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T EM

1.51F BT 191545 7E H ARYE R I[8], ) 75 3 [E M 52 )

K E[Glycine max (L.) Merr.]5& N M ) &
ZWAE 2 —[1]o KSR e AL IR T [ b 3 A o 5
X[2]. HiE#EERY], FAEAICHI35004E K Egl Cpk gl
131, AJTCHI2004FE /T 54 5l ANFEE, A J63004E R f5
BENH RS Wr[1]. KB Rt R = EHL 104542
£ TG,

18994F, f£ o [H K & i % £ dt (SCN,
Heterodera glycines) 5| EHIfEEFEPIRA “ KBEH " [3].
BT REEETHE, fERERMBAERE R, 2HRAE
HRE G COKBERT . BT DA E R e 4 U R
Hho SCNFFEgZmrh [E KT A, FPaEdikfirhEid1.2
fe.3678[4-7], FIFHAEWZ RO A7 EHEA#HRIE. SCN
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SCN[9], “Fr=& kit 12/22£5[9-11]. H §if SCNi#w
T A5 [ T X

TEFEE R X, T AEARAE ) SCNYLIR .5
PI 88788, PI 54840 (Peking) FIPI437654[12,13], ik
(A, BEER AR, hFXEgamEgNEH, &
HEAL BRI TSR I SCNREAR . MR 44 K T 3 DR AL (1) I
N SCNEEAR K 5 B FIR A/ N[ 14]. Bl JS, T #
& SCNEFAEE 01 R NHGEL 248 (HGREFL AR
Fh2£44 Heterodera glaycinestf) 5 — 7 E) . BT /MR
EAHR 2R, Z A SCNBEA, FrLLZ RS8R A
BN R PR R G R B R[15]. BOREZ 1
UEHE R B, SCNEEAREDS soibiik[16-18]. ik, FE*
B2 () SCNEEIARE WS 7 AR PT 88788 P [19-23], A1)
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5 LA RGP BT T KPR, eI RO =R %
ZGNETIN G SR s paa

2. EMFERND FENE

5B R —F, KO ML ML rm
WY, 5% FEAERMEERAHTIEH. TigEH
WA (J2) FIHHE AR R EHEAER . RS,
20 3 AR R 2 A A 40 B (R % 2 AR RS, i B i
41 L 1 S WA 5 — ANV UA 40 M TR A A, TR EL
B, Zid3ESL Y R, J2A8 R . A AR Fl
VENEUE mOrARH SRR 8 3] i S PIT 5 1) F- 4 o
[24]. Z&HEAMME T & MART A2, XEWE & g
Y I R BAE TR 3 B AT

53 THIEFU R I et ) £ T PR A i A ) Bl BN IR
FoE® o RE L FEIL[25,26]. —TidL G i 4% 0 5T 4R
18, SCNEESFEA (ror) WA I AEEELE T d KT Al
B [27]. FIE, ERGEERKERZ AT EFRSCNH
RIW T — Lo 2 Y 2 WA R SRR [28—-32] . IX ULt
FBGATAE T 7] 12 e 2H 23 1) &) s R 75 8 3 U0 bt Rz - it 29
MR b, AT RS B A AR 2R A [30]: FiAth
SCNEF (W SEFRIERD, W HELE AL F G R 71 ke
EHI[33].

SCNIH 4> SRR ATl (CMD FEK A 2 51E[34].
P AAAE T ZF R IER T, 1R AIEAE.
B DL — AN N IR RIE A N, RTREAE S
Mg R PEVE ] o FEIXFh 2k d i A7 AE—Fh 5 CLAV-
ATA LA [F]Y8 1 73 ih 4 CL AVATA 3 /R i i [l [X e AH 5
(CLE) ik, HAZ5MKE MY (RAA 40y
#3510 diTAE— IR AR S KL, SCNI¥)—/~CLE
ik (HgCLE) 5 KN CLEZMAEAEH, HH HZARM3T
BRI 76 SCNII i [36].

B T 7ESCNHR i B i I A 65 IR A 468 A= ) R & Tl
R HE I 1R N- 20 5 SR Ik 0 e RiOURR R - B0 B A2 Ak
(SNARE) I#JLK[37]. SNARE-45435 9 HgSLP-17] 5
KEN- 23 By R e Wi UK N 74 5 H o (a-SNAP)
MEAEH, EAESES BAE il & B [ . HGSLP-14LL
AR, RPHAENLIRHISCNEAMIEM . FHitk,
RS IEFEKSCNIHgSLP-15Rhgl a-SNAPX [&]ff) H.
RSP R N[37]. BARE RS S TR 1)L
YU AR, (R TE R 2R HAE 2R A F ) R G AR
SEo BRI, HEMTEHFMIRESCNZ MAWE KR LR E

SH BT E L IhEE[37]. AN, MSCNIEREIF%E T
3N F M rangh A B AR, H AP RS NEG A B30.2 115 5
K Cuitg ¥ splaisi il UA K R 15 78 5244 (SPRY ) £5 #4)3k
RNAS T 1 Hg-rbp- 200K T 30 4% I ) A0 25 2E e
[38].

HIRSCNIE K 27 AL 54015 FUR Z it
AN AE (A RPN T T BT 24 1 R 22 ¢
HE,

3.XGEfF

2% O RE S D R e Y 2 IR AE A B, X AR
AHEAE MR AE S BAE. EXFEOLT, RYetkI2R8
RN K AR, S IEMRR  AR Z 4t i, FEdk 2t
EEEE s, EHAES AR, kB MYgERrEK.
2 32 M R 38 1ok 28 i A 7 J2 401 B 08 2 3 e WA 1 (390
[USYA PAS) P = R G 2 N R S =2/ i
WIAE 5 5 & Ak 2 AR l— AN R B [40-42]. FEELE
B, ERE SR gkt [26]. Htk, KEiEd
RIS S AN A P AR AR H RS, R 5l A AE 52 52 R )
U [43,44].

T, B MG B A P AR A B, RO AR AT
M AN (RER) % H I8 N[42]. 40HRERZ#E L 2 5
Wi P 280 FELEE () T R WDAR 4R I IR 22975k, &
SO AR M I S5 A ARG, S AR AR, AR
W SR I 2 A2 ECE A (B R . 4H R TR AT 8
&, UM AR AN EE R N A K [45,46] . AEERY R,
BN MR VF 2 A G TR [42] . BE IR
A 20 PR A OE PR BB YA AR TR, T PR B T 4R A PR 240 i
BT 2N B B N JE BB V2 (471, SHEBELN AT B R ARG A,
M 6 A BRI B 40 B R AR RE R . & AR P T4 i A 2
ARG LRIE, ERNRERZATE T4k
Wiz (BT Cad A1 (b) 1o BEH™ON, ke ds2Hs, M
FrUEH —RIPEE R R

4. FXSEF

FEARSR & AR, T2 ANARE I 55 T & AR T2
o SR, HARRRENLEAA, SHAKRILIFRL,
FEL HAETI[EIL () A (d) . IRFEIE B[R] A1 5%
A M ARSET I (B Bk T B [48]. 4RI IZIR
PRI IR FE 2 3L WO N ) 25 R [ (e ][45,48,49]. A
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Developing
nematode

i i Dying
nematode

(e)

Bl1. K5 5SCN (Heterodera glycines) 254G S5AERAHAE. (a) #M48 hjm (DAD E4eE £ (Kent) RAHII2; (b) #2518 djF fiifE = (Kent)
R I2; (o) A48 hEPUTE = (Peking) HRHJ2; (d) 8 DAL (e) FUi K& fiFl ForrestfIARFEIR YL SCN J2f R A7 R I H U= N (HR)
FEANAUBET:, #EERMESZ (ND el 2Lt (a) ~ (d) HEERALEEB. Mathews$24it; & (e) % J5 B K% Xiaohong Liu$zfft].

[] 7 Y PR 0 1 e B T FE AN [R] - #E Peking T & A4 IR 46
R, T 7EPT 88788F1PI 2093321, & 1A 4 MU ¥ T 2%
12[48,50-52]. K& fFPeking ™ 1)K 2 H 6 M A e £2
MES5 d (DAD WiF bR B IFIRFE[53], AHET 2 DAI
MRERIF 5K IF46[52]. FI5 DAL, fEREE KB TS
JL A4 SR BT T 4 i B T AR [50,54]. B4k, BIFF4R )G
4~5d, AHERAET LA AR b B A4 20 i R AN ) 3
JE, A HRE A AR, AR S A R E T T
FEa[41,42]0 FEPI 43765405 AN KL I (%) 24 Jfo B 34 52
YHHREEE . ANBRIASERIANAZ B ISR, Hpuit v
2ALL T Peking [55].

P1 88788EIX FKHLIRES G MK A = A I dH &
Mo gr i B A2 AN I 2R I A FIRER [42], &A1
PekingH FIPu i s S AN A M BE R JE . PTRREIAAEZ o
BRIIE, KA MR A Mk JE Bl A -G B A 4 A 1 4 Al e
KAIRBE, 8~10 DATEEA & M AAIRFE[50,54]. Bl Jm 40 i
12BN, MLJTT PR PR % 0 S5 R A2 T T o

— MM E, AMAIEIESEA BRI TR RE VA

T MAZ IR A BREE DT i AR T aE P Joit ) FH A
FFYEAEAET (53], RAE RA RIS 5, (HAEP]
88788 FNPeking iR A, & Jfl 4% r 1 Jik K] 2 15 {uf Jik DR HRY AR
SEVER LRI ZRIA[56], 31X 6 HH K S Al BT SCNAL I AT
SR NEIY SR

5. REHEIBYIT SCN EH

2 ML AT R, RN SCNIHIME & 3
PEEE K rhgl. rhg2frhg3 [5715 B IR Rhg4fMRhg5
[58,5914% 1) Bl 5 AT FE R B, XM BLAE 5 A 0%,
RE#E Je 32 20 R A FE R R [60]. 1204k, 1Bif%
FRICHIAR I R RO T #2441 K ST SCNI) 308
EREEREE (QTL) BRI EM R HT[16,61-64].
VFZQTLSE 5 1 &5 IR R W], RhgIFRhg4[1) it A% X 15
TIHR 7 OKE A SCNFL ik (EI2) [65], Rl Tk £k
T R AR X R PR A T O T IR B XA 4 T AR AL
[63,66,67],
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MLG G

l

BARC-Satt214 (1.00 cmol-L-)
EpcoMoxr80 (0.50 cmol-L-1)

MLG A2

EceaMaec 114 (0.50 cmol-L™") EccMc76220 (0.20 cmol-L-7)
EcxrM,rr152 (0.25 cmol L) EccaMcca 120 (0.20 cmol-L-Y)
EcccMyrs165 (0 cmol-L™) BARC-Satt275 (0.50 cmol-L™)
EccMuc205 (0.50 cmol-L) ExcsMcac310 (2.00 cmol-L)

" BRng4 (0.50 cmol-L- BARC-Satt309 (0.50 cmol-L)
94 ( ) +oMo0,87 (0-50 cmol-L1)

& EgeM,, 397 (0 cmol-L™) SIUC-SCAS5 (0.25 cmol-L™")
EocMaro 164 (0.50 cmol-L-) | Rhg? (0.50 cmot-L-1)

7 EcuM,oo114e (0.25 cmol-L™) E...M, ., 116 (0.50 cmol-L")
| pBLT65 (20.00 cmol-L™") EvM,er 13 (1.50 cmol-L)
0I03 (1.50 cmol-L-")
SIUC-SAT122 (1.00 cmol-L)
Bng122

Ow15

(@)

1%

Lng. G Lng. G
Ln.g. A2 Ln.g. A2

BARC-Satt214. 6:2

nn BARC-Satt214. 2:6
|Rhg4 9% D rhg4
BLT65. 8:0 - pBLTE5. 0:8
BARC-Satt309. 8:0 21% BARC-Satt309. 0:8 21%
Rhg1| -ow15. 4:4 mgt |] - OW15. 4:4

1%

Bng122. 8:0 - Bng122. 0:8
14%
Ja% 0G13. 26 -
0OG13. 6:2 -

Resistant pool Susceptible pool

(b)

BE2. (a) #5717 Rhg IF Rhg45E R R G 0 (A P B v BE 1AL S s (b)) EANE R EHUR ARt P A £ BB R . MLG: 70 Fhrid EBHE (51 H

ZHCHR[65]) o

KE18F Ytk - IRhg IR K R Bl N A 58 4 i
PEo ZEE R AESCNPUME i B ZAE H[16]. AR HLIE
Z I AFEANF M Rhg 1% A L R [68]. 3 [FH £190%I1
SCNHLIEAEFH T rhgI-b551 52Kl . Rhg4 ¥k 5 {7 2] 85 4
ik L, RRMBE, IFH AR PTIE ol RE T
A4 [68].

T RS A E ML Rhg IFIRhg4FE R 2, FE45 HF
SCN K AR K i BRI AE, 2GR T id 25
L10AE AR Z HAR R B IIThRE R % T A, KT IR A
WA B wlE. B8, € 1A SR R 2 R i R AT AR
(TILLING) FUIERIPUBREE 7. ol & K Mrhgl-blk
IR — 3B g 3FP R (15, RIS FL I 1 (AAT),
o-SNAPHIAIA I FHEH (WI12), XA BT KEH

Williams 82

Fayette

B3. 2 22 5OL R A A 5E (FISH) A2 FIHT K 5 i 22 1 Rhg 195 DB AR 57

SCNIHZME (F3) [75]. TEROR SR &K B rhgl-bHH K
FE931 Kb 4% DL, ABLEFTME SRR iR ORI T 2 N5 DL
(B3, & B4 DU i 8o i i opp op B R g 3%
AN, BhAh, X e PR 7R IO i R AR o R Rk
SCNJ= AR FEFh AR RE (4] [75]. EAAEE N, X—5
BRI, KM SCNPUIHEAAN SZHUME L K e Rhg 147155
TIFE, 10 LB AZ rhg 1-bFE IR A B 2 K 31 kb
DR B A S5 . FAh A SRR R W, RhgI M
Rhg47EHT SCNH HIAE F 5 15 QTLAE K] M ) & s i B .
ZARFEEE (LRR-RLK) JEX[74,76-78]. A2,
TEKE 31 kb Z B i R E R R EE 5
BAH BB R &M RGPk 5L [F 2 R
HR%) (NBS-LRR) 3RIMHALL, UK 2P —FioEr

REF R R AN FE R BIAAN L] 22 -FISH (4P DNAZT22) H%

& B, RPiSCNH# Rl Fayette Ml Peking K B Jy 31 kb Rhg B 10 B 3/ 143 55 53 4 UUFEP 44 8 Williams 8211454 Rhg 1 5458 12 1L,
HEFERAE 10 mm, X T3.21 kb-mm ' ZEKL32 kb (B HZ%CER[75]).



Ptz [76,78].

HETEE T CAiEse, #NE0ER . ERFA2ER
I B A 5 K G0 SCNI L [79-81]. 1R
KRB, KEHIVE > IRhgIHI3 1 kbl o) i) v #% L
B HE VLA RE[23,79]. 1805 fh AP a- SN APZEf L [X]
v iR a- SNAPEE 7 5 ] 1) Cig 25 K 3 AN [7] [ 79,807
IeAt, TEBA AN E S B PO i & g 3R AN R
B a-SNAPEE 1, # B Rhglf]o-SNAPEE (4% TLEUM
JFAAE R EHTSCN A L B ZAEH[80].  [A]Ff MAPT 88788
KAVPIYE (GmSNAPIS) [Ja-SNAPZ AN # DL [A] i) X
rhg 1-b3iPEREVEFH[75], PekingZ R rhgl-alt) GmSNAPIS
5 Rhg4— e f1Z 5 K i B A SCNHL I [23]. Sl (Fsi 4%
TR, GmSNAPIIEAN—FH BB A, A
BT SCNHy I tEHt 4 [82]

UeAk, PR e SEIR R B, Peking () Rhg4iPEFE A
JHE G 6 T P B 22 S e P R A #6 A2 B8 (SHMT) 2%
b E5RBYREAAF[74]. fESHMTHI4EAE KBS 0L
RERERR (R) HANIERR (P) DUACKIRZEER (Y)
AR AT (ND 1 SCRAR AT RE 2 HHTSCNI) fe
(), X SR 2 &M T g —R A FE B FSHMT
2 A E M 22 SR SR R [ 74,83,84]. it IR 98 45 L
WY, & {%$2 UL Rhg 11 SCNYLYERN R 75 2L Rhg4[80], 4R
1M, H B AN I 2 I P A 255 (R BE B 16 40 7 ML [ 23]
PekingffJRhg 175 B Rhg4[F) I} 3£ ik 4 B K ¥E Dh g, F
B PekingISCNHT 14 1] G A L A7 14 /E H 2 568,741,
rhgl-a Peking® GmSNAP185 Rhg445 4 JE LLFESCN, iX
2% W] Sk P T Pekingft) GmSNAPI85 KI5 T PI 88788t
GmSNAPISHISCNHUIEAE LN RE F AR KI[85]. SHMT
IRAR 7R T S fREE e, R SE & . BV PRI (5
FHEAE R SCEETR L, TRk, X4 A A5 AR I8 AL UE 4

1 REPFPB SCNHTLME R LLEL

591

KW, PSR EEENPUOEN Rhg IS5 K, SHMTXF
Peking 4 Hi 5 i i A5 2 SCNTLIE & 4 75 117

6. K=t SCN #HIAYIAIR

OB JLIR AL . 4 22 Aoy R W R B T %
JE F 43 AT K 5 R SCNL M K, 58 T SCNHL M 1 4>
FHLHEFRZ HFER AT Har, Kedd
RILT PR E R HTSCNYL M, HIPI 88788%L 47 14 A
PerkingZ! i . 31X PR i 28 BY (19 Pt 14 2 BH 3% 5 Rhg 1T
Rhg 43k R () 4> = ZEQTLAE A Ji 42 il 17 . PT 88788[1)
SCNFLMEAN 75 Bl rhg 1-b% A1 FE K R £ T RE; SR1M, Pe-
king ) BT 7 Brhg I-afl Rhg4%% A 35 R [F i 15 oh B
[16,23,85,65]. %4k, fEPekingBlHitkr, A —Fhik
AU A 251 J) R U M B2 R SCN J2; 17 7E P 88788
RGUE s, Pikmg R TE K, IR0 SCN =W 1 A1 Y i
B4 . K E R SCNBUME Lh 41 T 381 [1,8,14—
17,30,49,51,53,55,56,68,69,72,76,80,81,83,86] .

A PR O ME U, rhg IR rhg 425437 5 R 7E SCN-
KeHEEa BEET LRSI E LA SR /ER- 56,87
93], FRAMRAZALNLE. IREFHIRER .. L5 LA
FEI A G OB 2 S T PRI [94]. R ESCN-
KRG AR AEAE S T AL, {HTEPekingFIPI
8878BHAFAELR T I & F R R RIE, IXRITE R T A7
765 SCNPU AR KRR E HE K [56]. /KR (SA) B4R
AHICEE R E ST S M F i A A4 [56,89,95,96]
FEAESE & HAE X L85 T HA I A P ECE MURIR I . X
LG 55 A1 AH O 5k R 7E & B A b gl B AR v BT YE OB
[23,89].

C &R iE T K E PISCNJx M b S-If £ -L-K & ]

Resistance type Perking-type PI 88788-type References
Resistance allele(s) rhgl-a, Rhg4 rhgl-b [8,14,51,76,83]
Resistance requirement rhgl-a, Rhg4 rhgl-b [14,68,81]
rhgl copies Low (1-3) High (7-10) [16,17]

rhgl genes AAT, o-SNAP, WI12 AAT, a-SNAP, WI12 [15-17,83]
a-SNAP + Rhg 4 Resistance Susceptibility [68,80]
a-SNAP polymorphism High Low [69,80,86]
Nuclear degeneration Rapid Slow [1,53,55,56,72]
Cytoplasmic degeneration 4-5 DAI 8-10 DAI [49,53,55,56]
Site of necrosis initiation Inside syncytium Outside syncytium [53,56,83]

Cell wall appositions Observed Not observed [30,53,72,83]
Dilation of RER Observed Not observed [53,55,83]
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(SAM) KA KRR AL 2T (GmSAMTLD) (1)
WEVYE[96]. GmSAMTIAEAS RN K i & Hh RIA &k
KBF, XFSCNEIHLIE A Bk /EFH[97,98]. 4R, SAF
Rhg 15 Rhg42 [8) () AH ELAE F AE B 4 v B o i oK o] i
TE S —FhEESES HAET, ZPekingNIPI 889884 SCNIZ
EIF, R FUBERE R G I KP BRI [99]s i AEPUR Ak}
PI 437654153 RMEE6R, ZI2FHE NI KT LI
K H (GmEREBP D (7K ¥ T, (HAE6 dJE FFAK[100].
[FlFf, 7£ Centennial iy fh (PekingHii) AIAESE& VA,
FREAPEHAKIFESCN 1212 A8 hfG#em, RA6d )5
PR BRI E23 pg-g 101]: MR, RFF6d, 1E
FOHAEFR, BMHKRIRENT pg-g . HhAh, HAh
B W 4-F Tk Co ATE B2 R K TR U A B TE IR
FamE ERIEREAE Fh N T, J HAEHartwigdhh
Fprep I H PEAE B A PekingHLili i) 5 A ForestH B =i 1)
wPE[102].

T A SZ AR E (7.9 kDa) B K &AL
GmDS1, '3 E5H FHEMAM LS T (PAMP)
fib A2 %t 2 M L (CANSCND 2L B 7 T 18 1 428 e 8
[103]. 4R, SCN-KEHAEREIM, JFHIERRgIF
Rhg4 3L g |t 22 AN BRIt , RIS 145 DL0R
MERA R B, DARGX AR 2 [ 1 EALC R,
FI G HADEE R 2 5. 7 g S 5L K i T e &
AH ELATE B B B AR 0N el 5 i SCN- K 5 AR, X T
B B PUSCN A& 2 G LY .

7. SCN HUERY 73 FARICHHBhIERE

feg b, YA Fh AR M IR = R0 18] 2% 10 %
SCNB YL (F i N i FEPTLSCNh £ [16]. XA FEA S
PRIE), T H &%, SRR E RN, JEHESCN
BEAR R B AL S AR BN 2= [16]. SR, Fric4dih
B (MAS) AR 5 SCNT I 5 D] 1y 25 o 5 R B 1)
BAEPRICT LRI [104]. FIHFERELFH] (SSR) 5
T AR B R B ) Al 1109 0.25~ 13808, /R
B1~2d; FHECZTR, IS A I e A B0 )
JRAN1.50~55T70, 754230 disf[a][16].

RNTRIBREGEM, CLMHER D Tiric i
PR B B 2 5 (RFLP). I BRKELS
P (AFLP). BHALY 1 ZSPEDNA (RAPD). J¥ %
FEY 1 X 4, (SCAR) FISSRFRIC LA M B 1 R 2 A 1k
(SNP) [16,66,67,77,86,105-109]. [& 1 FIFH 3k [ AGELR

LBAR AT R RQTLEN A, ZFEVEA E SR K AR Bk
H AR RSB (GWAS) 2 T 2 AL QTLAN
HF 0 0 20 B PR A A A ORI [107-111]. 1)
GWASHERERSZ 000, = 222 ol T JE DR 2000 5 B R (1)
W, PEAET RBEE RN AR, $Em T QTL
EAEMRTE[109]. ©HF K T H Tik#rhg IHiE S5 AL
R B Rhg4 50 1 55 07 B K I [X ) PT 88788 1 Peking U 4if
PRI REESNPAR IS, M T Al EMAS[111,112]. H
AT 43 AN T FH - F000 K Btk i & R R Rhg 1% D3R
[80,113,114], A B T4 mHiiEie £ F0 & Pk 2.

8. 1 SCN BMHER

K 57 A 5 ) SCNHL M (1) 3 28 R JSE Rhg 1 R Rhg 4424
= S I N <0 B A /O 2 By NI e s A 2k R
SHMTEG () Rhg4FE R e, T 85 S5 A7 ik Rl rh g 447 AE T BT
AR E SR [83]. Rhg4FL R JRE 3 AN B IR S5
AR, T AE I S AL K rhg 4 ANAEAE, R L
T o A B i 3k 77 A I Rhg 425 01 FE K 2 5 SCNH M
[74,83,84], XK LLFERhg4FER N F=HEN T 2
0] FRJ B SCORAR DN T ZE58T ) & Rl ek vh 7 A BAT 38 n g
5 SHMT S A4 44

Rhg IFE K AL T 5 Rhg 4 IR K AR . Rhg 1%
K EEAERF A K& (Glycine soja) F#EIEVE RS (Glycine
max) HEAELE, UL EHRAg IHIEYE 7] Re HLT-IIAL AT 731k
[80]. K BFAEME A TS B PT 468916 K15k [ 4% K &
1 22 PT 438489BELPI 897725%F 1] LLHT JL > SCNHEAA,
e B P E SR [115,116]. [FRE, HABBISCNE RZA
A Rhg IR Rhg4 BT IEFE D JE[111]. IXELE5 L], H
FIPTE I N — BRI TR S NEIRE S,
NPUSCNFZAEFARIE A o

AR GAERRG I E A 3 DU B2 93 1.2 kb
RIXE S BIT, M KRG A ZIA10M R ER
HIT[75]. —MONAEE RYIRE S EH[80]. X
Al R 5 5 AR AT B U0 A 7E TS CN AR B K & Bl it A7 7E
HEZHEE.

Pt — B3 ] Ld IS 3R A & PP iR i 2k Rk
S, IX AT RS ECH M SR A SR TR DU . Rhg4
R hg 14540 3 DR (9 B 10 5 Rg 1455437 35 ER1 % D0 5 %) 359
e T X SCNIFHUIHE . T [FIA2 K AN [F) R YR 1) SCNPL
SRR G, RIS RIPUIR I R S ] fe#h 95 SCN
PUPETS SC[117]. bAh, AE I A AH DG 5E R (1) 3 Rk mT



PSR PE. HEr 2, EHAERGHRINT S5Rhgl
MRhg4AF B HARSCNFIEQTL[118]. BF A KT HIHiT
PSR AT L5 Rhg IR Rhg 4754 3L R & i, AT BAFE %
SCNIIHLHE[119]. Fili B LB LR, KO
Pk H R G TR] F U BR B R0 T BB 5 B SCNL P 1) 3 5
[36,97]. 1% —WiiFsH, MSCNH Eiran-454 5 H
FK (Hg-rbp-2) A/ SCNIRFMZERM K B [38]. ¥
Z BRI, FIHAERhg 15 R FI Rhg 4755 [R] 1) 38 4% $/E
KSR GHSCNZ AT, fEFE M & Fhce iy K%
FERIPTSCNK it & AN 7 TS VR 2 TAE 24
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