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Progress of studies on reproductive modes and

mechanisms of regulation in Artemia

YANG Jin-Shu*, BI Ning, YANG Wei-Jun
(Institute of Cell and Developmental Biology, College of Life Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China)

Abstract: The reproductive mode and its regulating mechanism is one of the most fundamental and important
issues concerned in life sciences. The genus Artemia is a group of small crustaceans that have significant economic
and scientific research values. According to reproductive modes, Artemia has eight bisexual species and quite a few
geographic parthenogenetic populations, providing an ideal research model for the study of the mechanism of
reproduction. Previous studies on the reproductive regulation in Arfemia have been focusing on discrimination of
bisexual species and parthenogenetic populations, chromosomal karyotyping, interspecific hybridization,
biogeography, population genetics, etc., which sometimes led to disputed results. In recent years, with more and
more accumulated evidence and the accomplishment of the whole Artemia genomes, research interests on sex
determination and origin of parthenogenesis have gradually converged towards a unified focus on gene expression
regulation at the genomic level. In this context, this paper summarizes the research history and frontier of the
mechanism of reproduction in Artemia, and combines the research and considerations of our team to sort out the
information of sex regulation mechanisms of both bisexual and parthenogenetic Artemia. We also look forward to
future research directions and the problems to be solved.
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KRN G FFER, FEES, BET, 22—
LN SEREY), Ry EE TR
(Arthropoda). H5EE[] (Crustacea). fiffl /£ 4 (Branc-
hiopoda). JCH! H (Anostraca). X H £} (Artemidae)-
< & (Artemia). B HAE SN FEEAFAF] (B A0EE A )
W2 7 A A LT BT AR 52 1 5 i R 3 AR AR O
(diapause cyst), FHEOEPRAR ORI H (1) 675 94k AT LA
VERIK = FREE BN 4t B BRARTT F DRl DR bt
IR K IR A S VI B ™ O e AR AR
YR, A R ) e R R A AR R AN SR A
T BT RERA AR, o R A By SR T LA
S NPTEARSE (bisexuality) FIHIUEAE5E (parthenogenesis)
PR, SR AN 5] B g H A/ e aE 5 R B
() —Ff, AR AETE T 2 T A AL i) 22 4 i oK
] B o

ATy BB TP p He S AIOHE e e AR B R 45
MU AR SCHIE 7T, H 45 A AW 7t BB Ak 1 A,
BT g AR gE 7 SRR N R 5 S A R
BERE, N4 Ja B A T AR N A T2 il 1 e
FIHTHE TR

1 [HEEERR

eI K PEA T SRR, o UK R R AR
TR —— PR A A 5. HoAr, —3EK
PR i e 8 AN PP Artemia amati ( J5AEHIPS §E
it ). A. franciscana (YN )< A. persimilis ( 7
FIM) A. salina (P 7 ALTE ) A. sinica ( H [E
63 ). A. sorgeloosi ( " [E ¥ )« A. tibetiana (
FE Pk ) AL A wrmiana (BHR1). Frr 9 NFAEY
FSEFH A sp. Kazakhstan i 1EsEF N 4. amati™,
ARG ENE . BT 2017 45| NI A frameshifia
A murae 82 78 & e FOESE B, Rk
AICFEARWT

AN T3 AT AR B (R 7 P i e, T iy e
HOHOCM AR R AR R R I AR B (B 1A)PY,
T JCE AR B A% 0 5 S b ) AR B R B A e AT 10 P
HE,  AIME po H 38 8 A ek AR I b BA DX 23 AN [ ) ol
B, Eeln A parthenogenetica Gahai, Bl “ i
i H 7 ISR 5 25k A A. parthenogenetica,
SRR PIOME e R B AIOME o BRI 9 R
SRR GLEARAE I KA B I RIX &R, — Rl
FEHALERE (B 1B)°7,
1.1 HEMAEMEELR

MR IS — 1, PRI AR5 g A

=M ) — 2 M (sexual dimorphism) : #f 4 Al HL
(10~12 mm) LEHEYE (8~10 mm) A1 5 M HLAE R R
AEBEAR I — A F SR A AR LA N BEGE B AN 52 8 B
(1) G0 2E (ovisac), 1 K B2 7E AR A AR 4 B — % o] Ak
T AZ LA (penis) 5 AHEET0E L, A HRER = 5o fi £
WAL N K IB IR AE 2% (clasper) 5 b4k, HEHFE
FHRE S T d B — Bk e, v g A
FH AR 3 (1) Ji 31 e 0 A I R PR 2% PO e 4 e,
HR A AR N 52K, SAG & & e KB
5] 1A HE A A o

X RAEHREMRKE R T RKE
(spermatogenesis), 28 [ MK S5 41 B 2G5 R R 5L
AN B RS JEYR R (spermatogonia) £ 75 42 4y 41
BA I 7 AT 20K BEZR L (primary spermatocyte) ; 78
J& RN B AT W R, ROV BRI, A
BSR4 B (spermatid) 5 e 280G 4 B A A0 R RGP RS
¥ (spermatozoa). fEMEME K HAETE R G, BTk
4= (oogenesis) [ 4 5 1A ( UF 3 AH R AT B BE 40 i Ak
By HH (OPREAE RS 2 0 G O ) ARG HA (O
BEAHRAHE NP E ) =B B, U0 R AR MY B
FERAE IS, IR R B s (HU ARG =
b o By, O RRAN M A A R AR T R AR A T
A BIBN BT FEF B, PP pg o e Ak T B T R A R S
B B 00 5 B 240 P 2 455 3 7 28 — ek B o 2, B
FIEBR AR TGS R R e s 24 1

JUE T PR = R R B B A A
B UL S e A 1 R B BR A 22 B A, (D0 T
R E B BARBLAR LA R 25 5 v i 1 1) S Bt 2 PR ol
RN T (S ). MRS, X FE s
TSI ESR, LR E2F)E TR
PR HEN (BEELEMTEH) U KE, Hik
Bl ENHIEEE 772 RIERANWRF R MY, BT
) e s R L DAL AR ) 2 B R R e U, sk
b AN [F P b 2 1A B 9 A S P I T s, AR
PR 1A i P e S ke S AL IR 9 R AR AT 9 M i A B
AFo
1.2 SRS R

DATAR L h 2 BT i s 78 U7, s
HICHE 7 2 2541 T B B AR AN B B SR M 2 A PiT R
Bt (P TA), 3P 55 3 ) A Mt PICHE Pl B 11
—ANEERFE Y BT IR R AL G S R
€ S (F, AT ) Sk W7 DICHE e s B ] 7 40 o
Z, WRENTE Y ] A parthenogenetica Jill I 1 ¥
A B R — HIUHE e SRR o AITCME AR 5 AT DL
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A. amati *

A. franciscana

A. persimilis 4

A. salina >
A. sinica

A. sorgeloosi

A A. tibetiana

V A. urmiana

% A. parthenogenetica

oXmeo4

B

A. parthenogenetica group 1
A. amati

A. urmiana

. sorgeloosi

. tibetiana

. parthenogenetica group 2
. Sinica

. salina

A. franciscana

A. persimilis

P IR N N N N

A BEEZIE SR v R AR I B, AN EL A R R R g s R M T BRI A. franciscana; B: FRGEHEALA 3

TR AR B, RRIRIME, REREK.

E1 A g AN e R A IR 5376 R R G L R &R

(R P AR BT SR RUAEARMY 7 (dual cost), FIUHER
T e 08 TRR BN 5 2 A I B AR B, DR AEY)
AR AEY) Z e B SR S E

PICHE i HUC 75 MEREASTE, B AT o 1 e HR
FEAEJE A AR AT BAAE A5 A4 AIOREE pxi H m %) 48 ff 27 0K
SR, ANET P N R A R o
R f e / FRBOE AL, AIOHE s UM B 7 & A2 B R iR
RE & MECEHATIERE, o7 2R nT LA oy
FRAMMN B EEEARRES ", HA gl
JH 5 R B - SR A S AL T AN 2

PICHE pa 2 77 ARG B ) O A R A7
(rare male)!'”, IX— B RAEAS /DA B4 Fh B R 17
16, EFFFREATY T H BB EE M E L — BT
Gl o R W HEAR 2 IC DI RER] (non-functional),

BRI, S EEAmER "™ HA
FEEI 2% L RfEAA 2 4= TN BE Y (functional male), 7] LLS
T P I A b e 12 1 A RO AR S AR, R
— R A T LK IO e AR A OC IR IR DR AR B 2
R[Sz HAL 3R 1 AUME (contagious parthenogenesis) ™" ;
A 2EE NN, TR RIAEAE RN T DR RO
FEM G RE, By (b AICHE A DR A ) o A4 3 1 34
b S - N P TTRe /N e N = 8 i B 2R
PR B A, IO e ER Rt SR B Y i fk
ZAEVE, — R R AR IIOME 7 B A e = A
DA, A =070 0 VR A I 1 1 R 5 L A
MIGOARZ G IR

FEAHEN LB 72, 5 s T2 17K & (Daphnia)
W RAT BRI AT F RAE D o Ut Fe i 2
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Mo AR, AKERIUMES sl G AR B, A
A pai UL PEAIOME A= 5 (obligate parthenogenesis),
7K & K FH A& 38 IO 77 52X (cyclical parthenogenesis),
IEERS S ARFZ AT IO = A e fE R A, — B
B B AT KA (N4 ), K F V1A A TE
FEr= HARHRON, &5 A0 57 25 AV 5 15 25 3 10k N IORE A=
P R, R 38 A T ) R GE (genetic sex
determination, GSD) AL, HiPE 4L Ak (ZW 1K R )
RVE JEARRIPER, T KA MG AR TR PR
5% 14 ) ¥ %€ (environmental sex determination, ESD)
U, PIFEMEN e BT RERE R, X
BEIE MR, i A PIHEAL 1) TG 18 A2 N BRI A2 41
DRI SR A0 A B INASUE R GE, 1 e 5 E AR 1 fICHE
RAEFNYEREHLE BB TR

2 A EREV R AL

5 HARPIYEAETEEN AL, PR i B 2
YrE S WERENE RO R 7 2= AR MR
RGOSR KGR E - REELMAY oAl
HilJ7 1 H i LA — Lo I0uEdE, HaE P
A A2 1 WL 1 R 5 4 e B
2.1 A AR E A

WP AR B B W) K AR g D R ORI ) g &
G —— PR EE R I ok e RN I AL P R . Ho,
R ) P e 1) B0 A 1 G 4R (sex
chromosome), B% A 4 4 5 It (male-heterogametic)
1) XY B4 (% o XX), A 7 7 A (female-
heterogametic) 1] ZW B4 ( HE4: N 22), XY T 5 W)
DLELHE N 2R AE N B AL 2R s P A SR e AR, T
ZW A FE SR, . FK&®E. BN,
Fetufk XY B Z/W ok B T 831k % A RE I F
PHC et fk, Horp Yy sk W HFIBHEES, W
X 8, Z 75 EE 5 A2 (dosage compensation) KT
Al e e 1) Pl T DB )3t R P i DR Rk 2 5 B

1E R sy R AEAE A IR e ik &
Yi. XY BLHHFEsh PG 55 L H Trachelipus
rathkei™ F1 Porcellio dilatatus dilatatus®®, % & H
Orchestia cavimana M1 O. gammarellus™, 75 %5,
R PO A AR P atE Y &, Zw R
SIS R 3 N N =S NN & U | NN
PEATXHAR B B A AR B, g B i P i
o Y 2

FEPPE s A, PR S G AR i FoR 3 T A
salina WAL 34 Y, 2 JG{E A. franciscana T A.

persimilis FIMER R Tix—456 ¥, 2013 4%,
De Vos 4 W1 52T AFLP 24| T A. franciscana ()38
B, SRS T e W Btk B 8 M
ABEBARIC, AN T K ECRH ZW B e
%, 2019 4F, Huylmans 28 " @ i 061 2 f1 W
et AORIFIE DR AR IE KT, ISR T o Ut A
PR B AME RN 2021 4, B N 55 [ DA AL 22
1 A. franciscana ) i % 538 A% B, 383 o A e
PE SNP F5ic () 75 2 A 20 A ME e B AH 22, [R R
TR B ZW 2GRS A sinicd™ 1 A.
franciscana™® e AR 2% 41 %55 F DR 41t 4 T AT Tk
etk Z MW M ERITS, #— 2l T xR
IW RS PLSAA
22 At RAIME IR ERE

PR LB R ) o E WL AN D S T AR )
P, IR ERE U o A K B B T
N EE RS B4 1, B AE LSBT R R R R
L E) Dmrt Z5RFE R e FOMERE ] AR BT I 5 5 AH LD
BmE, P iR T 2, Rl H g
fPE 591 45 FE A (sex primary determining gene), 5K
bR b FHR TR — TP ) THE, t—E
A& VR RIATL A AIF 98 0T ) £ . M 2014 ST 4R, Bl
& R e K 2 PR B 5T 80 2 4 (1) L4 3 Kl Fem
(—Fl piRNA JE[H ) (IR, — R B R 5
F RN IER, SRR P, R B
Tl B AR, SHAR SR AL, HES
I71) o S N ST B I K SR AH G, g SO A DG 2
R FE— B D, et T Ho ) 2 R R (AR &R
JUFRA

2014 47,  EERI I R AR R 2 1 Bt [ BAAE 7 2
T A. franciscana FE R 4L W 3R B, 25
VR & 4 4 4> M vk (bulked segregant analysis,
BSA) ik 315 1 8 AN ikt Hil v N B 4,
BRI T A B I 3 B A. franciscana WE#ER 5
A, AR BT ok E MERE AR 221 A1 534 Ay
Stk SNP (IR Z A ) hrsd ™o 2021 4R, BEE
& [ B\ {8 F SLAF-seq J7 72 i & 21| 466 A4 73 #H 9%
SNP, Jfifiid QTL KRBk Hr3kfs 1 22 > 5 A4 0H.
A KR A D R R JE (R . 2021 4, BHE
S AXS 4. franciscana 4T T 3 T 2K A
W () J PR R IR A BT 48 o iy, —3L3R18 1 39
AN e 1 ) R R DR, R R A R R ) A R
B R 7 5 Y Dmred R B2 0 A ORH o6 B
Shadow (Sad)™. SR, FIRFFFRLETEYER
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ST, AR AT D Re I UE AR DA 1% L8 I ] f S w
Tife.

T M P 58 JE K] Masculinizer (Masc) 5 -1 K 78
(Bombyx mori) F#E I, AT Z Getafh, A
R W Qe ik b33 [1) piRNA (Fem) JA 3l Masc
mRNA ] i M RF 55 M BE i, 3 30N Ui Doublesex
(Dsx) FHE PRI T 5 BROAME PR BT 432, AT 51 A2 A4 5 e
WHRKE s k2, HTHEEEMEFALGLE W G
ik, 1E% FILM MASC & (48 T Dsx JE [H 87
RRHENE SR, MATIREME S R E Y. ARIAE
<RI T Masc (1 [RR S R, 7 o e A 44
B AR TR AR ATOME i B A 3 20k H TG B35
Ze 5%, AH49F ) RNAI 75 7 P E B A R 12 8 (R B
25| 5 A LL R T 201, X EWRE Masc 2EH
DA R G S 5 i i v B SR SRR 7T
RI, Masc FERALT o HEH etk b, WA 2
BGEREIFEALT Z Jetafk b, I Masc 2 FIAE =
B AR AT BB FEA AL T B R Y

FLTE 2004 45, G P YE P M i L AL sinica
AR NME =< S, R A 87 JF PCR ¥ 39 3843 1
Drmt ZXJB B A ) cDNA F B, FFEHZ A BREH
MEZN W) Dmre3 JE PR B A iy AR AL . 2010 4,
B B BRI 58 A BAE A 7 L A, wrmiana F05 7KK
M i R SRS T R B s R OA Y D FE R
B BT AR, LI AR AR DK 2 A AR AR [ AN
LT AE A. franciscana YPi3E AT MERE ] AR BY B2 1) Dmrt
FKJtEFE R Doublesex (Dsx), ik T Hgmbd 4 ) o g
e e R 7 DSXE, BEFUAE REW], Dsx FEH 227
A Dsx" I Dsx™ P AN WE B 4 S 0 B A4, R
RNAi 7E#ENE p Bt B Dsx™ BT 32442 S 80t =
AEMEPETETE, SRS SRR SRON SR H I
DL A O3 B (1 R B R (Veg) IRk 5 T 78 B4 R
TR Dsx" I I BRI P,

3 Al REVEIRS & AL

OATTAR 5 5k A0 %% 31 AICME ot e ) 1778 1T, A e
A A e 1R B 28 5 79 4 g el 3R 77 T ) — A 88 0%,
H A S PICHE im0 R A B 8 428 AL ) P o 3
Erh TZRRAR / miL R R bR, Rttty
iy FVREA., 2. FIMEA, IB5R8EN
17, AR SO L R R T AT R
3.1 g REVEIRF T

KT IHEA B AR, — B DR PR = A
i, Hop “EZEVE UL (antique origin) A A B

(1) A 5 77 Ff A AIE , P DAIRE S i A A i SR 1 “ 3L
RN 7, #EAR BTy, ML B SRS A A
AR . SEbR BRI R ILHT, RSERRA
2253 LR TT DIAEAR, AL B 1 SR A AN R BF 1) M 2F
ARl SCRE T R I R A A L
ST g A OO S o e T A A AR A R A
—CFERCAHIIF—BEREES . H—F “&ik
AR UL (recent origin) A A AIUME A= FE A& H P 4 A2 5
AT R, F EUERE AR S A A F R B R B
UHEAETE )P 202 SR R Gk B W RS9 R, R
P 2 7 T 30 P YIRS T 8 e A A

R T IICREFRFE Qo] PR R R, — oA
TEE VU R ] GERY IR A2 Y. 55—, H KRG YE (spontaneous
origin), B[l T 9k E o> 2 b — N a2 AN 3 R B R AR
R, Btk & B R R s s, utii
U5 (hybrid origin), H T ZA)Ma] 1) 2% SRR 1 Ik
g, pilan, JLFFTA 1 MESD D i IOHE A8 5 A8
kBT U, e R Seshy U AR 2 Rk T 2%
TR HES YA R 5 =, AL &I (contagious
origin), A7 LEANMERFHE 237 A A LA (1) 27 WL A
T8 55 30 P R A () OHE A A2 T 7 A T ) I Ao
e, ] dn 7k 3% PO Finef i BY S D0, YL (infectious
origin), — &40 B Wi Ik /K I 58 [ (Wolbachia).
Cardinium T R 57 50 IR AR (Rickettsia) W) & G 27
BRifetE 1%, AT SIS T R 43 I
Ffam s s — 05 RV, (HD B Rt 2 Fh
EYE T, ISR e, H A A AT A Rk
VT BRI, 110 2 A5 R RR R [ 242 e g Y,

— R, AR RITE R A A S & )
B IR AL A (sympatric), 17 25 £5 PR JME R T 1K) 23 A7
SHONTTZ, RPN SRRV HLIE 2 514 (geographic
polyploidy), 144 & gt "™ RIAJE e 7, 0 i
H ) o3 A e J S R P Bl A R KA, A
82 B v A R 539 21 A5 i Megalon Embolon ££37,
M GH KBGO [ 3 B RE A 54 L 7 (Swakopmund
Saltworks) FI| 5 i i 7 N i) Antsapano 5, MR
K ) V. ) B 45 2= Hk (Port Hedland) 3| 75 B 7 () -
K - HEINEE R (Cabo de Gata saltpan), — B3| 7
()25 AN B S g 3 37, e A (5 mig AR A R b S
Z AN A KRG (B 1A).

ST s gl R Y — 8, AR g B AR T
Sk 1 R T S g ) A A 22 A R A A
T AE R (B 1B) SCHRF RO E Y Y, i LA
b HR D AFAE PRSI « 3237 (4. partheno-
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genetica group 1) FRYET YN 58, Halr Z 0wk
YRR A. wrmiana®™,  EET R HE 2 I A R I
i B AT BE S A amati NP MY R (A
parthenogenetica group 2) = {43 A7 76 tH 5 23 ( &
1A), FILGPEDIFIN A. sinica™.  H FTHEA
Tiff 2 1 i 1 B DTOE e HR 2 ] DA 79 P 7 1 i R o
AT K -
3.2 e R B AR ENS

PICHE A P 25 LS B G AR i 2 5%, A
ME g AN AL, B R 2 M A A5 K (2n),
HWAFLE = 54K 3n). DUFEAAK (4n) J5 2 FAi 4k (5n)
(FRaE U H T 1A, 2 AR IO o HUE
TGRS (apomixis).  PLISABAT 2273 2 1) T R 25
Bhh U, A ORAIOE i BT A (automixis),
HETHBMEMELEZ, KAUKRIF LG —E
B A BRI R RS
ROAFARPIN T A5 IE g i 3 A 2 —
Fhd o ml 4 (central fusion) ™™ . BY 4 i 7E 55 — X
ik #5053 24 5 W P [A) A% #% (central polar nucleus) & 4
R, O AR G Gk G o B EE (B B R TE AR, @I
KA 2257 2 J5 BB AR AT J5 8257 ¢, AT IR
Rl A4 ), xRy e stk A2 s R i 1 /b
EAFEVRELA, Sehr BIX Ao a e A R
Z 1 F 55 (loss of heterozygosity) A DAREE 5 I,
HER BRI (L 3.3 747 ).

2022 4, Rode % " & xof AI0ME 17 5 ) U5 B2
T —ASHBUE : A AR IOME i HAN 22 435 2 FTOE
MR BT A R (R TR R A
urmiana~ A. sinica. A. tibetiana F1 A. amati) 2 [8] i
T RAE . AEREVEIER — Ik BIAS, FATHe 2 lE
< L) M 1 A AR T DA M S T O IR SR, BOR
FH 5 WLHEAR 50 & AP EYE 22 58 . HARCR UL, A
amati 5 — PR FP M g7 B AT 7 AR A AR AIUE
H (Ap2n-urm), J5#& 5 A. amati PR FEE R S
15 4 NME =7 Bt (Ap2n-kaz), Ap2n-kaz 5 A. urmiana
HIA. sinica Z2 5853 9 7= A = A5 P& (Ap3n) F1 DY £ {4
PIHE 7 L (Apdn), 11 Apdn 5 A. tibetiana 7475 7= E
FufE AR DIUHE T B (ApSn). 1EF B RHEN, 2 &40
ME 1 ) G i G S R — A S AL b il 1) i
A AEARATHUESE 2 EOR B TR ARERAL o0 M 1
AR, A SCIR U SRR (9 2 i I AIOE S
T )o W HIX — 1B U0 MR IE BA A2 IE R 1, R K A
DA NATTR I poi VAL AR BRI R, 2 i 56 U
i) R AR BT — AN NS SR S R I B

3.3 FlgEpaA Y “FE R

ZEWHEAR (rare male) 76 & PEIMESY) R T2 47
8, lhngg g B def e B0 Zg A 0 g o B
K P A B s O s (H ) B R A
HUH— BELAFAE G B0 K 43 OME ) o o = 2 11
L HEAR R TE DI R (non-functional), T HEK H T
i R B RA 5L FF (relaxed selection), #2423 i it 2
AR (drift) MHERE " s fEDBUEILT, LR A2
4= HE A B 1Y (functionally fertile), W] L5 it &% W %
Tt Y O A 58 5 7 A i X AICE o (A 1 FICEE ),
B R A5 4 i ™ ANk & B, DLRAR SO
AT AT 7 H o

NATAR 50 R I T A A AT piy e v (0 2 AL e
O, HR AN 0.1%~3.1%,  Lb i A% AIME i
HU LR PR AR R LN 3.1% . ok
ILHEAR TN RS, 78 1978 G AT S8 — U B A WL
S PIOME o H 2 LI R e o 0 T 20 B (1 2R R A% 0 &
P g A P, 2018 4, Abatzopoulos™ $2H T “f&
Wie L R ZH A Ut 7 (hypothesis of hidden genome), A
9 OITCHEE e 1R A P 28 LA AT g 48 o ATCEE e 7 5 [R]
A FE A 41 (haploid genome) H# MK, 774 — %
P ANME ) B mE AL, XM A ReE B AT B MR — H
5 i PE o B PRSI, 3t T DAE IO PR
e 2. SEBr b, 48O A 7 DA 1) — A
AT pxf R A EC YR T 7 90 B H S, T I L AR A A
[Fi e A7 9 A i R RTATCE i el 10, L8 A R 1
SHE 7= A2 AT B 2 2R A

2005 4, i R A5 PR FE T 2% i ATOME i R A
DHER RIS SR E, R IE 2R AL 8% 5
A. sinica HEREOFRL ; BEfE, AR — 5 WLk
5 A sinica WM R3EAT 2458, 724 T E K F,
ARANAT B () F, AR ™ 2014 4, Maccari 45 ™ 4%
AT AR AICHE oI SO 5 AR 5> 0 5 A, wrmiana. A.
sinica. A. tibetiana VA Jt A. amati VY Fh 95 P <1 B2 1)
ME AT A, R PEAERE I F, AR s X F AR
AT E— 2828, AE F, 72 248 1 AN [A] B A7) ) 9K
MEFPEE, BN T AR REVEIUER A7 AE . BEAh, AR
2 X e 5 LM A i U3 ek S A salina, A.
franciscana~ A. persimilis B3 [ FEAIOMEBE (AR 24T
a3z PO IR SRR TR R T LR T LA NI A
T A% R PEPIOME () B AR SR 7 77 S5 IE AR

ST DI 1 E A 27 DL A 1 = R L) DL B A% #
WL, TS RBETE T IARfER: . 2015 4F, Nougué
o BRI BRI AL 2200k, 0 7ok A T i i
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VU ) AR ORI o L, B 1 X PR AT E ¢ 2 SR U
THBEIE, THAREEBICKREEH R,
b 3 A E 4H 28 W] R OE R O AL AR R A T D AL
2022 4E, Elkrewi 25 P @i b i AN ) 75 14 o HURDAK
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