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B E [B8] FEI R Tetranychus urticae % T BEIR O3 & IS 00 2 AR AL BT IENLIE, DI h —
BE SRR ST PRI FRER ARG . [ Ak ] RS WNAEDINE , M T B — B i g1 TR e itk ik
B 338 ATk, R 6 e et i T IR bt Fh AR BR IR A ( Carboxylesterase, CarEs ).
HEH K SEHRHE ( Glutathione S-transferase, GSTs), ZUjRE4E LAY ( Mixed-function oxidases, MFOs )
FMJLT il ( Chitinases ) MW 1AMk MEN . (&R ] B4 TRIRKIER 33 AN, HitEfsschs)
18.610 %5 PUHEFIEEIAN CarEs. GSTs Fil MFOs 16 AU FIRE BB & (P < 0.05), HAAXAFE 5
S 1.909.2.119 F1 7.436 %, [Fl A LT 0 Al £ 336 14 3¢ S0P B G B 35 22 57 ( P> 0.05 ), HEAHXHAEECh 0.594,
[ &5i¢ ] —samb s T kIR AP rE £ 25 MFOs 3 M TH S AUL T B G H: R0 56, Hk, GSTs #1 CarEs
W EWES 5 T TR T .
XER e TR bUMEEE; R JLT A

Screening of Tetranychus urticae populationsfor resistanceto
diafenthiuron and the mechanism of biochemical
resistanceto this pesticide

YE Tiao-Qin"~ YANG Shun-Yi' LI Wen-Ping

(College of Plant Protection, Gansu Agricultural University, Biocontrol Engineering Laboratory of

Crop Diseases and Pests of Gansu Province, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract [Aim] To investigate the development of resistance to diafenthiuron and the mechanism responsible for this
resistance, in Tetranychus urticae. [Methods] A susceptible population of T. urticae was continuously selected for resistance
to diafenthiuron for 33 generations in a laboratory. The activity of carboxylesterases (CarEs), glutathione S-transferases (GSTs),
Mixed-function oxidases (MFOs) and chitinases (chitinases) in this population was tested every six generations. [Results]
The resistance index had reached 18.61 after 33 generations. The activity of CarEs, GSTs and MFOs in the resistant population
were significantly higher (1.909, 2.119 and 7.436-fold, respectively) than in the sensitive population (P < 0.05). However,
there was no significant difference in the chitinase activity in the sensitive populations (0.594, P < 0.05). [Conclusion]
Resistance of T. urticae to diafenthiuron is mainly associated with MFOs and chitinase activity, although GSTs and CarEs also
play a role.
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T BEM-I Tetranychus urticae J@ Wk 40
Arachnida . W \V 24X Acari. ELU H Acariformes .
iR} Tetranychidae, J&— Pz 22 1RO FE i
RERR . BRI 140 B 1100 ZF0EY,
LR E SR A A Y Y,
R EAT MK HEY L EZEFER (Grbic
etal., 2011; M, 2014 ), Za A %G
BEE I e AR Bl H A BTz, BB
AT A 0 PN R Ak A 28 500 7 A A v B B 24

(Stumpf and Nauen, 2002; Ay and Giirkan,
2005 ), fHf3rFiE R E T MAEM ( Van Leeuwen
etal., 2010; XIBKIESE, 2011; f4hid, 2015),

TR — R IR S SRR L AR, B
AR AR L, B TEokiiR ATP B,
HAE I I iR Z Dy R A AL RS ( Mixed-function
oxidases, MFOs ) fEHT, fEF FREMMZER
i, e R AR AE , R s R
GEANBRIE W 12, Bofii B UEsE (A8, 2019 )
Hal, TEIRERE iR/ 2k Plutella xylostella F1
25 /NIl Empoasca onukii 253 1 K 3 i i) E
B Z—, N/ T E IR A TR PT
K (BE RS, 2021) . BABGHS: (2015)
A 57 3¢ WA I 0 b DX T kU 7 3 H 0 /D S 96 B
B 96.20%, {HARfPII T. cinnabarinus
AR E WX T BERAL TR Pk T, dn B B £
YIAE 7= DX 1) 2 1 i i ek T ok JOR 1) 40 M 8 2065
) 21.10 5 ZEGESE, 2012 PR E 45,2022 ),
HEMSZSAF (2011) 5T & 30T Tk RO Ll s Pt
T. viennensis 3-10 d YR8 i ik 97.00% LA |
I, BB S R B2 PR AILEE, o A R A
A, XTRER T REIR A A B R

B R B A A B MM LB ST R 5 22 o K]
PRIBEE (2011) BF o8 R B~ hi itk £ 28 5
A PR firp g Tl ) A QTP PG 0 L RS IR RE 22 3 4
R AT R HR R B AR 8 o7 BB0RR B R AR A5 G . R T 48
25 (2012 ) BHF5E 2 B 30 il xof o gl ok = A= B
FH 5 MFOs 5%, HIJE CarEs Ml GSTs; #
JEntigE T, truncatctus X ki 2R 7= Hi 4l 5E 5
PR 3 PR EEEE CarEs, GSTs il MFOs 5

I ) 26 A NG sR A RE ) A DG (RN SE S,
2014 ) 5 ZBERF X HUSG P AEBT 24 1R S A g
REEZEBE 1S58 GSTs & CarEs X 24557 (415
TEFIA X (A5mIR4E, 2005) .

JUT Bt B gt e g 78 v el S ) AL
HARH 2 bl A B AUAS TR B B i AR K R B AR
SR, MERMIEF AR A FEREZCES
MVEFIAEE, 2019), JUT BTG MK/ NE
WA AE R R E, JLT PR TG MRS = B —
TRV, 2352 m i IE A (£ P, 2016 ) o
H R, X 3 e Tk R AR R A S M AL T
BTG 1AL R SR ARG o PRI, ARBFRESS G
DR T BRI R, I A Rl B
TR EEME B9 AR ) CarEs. GSTs 1 MFOs =
RAFTERG R LLSIUT BIEE R TEG J1 , 18 Br e
S EURFPHE RS 700 LU, AT = KRR AR
JUT il A E — BEnt s bt = Az B b A E T, 4
A WA B0 TR A B R A= AR AL R,
“hy T B R SIE 8 B I i M O S AT M VA B4R
HEFIS A

1 #R5HFE

11 #hl %

ML T BE B URARRE (S) o BRER L
JEANEEH 2007 4FE 6 HIK TR L A SRR X R
FEJGFEH IR AR ML K 2EAE P AR Ll 77 = 2Rk
WEMERLZR (—MfE—0fE ) (RFRINAL, 2019 4E 6 H
O3 BB AR T H AR KA P R 22 B A
RS IR 2, EER (25+1) °C,
FAXTREE 65%+5%, JGJEMI 16L : 8D 4T,
FH#ARHT & Vigna unguiculata 15435, R4
AR ArT 245 751

12 HRARFRAE

96% T FklR 52 ( ARFE il A YR A
BT ) L 500 g/L T HEklRAEVER ( AR5ETH Al
FAEVBEARAF) | #w o (LAY A
BRcHD) . W B 3 (dbmtAEwAERAR) |
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bR Y (JLRUTIAERT ) | o-BERRZRR
( RETDCEARA TR ) | o288 (R
HOLER ML THF T ) | 2, 4-fHHEREOR
(Sigma) |\ i JEPEABEH K (JEEU A EAR ) |
LM AR (JERt) ki 4T ) o RFAHEESR
fE (LR RS 4 TAH R R ) | XA R
By CILARI =R ) | A EES (dE
HUIRESE ) BB (G-250) (dEaTT
AR ) 0 JEEYREG I g (JEst R R AEY)
AN LTSS PR IR & (LRt
PHEARAT] ) o

1.3 RKEAHZE

131 ZHMSmEMBNEET RABAN
UKL T e B R TR R, DR RN
(S) W B Ao MR Fo AR, $ERMBIR i TL
T, YFREEARIR ] R, N Fo E
Fy3 18, SRR RIEAHE 50% 44 AN
THEDRIREE (LCso ) VENBERERTT, #E1TmE5s Ak
P, W B SR AR LA E ST
T [ — A0 & B R B R i — R i 2l , iR
PRIE B R0 R PR T T IR0 B, HBER
PR

132 EWMNEFRZE MBHEFREEH#HTE
I ( Dittrich et al., 1980; i f14=%, 2000; &
WeBE4E | 2019; MAEZESE, 2020), B 1.5 cm K
BB (1.0 em 98 ), WTEZRIE A A9 —dm )5
o 20U AR R, FA0 BRI T 3hi& ik 1
S JHG , R LT TR FE RS b (N RRRs A0 2
WA 88 ), BERAS 35 3k, 4l 4 47, 1EIRE
(25+1)°C, AHXTRREEE R 65%+5% , Y1 16L -
8D MR BEN TSR (JXM-1008B, T IH 7R
IUERTT) W 1 h RS, RBRIET-FIANIG K
AN BEEE 30 Sk PRI 1 g TEEIRIE 2514 1 000
mL )7 B A e FE A 1 000 mg/L ASRETR, 43
AINZERKFRRE R 5 AR (2. 1. 0.67.,
0.5 11 0.4 mg/L ), ¥ — ity i 1) 2837 = A 259K
W, RERREL) S s IFEGE, FHIEAUN T ZR12Y
W, R E TR RN TR (KR
), 24 h AP H SR AL, Pl BEREE

fligs oA, WSk S RA S E RIS  IRXE A
WREEESE 3 IR, DIZEIB/K AL SR AT i

133 EEMNERE

1331 MERH&E

13311 MSHMZEAEBEHE =% Bradford
(1976 ) W LG E R, AEFS BERIUR
JERPRE AT T M R R — B 05 M A 4% 600
3k, FEARET 3 A 1.5 mL OB, BES
JITA 0.04 mol/L pH 7.0 #f& 2% ¥ . 66 mmol/L
pH 7.0 BEERZZ b 1 0.1 mol/L pH 7.8 Wi 2%
ik 1.5 mL, T UKZK I B 8 A7 4 BF s
1£ 10 000 r/min, 4 °CF 5.0 15 min, LS
MERIREREE (CarEs) . AAMEH K SH R
(GSTs) MZUfeEL# (MFOs) B H .
13312 JLTREERGIE FLBILT Bamis 1k
For MR & PR A . 5 BB A PR
JEAHRE S PTT Tk JIR AN A 1% B I 5 0 L6 200
%, A 1.5 mL B A 100 SLMESEE, A
1.5 mL $&BUGK , vKIEHES ) , 10 000 r/min, 4 °C,
B0 20 min, HRVEWCE T UK BAERL.

1332 HBMEZEBSE5MILFEANE #HIE
FE S ENSES% Bradford (1976) B, B
PR, B 0.5 mL W&, N 2 mL % S
Yt , BT /KIBETE 37 °CF AL 10 min 5,
1 595 nm AE OD {54 Ao, 434114 0.04 mol/L
pH 7.0 BEERZZ #h . 66 mmol/L, pH 7.0 B2
ZEPAN 0.1 mol/L pH 7.8 WRZE il VE2s 1
PR, Brill OD R A, Fifd OD iz %R
A=A¢— Ao WRIEF MG EAPREMNZ, T
A A, BAEES 3K,

REREEE ( CarEs) i HMEZS% Van
Asperen ( 1962) J7k. B 120 uL B 5 600 uL
RIVIBAW (& 3x10°* mol/L o-BEMRZ5ME
1x 10" * mol/L £ Ji T B 0.04 mol/L pH7.0 B2
ZZrPE ), 30 °CR /KA 30 min J&, JILA 120
ul B EF (% 1%E W% B h5 5% S mim
By, HARRREE A 2 0 5) , 4k2E))% 30 min (5,
7E 600 nm AbJ OD {HA Ay, DABEIRZE MilkfE=s
FIXTHR, Bl OD {H0 Ay, DARBERE (pL) 1 X
W, FriS OD 2 (A=Ag—Ay) 1EY #li, 2
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PrifE i 2, I F A R R R W L 1S T [wmol/
(pgmin) ], HAHER 3 K,

BMEH K SHERSRE (GSTs) ELif e S
% (Clark et al., 1984) FIFFmPlokit, L
0.05mL 2, 4- %5 CDNB (0.03 mol/L )
ERRY, IRUmA 12 mL BEMR 22w (66
mmol/L,pH 7.0 ).0.15 mL At H k( 50 mmol/L )
0.1 mL BRRIRS, SLRIFE 27 °CTF, 340 nm
LbESENSE 5 min N OD {8, DABERRZE rhigifE=s
HO R R BB K SH R s
[umoL/(ng-min)], HALHEE 3 K.

ZIBEEALE ( MFOs ) il il E & %

( Hansen and Hodgson, 1971; =848 Flvk 24,
2011) Jrikdfmliekit . B 1 mL BRE, ARUm
A1 mL XS EEHE I (4% 10 mol/L) . 0.2 mL
NADPH (0.5x10 " mol/L ) 1 0.8 mL BEfRZ% i

(0.1 mol/L, pH7.8) JGIR2), VUAIIARGRE
YERXTHR, B0 T 37 CHEIR/KIBED X
M 30 min J&, fIA 1 mL HCI (1 mol/L ) £ Fi%
K, FHMA S mL & fGFETAEEL, ##E 10 min
J& . FIBUB B DS ERR B IGE D2 3 mL, FHIA
3 mL NaOH (0.5 mol/L ) #FF74H, ##HE 10 min
J& . BUKAZH 2 mL, 7E 400 nm 41 OD & ;
MRIEXF AR bR i<, T ZIhRE AL
FEiE /) [umoL/(ug-min)], HAEHEE 3 K.

JUT 5 T 16 2 000 42 BEUTL T o ol 4% e A
WA SR A A e W2 B2 4 1.5 mL
B, B 100 pL £ 00 i i A7 — iR
5], 37 CHEIBAKMIN 1 h 5, Pl KIS RN
5 min, T 8000 r/min F 25 °CE.L > 10 min, 43
FEC B R 160 L BTHEOET, FHImA
40 pL B0 =R AT, Bk RO 10 min, 57 R &
Tok R IR, 16 540 nm AL OD {8, i
ATSE ; XFHRAE . HIA 100 L 735 00 it g A )
—IR5), 37 CHEMR/KBRN 1 h5, FikKE
S S min, fTA 100 pL 57—, T 8 000
t/min F 25 °CE.L> 10 min, 491 FIEW 160
pl B TR T B 40 pL A5 IR ST,
WK Y 10 min, S7HVE T oK B EEA,
fE 540 nm 49 OD fH, icA A XTHE, Brill OD

HZ 2% A= A we — A wmo R N-Z B L%
WitnEM 2, SRR LT B (U/mg)
WFRE A 3 IR,
1.34 HiEAIE  fEFE I IERS, X IR TRt
W FET - R HITE 10% LT, BT EMEY
MR o AE DR 5347 R F SPSS 20.0 i, K
FIEA77 R ( Y=at+bx ) . BHEHKE LCso F1 LCso
B 95% BEM5RR, I SEUBFRE LT LLER, SRl
PUHEFEE (RD) o AR AR AL HE, FH Excel
BAFHAT G A, 225 WA R R &R
7724347 Duncan FOBT R W22k PrkEfa$ut A
N

e PUEFIEELCs0

Pt = o

2 HRESHSH

21 ZHEREX T BIRHIEE T &R

HE L ATLUE Y, 76 T IR AL R ) T i
JEFRRE B Pl X6 T R R ) R e
ARG g T m, RRgiiE 33 AU, =
BER s T EEIRAS LCso fEM 0.036 g/L [F+Z
0.670 g/L, AHXHIHEFREOER T 18.61 fF; AR
TE H 3 16 T B BE Bl X TR IR R 1 K
G0, (AFRFELIREE 30 15 ZBE i i B 1 dE 4L
HREK, HABIRbitE R RERE KT, ME
URIEARECBG T, B 5 0 Tk R )BT R

SeTG

20 -
518
Q

T 16
814
g

PiEFEEL Resist
OCNh OO0

ll() ZIO 3I0 40
P LHL Breeding generations
B1 ZpErtiEx T B AR IIEIEE

Fig. 1 Selection of Tetranychus urticae
resistance to diafenthiuron
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22 BEEMNELR

221 ¥EAFEES (CarEs) EMMELER
LAl BEEDUT BERADREGR e AREOE i, 3
BT PR RE A R PR BRI ( CarEs ) I PR 2 4
I ZiRIRREEIREE 6 UG, PUHEFRREMY F2 R BE G
(CarEs) &M EE ST Foft (P < 0.05) .
I R EF 33 AREE, T REM P T BRI R R
FREEEE ( CarEs) i J17& FofRAY 1.909 £%, 25
BE (P<0.05) .

R 1 MR T BARA R KE TR IZ B
(CarEs) BILEFEATHK

Tablel Theactivitiesof CarEsin different selection
generations of Tetranychus urticae

RIREEEY (CarEs ) 761k

. iEDOK IR
At [pmol/(ug-min)] !
. . Multiples
Generation Carboxylesterase activity .
. relative
[pmol/(pg min)]
Fy 0.002 20+0.000 08 e 1.000
Fs 0.002 21+0.000 04 e 1.005
Fp, 0.002 45+0.000 04 d 1.114
Fis 0.002 96+0.000 05 ¢ 1.345
Faq 0.003 68+0.000 03 b 1.673
Fs3 0.004 20+0.000 08 a 1.909

FPBE NP EEbR R, A58 s AN Rk
AR EZES (P <0.05, Duncan [GHEMHRZELRKE) .
E-3CB

Data are presented as mean+SE, and followed by the
different letters within a column indicate significant
difference (P < 0.05, Duncan’s multiple range test). The
same below.

222 AMHEMK SEBE (GSTs) HHNELS
Rtk 2 n, SadZiinfest 33 ik,

T BEM BT EEA EH K SEE SR (GSTs)
TR s PUAERIESS 33 AR, btk
FREEA I H K SEERSRG (GSTs ) MG Ik iUk
FIEEG T 2.119 1%, 27 E%E (P<0.05) .

223 ZIEEELEE (MFOs) BEMELSE R
H 3 AIAL, FEZFRI SRR T, B2
DIfe% Ll (MFOs) W& M SRR LA K, Ptk

FREEEE 33 1RAY 2 UIRE AL ( MFOs ) A TG0
5 FofU 7.436 15, 2R 8% (P<0.05) .

®2 THMERTBERARKEERSHHK
S#%Es (GSTs) WtkiEHAEK

Table2 Theactivitiesof GSTsin different selection
gener ations of Tetranychus urticae

ABEH K SEER M (GSTs)

. . FAXHEEL
LN Wk [umol/(pg-min)] "
. ; Multiples
Generation Glutathione Stransferase .
o ) relative
activity [umol/(ug-min)]
Fo 35.512+1.248 d 1.000
F¢ 35.685+0.412d 1.005
Fi, 39.783+3.435 ¢ 1.120
Fig 48.696:+0.289 ¢ 1.371
Fy 57.613+1.662 b 1.622
| 75.247+1.244 a 2.119

®3 THMERT BERARKEER S I
B (MFOs) WLLEAEW

Table3 Theactivitiesof MFOsin different selection
gener ations of Tetranychus urticae

ZUIfe A LR (MFOs)

. EPOE R
JLIGAY WEHE [umol/(pg-min)] "
) Multiples
Generation Multifunctional oxidase .
relative
activity [umol/(pg-min)]
F, 0.000 39+0.000 004 ¢ 1.000
F¢ 0.001 14+0.000 290 d 2.923
Fi, 0.001 24+0.000 047 cd 3.179
Fig 0.001 48+0.000 187 ¢ 3.795
Fau 0.001 84+0.000 046 b 4718
| 0.002 90+0.000 144 a 7.436

224 JUTREGEMENELER WML 4058, 7
AR AR, B LT S A S B
URIEARECE I AT = 5 AR A a4 o DA%
FiEE Fo ACEIBTHEFEEAES 6 QLT BLEG T E 7t
=, 2B BER T TR R LA — R
MPTHEREES 6 [R 22 33 AL T il LIS
BREAR, HPTHMEess 6 UL T Bl tLis /)
WERTH 33 (P<0.05) .
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F® 4 IR T BRARR B KE AR
LT BRItk iE hEk
Table4 Theactivities of chitinase in different selection
generations of Tetranychus urticae

HEAR JLT BilEEE (U/mg) FAXSA R

Generation Chitinase activity (U/mg) Multiples relative

Fo 0.000 490+0.000 17 ab 1.000
Fe 0.001 193+0.000 17 a 2.435
Fy, 0.001 192+0.000 17 a 2.433
Fig 0.000 993+0.000 80 ab 2.027
Fo4 0.000 692+0.000 61 ab 1.412
Fi3 0.000 291+0.000 35 b 0.594

3 St

ARG X T REM BT T R KA R E S 33
OB SR T, B 0 Tk R A I 4R Bk
18.61 fif o MK FE hfT R RS AT 1 A8
KT, —BEn s T BRI P PE LT Al o3 A
EHK | PR AMGE BT 3 AN B Fo-Fa
AT A6 PR 2 fioh 24 7] Lt 24 vk B AR ot &
JRGENE, R Fy A TR LCso B ; Fa-Fio
B Bt R T 20 1 A T — 2 PR )RS
P LB HERK 218 HARAE 5 Fro-Fao BB T
W 24 (A5 24 500 AR A R R B, UMY K B
3, Hrbkshas 5 i A P AR P A —
o AT T BE P T B A R R S LT
S REE AL AT, 220 B TR R A B
FE SR MFOs % P15 A1 LT A M
KA %, GSTs ll CarE 25 THIHEMIEAL, X
SR AW el R —20 (B R4S, 20115 R4
%, 20125 RmESE, 2014) .

H AT, XF BE s xd T R Pk F R
AR, (HFAAR SR B R 7R B -
R R L, bt EM R s, fd—
B[] 24 700 PR3 , — Bk g ot S 6 25590 4 7 A
BHPE N T 24452009 ) 5K NI 2011 ),
H a5 (2012) Ak — LA (2014 ) BF9E B
A6 ) P U3 TR | Rl s R T 2 B 2R 0 — R P g A
JEAPRERF LI —E MBS, T BB
Xof P ARUA s | i R R ST B 2R A A T AN AR

FEMIBTLG T, HAE R 270 T AR akiiig , itk
Waakek LT B FASFE 2575 R LR
], BB X 245 0 B ) e R A —
TEMZESE

T TUAE X b 2 245 5500 2K 5 30 0 AL ol
RRZ , ZHIR E IR A B C & fE— Lk
B R IR 22 % R 72 A T ok, X
AU E Y= T ZF AR RN, 755
A A EE AR P 2 R L ARG S
FIIE 25 B, AR B I R R, B
FBE Fo. Fro. Fig. Foq Ml F33 /0 CarE, GSTs
MFOs [if A B E (P < 0.05) , HiL
PEFIREE a3 £t CarE. GSTs & MFOs i 1435
U RERY 1,909, 2.119 Fi 7.436 %, 1iHA
CarE .GSTs & MFOs {ifi P (1) 3 5% 15 — BE 0 il Xof
TR 2 TR A G, i MFOs g 32 %2
VERT . AnakAE 45 (2007 ) BFFE4S 52 B ik i
22 e S A -O- 5 FY 35 M 34 o 3 B0
H1[E] 4L 3k ik Hylyphantes graminicola FlEEXT 405
HAGEEIE R WA= 5 BiaE (2013) #F58
RIRZBER b XTHRMEEESIPE S CarE. GSTs K
MFOs {iHA 5 I (2014 ) #1538 kB — 5
Pl X T A4 ) R RN R R R T AR M R R
MFOs i S35 I A JL—LAE (2014 ) X
BRE Il R S 2R AN BT 44 2 R A R IS
)53 HT & B MFOs ITEPE 2 -, Ui — Bt
U6 X BT A TR 2R AP PE = 5 MFOs TG PEF A
K, RIREER G FRIRIEFFREE R — . 3
I i T T ok R R A LT B S N Fo AR
0.00 049 U/mg J+m 3| Fe X 0.001 192 U/mg, i
FIF il D1 foh 24 390 5 2 — (RSB I [] e AR 3
Fis A8, BEG FFEE] 0.000 291 U/mg, HiBJLT
R T 3 R AR A S B O A G T
A (2023 ) AF5E A BRI IR PT RAALG 5 b 5 78 0k
Spodoptera frugiperda % AR P LT 5 BEAY 1 P
MR EGR M FEMEVEN ;. Khajuria % (2010)
AF 5% 25 5 2 B RO FOKRBEJL T Wi ( O. nubilalis
chitinase, OsCHIT ) #ITER 5 14 I HE IE 7 &
HMMAET; Xia %5 (2016 ) BFFE & ARG 4T
I JLT Bl 1 ( P. citri chitinase 1, PcCHIT1 ) %%
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RS, TEE R R R

i LR, T BER SR T BER 09 DR
Hig K&, FE, ST e EES MFOs
R P S SR ML T B PR AR AR G, K
N GSTs #l CarE. {Hi{SG A& 1 M-85 51 25 7k
KA M AEAC LR, DRR — B i % T M flk
AIPTPENLER i 75 2E AT IR A RIS
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