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Abstract: Azelaic acid is a signal component of systemic acquired resistance (SAR) in plants. It induces
plant resistance through the NO-ROS-AzA-G3P signal pathway, which is parallel to the SA-mediated SAR
pathway. Azelaic acid also plays important roles in regulation of plant roots development. This article re-
views the discovery, biosynthesis, signal transduction of azelaic acid in plant defense and other functions

in plants.
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YRR E S B SR A TENR
R FE R A 7 A B G AR BRGNS WL 5
T, R EDAEKKE G PR e & B g
BHEZEAS. HITAANEDBREAFEAEKR
(auxins). Jiy% MR (abscisic acid, ABA). 7K#i(sal-
icylic acid, SA). ZK#]fR(jasmonate, JA). Z/fi(eth-
ylene). ZHifif1 73 %4 % (cytokinins) . 7555 % (gibberellin,
GA). HIZZ % % (brassinosteroids, BRs). JHiHl 4 4
I (strigolactones, SLs) A /NIKFSAEY) A K51 K
Fo MbAbh, A S R I SRR AR
g F B HE ) A K o an T PR (azelaic acid, AzA).
2 e B 4 (karrikins )2, HFiX £LW 57 1) A5 i
ANE NS0T 70 AN 5238, BT AR B 8 SORAE
W& (CecchiniZF2019; 258 F1ZE4% 522019).

TR Y B B AT A, R R
WU ERER K FERET REEEER . ARED
T AE R4 PP A P AL BRI 75 A X 85220, AR SC AR
MERA A VG Z5HED RN
A5 5 5 3 A SAE AR o 1) At A P 555 T AT

1 EYEZBRALM

TR (AzA), B A HAGIERR, 2 — oLk —
R, 53T I NCH, 0, JMUN T 52 iR B (0 A
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A SR R, O TR K, VR T HOK L, 5 i
T O AzAFEAERN T EAF=FH B T &
SR i Y I 5 7 o (1 JEORE, 320 W] A 386 38 500 R
BiiJEs 7l Ah, AzALE DRSS R, 78 iR
i 5 7% b R I PO A R AR A, IR
B AR B PERE, &8 AzARIHIFB 2 TR
AR SRR B 2 e I B gt R Al B2 TR
(Draelos 2007). HIRAzZARN %z, B HAE R YT
IR TR D . 19294, Legg #lWheeler (1929) 5 K
1E W % (Agave americana) W] R 2 H RIL T
AzA. 20024, SudE(2002) M 245 FHFE Y A5 HE T~ (Brucea
Javanica) )R B H T AzZA, HRKILAZAKT /N
BR(Mus musculus) FLIR#S 5922 BA TIf/E . 2009
A, Jung(2009) B R ILAZATEREA) o P v ke H 22
YE R, 7] BLi%s 5 L5 IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) %} 45
T &8 i 1 (Pseudomonas syringae) 7= 4= Hi 1k .
AzAT] AAEREY) T R 3 IF 51 B K IR AR R, AT
BB K MR AH R B R K R I8, ok 3 1 FE R AZ1T
(azelaic acid induced 1)9%78 F EUHE V)R A 9 J5
HAZAT T 1) A 48 T 4T 7 P K (Jung 5£2009) .
IK ¥ PR M) % 4 3k A3 PE BT E (systemic acquired
resistance, SAR)H E E (1) S i S 5 4 1o DAL,
AZABN R E 2 SHEYAA AN S 9% B8 I KRR S (S
SHI -

2 TTERVEIE R

JE i 48 Ak B2 (lipid peroxidation, LPO)Z: 5

T 2R MAE LY E R, S Y N R
ARG RIbR . ZId 2 TR 4 A B (lipoxygenases,
LOX) A% P4 48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)fif &
(Zoeller:2012). AzARLPOH ™ AE [ —Ff fL 7k —
FRIR, HALE COXUEE R+ )\ B AN VAN g 157 B2 A A=
1A, TR (18:1) K FATAE W0 R (18:2) A1 ML JFR R
(18:3) B A NAZARIAY) . ER I, AzA
TELRAL T & R, FAEYIE g AR 7 g (R R ik
EAHERG (24T P AT 77 2U(Vicente552012; Zo-
eller¥:2012; Gao%52014),

2.1 AZARBB{R RRIR R

AzABEE SRR AR NAEE I TAFAE, 1ZI81%

e 8 I JoT 75 15 7 Bl (lipase) B4 FI T 28 A6 1 I iR

F2(18:3) (Matsui%52006; Zoeller%52012), i fij 7£9-
Jig & T (9-lipoxygenase, 9-LOX)F19-f5 & it & F AL
W) 24 fi# ¥ (9-hydroperoxide lyase, 9-HPL)J1E H T
SR A B AZA TR AR 5 9- % A T R (9-oxonona-
noic acid, 9-ONA), fix J5 7E & i i (aldehyde dehy-
drogenase, ADH)FJ/EFH T A2 iliAzA (B1-A) (Kirch
£:2005; MatsuiZE2006; MukhtarovaZ$2011; Zoeller
452012).
2.2 AZARYAEBBIR RIBIE TR

bR T B IR R 2 A0, HEYDIEAAAEAZA )R
Filg (2 2R A%, R AT S AE LR TT hpl RAZ AR K
P (MatsuiZ52006; Chehab%2008). AzAJF {2
ZRIRAT A A0 N R R 2R 2R ) B~ FLUE B H ok
. [i& (monogalactosyl diacylglycerol, MGDG)/ X} 3+
FLHEFE H il 5 (digalactosyl diacylglycerol, DGDG)
HR B AN AT IR TR (18:11 18:2. 18:3)7EROS
H AL T T 9- S A+ )\ ik — M5 R (9-hy-
droperoxy octadecadienoic acid, 9-HPOD) &\, & %147
Ji, B TE RONA, J4 A AzA (E]1-B) (Zoellerss:
2012; Wittek%52014; Gao%52014, 2021), H A1, ROS
H HH 35 00 5 48 B 3 (superoxide) . $23% B 3%
(hydroxyl). .2k 75 % (singlet oxygen) fl i S 4k &
(H,0,)% Z M2k, AN[FIROS H H XS 1 )\ ik A
TG I 1R ) AR AR O AN ], W] e DA B R4 FH 1 7
XS 5 AzA B L B RKONA K A Y & i (Wang %5
2014).

3 IS SHEMRERHNESES

A AAE A A 3k Ak sk 2w % i 52 4 HL s 2
RIEYIE R G, AR R R G e, Hh,
e 8 G 2 B, 9 AR B AR A SR AR X 4
%) 4 3% (pattern-triggered immunity, PTI)FI 95 Jit
2N T fish A B G % (effector-triggered immunity,
ETI). % %% A48 B I 042 44 s pim PR UK
F(elicitor)ifs F 7= 5 11 R G 3R A P AN H (2 3 Al
WA K AR BRI T (plant growth-promoting rhizobac-
teria, PGPR) 5l {i¢ #F i ) 4F K /) E | (plant growth-
promoting fungi, PGPF)7E AR F & 5 75 5 7= AL 1 175
5 241t (induced systemic resistance, ISR), B4
R TG A AT AL (R YE . AZA R TEYISARK)
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Fig. 1 Biosynthetic pathways of azelaic acid
A: AzZAR BT R IRA RIE12; B AzA W) AEBRIT B AL A MR8 1%, Lipid: I fi; Membrane lipids: a0l fg % ; Lipase: fi§
i 18:1/18:2/18:3: ih B/ i 8%/ ik BR; 9-LOX: 9-5 BALBE; 9-HPL: 93 B g v % it R A4y 2 i 8h; ADH: BEJL 555
ROS: 7EF M4, L34 A 4 b i (superoxide). # & § &1 4k (hydroxyl). # £ 7 £ (singlet oxygen). i £k 5.(H,0,); DGDG:
R F FLAE i — B8 MGDG: % 3 U8 3k H ik —8%; 9-HPOD: 9-it 2 1+ N8 2588, 2« A4ndh/iT; ONA: 9-AK F54;
AzZA: 8. KB AE Zoellerd(2012). WittekF (2014)F2GaoF (2014) L #k2a 4.

BB AR5, WA T AR R0 R )
(Jung®52009). BRibz 4bh, AzATTREE S T HAR G
[ 11 (CecchiniZ$2019; OrlovskisflIReymond 2020;
Korenblum#52020),
3.1 FZBENSHSARNESHES

SAR R ABFEW IR JE A2 G 3B AL ™= A A2 )
155, IHHZE S HB R R R im 2L, A
T 0T HEL Y 0F 22 ol JER i 2 0 42 G 1) 9 22 7 2 o
SARTE 5 7> T EIE KGR & FH AT YK
1% F fig(methyl salicylate, MeSA). AzA. 3-ffRH
7 (glycerol-3-phosphate, G3P). WK I [iZ (pipecolic
acid, Pip). i & I\EE(dehydroabietinal, DA), DGDG.
NO. ROS. JI§ i # & 1 AZI1 )X DIR1 (dfective
in induced resistance 1)Z545 5 2H 7 (3 1% 552020;
Liu%52020). KZH15 5 H 7 MKISAE &2

77 0% FSAR, 1 AzAN]Z 18 IENO-ROS-AzA-G3P
fZ5 @127 S SAR, %1t 5SAEIE 1T, Ak,
AzZAIL 5 ZA~SAR(E 5 73 1 A7 £ KBk (Shah 1 Cha-
turvedi 2013; WangZ5£2014; Gao%$2021).
3.1.1 NO-ROS-AzA-G3P{ESi&E

AzAS T HISARIIE 5 ¥ 3 /& il i NO-ROS-
AzA-G3P5 5 AL 58 I (EI2) o I SR R AR Gt 1
Ja, WaE M A RIS 5 5DGDGE FEH, 75 3NO
FISA A B (Gao%52014). Hrf, NOH & K 1 &
53— AR A U R E FANOAT (NO associated
protein). FEFRIE JFEFNIAL (nitrate reductase) 2 NIA2
S 1 5 (Wang2%2014; Wendehenne?$2014). It4h,
NOI & Rtid 52 21| g R 4 A B [R5 B I RBOHD
(respiratory burst oxidase homolog D)FIRBOHFf{]
V. WK, RbohDFIRbohFF7E R HNOJKI A
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BUK 2 2 FRK(WangZ52014; Wendehenne®52014)
NOW LA FROSII A il ROS 2 H I 5 K
AL E(RBOHS) IR &4 4L & B f¥), RBOHDHIRB-
OHF 1] LA A B S B 25 7 H B TR . R ER
i, NO i _E i RBOHD )% 35 FNAE HE VA 5 Ak 1
H4E 1155 S ROS & ili(Wang252014; Wendehenne4s:
2014), B4k, NOSROSZ [ 474E HAE(E2). W5
R, NOA15NIA1/NIA2 [1) 545 2> 5 3 ROS [f1
FUKTBRR, TH,0, 7] 383 7 S NOAL [ R IA L ik
NOFFF B (WangZ52014). 7ENOFIROSE S ISAR
T A TR B AR A B, ROSTENOF i E 1
. W72, ROSH] IRk Hnoal nial fnoal nia2
FAFK I SARERFE, TINOfEVK Z RbohDFIRbohF
SRR SAR BRI (YunZ52011; WangZ52014),
ROS# A MGDG A DGDG H -+ )\ B A 1 F1 fig
U IR () BB, 5 3 2L AR B AZA T 5 3 G3P

Pathogen

I . G3PJ&IE it H il A (glycerol kinase,
GK) /1 3 10 H vl B35 92 A B0 3- 198 1R i i L Tl
(glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase, G3PDH) /5
FIREIR — 2 N IR E S5 & ), GKAIG3PDH 3 53 i
FE[RIGLII (nonhost resistance to P. s. phaseolicola 1,
NHOI/GLINFGLYI (suppressor of fatty acid desat-
urase 1, SEDI/GLY1)%it%(Mandal%$2011). AzATE
G3P) e, 18 R G3PH) & %5 F SAR
=4 WFICR I, AzA N JES B GLIIFIGLY]
1221515 5 G3P A I (2), (HAREK R glyl Figlil
RAKRFISARBR A (YuZs2013).

5, 12 A 1 AzAFIG3PAE A KB ia
B HIAE R e 2 i 21 2075 3 SAR 7 AR
(Kl2). SARMHRAF T2l i H W) B iR 47 ¥ ia
1, AL 35 B A s 5 14 1442 (Singh552017) . T4
AR Jo R M A i B T A 3 T, 35T A4 i

B2 AZAIFSHSARESH#S
Fig. 2 Signal transduction of AzA-induced SAR
APO: JT9MK; SYM: £J04K; NO: —8ALR; ROS: EMEAMFr s B A A m A, BLAA WL, EXEAFTANE
(H,0,); DGDG: ¥ FUAE 3 H b —B5; MGDG: ¥ 3048 2 b —f5; AzA: = =88, SA: KA BR; G3P: 3-BRERHib; AZIL: £
—B#5$ %4 1; DIRL: #5304 18%& & |; PDLPL/S: J@1A) 3% 5% 5% & 1/5; GLY 1/GLI1: G3P/ S8/ ik 9 B ; MPK3/
MPk6: H £ 5 B R EAE & 5 BE3/6 5 XIY: R4nfE 540 F; 2 R B b, AR A% Gao% (2014, 2021). Singh%

(2017)F=CecchiniZ(2019) X sk 44 .
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8] 3% 22 (plasmodesmata, PD)I14¢ 5k 11 AH B IEHZ 1]
21 J57 ] £% 4% 7] (Lee 2015; StahlflFaulkner 2016).
AzAFG3P 2l i 3 AR s A AT s 1), 10 72
TR S 8 A AZIL . DIR LRI [a) 3% 22 5 i 2
HPDLPI (plasmodesmata localizing protein 1)/PDLP5
12 5 (Singh%52017). H: 71, AZI1 fIDIR1 5 G3P
Z A AFAE HAF(Chanda52011).

3.1.2 TRVt

AzA [1)#8 2 18 SR AL 8 ), %I AR
B IR o e ia B AZLURT i )i 22 52 47 25 (A (PDLP1
HMIPDLP5)) 2 5(Singh%$2017).

i ia T H AzATS R INSAR T EAZIL, EAR-
LI1 (early Arabidopsis aluminium induced 1) F1 DIR1
5., BRI, azil. earlil Mdirl 5375 7] DL S
HSARGR [, AzATCIE K E X Pk [ . AzAJ2 H
AZN M TR IS 1), AZIL 2 Y & I 2 R 5 E (hybrid
proline-rich proteins, HyPRPs) 5% ji% -H EARLI1 V. 3¢
WRE . AR T, AZILE AL T A B . (A
HELL | WERARAME S AR M, 2 AZA T AR 1
7o azil Mearlil [t 5825 T 3 AZA W S AN 5% 33
b, T dirl AR A, AzA [RS8 2K 52 21520
(JungZ£2009; CecchiniZF2015). HOHHE 7RI,
JR A A GAl B R TS S ISAR B B R b, A
2243 3 i PO 1) B 1 MPK 3 (mitogen-activated
protein kinase 3) A1 MPK6 7] DL{E 3 AZI17E J5i 44
AR 2R, R RARAZI AR R 5 B8 B A (Ce-
cchini%$2021).

AzAW #3252 ) T PDLPs R 1. % & AL
10 5] 3% 22 3@ A, 3k O 7 PD 3 I 1
AzA N ¥%ia . ERLE T, PDPLS i 3235 ] BEAIK
PDIIEZE M, I/ AzA 1) ic %, ‘FESARSGR G, Sk
ENO. ROS. AzAFIG3PZIANGETK B IX P .
PDPL5 5PDPL1E™ | AZINZESR M i 70 il . ZE 30
R+, pdpll Sipdpl5 1) 578 T EAZI F 250 A (E
M4 44 T PDPL 1) i B 3838 JU) ] DA Jin AZ11 72
pdpl ] Bpdpl5 [TV o 1) 7 & (Carella®$2015; Lim %%
2016). AZI1A] i 5PDPLI/PDPLSJE R & 4 i 15
AZATEFE A 5535 (Lim&52016; Singh%52017).
3.1.3 FZEREHEMSARES 7 FHIXEL

AzAIEIINO-ROS-AZA-G3P{5 524415 S:SAR

724, HESAL PipAIDAZESARTE 54> T 7 4E
KK o

ZHSARTE T 7> T MMKISSAE i 2177 2\
P ESAR. i R T AR G IB0E SA I & hk, HET 5 3
S AKNPR1 (nonexpressor of pathogenesis related 1)
55 B 7 2 R v 5% (basicleucine zipper, bZIP)ZE [
FIRP I TGAE A4 &, /EWRKY [ H At 4 5 [A]
FIIVEH T 0SB AH S HE R PR (pathogenesis-re-
lated gene) ] 3% 1k M ¥ 5% (Kachroo A1Robin 2013),
NO-ROS-AzA-G3P{5 542 5 SAME S igie- 17, (H
AzA 5 SAFEAE B AR, BHFC RN, R IR TR B e,
AzAT] 5 FSAE & K PRIFEX NI, HAREWK
H nprl RAZAKFISAR G [ (JungZE2009; El-Shetehy
£52015). SAEE N N P KPDREZENE, BEif
] AzA ) #5315 (CarellaZ52015; Lim252016). 4,
SAFIAZA )W) E 1) %2 FE R EDSI (enhanced dis-
ease susceptibility 1) FIDGDG 4% . EDS1&SA
@A R T, HRAR S ESARBREE Y SR K 2
—eAzA S ONAP) 5 B R (Wittek562014) .

Pip/1 5 [ SARS Sl A7 2%, — Rl ZPipfE
FT-SAR L, MKASA(E T %1215 3 SAR (Gao%k
2014). 53— iEPipfFE HI T NO/ROSH L, 1t
NO-ROS-AzA-G3P{5 5 #1415 F SAR (WangZ52018;
Gao%52021). AzAN FHISART ZPip & it < 3k
[KIFMOI (flavin containing dimethylaniline monoxy-
genase )FALDI (AGD2-like defencee protein 1))
25, AZAR R E fino I Flald 1 55 FE L AR [ SAR
F#4(ShahFlChaturvedi 2013).

DAEHIT-SA L7, HAr T HISAR(E 5 IH K
T SAR 12 (Gao52014). AzA 5DATE A FSAR
R B FAE - TR, AR e IR,
P H AzZABRDAANBE 5 5 SAR I 77 4, {H 2 W
&[5 ) FH AT %5 S SAR (ChaturvediZ$2012).

3.2 TMEEMEMRRHEEEE

AZAFTRES S | HAh S At W, AzA
LY Fr 1) 2 5807 18 8 AH 5 (Vicente552012)
AzA LR Fr ), W LRSS AR AT IF 5 S SAR
977 A4 (JungZ52009; CecchiniZ$2015). 4R, AzA
AR EL S, AzARIANBER R =ty HAE S
AR 0 1 A 3 T YO AR B AR N AE 5 ok 5 Y
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(Cecchini®$2019). X MpHidE )= 4= 75 ZLEARLII |
AZI1, & F#EEMPK3FIMPKG[1 2 5 (142), A
2175 3 SARJA 2 & I PRIFIISR & 2 #E b g A AL i
LOX2 (lipoxygenases 2)[] 5215 (CecchiniZ$2019).

AzAZ 5 [ISRBZ . WHFURIL, AZAZETRIAE
V1% T B9 (mycorrhiza-induced resistance, MIR)
AR, MIRJ& T ISR —F(Pozo 1 Azcon-Aguilar
2007; RiveroZ5$2021). M B AR . % (arbuscular my-
corrhizal fungi, AMF) & 1§ 4% il %& 25 (Funneliformis
mosseae) "] LAiF S35 i (Solanum lycopersicum)M i
B AT AzA & 5 038 0, AT Bl R (Spo-
doptera exigua) 4715 2 (Rivero£2021). I4b, Hiff
FLIE R IR BRF A Y vT LT S SR L AzA ) 77 2,
FEIEMR R WY R 48155 5 (systemically induced
root exudation of metabolites, SIREM) it} F& 1 (g 2%
2 FIAEL (048 1) (Korenblum £52020) . [A 1, AzA
WReZ 5 T HoAh S B fiig 1z .

4 AZAFEIEYIFHIEABIER

AzZALEREY) G DS AR R HE AR, 2
SARMEE(E 50 F. Ak, AzZAES 5P R
REWREE BHapig. EFE SRS Pk
K-8 145 5 ¥ T (Yaguchi%§2017; Djami-
TchatchouZ:2017; CecchiniZ®2019; BezZ£2020; Ra-
chidi%$2021),

AZARERF RIE SRR B2, 5 HAZA
s IR EARK AR T 4, H B RAE K2 F)
B3 A0 ), 00 AR R o, i Atk 2 23 32 5 i
(BouainZ52018; Cecchini%$2019). A< 14 2H Aif #H/F
FER I, AzARLFE I B (Nicotiana tabacum)™: Fy 7] LA
S FAR A AR DL AR TR B, BOE BUR AR O
FE£ K PR1/PAL (phenylalanine ammonia lyase)/NrCN
(Nicotiana tabacum TMV resistance protein N)/
NPRI/AZII 3t A A K EE I SOD/APX ) 3%, H
(1) Tt FH Az A T o A1 A 525 368 A 9 299 (Tobacco
mosaic virus, TMV) ] &I (5K Fa 7452020), SR,
WA R I AZATETMVAR G4 (0 B 38 H R
o SR IN, (B AZAAN S S X TMV A
BT A O B A DU (Nagy52017). AzATR {748
IR R KB 7 B AZIl. EARLI1, MPK3#1MPK6

ENZs, H2e s 0im. WK, AzA7]
A azil« earlil . mpk3FImpk625 FRALAKAR 244
RIAZ A AR B (1) RE 8 I8 Az A LA AR A 400
il T R AR B B 2 3 N Az A K FE AR A I
(JungZ$2009; Bouain“$2018; Cecchini%$2019).

AZARZ 5 T HEYIMIERE . BRI, AzA
AT LS 5 2R T B AR U I AR AH SC B (S- i HH I 2
G R AR e A B S 3 R g 55 )
) (b e - R A A P R R I - Y 5 PR R 55 1)
A1 2 (Djami-TchatchouZ52017; Egorova fll Tarchevsky
2018). KA ke ARi /2 Bl % (phytoalexins) Fl £
PERE ) F B, RO R i sk
Yylpia i b B E S A7 (Lopez-Gresa5§2011;
Tohge%$2013). AzAILT] fe 2 5N A5 4L
V) — AR YKL T (titanium dioxide nanoparticles,
TiO,-NP)J i M N o BF 50 &K FH, AzA & EAETIO,-
NP AL H §) /N2 (Triticum aestivum) ™ Fr vp R [, 1
LEAR 88 A0 (SilvaZ52020)

AzAZ 5 Z AN 3R S E P
W78 K I, AzALE R (microalgae) £ #1755 (103 ih
i BL K 5 SR 5 B BRI (Petroselinum crispum)
i F A AR & (RachidiZ$2021; Paulert?4:2021); % £F
(Saccharomyces pastorianus)4H il BE $& B ) (yeast cell
wall extract, YCWE) i S5 7+ AzA AR 2251
AJ DA 5 %5} K B39 B (Botrytis cinerea) 1371 (Yagu-
chi&2017); 138 22 74T % (Bacillus velezensis)
kBvell 7] LL 23 b & AzA B AR, 14 FH %
AR P LA R0 16 4 %] (Vitis vinifera) /K %599 (Nifa-
kos%52021).

AzAIC T ReAEM Y- 5 S R . B
TR I, 5 A B i (Pseudomonas spp.) R EEFT B
J& (Marinebacter spp.) 7] UL ¥ AzAAE e — B Y5 A
RERIR, X LCF AP |2 A AE IR S 2 AzA
8% ST R 7 AzeR, 12 SR KTl U2 5 AzZA
FeE idf ) 1 N 1 3 22 A0 (Bez552020) . L4, HR
4 i A% P Ui R ) 0K O] HU R AT R (Assterionellopsis
glacialis)v] DLl ik 79 W AzA 2 30 28 40 B A K A0
FOH A A0 B AR, AT R T AR A B B A
7% (Shibl££2020). X SEiFHE R HAZA R fE S 5 1l
V-t HAE R .
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5 RE

H AT, fEPIAZA R0 5 32 LA 7R UL B J+ R0
o AZATEREY) % BB ATAR R OK B s ik
FIEFMEH. Kk, #eHAzARE YL, T4
PERE PO A 5 I R R ST K A
Rk R B A HEE . AzAN FIISARKIME
FNLERRT F CHUAR ORI, (HR I VF 2 (] ik
Feffo: (1) AzA T LGSR SR AME 5 2 715 5
YU, ARV 4?7 (2) AzA
Al LA FSARM AR R K E, AzZARBE
T A B - PR 2 T EEAEA? (3)
NO-ROS-AzA-G3P{5 5 I& 15 Wi fa] 2B K Jit B 1 12
P2 A% S HISARK G SIHLH] M ASTE M, (4)i8 5
HEEAL I AZATE SR SRR G2 Ja B 30 I, e
TERBERNESYRZSS TIRAS WY KRGS
S(SIREM)id 8. AzA7ESIREM A2 U] #43% ) ?
HZ 5 SIREM #2 (4 AL HIT) 75 2k — 2B i i .
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