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Abstract:  Cotton is a globally important cash crop and a crucial raw material for the textile indusiry. Breeding superior cultivars is the
primary approach for increasing cotton yield, fiber quality and agronomic benefits. While traditional breeding methods are increasingly limited in
improving the genetic traits of crops, gene editing technology offers opportunities to promote germplasm innovation and genetic improvement in
cotton. Gene editing is a technology that utilizes engineered nucleases to precisely edit the DNA sequences of an organism’ s genome by deleting,
modifying, inserting or replacing individual or multiple nucleotides in specific target genes. This article reviews the principles of three major
gene editing systems, namely ZFNs, TALENs, and CRISPR, aiming to better understand how gene editing technology can bhe used to enhance
cotton growth, development, and stress tolerance. Specifically, a comprehensive overview of the CRISPR gene editing system, which has gained
significant attention, is provided, summarizing its current applications in improving cotton stress tolerance and other desirable traits. In addition,
this article analyzes the shortcomings and limitations of gene editing technology, emphasizes the need for further research of optimizing and
developing gene editing system with intellectual property right as well as increasing its accuracy and safety, and thus leverage its application in
germplasm innovation and genetic improvement in cotton.
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CRISPR J:H 4 74t H, CRISPR/Cas9 J:H g
BRGHA M AERAAMRRRE LS, Fsk
TN TSGR, AR S, AR LU
XPRRAEAE R R 27 2 T RN 1 55 T 1) G
FEDR A T R BE B SR, TR A E A
KRR B S APl R ST AR SCZRIR T CRISPR 4% AR 7E
R AL 8 AL 0 R rP g R T BCIR | A7 A7 Tm) R T oA ok % e
A, DAURA S i s RS2 TS
1 BEFERERZHNETEMEMTS
1.1 ZFNs#TALENs# B %% 2 4

BERREEHY (ZF ) F A i AR 10 2 e 2R Fn
PIARSF AL RS, v IRSER S T & A B-
PrEam a- BHEFM S, Hrp o BHERT LIS DNA ZHi
KM EAE IR DNA | 3-4 DR dExt ', H
A Fok T NV EFLE /IR A 4SS (ZF ) B A nT IE R
VL A R S M A TR T A TR 3 S AT B U . M BR
I3 3 AJ: [ P o i 4% (NHEJ ) s [ i &40 (HR)
s DNA BEHL, B2 5 SEOE R ke
BEIR 12, TALENSs &5 R 41 S i e = Kk —,
HFHS ZFNs AL, 1 TALE 2 (P #Y DNA 254
5 Fok 1 NV RGHEATREA A8 Y. TALEN JE X 4
WEARCAENLYIM, DR TS, KR, £K
SEMTRI R R

1.2 CRISPRA R %4 2 %4

ZFNs 1 TALENs £2AR B 1 BLER =y 1 JE D5 i 1Y
G & S le - G e o N [ [ B SRR A A 5o S e N |
MR, FRAERUA S . ARG, RN A7 2
TR, CRISPR REtlmthtz e, HarsReh T LA FE
DKl Gt R BB . CRISPR R GE SR 40 B Al A T
HE ORI, e BT R TR G R s AR Y
M. CRISPR BN T feis R4 —aBsr, (R i
SZANERBRIRE . BRI Ak A R
JesEBR R %) 11 & CRISPR/Cas9 24,
1.2.1 CRISPR/Cas9 CRISPR/Cas9 J& — i H1 RNA
SRR, ERREFPEKEE sgRNA, 4 sgRNA
FETER, CRISPR/Cas9 Al DL 454 3 & A PAM fif 5
() DNA J¥ 51 F A7 85 9], JE R, DNA XUEERT 2L, 4
MG 2 DNAMB KL, S = A28, AT 52 3L [
B, 5 AL R 4 4R B R AH L, CRISPR/Cas9 A LA
WL A sgRNA 197 81k it R 36 i35 5 A )
(B O, A5 Cas9 RERRGAE S RO 07 15 | % 4%
YERT, I HA ZES5ENEE . Xie 2 %)
22 3 ST B O S R 4 AR T T
8 1~ sgRNA AT VIBR, oA Kb )G LB, 414>
HARL A W I BR, Fe Ak 5 AR 8 M X
HP N GAR AR AE P SR T R Bk
. b Al W, FFH CRISPR/Cas9 AJ R K i 5256
BA, Wang 25 171 YR A E FH T Bl AR 09
CRISPR/Cas9 B& K 4H 448 R G0, 4 AL 21 45,58
HHE 2 (DsRed2 ) FINPEIEE GRCIAT VEN HAR,
FEABEAE S B RCRISF) 66.7%-100% ; Chen 2511
FIIH CRISPR/Cas9 4t fifi oA 12847 35 X1 20 4 4 il
HENAAS, Ay BRI AR AE GRCLAT FI GRVP FER A
[ R I, TEF LA AL I AR ROR R 47.6%~
81.8% 5 Gao % " & BUAE M AE b AT LA JR] i 36 3k %2
A~ sgRNA A DASEI 2 L ), A2 AN 2™ 2E
GhPDS Fl GREF1 7% . 3t/3 W] T CRISPR FR4E)
FATF AL o R A vl S AN R A 5t .

CRISPR/Cas9 & %t 1) 4 5 550 % AT LA WA 95
BRI R4, AU A 3R AR RE LLVR 2R A2 1l
()7 AERE P A 7 A R AR, JF B
TEAE YR N Refl PR 52 T Rk, AN 2 AL A 2]
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R HE AL PN, AT 3 G ko A 9 4 7= A 3 AR
Li % ) i FH X — 5 15 8 CRISPR/Cas9 3 45 75 4 7
WSk R AR e B R e, AT T U B
A5 0 JE TR g i AR, X A 1 G A O 1 TR
73.3%. LA, bR IIIEK AR g | ek 1
Bl A BTt e, IE ELBR B B g, %8
X AR CRISPR/Cas9 28 48 78 K5 4K Hh 114 3 [K] 24
RORASE] T 3 B
122 BILgRmEAS TR A R RIEYTZ
FER MR BAL LR . SRR R R 4 1)
il #EHr, CRISPR/Cas9 23774z DNA XU W%, T
&ML NHE] 77 Az i 5848 S AN 1 1, ARXERRAS
AR WU 28 7AE 5 W lRRE 4B R (HDR) BAkn]
DAL RS, (R R 1 ik,
78 NBiX} CRISPR/Cas9 RGEHEAT T ok, fFilns| A
TORIRIZERY B SE I 2, T & Hh 237 B e
SR AN, QM E R L g AR AR (CBE ) RIS B
FYidEas (ABE) 25, A LLSZELNT #0305 v
Gl

CBE /255 1 LBl SLamin 2%, nliEfe Cas9 5
DSB S EUW FEHL IS AS o H gt PR 8 1 Cas9
FEA RS 10 7 2 3L R Asp B4l Ala (DI0A ), fif
RuvC Z5F 32k 2: 1% DNA (IEETT, B8 T HNH
SERYI AL IR EEIBE, P LA nCas9D10A H41E] 5
seRNA H MK B5E DNA, ifi i & fiF APOBECI 3 i
RIS PERT O (C4-C8) WY C BEZ L U, 7E UGI
FRI R, W U B UNG K f#. 20 B B % DNA
FIBEEMER, T U: GHERBENU: A, RiE
EDNA ZHilJ5, vl T: A, EMCCGET:A
Biffe, FLE M & AR M9 GSA B4 L Zong
zi U8 n S TT %2 038 TR B9 CBE % £ nCaso-
PBE, 7EJFAFUARFAE KRG . /N2 B KA R
PLRGib 43.48% ARSI T M ms g AV 3 1 9 1Y
AL R RE . S Ah, APl R EE AR IR
e ok R AT AR T 38 T AR AR 1 BB S g R 4
fifi C-T BB ACR IR 5 5 57.78% .

JOmEnE R A A RS C 0 G BT - A BidEXiFEAR
) = ERIE, 5 AZRE F R A A 2 I,
AR R ) A T BREEXTEE AR R G 2 C T LAHE
WAL PR R TS FIIATT o IRIEERA 1) 18 28 B 10 7 A WL

T (1), DUFPER GBS SIS b B 1 2 T FE T
BT ¢, JEMAE DNA EHI5E7E G ¢, SE8
A:TEG: CHREER ™, Gaudelli % ") m o)
AFA S I DNA H A - T H] G = C ALY IR
AR A% (ABEs), ABEs f72CHUK HAR A = T 5L Xt
bR G C (EANRAME P RHOERAHy 50% ), 7= kb
AR GEE E 99.9% ), indel AL (il F A
0.1% ). HEET Cas9 #ZIREGHY T 5AHIL, ABEs AJ LA
WAHMBIA SR, IR0 RS R 411E
Mo Tan 25 2 JF & ALY 45 2% PhieABE, i id
T B R I 22 Bl Tad ASe FILEASE DNA 45438 DBD )
Y Cas9 (SpCas9) WYIFEEREARIAR, 51 PAM i 51
NGN 5 NNN, DAZK e Ry AR ifE 17 45 SR PE Al & 3 —
S Rl ARG S R B AT 100% B S ASR . A BFST
FI Cas9 RAFE (nCas9, dCas9) LI RAFIIEAY
Cpfl (dCpfl ), 4 PRS2 (TadA6.3,7.8,7.9,
7.10), FEARAE T IR E T A RIS B0 I A
Z5 (GhABEs ), iF—F & T HiAE R0 IL S lE T
Hgemy 2

1.2.3 CRISPR/Casl2a #4t CRISPR/Cas12a Z4t)&
F V A CRISPR & %t, MEE{AKHE 5 CRISPR/Cas9
TARJEFAL, RHCHE RNA 4> T2k 77 4 DSBs ™,
{H DA B 45 ¥4 5k B 475 5 CRISPR/Cas9 f7 £ 58 K 2
5. B, CRISPR/Cas12a Hifi % —~ ctRNA 73,
1M HARFEL Cas9 /M2, X flifg e 23K
%% I CRISPR/Cas12a HA B RS 2 HIk,
Cas12a B Wi 7] T &2 %5 T B PAM 37 & _E, T Cas9
BRI E & G JFA16 PAM, X5k 0k 5 % T AR
(i BARIP S, AT BET 21k £ AR [R] 987 () CRISPR
ke EAT R DR g 0 Li T Q0 T & TR AR
[) CRISPR/Cas12a 7 %t § [ #3 4 GhCLA 3L,
WACRIBH 87%, HICHIHLAY, WESZ T CRISPR/
Cas12a RGLEMAL I — A HAT SRS s
BORZR S, 1 HA B CRISPR/Cas9 R S 7EA
TR SRR FH

1.2.4 CRISPR/Cas12b Z%¢ CRISPR/Cas12b ELA3 /¢
PRI IE T R G0, 5 BAE 40-55°CYE BN A v & 4=
JERE, SRR T 40°C I 2L sE i 2, ARk
E—FEREY, AR SRR A K
A X —4 A, Wang 25 2 S THIAEGE S
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FEH gt R, HWEEmE mRE Tt
SRS G, A AE KR R &R F) 25-30°C
BF, ZRGNAET “TUBRIRE”, RENSA SRR b
AT BEE

25 L riR, CRISPR R G AH X T 1% 40 iy % JE 1A
HARA BEEHE. CRISPR 44T RNA-DNA H.
AMECXTHLE, DR ELA T S R SRS ME R S R
J1, FET AR T i 2 A SRR, R HLR R
SR AR Z — Ak, PR RCR R
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2 CRISPR/Cas9 RS FERRIE AN F
2.1 ARFIFEMFFR

CRISPR/Cas9 A 2 820 b F e R AE P 4t
Wb, AR R ILT R I R H 2 — . A T
7 S S L PR s g A AR R L R 48, BT
P TRRG . T, ANEE . ERRIRAESED T
TRE SR

M AL 22 B 22 Fos Ho 00 by, ™ B R M A AE (1)
R EFMEEIEMR, ERaFrmsk, Hd, w0
() UE AL FEARES HL L Zr L I AR S TR DL e
TG TS . AN 2 S R g R AR X
R AL R G A TR, A7 24 o T it
R BE I R EEE N RE ST

B 2R 2 RN AL 3 20 5 | S 1) — b+ 3 AL Yy
Wi, e AL LR e 2 — . RIAE R
AR LRI, SRS B R4S AL 40 i,
IR, AIESEFIAN, FHASH AR s 5
BRI bR R B ZE B A2, HEIET
Zhang 25 ") F| ] CRISPR/Cas9 # B3 Gh14-3-3d K
, FE TO AU LA AL Th A9 H RO A TR
A SR, ARBBSRERES T, XEZE
R P 2 TEFAE . Binyameen 25 10 B XA
e, A CRISPR/Cas9 5 A X6 75 4 R 4T
B i, 5 R S A 3 DR R X AR A6 2 9 A
Uk ik 60%-70%. i, X FARIER: 20 M5
N Fov7, CRISPR/Cas9 /T 1Y) Fov7 3 H i bR i 5
MR AE X A 20 AR A MUK, IR 2k 1175 405 Y Ui )
o7 60 A, S CRISPR/Cas9 [ HHHE [ #4535

Ji#E CLCuV 1Y 6 LR, 55 AN I8 DR ) A H & B0
SO IR PB4 L 1) B A 5t TP R g
FIHATIE, C4 R T2 S5 A
KMFEF( R 1), a5 5@ AN JA (SA E L FEVER,
Xof R AEATHT K R A6 T R 3] 1 1) w67 o) 4 3V
CRISPR/Cas9 F Gt A7 223 4o 7 1] JE R i B 3R A5 58 A8
i, ARAEPURIRARALTE Z S I E Rk

&1 WEFHRFEAXER

Table 1 Genes related to disease resistance in cotton

SR e FEH 4R E= PN
Type of disease resistance Gene name Reference
B GhLOX2 [38]
GbMPK3 [39]
GbRVd [40]
GhODO1 [41]
GhNACI00 [42]
GaRPLIS [43]
GhHBI2 [44]
GhOPR3 [45]
GhWRKY70D13 [46]
IEST] GaGSTF9 [47]

e B Bom it Eh6e J, BF AR i i 5
BeAEY . SR, MR AETEAS A AE B I B TR 3k RE 1 A7 AE
BRZES, WiMImERRE S, MG EK R T
RE I NI, 7E ARSIk B i s 8 B
J&, MERIT AR AE R A IR . SRMa S ELA
RN A B FRA 5B E P, FITEZETy
A AN R E . BRTEVE, ARAER N I
IR E A 2255 2R 5 TR 1 MAPK 20056 S
FEHHm . PRIV E (B CDPK 205K 521
Z 559K ERE . 3hHUK SoS 555 3k
72190, SOS 15 51 SR AR R VR R T SR 0 32
Witz — "0 HAT, FIF] CRISPR/Cas9 ZRSEHEEHE
FE T £k B 1 R % H A AL T B2 IR 1 BB 5 1t R A
REYEERE . SR, FEKFE EMHSEHF R RE &
JE 7 H 25 DK G 1 4 v i 6 M g AT A T LR R
fil4n, @ik CRISPR/Cas9 R G fdi /KRG H Y OsDST JE
=t 97y, Al DL i 6 i - 98 3 5 A S AL %
JE, IR o R A RO, 338 S AR 4 T 58 45 T
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RN R, 2 SRR A L s &
M. sk DU ORI IR O p il , f4E CIPK.
MYB. NAC. LEA. WD40. CDPK %5k *2, @it
SE TR R AR = R AR T 1 (A RS o

T RIE R AR A 4 & R TR R B
BERRINR R Z —. ML AR T B Boxt T 52 i Uk
FREEANIE], HoAghi . FRAERRAS & & W Bods b il
&V BHET, EAMFSRE T CRISPR/Cas9 2 40
AP TN, FERIL T — e SR
IR . B, it CRISPR/ACas9-TV Z 465
% EVRREAE IR LN GRTULP34 T GRTLP19, W LA
BRI AR BT R RE 1 YL BN,
PRI ST HY AR IR R IL I AVPT Fms s
SRR L AtRAVI/2 D) K 5 G PR A i 3% IR - JE K]
AIABIS, TERSAE P LS T i S R g R B 0
AN, kR IE KA SNACT FE (5% 5% A+
NAC FERIF R B ) FAVPT BE R DA K AtNHXT F
B, ARAEAE 7 S A R VR A5 T TR S B 4 1) i
LRI ERTE TN BT BIRSEIN, — s AR AR R
PEAR S0 S N P R B, Qb g I SR IR 12
B AtEDT-1/HDG11 W] LU R A2 AR 2R &k & A s bL
SEALBT AL AR S AR FE RO 50k L0 Pt
AI UL, CRISPR/Cas9 43 A Fl i 3 PR H A hy 44 5 4 4
T PR T TSR IR AR

R TR 2 A, 2 X AR AR 7 e R SO £ T S
M, AR KB, 7ERIRT, TSRS R GhAoS
M GhAOC2 FEFIF R By, M BURSL A H f FRak A8
EARK, XA RESE B I T AR A E A A
REGAEX —T5, F ] CRISPR/ Cas9 45 Ay 5L A 4
AR, FERUESF ISR T GhAOS Tl GRAOC2 B
AR, 255 Bon AR (R H B B M IEEAN T
FeA L0 XIS AR T R S B AE AR
B HIHL

o 2R O AR AR 7 R R M R Sun
% L) 1] Y CRISPR/Cas9 5 A0 [ 45 76 4 W5 B0 ok AR
IR, FEMIRR AR T AR, 45 R BN,
HIT 10% B HEDR 58748 PR e B Xof o 3 A o el s
AN, %P GRMLP423 JE R AT LI iy [ s B £
5, A HAN IR R, SRAE R AU .

22 ML At T o AR

R AE 27 2 S DR o W A6 7 R 255 20 i o 119 S
FAb 227 e HAT SR A RK . fREEE ) 2 MRAkLr
Yt 2 AR AR T 5 IR ER A3 e i i 28 2e 43 A 28 T B
A, REEE S GRS YK R
Yt EEA TR ST — . WAL Y S A5 i
& B, GhAlaRP W] LAY GhAnnexin F1 GREXPA H.AE
PR LT 4K . % CRISPR/Cas9 £ A 77 A (K3 4
212 Z A I R 2 A 3 BT YK B AN S 43 )
BT 6.03% 5 12.10% ', AN, o L PR 76 F bk
() AR LT A4 E i, RIS, LF4ER Y
FEFREAAIR

R B S A BRAS DU R i ok U5 00 Ak 32
B S REEE T ML, R AN AR TR o 65%-
70%, TIAS T FIE  R HH ST IR S (5 R 2405 B 2
EITER AN, MRATIE & T REme . B RS
RE A KA IR [ i LA R LA B e b T sk, ki it &
SRR ACP i SR EEFA IR T ACP i J5 2
BWIR A B R R A B R R R B, R TR
i R A A SEAT ., T 25 O SO T E R AN Y
FEIR GhKAR F1 GRENR % B, % 3L IR R AR ()55 b
LB T 10.29%-14.1%, Chen %5 "7 HL 48 3L [ 32 356 45
Mr &8 GhFAD2-1A/D F2AEFI T RIE, HAEFF
REEIFREEE R, HENZIEE 5 srdl
WA . FIF CRISPR/Cas9 $ AR FER GhFAD2-1A/D,
FEG AR iR & i B TR, IRt i
FRAK, FRFEMARAL ™ | £F 4 SRR T T o
IAh, i id CRISPR/Cas9 5 A < BRARAF A X il 7L 30
WA ERATEREY, 15 7 O AREEARFE, A5
WA U Y, ARG A FITTRE T a2
23 ARIHEAMMIRK R

BT LR HLASN, 3 N g R 7EAR AL 2L
B3 U Jy it gk iz v . I H CRISPR/Cas9 &
SRR T Bl A [ R S A DU AR A e AR F D
ek 1 GRARG FEIH, I & BRTE M A AR A A5
T, CRISPR/ Cas9 /i3 i 2848 1) I 25 4038 1 A AL
Wi EE ™. BAh, ik CRISPR/ Cas9 5L 4 4
HARFAGM T AR, DR R T Atz PAS0 B
A GhCYP703A2 78 msS5ms6 i 2 F AL TE 1 i
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B VR, Zha 25 7 FEDFSERS A A AR VR A
A BRI FR T, R CRISPR/Cas9 1K 2H 4 48 i
T FIRTER T LAX2 . LAXI F1 LOX3 78 B {54 £ 5
FFE Y AR R A EAE T, AR AT AR AL G A
RIERAEVE I8 M RN A K k& 7 T AR e T
HEAFR

MZ, CRISPR/Cas9 H{ARTEMALTLF . B R
FEFAE S5 5 B R 45 7 T B B B R .
SR, HAD SR ARV BT L, B B Bt
FRAEET 2 FURR T # R 4, DhRl R & AR K
KEMRESCOK, (AES R s MEEA TR K
Mk, BRAIATEIPE R, O R S A
R MRS SR E AR AR T P A,
W A AL R it B 285 R T, I/ D s i A 155 R
ZHEELR ; (B ERISTE R TARAE “i -
KER, AWM M - 4887 CRAAHEENH
WRISE R Yo 3k STy TH A 8 K AL e
A, EUAG I R X B RO A, 1T R DR G AR B R TT
DITEX SE 5 T 8 R 2R, (B ITE .
3 EREREFAAEKRNEEER
3.1 CRISPR/Cas9#4 By FfFa j %F

FEFE P G A B Al RE RS RS 6 1Y)
FEH iR e 2 OCHEER ., MRS R LA, B
FHOIEHFAAFE . BIRIER EFDIGE, JHHME
Pt e

R ALK 0 S8 500 1) - B AT AR JUAP . — &35
seRNA 1 GC B9 7 &, FE T sgRNA B R IUE GC %
i TE 40%-60% Z 8], LAIE K3 DNA 5 RNA 2%
ERPEREE, FRARBIR AT AERE 7, IR seRNA
KR 7oA R B RS ) A, AR FERY gRNA
S [A] #0 ] 2x  EOBOR B B A ASIC . 38 H gRNA Y
LRI FE Ry 20 bp,  UNIR sgRNA 5 # Wy, CRISPR/
Cas9 1) JI #0500 50 25 B AR, HF sgRNA 17 51 B AIX
#] 17-18 bp, gRNA RUSEFFR kit o ke 7.
I LT sgRNA I Cas9 ¥ ] FRAR M #E XU
(R B BEAC T, A IOE ) 3k R 2 4 6 BE ) 230 555
SRR SR E DL PR G IE Y gRNA Fl Cas9 HEWI I
i PR REAE R TR . CRISPR/Cas9 A
SRR, HAT Bk B A N R AR,

AN 1432 3% D =X FH S [R] 28 78 1) A4 it 0 A= 4 4k
DR e 435 63 st 26 Jr 1o DG, B RTE DL s
AL s St T L R
1 Cas9. FLMEVEREEKEE Y SpCas9 FIK H 4 ¥ (0 1] 4
BRI Y SaCas9 & CRISPR %E[H 4 R 45 b i i)
1Z 19 Cas9 [A YY), SaCas9 H SpCas9 %4 T 300 £ 4~
BRI, BH T %, SaCas9 F7E H K1) PAM ¥4
ARG RS, 5 SpCas9 AH A B B
FEARE D T Hu S5 IR R xCas9 R HA
XL PAM F51] (NG, GAA. GAT) [RiRBIINAE,
AL ZR GEXT I R 21 i 3 LR T T 4 f%,
HiZR G T SpCaso 2, MUK E (.
32 ARBBAEMAY T ELELEA

49 v 35 R i i A 19 7 P = 3 2o B R 2
KSR . — P R JC AR DNA ffi A ) DNA-free
58 B, 207 R R R R B 1 8 RNA 00Kk
T, Kegmi T H BEEEE B Birdiiah, wie ol
AFNE DNA 5 55— Al FH 5 R i 56 R R 3k A5
SRR T, R AR E R A Ag s 44 5
FEBOHMNEIR A R BEE 200k, AR R4
SR PRt WA AN R AR A . FRILET L, JER
PR ANCHEYI RARHE T 2Rl Be, g s i
WL S InBTESE, M HIUh A, S
S BT R F B 2 SRR B, RSt
PRSERI R, AT AR A% G0 00 7 J5 PRl B AR iy FH 2ok 722
FRTEAE 12 A BB T AR PR R AL, ) P L IR 4 i
RARA AR P SNE R, Sl e 5 & Ry
PARAF B RIARAL, R 32 D9 G e B AR AE AL 1)
N Ine 4, E Ay R R S iz, 9
[ FLAE 2016 4F, I FHEER 4R 5 AR 55 75 1B 26 AN 32
fol N, HATEESZA N ERZC BN TH
AP LR G ) W AT B, N PR R R g A
TR DI T SO 1 ) 5 0 T 2 [
BREARAERE Y BRI b 1 AN K R A A R AR 2
YEM

R E, R R R T 2019 4 & 456 1) (R
BB FARMITE ) =B AR TR S
BRI N A AR R R SEHE o RO AR BT
F 2022451 H 24 HRAT T Ak I K 4 4R A 4
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FAWNAER (if47)) ™, BIEMTEAR L R
PABAEY) 0LV TR ZA8 M AR 1A S
D] f1 256 DA g 6 90 1) 22 G PR A Y R P S R AT T
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