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Abstract: Plant—pathogenic microbe interactions underlie plant diseases. During the past decade, the re-
search field of plant—pathogenic microbe interactions progresses rapidly in dissecting mechanisms of
plant cell-surface receptor triggered immunity, intracellular receptor triggered immunity, systemic acquired
resistance, and pathogen effector-triggered susceptibility. The application in molecular design of crop re-
sistance has also been exemplified.
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T3 S A P AH BATE 431 WL i T e i
Z:104F [B) 2k R 1E BR, UG R VIR o £ 570 AR
VIR EAE R, MY E) % R g 2 = AN HAE
RERIES o RAEBTH RS E . 4@ S 4 ek
T A5 20 iR 51 2 44 (cell-surface pattern recognition re-
ceptor, PRR)R A S A1 B SR AT A2 7 1 0 fin A
I3 B0 AR R BN N 73 F-, B KPRRATF 1)
T, R RN A5 i % 4% (pattern-triggered
immunity, PTI). 5 Ji D) <2 7= A= 35 Bl A= % (1) 2508 45
- 30 R 4 24 T T 0 R N R A 44 L 4 P T
BT I AR B S N . A e N R 41 B N 3
RN 5y 14 B % RS & M AR &

£ H S WY M A % 52 7R (nucleotide-binding do-
main and leucine-rich repeat-containing proteins, NLR)
WU, AT 51 A NLRAN T (1) G 32, 3880 Bl Bk kg 2850
il % 1) 9% (effector-triggered immunity, ETI).
WG PTIRETIAR ] LASETE— R 51 i e S B, I
5 3B 1 R /K ¥ 82 (salicylic acid, SA)F1¥E FE IR
IE 112 (N-hydroxy-pipecolic acid, NHP) )& 1%, #8id
g H YL A 31 R GURAT 1 9% /B (systemic ac-
quired resistance, SAR). PTI. ETIFISAR =#F 4%

fs  2023-03-21 BE  2023-04-03
#ER REFRRERE S IHB (XDB27040212).
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(1) o e 285 1) 43 - 6544 . DHREAIE 5 i 42 77 1H, LA
JPTL. ETLH) WA J7 1, 21T+ AR 7 8 oK
HERE o AR R S A D U LR 7 T, 2550 PR ik
IR VI FE ) B (effector-triggered susceptibility, ETS)
ZREPERNR RN R o BT Y5 A A
AR AR R, AR K IEAE R S
JUWR T BRI

1 B R E L%

1.1 PRRAT SR IEPTI

PRR HH 51705 I8 1) 52 1A SR (RLK) A 2K 52 1
R (RLP)ZH B ) — S 20 i 5% 1 S 2 2 A, A4 IR
S DA O 43— A5 2Bl 45 A 5 73 AR X, 49 G
UL Fd IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) KB EFFLS2 (FLA-
GELLIN SENSING 2)i: 51|41 14 ## & £& [ (flagellin)
H R ST R 22 Z SR PR IR B f1g22 (Gomez-Gomez A1 Bo-
ller 2000); . ELF% PR A1 J5 RN R -, 45 G 2 i 98 2
PR ER A CE9 I B 5299 1 (Cladosporium fulvum))
4P %R FAvr9 (Jones251994), RXEG1iH 3| £ Fif
T3 SR T 2 AFAE R — S R K R BE XEGT (Sun
§2022). PTI Fi#(5 5B EE AW 53, it 7t 2
TN IS RZ AR L P R O BIK LR NPT R i il i 1k
% NADPH oxidase RbohD (Li%52014). BIKI1if
WERR Ab 2 Fh 45 1 7 i1, fFECNGC2. CNGCAA
OSCA1.3 (Thor%52020), 51 &PTI R if K485 A it -
FLS2MIFL 2 /ABAK 1 5112240 B 52 45 45 A6 e 4
7, W T PRREILZ AR — i E A3 Tl SN
L] (Sun§2013). ARG TP A M AMERE iR
B 4 T 1) 32 A B (leucine-rich repeat receptor kin-
ases, LRR-RKs) ) H.AF /X 25 4% 4= [ #6 7~ (Smakowska-
Luzan%$2018).
1.2 NLRNM S ®iE

NLRE 40 N B - R 45 A 45 1 38R S 2
1% = 4 # 2 fUNB-LRR (nucleotide-binding site, leu-
cine-rich repeat) 24 8 [, B8R 42215095 7 43
AR AN RN R, 51K ETL. NLRAR 4 N-ii 45
P332 B = Fp 2R 5 coiled-coil 25 #4358 [coil-
ed-coil (CC) domain]f{JCNL. %75 TIRSS #4935 [ Toll/
interleukin-1 receptor (TIR) domain]f ) TNLFI&H
RPW38-like £ #) 1 (RPW8-like domain) [fJRNL, 1R

g X 1] 43 Aysensor NLR fllhelper NLRF 25, 2017
4, NRC (NLR required for cell death)#% % 5 N6 EF
b ifhelper NLR (Wu2%2017). 20194F, TNL(Y]
TIR 5 ¥ 35, D) e it 7T AR A, 945 7~ LA NADase
TETE, FFAE R ZEHT I 4> Fv-cADPR (variant-cyclic-
ADP-ribose) (Wan%$2019; Horsefield%52019). [f]
F, 2K MICNLA{AZAR]1 (HOPZ-ACTIVATED RES-
ISTANCE 1) 132K & G 14 45 14 e b BUAS Al
(Wang&52019). ZAR15 N 2852 48 HIEFRKS1
DA 3508 £ 1 AveACHE I /5 1 o3 — ML N 2R 32 Ak 2
FISEEPBL2M . R &4, 45 & ATPHIS 5 %
R T B TR AR B /AR (resistosome)”, T2 B 25
TIEIE(Bi%2021). 20224F, 5 —ACNL, /Nt
45593 St35 I 2 A AR S5 KL 4% i@ AT, Sr35
T2 454 AN B 1 AveSt35, T R AL T B AR T
s /NMA, B P B T8 I i P (Forderers52022). 1%
ANTNLEI S5 FI B L AT 7520204 LA 28, RPP1
(RESISTANCE TO PERONOSPORA PARASITICA 1)
FIROQ1 (RECOGNITION OF XOPQ 1)J% Ji VU 5 4
o A1, BOSTIR FINADase i P(Ma%52020;
Martin2020). 20224F {175 TAF 7t % 5 31 7 TNL LA
NAD FIATP NI AE B 9 2545 5 4 FpRib-AMP/
ADPAHIADPr-ATP (di-ADPr). X #3515 540 1439
454 FEDS1/SAG101 FIEDS1/PAD4 A S H 5
FFRNL, EINRG1EADRI [ 5. {F (Huang%5:2022;
Jia%5£2022). A W55 7~, TNL K i i helper NLR
AN BH B 11838 5] i 41 FE T (Jacob%52021).

XTETURIPTLHT 8 ) — 100 21 BN 152 - NLRAlUR
SBEF— AR AE T AR . S 5RPRRAE 538
M55, IR IR 8N R 4 i B PTI S (N gou
££2021; YuanZ52021).
1.3 SANSRE

SATR it KIS EYI DI . 20184, F
5t R I 4% 1E 3% B -NONEXPRESSER OF PR
GENE 1 (NPR1) 117 i 4% K+ NPR3/4 4 45 £ SA,
FE [ 42 SA M S 1) 5 28 (Ding 252018) . NPR4ATH i
G55 SAHI AT 2 ff At (Wang552020) . 20184E, Hf
FORIISAHEE T ENHPI A i, NHP I HIEA Ry
ARG ST, B REIRE MR
71(Chen?42018; Hartmann242018). {8 137E & /&
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NHP-& B R T ETUR B 5 5 408, 1 HiX —1
AN T 2 M 3R THD A2 AR T A 46 (Ding 22021)
1.4 EMREZHEMLE

20184F-PRRAZ A4 X 48 B 17 X fift T (Smakowska-
LuzanZ52018). IT104E3kK, 422 LL—XF—J7 iR 41
I SR 4 7 I PRRAE %5 58, 9] 4nLY SIN MOTIF
RECEPTOR KINASE 5 (LYKS)IH 51 J1L T 5 B B (Cao
552014). GRS 2 B2 A BIFLIPOOLIGOSAC-
CHARIDE-SPECIFIC REDUCED ELICITATION
(LORE){H 5| 41 1 74 5 5 3 %% 525 i 117 8 (me-3-OH-
FA) (KutscheraZ2019), 4 —L8a] {15 L F o1
[FIPRRAE 4 IE, 1] fn A% [R5 2 52 44 25 FINbCSPR
B R 5 200 1 ¥4 I R 1 ik B esp22, tHAR ISk F EC i Al
YR B ) 2 P &R B2 11 VmEO2 (Saur2016; Nie
22021).

— LEPRRAF AL AR K5 T NS 5 1)
fe, i, BLEGIFHFLS2. EFRHMIPEPR 7 #BAKI
FIBKK 1{F A3t %44, LYK, LYM. CERKIFIRLP-
23 F HBAKIFISOBIR I/ 3L 57 44 (Liebrand452013;
Albert552015). fiu /s HYLRR[¥JPRR 5 Fi 5 45 5 <
FUPRRZ [H] LA S PRRFIFLAZ f 2 [T 1 S U5 2 540,
FHAd I LEPRR [ L P 3 S S, g — P R AL I
T I N 2R 52 AR B I (receptor-like cytoplasmic kinases,
RLCKSs) (HohmannZ52017). £ 46PRR, 1 #IILOREA
T LSRR IR BN T U SN, T4 2 1T 2 52 A4 2
FIRLP23 4 5 1) 492 75 32 ADR 1-PAD4-EDS 143 -
2% (Pruitt%52021), & F —LERLK 6 i PRR G 5
3. I BAKL B AF 2 A BIR 5 15 i 02l LA
454y SOBIR1 FIBAK 1, #l1fil] 3 52 44 (1) H G (Ma %5
2017), HAh—2ERLK, 5] 4IFERONIA (FER). APEX
MINUCLEAR SHUTTLE PROTEIN (NSP)-INTER-
ACTING KINASE 1 (NIK1)%fFLS2HFIBAK 1 2 7] f) 45
A4 BHASAE FH(LiZE2019), [, SPRRAVZE & EE AT
REMO o] BB T U 0 e M. AL, R I
LRR-RLK H_{F ¥ £ %5 4f 2 B M SM 8 2 A B /D LRR
HEHMLRR-RLK, #1U1BAKI1FIAPEX, 1] §E A& 1%
“HITEE 1) RE RS PRRAS 5 X 26 (Smakowska-Luzan
2:2018), BZARMIL% Py 5% PRRZ 1] DA K 5352 k2.
() (4] 5% 8 A0 ELAE YR 5 AT A2 A U AT AL f i 22—

NLR R 51 5 99 28 J7 1T, S NLR P 550 i 35 i A

THRENFE . CNLEZIKZAR IR 2 AN A
B O (0 B EE ZED L RIRKS 1; ZAR 1R 51 £ 4
BN A F, B$5 5K B Xanthomonas campestris ] Av-
rACHIR B T &R 5 i AT 1 (Pseudomonas syringae)
HJHopZla (WangZ$2015; Laflamme%52020); ZAR1
1E 28 [F) Y5 B 3 7 U0 R T A0 6 R 4 v B A7 7 (Sch-
ultink252019), L5 7F TNL 3% 4& % RRS1/RPS4 1] L
PSR B = AN [F]99 5L B 1) R0 ¥ (Sarris552015);
T 280 S AvrRps4 1] AR 19565 D B k37 [l TNL 52 4
%} RRS1/RPS4 F1RRS1B/RPS4B fi iH il (Saucet 25
2015), J& T 2 A2 RR 5 A — R 3 1 288

TEARHED T 2 BT 56 3 SCAE P (Ros-
ids) 11, NB-LRR %% f& REQUIRED FOR HR-ASSO-
CIATED CELL DEATH 2 (NRC2). NRC3HINRC4
A] LAE N2 /~sensor NLR ft]helper NLR (Wu%52017),
i 7 35 470 SCAE ) (Asterids) AN 21X . helper
NLR ) B g — A N /& S sensor NLRAHZE &/ 5
U G S N (Wu52018) . FERLE T, 24 se-
nsor TNL B TNL X} (#1RPP15{RRS1/RPS4) /" 5 ]
R UER R T helper NLR, BINRG1sFIADRIs, 1H
RRS1/RPS44 T (I8 2 I (hypersensitive response,
HR) R A&k #i T-NRG1s, 1 AN K4 ADR1s (Castel %
2019; Saile%52020). % £ TNL A % [FINADasei 14
FEHEAE 540 BRI T FRNL (Wan%$2019; Ho-
rsefield%$2019)., —#84rCNL, Il inZAR1, HFR N
B — T G 5 2R, BT T B P BUHR S A Kt
helper NLR. —#(4»CNL, 5 f1RPS2FIRPS54 &
TR =157 0 N O

RNLH [ RPW 8L &5 #4358, 5 A ZEMLKLs (mi-
xed-lineage kinases) il B H HELL (HeLo/HeLo-Like)
&5 K 380 FH ALL(Mahdi 55:2020), T I 19 /> 45 #4384 4
T W] DL3E i R 4 g 2 AL T 5 B0 40 B S T (Das-
kalovZ£2016). 8.8 7FMLKLs (AtMLKLs) ATNL
FEHL I 4 75 (MahdiZs2020). 2 T helper NLR, EDS1
JIF B £ 1 B 4 T8 SAysensor NLRA 5 S8 i b 75
EW B 7, SAG101 ATNLA S StHR L 7, 1A 2
TNLA S T4 75, )k Z EDS1HIPAD4 5TNL
FFWISAE MATUREYEN L7, (HA T KHR (La-
pin%52019). ¥ WINRG1s 7] GE AN i B 2 1 SA-
G101. EDSI—i24 FHR, ifif ADRIsA] fE FIPAD4,
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EDS1—j& /-S40 P (Lapin®$2019). i — 24
$i27~helper NLRs 5 Jig g 8 1 1K) 45 & HO T _Eiiese-
nsor NLRX &M 8 1 3R 71 (Sun®$2020)
1.5 #EHISARMLE

T AE AT SABZARNPR [ 4 F ML B A 3% 55
RN ZHT D FISAT] LA &4 /S MNPRFENEE H,
SRAN I ARA AN E], AR EESAZ AT, NPRI
DA 2 AR 1A R 20 32 2 40 A A 40 B AZ A T AE ik
FESAZAMH R, NPRIFJANK X 15, 5% 53 A T TGA2.
TGASHITGA6%E & FiRSAR 23K K1k, SAthEE
A NPR3/4VAPHIESARLZ BRI FK ik, Bk TNPRZ
A, A BN Bt H I A Rt e 45 & SA
(Manohar%52014). It W] WLSAREE 4 2 I8 244 Fr
TR R 42 6, 5 87 4 S 2 RN 4 Ff A AL I8 SRS E Y
(1) 2 AN . NPR1FINPR4 A SAFINHP
S e S FE R AR T 06 7 (Liu%%2020; YildizZ52021),
NPR1MINPR3/4 % [ 3 37 6 SA 55 5 36 4k Jk K 47
A 005 T e RN AR 4 BELIE 3 BE(Ding 2£2018) .

SAIEAL AN FRFI TR (JA)IE 1% 2 [A] 1) HAHAE B
O 1E 2 M EY) & % b 4k 1) B (Koornneef £l Pieterse
2008). FLLEg I+t SAHENPR3/4JIT & 3% 4 S FIAZ
B 1 B AR AN T 25 B XS AR A2 B A0 1], A HRAF X}
TR R AT E R BT (LiugE2016). BTEL, JA(S
T IBAAMSALE T IE R 18] 1) AT v e R i 40 55
YA A TR B MBS 75 5 R () S % . T AR
TAERWISAE HAR K BUE A T W L AAFAE K E
HI2E X HAF (Altmann%$2020; LiugE2022).
1.6 PRR. NLRFI SANSHEZEZ B X

XFPRR. NLRHISAS 350 2 B () HAF R R TT
PR — 20 5¢38 . AN [FPRRA T % [A] )
SR LA G e I N . f1g22 elf18 1 Atpepl 54T
# PAMP (pathogen-associated molecular patterns)af
DAMP (damage-associated molecular patterns) 4§ i}
7S #HMBAKI1A 5 ) CERK 11T [l (juxtamembrane,
IM) X Btz b, TS CERK E e £k A, M &
SO B TR S I B PE R 55 (Gong%62019) . 2 /NPRR
I [FOE A2 SCRES NI IAE B AR %A T T 2
TpAS [E] 95 Ji A 22 11 B 4 AR B7 0 1R 3 PAMPAE 5 )5,
SUBTILISIN ¥ £ [ B SBT6.1 ) 1 py 5 (1) PRO-
RALF23 (PRO-RAPID ALKALINIZATION FACTOR

23) T R A RALF23; i RALF23 % FERFILLG1
(LORELEI-LIKE GPI ANCHORED PROTEIN 1)
W, HHTTFLS2-BAK 1 & &4 JF i (Stegmann 55
2017; Xiao%52019), AT F b0 b 3% e A BT AL T3
TEIRES .

ANFEINLRA 3 G 2 i B 2 (B HAFAERE X 70%
(07T B M B B R A 1 AN L — AT DA
7+ Col-02E A TINLR A 7 F %48 43 T (Laflamme 55
2020), X—ZERKP FRRIRFM FHEAERZA
NLR [A] i35 30, 11 HVF 2 NLRIE R istfE 230
BE, BRI B0E 2 ANNLR AT B 5 250 50 56 A5 2%
(B P, 31X 55 A) R Hh 8 IMNLR G 45 R AT A1
SR AT B 5 B A B PEAE — E(Luo%2021) . T
6] — 137 5. 22 S NLR I e P i 10 BE 8% e i o A e
i (Deng®52017). 53 AMETF — 12 ) Zhelper NLR3Z
ANRG1CH;5HiNRG 1A FINRG1B 471 35 . 72% (Suné:
2020).

AR A — DK i TE T K B B B PRR A 5 A
NLRA T 4092808 #% < 8] FAR R 3 (Ngouss2021; Yuan
£2021). WOENLR 2 3802 "PRRIE 5 B 71 f/ERNA
MEEAWAEEPR R, NG, HKPRRA T
(1) G0 28 S N, 17 7E PRREI L A A2 44 Bl B (1) 45 0
NLRA S P 5. ik, ¥ PRR U 3
NLRA 5 ) % 7% . NLR 32 /A RPS2 i1 5] AviRpt2 fith
R G g br BV FHAFHRAE 2 B PRRAZ R BRI 548
1K fls2 pepr3. fls efi cerklfbakl-5 bkkl cerkl ™
% 57 51, fEPRR T iF 4 4 MAPKs AINADPH 4
Ak il i i AR A vt ™ E A2 A0 T L BOE PRRs R
FEHZMNLREL K G B 85 H AERNAZKF B R
(Bjornson52021).  PRRAP 3 {4 5 #8 70 AK #6t T
JIE ¥ 25 1 Al helper NLR (Pruitt252021); P I #00
PRRB ] DL FiANLR{E 5l i % 53 2 R A ik
NLRA S . KAE T 248 %z ZEPICI &
PTURIETI %% 18 % 1) 22 X 5(Zhai%52022)

PRRAM 35 M1 SAS T 9 2 (R AAAEAE X o
PRRIE 5 8t SARD1/CBP60GHK i (1) SA 4= 1) £ ik
B FARE, —REFESAN TR ZPRRAF
Fa g% 1) N I AE, 1M SA G il X BB LANPR1/3/44K
17 77 30 A PRRAZ 5@ B A, 1E R 5UCKPRR
G 1) G N (Tateda62014)
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HPRRAAZEAL, NLRE It 52 SARD1/CBP-
60G K i I SA A=W A I BE ] F i 3R 14 (Sun%52015;
Ding%$2020). iX — I i 75 TNL s A 4% i T
EDS1#1PAD4 (LapinZ$2019; SunZ%2020). #hiiSA
. §E L IINLRFK % (Ding%52018), AR FTHZ/RSA
() AR 52 31  NLR A 5 40 9% BT 4 75 4 (Liu %%
2020). #] WNLRsFISA I B —AN IE KRR ROK
ARz I FR) 28 S

RAENLRA T S 75 Z2SA, NLRfilUK [T HR
|52 B SA 715 (Radojicic52018), 7 A YL2H
S5 AR N =R B2 SA (I T FONPR 1% 52 44 (con-
densate), 1H T & A EMNLR ., f5l5E 1 LL&LWR-
KY % 53¢ A -1 DA 3 40 Jf B A7 (ZavalievE52020),
IS 8] PRI S AR 5 T DUKNLR A5 4 28 162 380 4 52 (1)
R

PRR 7 % B L4564 ReA ML 3G 9 54 1), PRR
Z IR BIAE U NAZ A diARE ER. [HEE, NLR
Z AR XA RIZR A 32 1. TERE 2R 5
Az A, PRRAINLRAS A] ATIEGE I ENADPHIS
AAYITERbohD, K LPRRAINLR [FIAH B Fild s T
DL 40 A ), ] G R AR fE v 4 i . S —
#, FLS2. PEPR1. RbohD. MKK4FIMPK3[{/RNA
AJ DLAE BAH i 2 [A) % 2132 i (Thieme5$2015), Fr LA
B NLRIEE BT 75 5 48 0 (1 PRRAE 5 380 12 B 0 (1)
SKAS A BEF 51 21 55 20 40 i b 25 TROBUE PRRAY 3 4
9% . ZRBLI, PAD4RIZ AN TNLA a] DLTE 5 44 A
AR A0 F2 3] .

NPRI1FINRP3/4/#%5ZSAJ5 5| #2FMO1 (FLAVIN-
DEPENDENT MONOOXYGENASE 1), ALDI
(AGD2-LIKE DEFENSE RESPONSE PROTEIN 1)
FISARDAM FIfZRIA, & AR GRS ESIIER 3)
4y FNHP (Hartmann%42018)., NHPYE izt 3 2H £
L SARDIMCBP60gi 1M 75 S SA G ilt. [AIILSA
AJ DALE 8 3 2 2R R FUB0E PRRAINLR A 5 1 e s
F4h, TEAR P A A HERPRRA 5 508 T REAZ /RN
T 72 7 (Zhou52020) . 4EET O F A7 7 22 7
(Lin%2022).

2 AR R R AL
I AR D 28N LA i A AR A2 SRS T (et

fector-triggered-susceptibility, ETS) /5 [ 1A 1R £ it
Ji& o BB ST R T A (R B A BT S5 SR 2 A ) R0
NI T2 LAY 5o % RGN 2 By, 1 H 2
HOBUN R - B8 1k NAEA 40 i N 55 (Khan%52018) .
93 JER 5L TR RIS PR - ETS AL 777 T AR BIF 2 B A2 3
& i, FEAAE IR A0 IR L Ustilago maydis sy
AN PR ¥ Tin2 2 KA N R 6T 22 B Rk, &
AR ZR & AR 12 G4 (Tanaka%52014); 5 4AE
F5 955 5 L A b0 TR R 1 (Cladosporium fulvum)
3 WA RN [R] - Avrd 21 35 it 40 B 5T /M 23 8] 5 2 il
U LT TSR BEAH 25 G, 00 HL PR e S P At A, {2
BERBOR (Hurlburt25£2018); I 745 IR J5 FU iR /N A
2555 Wi (Puccinia striiformis) 7y R4S K F-PsSpg 13t
N/INZE YIS i A 2 52 A4 U TaPSIPK 1 AH 5 & 5
eI B FR A % 55 [K ¥~ TaCBF 1d, #9032 [ 3. 3
BURIH (Wang&52022) . ARG A0S F- 8495 IR LB
FEIEIA 18 (Magnaporthe oryzae) 73RN [Kl-F- AvrPiz-
t, HS#IRESISTANCE OF RICE TO DISEASESI (RODI)
2SR HEVE VR SATERR, ) %% I N (Gao%E:
2021)0 AR B (Fusarium graminearum){EAZ 4%
/NIRRT 5 AR AR A /N R B A 1 2R (fusa-
octaxin){'E g 280 B A 1, T T S f B A /N 22 20 B R
JRINAZGLRE ), BN AR EE R (J1a%82019); KAk
B E AR G TR ZEFTIN, 43 2 S CFEMfL AP 35N
HH, 5EKMRANE A L5-E IFAIH] TG AR A
ZARBIRZmWAK TP 1EH, S8R K28R
(Zu0g52022). M HEAARE 77 Y M1 5 1 %00 T (Sclero-
tinia sclerotiorum) 73 W M4SN K-S, sclerotiorum
integrin-like gene (SSITL)M &7 3 I ZRAREG (5 5 52 44
CASZ &, 10| SAS T K7 4 [ 5 (Tang%5:2020) .
AR 22 95 iR B T R DR s, AR AR 4y
THARZ, A REEER 73 TR e N 2%

3 fum s Tt

BTN G 958 SZ AR TOE AL 1 1 AR RS S 28 e
S SR B G R O B 201 IR LA R AT, S0 Y
1E 7 K FH G 95 1R 91 40 98 3800 [ proof-of-concept
SRPUR T BRI 20194 Hk 8 i D) i
K AE HNLR ) R0 X, 0 AT R 51 1) 2808 R
O, 1K B9 R P FE K 2R (De 1a Concepceion
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£42019), 2022 4F it Ak Bl ¥ s K] -1 CBP60g
(RZEIA T LA B il S B S R SA & B, Hid
e HEL D e 5 T LT A 52 A 4 A K (Kim %5:2022)
20234 R Dy R AE ) 5% 52 A sensor NLRAISK H
SRR ARG, FERE) SR G095 2 ANLR
7€ il (Kourelis“52023) .

4 RFKRREE

TEFEPI9 iR S A ) ELAE SR SR IS 1R 2 75
BRI Z T . B, A G OB Z 4
FFRME SRR . X, PRRA S HEFINLRA 5
G 58 2 1] 1) AR B [ 2 15 2 AR A S ) — A
{57 FIFLE], FLPRRATNLRAH T 90 195> T-HLER A
AN AATTRHREZINLR () TAEALEE 1A %0 1F 1E
AW, HIEAEE, A — ST, R
7R THR AP PE 0 5¢ &, R0 A2 5 AN [R5 i
TR R0 S S BLAR AT HLIEI G FE g . ARt
P55 0L B DA IR 2 (R el [X 4y, an el B i
Y] ) P B F0 R, 7R AR VR R BT xR
TR ARR AT WU, R AR I )
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