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Research progress on response mechanism of leaf stomatal conductance and

mesophyll conductance to drought stress in rice (Oryza sativa L.)

WANG Le-Le', WANG Quan', HUANG Ya-Ru', WU Li-Quan"’, HE Hai-Bing'*
(1 College of Agronomy, Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei 230036, China;
2 Jiangsu Collaborative Center for Modern Crop Production, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Rice (Oryza sativa L.), as a major food crop in Asia, is often affected by water deficit, which leads to a
significant decrease in photosynthetic rate and yield. Stomatal conductance (g,) and mesophyll conductance (g,,) are
the main factors limiting photosynthesis under drought conditions. g, characterizes the conduction resistance of CO,
moving from the atmosphere around the leaf through the stomata to the inner cavity under the stomata, while g,, is
used to measure the conduction resistance of intercellular CO, through the mesophyll to the carboxylation site of
RuBisCo in the chloroplast matrix. Starting with the response of g, and g,, to drought stress, this paper systematically
summarized the regulation mechanism of stomatal size (S), stomatal density (D), abscisic acid (ABA) and
aquaporins (AQPs) on g, as well as the regulation mechanism of g, by the chloroplast surface area exposed to
intercellular airspaces per leaf area (S/5), cell wall thickness (7,,,), carbonic anhydrases (CAs) and AQPs. Based on
these above, this article expounds the synergistic mechanism of g, and g,, in response to drought, assumes the

synergistic regulation of g, and g,, in rice leaves at physiological level and leaf structure level. Finally, the related
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research on cultivation measures to improve photosynthetic performance under drought conditions was prospected.

This paper will provide some theoretical basis and practical guidance for the breeding and cultivation measures of

rice varieties with drought resistance, high yield and high efficiency.
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FEEPEHEAEI e —. deAk, R HKEZL
FEEAGE, RMHKIRFIGEARE, e Tk
FH KRR T A K G EEAN BTN &, XL R T
Fool K &R S 1 Bl 1Y K (Oryza
sativa L) 1E RN FE K — RIREEY), /KFEFEK
21 R H KT 70%, 7K BT IR S ER 0 B K FE A
I R T RRFEABIGKEHE T, KR
e gl KR fahl. Bk, KR K& #HEE
I 7K 43 F F 2 (water use efficiency, WUE) 4 77 5
TR IKFE AT RREE K R I ME— 1842

TR2EMT, KENEGERRZRZEZE~F T
Fer 2R, RI4ERET 5 MRt G4 - s R 23R
B P B A = WUE (B 440 B 1Rk
HAEHBEY, CO, W20 R H i ALY H
AL, AL ARIEERR AL T IaG 36| AL
S J¥ (stomatal conductance, g,), ffif& CO, /£ LA
FE G BE 77 1 R 72 T 4% M (8] CO, ik FZ (1) 22 22 7] 4%,
g K, ALK CO, BIFEHIFR T8RN, 2 K
FEIE AL AR BE -1,5- —BERR R ACEE / hn %8 (RuBisCo)
] € 2 |7, Ml CO, 75 2id ik 40 A 7] PR 4k 229 Bl 2
AU HEEFE L, SRS FARK OO IR AN L EE L ZH MR, A
LT P S AR TS RN I S AR RS IR BH D A R Bk
RuBisCo HIRAAL .. CO, MSFL TR (41 lajEs )
# 1A RuBisCo Ak AL i 4% T FE AR it A 3 FE
(mesophyll conductance, g,), ‘& 72 Rl Y& 1EH 1
N—FEHRR. —feki, g, BK, BRMUALL CO,
Wk, tAEFEER, &g, B/, R
CO, W N AH R PG, A EEZ R, hitnl I,
g Mg, RmLEEFMEEABRK 7, JLHAE
THREFMT, REVHAIIKNA g Mg, /AR EHF
BRSSP A28 KR O i 28 R B 1 3 2 A
T W AN, H,O 1 CO, LA FLIEIE, g BT
VA ZZ 53R (transpiration rate, 7)) %f 7K /> FERL
P EEIREERN, #mxs WUE B — g7 m.
Fk, ARG KAE g g, K5 e R K
HATEAR L WUE (52, = A IR, 45
SEMFI LA MBS M SR IR ar 7K 250k

HXt g, M g, IR FEALE, 73 B 22 PR MIARR 35 £ it xo
TR g Mg, MMM, fEIL3at B, $2H g
Mg, Wi B SRR, E R B WAL
DR RETUT 77 1) b e B AR R S — € 1Y
BB

1 g XTI

AL AE ) 58 R A 1 2 I i, R
CO,, Il Z M1 FHRUK 73 A ARG ek [F 4L,
B g, AR W) BE BT LLBG 0 M [A) CO, ¥R FE (the
concentration of intercellular airspaces CO,, C,), #if
Hahnm-gk4A& CO, W (the concentration of chloroplast
CO,, C,), MEMFERGE, (AN g BT 2
MZEREVER P @I PR g, A IEH TR K
Iy FERL AEHS T 066 Bk 5] 40 BAIC i RUR: o [R1 L
AL GERF K FERR [F A AT K 73 8R4, ASRAS S
AKErE (R ZE MG Ky R 0% ) B B2 21,
BIET 24T, MNAERKEEFE~ R aRAE
BE . SRS, WA g, FEAFERMAALIK
IR P ol VAT B2 N R W VNN
(stomatal size, S) A FLFLEHITTHLH], — 2K
KBRS FLEE (stomatal density, D). A/ K}
RSB R AL P R Rl IR S AL 7 i T 5 3o
R B ME, R K iR S5 . R BLROK
JH1E % A (aquaporins, AQPs) Z K&K S5 (K 1).

1.1 M E%H

Heéroult % i 72 43 Br 5 46 A B A A A<M ok
TR il g, 5OCETERIIR R, 15 M i
TR ASILALAR, DA IREEHIR SR E1EH, [F
N 5 A PR FEE sl 2 ot FiE 2k 7K B R AN R g i o <AL
BUNRE N AR SO TR, SRRV ALE R
e 7R ILTE ™, IX7E Ouyang % ¥ [153C
o8 B TAE S, KAE U7 T, Reddy % UYL
Nagina-22 7K 75 1) & i i AH 2R 4844 (5.10 mg/em®) A1
I AR R AR 1K (4.00 mg/em®) MK AREGAEL, K
AR R AR BB A AL R, R
E ST T KA BRI, AL A S i AN
BT b RS8N AN 2 e 25 T, F v T AR R AR A4
KB AR B A BE R, SGEERAER,
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OsPIPsHI-
OsTIPs

T 7 gm/gs

OsPIPsHI_ &m

HE S OsTIPs R

S: ALK/ D: RALEE: ABA: BRI T MMLEEESE; Ngy: WERAKH; S/S: P AR 5 85 T 4 (el B
AR CAs: TRIRITEG. SRR CARE R AN, e RN M AR I IE 1 HAE RN .
Bl g Kg,hENERNFREN

B ZOR R E B WUE,  BAE SEI BT 2 =F 7 H 1.
K F& H I Bl T S FL % B (D on the adaxial side,
D i) 1T 328 5 THI (1) S L% BE (D on the abaxial side,
Dopaviar) Dadasia TEAN 5] fi Fft 18] 22 57 5 255 10 Doapaa
Z BN KB TF BRI D B W, TR
D i TEREM, IX R B IE BT R IR K FEAE R N
WEREE KA, L ERESARERL Y, B
il 5 ] A LR I 1AL - 5 R s Y
F&, TE RN 2 B A M S A E BB LR, KAk
) g, I8 OR T2 R 1 I R WS A R R
KA U BARAT SR AL S A i AL A X — J i
e 0 1o A AR R, RS L PR O PR DA A 2 A A7 i S8
FREE

1.2 Bii%EZ (abscisic acid, ABA)

A ) ABA 2 RE 1A AL P DA kK
SRR R, AR SIR N RS L mT AR
- Py T IRGE A . Wang %5 1 DLKFE N BE 5e 44
B T 2 5 1ER AL 2 K 7 5 B2 R AR ik
M3 B0 A 1 32 3040« B 5 ABA 45380 533
FRRN FEH T4 g, 5 g, ABATR
ALK AR L )2 ABA 2R F R N H
2 UL SRR AN B AN S 1. ABA
45 SnRK2 (sucrose nonfermenting 1-related protein
kinases 2) V& PR E 7. IX A SnRK2 J8 i i#0E B 5
T R A R P s sl Y, ISR
MR, SBERE T RAMEsl S BN
SO RS BOBE KNG, R PRI, AR

N, FERILRE. ALK RES, SHPY]
2P IRIE A R BB B B oS i 3 SRR U,
FH T~ S AU FH B 38 18 AN 4 8 T LE AR A R LA
PREFEOE L Bh el E I |], X 45 0% T 41 g%
AR RUA R ALY WERR R, ABA i
1B E S H K ASR (abscisic acid-, stress-, and
ripening-induced) 2 5 Xt JE 2E ¥ i 38 79 W .. Park
2 US55k OsASRI T8 /K R A AR B D RE % 5 45 R
N, FEFRERKREE T ABA N S AR FLKHE T2
Jhig T R B KR RE 1. T RE T,
OsASR1 ¥: 5 R/Kf ABA 7KFFHm, SALIF AR,
SALEEMERE, g M T K, MNmts 7 EE
L.
1.3 AQPs

MAIERIR, B2 E AR E K A
& BAMEFIIL AR 7 s il R AL, X R
98 F BRI T — AR N AQPs /Ny T s E AL
AQPs J& T—RFiREH, WREFHIREME, "k
Y AQPs 73 T2, A4 i ik A\ 25 1 (plasma
membrane intrinsic proteins, PIPs). & ¥ Ji5 ik A\ &
(tonoplast intrinsic proteins, TIPs). 2% Nod26 fi£ iz A
K [ (nodulin-26-like intrinsic proteins, NIPs). /) 4}
F-HREER A\ B A (small basic intrinsic proteins, SIPs)
DL A2 GlpF ik N & H (GlpF-like intrinsic proteins,
GIPs) **, PIPs #1 TIPs #& M /1 H,O #1 CO, #iz
B . NIPs 75 5 RHE 4 [ 203 AR AR 1 2K 1
JBE ek, AHAE R SR A Joi 5 B P Joi Y A
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TP, SIPs R 2~3 AN, FEEN T WK
W B, GIPs W7 7E T & 8 4 . KR
SEH 33 4 AQPs FERL L, 4y 11 4> PIPs. 10
AN TIPs. 10 4> NIPs F1 2 4> SIPs 3£ 4 4N 5 ik 2,
Forp TIPs g A T, JHAESH R & 4 H
AT RE ELAE S AQPs [ T FE K B9, — ik TIPs £ 4%
UEMIREEE NH, iz P,

X K& AQPs (18 57 3= ZLAE 1 #E PIPs ko X
KBS, T2AEWKE 8% S OsPIPI; 1
Fik B, PRI R OsPIPL, 1 @i s infh-1- 5
Ky AR FAKERFF 7= 8RR S a2,
FEMREE th e 7 3k OsPIPI; 3, %3 R L (e Ak
R, WATAKE, WUE FFiiKoy 586 & T
FpA A BY, Ding & PR R, i FKIA OsPIP2; 1
BN T BB RGE M (PF), TR ER OsPIP2;1 PR T
IKFEME R K 146 S 1. OsPIP2;2 /v 51 H,0 i&
o f B A TR S N 2 R B 3G N, XA
JREB PR A A B AR S . KRS OsPIP2;2 (it %
BRI T KRR A AR H,0 (I8 F A 5 R
B, B OsPIP2;3 JE RIK RN 7K 43 5 S 32 B 1 it
P, B THEREK, TR
FEREEAE B Nada % ™ it 48 R EoR, T2
IBR, OsPIP2;4 TEW/N/KFE SRR ik, (|
TEAR W52 B30 5 7 AR RS 5 Al ik OsPIP2;4
TRHEAR R K 2> SR AE AR AR 5 17 70 RIRS & b ot
RIE G ARAM LB A RUEBINIRE . T2
R, KAEM S AR OsPIP2;5 3635 LR, AT
BE A R TR 2 1K 4 B fE KRS R R A
OsPIP2;6 3458 T R0 T 2. Bk R b ia bt
Y BT, OsPIP2; 7 16 /K e v ik R ik AR 30 7 28 1 1
AR IR e g4tk B AR T AT FiE S
HE SiPIP2;7, WEHEIAAEML D B, 4N C1 30,
g~ WUE MIgtfild 423 A3 LA &, AN 1 ht
B RE QSRR e T2 PIPs 5
KO EIBEYIROG, 1R LB TR D Re AT e B B Ek )
W% g, (HTRZ&MT AQPs B:H 5 g, M NER R
WEEEZ IRANF R G I T o
1.4 ZEREXgAINEIEE

Xu 2 Y DRI AR, KT BN IEE A
JE FE TR v- B 3 T R (y-aminobuyric acid, GABA)
B, e TR FLAR A0 B R Y B B T s A
ALMT9 (aluminium-activated malate transporter 9) jf
T GABA 15 5/ 1 ASLITEEMIZE B JK, ik
BT R TL2HH GABA (17 AR 56 Tk > AL TR F AN 28

W 7K & b Ho e 4 1), ol 5 3% ALMTO Sk
P25 WUE FIPp £ %, mikal L, ABA. AQPs LA
J GABA #1%} g, # 2 AR 1) R4 H, fEAEY
RS R A BB . (H = ) T A
g MY F A F F AT W TS 28, A IFSIR M, ABA
3 AQPs B:[H ik ma BT Fpia, 51k
b T SEBU E LS E (B D).

2 g, 3TN

FIARB TN, B 7 ASLE &= R GG & 3R
Gb, FEEYICEER TRENIERAN R FEZEH
23 2% [E A A RuBisCo A 4k B 13 29 fiff Rl 2
BT SIS, 4R, Flexas 2 @il o AL HEIT g,,
5% EERMKR, EIRIEW TIEITH A EER
e EE R RS g, TRESIE, 1A b
SRRIEEME ARSI Ak, RSN Hr R,
1§38 2 (net photosynthetic rate, 4,) )2 5 A fe
AT RuBisCo #E B & & U 4R %IE
TRIBR AL 3R A0 R (APC) FER TR, AR
R Ay 2R ET g, AR R ™. (et
= g, e, HEFEmE G AR S Rt — DR AE
Vi g I g r e — . A, BT g, 1
A R RN CO, KIESECR, &g, B
FSCLE S TSR AR A AT 1) CO, MR EE R FEAPE Je
KPR, Ay 1 WUE 233800, R A B 7L,
g, 2 RIEYIH Bt G E A WUE [R5 4 = 1A
HAL Y, RERIE T RAME T, & g, MR RE 2
EVI FE = EE SRR, TERK, XTHED g,
FE A A T R A T A A A RN B A A, —
M 5, A SRR BT g i A B (A
fife 0 457 ) A (B) AR AR FR [AQPs Ak R I
(carbonic anhydrases, CAs)] #1520 g, ™ (& 1).
2.1 MEAZERELSH

WA N e 7R 3 A 3 D IR A R %
G ML S S TR« AR BB . 4 PR A
JRERT, LR SRR TS A At B T e
Jiw 18] B i ik AR i AR (S S A s AR (S) 1 R
(8./8 ) &>V F14 ffu B ) (cell wall thickness, T, ) '
SR g, I EBEAE R . A M BE BH 7 2 o5 A
I PRIBEL 75 1) 25%~50% %, {H % 4l LG Bt g, (15
W J STRRFE I S50 PR E DL RIS SR R R
I BY N R EE, S/S LLE K, X CO,
(I 4NRE JI 5, A 55 4R RUKRE g, AR ERES B,
EAREFINN S/S RIKHE g, KRN, 3B
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Y1 B R P B DR B g0 K A3 T A K R I e
SN, S/S M KIEL, 46038 g, FEAG, 410
1] 7 A B 3 i 444 M RuBisCo ¥R AL A7 5 1 CO, PY,
RAPRIR T e R P,

MR RN, MAERE (SNEE) FRFMT,
T, KBRS, T52380 g, RIKFESH /S
FEMR A %, TRZM4T, A% H (number of
chloroplasts, Ny,). K/NFIHES] K AR 2, 5 /8
BEAE B, Tholen %5 P Y N TR A& FEOLS
Resid b, DR 7RG A E B, ke
KA GRARIZ S, M ERRIZE 35 E0R A0 B HES (1)
N R I S GAWAY 2 (A
2.2 ABA

EYTFEaE, ABA B2 55%S g, fts
P&, Mizokami %5 ) 38 i T 52 A P B A= 7Y 4 2R
ABA SR RAGARRE R I, B ABA 3R EEIE N,
2, FREMIIE R, B ABA USR5 = 1%
K 7 g, 1. ABA XF g, I 5% M v] R 22 i@ i B ik
AQPs Il CAs {35 M R 52 B ©Y. ABA ¥ B 9 7t
m AT BEIE 5 pH LA 5%, pH kil it AQPs

S 2R PR SO T R TR T
gm[63]a
2.3 CAsFIAQPs

Y g, R A BE LK 7y CO, R EE A

SRR AR AL, (EI IR N SRk o) A LA RGER B
SRS ETEAEN, R T R A A B g,
X b G IR BT AR AL A I R s N i e g,
i PR 40 AR AL R AR G R R (W AQPs Al
CAs) 17354k .

CAs 1] LLE L 4L CO, Al HCO, 2 [8] f ] 30 5%
H R A T A i) pH A4, R CO, LEZH LA )
5, TR g, ™. XA B8 A i g4k
RS DR FRA X R E 1 CO, IR, MM o F A
CH R B AT A ) RuBisCo %1, Perez-Martin %% !
T T 5 AR AR RO AR BE AT R AR 43 e E A R
BUE T AQPs il CAs Z 5% g, Ml g, g fEHE
RN SHFF AR I XA R 1) 5 AR 3, T AE
HEFFT g, KBTS GEEH RS K 60%, &
KJG g, PRI AL A B K E . % 7T
CAs [FIRIAXS WM g, s WA X 8L, g, FE%
AQPs HIA¥E

JKF& OsPIPI;2 i RIEME MRS B AR, g,
BEEE, TN CO, i R R A RERE iz
gy 7, B NtAQPI (AS) it Fik NtAQPI (O) HIH

FRMES % B AERIAR LG, AS FERR RO G G R A
g, Bk, Ding 25 PV BFFLRIN, 1%k AQPsOsPIP2; 1
W T EERERE M, vIRefEAR S g, TERCR B
B IE R Y. SR, Kromdijk 25 Y F] 4 Ff
AR TSy BT LS I+ PIP1;2. PIP1;3 A PIP2;6
BRI m b b R0 g, AT TAGE, FTA T EERE
I g, 7E PIP PR R R 22 5 0 R AR (8] A7 72 B 2
ZE 5, ABREOE A R g, RS . Huang
S LRI, (R, JKAS PIP 3 K R Bk R
HE AR G EEM g, IR ZESR,
RS TMIARSR, B, /KAg PIP K mi kR 55
AT g, 75 SRR T HAE K IR (H (A AT R 2% )
FAE KB B, 11 AQPs Xt g, [ P4 7E T2 ML A 733k
—B . EIREERERN, 5 T KHE CAs fl AQP
Xt g, WAL 4% 208 LR R % g, 958 AQPs FE K]
A FFRN L o

3 g0 g, BthEEE

PG L7 i S 0 1 e ST ) N i 5 7 D 1
WUE B0 SRt e £ W, g M g, AIAEAE &)
R, YE¥F g F g, [ AT OC R AT g2 P iy
FE7K 4 B FH 2% (WUE) B #% 0 i, B WUE R i%
5 g./g, ELFAMIE, AN B g, 7 TER R,
Bt IWUE 5% &1 g./g, B 05, B g/g
TR EH A A FET R, EWiks
AR g, ARD KB 2, TIX A TE g, 39 Ep
C, R FF AR B 7K T B A AT g AR 0 35w 14 [l sk ot
FE, @Mk EE WUE ™, g soplimingr, 2
TN T, MAFIF WUE f38 0, 87, Han 25 7
WH, FREAUAET, Mitg, M, WUE =,
DA g, T e AT LRI g, 32 = WUE [ 5% i M T 72
Ay PAEEEMEH. Hknl W, g g, XF Ay
WUE 2 HZ R AEER (B D).

CAs % 7 16T R hia N Xt g, AER 4, Hf=
Y IR S ENIE T B R T IR DA S AU B vd
TE /N4y s Y, X g EEVE R, RP iR
CAs fJBe 2 Wh s g Ml g, HREAEFIRNRZ —.
IHeAh, AQPs BEIETE g, HiRE g MILEBITKE,
W g, B EE AQPs 2 Kb F7E — B4, 2
BA R RX LI R 2 5 7 2 2R 1) AR BRRRAE 1 1
5, BRI g, PIOCBREE R AT RE A2 4% g, S8 AQPs
BRI, B AQPs 71 4% g, Ml g, H1 Al REAFALE
—E MM B, Rl & AE g A g, R T
o iE POEAR AL I, P E R g, A g, 1 AQPs 1 %



A

FIRIR, S5 KAEM R AL RE S A S RO T 5 R i S LB AT 7 E 453

P& AN 2E

WEFCR B, JOUFE I 0 L 1 3 AL S
PN AN 2 R B R P, RALK
/N5 PR R D BN B DA G T, B AR ALTE
SHRHIE 5 A S RRHIE R B BA R tE, 2
g, 5 g B IF) A 2 A B I T B i g R A T
(B H AT 5% TR LA PSS 4 B oy 7 5 3 K
Hoxt e Er AR RPN AT FEA AL (B 1)

4 FRTHIEHENENeH ¢, MHM

KRR BRI AR B S — RS
FRBE A Bl T AR AR T T A A KRG AR TR A R
FH, XEEE RS S EY PSR S
BRI T g, A (50 g, BB B A AR A 5%
4.1 KBEIEE

REABRG T, Ko FIER KR Z [ E
YER S/ E Y A K S5 KRR 2R, BERR 7K AE
MG R, KRG TR RGeS, B
B E . BRI 7 2 IR
JCE, RRRA S VBT KB A R OK B A Xt
IKFER RIS KIS e, 45 1R mEH
FRBRATE MR, [KEHFFAERAAEK;
38 BE 7K 4y 8 RE S AR R IG5, iR L,
REEWR PR 1. BIEIZ & AT DU i 55
RuBisCo 1% & g, g, REMIEAIER . B 7
WL R, BT, AR SRR A=
JeA R, g WA, (HGHE ST bR 5
2 =T AR AR EE (P < 0.05), MEES®.
HHR, g HitifEEREEENIEHIKR ; IBR7E
AEETEMINK /> B R E R m R R AR AR,
g HNESH. TREMT, HEE—ERE Lk
SRR o W (R R 77 o 5 3 L0 ik 5 i e R I
B AN S BT BRI CO, Rk BREAMT,
5 g, I CO, ¥ HUZ e & 1F F It 32 2R i) K
7 W BRSO EERE AW, K g,
i CA B MOKREAE KAy W8 4 1 R A K
F 2l NO,#& it 8 7%, {HI/KFE7E NH, Al NH,-NO;
TR I T AR Kl % LU E NOLE 72 N A K i
FEIX 3 FRRERT, KOWEX KESH ALK
AAFEMRN. 5 NOE M, NHE IRl Mm
1k RuBisCo % & AT AQPs {11k $2 5 T /KFES)
PR B,

BT LB Y g, A g, AT T R e
THIEDCAVER . FE R S/S AR AN i R

B Aok g, B, AR R s s R i g 50k
P e AR A S K P, Zahoor 25 ™ K 31,
TEPE R, BEEA RSN, MR AR
P, XA AE R T T R E
(1) g, R B Wl CO, FIRRRAE T, XA K 7
OB TR S K R IK 43 96 & ke 5 oG i
TER P Oddo %5 PV 78 R B it A AR 5, &5
T FIIARFR K 4% S0 I, X G T T
W T R I8 T RFFA K . S ALTF RS Ak
TR, TR R MHE N g,.
42 HINEHIGEE

Sasi 25 2 2 WA 4 A K U8 T 70 40 3 T R FE
M), K& (SA). Z R (PBZ) fE4f#T F 5l ik
(AR FRA AL R BR UNAR X & 7K & (relative water content,
RWC). MBI A IENE TAO. ABA 4 & fl NADPH
AR R T T R E RIFMIER, Aoh
T TEManfEE, Wk T KRR,
Farooq % ™ #f 7t & B AMIE SA 1 it Fl 24038 7 /K e
FEIER MW A PR . FREMET, K84y
Al g, B0 FMCT IER PR &M FHIKE, —E SA
WREEEF N, Ay BE SA WRE T e, g A
B ARk, )25 HEM SA (it F 8 4% FL A vk 2 e &
ERIIN 20 g, IR Ay 724500

B 7R LA A KBRS, R 2 R A
YA AR RN AR W A i 52 Hh T 2 B A
F BT fER R, A A R A R AL
BN -6- WRIR & UM (TPS) ALEEENE -6- Wi IR
Mg (TPP). fE/KFEH, 1F3RIA TPS F1 TPP XL fE
R4 (1 (TPSP) 40 7 ¥ pE 10 & &, #8987 K
Ferxt e A W 0 R B2 PR A R AR K 2B
SIMTR, EIEAYIME iRk TPSP o] LU
J ARG a0 P KR RIE OsTPPI it
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