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Abstract: Antibiotic resistance has become one of the most critical threats to global health. The emergence of multi-drug resistant
bacterial infections has led to increasingly high morbidity and mortality rates across medical , industrial, agricultural, and ecolog-
ical domains. Phages can specifically lyse multi-drug resistant pathogens. However, due to their narrow host range, the presence
of unfavorable genes in their genomes, and other limitations, only a limited number of phages have been successfully applied to
combat multidrug-resistant bacterial infections. With editable and efficient features, phage genetic engineering provides a promis-
ing approach for expanding phage host ranges and designing "safe, green, and efficient" novel phages. This review systematically
summarized recent advances in phage genetic engineering technologies while highlighting their practical applications in clinical
therapies against drug-resistant infections, agricultural production, and ecological remediation. These insights established theo-

retical foundations for phage modification and their effective utilization in diverse fields.
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Wit R X5 R ™7k T TR T AR B

1117, BRER DA I il £ g 'l%l“flli“X'%%@ E’J%‘xﬂl%%ﬂ
TR FERE A 5L S 2% A, Wit R PR [N 2
HA ) B R RS AL LA, 1o S8R AN [ R AR
JRLER XS R BRI A TS AN A B i AN e
PETTRR T3 R 7k e RN S R . TR
BT, Wit B A DA TR S S o AR 3 LA
SRR B RN PRE T — R B I RErE .

1 BEEEREIERAR

N T S W TR R B R R H L — 2R 91 Al
AR R T AR AR BEOTF & ok (B D), T KRR
Wik AT A e R 2 P 5 (6 1) D, A W
AR PRI k36t T 12 A e PR 1) B e [ S 52 41
J CRISPR XK & [ (clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats and CRISPR-associated
protein, CRISPR/Cas) . £ 8 [] )5 5 2H (homologous
recombination, HR) HL%% 1k DNA (1) 15 A {4 B 2H 5
% (bacteriophage recombineering of electroporated
DNA, BRED) . W P& /4 55 5 )i 5J) (phage genome re-
boot) . VAT ZEA% H R T 4 FIHE [r) 22 o e PR 2H St
i R (parallel oligonucleotide recombineering and
targeted multiplex genome editing, pPORTMAGE) .
1.1 CRISPR/Cas: W & {4 T 72 rh iz 8 A #9 RE

R
CRISPR/Cas 38 4 2 — il X 471 I T 1A% 28 ol 1

AN DNA AR 838 P S e B A R 48, & HH A
FE 434K : CRISPR Al Cas , 1% S84 43 7] A T
O W AR SE 20, BT, CRISPR R4 A1 5 Fh
JR Hp 4145 . 1 -E 7 (CRISPR/Cas3) . I1-A 7Y
(CRISPR/Cas9) . II-A %! (CRISPR/Cas10) , V &l
(CRISPR/Cas12a) fil VI-A #! (CRISPR/Cas13a) .
Hrr, 1 -A %(CRISPR/Cas9) I I-E % (CRISPR/Cas3)
e L T W T AR L IR 4 4B 9 CRISPR R 46
Aurelija 2577 A58 & 80, 11 4 CRISPR/Cas R 4t
XFT7 BER AR SE R i 1t [ BRGE B A T
F14) 35 DR A i) R 0 B P 3 Sk 7 s T R 1 A R
TARALZEE T Al . CRISPR/Cas9 % 4876 W # 14
DR g b e Ry R Y IR 2 RS I A Z R
P, AR A FF TR 2R R TR A B 2R A AT
B4 v A B Y DL R S R R A0
AT WEE RN TR M R . #E CRISPR/
Cas9 F& 40 Xt 22 05 P 44 JC 2 1% 0, ml fiff
CRISPR/Cas12a 1t . Dong 55" ¥ 4N V 5
CRISPR A1 I % CRISPR/Cas9 43 551 A K g AT i
o, AR T4 W TR A . T4 I T A3 DR 4 4% ghme
M, {6 1T %) CRISPR/Cas9 % 48 ELAT Hii b .
1Ml Cas12a R 48 A] LIA RV H] ghme B0 19 3
2], 7 A SUEE DNA WS, DA T 42 2 058 4 4K DNA il
AR Z M A RLE . 7F Cas12alIZ 5T,
S5 5 v S A R R G R AR O 100% ., UL b
CRISPR/Cas13a AJ LIAE Ry — B 7 5145 S M 119 e 32k
FER G0, AT DL o B R 5 480 A5 S /N i R R
S WD AR AR R

~ CRISPR/Casi S [FJREA
| gHa
I PR R
% ﬂ B ¥
\/'< RGN zwyr
| | %étf{ét};)NAE@%ﬁ%Eéﬁ Wk T £k 7 J i%}%t‘%
T
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Fig.1 Phage genetic engineering method and application
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Table 1  Classic applications of phage genetic engineering technology

WE= HES AR SR Ay
ZIFRESH T4 Tt BE PR by B A O RHE & B CRISPR V) EIBEIAY

- [10] 2021

T2 MU 22 H Gp38 14514 [11] 2004

T7 SRR SR [R5 o ZE R A TR AR T7 W TR A [12] 2020

T7 RS MG RBP [12] 2021

CRISPR/Cas T4 V #4 CRISPR/Cas12a 38 4t 4 i T4 W BARRE N 41 [13] 2021

T5 th Retron /- 19525 7 & [14] 2021

T7 I~E %! CRISPR/Cas % 4t 48 T7 Wit i (R HE [F 21 [15] 2014

T B I T A TT4 CRISPR/Cas9 F 4t Jhi i TT4 Wit 1 1435 [ 4 [16] 2022

T T AT T T T CRISPR/Cas13a+#i CRISPR 3£ [H (acrVIA1) [17] 2022

@KZ .OMKO1 Fll PaMx41 ME &K CRISPR/Cas13a+1F [A] 53 acrVIAL [18] 2022

BRED I3 BT B K BPs \Zoe) e TR AR TR A TS Sy B A [19] 2019

T7 L TR ZH A T B 5 e 0 e 5 PR 4 [20] 2020

TRLANYD T IC R Wt VA A HEAT R AR i e o [21] 2014

e 11 T R ST T e T TR P PR BE R 21 i B R 5 [22] 2017

YAC U g P A R AR M BT AR 3ok PR 2 1) 356 P o [23] 2020

PICIs P S R RIS PR 1 v 7Y PICTs [24] 2020

pORTMAGE  T5.T7.P1FINER {4 Wk T A 5 PR 2 P R o A7 A [25] 2023

JL 48 CRISPR/Cas 7 4t E 22 i 127 14 JE K 4
MR T EEEN, A ZHE M R
1M, 1% Z GEATI A FE AT i DR (1% ) fE . 7 i S 15
T W TR AR 0 B 5 A8 A3 5y T T ) 988 38 TR R
AT H A2 I Ao R 225 M B /N 1 725 A 2 i o
JIGE L 1) L) G EE . EAD, Cas 2K 1 AN DNA & 5 il
Z (A1 AH BAE FH A 5 i — 2 iR A
12 ZHAFRFEEAR

Ivi) 5 F 2F (HR ) ™2 I 1 1A 35 PR 4 20 i 1) —
FPAT % . HREARGE # H T2 gl & 2 A
I BE 1 05 BT AR L DR | DTG S 00 e 2 35 PR 1) f
AR DL R W R A RIS s . R — it R,
A A AT 4 00038 5 2 5 Wk AR ] DR 1 R R 4L
B, Wt 67 TR 2 i R AR v o 2 R A R e
I 1 5 20 A PN S I A A 3 PR A R A
7 22 1) 45 A TR R EE 2, (o A5 AL A 35 R o 2 5 )
W PR AR FE R 2 b, HE 2 S RO R AR 5T A 2
PR AL o A e 7k, AT DL P UEE DNA
(dsDNA) W TR A . 51 4N Le 557 38 25 K5 il ¢ {1 B
i B I BT R PaP1 AR (1) ORF69 5 Sy JGOO4 I T4
PRI AH N 56 K ORF84 , I IR # T HAT G004 Wit

PR 398 B kB W AR PaPl-recl. LAk, iX
05 3 A AT g T 0 2 dsDNA A B2 35 43 A
FEBEWE R AR LS5, SR, HA 24 7 =8 B o it 4
DNA EA & il §8 F1 H.JC R il P S b B, HR 7 ik
AT, HRAE A RCRAHXT AR (29 1%) , i 5
TBEHEM, U N-Red 25 (Exo.Gam #1 Beta) DA
S RecE/RecT #EAE FTE s 3 i ik 2238 7] L4 /&
FRR . Jensen 5 FF K& T F T M0E T7 W5 B
R N-Red AL RS, 0] LAAE T7 Wi AR SL B 41 1
HEAT BRI 5 A5 R DR e, ol 7 W R R R R 4
DNA 5 YL Y BCR IR 2= 10065 . eAh, Btk A
SEbRICTCTE F T W AR I 2E X T HR A 52 B2
— R PRI . AT, A 51 A SR DR R bR e v B
1A Ft-12 H CRISPR/Cas £ AR 1E£E5¢ G B 4, DL 4
o HR A8 By 250 AR T AR B A 8 T e R R 7

SMTE 2, HR B9 T RCRARAE , F 15 E 40
BRI 110 28 R0 — i 2R Gl R T 24 [ P
W PRI AAC ) | 3ok SeRe f PR T LA B P i rh )iz
N o SR, Q] A R B T HR 0 E R0 A
T B — PR RN ST 1 7 )
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1.3 BEFEUDNAMEEEGEATE

FL % {6 DNA (1% 58 1 145 2 20 SR %' (bacterio-
phage recombineering of electroporated DNA, BRED)
T ) Marinelli W T 23 BORT R8T W T 15 9 24
T I T AR T B Bl SR P Y ik
R GEAR T SCHRAE ARICHE D AR 2L e SR
BEPI ARSI A o HAT 2R mS C o T
2T 4 N R W N3N SR | W= (R ANl
T A i A1 2 0GR IR A A R R 48
). BRED HRFRAE T, BRI TR /A DNA 52
A — [7) P, Al 2 995 1 i 4 I T s ) 1 o 2 TR
W, RS, T LAE R PCR 3 R i 5 1 47 1E 8 58
P R W T AR RE T 4 SR, BRED WAFAE — € Y
JE PR « R EE AR 5 W 1A DNA L4 1k 2 (7]
— 4 T R R ARG, PRI IR R X s FE T
AR EESRAR =7, A0RE I T T e A S8R AR B 4 22 G
PR B JC H B PR o 1 s o — kI
# BRED # R 5 CRISPR/Cas £ R AHSE & B T
T B 52 AR —— il A KL A M) e e [ SC R A2 1/
CRISPR K Ik 8 F 9—HLFL Ak DNA f e 1 1A 8 41
Hi AR (CRISPR/Cas9-bacteriophage recombineering of
electroporated DNA, CRISPY-BRED) . 7F iX — 4%
EHAR T, BRED sy 21 AR 1 S AT A I E 4
111 CRISPR $ A | FH 156 4% 7 4 1 Dy 9 e B 4
HI#EF 2 —f H BRED, CRISPY-BRED 1 £ 224
PAE T e REWS AL e e, OF 1 35 S L
AR RCRFE R . H AT, 2 BORE s
T2 O3 AT TR W B G Y L A,
T [ i J 1] SC o 52 )5 51/CRISPR S I 2 19— 8%
QR0 F) 1k B 1 B 2 £ AR (CRISPR/Cas9-bacte-
riophage recombineering with infectious particles,
CRISPY-BRIP) 2 i {A KL A T AR 1) 55—y 5,
AR AT LR 55 FH T 4 BAT B R PR 21 R
HICTEA RO e o AN MR K . CRISPY-
BRIP 5 CRISPY-BRED #{{ll , {H CRISPY-BRIP if
] DU 1) W T R DNA P31 AN T DNA JR P4 T
e ZEAL,
14 WEEEHRE

I K B85 811 (phage genome reboot) A S it
St A N T I R A Wk e AR RE D 41 DNA,
TEAR I 8 1 B H 4 v R N Tk T 1R P9 2 DNA
iV SR P /N e s e | E SN % P
Jet A TE PR W AR RIURE . SRl FH A LI 7 2

fitp TR TR e T A OR8] 23 i Y B = e R SR 1
TR AT S W AR RO R TR R A
Wk T 1A s D] 28 14 2 20 A7 22 5 58, T Gibson 20 %
Mg FALAIOCHZH ARSI DNA 213 B
A T, TR R0 v S B TR R L D 4
AT 2 B 28 . AT AR P T B 4 i S B e
R 5 2 3 g o 2H AR B [ 5K i 1 4k
P dsDNA R BEAUZE A7 1

P AL B b A AL, Al ARAG 40 A LR
=S N A @ﬁi(yeast artificial chromosome, YAC)
14 56 HE Wik R AR S R 43X 2658 2of PCR 97 35 74 3]
9 I B8R DNA B, 75 AR S HAT 223K 11 kb R/
R FE e DX, O HLA1T 5 755 2 2B O Wt T (R DNA K
Ui [ IR A PP 51 o B, BB b o3 8 A 5 MR T
PRIE TR 20 IR ME YAC, #R4 HA AL 2 18 Tl
AT 7 A R S M TR AR . B H T, B T BRI
Wik T 1A T AR BRIy o T4l SR 0 R AT
R U A T3 174 B ] R WA T AR K1
i e BRI P DA B TR A X 1740 (1 B TR 4
RO T I B (R W TR A PR 2 ZH A R B Ao
TE A B A T 5 TR A4 PRI 2 1 2 2 s B o 4 2
BB (B R A X i 2%, O HAe
2 LAY WG TR AR R R A I TR I — s PR [l IS
Y ACHH B A B DA A A e AR v A (HHRE AR AL
FATIIRSZ A TR AR I BRI o o 2 20 5 it
T AL DR 20 R T A\ i AR R p R e E
Wi TR RE A B B B AD B . T, A PRR 7 =X
SR T Tz . O T A A 2 TP A R R
A, T A 200 R ol A ) L B 2 B R TR R . 3
Tl 24 TR AR 25 57 $0 Ut A0 1) s D A B[R] DN, I
TERE YL 5 ST E IR DT A 175 2 114 Wk o (A
RE 3SR T A UL B s AT L Ao 4 5 R e AR R
A FET, 2R E T AR R AT
A (0 7 7 K T A5 2 TG Rk T AR Y
HE . I, TG 4 L i 5% 8% (transcription
and translation, TXTL) & 4t 7] DAFE 75 340 g /b A
S RN R T SE IR R AR S . HET, %
RYEC LI LI T OX174% [ T7HI T4
EARAYE A . TXTL R S8 A] LU T AL RE 1 8K
(AT, I 7T FH T s X o P e P A
1.5 FTEREREANBESEEFARE

VAT A TR L 2H RS ) 2 e P 2 G B

A (parallel oligonucleotide recombineering and
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targeted multiplex genome editing, pPORTMAGE) J&
—Fhid i 51 R AL SRR , O AT R A
AR HE D AT 5L A A MRS , Fre A S B
i DR 2[RI RRE il 88 52 LTG5 ) B 436 1 e g 1 2
TR AR . pORTMAGE A A B 1 #47: B 8
PELL R R T B RS ) o it — 2
B Z RG] LR 5y M is B OVF 218 F bk
H I PR AR PR AL, 30 TS T7 PRI N B A . 3%
AR AR, AT — %57 A JTORE Y 20
i B, AR Zad 5T 3B B SRR IR . It Ah,
pORTMAGE $ A LA H F 41540 % 5 AR IR B A0
A, VLR B AT AR e i A, FE B T AR AR
FIT 22 R B AA G Sk B R T

2 BEEEEIERARENEA

Wit T AL I TR EORAE R 2y Tl AR AR ™
A 252 A A U AT s8R 2 ORI (1) o
21 BEAREEERIRZEAREET DEGE

HIR F
211 EERTELERLA 20144 iR T
A AVE AT YA R 2P X BT B R
DAL T AR B R R 2 —" . T
BT R A TT R B B 5t SRR, RO o A4
A BGRT T BB B T AR E,
FEAE NG PRI b R B T EOR v 0. BT,
Wt T A I PR TR 7 I 6 32 R IO o SR — T2
AL TR, BVEE X4 E B A R 15 B
SE PR TR AR ST O 385 5 —Fh 2 AT R
AUl RSS2 25 B fa S A i, 1Y
T I AV 1) 245 ) G0k A 0 ) R e I g
B T 0 B — TR B D iR i
FEo AR 20 20 tHA0 L, MR IR 2 AE I IRIR YT
T2 WORAERON . B0, 1958 4, T es B
7 e P S Wt TR AT 0 T AT R, B
T EAH BRI ROR . 20184, B B R MR
T A S AR PR PO HE T B R AR
BRAHR 53 BT A 38 A AR IDE R A5 22 F i 24
Jii 5 S TR AN R T BN B AR | A A PR i TR
(urinary tract infection, UTI) f¥) (&7 0 Hb ]
AL, ATC A 3R R T AR P IER 5 00 P Dy e A 6 AL 1 ik
ARSI 251 S R it T RO S . 20194F, —
42 A T 2 SR T SR e ) S TR 52 T 3 i e T A

G X SR T ) G R AR R 1 I R I T A
I JE P T AR MO 19 T AR M TR A ) B 0 ke R
ST 5 B RAF a5z 0, O 2RI W Al R
et LRSI R B0 11 P D RE K DA
TR Bz JR 5T B S B AR X — R iRk
R TS TR ARG R A R BN . B
J&i  FE 2022 4F , Jerry FBA L HGE TR FH TR W
PR SCTTE T IV e 3 ST T U A A S 1 e 01 it g
M2, Ak, 2018 4F Je 3 1 — T %t e 0 A1) Tl
] g P B P JER e i R SR R W, S AR HETR T
L AH L, W A R T VA T A Y SR T A
AR P IR R ARG RSCR . R
I, FAT T AR B 5 P A e PRI 90 LA A O
Wiy 245 JRAE H R SE BRI FH IR AR XA R
I AT A 5 DAL TR AR AR I PRIA T i I AT S 4T)
SR

SNTH Z L, WE AR N TR AREIRIR R4
I FH Y B S 0 SR, T AR B2 ME R ARG
TIN5 . BT, B4 — Sl 26,1
M0 DA A/ 11 1) 8 AR AT 88 v B LS R A 2, R
ATREJIABR o Bl BOR BN W 2D AL AL, K
FISE 0% PR Aol DR 2 0 R v RE . 38 R LI IR
BRI, AT AT AR Jin 4 T 3R A5 W R TR 7 1 2
Rzl 122 2RS4, U TR RS 1 A B
FEF S NI BRI 1Y S AR A5 DG R85 B, DN
RN HL T i A R TRE I R AR A I PR AR
212 IAREEHKREHAKRES BEREKNT LI
i, AT LS AR R MRS G 2R R A T OF
KA GUK 22 R, 5 A AR R AR L
W DA AR HLAT — R AN AR A DL 3, A48 K AR 1 B 41
S FRAE 8 LR I Ah e B L SR R e B Y
fap P, DL AT 2 AN [R] AR A RS TR R 24
PR A R A KB AR ST R AR R

Mg RT3 3 A [) 178 5 PR TR s ik, AT LA
AT ) B 7, FAE UF DNA 35 2% 21 40 it , AT
N T 2R RTR YT o 4N, X M3 I T {4
T8 T AR MOE , AR HAR S S 1 pIll RS 3R
MR- H 2R - KA Z R (RCGD) BT, ixX Fh 42
RGD 1817 114 e B 442 1T LA B Ty Mg i Ik PR 3o 2% 31
WL Zh A e, L 2R RS 2R A B B R 4R
I, EAT, {5 P W R AR Ry i 16 R e A 7 i PR s 3%
B, SCHE ) JLAE T an el 4 s e S R00R . it b
FENHEAT T Z IR, W Larroca % B £
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0 0 DA A TBORE 32 TS AR . 2023 4F, Kao 45
% PR PrimPol () _E 15 DMBT1 /9~ 8 1T L 2 2
o W R AR O IR e T T A RN
5% T 308 1Y TransPhage , ¥ 5% 5 30R $2 7
$95%, B TR, W TR AR T 1 2 AR R AL
TR 24 A A5 A 2 BE AT ] A s 245 0 1) s 1%
9 TR TR RE e ik M EE 2 . B
T 75 22 Wik TR R 75 B AR AT 2B 1 IR B, 1 Jo v LA
A A A8 1 A I 247 0 AR R R 3 06 o 7 v 3 )
%) B i, AT FH T 1] 8 245 40 ) 500 R ) R Ak 20 0K 282
PR B FHANY A B8 T W AR BTR TS ), 16
A AR BIR R T RCR

WA, G K B8 2 1) A J A R v T RE T —
OB ELRE SR RN St R AR BRI TR AR
INEAR AR ARG . AR AKIB L RS
Aol 225 W o L ) ek 4, AR T 24 T
JH 55 20 U S DA T A it 3% AT 247 0 1 i M R )
PR . WR5E 2RI, DAIGE A4S SCE rh i 2 13 1)
XF MCF-7 9 20 B 0% 5 S O, R 322 IR 5 s 7R
T pVILEE F il & J5 L8 A AR iR b, B8 A
Th S PR 25 05 AR MCF-7 20 i By B 1) i 27
AL, AT DA R ol A A B3R 2 W T R 1)
IEIT LR . SRR A L 3697 K
b ZE R T UM T B T R AR, B
B A R e . E R, W P RS R TR AR A
FLMRIE A5 LR e e e
I UL B PR R T AR 2 R E B3R YT 5 T R
/T iR, 5 Lk, TR S AT
T, W AR T 25 s % 2K, RE AR X 2Eif
ST 259 5 R IORLER S [, o] LSS B2 ) A
HERS )%, RGO , s> #E @R .

Wk PR AR A R K P RHTE S 1t R LA
ERW 1. SESMEEN I &I A L, mg b ik
e HAVETEL S, inRIE /N AE P RCR R
T B R N AR A AT, DL BT
Ay B L R SE T BR T AT A N EE
AR IR, DL R E FIAF A AU RE B 2 AT WA
i € COVID-19 1 i I & b & 4% T H 24k
Fo B, Staquicini 257 7E 22 R w19 p VAT p
W LA 5ER T8 2R RS8R
RI% B 2 U (severe acute respiratory syndrome coro-
navirus 2, SARS-CoV-2) H %€ (S) & H Ml Bt {4 K
(CAKSMGDIVC) , 33 Fift XU 7% Ik P 43 2ok 55 1k

J7 2k % 2/ R B0 5 L AR AS 7= AR R G AR
SR BRSNS IREE ET A AN B o

FE B 2R 400, TRE M B AR v VR R ARk ek,
TP AT A AR 2 . A A
B2 Z WAL IS S DiRe, (i R & EE™
I FH s PR A J 7R R, R A 6 9 4 ) ] 5
J M B A R R SR A B RE AR PLL, PLL
ANACAT DA 6] 78 5 40 it 9 38 5 A 2 L B mT
DL B 20 B Ak ML R R T i 2 i s HR
A, N E— 25 B s (] 70 ot T4 ML i R fb i . it
&b, P11 7] 3@ 53 TPL2-MEK-ERK {5 5 il £ {12 37F []
F0 T A0 A AR 7R A ) 43 W, T T A 2
B SUE A ORI TR R RS A A
MOBAESS G, T L S IR B — i TR I B R 7 )
PR, P2l VAR IR . AT, D T AR G T
TR O BRI N T FEAE R IR AR A A
A I E A A SR AR SR,
Wk A 1 S T Bl W A, LA A P LA A g o o 1
SRR AR R I RA R FH A 28 A ik
e B A BRI ST FNAR A ] S 1) S I R o LA
UERH .
22 BEEERIEFRAEIWAERNB
221 IERUEAKRLSHHALEH  LRWERK
BB BEERRFE 4 DNA 2 R LAY
FIAK 22, 5 WS RUAL 5 1 fd AT M3,
W 2RISR AR M3 E 8 ) T A R R )
REAT RGBS o AEARMREE T, M13 W PR AR PR 37T
FP RS s e B W BE TR, R 43 2 BB ) HE
HI Ve B, HES A Y de 28 RO S S
Fag 580 S R (A5 M3 I TR AR BE S 1 2H 5 T
W —HEGER | TGS R T =GRS5 R AR Y B
JF K EE I G5 R B8 T HEmh ™

I M3 I D A% 388 o A7 W ke 24 1) 25 20 aot
B Il N R A SRy S8 AR, AT LA s — 4
M13 W5 B AR T 2T 4, H B4R 10~20 pmo BEAT,
WAL 1,1,1,3,3, 3-8 F-2-IN B2 (HFP)AE A i
FL 25 2235 7], 38 3 FE 7 B R A8 M3 I TR 1 2F
Ak, B R SE L A 530 U A R Sk
J5E 8 (polyvinylpyrrolidone, PVP) IR & , fix X kA5 3%
SRS R YT 2R (EASE AR BT
Tl 7 ARAG I — R LT G5 M AT IR AR BE 1 W o A SR
YL TR E ERIRE S . KT LRSS R W DA R AT
VIFE APPSR A S04 b 1 228 il — 4 3 A e



SRR, 5 IR AR TARROR SRR | 195

O T W TR 90 K A B RS T 4 R BT
W bR XTI R GORAEY B R T E . 4R,
H Al 5 T AR SRR A B . et a9 iR
JA T = AR L2 AR D A 38 R FEOE
(NiM) &5k = A= T W TR A A 17 40K 2 ek
PN EER . W T = LESE R, 2R R AR 2
AR A AE R SR T RE A FE AT, DT 3G T Ak 5 B 1)
VEREME , HET T & HOBT R = dE AR

WEAEA , FE AR W e 2 SR, 7K R G DR G e
M)A YA A PE RS ) Z D e k52 8 1 7z %
e MR Gl S 2R AR s PR T —
il 67 M3 W5 B IR () AR Wi PR B S R 48 . EIX
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