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Abstract: Low potassium stress has a great influence on the yield and quality of potato. This paper re-
viewed the existing forms and physiological functions of potassium in soil, potassium transport mecha-
nism and related transporters, absorption, accumulation and distribution of potassium by potato, identifi-
cation period and method of low potassium tolerance and high potassium efficiency in potato, as well as
the present situation and countermeasures of potassium stress and the research on potassium transport
in potato, in order to provide theoretical basis for optimizing potato planting environment in China and an-
alyzing the molecular mechanism of low potassium tolerance and high potassium efficiency in potato.
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T, B4 % (Solanum tuberosum) & tH Ft FAAEY
22—, W E B TR B 4R A FORIA,
TEABRYE B M V2 P . IR, BB ARl
SERL VR B, H R S AE AR R M R 200 J2= T )
SN DI K, JUHAE R E 5K, P AR
BT, o R E B M AR SR AR S
ol T R B A 2 A 2.29% (1995 4F ) i% 45 F Tt %]
2.78% (20204F) (FFE e %2021), HEE D%
PR TH AR S B AEAR AR A B B DY, [R] B
WA I, A, ERERER G 24
T S RO AT RS R R R B T & O H B
VB (FBRE 1S A 25 22008)

LR T e MV I S AR (3R T EE2013), TG
FAESZE D H ) FR R EEROR . TR S 4%
PR AT AT, 75T AR AN AR I B XA B
oy AL ™ B W) o % S (1) 7 B R o o, (EL R LB
HiE TRVRR 0 1/5 38 R e B, ELN b A -6 388 (1 o A A
2 A H R) A PR A e, 338 v SR B A0 R AR B
TR (B Wi 1989), 78 SLbR K H A =ik #29, MR
Bt FH ORI LASRAS iy ELAS 1 i, FRE B A
it P & S 4534.6 F5 Wl (19804F) 1%+ |- 7 31619.7
JINEQ0174F), LAY SFEF A E BT 112.00%
(P E Gt 452021, T E S AR P it FH e 22
JIE 2= 3 B AR ARt AN & BRI I A, 5 2508 AR
PR, TRARBIZE(2008) T 78\ 3R H = K
BAEDI NERLR H 22 201 22 80 AL B M 2
P s, kT B PRk P, (R B an b it AE 7 20
WA IMEY P &, B SR LIRS ED R4
P RVEREER, 6 A J7 0% N R, 8 0ol Ak e
() AR o

5B 92 25 (2007) %5 284> T B 2 A (2R ) i LR A
RE I 70 25 SRR B, AN [F) S48 5 i R () B R
BREE S, Hodr, AR VII-2 264 5 Bl (R)TE
ARAR AL FE T (AR 7= B (B R e = I P i 5 T T
B = 5 (1) E 2 B ALK T-95%, 1t Rl 43 A i
BRRE FTECHR AR (R); HAR224 SRl (R) RS AR
X e BN T A1 87 %, RISy AT AN fE J15¢
FIEAN(R) . X1F5(2005)%F 104> 44 2 5 Fih (2R i
AR B8 S AT I 0 R B, TR SR (R) 8 i
L5, AR U S AP (R) A R 192017, %

T, T R D 5 S v R R
Foft 5 5 A b DX ) SR 5 B dE AT 2 28 15 & OB R, B
IR IR B0 T 480 7= 5 I b Jo AR . 5
Gb, ATIE FE R 2 el 2 AR 22 % F
B T A BT D R T A B AL ) R 3B A R 1
SE AT IR B A DG L (R, 72 41 T AR B o o B0, X %)
LR EREAEENE L. AR5
B HAK/KUP/KT 5 R 28 % J¢ Shaker 3 IR 5 1t 3k 47
T AR A E HREHE ST, KIURH b~
% K 2 JUStHAK s 3 R 3R I8 S Y B i o 8l i,
/b5 StShaker 3 R 15 4% 5 KF HA 3540k, 145
DRI A fi 52 538 i 7K1 R B B 4 S e 4 1A
(FFREE2019; V1 FEF£552020). 140 A B 50 3% B St-
HAK 1 233 335 1k 3 66 98 55 BB OGP (1) A1 52
MRS IRK SR FARE T B AR, i
RIKSHAK 120 A AR T s E s s
L EH 5 1 PR R AT M T 2 v AL AR T AL B 3 ) Tif 52
PE(H BIME2021), IX AR B AR & S8 5%
BRPRHR AL TG IR S AR ST . 54 (2017)
BT 7T TOR (targer of rapamycin){z 5 i % 5 41 25
T 22 &, R LIt 3R IESICIPK23 3% [K 1] LR
AN T E B T IR R I s R 5 &, I TORE
538 P R BEIE I % St CIPK 23 (1) Ty g SRR 15 B 5
TR, PR AT 3 B B 4% 2 HR TORAE 518 26 1)
REBEAT A7 AR m RIS h R 2 = i,

1 BNFEERSREIERE

1.1 HETEFNEERS

g ) B B DL TEHLE S AFLE, Z RIS
T A SRR B AT 23 S O (R KV PR . A2
e E B A SR FR, B2
(A7 7E G BN P4, 7E— 58 2640 T nl LA B 3%
b, DL R AEP ST BRI 755K o Fer e 2 A vl
DL IR ISR (0 — 240, (HIEE B ilb, KAH
AR 1 %; 22 350 Sy SR SR 1 ) B
U5, A& IR ALEE ) BIVEIR TR AR, B A 1%~
10%; FHXT RO BRI P08, M Ka. B s
FEFAT Y, HE e AW E190%~98%, {HH
K% UL TR AR AR, A 5 B 2R A
(ff11- H.2000). thAh, A IR HANURE L5
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A B A — e B I, (HIX SRR D
A1 R R (PrajapatiFIModi 2012).

UG P AL, B B s B SR S 42 R e
FH IR A B AR, T S A
BRI G R DR . AR, -
A 1 mmol- L ) 7K i 87 gk T DU A2 AR A 4 I
AR E (Yanaish 1996), {5 435 i (1 73 41 /2
AN ST, ARAEVIAR 22 BB R R FE AN — 5 T LAY
R IEFEAK, RV 259 5 52 2R A .
1.2 SREEMPIEIREINEE
1.2.1 S 58HENK

TERE PR, 22 /076 60 il 52 7 HH 6 4 ) 4
WitE . HARVE 2 B R 2 59 R AP (i SR
A LR AR, I HAE Y7 SE iy By 2830 HY e
RAZ 52 AR 00 22 Tl il 1100 375 A i 3 ) 52 1) 1 (Ev-
ans fllSorger 1966). 2 i 4 (1) & & o oE 1 nl 4
0T (1) g 1) b 28 DL S AR S S AT () e, LA
XoF I v A PR L 4 S e A A 4 i 5T AR B SO I
Aok P, YA T ERFRG A S IE 5 2k
T, AHH 5T B PR S YERFAE — B IR
1.2.2 2 5EMAEEER

PR = I RS EA S ER . — 7, A
(KA1 o i R BEAR ) 6 TR Pl &, g
PR T RR T fE . o — 5, K Xod@ i
£ W 2 10 IR 5l ATP & Jift (Tester #1Blatt 1989), % T
2R AR R 1) CO, 8] 5 FIAZ B B — 188 1R % A Bl 0 P
(BHSCRFEF2019) 2 A FE (1) PRI, #Hk = 23 FRAK
LERYlaP s gy 82
1.2.3 AHKFLEEN

K3 e FLAE IR T 40 i J5ORA 5% B A 1 T g 5
i) 7% ¥ 3 42 (Blatt 1988). #i#kid, FLFH A
KR 2 [AEE R EE R R, UK R 78 2 B, AL
BH 7778 /8, KO 2 N SCFL ] B A R 25, 44t i o 1A
FAZIKIMRZIK, SALIRIF HAE AR IEH BN, 2448
JHL R R 7K A3 = I, KR AR R AL R R T =
SALKE % A, LA 1k 7K 23 it 2% (Cochrane f1 Co-
charane 2009). 41RK R 2, WS FLIE 714K,
SALizsh &g, ALK H B 0 B2 & A5
B FEUKRK. H, M EYSHEES

ER2 T .

1.2.4 5% 5EH

A2 BB A T) T U5 B AT B A R ) 1
(Marschner 1995), iX 3 B % & 18 B I8 559 7T R &
BT R s MR AR BB R 78 70 45 & B ER B TR T
B S 51 1) (Kanais$2007) . BARAL &
W) R AH 23 T AR 8 T A J5 50 A 1 8 P K R B s
o JHbAh, PR BRARA T EL 3B K H, IF A
HAL A B AL LA P47, AATRT MK A WL E AL o
N 5B A AE R J5 3B o 1 B (Rufty 55 1981)
BRIE 22 55 2 5 R A 0 R S R R B A i T ()
pH. FLEFIVBIERL B, 3 0 1 57 350 1) 2 2 A0 0E iy
& WA AN /b [ (Marschner 1995), 76 X} 2 i (5 B
£2016). 544 Z (Haeder4s 1973). & 5 (Cakmak
%51994a). Hi 1t (Ashley 1 Goodson 1972) fil H i
(Hartt 1969) £ N 1) 2 R ) RO AE 7T 38 B, G4 1Y
> TS e aa, Ul B AR 0 B0 8 R R DL 2 0 1l
WA AR I R 2 A S
1.3 BREFXTHEIRIR I

TR Z B8 75 1E A2 K S AR AR ) BB 3R
2. FEKFEHR, A Wi T DLd i 0 R4
K PR AR R B AR 7 L (Cai&:2012); B4 N £ 08
SSHEYCEAER, Wb A A B R H AR
Rrig ¥, SRR Y E K. A
Yy, 5 0 0 IR R A 2 B, 3 B AR Y
iz S B PG, DT S AR5 ) R R AR = PRI
(Hermans%$2006); £ H f& o, #{H N 78 2 I, 20%
Fe A7 6 PR AT A B I TR] P9 MR I L RS 31 ZE AT
ARG Z B, & PP AE e W2
P (Hartt 1969). 7EJHEHT, SRSk M 5L R (1)
HeE TR, AWML, $INCO,MEHFH 71, P
OG-, AT D ™ 8 (HCRFE2019). 7T
R, BB TR A KRR, BEF. K8
(I A B sk v i Ak B 3 kb, R AR AR
R B (KanaiZ$2007; GerardeauxZ5£2009), M
T 27 52 BN R ) A2 KR B (Jung®52009). 5
Ab, BE W Z AR R, O F R AR R AR
PR WSO B A s Ak 32 ] — 5 B B IR AL ML T 4%
(Liu 1 Tsay 2003; Ho%5$2009). 4B = if £ 50
AU, SRE R E RS, SA S ERRIKLIE
1998), 3X T g2 H U Il X 450 (10 i 12k 51 ke,
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AJ B A2 RN AH IR 31 6 12 52 2 B I BR 1), 5 R AR
FUrE I WS UE B TR 8 T — e
i £h %412 B ( AONRT1.5/NPF7.3 [ i th 45 2 5 49
BT B, X AR B S 2 (R AR AE B A R
1 FH (Drechslerd52015; Li%$2017).

2 $REZITHLH R KL B

T W) 75 DR S W AL -+ 338 (4 3R F R s 3|
TR, S8 S5 DUE G A [5) 248 B ) B 15 3 i
| NCE O S ey b e I Y S G R i i
TE R FH B PR 7 22 v Ak 2 B AT I8 i, ]
DL 1 B F i is SR L s . 3 B IR UL
AR, #i s RGnTHE 7 AP 2E: (1) EsE ALz
Z 4t (high-affinity transport system, HATS), i i #
& HRIATP (¥ 7K fift 18 ) SR AR EK T #4752 3 Bz
(Cheeseman% 1980), 1% %12 5 40l sk 5 1 FE 13
1T¥32; ()% Ml 18 & 4t (low-affinity transport
system, LATS), = Z2AF 4b FHK U B 45 w8 1 PR 5% (i
#1511 mmol-L) i 45 Bl 88 7 il i 32 iy K (Ep-
stein5#1963), %418 R G4 UMK I EAFE GH
(AL H DL SR fg P 18T o

H 17 EZAKUP/HAK/KTZ . HKT/TRKZK
i CHX K MKEA Z ik %5 4% 12 15 11 2 5 HATS
N FHIK W XEFEE AN FIK &Y
W 6 B 1R 4T B (Rodriguez-Navarro 2000), H A
HgediE. H &2 HI6eF s i VKUP/HAK/
KT, HEZER RN SEYHK FIRIE S
RFEKRWEZE . 254KKE. K5
Na" P4l L K'/H 4515 (Anne-Aliénor252014; £47%
PhAE2019). HAT, FEETIT KRG KZZ MR,
A e 13, 27, 5. 174 KUP/HAK/KT 4 #% iz
A4 TR (Wang F1Wu 2013; SongZ452015a, b; i
2015), FEEEEY P R ADK @ IE B H R FE ] 3 S
Shaker % i« TPK/KCO Z J& F1 CNGCs (cyclic-nu-
cleotide gated channels) % Ji%(LebaudyZ52007).

3 DREWHEMBIVK

R RN JE — A, 1 R
fib et S5 775 T 30 R P S AR T R AT A PR 0, K
A R ZE AT TEE 2R

LRELEHRARKERERENMAR, R
Xt R R ACU D RE B OR B B (A A 5%
2009), & 4 FHE N B 2L T R v S R E A
AR, LT, L E ARG
BRCR GRS B IR R HEE OB e
e, BRI REESS, REFFK 7T (15 Z 5%2009;
BAFH2019), BETERY], FER B2, —J7 i & B IR
D F AR KR T, R R IRICE IR
Y, SEURRER R, RETREE TR -
7 T 22 38 R 2R R K R AT AR S R D,
B HRZE i B (BB AR A 552009) . 7ESERRAE =, 1
252 B a0 J5L R T B2 D9 E AR R A
NRE. BRRREZA X ALK, W]
HERW S EAL. A% NIBER
T BRI E B EARA RN, HAEA & 2R
5 (B3 Tt R IE DA K AE J I R 25 i K 0 2 36 4
JEE). KRR Z — SRR B % 4k, A
[7] B B 25 b R 1R T AL B 0 AR 22 T (AR 5 4
2002; X1|752005; i % 55£2007), (ERHER M %R
I PR IR B B vt A L T

4 SREVEJEDM|EMNREIAR. S
Rz

4.1 SHENLIEPHERARBFRR R HE

— MR U, B R R A S A R TR B IR
BRI F AR b, 306 T i A v R E P a2 b AN TT
/b () (Bilal552019), 3 HATHA 25 F 4 B g /4R
S VAL AR 2R 1) 2 (Ji552017). T4 7]
AN TR 2% B (1) % 3 R 2 R A B o B A A A AR
BBl A 1R 5K B 77 72 B0 R FH 2803 1 3 AL (Rengel
FDamon 2008). %24 4F H 1) 3 Z R4
JRE W 08 O ) R 0 MK 1 s e B B, SRS AR
2R O3 il L OO, SR A T 2R s B 25 K
Fr s B Re = AN 42, (RIS VE ) B 3 348 Hh i
F & WAL &, 7P ) 5B R R 30 B &+
77 T B A AN LI HE(Zorb%2014) . DengZ4(2021)
WEFLZR B, PR & B T AR . Rk, T
W 5 R B 251 2y TE 2 IR B T S S D, B A BE
&= & (Jenkins fllMahmood 2003).

HER T B8 EN M RBB SRR, 1
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HLUFJUMAERW S (D SRZE &L F A
FRSCHE ZRAE Ny P B g iE AR (e Tt
mE IR, fE 2R B E /B O R — R —
FrE—FAK), B2 Rk E B E KT 5k
ZE(ERYEEE2013); (2) DA E &4 B AR R IR
T AR AE % B B I A AR AL, WA 43 ) B
TEPZE G- AAE R AR R, H CLUE R A 28
WG %k e (X1 5 AL 552003); Q) R E2AH
% 3% 5 B 2R TR A R 48 B L AR A,
R SPCEE R R R AR T i 25, H=x
I BB 2R MR B2 22 e A/ N (il 2 452003)

KT LBRENHRBI L G R, FEF
PLUR S50 F1 3 AR FH I B vk 2 5, 5B AE
AT L, 23 BC 20k B i, SH70%, HAIRE
B2, N30%; REREE SRENAEKKE, =
TRUETE R, B R o e bl 2 r B 2R 558, 3 iy
AIZETE R Ve AR B 50BN, R e R () 7
W Z 8 B d K, 80% (B 5B 4E452013; 7K & 3156
2013). w0, FEEEA L F W, R R
HR A B SR B g, TR R TR I R S B IR
VANGIE

g5 b, B 23 T AT B () v ORI FH 2 o0 L
PR 2R, WD IERHEN, J5 IR E A
FLUMAI B2 BB R AL SR E 2 1) 4 e e 3
42 SHRENHZGHR

AR, B B % 18 A O B R () T A 2B
Bt e, XK R B S 502iE [T BT
LI RO A A A AE N I 2 P AR B 72 (Tsay 55
2011). AFHFERIREE N B2 E Mg R B R R
AR, TR e S SR A KR
B, AR BE TR M R B m . RN
1 mmol-L™'I, KUP6 5 KUP73: R % ik & f i, H
55 HoAth 4b P (10.00. 0.1010.01 mmol-L™) 5 &
ZE (KT E5E2018; #APH2019), 45 7 i s fAdk
[RISIKUP1 2 1) 321K 32 S FE §E MR, 1% R AE T 40 35
T AR - A 350 ek, Hazieis kT mficsh KT
(3 RUE 452020) . EADL R I H, LKSTHE [ 9 b5 1)
& BN CIPK23 IF [a) 1 #5542 41 B 2 25+ il i
AKTI1, i@ it B Rk LKSI. CBL1/93E X A] 1 5
AKTIEME, 235 32 v 100 I R A I B i 1)

i 52 V£ (XuZ52006). [FH}, AtCIPK233: A [ &
T4 T 1 o T A4 R R GHE A 3 i A2, B
= AR AR 3 T A P B R AR R
Mi; 5 HA:CIPK23FE R $2 i 1 #6356 R %
PREFFF R0R, ARG e N A ER . &
PRSI P RO R B I (£ AR B 20115 2 fE
2010). BEAh, FEARER AT, W B RIKACIPK23RE
REDRERNTENLSZER UL SREENKS
P HE, XRLm TR RS T
B TRIbR 2 W 1R 55 18 B8 ) B e AL R TE B 11
B J1(3K14£2012). Ahn%5(2011) % IL TOR & [ 184 ity
15 5 W] BeAE P 1T R LR 3 1 [RAL AAR g B
BIAEAER, M5 W0 A B 573K B TOR AT LA il
Th B T (W AL, ot B Gk StCIPK 23 1] A3 i
L #% 0P TOR F Bo e, DT A5 B 4% 25 184 Ik K )
iz (DengZ52020).

HAl, BN SR EHEEHRECERCH
KERIE, (A2 HBARDIReM 51 HLHATE 2,
Ty mg it — B

5 DREMMIHEE ST, £
ERS KRG E

5.1 D¥ERMIHEHE X HESIETEMN

B H AT, X T B R AR A S i A v
W B R E R D, HOG) R AR B 2 B v Y b I
B BH G — I E . Graham (2001). 44 5544
(2002)\ Ny, TEEAR IR R T UIRe RS B
7 i ) B DR 2R AT R B R v A . R
TRV AR SR 68 77 P4, B AR5 (1996) A,
AT DL LA 12 b Pl 7 O AR B R P R SR AR
PR ZE IR K/ IN SR S 2% R ) T A A

AW TR, P B0 E R B R A
M BRI B AR AR (B 22552021) . FH T  5F
(2007)%F 281> By 4% 25 it Bl (R ) )R AT I 4 Ak 3 U B,
(EEH 18 P I 2 PR 25 i, AR AN [F) 43 2545
R P SR M (R) 7 NAK R, B 245
(2021) 38 ik X 20473 76 5l [X A Q36 1 T 44 2 4 ) 3k
T/ [ R B A B, AR B 38 9% R A
MR AZR(ER D), [FII FEAR B AL 38 A 104 & Fh
(R~ & TR, X 58H %2007 & i A—
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®1 DREGRMFR)LBSE

Table 1 Classification of potato cultivar(line) types

Pae YT et m A (R) AR 225 ik
AL T iz Ai(R)  H = BUnFi(R) N6-22, ‘HURVII-17, J-FHl, RELr e, B 2 552007
e AR (R) 971-12, ‘HURVII-3’

FEECPAE K R L RS 3-4-2, U2, 901-1-26, 9201-1. 97-6
ANFEA AL R HeZE A TR B T R (R) R VI, RS KB, 901-
= e R 1-26. L. <)IFESS
BRI FI(R) CEVBL. CPHE2E. 3-4-20 IS,
3-13, JIIFE39°, U2, “FRVII-1". 3-17.
FEEEW . URE97. 9201-1. VI3,
CRVEPE S CJ-BTHl. A1ESS’ . T-KIE.
97-6, ‘JI|ZEF, UL, 971-12, N6-22
ARV AL HE T R AR AR TG40 B 0 8 e i ‘EREE X117%52005
PFRbR G R TG AT BE J7 55 il A (R) 9201, K
ANFA AL R HeZE T A B8 0 e ot B A0 SEAETCEE2019
REEAR T K4 8 D 3 55 i Th#s55 . GEE4E’
ANFAPALEE R Bk pe R SRR (R) ‘PGS, 378711.7 ¥ =£452021
BERR KRR & 08CA0710, 09307-830
ren B RO R Kb, hE19%°
TRH = ROR L b AESS . HESE”
X R A (R) ‘6T, 3187117, JIIFET Deng22021
AR AN (R) 08CA0710. 09307-830. B20-7. ‘IRZE2%5°

e B A AT ()

K. HE195°, S03-0452. S21. 049565

EBT8-117, 2014X3-1. k55, FokE’

A RO A A (R)

C19. ‘MZE65 . “EmisSs . FESS

. Deng%(2021)%F 2075 e Hh [X 44 L Al (R)
AT AN (R B B2 AL 3, AR 7= B FL AT SR Ay
PR A AR (R) 73 AR (3R ), [RIRT, R 10t 7T
g8 IR = B A 7 SRR R O A e AR
FHIE R R (3 B AR . BRIRZE ™ &, )i i 4 55
B 0 A2 A8 bR R B 4% S B BE 12T VR A, X1
75(2005)%F 101~ Ty 44 58 5t it (FR) IR 2 204 B A 3 A 4K
Fa bR AT I 00T, S5 RR M, m RS AR
o3 DN TRARET i 77855 P, 9201 A0 K R 4k Kl
o3 NTHAR R BE JJ BG5S M (R) (D). SLHECEE
(QOITEARAN A AF T A3 TR S A i A I B2k
B B MO AR B MR EAT I AL, SRR,
595 5 A AR SR T ARK310, H
TESRATIRA T, MR R UG 77 KA SR B 6 P 12 7
TIREPPRZEHEEENFR. 4L, kL
B e R R L RV B B R, BB VRN VR R, 4

RWHAE . BAE G e it e, ok
TR R 0] R RE S o — B R A G — 1
Tl R LRI IR b, IX A RO E B,
5.2 DREMMIEHE LESMMEEEREAR G E
BT A A 1R 2 8 R B 80 R B 8R4
THETC, (B ARH G — % e 50 5%, ik
4510 KAHAZ BE(Clark Al Duncan 1991). BB B0 1
TR A () 30 32 B T AR %2011,
IR 2520135 BR#& T 22014; 2508 = %2014,
RN E 552015, K IE4E552017; B 18552019, i
TRE52022) S EIH BT 2 552007, & 22 462021),
DA v 5 BRI A 25 & (X 22 B2 2006) . &4 FH
HI(TTLBE2020) 375 5 o B8 AR K A 0 ) 1 R A
NG FR bR, — O T A2 DR DK 22 SO ) b b
TRAT e D70 AL B W LR 2 (R AT 252013),
57— T A DR R T A AR 4 AR T K e e 1) e
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A AL/, B N B A AT 47 (5K 1R 4:552017), i
T B SR AT IR B 28 W] ) 2 0 e 381 — LS IC AT 1
PR, 4/ 7 ik TE B, gD 1S A Ik ) AR,
R 30 75 77 B S5 AH JCHB b R 56 UE (R 5 A1 %
2014). LR SAIHPERIE N TR bR, 2 FA
PR AR AE Y A P i A S AR, S5 SRR
M EN. BA YR (F 2552021, 1SR E
EAE JE M R 8RR =R K, A
PR R R AR A AR I, R . 3 R
A E W2 AR MR AN [F] 5 4% 2 5 A
TR PE AT VRA, X0 52 2 B B 1 P B
AEEMIEZE X L Bo iR 58 1 i
TR T2 BT IE MR, E8A
PLR =Fho

(OWZEA RS i FIHRA Rk )
Koo Hb FEREEE ., b BEFE. EKEE, 2N
PR LR A IR EOAT 08 o B BT FE I 7K A i o
3R T AAEEG: OmSRER fb F, FER IR AR i
Jr AT B @B i F, AR AR KSR A IR
W, BRI A D B AR BE, AR AL, HA
M s ARACSEPEIR; BT b, FEARAE
K5z B PRI, FEEH A M BT B 2, i REE 2 AR
Heth, PR AL R @ASTIRET a b, R R AR K
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