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Progress in immunological memory of invertebrates
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Abstract: The current opinion is that invertebrates do not have adaptive immunity. However, more and more studies
have shown that invertebrates have a similar phenomenon to vertebrate immune memory when they are infected
with pathogenic microorganisms repeatedly, which is known as “specific memory within innate immune systems”
or “immune priming”. In this paper, we firstly reviewed the occurrence and mechanism of traditional immunological
memory, then introduced the phenomenon and progress in the immune priming in invertebrates, summarized several

kinds of possible mechanisms for invertebrate immune memory, and finally provided some preliminary ideas for

future research.
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IATCE MES P = B AE SN B B A [ 5 3& L
ER R PN TS 8 e A B VA 1 T 8 & S B g A o
%% (adaptive immune) & H BIAT IO 5. ToEHE
BNV RE B DI ARAR PR 55 % o S 1R 4R G I IR S
2 1588 T RIE HE R RIR % R4t (innate
immune system). A1, HORBZ KIHFFREY], &k
A MESN W)L B A8 AR P I B R AR e AR R
EHESH I L B S Y, BEARAE R SR i
1047 P(specific memory within innate immune systems).
2% B Yimmune priming) B4 5 7 4 2 S Y
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response)o A% 3C ik B [A] B 8 X6} 4% G 5 22 HE iR 1
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RAETYPGE, TR RENEIRR Y. wEidis
SR MESH W S 1 e e I B R AR, B AR R R
T B KRN, 2B HESI VDB S % Bria i AL,
R HESN Y BT 1E 7] — i B R R A 1 — M A A 3R
g 1O,

2 JUIR IR 2T R LR B DR 2 FEHE Kbt
Jir o S OO CE A AR P s P B B . S B 1L I A
&MU RE e, Al e R T AR
FH AL 2 T AR B, FLAR T 5 2 10 5 A4 Bl T
JE U N B A i R G 0 12 3 B i T R
G AR P A A M ) 7 ORI . AT
CIZ 752 B Mo AN T 40 (A S HE, B 4R
FAER) B 4l i 521K (B cell receptor, BCR) RE %45 5%
PR 25 A g0 R B AT A AE PR R E R . A5G TR
PR B N NG, VI KB RS MHC 1126
7R T B AR, [FVRR CD4' T 4
RE M) B 4 i & (S 5, SOl B 4 i 5 I Y
BT RERE U, B 4H AR RN AT S5 A AR A S
28 P 0 OE R N g5 i Kk AR RO (germinal
centers, GCs)o 1E &40y, BCR KA i 4 (1 44 41
MRAR, VLR BUARIISER ] AN R # e 4, &)
3 A0 BN R K 4 P (plasma cell) B2 12 B 4 ..
R, 7= AR e e MR AR 1Y) R 2 IR A B 2 6 5 i 11
HEEFIE LR, miidiZ B 40 BE A7 SUFE 2 A
— BP0 38 A — s AR IR Y, D42 B 4H i B
WO S A PR AR R S M LA, AT R i 1Az 1

1042 T A AR HU A P S Ak v B R A
WUARTERR IR ARG 5, T 40 RE 70 R 2 PP 3y,
T 4HRRHE, 20 FWEARIIER. BEfE, KEM
T 4HREFET:, AH I — 5 B o0 A KA A7 I 1 R
PACIZ T 4. iciZPE CDS™ T 4 2 IR PR N &
AR JEAE (AR ERSE ) M, E 5 AL E
JETAE 2 T 40 fY (tissue-resident memory, Tgy)~ 4K
N FEAZ T 4 (effector memory, Tgy) F1HR S50
12, T 41 A (central memory, Tey)o Try AHABAL T 50
AL, HRF A ERIL CD69 1 CD103 431, Ih4h
AR b R I INT R S4B A, DA R R 4 0 e
b G A I D RE 5 Tey 400 AT 78 H 2RI TR 2tk 2
E AN, K S A A — 5 R T RE,
{HAFKIE CD62L FIl CCR7 %547 1 Ty AMAFLET
UM ST, & CD62L Fl CCR7 [ 4RI R A,
M KGR, HAECIZ T gu i R R B BRI
WA L AE Y. G012 CDST T 40 A SRR AOAR
hEAE, HACH T I DT RR Uk, T 3G 4 %) R0 2 i

WK 6 T AR 0, AR R,
CD8" T 2 i iy b 8% i i #26 F) T~ FLic A2 0 T 4hi ity
(o M, T P CD4” T 41 2 (regulatory CD4™ T,
Trep) X110 12 CD8" T 4 [ T A2 4 FE o Tre, 2
Y0 1) 80 248 L 1 12 40 B A 4 T e e R O I
[ Gt R AS RS v 1) 1

2 TEHESIREICIZIAR

WA TR, EIFHEN AL iRiE
I 95 B8 G OB I B o0 IO I, n B 9%
BREEF . TCR. MHC. 5L F (recombination
activating gene, RAG) A% S 21 ffd (B 41 i A1 T 41 i),
PRI ks A N, T N T R AE A AR R AR H R
(fy B2, TR MESI ) P RAFAE . I 1 — S T
X edE TPk

W], TR HESIIR R A S g idAz R e g &
(Dermasterias imbricata). 4 H (Lineus sanguineus)-
W15 (Lymbricus terrestris) FEME (Periplaneta americana)
e R I, HL I [ A A R ZH 23 ) 2 IR A
24K 1T 25 R 5 R 2 ) S e HE R B SRAE R 2,
SRS B 1) 45 RATAT A G0, ROATE L fd
MR R B A G o » X — PR FAS 1 240
BHEW I IZ R P . JER, TR MY
H AL FUEE R AE T e E S a AN () BIAH
HAEH, RIZSLY% W (Schistocephalus solidus) g
75 K81/KFK (Macrocyclops albidus) 7= 4 % ¥ 10
f2. %0 M, HALE S 56 45 8o ) T R O RE 8%
(Bombus terrestris) F1Z5 2K i (Paenibacillus spp.)~"
KIBE (Daphnia magna) F1E W8 (K2R H (Pasteuria
ramosa)™ i RIE . BEJE A AR HBREE, N
I 2R G 2 BSOS BE A T s e 2 1 B, LK oy
SCHER RVTAl 718 EIAEIE R A ), A =2 kil
o 58 B2 (R 1 R I8 R B AT A2 HL /0 iR T T R e R A R
b B0, JEAESR, TEMESIIM AL s, —
e =T 48 (highly variable) (1521467 Tl fE3 5 T &
BHEIYI B Re R e IR B, s S R R TS
TH R 524K (scavenger receptor cysteine-rich, SRCR) &,
185/333°" LR AMEANIRES I 4> F (Down syndrome
cell adhesion molecule, Dscam)®**" 14T 4 5 (4 7 AH
% & H (fibrinogen-related proteins, FREPs)™* ", #F
2 SGH UG W& (Biomphalaria glabrata) 1] FREPs,
AR B ] 5 2 QL B (Schistosoma mansoni) H1%
A (SmPoMucs) H HAFHITE R E &Y, X
T MESTE 3/ 8 R AR AL 22 B 11 S s S AR 5 90
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$29%:

JF A S 2 T AF B AR ) — A R AR Y &R,
Coustau 25 " 45 H, ST BUT IR A1 S 1 1 % S
AHEAE RN R B e 72, o o8 A B Ak
ZWPUR . RIEZR IIRPUEN R G, XL
I3 TG 5 WG 45 50K e e WU IR /N AR 5 AR
{18 L H 2 1) DA e 1 A ELAE P o

TRV S SOOI R B A B e, fe
e G F AR & 4B B AL #% (trans-generational
immune priming, TGIP). JoHHESY) BAIRE = 154
HEZN P K g A% 32 (1) BEUEUAR, A0 e ad i A
A I 42 R AR BEYR 1 9 g% (maternal transfer of
immunity), TGIP 1)/ 4= 0 LB & 42 & Ja AR AR 2
PR, N 5% T B0 AR SR N AR
. TGIP R s LB s AR 2, Hilek
P2 Fh 15 IR ShDAE S A ) Bl 2y A R BUBC R AR R R AR
TGIP Bl %, H1E &A= fiw [ B b # Be g A ) 21,
T £E BRI g i ) R 3 Ry B (Tenebrio molitor)™ v
RI, UG ) IR BRI R R AR
% (Trichoplusia ni) 30 8UG, H4 HU Mk A&
AR EEIERE, THZEREPRK (attacin)™ ;
T # 7 (Teleogryllus oceanicus) 283U i, Y
JEACR R PTE B 1 B E IR T U R HRIE R
AIREHR T IR R BB, (HSE AR A4S 5K
1) G B R4 2 SR I H AN (R R B (RS S 1tk o L6 A,
AHPREYN, REBEOE R — St R did
I A S YEAT AT KA R, 405 9L (Camponotus
pennsylvanicus) BEIETL 118 AZIH (stomodeal trophallaxis)
B EL P B R T A S A 1 e KT B

Brubz 4h, M RE S BT E S Y A
5 B %, Eggert 258 Y AE SR 48 ¥ (Tribolium
castaneum) F W R, TN RE S O
RIS 75 = & 2R AT B (Bacillus thuringiensis) 7= 4 k¥
SRR, Rl R RN, s R e

P S A R, T I S A Bl A — B LA B %
Difeflgss, RICHMENYBU RN EES 5%,
Eggert 2545 H N s N AN G 58 22 48 2 18] (KR BAE
Al REfE TGIP bR 7 EZA/EH.

EAERNE, FHAZIA 7 d a5 w AR
BE T BB MESh W P2 A e ez U, 5E HEs)
VI e ic Az AR TG, B TC B MESh I ) g e A2 T
J BR T RARAFAE B AH S S A4, SR IX J7 T B A 7
H AT AN B = .

3 TEMENMREICIZHIRTRENH

A HE B A 1 G 2 A0 12 2 it B HE e ER B
V(D)J 5 B Fr Bk i 7= A 3= 1) ik A0 A 52 A4 2R,
#ft TCR. BCR. MHC 5 (3L [F] 4 F i sk . {5
KA MBI Gk Z X A% ooefh, BTBA, L Aupe s
LR W] Re 5E HESH AR . BIE AT IR, IEH]
ToRMEBh Y B A S % SO AR HE A7 4R v AE R Y A
e U2 D R — s 5 W AT i s SR Rl S 7 AR A )
B 7 U, E R LU 7T S e = 6 — i B ) B
TERI 3T A BAL R R

A =B SR R TC 8 MESH ) TR AR AE I S 0%
HEINR PO ). (1) IS8 205 (a long lasting
response), HIZNME A RS, AR G Ok
Pl S BOE R ARG i, HOOi)sE,
SEEGZH R I O AE I 2 AT R IR BUBOE T
T PE RSN A5 TR o IR Ah, BT 1) G2 S vE (B
B ES A IR S SR ) BT RE S RIS
TR E R MRS G, B A B 5 ) e % I
RL(REGF7R ), N OCHE SR (FEEEA S B R
o EIEFRIA ) ) BEAGR R AR E . MY E . R
il A 2 SR 2 BOpU B IR S AT Sz AR s (2) Sk
112 (a true memory), ZEALTG HEZD P 3 B2 4
RGN RN, & A RERBUUE, ]
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FR) G2 S S o B I TR 12 12 ek 5%, (BT %) A
JRAFAETEAE B2, 4 (A — 80 J B — R ) 2=
G R BB B A/ Bl B PRI S S B, R SCHR K
0 51 # K drosomycin A1 metchnikowin 7] g 5t #+F
BB B) RS BIBN, BV B RIEEUBHLA,
SVEN A A B A RS, 240 Y F€ 4 R4,
BB S EH S A SRR B B s, gext
Tz 4 AT B R A R e e s Y B s,
G BT g i T B =B A A . A,
=M G % BB B AE R S R BT R A T £
S, WEE =M RE R IR S5 RM, S EOR
SEVEREFEAR 5 10 2 — RS b2 e Rk s o R A A
SRR, BT AR SRR R 2 (Rl 2 5 M,
A A AR X 5 A — 40 1 8 IS [F B A BY).
3.1 ZRUMRRIRANZHRR RIS S

o MEZN ) BB P A e e Bk B T R, (H
e iE I 2 ok A R 2 44 (PRRs) SR OR 57 1
I JRAH 2> AR (PAMPs) BEAT IR, A1 BRess i
XF AR 22 BB SR AR D R R, SR ORI TRl A
SEGRESINT R Bh T B S S S iz, B,
Ak, B HESIY R R TR - LAk 2 B R
5 RYLR), C- BEEE R (C-type lectins). 185/333
By & VEMBIILT REEEN (V region-
containing chitin-binding proteins, VCBPs). Dscam,
FREPs %5 15 20 iR )l 52 44 98 5 A 1) mRNA K ik & &
& LA BT e N, iy A A A R
WEEAAR P S R RmBRILRES, RERLHE
HEBN WA A 1R I ARl 731 S RN P e i B 3
TP RGPUE . AETRHU AR DR AT I

FERZ GRS T, — 2800 i 4k
TR BT AR g AR, DR MR
Z PR, SEEPUER SN R R B BT
Tt B8 P SURBOHL | BF 7t B Hh AE B 9T 3K 38 H % S2 A
R B2 R B, W RN T A G
[ WA FREPs, BfG U6 (Drosophila melanogaster)
FNX] LEAE 424 (Anopheles gambiae) 1) Dscam. 456
RE (Strongylocentrotus purpuratus) 75 W 41 it 3% 15 )
185/333 #4561~ LB (Botryllus schlosseri) ] VCBPs
3.1.1 FREPs

FREPs Hi 200 M2 5 (R RR AL, H4T4EE
HIR B Ay Wk C oA R & EENE, H) 2 A E
Tk, 2— KR E .

FREPs 1EH HESN ) B TEARERN, & AR —

Fh-t 3 B LRI R 1, AEE IS B R 5
e U e B HESh Y, FREPs 1) C i %
ALY AR FEA I, N Il % &4 — s
o % BR 1 HE SR 45 #4) 3 (immunoglobulin super
family, IgSF), BA 56 HEZhY) Ig AHALK T ge fiA
[ oAk 5 30 Bl el SUBT IBE I 2 B IR s
H Ak EL ) FREPs JE[R 2235 1, FREPs & A
BRI, RE IR B AN A AE AT AE T 1Y,
HILAEE R 20w 2 51 7. FREPs fig
giemW BRI BEENED BEROIEEY
FREP-SmPoMucs & Bt 444, Wl REZ 5 1 M40 i
WG I EE s B VE A . Ak, Jeis XU g
ff) FREPs'™, w1 1 % (Tachypleus tridentatus) T ff]
tachylectins". (9 I )\ I8 (Adrmigeres subalbatus) H1
(1) aslectin™', ¥## (Halocynthia roretzi) "] ficolins™ Al
3B ) tachylectin 2504 U, W B [ JE T
FREPs 5%, X% FREPs A] 7L TCH HES WX Bt
R SR A P S e B A e p R T B A PR,
3.1.2 Dscam

Y1 B 2 B 4> T Dscam 15 56 75 5 #E 2h 4 H 4 R
W, & — M R E R KINER (24220
kDa), &F Ig &itig. ENENFZEREM AL
SHThRE. fFovdEd AR e AR A EERE A (a
hypervariable protein created by alternative splicing)
i) Dscam [ii 42 76 3 W8 (Drosophila). %] Et IV 42 15
R K I (Aedes aegypti) 7R 05 5. =& (Apis
mellifera ligustica). % Kk (Manduca sexta). i
SWF (Acyrthosiphon pisum). N E\ (Pediculus humanus)-
XHUR (Litopenaeus vannamei, Penaeus monodon, Marsupenaeus
Japonicas)~ 7Ki% (Daphnia pulex, D.magna) ¥ [KJ5
FEUN (Pacifastacus leniusculus) WP AHEEEEME (Eriocheir
sinensis) R P PO, S K Dscam R IALE I
WMEAEITEN, 5 RMERZEA R, B8 Dscam
A RN B A ME L IR, TS 5RE R
B2 B R TR I, F R A ) Dscam RE 7E 97 R
AR NI, JE R Tg X 38040 A 2k A 1) ] A% B 452 10
FPHEZ) 31000 Fifi 27 A R SE Y LR A5 S B A 2
Aeo BLAh, AR KA R A3 S E A F
Dscam > iR 5l A1 45 & AH %5 B2 B2 4 B9 AN [F Bk & o
Dong 25 P15, Dscam 1R T §% 2 8 3o 3 il 7] A% i
LA Z FEE I R R S 5 0 I S 0 BUBUR
%, Dscam 5 5% (I S AE 5 R s 1] v R IR0
R, FEXTERMA PSR S 28 (LPS). IKEEHE (PG)
AT B-1,3- 1 5 bE B A [F] (09 5L B S R T BL S R
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H29%:

Dscam [} 3RA & Fifi, XIE7R Dscam &K W] A£G
BHES ) G B e rp R BB ER . H_IA
WEFER T, JoE MEsh P = A 2 B =5 41 A ML T
5S4 L B 1g MLEI 2 &R, A
FL o928 I L IR R S PR TR % FT R D AMG R A S AR
¥ (&l 2).

SR ) Dscam 5 B & — NS SE 3. —
A M A G5 R SR — N B R X, B4 R e mT
BT RE P A AN A LAY, Dscam [ 3 AN 1g 4544
I (Ig2. Ig3 F1Ig7) # 2 A2, X =ANG5 1411
AR BT B 2 AT 4 38 016 Fh LA ERgZHA 7Y, X
UURIE ST RG22 SR . R RSP VR4S (Crassostrea
gigas). XTUFFIAAL GBI FAR B T IRUE, (HR %%
SEBRPE A () Dscam R 5 HER AR — 8 B, 2448,
KPR 2 FEVE R HER AU AR B 2 T, HFRA AR
JE PR RAERE B BTAA R 3% 0 WA I 5
SETR B (WSSV) B RIEN], 2%/ AR
A B52 5 mRNA A 9%, BS2 HIULER
2PEAIC Dscam £:[X] Ig7 S mI 248, Jf H B52 B[
A LLIE [ 4% Dscam 25835 [H] (¥ ] A2 8y 1) 7,

H AT AR 0 R B, 440 1¥) Dscam 77 4= (¥ 4 72
WA RN, AT B S b BBt eE By

SO B KRR 4R A B, R, HETIE A RE
fifi € Dscam & 5 H I 5 % % BUEA <. 4,
Dscam 5 4445 & FIERHPLIEE. HREF) 775
LA T Bk 22 (R0 L ML B AT AT SR AR A
3.1.3 185/333. SRCRHIVCBPs

LG RRAE 52 295 JE B S R, —Fh R T
T A0 7 Ay 44 v 185/333 1) mRNA K58 21 1
Yo 185/333 KPR/l B [Al (< 2 kb), XE 24
HMEF, SRUGHH 185/333 JEPH (158 A B T X d A
SRR, JF Bz B R wEm), w ek &
S, XL P 5l B 7E 185/333 [
&b, Buckley F1 Smith ™ £l ix £ & 5 5 51 7] {38
it 2 5 R R e E 2055 Ty SRk 185/333 £ It
b, MIMiEZ oAb i 185/333 2 555 JR A= M i
WS P . BEJE, XEEAE A PAMPs ( 411 NG
Z FEFKSERE ) BB M E A H o Hr o, Spl18s/
333 2 (A AT LB AN [ () PAMPs #E4T 45 57 1 G2 I
N BY Smith B AR [ 4H B (Vibrio diazotrophicus.
Bacillus cereus 1 Bacillus subtilis) 43 ) X} 45 ¥ 1H 13F
TR, KRB RERIE T A F A X 7 TR E R
Sp185/333 & [, K IGAIE T I JH 1) G 72 5 57 Pk
WAk, AR AR, 0TS RS AN [F] R 48 TR B

ZE#50% Immunoglobulin

FTE LN Dscam
A
YOOOOCOHMNERCO(
2]
Exond Exent? !
— 08
Exoné Exont7 EI
L@e .
Exond Exont1? m
{11101 —
Ll
i#

¥ ; 3 . D
h P -25@ e Dy
o i §

DNA

mRNA

|

PROTEIN

A: RiEDscamZ FEMEALH] . Exondr=E1g24#)3, Exon67=:1g345 1)1, Exon9r=4:lg745#43%, Exonl 7/, B: A
IgGZ FEENLET . BAHMITE R AE HL R AR S A AH ISR, = AR AN R 2 S BAR M, 3l AN [F] (1 1gG o
E2 ZBEHERNYIDscamFIEHERNIIIgH) 2 M = E AL
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B, RIS 40 (coelomocyte) HEX A 1 200
FiOR [ ) SRCREY, i 7T i 15 5 S M 4 9% I B
HXe

S i R E Y VCBP K5 2 S Igv Y
SERIRAN 1 AN UT AR, Horb 2 A IgV AEA
E R 2 A B i VCBPs [ 1gV s 2
HE B AN I R SR R B RS ARE Y, LT
JOT 85 14 35 1 A7 75 T R 0 e 50 9% T ek 21 s AL A
Ji 4, Cannon %5 ™ B 3L B fLf VCBP 43 T1E .
MAMEN H 5~6 A2 BRI SR G, 1% DK b 1)
EH B W B T R FERR AN IR
3.1.4 GBI

FETCHEHESI YD B S B BB 7T b, AR ) S g%
BN A T E AL B A JR L VAR AR R R At
FAKE I R (. Fu %5 1 76 59 35 (6 B RIS BT
(7 WSSV B[R] ) BRI 98 b B, IR
WSSV [RJUF, FoPp A0 B )57 52 A 1) mRNA 5225 B,
WA ANEER S5 T 4E 86 #2. Cong 2 &
TEATFL R DURN B SIC R A Y F e B, P o J st 1
RULER DL, AT BE 3 a8 b DUHRH TN — kA= G,
Ja RIMFVEAE AR EHRE EESS TXx—1T
T2, B CAPURAE ARk S e N R R 3% T
FEMEH . Menamara 55 ™ [ il 2RSS 70
T IR (Serratia marcascens), K4 ERERER
ZE RS, HART RSB E TN, I HRmE Ll
AA w2 IR T, PR E o 1 FH AR gt
FEVE S SR ¥ T HEAER . fEH R,
58 N G250 Ji M8 (Carcinus maenas) F% 45
43 254531 Penaeidin, Crustin #1357 ALF (anti-lipopolysacc-
haride factor) 5 £ Fpii & ik 7, K IEATLE H
FEBN P00 B T AR A B e B A v kB
TEH .

Bulet %5 "' 75 SR8 E AT R, EES K
M B (Escherichia coli) BY, J# ¥ Tl Bk B (Micrococcus
luteus) Jii, AR N HUE K (drosomycin, metchni-
kowin) 7K~V 2 3L H ST = Ja FEAR S, HAERI
J5 24 h PR AR AR IR B IR, Bt 1R
HIETR G R PR KRS S 5 e SR = 2
. HZEEHIN N, K Bulet [FS256 316 = —IRIE
SR T, B, A ORHLRE KR BRI T RF &
B SCHR B ) B e 2B Ui AR 2
32 MRS5S

JCA HESN ) .20 PR ) fe 2 D e A0 HE 0 P 5
B TR, BLEFIE RS 5. gE i — i

B A FH R Bk N I3 s TR e, (RN
B AR (AR A AR ) MR BRI, 2
PLZ A I 4 g i) 2 2, a8 o 34 A B T 1R
SRIAT e e B H AT E A I R B B B 4>
T, fUHE Peroxinectin®®| Integrin®”, Hemomucin"”,
Hemolin™™ %, B SR 7F 5 2 T B HE B 1) G 9% 5K
L, BSOS Ft Hr EEE, (HA
RN EEARR B IRt i A & M. AR
RAESN I e RISt S B/, RIGHEHE
BN A HE S ) FH SR A 1 R0 I B o S5 A% G 1) B
Bro RN, TR HES) A M40 B i A R AR
FHAE BRAR S AT B0 ) S % B R 5
YE . Cong %5 ™ FIIHUESNE (Listonella anguillarum)
T T R I TR IR Y BRI AL DL (Chlamys farreri), &
S Pt D P I 24 o i 3 4 A ORI B 3 T
Wl 5 BRI ERAE G, MR i g5 R
TE K 33 4k g Al 42 9N ER (Vibryo splendidus) 15 7Y
FR AR 2 7 EE P, Pham 25 U Sf B SR b R O R 3K
BEFR B B il % 55 BRI (Streptococcus pneumoniae) 3
B, BEJE FHEOER SRR I, Fe G 2 B K
ASERARAE R, HIH L AERIERE, G
OO 5 2k HLAET 2R 5550 HR A /]« Roth A Kurtz ™Y
VESBF ORI I T3 2 4 28 AT o BUERL I L (Poreellio
scaber), B J5 & AT BEAERIBL R IAEZ [R)
B ORI A W 4 PR ) B B, EL A A
TETESS, EURUS N A RS, AW i 40 i A A AR
TR HESN YIRS e v e hEIEH, JFRRE T
FE R e, B2 REIX 73 [ AP 4 TR AN [F] R k. Fu
ke 1OV F WL T S 1 6F R WSSV A, i 3 [R] () A B AT
(B. subtilis), 5 WSSV &I LB, 48
NG R B R AR T, BOAT A SO R (2 2k i 1
) 75 s 440 P 22 7 W WSSV . ZRABLAGAF 70 &5 S AE B i
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