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ZF R FR#E F A EEoL THX FEET EMET

1 BN R R BTFT T, 5B 5500255 2. St M R E SRl 2 ks, 5t 550025)

TEE: AR #0408 & A R X BB —— ik B K & BR B2 & s B (farnesyl pyrophosphate synthase,
FPPS)4E 4 & %% RNA F 41 4= 247 69 7T 4714 , i 32 dsSRNAEngineer /£ £, -F & X FPPS # dsSRNA
(dSFPPS) , K A 2 4% ik 2 H s R e & % F 56 = 52 vt %% Tetranychus urticae F= 47 K, »+ %% Tetrany-
chus evansi ¥ & 4 & P, R A 5 B 3% 0 F PCRIAAR R IZ S dsFPPS J& F #h4h W FPPS W) F A K
I, AR A ES E S A 11‘-1"‘?(— %t A e AR & 4 Am )N F s 2239% Neoseiulus californicus F» 5% &,
"%\i Harmonia axyridis 89 % AW, 4R 2524 dsFPPS )& , — st et & Feff Koot s 4k ) FPPS #9 %
KRR B FEIRT 91.80% F7 83.09% ; M AF v 4 J5 5453 Kok BF HLE ML T, T F 5 A A
76.97% #7 84.32% . 4R FEST dSFPPS J& M #7 N5 i o 5 & 28 R ¥ R F B IEH] ftxa‘f\—&fci
MR ZEH R, AU dsFPPS *t & 46 B & 2 e Boat 3E ¥ein £ 4 %A, FPPS 35 B =T A48 v %%
RNA T 509 2 A feis, AR TR A A LZEFMHAGHEA
KHEIR): »T 5 ; RNA Tk; o5 BN BARR & B ; 451 dsSRNA; &M% 4 iz detr

Evaluation of the control efficacy of RNA interference targeting the FPPS
gene against pest mites

Li Gang' Li Qingyan' Li Zhuo' Cao Zhangguang' Yu Hongwen' Li Zhongyi® Gu Xinyao™
(1. Institute of Entomology, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, Guizhou Province, China;
2. College of Animal Science, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, Guizhou Province, China)

Abstract: To assess the feasibility of farnesyl pyrophosphate synthase (FPPS), a key enzyme in juvenile
hormone biosynthesis, as a target for RNA interference (RNAi)-based control of pest mites, double-
stranded RNA targeting FPPS (dsFPPS) was designed using the dsSRNAEngineer online platform. The
bioactivity of dsFPPS against two agriculturally important pest mites, Tetranychus urticae and Tetrany-
chus evansi, was evaluated with microinjection. The expression levels of FPPS in mites after dsFPPS
injection were determined by quantitative real-time PCR, and the safety to non-target organisms, Neosei-
ulus californicus and Harmonia axyridis, was assessed by feeding and microinjection assays. The
results showed that after dsFPPS injection, FPPS transcript levels in 7. urticae and T. evansi were sig-
nificantly reduced by 91.80% and 83.09%, respectively. Deutonymphs of both mite species failed to
molt normally and died, with mortality rates of 76.97% and 84.32%, respectively. After feeding on or
microinjection dsFPPS, N. californicus and H. axyridis developed normally, indicating no significant
effects on these natural enemies. These findings demonstrate that dsFPPS has high lethality against pest

mites while being safe for non-target organisms. The FPPS gene can therefore serve as an ideal target
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for RNAi-based control of pest mites and has potential for development as a novel environmentally

friendly acaricide.

Key words: spider mites; RNA interference; farnesyl pyrophosphate synthetase; specific dsSRNA; bio-

safety; control target

P 2 A T SRR 2R T I, A T, AT
W F R R AL TS 3 800 Z M aF A
T4 BRYE Y 8 1 B R A 28 55 401 2Kk (Miigeon et
al.,2010; % 2555,2020) o AL~#BIA e M-k HH ) B 52
10 T B, A BT Ak 2450 S SO e 24
)R435 (PR PHPHAE L 2018 G245, 2023 ; #
Fii 55,2024 ) o AR HEE b T B b Tetranychus
urticae 1 FH [E]470 24 14 JA D0 295 R 0 7, JHOGH 3% 0 5] FE
AT R U DL BT 4 T R PR R ol s
280.51 £ .952.00 fi5 il 1 000.00 £5 LA I (3k EE 4B F1A%
F A 2001 4R ST, 20195 RS, 2023) 5 4815 i 2
YIpi 25 MERAE FEGE it , Bt O 2 U R B
2P T 2 — o R, A g 4
BHEER , JF AR P A B 45 HOR R R % - FH ]
PUAPEIR A B HEAR L. RNA THE(RNA
interference , RNA1) % A 13 5] A ZMJE dsRNA X} 4
PR mRNA SR S5 Ja T BR , ATTD HE SR AL B
s IBETESe . HET, A RNAL AR F dAE K
BB RGN F R G E R 2R3k, nf DABH A IR
A BB, 2 B80T, AN E .
25 B 28R AT 5 S 1Y) R 3 (Zhu & Palli, 20205 Silver
etal.,2021;Wang et al.,2024) , &) VZ ] T S5 H
W Leptinotarsa decemlineata . EKAR W H Diabrotica
virgifera F# fh 25 Bk Phyllotreta striolata %5421
74 (Zotti et al.,2018; Yan et al.,2021) . A,
FIFH RNAGF A 6 A K B e R O B L A
ik, BHIBTHA K R B AR, il gt B ROk
TEEHTIT 1]

B U KOE B sz B Z R BRI AR L UM A
1, 741 % (juvenile hormone, JH) /F & B L A= K
RE RN EEHENER RE TRAUVAERRET
LS AR . TH A A2 3 — R84 0L
it fR AL , 125 JE SE AR BRI & 1 (farnesyl pyrophos-
phate synthetase , FPPS) /F & JH 5 B % 1) 5C $E 1l
Z—, BT 5 IR E S0 b (B A (R
REAS AL Y ER MR iR A2E  e 28 SNE , HE B TH Y i A
15 JE FE AL R (Dhar et al., 2013) . 7E R HAKN,
FPPS 2 5 A KK E R Ko # o B An e At i
Aphis gossypii 1, FI| FH RNAi £ A fi il H 3 1% 40y

FPPSWIZRIAIG , Wi K J e EAA A Y B d A5 /) | BT
7183 TR (Sun & Li, 2018) ; £ 5K A& Bombyx mori
o, B BmFPPS 23 i TH U FE R, S 304 iy 3
P I 4 (Fang et al., 2024) ; 7EA3 42 B Helicov-
erpa armigera "1, WK HaFpps4 530 TH 1% JE BFAIK
ANASORE TH 38 1% v H A 358 PR A0 7 SR 72 AR AR T 5
e, 3 25 )y s Wt j2 52 B, Fe 456 T (Zhang et al.,
2017) o 7E — BE M &k b, A RNAT 52 A #0046
TuFPPSZIRJ5 A5 B 7 SE IS FIE B S B
LG (Li et al.,2025) , 2 W] FPPS £ — Bt 722 25
KRB R AEEREAEH . SR, FPPS /2 Al {EN
B RN A B P v A BT AT

AW 5% F] H dsSRNAEngineer 7F £k *F- 5 (https:/
dsrna-engineer.cn) (Chen et al.,2025) , #R $ig — BTl
FPPS %X mRNA J7 411511 dsRNA (dsFPPS) J Bt ,
98 FH B i R EQ 5 Tetranychus evansi $E47
RNAGRK , LAPFAL dsFPPS S W R i (4 Bl P8R 5
R BsF, X5 000 4 # /N 22 W Neoseiulus californicus Fll 7
080 . Harmonia axyridis 3417 RNAL 5, DL PEAY
dsFPPS X ARRUER A= W 04 22 4=, 58 FPPSAE i
196 RNA 7 45 58 A5 1 08 7, LASD Sk Wl %) 3 72 o £
B4 R AR AR
1 HR5FE
1.1 ##

AR A A L« R P R G i 4R B
PN R A B BB B DR A7 R TE B N 0 LIS B2
Phaseolus vulgaris ( i FP R 55 4625 52) R i Sola-
num lycopersicum ( iy B b iR 4 5 ) M FAE ##
(Wang et al.,2023) , BUE 27 i3, i /)N s
WA T N e A A MR A IR | T B A7
D 96 R I 3 /NG TR (27+1) °C O ] 0]
14 L: 10 D MIXHE E (65£5) % 4% 1F Rl 3% , BUR 45
I S SO ) S 9T 1 48 B U ) s S A BR
oNEL T AREL(Sun et al., 2018) 17 3% , 18] F# 1
AR R [\ b GBI 10 L: 14 D, M4 12 4))
Hufiti,

MY - A2 RIE 45 -2 A
AR Pl 7 B2 AN AP A0 ) FEIRBE (27+1) °CL



500 oW R P 2E W

53%

JEHEJEIYI 14 L 10 D AHXHEEE (65+5) %5511 T 1%
2HHIE  H TR B i A LGt

I S RNA 42 B0 (TRIzol) , 4 T AW T
) Bedn A R | 5 B mGRR & dsRNA &
BGRF , 55 EI PR CHRBHE ; cDNA S 5l
% . 2xTag PCR StarMix with Loading Dye , RealStar
Green Fast Mixture {71 & , Ib 5t FEdE il A PR
A BRI 5 HAil 2k E 7 b4l

1425 : CFX96™%¢ )¢ it PCR X .C1000™ Ther-
mal Cycler PCR {¥ .PowerPac Basic HLyK1¥ , {d KA
frlEeE =i () A B2 7l s Nanodrop 2000 88 fd
SHOGEE T, 6 EFEE R HRBHE A F] ; SYS-PV830
KBl R FHERAETE  Micro-2T fiia i 91 28, t: 5 kG 2%
A8 7 B (1) A BRZA R s VHX-6000 /8 557 78 = 4k
iR, R R (rp D A7 R W) s RXZ-260B 7Y fig
YN TAMRAE , T AR R A PR A F]
1.2 Fi&
1.2.1 dsRNA #9i% 3t 5 4%,

£ dsRNAEngineer 7£ £k °F- 5 iy A — B 1 16
FPPSHEN (fir 4 M TuFPPS) () mRNA J¥51] , % —
BEOF G O EC i AR AP Tetranychus cinnabari-
nus % 4 I Panonychus citri #8JE 4 Tetrany-

chus truncatus F13E 5 4 )N Panonychus ulmi A 0
bR, BV ) EE W Galendromus occidentalis |
M FCH /NG W Neoseiulus barkeri . INM 57 71N 22 1% F
S0 B R B Al 5 B G A S S URT R R AR
A WIIREE AL 53 3BT, R 32 R AR 51 (LA
B0 i i #2751 A 3 ) F SnapGene #4455 Dl s, 4%
FIT 0PN PHER R W DL F2P B 3
W6 i A %) JBE A 3 B U0 )5 45 21 dsRNA Fr BoIfm 44
9 dsFPPS. #41% dsRNA Jy BE i 57 3 3 Il T7 Ji5 3l
F ¥ %) (taatacgactcactataggg) i , 1% 24 T AW T2
(980 et AT BR 2 Wl 45 1 ds FPPS ¢cDNA J¥ 31 o

WA dsFPPS /%2 1751, F JH NCBI 75 £& [ o
(https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/tools/primer-blast ) 1%
T ek B 9 (3R 1), AR I 51911
AR TAEY) TR (B I AFRAFIA . LA AL
() dsFPPS cDNA J¥41 ity , it o 54 PCR 4 4%
AW T7 R 377 511 DNA J1 Bt , 25 pL i
%M :2xTaq PCR StarMix with Loading Dye 12.5 pL
RS 1445 1.0 uL.cDNA #i#% 2.0 uL .DEPC-H,0
8.5 uL. ARG LA MR A T7 J5 317 51 ) DNA
Jr B AR, FIH dsRNA A i) & i BB 56
L dsRNA J4fifk

x1 AHRFTASIMER

Table 1 Primer information used in this study

AR FIFHI(5'=3") FH
Name Primer sequence (5'-3") Purpose
dsFPPS F: taatacgactcactatagggATGAACCAAAAATAAATATTGG e dsSRNA
R: taatacgactcactataggg TTATTTACTTCGGCGGTAGA Cloning of dsRNA
dsGFP F: taatacgactcactataggg TGGGCACAAATTTTCTGTC
R: taatacgactcactataggg AAGGGTATCACCTTCAAAC
TuFPPS F: CTGCCCATTCGATTGGCTTT SEIF 9L RE B PCR
R: TCTCGGCCAATCTTTCCGAT Real-time quantitative PCR
TuATP F: CCCGAAGAGATGATCCAAACTG
R: CGGTAAACCTGATGCTGAGAAA
TeFPPS F: TCTCTGACTTTGGCGACACT
R: GGACCCTGCTGTAATCGGAA
TeATP F: GTTTTCGCTGCAATGGGTGT

R: GTGTCGACCACATTGGTAAGC

S H /NG R 8 T7 J3 87751, Lowercase letters in primer sequence indicate the T7 promoter sequence.

1.2.2  dsFPPS 3 & 5% 6 by 42 OR - A4E

T I S AL dsFPPS Yob — B - ifh AT G
W BT RO o K 1.2.1 4iAL)5 i dsFPPS He Ji i 4%
%10 000 ng/uL, fif IS 80 e FHERAE SE 4 dsRNA 7
S ARINSE K7 8 b LA A% BRE I R I G

TR, Bkl R 7R 5T 1~2 nL /Y dsFPPS, ATE G55
k(05 CHE 1 (green fluorescent protein, GFP)JE [
) dsSRNA(dsGFP) AXT I, il 5 rikla] 1.2.1, &4k
BAANER  HAEE T 25 90 (Wei et al., 2021 ;
Li et al.,2024) o 41 5 J 19 JXE -l R0 B £ vl
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Waw kLA I AT IS e e A G B = Y LR i
1.1o B 12 h WEE I sk il AR K R 47 00 DA S i
FERBET BB TR R ARIBE TR, I P IR
Y U R R G TR R, AT I R e
Wi B B EAET . Geit e AN [ ] Y R N
0 CJE A TSI i L I R sl ) FnsE T2 .
1.2.3  E4dsFPPSJE E55K R FPPS IR FM| 2

OB BRI AP G -l KIS 8 ) i o el
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WCEERE i, R SR I R 20 59 1~2 nL, BN b 3 4 A
Yy E A R E A 40 S5 0 . R RNA #2
B (TRIzol ) $2 HURE 5 1 5L RNA , H M i & 43k
FCRE TN 22 RNA ()36 B FN S, I H 1% B e
JREAG I RNA [ 8 58Pk o ORI A5 4% 19 5L RNA, &
8 cDNA S s i) G vt I 4565 i cDNA Bl , T
=20 CHAFA o MR s — Bt i A o7 (G ki FPPS
JE A (TuFPPS ., TeFPPS) Il N 2 3L K ATP (TuATP .
TeATP) W I L) 1AE 17 51, A1 NCBI R 32 34 1158
A28t PCR S (K 1) o Lhor 335 dsFPPS
H1 dsGFP J& () 30 I i AP EG 155 119 cDNA hy A
M, A R 51 ¥ Fl RealStar Green Fast Mixture i,
FEHEAT 0% 35 R AR ASI , AT 5E P R P £
WA PN FPPS (DTERSCR . 10 pL SERTE 6 E # PCR
JZ W AR & . 2xRealStar Green Fast Mixture 5.0 pL .
cDNA B 4.0 uL . T3 1444 0.5 uLo AP RES
WE2MAREREE . R 2158 FPPSTE 5
I s 0 G P g v %) DG 658 1, 1158 FPPS L
BRAGR . DUERAER = (G BEAF X 2k i — A BEAR X 26
IR )/ BT 28 < 100%
1.2.4 dsFPPS %t 3AE $ei7 4 4 04 % AP it

K JT B ) W 1 P dsFPPS Xof i 87 /1N 22 B
B 2e 4V . RIS TR dsFPPS A FEZH F1 dsGFP %t IR
¥ dsFPPS F1 dsGFP e 5 241 5% %2 10 000 ng/pL,
I3 I 3 1) dsRNA 7.4 pL AR ATEERE I 2 ul Fil
W, n] T Yk 0.06 pL H145 8 10 uL A Tk
4R (Zhu et al., 2024) o F MG R 12 b P89
ST/ INGEHG I A PR 2 2 emx2 om Y3 T RS L
24 h, FREEAFIE I BT /NG Bk 20T i A s A
W85 3 S J 10 pL B3R ) 48 47 1 & A dsFPPS B,
dsGFP W N TR B, RS AL B 4 AW 2F
BLHAEEED 20 SRIERANIE B ET N
2 TR RN AR TR SR 12 h, IR SR A
] 1.1, BUACER A8 05 (4 TN 3 /N s P T I B
T M dsRNA 12 hJ5 F B ik 4k 22 5% 507 12 h

WEE A0 s — U (1) 2B Kk B 1B DL LA R 5 B2 FBE
TRECR, TR R FIBET R, T IR = 4k
TR A% R e A T30 R, 1 25 T A i L 5 i Y s
AN

KU SHEATAY dsFPPS X S 40,31 1) 2 4k
¥ dsFPPS F1 dsGFP W)W £ 475 % 22 10 000 ng/uL,
JH Micro-2T {5 58 ARISE £ 1 d P9 i) S5 Bk
4155 4y Hh T () RS ) JLAR P 55 250 L 11 dsFPPS
ol dsGFP, B b L4 AW T AT 5 3k
%) 1L (Zhang et al., 2021) . {41 /5 19 5 50 HR 4
TE AR 35 mm AR R ML Bkl 57 IR 4tk 1 4>
BB KRB ARER RN 78K 53, 1 155 37 ML C7E R e 7R
N AR T R e im %, 25 A 1.1,
RAe— RIS AR R BR , IER 4 A A TG 1 O, il
SRAFIE A AR BRI ACE, I FH A SR =4 ki
BUR RS HATHI, B2 P AT BB T 5 AR R A
Hoh Ik Gt R 4 840 B AN R & & B A]
B B0 R B BETHE MR O , T R BT
TRFAPLR,
1.3 #HiEs

¥ H Excel 2021 %} ip 5t i 474831, FH SPSS
22.0 F A4 1 FH A ST AR AR ¢ 4G 36 6 6 RNA &b B %)
FEZH R b P 2H W58 B SR BRIk SR AT 25 S 0 2 M)
#r, i GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 4%/ &

2 BZRER

2.1 dsFPPSHIER(ER

i 1 dsRNAEngineer 7 2k *F 5 X — Bt i 4§
TuFPPSHER mRNA JFFIFE TP, R34 590 bp
) dsFPPS. dsFPPS 345 1 552 4~ 35 I 78 A3 o5,
97 A AEREAR A PR S (B 1) o AEF M, B
W5 A7 680 A~ E HEA o, BFF [C i A7 147 /S AE #0407
FRBEP AT 374 R R A RHEAR 4 U AT 954>
TEROA 5 B A 187 AN TE#E A 5, 3P 4 Tl
A I3AAEREN S . FEIEREAR A b i i
J7 i i | B OB /NG R M B /NG 35 oA 2 B
JRRHE AT 5, S A 97 A A5
2.2 G dsFPPS % i fo B i it K 3 A2 B #2 im

T 5} dsFPPS J& , — BE - g A G 6 1A py
FPPS 1 3R 3k 18 5359 it 2 BEAR T 91.80% F1 83.09%
(K2) ., Wishmtig Tt dsFPPS Ja ¥ L T T 45 ik
PRI TG 1k 1 5 J g 52 17k PR THL 98 B2 aE T i 350k
FM VEST dsFPPS J& 108 h 30 - A G - 56 1)
BET 339 °H 76.97% F1 84.32%; 1 1 4 dsGFP %}
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Fig. 1 Distribution of on-target and off-target sites in the FPPS sequence
1.5 WdsGFP  CIdsFPPS B R E J i (18 4-A) s T4 dsFPPS &, S (5 B
3 exs - 4 W 4y JUnT LI AR IF P il (B 4-B) o X
ﬂﬂgé 1.0+ VM T /) 252 g 5t pz 475 150 70 S €2 S SR AR 0 2R 4T
KE it oM, 10 dsFPPS Ji I B /I8 22 5 I 25 W de
23S o LRI K2 N 96.27% I dsGFP 1 BRAL R4 (1)
§ Wi B2 A8 97.56% , 7% Z 0] JC W2 25 S+, (HAE 4] IR
o0 — il JF; 48~72 h 1] , dsGFP Xt BAZEL (i M 3 /Nl I 5
=% 8 L Wb R 7 T dsFPPS Ab AL, HAI[A] s b 7
T urticae 1. evansi

B2 iE&F dsFPPS 3¢ Z BERT 067 EC i i dds iy
FPPS EFRIKKTHIZM
Fig. 2 Effect of dsFPPS injection on FPPS expression levels
in Tetranychus urticae and Tetranychus evansi

PR T AR o R X B b B ) 22
PRSTREAS R B0 B0 22 57 B 3% (P<0.001) . Data are mean+
SE. *** indicates significant difference between the control
and treatment groups based on an independent samples ¢ test
(P<0.001).

WLEE T 5 dsFPPS 19— B g 0 A E I 0 i 4
W () A R B, T S S 24 h B B g A IR
Il J 7 0 0 B BRSS9 o H 4 B 19.74%
16.67% , 48 h B} —B5F - 1B [ - 114 458 17 %65 531
H1.32% F13.92% , —F Ee 2 1 Kz 353514 23.03%
F115.69% ; M 7E dsGFP X} BEZH vp |, 24 h i} — BE - 16
R EG I i J 5 ik o A BRSS9 By A
54.00% F118.71% , 48 h i — B M- I AFF FC -l gt
F FA3 51 58.67% 1 4.32% , 5 e It K 4y
4 94.00% F1194.24% (1€ 3-B) . FHH: 41 dsFPPS
Ji o B AR G 387 ) AN BB L R 1 AE
ToRIEA .
2.3 dsFPPSZHmM# it R AR SR I IR

TN dSFPPS J& , IV T /N2 s 25 06 i 1 i

2H 5 X HEAH (R B R I T B 25 57 (| 4-C) o 14
dsFPPS J& 566 31 i 5 210 P AL 2 90.00%, 71
dsGFP J& 5 .3 R 24 () PR R 95.00% , —H 2
) TG i 3% 22 55 (K1 4-D) .

3 it

RNAi BEARFEAE IR & 2k & e i i
B, WA — PP R B R AR IR FEAEM S
RPN  FHA a0 At gl A 3 Tag ik 24
Y75 3K (Zhang et al., 2013 ; Leggewie & Schnettler,
2018; Wang et al.,2021) . RNAI i 2 45 S5 PR 40 i)
WA ) OCERE R, RRAE S AR R B
BhE 4E A B o FR (Guo et al., 2021; Lu & Shen,
2024) . BT RNAL B AR (143 b Bl SR 7E A4 35 4=
WLra B4 Wos B K Y A& SR 7, SR T 7E 3 1y
By 45 0 2 4238 (Baum et al., 2007 ; Zhang et al.,
2013; Leggewie & Schnettler, 2018) . A AfF 55 &
L, FFH RNAG A i) 35 - TH 45 b i 5
TuFPPS {31k , REHEBH W —BE M5 09 A= K OE B i
A2, UL TH & WL R TuFPPS W AE K By 45 — BRI il
1) RNAi #E47 (Li et al.,2025) . BRI, ASBIFSE 7 I
fik I, F1 F dsSRNAEngineer /£ £°F- 5 3£ 1 dsRNA , 1
i T FPPS K& KA - v sy B2 DR S i e 047 05, 3
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TEARFERRA W A 0 R R A, DA BT by (BEARXURG:
SPE dsRNA TP 41, TR T RNAG X E#LAR KL

A ZRME T wrticae ﬁ}EEﬂ']‘ﬁ T evansi
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SOyt
dsFPPS 4 dsFpps 204 50 i A
50 )
m
50|_|um l_lll [ 50]_;|Lm 50 Hm 50 um 50._,um SOI_'pm
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100 ol BN | I
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& 0- m— R LR
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2 R 7 evansi m— U i R LR
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12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108
Fi} 1] Time/h

A:TEST dsFPPSE dsGFP Je IR AN A2 80 ; B TEST dsFPPS B dsGFP Ji W6 4 W ) R 6 150
A: Phenotypic differences of mites after injection of dsF’PPS or dsGFP; B: development of deutonymphs after
injection of dsFPPS or dsGFP.

& 3 5T dsFPPS 3t —BEAHiH A0 7 R iF R B A K & T R0

Fig. 3 Effect of dsFPPS injection on the development of deutonymphs of Tetranychus urticae and Tetranychus evansi

i e 2k HL 22 42 1 RNAAUAR I A SR Bt I 05 He R 0 i R AT, ELXHE#AR A P
BRI APEFEH H RNATECRIFN T FPPS MU /NG i A S (USRS T 3 580 . 3 4h %t
SN BB ERCR AP e e 5 R dsFPPSRE WL DAL 40 B A& 30, i v {SUAE 7 B FPPS 3%
A A B g A S AR KO B A TH 5 G P G HAB D RE D U sl R P ]
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