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Plant cross-adaptation and signal transduction induced by salt stress
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Abstract: At present, soil salinization is becoming more and more serious, and soil salinization has a neg-
ative impact on the growth and development of plants. During the long-term co-evolution process of plants
and unfavorable environments, various regulation mechanisms have been formed. After plants have expe-
rienced a certain kind of adversity, they can increase their resistance to another kind of adversity. Salt
stress can help induce cross-adaptation in response to extreme temperature, drought, pests and diseases.
The mechanism of plant cross-adaptation under multiple stresses provides a theoretical basis and refer-
ence for the rational use of saline-alkali land in agricultural production.
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A RPN R SN AT A RN MR 4
Pi— kg B a Ja, <A AL R @R A S
Y — RN OGN RN, A 32 2 Fh AN R
TR e . B H TR TT, B
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B 3G M %8 (reactive oxygen species, ROS). i W # 2
SIS 5 i A2 R e e R T s P T, T X L
BET5 Wi E 5 005 5] iR IE N
SRS AR, AT BESE It iR i da itk . A2 X
SERHLHNE B — A0 5 4, A i Ca™
WIE. ROS. HHYIBER. BEWTWIR. WK

ks 2022-02-14  1BE  2022-03-25
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FEEPOA R PSR E5 5. A CHE AR
TR E A AE T e S IR IE LRSS
Ity 3 O K TR 0 B BRE, O0F < BERD D R  DA B 4R v
Y STE VR S IR IR N S

1 A8 5 R iR B B A0 32 X idE R

1.1 EBMB SRR E 8] AY3E 3i&E R,

IR W 18 2> B R ] 8 o R S AR E 1
A A S A A B AR e S E R . R
YER . ROSARHH . ZARH . [FI IR T BRI UK &
230 HEL D 240 P RSO0 47 L 2 1 D 4 e 5 44,
YT R 435 W B 3K 2 5 B4 A A R 9 R D RR K
PEE SRR H A AriE . H AT IR A,
L th 2 MEUE B RS, WiE A TR L
FR1 145 18 1E (cyclic nucleotide-gated channels, CNGC)
OsCNGC9.0sCNGC14.0sCNGC16F1AtANN1E i
H A AtANNTIE A $NaCliFs S 11Ca” I A (ZhangZ5
2021). AR B 2L o R, 1 T i 2 A QU ok
e OGS, Ae sz PRI, a2k 5| e 40 ff A 21
G AL IR RIS HK AR AN [F 7 g
JEEGA. BENERGC. BEEEED=Hh. J P E§/REED
(phospholipase D, PLD)AEE G . Mgk T5-
P VRN RS A0S - ARG TT (Arabidopsis
thaliana) 5 124> 3 X % it 6 Fh 25 74 i) PLD (PLDoas
PLDB. PLDy. PLDS. PLDe. PLD(), As[A 25 %Y A
AR R 5 HARPLDs A E, PLDS
et )\ MG BRI, A2 Joit AN U 20 i B8 2 TA] f)
BN MR E RIS B, PLDS
TEIRGE T oA 5 B A v i) R B IR 5 A, 2 S
B 20 M i SR L 2HL (Y OCBEAD IR, AT R v T iR 1
(B F#5552019).

22 L 35 40 B] 1 I8 (mitogen-activated protein
kinase, MAPK) ¥ 4H il 75 5 1% T 22 48 i Je H %
W, 25N ZMESER. e Es% S
AR, — 5 a5 = PLD I T, R
VIR R SRR, Rt — S
R A MAPK64: &, {21 Na'/H 1 n) 4% iz 14
SOST B ER A KT, 145 L HENa JiF 1 (E R 55 5%
2016). FHYHAEE T MAPK3 &2 Fif 206 (E 5
BARAH LR [ R 98 DL TEBRROS, AT S SR AH 4

it R B (iR 52 P (Shus52022) . [RIFECE ARG 38
T, PLD &l ol 72 ) B I 1R 2 5 I ¥ 11K (abscisic
acid, ABA) TP A2, H izt F2 0~ i
FEPNIEA KRR IR A . R GRS b R
% T AH < 8 H BB (SNF 1-related protein kinase2.6,
SnRK2.6)4E K] ) 2k, 3 1M i 45 467 T 48 e % o (1)
¥ s R 7bZIPS, TR T L8 R G, FRARAEY)
X 5 A v BR KT BRI R AR ) ) S84 4
173 (Li%52020). 5[ 8 5 COLD 1 32 ik il J& i
PR TR Cat M5 T, HE T O MAPK I 2 1
MR, WS FIMAPKs 2 i FR {LICE1/2 (GuoZ:
2018).

ICE (inducer of CBF expression) &7/ N f—
Pt S R, HAE A2 SnRK2.6. MPK3FIMPK 65
BB %, 2t — 1% 5 CBF (C-repeat biding fac-
tor) & ik, CBF¥EIN 1/ — R AMEMHK T, H
WIS T IR R IS B R oK Bx e
Wi LA B B R R R B . (G SRt 2K
G5 5 HANE S BAE R . B0 KA
(Oryza sativa)HEAT HE R 1K 73 M I TG IRAEAIGIR T
I 2 5 W38 N KR8 OsCBF2 %% 3% 7= W) 5 2 il T
B0 XT3 i (Solanum lycopersicum) itk {7 NaCl T 4b
HRESEINCBFI. CBF2. CBF3J& L ko3t
Solyc02¢090390.3. Solyc01g108280.3 ICEI I #H %t
FKika. WA P E N5 FHIICETH
SR A el 35 SICBF I RISITPS1 43515 S 4 1k
Y VR, 3 T SRS 0T R IR AR i 52 1 T )9 AE
1 (48 R 522020). CBF ] 5 j3 57 o CRT/DRE
(C-repeat/dehydration-responsive element)liii =1 FiJ
TR A5G, AR ETOE NI AL I COR (cold-
regulated genes). COREAEY) ¥ Y 11 HE 1K, fE g i
SRR 2 Ik, AT 22 AR LR T 51 7S ) 248 R st K
T 5 2 B 5T I (Wisniewski%52014). ICE-CBF-COR
AR IR S B 183 4% AR B IR TR W 2E 1R A 25 B
TEHLH] o

gE L RTIR, 78 h i AU IR s S S
S, PLD. SnRK2.6. MPK3HAIMPK6#B K T% | &
PUER . HAH e b s, & 634 INICE-CBE-
CORMEAHCBFIIFRIE. LA E 3R B Eh i 51
T IEAAFAE—E L X o
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1.2 B 5 EiRMEB 8 AY3E X IE K

T A B IR AE ) AR H R, IR R I A
WA A KR B 1.5~6°C R 2 3 il A 4 6 & 1E F
FER I T R A A A Btk T 2 B A A 42 24 S,
HE A K AR B, IR & S BB
T2(ZAHE2012), il A £ 3 St [F) 7 2 JL H
P SASLATIE, TR i = A Ay s s
R, SR ) AR AR R AR, (R B
EIPSITG PE, FRIKROS & &, i i /b 5t e & 1
FH 35 3 (Haque252014) . #4455 [K -1 (heat shock
transcription factors, HSFs) /& AE 4 1 15 #1537 1]
FER R, EAEY) R I A A 5% T i R
TR T HEEAEH. WEA 2R HSF
FOG FE A 26 1% A7 AE 1E [ 4%, HSFA4A T] L
1EAIMPK3/MPK6 A, 18 15 R 40505 2 AN AL L
B RS, W 7R -5 R P e 7 I B T AR A7
FEAE X o HSFZJRAE 2h W38 T R 5 5 MAPKs 41,
2515 3 ¥ 3 [K ¥ (transcription factors, TFs) 17>
Az, R RS — RV EL AR BEAR A, L4 4 R 4T
BT RS BRRKKER. A ROST AN S
73, A £51E(Zang®52019).

“URE ) 36 i B B, FAER 1 (heat shock
protein, HSP)S2HSF i {5 % 15, HSPs{E fy— i 8 %
115 F AR A E R, HRE &P AR
RYEHREIER, iS5 bR O S s ED .
JIT A HE A o B 520 R B (Olas5$2020) - /P
3 O #IPLDFIPLDSTE £5 e AMIC I b i op 2 A
HEAEH, 1 PLDSTE fay i My iE HH th [F] B k4 1 2
YEF . HSP70-3401 1 PLDSVE 1 LA A S s 4.
2 i A AR 4 i B ik, HSP70-3 FTPLDS 27 [ f)
FHELAE R HE 7 AR 0 50 1 3 1) R 3 A% A 4
MRS E g, 3R T AR 5 ML (Song
2£2020).,

2 MBS TFRERRZIEN

+ 2 i i SR AR R BRI AE KR
|, Fl: FECRSLCHRD M BEIK T OLEE
FIFWD 7HET R BE R JR AR 2 K
&, 5 RAZRKR A L, 72 R a5 &
. I# (polyethylene glycol, PEG) Tii &b # 7K F& Ff ¥,

SRR AT S TR AR, U THAIE P AE Y E R 5 R
JoIp 3L ) A7 76 28 SIS B (1825 552013) . NAC (NAM,
ATAF1/2, and CUC2)#% 53¢ [Kl ¥ /& i s A7 1) e ik [
T, R R S A A o, R T
e L R 6 5% (F A7 [ 252019). NACIE S #7812
SEARE YR R A ) BB AR, G SRR
HifE. BRESES. ARG 8%
5 TR R % 2 B AR (Ma%:2021) . fERE A it
Fak G AENAC I AH < 5 R (W SINACT . GhSNACI
CaNAC46%5) e Hit v B35 CORITE Y ) — 2 B ik
FEE R Rk KT, 18 ITROS T BRBEIE TE, 2 %
B DRIBR 2 1) B bR o B (R R AR AR AR G, i oG
AL CABRAR K 40 0 R S BE, 42 v 6 W 3 A0 52
BT 52 1 (R AT 15 552021) . K 5. GmNACOGLE £ i
NG TS ER AR S B E T ROSHR
F AR . 5 I R B GmNACO6E 5 T MR EB A
Na /K HAH, 4ERF T B PR LifE2021). AHEH
WEEIE TS T Ca’ (5 5, WU NIiFMYB (myeloblas-
tosis) NACEE#E 35 K7 (46 A F2020) . LuoZ(2015)
RO T 28 2 MAECa™ . GEAMKEAF
HA SRNG5S @M. [, PLDAVMYAE 2E )
YRR i i P R R R AR A, AT R A A
HEHRZEH. TEPRE R, EWEdcEASY
JATAEPLDIE M 72, PLDMGE 5 42 st Ak ity
PR, AT IR0 IR AR S B 4, e T dn i de e
P, I 23R m LT A8 71 (FR1%2020) .

3 BMESHAERNZEN

124 Rk, B N AT E e 5 U T RS
& RLE 5 SRR b RO aEmRR
B, 3 JBhiE o S B B ) 7R AR 8 DL R Al
oAt A S R P30S - R FITR (jasmonic acid,
JA) B LA 12- 4 — )& 2 (12-0x0-phytodienoic
acid, OPDA )2 85 il Jk DA £ 8 1) B 44 45 771), 1
A 175 T 01 5 2 R 3Rk R AR B R 4k, A7 B T4 7
B AIME & . ik — A 50 R B Lk I 0 8 i
Frd AT, il — M K E Sk R G
JAE UL G AR PRI 3548, 20t FEIE R W, 25
VAR FAUN A 5 A0 SR 58 S 52 14 2 [R] 0
[ RIS 5 S5 (Capiati®E2006) . £ il T8 75
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Fig. 1 The possible mechanism of cross-adaptation among abiotic stresses in plant

P JRR IR P 38 10 DA A 1 R LOX SR e 26k P A Rk {2
BETAG B, BETTUE AR T4, JAfE R Bt 1 i
W 51 S (0 Ca Y, [ A 398 i A, 136 588 - A
240 i X BT f B AR WL 55 JE (Chen %5 2020)
b Ak, £ bl 2 i i PR AR ShAE MY T SE (Brassi-
ca juncea) HZAM AR T RHAEKK S ENHEM S
a2, M $E @& X B SO R (Trichoplusia ni) 1 $0 1%
(Renault?$2016).

T YDAE DN AP SR B0 AN A= I, 2338 40 i
JI65.2% T (1) 45 =G 1R 1) 52 1% (pattern recognition receptor,
PRR)X 4 57 M 2 - 3E 4T U1, i R L FE A
B iR B A 9% 70 745 20 (microbe- or pathogen-asso-
ciated molecular patterns, MAMPs/PAMPs) L & $i45
R4 F#5 3 (damage-associated molecular patterns,
DAMPs). 9 st =k 1 175 5 firk % [ 4 96 7% (PRR -
triggered immunity, PTI). PTIJ B A AL 5 % A=
W JEAA B AL, 38 RE 4 i AR AR A I R A
Ptk ERX—REFW LT —RINE S,
WNES B T, ROSHIMAPK 2 BERRIR 1L I M. K
F %% (YangZ52021). Farhangi-AbrizZ5(2020)4%
e BEAE W A K 0 2B 41 B (Pseudomonas RS-198 Fll

Azospirillum brasilense RS-SP7)5 M- [H it in & 43
ARG, BRI B R A Y A U5 AE T
97T K TR G M S (Brassica napus) £ 18 11 i
R G, KW NARRIF K SRt 7 —Fh
BT AT 7 .

B I 2 20 PR B ) T A 2 —, AR R R
HHRERENHEERN, 25 EEY 2 P EiEs
(PLR PUREAPUREE). T 40 M8 T R AR K
(accelerated cell death5, acd5) s> F1 R AP B i F- 75
KA R B R 4056 T (Zeng 55 2021).
NaCl il ab # §E 3 58 acd 5 5 AF AR A= W il 3 (1) e 1
SN, I ELIX MU 1G5 AN 28 e PTIS S fish % 1)
Yo P [ N, T A2 38 3 4K T 7K A% R (salicylic acid,
SA)RIABARIM EAL YU, — s FEE LAl acds
RAZAR B G AR R ANGE SR AL T, AT HG 9 000 g
71(YangZ52019b).

4 FEESHTHERMBFESXNENTIES
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Fig. 2 The possible mechanism of salt stress inducing plant cross-adaptation

CBL: 458884 B, CaM: 451 % & ; CDPK: Ca’ 4R B 1 & & B8 NO: —AALR; [Ca™]

A BEE /7. Ca™'s ROS. B LA b 5%
HASE S TEX MR E EEREH.
4.1 Ca*

J 5 R R Ca® 1 A 5 S A, RIS
HehEROIEN, 22 5hiE R NAEERE S
SNE AR A G A 5 (Zhu 2016). & AP E (2
FEE. AEYIE. PO E . R iR, AL
OB ) S 2 5 B30 R i S Ca A R T e o,
T 51 eSS J 38 ) RV OBE . R R 3 A )
54 B 2 Ik, BLF5 45 1 2% M (calmodulins, CaMs)
H5 1 T 182 15 (calcineurin B-like proteins, CBL)A1Ca™ {
P 2 1 80(Ca™ -dependent protein kinase, CDPK).

MR Ca’ IR

Ca’’/CaME & 1K 2 5K it A4k ia,
ABAE R, #IHR N5 2 FOE Y B AE 581
CCaMK & Ca’ [ =2 88 2 —, HiE i TCa” Al
CaM 3L [R5 . H,O,. ABAREWS % S OsDMI3 (7K
FE I B i ) — AN CCaMK 3 (R i (R 32 35, T AL 11
OsDMI3 i i {47 OsMPK 14 1471 S8 Ak B 477 Bl £
e TG 2 Y R 7 g 7 B R =R Y S TER )
BE 1 (15 5.2014), Ca®'/CaMik fg 25 & 3 B0 it 4
A B (catalase, CAT), {1 H,0,7/KF F %, 2 5ABA
S R Y. RSB N, Ca®Y
CaM B &1k RE 45 & B HEAICBK3, 25 #uk
(heat shock, HS){& 5 %% 5 (Vafadards2020).
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CBL/CIPK & & AL % & 1 ia IS R 1)
FokSerh BEAEZEEM. kb N 14-3-38
SOS3/SCaBP8 [ il i 4545 5 7= A=, Bl J5 i T Ui
B SOS2. CBLA4/CIPK & & 44 AT @ i i 15 i
JE ESOS1 (Na'/H 1 [n) #% 15 4) /- 3 Na [ HF
BCHTIT 98 % BICBL10/CIPK 8 & & 4t ] i i i i
H.SOS1 Ciig FIAH [F] 15 47 23 (S1136 F1S1138) I
SOS1, Bk iA#2S0S 1% 1 (Yin%52020). fjCBL10/
CIPK24 5 & TT DL A 5 A e #E A ik 3 B 25 9
M Na (14F F (YangZ$2019a). DL_E45 SR B Ca™

&5 A AE G0 M HE HE NaCl 2 25 5 B4R T, 1 HL
YA I Na TR S ke s EEAERH . et o
SERH i, BRIz 2382 W ia, B 5 i85 CBLI
AICBLY# % CIPK23, CIPK23 AE {8 41l iE AKT1 (K
transporter 1) 10 5 B0iE, AT K8 IE, f#
K& T Wi, ST ia(Zha 2016). AtCBL2/3
HMIAtCIPK3/9/23/26 B4 iie— A 224 (1 AH HAE F I
2, TR T Mg B A LU E ) 2 Mg
1 (Wang252020)

41, CDPK st 7E [fihil Hh & # BE AR . il an:
AtCPK23Z 547 sh i T~ S ALIF ORI K 3Rk HX
(e o 7R B KR it 1A OsCPK7
AT HE A A G A TG 2 IR A, T cpk23
i 2 AR A ) 2 B H I 52 (i 2 AN 3R 1, CPK23
T KRR ) 2 2 I HH B v 1 T R R R B
Ca” ¥ FEINICDPK 24335, - 1T 1805 g 4 & g 1)
W I HLAE R YITAV LB RR 1L 2<%, TTAE BIA
(DA B, B 28155 S AR B B TE B o
4.2 ROS

TEMpIE T, ROS/KF2 MG, i & ROS
SPEE . JERAZ RIS BUR K455, 5 84
MR EE R IET . SR, BN ME NG S o AR
Y2 A B b B OCE EMER, e K
TEYFE T HE A BB T (programmed cell death, PCD),
WHERESEIE. REIER. [fLigs), H3HE
Vs 1 R AR DR 4 S 5% =, bl S EUR B
(hyper-sensitive response, HR)~ 4] fifd B% &5 [ 52 Bk
TP 2728 A R TR SR (2642 2012) - LA,
WA B 7R HROSIH I TEMAPKs. P A LI
FoAhAH S S DR 1, 99 1 AR T 52 1

TEYINADPH 4 AL S 4 PR JyRboh (respiratory
burst oxidase homologue), ZFEYIROSIIAE K RFA L
—, XYERFROS i £ 0 E 2. MM ST A 101
%i ' NADPH %Ak 1 1) 3 [X] (4tRbohA . AtRbohB.
AtRbohC. AtRbohD. AtRbohE. AtRbohF. AtR-
bohG. AtRbohH. AtRbohl. AtRbohJ). H:H1, AtR-
bohDF1AtRbohFT=/EIROS, 784 #h M T 414
FENa /K T2 G 5 001, AT S 300/ I i 25
Y. ROSIE A% BRI A 5T 8 HH Na " 18 73 A, 18 2%
[ AE FH I8 /D Na %38 .

ROS# S # 5 51%%. RbohDr4: FJROSHI
JA-SF R AR 2= T R A S st [ i, 52 R o 2R TR A
R LG AEMBERR—F, HTEYAEK. R
SCRGE. RS IR A N R R
AR O T AR, 4044 T HRbohCAHI
RbohF )31, A IAROSTRE, M A& FEEE
& .. ERF74 (ethylene response factor 74) /& — 3
LR LR -, Re i e S B ROS KR
K, 5AtRbohD 5 3T IIGCCIRA T4 &, 1E W]
VLR 0T AR P () 52 % (Sun
552019). EAFRBAHAE AT, HHHF
ROSFIABA [ 7K - 2= [F] i) 14 5, [7] Bf 3 58 (1) ROS
FIABAFEIAE 2 P18 R 28 X 52 ) — N5 5o
TPIAE 52 2 il JE ROSZEY) i A ABA Z [ 3 7= A
1E SR, ROS e i i {2 i3k ABA (1) A=) & ik
DA S AMSI ABA R B A, fERE Y N IRABAKF- T
ABARER HEHE ) R 40 ffa 7= A= ROSZEW) i, N+ =
T AL, AL IR AR s S A4 7 4 R AL
], S A AR A W el 38 R 2 1) A8 X3 B R A
G, R AV 5 18 §E /) (Farooq&52019).

43 EYIHE

T E XY K KT DL 57 1
A EEMEH, H P ABARIALEIEA Y a 149
S DRSS R (S E D W LT
4.3.1 ABA

ABAW LT R AR YK E. FNE
(B R ISR EEANAT & & W 3 i DU Ci ka1
DAYk /b 728 i 5K, B IMEE Y & &, $e iR
() I8 P AN K ()38 B M S IR A, I 241 aR AR A () Bt
1% (Verslues f1Zhu 2004) .
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K5y 5 (T 5 S8 %) 2 85 ABA
FETIEE. WINABAK Y. MRAEKXTKSRICE &
ZORHEERIMER, /253 a1 B OB PR T bk
HIAOA2021). (KA E I ABARIEIL 5 534
A I S IR 7 Al M A2 R R R A, {2
A A AR A4 K (Kudoyarova®$2011). NaCl i &b 2
2 B ER KR T ABAS B CHER (440, ZEPI .
NCEDI). 5 @A EE K (CYP707A1. CYP707A1)LA
JoAE 5 G ARSI K (ABRE  MYBI) A X 61k &,
MNTT 22 A I 8 T B SAL R, 12 R K iR
P (AL R F22020).

WRKY ik & — e s i R 7, 7ER 1)
77 4B AT S N R R A AR . S ST,
AtWRKY18. AtWRKY60FAtWRKY4013 [7]1 % ABA
I 30T SR ER a8, 5 ABI4FIABIS S 81
HF K W-box 45 &, BEMIAIEABASE S8 . KE.(Gh-
cine max)"F ¥ GmWRKY16 7] # £, . ABA. T
SRS ERR ST RIAGmWRKYI6)S, ks
DRIk 2R B K5 s R 75%, HLRESE i B 3085
(BRI FEH BRI, FERL PR R P12 3 A1)
HIMR R ALK, fEm A MER S &, IO S
o P RREY, GmWRKYI6E 2 5 ABA
Y& Mg 2R K (NCED3). [ N 3L K (RD29A) Al Jv;
PR AR 10 5 RN (KINT) () 22 IA 3 538 T 0 7 M A i
EhPEMa%$2019). DL E 25 BRI WRKY Kk e
I 4 ABAIRAS, {E )& N2 I3 e .

4.3.2 JARENTEY

TR IA S AT EYI R FIR i (methyl jas-
minate, MeJA)E T A B 4 Js B H L 3 5 B4R
F, JAT] e LR 0 5 B 28 o A Jil 4 %
YUidh B 1 SO TTAR AR B8 . Btk BAAE,
B U A T4k B 0T BE IS OPR3VE T 15 FIAFH &,
JIAMESBAENIEIEIES T AN R, B8 TR
JEH -ATPaseiii P, M HENa FhE, [F] I 001 K (1) 9
&, BT 4ERR4E I N BOK/Na P47, i 215 0 e
Wit 35 4 (Chen%$2020). FE 4 1) B AU E 87
T LR AL PR, B0 2 B ST R W ABARITA
R AERE X . R, JA BRI i
AAERE U, HEB S 2 ABAK-F+
e AT RERE — BT IR A T, I BRI 1R RE T,

T T BIAPOE R R T, JAYE 5 4
T ABASZ R 8 A B R R IA, A Bh T 4 fr 2k
K 5 B 2 18] R4l 5 284, AR EE R NTPYLY
B O IE B gmAS — Fh D RE R ABASZ AR, T HTA
5 (Wasternack fllHause 2018), JAiE i 5 45t
ZH KT b 1 A S do R SR 1R 47 A 20 P 42 R B
A, %0 R B 7 BIbHLHES s T SR MY C2
Ko H: 7] 224 B 5% i (Wang 25 2019), MY C2 J& JA FII
ABA(E 58 & I O R O7, A — PR s T A
S SR ¥, MYC21E F-T-ABA R Ui#, M
FH LSS DR ) S (Rl R P P2 g T — Mo i AT e (2 2
2£2019).

4.4 SIEER

WA R E R IE R B ZHE S E S,
BIINSA. AKE. M. ABA. #HE. TR&M4.
BAME. T A BEEMAENRESE. —
BT B PT A ARE Y =2k 2 PP S B 1, 2 RO
(5 PR P A — P R

Hurca e i SBiHED. BKRE
F. KBEEA. @ FEEEASEFA42012).
Horp 530855 A8 SIS B oA SRR ) B OB R B
R KREA,

B R B A 2 PR-5 5 iR 244/ 5% 55 10 N U
RIGH M EEVE 2 DhRe iR 1, B hUsE M iane /g, e
THEYIXS SR AR AR A Y E RS . B
HEAR—FEENZRMAETED, B EHE
YI3E AR 5 3% 536 55 (Sharma52015) . 4 5256 W
RSB E AR RIE S 5 R A F 3 5 R
W4 52 5 R 2B A () A AN AR A Wi . B, 3
ER] 2 6k o OLP 5 PR 1) aok 5 32k Je o AR W 0 65 4 A%
B I 1R 73 B R e RR A RS I, 380 T % #h40
TR AR S B8 I BT (Annon%52014) .

/K 2B R LEA (MR ARERAG A F &) g ok
KEAFR—2. BKEREAZEETKEYA
IR R, TR R & FIA TR 215 KM
£ SRS A (S R R R A S B %
B E NS —. BAKREALARE
(1) S0 7K P AN AR E 1, R DA B R R 1) 40 Y 1) K
T, A EE T, @S BRROS K BH 1E AR o 4k (1)
Ak, REFNBIE S . EAE SRS A
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B7 1E 20 ff 45 A e 2R DA Bd i oy TR AR S A R AT B
(& AR 45 G B R BRI 8 R VR E
W5 M (Farooq:2019) . AME/K ZEAENE
HILERA, it 5Fe™. Co™' Nit'. Cu” Mzn™ %%
&R T8 A AT Cu R i, BRARAE 4N
JIAEIK 73 08 26 T & BTtk K SAM/KER
(P ATE T T REAERE ) P2 AR R B B R AR A
EERBEMER . RET, SR RICRERY AR
JEREEVE P, JF H L nT e bE . H =R S SRR
SRR S A A 0T A e L I A R
I T ¥ VR BUBER I 1, K 2R B BE AL 3 5 mT
DL ISP I 2R 1T TR ikl 36 )=, 9B 1B 3 14 % =X
e, Wi tryrigya . HatBKREATH T
Z T BEIRE R IEIVER

5 FHiE5RE

R bRTIR, s EREAE N, iR . T2
P o B S5 At il AR o T BUR L B4 AL,
AR PR 4T  75 52 N SR A SR B 1 U
TE B PR 2 I S, M) 2 K BAE RF AR P I 1 52
Ve, BATEBE AT sRPUEM RS RN
BOR QS ik AT B Wi . U2 3% M
oI L IS, o 7 T 40 M B - I -1 R R e &R
P I A% BT GN, JF fl R 5 AR A PR 4R, nca s
ROSHINOZ:., #ifi 5/ #£CBF. HSF. NAC. PRUA
JWRKY %5 55 R 7 Fl il 8 FE R 3Rk, 536
BB ATV R (TR, EER). LA
LA HAB N R BB HER . BKRES. Kid
WA &l E A ), IR 2R A8 SOE N,
(T s o

H S AR B A2 BT LB 2 — A %
e, 522 Ry anfal R R e 5 At ol
18 3R] 5 TR A 28 SOE R AT BEALIE A IR
W9t P THEMFIRBDE IR, 456 412
R A A =0 AR A P, 2 H AT R
TAE. J4h, RTAR S & B 18] )58 BAE T
FUAAFAE S [, 088 8 [0 A R 390 558 1) 1 28 B
VEFAE R BRI 02 7)o X 1K 8 i 250 f 8 \ A
FUNG E— 20 = 5 X R ) XS AN [R) 0 5 1 A2 XOE B
SR AR, A SR A A 7= B 7T 5 AR N

B E SR 5 3 5 SUIE L e R AR i 5%
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