F 45 B 5T BoH K FF R aRFFR 202347 A
Vol. 45 No. 7 Journal of Southwest University (Natural Science Edition) Jul. 2023

DOI: 10. 13718/j. cnki. xdzk. 2023. 07. 001
WA ORI BB, S BURS T E AT [T, YR RS CHARBREMD - 2023, 45(7): 1-20.

WD FEMPARER

THE,  RRAS,  HERWT, LR,
WEFH, A, RR', HRE
AEE.  RE. BRY, Rem

1. BRR2ERE EARAEY SR B, T4 #R KL 512005
2. AR R B 202 B /A AR A A Eg M X e 2R AR s S R BB R S SR, M 510642
3. ARG E BRI E . M 510642

WE: AmMA—F T2 ZTZNEZ Y, AR ORERBARXMEY T EES — RMFAFTHLFRARE TR
Ky, MERBRGREAH R, et L FALRTE2HU S FERTFEEARESG T AE, QB FRFT ERAK
FOFHAR. ML TARCERFT TR, AL ZEAHMS THIL, AR EZED AL ET LD SR, H
BRE . ifm, REFHOTFNE, ARWHRARFRFOERME— R, TR B AEOPAFEREZ.
X E W MG ST 2 TE; RIREEM A bk

Wtk AE LA ]
PEDXS: S641.3; Q787 LIRS : A T CEIRIA) RS OSID) e
X E &/ S 1673 -9868(2023)07 - 0001 - 20

Progress on Molecular Breeding of Pepper

LEI Jianjun"*?, ZHU Zhangsheng”’, CHEN Changming””,
CAOQO Bihao™?, CHEN Guoju”®, ZHENG Jie',
WU Hao', XIAO Yanhui's JIANG Yuanyuan',
YUAN Yuan', LIAO Yi*®, SONG Jiali*’

1. Henry Fok School of Biology and Agriculture . Shaoguang University , Shaoguan Guangdong 512005, China ;

2. College of Horticulture , South China Agricultural University/ Key Laboratory of Biology and Genetic Improvement of
Horticultural Crops ( South China), Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Guangzhou 510642, China ;

3. Lingnan Guangdong Laboratory of Modern Agriculture, Guangzhou 510642 , China

Abstract: Pepper is a very important vegetable crop with the largest cultivation area in China. Many a-
chievements have been obtained in the past in conventional breeding in pepper. With the utilization of

germplasm, it is necessary to combine the conventional breeding method with molecular breeding technol-
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ogy to increase the breeding efficiency and create the new germplasm which cannot be produced by conven-
tional breeding methods. Up to date, great progresses have been made in pepper molecular breeding. In
this paper, the following topics are reviewed such as the molecular marker, molecular mechanism of bio-
synthesis of capsaicinoids, red pigments, resistance to diseases and abiotic stress, biotechnological modifi-
cation and so on. The problems and prospects were discussed.
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GEUR A0 AN BT A FH o AU L N [ A A TR SR, SR R LTS i R AR ME S B . 2 1 bR e A A T A AT LA
R R, PR A ROR QR R W DL S BB BT, e O R B A B 2 Y ik R

TR 2 AT, — R TARCR B E . T 0 TR IC A R T RS IC R DNA RIC . ARSC
U DNA 43 FARic, EAMBEIR N A0 N ¥4 DNA FRid; — 2l B H TRAIE MR R IR, © &5
JE BT ) o B AR O i B AN SRR S DT ). AR, MU TR UG T EES R, N T E M
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1 ZFHRid

1.1 SFEERIEHNEE

1988 4F ., FEJ9 /R K 2% 19 Tanksley 45 #2871 5 E 45 — > HOHUA0 38 15 B 3% . B JS Prince %5,
Lefebvre 255 fH4k 4R E T EEM @ 45 5. Paran % FIHC A B E AWM EE, 08T 2262 Mk
i, B 71832 M. Hr AFLP fic 1528 4~ RFLP ARic 440 4. RAPD f5ic 288 A~ 3K [ J5 1 (1)
PR AR R, R EE R R AR £ . (HA AR BT IR B RN . T B AR Sk E 2 i ARIC . A
0B 13 A E B 4 % . Tamisier 255 256 A% 0 Ff SR 68 I8 JEAT JE LI . AR5 EAT SCBR A0 AT, 45
B (0 25 5 5 38 2ok A AR R AR AT B A0 25 2 — B0, PRI I L3 1.

x1 HEWMBEEEEHFYE

KA kT iz e ERRR
KA R # i cM
Doux des lands(C. annuum) XP1159243(C. chinense) BC1 46 RFLP 85 14 Nd~
NuMex R Naky(C. annuum) X P1159243(C. chinense) F2 46 RFLP 192 19 720
NuMex RNaky(C. annuum) X P1159243(C. chinense) E2 75 AFLP, RFLP, RAPD 1007 13 1246
TEF68(C. annuum) X Habanero(C. chinense) F2 107 RFLP, AFLP 580 16 1320
TE68(C. annuum) X Habanero(C. chinnense) F2 107 RFLP, SSR 333 15 1762
Maor(C. annuum) X Perennial(C. annuum) F2 180 RFLP, RAPD, AFLP 177 12 1740
Maor(C. annuum) XBG2816(C. frutescens) BC2 248 RFLP 92 12 1100
H3(C. annuum) X Vania(C. annuum) DH 101 AFLP, RFLP, RAPD 543 20 1513
Perennial X Yolo Wonder(C. annuum) DH 114 AFLP, RAPD, RFLP 630 26 1668
Yolo Wonder(C. annuum) X Criollo de Morelos 334(C. annuum) F2 151 RFLP, RAPD, AFLP 208 18 685
Perennial X Yolo Wonder DH 114 AFLP 42 8 1197
TF68 X C. chinense cv. Habanero F2 107 RFLP, AFLP, SSR 502 15 1720

Nacional AG-506(C. annuum) X CNPH703(C. annuum) RIL 123 AFLP 171 13 923.5
G a Bl e SR Zirid 2 262 1832

PBC83(Capsicum. annuum L. var. longum) X P2(Capsi-
F2 93 RAPD 28 11 282. 4

cum. annuum L. var. longum)

NuMex RNaky(C. annuum) X14-6(C. frutescens) F2 234 AFLP, RFLP, SSR 728 16 1 358
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NuMex RNaky(C. annuum) X P1 159234(C. chinense) F2 100 RFLP, SSR 426 15 1 304
Perennial X 83-60 F2 114 AFLP, RAPD, SSR 70 12 429
C. frutescens BG2814-6 X C. annuum cv. Numex Rnaky F2 94 COSsII 587 12 1613
C. annuum“NB1” X C. chinense* Jolokia” F2 94 SNP(HRM) 116 12 1167.9
C. annuum* NuMe Rnaky” (RN) X C. chinense “P1159234”
CAD F2 90 IBP, COSII, SNP % 512 12 2 335.6
C. annuum*® BA3” X C. annuum“B702” F2 178 InDel 251 12 178
C. annuum*® BA3”XC. frutescens*YNXML” F2  152+147 InDel, SSR 224 13 1249.7
C. baccatum var. UENF 1616 X C.baccatum var. UENF
1139 F2 203 SSR, RAPD 183 16 2 547.5
C. baccatum“PBC80” X C. baccatum“CA1316” F2 146 SNPs 403 12 1270
C. annuum“Perennial” X C. annuum “Dempsey” 120 RILs 120 Bins(2 & HMAMF) 2578 12 1372.2
C. baccatum“Golden-aji” X C. baccatum* P1594137” F2 93 HRM 395 12 1056.3
C. annuum“BA3” X C. frutescens* YNXML” F2 297 bins 3826 12 1628.8
C. chinense“740” X C. annuum“CA1” F2 150 SLAF 9 038 12 1586.8
C. annuum*Z4” X C. annuum “75” F2 249 SLAF 106 848 12 2 009. 7
C. annuum var. PM702X C. annuum var. FS871 RILs 146 SLAF 9 328 12 2 009. 7
D50(C. annuum) X B1-2(C. annuum) F2 200 InDel 162 12 3785.5
Long Sweet(C. annuum) X *“AC2212”(C. annuum ) HHAKR 254 SNP 1093 13 1432.8

et TRIRIRE . 4% 17255 300k

1.2 REMHEKS FiRIE
F i PER A 4 F AR IC Al A A FAn i Al Bh R B R A T . 324 S 1k B ic A BT i MR LR 2.
2 WMoREUERHSFiRE
EXIN B 4 AN FRigZE B Predefafk BEES/ oM
. Numex Rnaky (C. annuum ) X P1 159234 (C.
SO Y 55 porl RFLP 4 5. 4
chinense)
Xt Th S Y i FE I B por2 Vania(C. annuum ) X H3(C. annuum) RAPD, RFLP 4 2.4
Yolo Wonder(C. annuum) X Criollo de Morelos
[ I pord CAPS 10 2.1
334(C. annuum)
I £ 256 R SNP 4,6,9,12
N . Numex Rnaky (C. annuum) X PI 159234 (C.
MEFEMBEEEERENIE T RAPD 10 3.4
chinense)
PI 195301 (C. frutescens) X P1 152225 (C.
I £ Tsw RAPD, CAPS 10 0.9
chinense)
Yo £ e ) B 1 Me3, Me4  Yolo Wonder(C. annuum ) X PM687(C. annuum) AFLP e 12 0.5
. Yolo Wonder ( C.annuum ) X Perennial
X TMV i 4 1 L1 RFLP 11 6
(C. annuum)
L4 C. annuum X C. chacoense RAPD, SCAR 6
. ‘Punjab Lal” (C.annuum) X * Arka Lohit’ STS(CtR-431,
X5 B 995 B LA L8, 2.3
(C. annuum) CtR-594)
X5 i B 4 v Bs2 C. annuum XPI 260435(C. chacoense RAPD, AFLP 0




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

Bk 2
LN B4 S Pric 2 H Free ek R/ M
o ECW-30R(C. annuum ) X P1 197409(C. annu- .
X3 i B A Bs3 ) AFLP i 2 1
um
HIRE C Maor(C. annuum) XBG2816(C. frutescens) RFLP 2 0
[/ I C. annuum XC. annuum RAPD El! 3.6
g y Lamuro(C. annuum ) X Lamuga(C. annuum) RFLP 6 0
AR @, 2 4751(C. annuum) XPI1 152225(C. chinense) RFLP 4 0
18 {6, 7 cl 4590(C. annuum ) X P1 159234(C. chinense) RFLP 1 3.8
AR A 5226 (C. annuum) X P1 159234(C. chinense) RFLP 10 0
SR PR I 9% S Maor(C. annuum) X BG 2816(C. frutescens) RFLP 6 0
) Yolo wonder(C. annuum) X Perennial(C. ann-
KR up RFLP 12 16
wuum )
Rk fa 5219(C. annuum) XBG 2816(C. frutescens) RFLP 6 0
BfEERE ms F2 AR @D AFLP 5 6
53 F2 G X @O SNP 1 3.8
Bt B
msw F6 [d] I SNP 5 0
\ N Orf459 .
AR E — A B Ace-DU 0
wat p6-2
TS A L SCAR130
e R 25 5 S Rf BU-12(C. annuum) X RF-12(C. annuum) ({H RAPD
BEPE A ot AN/ Y S . H g
BAM F2, HRTXGEM FL, 258615 5
If] I RAPD
G Ry 9704A(C. annuum) X 8001(C. annuum ) RAPD 4.2
~ A2 A FBUR 5 A BRSPS M R R A Fi, (2
A I Rf RAPD A o
(¥R C. annuum) T B )
A I Rf —AEA B F2 KASP
o MFRERE, 4% T 3% 300,
1.2.1 #HmH

L2 1.1 X% YREMPIrE. BIERSE S EMMEENMME LR, ZREFEATNN 3 D/NF.
PVY.,» PVY, 1 PVY,,. HETZEBRM EEZIMT 6 MBI K, porl . por2, purd, pord . porb,
por6 Fl—4H QTL™M . Caranta Z&" R B T pord W43 FHRiC . SIEMFRIC HA 2.1 cM(E 2). Tamisier
ROy Ar ik, W R AT E R T DB E Y RS E M SNP o Fhrid (i F 4,6,9,12 5S4
A,

L2.1.2 XFMBEGEEREOIE. HTC LS 10 SR aK BB TH Tsw 40 Fhrid, BiEih
3.4 MY, BRI EA 0.9 cME,

1.2.1.3 X TMV Bg$itE. BT TMV etk 2 m L EREHN, L A —FRINEMER, L1 5 F—4
A EE 11 Sk, B E AR RFLP #7iC TG36 #17 (6 ¢cM). Matsunaga 2" 4% 3| T & B9 RAPD #5
ic, B 25 SCAR F3id (1.5 cM).

L2, 104 XPEmime PirE. JEmieRe R E A 7 A N, B — AN — PO X R, Bsl P
0, 2, 5 /NFl, Bs2 $10, 3 /NFl, Bs3 $00, 1, 4 /NGl HAT M R IR BP0/ IR 6 BFTRE. Tai 450 FH B A B
(C. chacoense )VEPLIR , 5 —4FAE B 245 8 T35 55 3 R R 5 047 0 FAn i 5, 580 T 5 b 58 B 3y
B AFLP F3ic (A2). Pierre 75 75 BS3 M 810 4> FARiC . HIHE 1 M.

1.2.1.5 MRS ditE. HETRIEWPIRGEL RN A N, Mel , Me2, Me3 , Med . Me5. Me3 Fl
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Med FE[a— A BiRE . AHEE 10 oM, T4 7 80 12 S @ik B BHafdk B Mbsic B e A 0.5 cMP,
1.2.2 REHRKR
1.2.2.1 B, BREH BrERAIEN C(BAR PunhDEEFIM. Blum &5 8 7 508 (BEE N 0 cM)
) RFLP #5%iC. Minamiyama 2579483 7 55 %% % 8119 RAPD $5i0 (3. 6 ¢cM). Tamisier 25" Ji] 256 4
FRAUM B, 3 2k 56 P20 00 5 O s b AT DGR A b, AR T TR AN R A5 AR, Kbt SR E L AR SR 4,6,9 RN 12 5
RN
1.2.2.2 B, K PRIGERBR G, ARG RIERBCL MR A, AR 608G R HiE
JE% 3 AL R Y. CT MC2 #3417, KE PEMNSMNERCREEER. Y NS HHML R —
BT R A B (CCS) s A Y 5 CCS 5846508, RFLP 4AHr &M, R ibth, ez Y. c2
5ot A H ML R A RN IS ESY B ERPUR R R TAa O ENY N RS g Z LR RTE
XA Z BRI CLEHI AT, IR yel B, BBGE NS G, CL B2 EM S 1 Sy, HiER
G 2 R O AR AR AN RN S ey g e R GRS A BHIR, RIT R R B E R
. A BLEMEE 10 SRaEDY, FRIEES5BES R NEGAR 2(An2) 58, An2 & R2R3MYB
et N TIEN, BRI O R EY S R,
1.2.2.3 RSCfih, AR RZm BERENE S EHM, CEEM T8 10 S Qo iz N5 Fimh
4 22 58 2N LW IE R g O D9 3k o i
1.2.2.4 RuHEA R BARZHBEAIER fo EH0. B0 TH 6 SYadk, 5T R A S0k
Kl SP 3538 (R GHE D .
1.2.3 Ak

Zhang %V HRGE T 2 NS E WK E E ST RAPD #rid
1.3 HEHEKD QIL 447

B PR RS B AR R BT 12 PR AR 7 A 3L 7 3k 8 B R DR A IO, X . A 2 Bl AR BT ) A S s T
TR 5 AR R T e S AL s T A e e e e R b 0 e S e R O R R sk ) R, A
PEARBE 2 BT PR, o2 8 vk, BT B AR LR W A o, 140, o vEan R4 3 LU B AR e
R, 3 WL b B, X R T R, AR R AR, BT T QTL % A7 4 B 1 MR A
CMV [Het . XTRER BT . X A2 Y R PThE . X By R i P bE . XA i bt . SRS KL R
ST AR B RPN B AR 4 (R 3.
1.4 SFrriciEIERE

SR R H RN TR, UL R B PR, DR B P R AR 4l 22 U Y 1B R R AN K ME A Y.
VAR SR B 0 FFRaC SR AT 4 B B BT . Thabuis 285 5 BOMLA BT8R B9 MG & 3] T Bthp . 2344
A G B PURERG B4 T hRic X 3R A B BURASE AR BEAT IR % . ARAE T 14 NP R MRL. ERMESEDYH 12
A FRARZE I8 Be M AH G o F AR AT R B R . AF M FARIC IR B AR KN ES, &SR
87.5% ., AU AN . E %G W 8% Y WP T T Thrici e . 587 8 &0
MSPEREN ¢Cmr2. 1 BHEEBE 3 4 InDel 40 FAricfli Bk . 28 TR B8eR. 26855 AR
A Fhrid CRF-SCAR X} BC,F, B 75 A~ Hkk #4740 F 45 0 B £ $: 504iE, 1E 8 %K 100%. Tanaka
SELOLIR A L U R TR 2 W R ORSR S v IR R A BORR 2E. HEE ME SEOR E R Y L. A
il B 10 AR SR AN S AL SRR, ARt B FsE R WT, p-AMT Fl Punl WA 35 K45 SRR 6 19 & 1L, X0
ANIEEDHFR N AL B, FEE TN aaBB Al aaBb AR RS2 b & BOBUE B . HOREAK. MR p-AMT
il Punl JE DNA FRIE8EE T — A & 4 BRUER B5 259 00 09 BOUET & A, Murasaki C(AAbb) fl CH-19
Sweet(aaBB) 22 3¢ J5 FC 1Y £ I BUHR A DNA FRid 47 T %€, p-AMT JEF B F H dCAPS FRid %2 , Punl
FEH A SCAR FRic %, AT 2458 Ja AR LR RS, i 6 1 3 7Y aaBB 5 aaBb MM RIFEEE B T —4>
Hrin AP Maru Salad. Maru Salad LB EES 528 700 pg/g DW. [F) B Maru Salad B9 552 e CH-19
Sweet K, T FLiE A 6E . Kim 250 2 208 00 AR 0 5l B 0 0 BN & R R AR kL, L LR B9 2 T b
IO BB A RCR IR S TR Z. Ren &1 HA> T-hRic il Bh e % B PEIK 2 LA,
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R3 HWQIL &S
ek (LS QTL T4 QTLL A QTL2
X CMV Bt Yolo wonder(C. annuum) X Perennial(C. annuum) 4 AG03-2. 1 —
Al I Maor(C. annuum ) X Perennial (C. annuwm ) 7 Cmull. 1 +
& I Vania(C. annuum ) X H3(C. annuum) 7 Cmuvl2. 1 +
VaniaX H3; Yolo Wonder X Perennial; Yolo wonder X Crio-
Kot B R I LA 18 Recs. 1, stas. 1 +
llo de Morelos 334
A I perennial(C. annuum) X 83-60(C. annuum ) 2 +
& 93-100-17-1-0(C. annuum) X il 1(C. annuum) 4
ACI0-0. 3, TG56 ,
W BB E YRR Yolo wonder(C. annuum) X Perennial(C. annuum) 11 +
CT135, TGI24
X9 A 1 Vania(C. annuum) X H3(C. annuum) 7 Li-6. 1 +
POR R IER ik L Jatilaba(C. annuum ) X PR195030(C. chinense) 4 Bl +
I 6  AnRGO5
X R B Konesian hot(C. annuum ) ] F2 5
¥l D50(C. annuum) X B1-2(C. annuum ) 17
CAI12g15130,
CA12¢15160 ,
S — A1 C. annuum*“7Z4” X C. annuum“Z5” 5 CAI12g15370 , +
CA12g15360 ,
CA12g15390
TR fr D50(C. annuum) X B1-2(C. annuum) 3
HMWMELRGE Maor(C. annuum ) X BG2816(C. frutescens) 1 Cap -
& NuMex Rnaky(C. annuum) X 14-6(C. frutescens) 3 Total7. 1 —
Al I Shishito(C. annuum ) X Takanotsume(C. annuum ) 2 Shql3 Shql7
B R /M ELZE  Long Sweet(C. annuum) X “AC2212”(C. annuum) 3
YR B, D50(C. annuum ) X B1-2(C. annuum) 5
AR B D50(C. annuum) X B1-2(C. annuum) 2
A I+ Maor(C. annuum) X BG2816(C. frutescens) 8 — —
RE D50(C. annuum) X B1-2(C. annuum) 6
RE D50(C. annuum) X B1-2(C. annuum ) 4
REHAR Maor(C. annuum ) X Perennial (C. annuum) 3 Fs3. 1 -
[ - Maor(C. annuum ) X BG2816(C. frutescens) 5 Fs3. 1 +
& 5226(C. annuum) X PI 159234 (C. chinense) 1 Fs10. 1 —
E43-135, E44-161,
MHFIEHERFTWE  Yolo wonder(C. annuum) X Perennial (C. annuum) 4 E7I-392, E71-118, +
E23-150, E76-98
[ Yolo wonder ( C.annuum ) X Perennial ( C. annuum )] X
A F 5 E39/M48-Dp +
77013A(C. annuum)
CAI12g15130,
CAI12g15160 ,
AL C. annuum*74” X C. annuum*75” 5 CA12¢15370, +
CA12g15360,
CA12g15390
orc-1-1, OTC-5-1,
MR & 83-58 X Perennial (1] 2 — 4 £E Bt 5 _

e 1 BONAE 2000 B QTL, 2. B3k QTLORIETRERA). i TRIERSE ., & £T 5% 0.
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2.1 HMEEWR

MR 43 8 B 0 BR84S Bl 23 AL A A M BORUR AR B R . AR L F R
TR M . M SRR | PR R S R A BRI, AR R AT 44, Stewart N HE L 1R T & BLAY K
R p , BRI S BAR R 2 5 BORUR S h BB R R & = 0 91 %0 DA b, IR T R 4=
YA I AR AR

ST R AR BETE . Mazourek %5 S 4047 1 BB 26 0 B A A M 0 465 . FH AR W s 24 1 O i e o
T BRI A YA B, AR RN R A A . BRUER B I T A A R R B 0 S . SR AR
LR A WA AR DA B S B i 0 2 1) B 1 S B g T T 1) B I 4 4 e, P R R SRR AR R 2T PR A K RO T
AORESL . AN HE 2 5O TR 3 26 W A A 4 A . I T VAR AT MR i A A 5 SR R T — A B
SRS 4 T ) BROLUZR A ) A A AR

Kim ZE SR YEMFSE 5, PE T — D E R & B SR . o — AR ST T O A A 3 IR
P, FEE T, Tl S BB H A U R T, mE A SR A — AR, R RS — S SEROR — R AR X
FERB AR, FRATTHY 20 B R G R R A B i v, (R 19 B IO 25 20, 5% 5L TR 3R 0 ORI BRALER 1Y
. Naves 850 HL T B il A A8,

PR A A A 25 R S TR o B R T R Th eSS . AR ZHGEDY. IR RS A R AR
Arce-Rodriguez %7 i 1 , R2R3-MYB(MYB31) 45 B & M0 & B, W e85 2 8 B b tf £k, miH
ZW| LR . RATER . KGR . AR R L BIG5. TERERDG BB AR, D I 2 S R R AR i R R 1Y
ARG AT BEIS F i HAth 2 1. Koeda 255 330 . 78 E B (C. chinense) v, A7 %8 5 Bl 3% 7 B L A
RBAE G R G — R0 BRI CAC) FE R L b i 0 1B % i Cp AMUT) S DR R g 156 - ACP & 1l i
(CaKR1, tFR KAS) L 248 i il . VEH IR B T i — 25 a5 1 . W2 T v [ BOBUN fT 4t
b 4 B0 TSR IR, o E BT, SRR E A MYB31 BEAER WRKY9 B9 RS 80 7 X 88 2 0F % 1, (A3
fib 4 ASFl S BT8R & AR SR R EOGX A SRR TS BEAR L AEDY . R SR AT S B MYB48H
ERF102 1 ERF1117% 26 B A b g 1R 2 A9 VR A, Shams %557 BOBF 55 UE B A2 3 30 F ., Bl &
(& BN, Wen 2555 ([ BIF 55 IE B 2 0 AT LB S AP2/ERF Wy ik, ¥ — B3 #MEZ M4 M. Yu
ZEDVSIERE MYB24 BEM% T 45 B R 1 & . Lin &2 IE B CabHLHO007, CabHLH009, CabHLHO026,
CabHLHO063, CabHLHO086 ] LU ¥ B R 9 4E W16 i, JF R R 5 B B W& Uiy & 2R 5 % IR 7
MYB31 HAE 8 ¥ 3R 1 2B Y&

2.2 HWaftE

BMLT RS N RAEY A BGER R L, HAEY G R 4 L SE £ B R (GGPP) JF
. WA, NATMLLE S B (Psy) ¥4k 2 70 T GGPP AL /N EAF/ M % Hk, /\AFHaENA
fitt (PDOVE T, B A ABE MR BT RFMAR T EWADAD L, — DL RFMLEZE LCYD
FICY e WiFPEG A LRI FIE R o 81 % N, 7E Criz BRI O, HLFEMEH FRAE R HE,; ¥ A%
JET ML F P — 1 LCYb LT i B2 N &R, mA & —RINEEM O, WILFE S5 T M B e £
FIBA ELLEY . 75 R B R BABUR S, Leyb il leye 3X PRI EEERAEAE . {H Ces AL, B -8 N &
MR IE R N ARG Cos TFIRFRIBIF B W8, FORF TP Cos ILIE ML £,
BT R BEIF UG AR, BUBUR SC B (0 4R h Sk (S 20 0 RS R T, 0 RR € SUABUR, 52 o I
Ces B2, KB RANBELRLLAE FUFF= 51k, BN A, Tian 7 500 T & ML
MBI ELLZMNILH Ces W sh T EE P IS EF R, 2581 LW, KRR RN, 7] A7
FEAR RN, FLT R /B L0 FE A R (Ces) FE R KAz 28748 25 3 BOMMUR S B Bt A8 Ak PR 41 (00735 Bl
ORI A B R /IR E A RS NE R B A FE L RSN (PSY) N & T kB R
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G AL AR I TR AR B N R (CHY2) 5L P kA 8 748 5 40 60 SR A8 b 67, ok i R B
SR (ZEP) KR RS R AR A R

FATMAFRFEW . CaERF82, CaERF97, CaERF66, CaERF107 and CaERF101 [ ik & 5B K11
BUBRIEMIE . S — MW, R-R A MYB # 55 F DIVARICATATL 4 fith — A~ 8% 4 007 (14 % 5% 0%
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P BN A9 0P PE. Cheng 2813 CaLRR51 7] LA TE i) 1 42 BHUGT 75 4k s 1O 01k

Huang LTI 8, CaASR1 IE 8458 SHRUG 35 A 9 0 40 1 Yang =S IR R B, CaMLO6 2 75 hh 9%
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