M f i ik 2 M [5], ERTE
(R B PR AR 58 G B R B R A S B AT e o A BEAE B AR AR AL DUt 2 IR T2 (A 70 8 oo, it
WF KR A R U o T 43 2R 2 R0 2 5 R A 7 AL ) P 2 R 0 SRk TR A ik B —
R4 P B o 77 A AT 1) 08 2 380 22 P 5 3 AR (0 28 SUTA I, BB o — o 190 R P ik S 5o AR P Ak 1)
SO TR, RN BIRRAE DU SR AR, MRTE U SE IR TR A S O B R E S N
VB 2k RIRAS U R R

5 RE

BB SR IPUFRR A 4 Jo N E R OGERIRT AT 12—, SRR HTIg AR AE A I RE R AR 26 10 45
AGREE, SR AR mMR AL AR T, I G RAE TR AR A 4] BRBERUT AN, G SR Y iF
SRR TR 32 4t RS LU H 3 R TARR ORI FL 07 [ 22—, X R DA i s ooy ST 3 5 7 A L AR
A, T SR I H R S A T R U R A, AR B R e RN A . G R
BERE, A7 LA Al 5 2 5 AT 9% TE -

5.1. HBFHIRF AN

TP E B R, AN R A 8 R B LA 6] o R IE 2 Bl T IR S P AR e P AR e vy
ARG, AR PR IR . i B Nr FERRINE F A 10 AR A, P HEDE O
A BT 30 ANFHTCER RS S Rh b, i Hn 5 B b (Pemphigus bursarius) i PEtHIEAE S, 2007 4, B IXIR
T 12 52 DR 6 5 e R PP S 2K [49] o FF FLIX RIS IEAE R I 22, H AT T =Rl Seng A Bh Tk 22 40
EHTIE B R FURF RE 035, Jr il 1) FEAEF 0P £ 6 )[R, 2k SR S0 AN S e B i v R A
2) N T IRGEYUEE B e A, RIS 2 AR R, ORI 3) MAUREE LB G e ik
(1) FH 22 N BRSBTS i A PP R PRI [50]

5.2. ¥ ANMTFEENRIIHRAES

25 ik, MRAETUIF R A TRE R FE R e SN AU L], [ A C R RiE T 2 M RA B
WFTHRE R FE A, TR 2 B ORI FAN A . PUlF SO ZE IR R TRy = 5 1) e BNt
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e DR SEAR I8 SR BOEAE FIAT PR - 5 B AL TE P9 A7 AR 38 FUE B TR AN ML, CESLAR T AL IR AR 52 23 41
B EBHE R ABE R IUREE N R NXTXMILER, AT EIEFN S A Z NSNS . 2 i
PRI 2N, ANORT DA ROR sl . M98 o% dURe /g, 10 HL AT Rl g i Sk i 72 2) MR AR
IEERAR. ZHEER, AN K RIE R SR ST VE R, BT DL i S D Rk R — ok
RO 2R AR, — BT I ANEEE R A i, ERSRE Y R s T, MR RA S IX .
fife 55y A H AR ORI & [51]; 3) S HMhPidFid e TAbsg. Hln, i 5k m B &
IR AR, B SRR X g AT 2k o X 0 R K AR EOAEAE AT DA SR R i U A, EETTRE G AR
JS2 ARG 5 DA A5 PR A7 A

5.3. MWFRIRAEE KRR

S8 H TR D2 Al S (TS S DR S B — S A S RN, (DN TR R BTG, R
BANESRGMEN AR, R aeEE MR G R fEE, AR B A AAEESUEER,
Reigf BAG 6 3 FRARAE RO BITT o 8% Bt MifEmt 2 — MREFII 01, fEB e s RIS, 208 7 HRe
BB ESRGFEREN, ERSBOREE R LTV REE R,

SPRAE, AT R TR B RO SR A EE TR g R R 1) R A B AN T
WFREER], RRAEHTIE A RS B IR T EIR AN IR R T .

B oW
R XIE PR ITgs T e S A B . SRR ZE T IR E B4 T ISR A SCHE -
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