WL R AR K F F IR, 2021, 38(3): 644-651
Journal of Zhejiang A&F University
doi: 10.11833/}.issn.2095-0756.20200492
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PR, BRRE!, F4F, K OB, KL, FEE', RiLz'

(LWL MRl B2 FE BE , WiV il 3100235 2. o MOl Bl 22 01 53 B W 34 MO A 95 BT, @7 VT B

311400)
WE: [B&)] Hk-F V41818 Metarhizium pingshaense 42 F 54+ F 55 I INF T Melanotus cribricollis % %4858 & ik
RN ALRE, AEdhed M AR EREmARE e A, [ F&k] A THMRINT VY kiR muyE, A8 EN
RKAZZ PCR ¥ 34571314, SArtakkfedy g%, A A GeNorm. NormFinder f» BestKeeper 2 3F4% ff it t 6 A~
1% WA KB (B-actin., GAPDH. a-tubulin. RPL13a. RPS3. RPS27a), H¥iE ks, [#4%] GeNorm 547
R R PRS27a F= RPS3 49 F ik ®AEE , MJGIRKZ a-tubulin, RPL13a. f-actin 7= GAPDH; &AM AAL R KA
4 2, NormFinder 474 R 87 : RPL13a ¥y Rk ®A %, MBEIRKZE o-tubulin. RPS3. RPS27a. [f-actin #» GAPDH.,
BestKeeper 5 #7 4 R 2 : B-actin 2= GAPDH %) P>0.5, RESEHN R RXEFMHE T NALR, KRB R4 HF 6912
AR GE—FEF . BADM ek ARG IER I PRS27a X RPS3 R HAENALR, 6 4B L Bey kAR
AR AR -5, [%#® ] PRS27a A= RPS3 BT IV AR WIZ R Ak &4t AR AR R A REASLR
B3k34%27
KR AMRPFE,; HAhbbtk; FURERE; AAKRR; EHEELEPCR
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Screening and application of reference genes for qRT-PCR in
bamboo wireworm

YE Bihuan', CHEN Youwu', SHU Jinping?, ZHANG Wei®’, ZHANG Yabo?, LI Haibo', SONG Qiyan'

(1. Zhejiang Academy of Forestry, Hangzhou 310023, Zhejiang, China; 2. Institute of Subtropical Forestry, Chinese
Academy of Forestry, Hangzhou 311400, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The objective of this study was to screen the stable expression of internal reference
genes of Melanotus cribricollis larvae infected by Metarhizium pingshaense, so as to lay a foundation for the
research on related gene expression in this bamboo wireworm. [Method] Based on the transcriptome data of
M. cribricollis larvae, the correlation (R*) and amplification efficiency were analyzed by qRT-PCR with specific
primers. The 6 candidate reference genes including f-actin, GAPDH, o-tubulin, RPL13a, RPS3 and RPS27a
were evaluated by GeNorm, NormFinder and BestKeeper softwares. The stabilities of selected candidate
reference genes including PRS27a and RPS3 were further validated by analyzing the expression of 6 target
genes. [Result] GeNorm analysis showed that the expression of PRS27a and RPS3 were the most stable,
followed by a-tubulin, RPL13a, f-actin and GAPDH. The most suitable number of internal reference genes was
2. NormFinder analysis showed that the expression of RPL13a was the most stable, followed by a-tubulin,
RPS3, RPS27a, p-actin, and GAPDH. BestKeeper analysis showed that the P values of S-actin and GAPDH
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were > 0.5, which were not suitable for reference genes under the condition of this experiment. There were
some differences in the ranking of candidate internal parameters obtained by different software analysis.
Comprehensive analysis and expression stability verification showed that PRS27a or RPS3 were the best
internal reference genes, and the expression levels of 6 target genes were basically the same. [Conclusion]
PRS27a and RPS3 were the most appropriate reference genes for qRT-PCR analysis in bamboo wireworm
infected by M. pingshaense. [Ch, 3 fig. 3 tab. 27 ref.]

Key words: forest protection; bamboo wireworm; Metarhizium pingshaense; reference gene; quantitative real-
time PCR(qRT-PCR)

Pk 4 HUR BT AR IR 4 s BB, B3 R A B A 8™ o i b, T ER AT R G TR BT
Wil 20 T AT AR B SR T B U i AR TR D Melanotus cribricollis 3 J& T %5 H Coleoptera P[] Ff &}
Elateridae #t)I\W[I F J& Melanotus, .48 Ry E R 5 AT Phyllostachys propinqua YT AREIEEFH . k2
FIPHAT RS UG 1 A5 Y . PLG M E e 5 m, AL “AER . @R AL MR
M= Sl & R, PRI AR R AR AR B iR iZ i H . SRBTE Metarhizium sp 2 H WL R B 300H
RO, R H A& H Lepidoptera 555 BUBA — & B0, BFRAT AR & 5T TSR R AR DG HE IR 9 3=
AR FIRAT i d e T AL A dU B B AEALE], A A 25 B v s R el o, 4 e bR
GG RO SER B R R A EE R Y (QRT-PCR) & WFGY 5L F2 6 0T 0 G s R, B, &5
B BTz s ARIE H A9 BEPR E R A, oI AR BRENNSIFE RS RO, NZ
FER NFR B RIEH, B N S B LR KO R & 5 N O efesE , SEhs AR &M FiF 2 NS
W FRIFATREN, Wik, BIEER—F, SRREEAE T RANSER B ARG —MmH, qRT-
PCR iR 46 2 Rif b Xt T 26 PN 2 3 R 1 e iR AR e PE AT 04 o % FH Y QRT-PCR NS 3L H A d% ACT (WLsh &
H). TUB (& HE ). GAPDH (H il -3-BE M2 i & /). UBC (Z R 454G ). 18S rRNA (% WA 1
S18). 28S rRNA (B WA 1 S28). EF1 GEMREF 1), SYN1 (Efiltml &8 M 1), SYN6 (5 fil fil & 5 1
6). RPS3 (WHERIEH S3). PRS20 (1IZ & - M ATE 4 S20). PRS27a (2 % - WA 1 S27a). RPL10 (#%
WEIAZE 1 L10). RPL13o (BWEIATR 1 S130). AK (REZERRILHE) 1 V-ATPase (L ATP A1) %5 . £54H
GUTSy W T /NSE MK Plutella xylostella 3% P9 2 3L 78 Bt # R T 0 09 FA et &0 bkt b
PRS13., RPL32 il EFla LW AE N SR H AL & o w50 0 BE S 55l A AL IE A 88 K 4F Monochamus
alternatus 27182 AL FL N FRIKY GAPDH Ml TUB WS E A G . XIAIAY SEM TR IR 2 Tribolium
castaneum WL NS I HN AR LA S &0 F RFRBREN, Tkt RPS18 Ml RPL13a fitfEN S A
HE . B GEEk T @A PEI Conogethes punctiferalis ) % 75 I ) FIAS [R) 41 4 B 26 DH 6 IR AR5
(1) 2 LHEAE NS4 5 (RPA9 Fl GAPDH, RPL13 Fll RPA9), W7 204 W43 ik s T 25 1 (k. Hyphantria
cunea NI & B W Bt . AR E RN R4 200 3 i tEN S 5L (RPL12 F1 EF1B, EFla #il GAPDH,
ACT 1 RPS16). HEY, T e TN B &)y Py 235 BRI 0 358 DA 6 R WS . ARBIF 0 PV SR AR
Metarhizium pingshaense 13 %A= w] B 3] (14 G B TR BE &) R qQRT-PCR N2 3L R4 T T i Be APEAR , LIY)
Ve AR NS IEE, A5 T RAT AR A A AR R AU 3k R Rk e (5 2%

1 MRS 7%

1.1 i HE . EEfn L

M B A TN &) U 2020 4F 3 A FAJE 4 Aa1R BT W s B LR AT, Al
12 N TR R B, RN 3/4 38 (BIEN 10% £ 1%), IR LGRS . (Vs e
WPO8 T2 Pk FH H E RO B2 53 e 2 MOl A 98 B AR AR OR3P T BA R AL, 32 T Ak e ) DA AR AE 14 0 i
NI 4 e A By B ARAE0S, WPOS B ARIERN T PDA R FE3E, 724 3 A WUE M ER T Bk R
H A R TR X, 40 BB MIGE 6, SRR (121 CL Lh), T
1.2 it

H—E T VD SRR R WPO0S 43 B+ St -8, RS IET L8Ok R (10 + D%, HIERF%
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BER 1L1x107 A g™ BRBETE 1 om AR KD — B g B TR S, BREET. 12M117d
IPEURE, DIRZESHEE R YA P S BRI B2 (0 ), BEHLEURE 5 k- iR E N TR 3540 b
AT, BEREN 25+1) C, SEMILE R (80 £ 10)%, HREEAM, WE I NMEY¥EE ., Fiakt
an TR K G Ve EGE , FIRTR M4 75% ) B3R AT 5, FRAIJCIRZKIEVE |k s JCra g4 T A iA
TR, WAREZR, T80 C & H.

1.3 2 RNA #2EUF cDNA &%

FIHI SR R S 20 21 5 RNA $2UR ) & (SIMGEN, M) $EBOR[EIRE 5 RNA, BA#R/ES IR
A G VA . BRI 1.0% B35 HEHEE R HL UKORT 28 514366 B 3 (3218l Thermo Scientific) Al it
PRHUA RNA BT FT RO . R I SR K (ddH,0) B BT AT LG RNA F el 125 mg- L' 45, %
i# PrimeScript™ Reagent kit with gDNA Eraser(Perfect Real Time) J % i85 & (Takara) 156 B 45 & RUER i
cDNA, HAHFEAHC 7.0 uL RNA,

1.4 S|¥ig%it . & AL

SR WE NS L, MG W A7 TR 4 o %) 7 S 4 0 e 3 e 4 SR, e AN Rl N 235 (B-
actin, a-tubulin, GAPDH. AK. SYN6. RPS3. RPL13a. RPL10., RPS27a. RPL32. RPS20 Fll EF-la) I
[FIVR T 5], [ i 3 B MR e B AR G S Y 6 A~ [FIRJF 41 [PGRP. Prx. SDR(1). SDR(2). SDR(3) Fll
SDR(4)], FFF] FH 7E £k M % http://bioinfo.ut.ee/primer3-0.4.0/4 XJ 3 K FF J %] 52 #£ (ORF) X % i} qRT-
PCR U519, FTA 513 A st SRR A W H AR A BRA 76 .

L cDNA(O d) A AR #E 47538 PCR 945, Jf AR5 i Tk 25 R0 6t 97 3% 2y B — i RE B 1 P X
PCR 4" 1 Jz b f& % . 2xTSINGKE Master Mix 10.0 pL, F F#51% (10 pmol-L™") £ 1.5 uL, #EHx
cDNA 3.0 pL, ddH,O #MEZ 20.0 uL. ¥ IEEIT K. 94 C FWiAEYE S min; 94 C A8 30s, Bk 55 C,
72 °C #Ef 2 min, 3£ 35 NMER; BJE T 72 C AMFE 7 min, K IREE N 4 °C. PCR ¥ 14 7F LifeECO
FEHP A BT ) BT, BUCPCR P B P=4) 3.0 L, sSRET IR N 1.5% Mg e L,
TS-GelRed #Z R YR YL (0, 1xTAE 2% whi ik 30~40 min(120 V), 1 Bio-Rad % ALE 0 HHX (35 1H
A5R) SR 1 &3
1.5 tREMEHBERSI MY GRS

PR 2R o B S S ARA Y cDNAO d) Fi Rt 2 £ J5, FIHKRIRFRRE S DBERE, £ B MR TR RE
545, LIBEEERFRY cDNA MBI T QRT-PCR, )W 7E Line Gene 9600 Plus 52 %¢ 6 5 & PCR X (4t
MHEEH) E#E1T, ] Gene-9660 software KA £ i . PCR 3 L i {A R : 2xSYBR Green Mix 5.0 uL,
RS (5 pmol- L) 4% 0.2 uL, i cDNA 1.0 uL, ddH,O #MEZE 10.0 uL, qRT-PCR ¥ FEF: 95 C
FAEPE 2 min; 95 °C A8 155, 60 °C B K FNIEM 1 min, L 40 PMEIR, 60 C REFOLES . P
Jei AR A i 4R A A ARSI B 7 W A R e L BRI R )T . 95 °C, 15s; 65 °C, 1 min; 95 C,
20s, BE20s 28 0.2 °C; 30 °C, 1 min. #FESIEAT 3 REARER, BAGIFBIE (cycle threshold, Cy) [
M, PR G Y RS B R R DL SOR B 51 A, IE i Zeoh Bt T J5 220087 .

P HIROR ST . R SPSS 19.0 #4438 cDNA AR it ik B (WHEE) F CIEZ M C R, IR15AH
KEE (R AR (S), FIHIAR E=(107""-1)x100% H55 1) i B,

1.6 WESEEFREREES T

PLo(ck). 7. 12 F1 17 d BUFERY cDNA AR, FIFH 1.4 350658 H A9 51 #6251 T qQRT-PCR,  HARFEF
[6] 1.4 95 ik . FIH Excel 2003, GeNorm!™ | Normfinder''”! 1 Bestkeeper® S 4R 4 C, V- 4I{E 437 1% 1%
NSHEN R R IATRENE . GeNorm ARG FIBFAE BE (M ) R/PXHRIENSIENHEITHET , M EBUNRR
BEN IR ATE 3 MR HR AL R 5 BB 22 52 008 (Vye0) FUE AERIN S IE B, V), <<0.15 103K
RTINS NS EH N n 4. Bestkeeper S i A5 1fE 22 (Sp) FIHERAE (P) H3 941 C MH,
Sp>1 8 P>0.05 B, FIEIZIERAEGIENNS IR BARBIEIT RS %30 [21].

1.7 ASEREFRIEREMIIE

TEBE S8 N A ORI Y 6 A [R1IE P SUAVE D H B9 LR, 4087 1.6 19 BE H 1% N 2 58 D AE R[] b 24 1)

(0. 7. 12H1 17 d) B A X Rk w84k, DASSUE L RGAFRE M . B 095 FAE X 3R 35 & 193 53R H
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2-AACeHE | Horfr, AACEAC 54— AC st > A CEC g s Copyzstp o KGR R 7 225381 S die /)N
3525 i (LSD) 2 A o i 22 57 1o 51k

2 HRE M
2.1 & RNA 1£H

MK 1AW B RN DQ60Y/D(280) ¥ 1.8~2.1, KK H vk 45 S v WL 2 2% 5 i 4547 (28S Fi1 18S
rRNA), UiHAL RNA 8585, oA H B0 8 i

Marker ck-1 ck-2 ck-3 7d-1 7d-2 7d-3 12d-1 12d-2 12d-3 17d-1 17d-2 17d-3

2 000 bp
1 000 bp fgg
750 bp

500 bp

200 bp
100 bp

A1 % RNA ©RHE

Figure 1 Electrophoretogram of total RNA

22 S|YEREMTIEEEST
R A5 75 e A JTC R FR &)y e %y B SR 2L D00 P 50 O o 24 S5k NS R R 6 2% B A SRR Y R] IR )7
FI, KRHE % PCR P16 45 Sk 404 B — 19 22 XRS5 19, FEARYE qRT-PCR Y 5| 49 4 fire il 28
R AP W 80R U — L 0kt 6 XF NS 3 (B-actin, GAPDH ., o-tubulin, RPL13a. RPS27a fl RPS3) I
6 XF HIEE R 519 . 12 X 51 W) n s i it Ze 38 5lde . R® 8 0.989~0.998, AR Ky 88.69%~112.48%,
RGP EA R 5P, cDNA MR ER CEAAERMMELEXR, 5IPP B G000 i
R E D,
&1 qRT-PCRI|#ER
Table 1 Informations of qRT-PCR primers

A 31751 PHKIEb  THEE% R
PB-actin F: GGATACCTCTTTTGCTCTGGG, R: ATCAGGGTGTCATGGTTGG 75 112.48 0.993
GAPDH  F: CTACTCATGGTCGTTACAAGGG, R: TTCTACAACGTATTCAGCTCCAG 140 101.79 0.993
a-tubulin ~ F: GAAGCTCGTGAAGATTTGGC, R: ACCTTCGCCTTCTCCTTCTC 137 100.63 0.996
RPL13a F: CTGAGGAAGAGCGTAAGGTG, R: TCAGCACGAGCCTTTCTTAAG 145 106.97 0.990
RPS27a F: CTTGTCCTGAATCTTTGCCTTG, R: GTTCTTTTGGTAGCGTGTCATG 146 96.20 0.998
RPS3 F: CAATAGCGCACAAACCACG, R: TGTATTGGGTGAAAAGGGAAGG 128 111.93 0.992
PGRP F: TGTCGTACTTCTGGCTATCATTG, R: TGTGATGGAGGGTTTACTTGC 123 88.69 0.989
Prx F: CTATCCCTTAGACTTCACCTTCG, R: ATTTCTCCCAAACCTCCCTG 171 106.67 0.996
SDR(1) F: CGGCATTGACGGAAACTTTAC, R: GGTTTCCACAGACTTTTGCG 126 109.16 0.995
SDR(2) F: AGGTGCTAGTTCGGGAATTG, R: CGTGTAATTTGCCAGGTTTTCC 140 99.49 0.997
SDR(3) F: GGATTACGAGCATAAGTCCTGG, R: CGGCGATGTCTTCAGATTTTAAC 126 106.58 0.996
SDR(4) F: TTAGGGTTTCAGTCAAGGCAG, R: GAAGCCGTCCAAGATATGAAAG 148 93.34 0.994

23 RESEREREBEEST

231 ARARRGELZKFSH AP GERRIEATEEE 0. 7. 12 8117d) T, Gl H &)
6 MEERNSEENA CAE R 11.110~15.463(1F 2), FIAIRE S5 F Frik NS 3N E R K e, |
RRIEH B CABAETEZE S, Hrh B-actin A%, V¥ CAH K 11.622; a-tubulin Feis, ¥ C (H K 14.712;
GAPDH /) C {E¥5 fE H/N (13.273~13.873); RPS3 5 ¢ K (13.720~14.970),
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232 AALARZBEZMI N R AR TFE
GeNorm 4 7 1 5 3 [H (1) £ 8 Fa 8 JE (MMH),
M>15 NS ERARTTH, M/, NSIEHKFE
R . BT R BR . 6 MR NS
Ky MAE ¥ < 1.5, PRS27a F RPS3 1Y 3 ik fx 2
&, HIGHUIE a-tubulin . RPL13a Fl f-actin, GAPDH
s A FaE . NormFinder 18 158 L EBHEAS 9 2H
70 S I () A S St PR JE R I RS (L BRI HT
G5 NIR: RPL13a WRIAEAE, HEKIKE a-
tubulin, RPS3. RPS27a Ml B-actin, GAPDH [ 3% ik
I ANFRE . BestKeeper & VABRIE2ZE 1 PR AW N S
FEHESAH ZBM ra R R . A EE N
Z 3N MY br o 22 ¥ <1, {8 -actin f1 GAPDH
P>0.05, RiEAENMRRELTTFTHNS, Hix
4NNSIETT . 256 3R R &
Hl. RPS3. PRS27a. RPL13a Fl a-tubulin X 4 1~
SRBRREHHEA A 25, RPS3 MRL R
JE , PRS27a Fl RPL13a IR Z , Bl J& a-tubulin(F
2). GeNorm 38 13 F r e % 28 52 4H (<<0.15) Al
FENSHF RS E . H#E 3 A 1,,=0.084<0.15,
KRS T RAENSEFEE n=2(3 3).

233 MALRREBTWIEE 4 3 HRMW
WS 5 R R AT E M HE A B4 A 50 E i 4
W ARWESE Sk PRS27a F1 RPS3 NS,
[ 3 AJ 1. DL PRS27a Fl RPS3 NS, 64
H B A TE P VD S A3 T AN [R] 2R BB [E] (0L 7. 12 A
17 d) Ao 5 B A TP BR &)y v ) 2 8 AR Ak s S ) 5
Hr, PGRP FEHMIXT Fik e 7E 7 d BFERENT IR (0 d)
WP (P<<0.05), S TR, 12 F1 17 d B JC &
F25; Prx SRR AT R B R R ETH A, fE
12 117 d BF 3 8 2% 5 T %8 (P<<0.05); SDR(1)
X FER R R 43 SDR(2) 1 17 d B AN ik
0 E T (P<0.05); SDR(3) Fll SDR(4) A% ik
WYETHE R R, IR 12d PR R RS, BH
A R S R AEAE S 25 7 (P<<0.05),

3 i

16
15

14

O 13 F
12 -
==

10

GAPDH
a-tubulin -
RPL13a |
RPS27a

RPS3 -

S-actin

11 A 2 2 A

RN THIE
Jh AR INTT W 4 R AE R A SR A 69 C 1A
M7

C, value analysis of candidate reference genes of Melanotus

A 2

Figure 2

cribricollis larvae

F F BestKeeper BRI M % iE NS E
MRIETEE M

Stability of candidate reference genes based on BestKeeper

=2

Table 2
analysis

GeNorm

FaEl HE#
0391 4
0.426

NormFinder BestKeeper

fEl i bz po iR
0244 5 0.27
0.293 0.16
0.177 0.24

B

0313 6
0.261

0.042

p-actin

GAPDH
a-tubulin -~ 0.242
RPL13a
RPS27a

RPS3

0.319
0.197
0.197

0.164
0.206
0.202

032 0.024
035 0.012
0.39  0.002

—_— = W N W
[ I el \S B o))
— N W A W,

®3 ASERMREHETME
Table 3 Determination of the optimal number of reference genes for

normalization

Vst X AL S Vet X AL S
Vars 0.084 Vas 0.092
Vs 0.092 Vsis 0.074

BB nFR N SR EA

ST DOLE B PCR HAT PRI HER A R B RrE, ARG se R T iz, SRR AR

E BN SN B PR AR H AL R R IR S R TP 26 A o TRl — NS RN R A, 418,

LAY

BORNAR B A5 R B 3RAR R PE A TE 22 70 H A 1 R LA G 7 M At JTC I FH &l e oy 2 5 TR A BF 90 4
1B, AR5 E RANZ AP AR R G 551 T W E N S BE R BETT T i £ 7Ffh . GeNorm. NormFinder
il BestKeeper 34 X 5 18 N 2 FE R 2 BT 45 R 3R W . PRS27a A1 RPS3 (N FRikFE . AWF5E LA PGRP.
Prx. SDR(1). SDR(2). SDR(3) Fl SDR(4) & H By IEH X} PRS27a 1 RPS3 W IEH AT T 5k, 4580
e AP 2 DR N SEE, 6 AN H R AR E 8, EP T 2 AN EEE S N SR A
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ck 7 12 17 ck 7 12 17
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SDR (1) SDR (2)
25 F a
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Jﬂﬁ HHBH 20 |
puad b K
R0 A B B B ® 15 F
7 b b 7
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'y bB 1B
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i) 8 a
& 6 A X
® K 6 F
B o4t 2 B ® B
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a1 m N
o L[l o L
ck 7 12 17 ck 7 12 17
#d #d
O RPL27a B RPS3

SRR AR ST A IR E N 1 o ANEVNG FRERR L, RPL2Ta BN Z R B3 (P<0.05), NFEKEFHEERL
PRS3 WNZ 2R B3 (P<0.05)

W 3 VA PRS27a #= RPS3 A WA 6 /~ B 69 B R 4L 220 18] F 69 Aast R ik &

Figure 3  Expression analysis of six target genes under different processing times calibrated by PRS27a and RPS3 as reference genes

. PGRP #J& TR 32 R 25 11 (pattern recognition receptor proteins, PRRs) ZZj%, Al 53 % [KHME
P AT 22 FC AR R IR SR BESS &, 0% Toll A1 Imd {55 % T i, 175 S B8 BITAHURH O 19 7K A IR R B
KA AR, DL PRS27a M1 RPS3 NZIS,  H AIEER PGRP T A7 TCR[ Y &)y d A4 N - Vb 4 i
BRI, 7dEENIRA W E TS, XIS R U AR AEEE B P Meligethes aeneus PGRP [
B AR EOR IR S S5 ek BIEARRIRP), Prx R it E AL )L R (peroxiredoxin), SEPLELRK
TG — 51, B IE A T R 40 PN 93 TR 4R (ROS) AR AL IR J5 A2, LL PRS27a #1 RPS3 H NS
BF, HBYEEKN PR RRE DS, WL AT 5B 7 18 5 W & ¥4 H . SDR #& I (short-chain
dehydrogenases/reductases, 855/ &0 ) & —SBREE, PRSI N R, TE2MEY
B AEAE . AT 38 A LR AR AR E A AT AR R MR NI 4 L 4 4~ SDR 3
[SDR(1). SDR(2). SDR(3) #l SDR(4)] X} &jAm i f= 4y iy iy AL A ], Al 22 5 BEAR . H
BRI, LA PRS27a A1 RPS3 NS, FiMR T 4 L PGRP. Prx Fl SDR iX 3 5L N (1 e k5 A
BRI 5 AN S AL R e P A4S B OO R e e B AL, i —2BESE TIZN S A A S H TR E G 5%
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ABITE B UAHGE 7R Vb SR AR TR 1= e 25 08 0 A JTU R &)y e nl F A N S 26 ] (PRS27a F1 RPS3),
N SERT LR B B ANAT AR B AR OC I PR A SR B R, o oAt R A3 DR 35k LA BT AR A
KHFFARBES %
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