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Eilm & o® R O OREE x K
(CWHT R ZE IR FAZ AN R 2T TURT, Al A A 22 55 5 T JRUSE 56 =5, BT 310029;
TR YR AT FRA F], TEB) 214105)

EHE:S AR EANDF AP R F A B T CLET EXER. RAFANF0ME
AR T A TARASH BRI A, LR RMFHEARAMEY G T FHK, RAFFNFHA A
HRBLG LA FER, F2HF L RFAFRAMOZER FTHR AL TR, 21320% F695t
7, AN T-DNA = & Ao 515 69 0 F AR VAR RATE 5 M ZAE A PT T #E. T-DNAZS
AR AT T R A KA —F, 23t T HLELSHF PT oA TR, AR S 6924 £,
F Y I DNAY Z 45 5 L B 2 RATH T-DNARA LA T 24 A, % LG £/ BT-DNASH
8 KEGTAZ, F 5T DNABT AR 15 248 KK B A T-DNAEA- 694 A, 4 i8 i DNASR A 15 3%
B 89 AL IR IR 3 RAT A N-F AR IBAL AL e R R,

KHIE  RHMB ML AL, T-DNAKE G DNAKT RS 5 5L

The Role of Plant DNA Break Repair Genes in
Agrobacterium T-DNA Integration

Cui Hairui'*, Zhu Bin', Song Yue', Zhao Haijun', Wang Qing?
(Mnstitute of Nuclear-Agricultural Sciences, Key Laboratory of Chinese Ministry of Agriculture for Nuclear-Agricultural
Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310029, China; *Wuxi Qiushi Bio-Agricultural Co.,Ltd., Wuxi 214105, China)

Abstract Transgenic plants have already played a great role in the development of crop new variety
and biopharming. Agrobacterium-mediated genetic transformation has been widely used as a powerful tool for
genome analysis and the predominant technology for production of transgenic plants. The gene transfer mediated
by Agrobacterium is a very complex biological process involving the synergetic effect of genetic factors of both
the bacterium and the host plant cell. Over the past two decades, a great deal has been learned about the molecular
mechanism by which Agrobacterium produces T-DNA and transports it into the host nucleus, as well as the
Agrobacterium-host plant interactions. However, T-DNA integration, the most critical step of the transformation
process, largely remains an enigma. More and more evidences suggest that the DNA break repair genes of the
host cell plays an important role in Agrobacterium T-DNA integration. In this review, the general process of
Agrobacterium T-DNA transfer was introduced firstly and then we discussed the role of plant DNA break repair
genes in T-DNA integration, to provide some useful information for the improvement of Agrobacterium-mediated
transformation efficiency in plant by the genetic manipulation of DNA damage repair genes.
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| a= 3 DNAHTZUEE EE M T-DNAESHMER

PR R O T B 2 A s R
()3 B R A, A ARV A = AR 25 h ke #5 T B
KIFERM, REEENCEEN T 2Rk
RYE, HRM F AT B AL AR IR JE N S5 A T
2 EE A 3 A T B, R SRS i SE A A 1)
FERCA, RAF TR A T A 3 A 1 i B S i bR
P TRT -5 R A TR B FH IR el RS, 5 A e S e
T AL K F P A 2 5. T-DNA(transferred DNA,
T-DNA)IE N EY) A i f5 R A ik — 0 48 5 B ) L
DRI 20 4 e SRS 4k, T AT-DNARE G 2R
PN SR ACE R CBER— 20 . Hl, T84l
T v AR AT B A £ 5t A% DAL 1R A FHAIE 5 AH AR NI
TP RE AT R G e i Fesk i LR
)5 & e F R E R OB e RS 5 R E T
A — Lo ) i IR T, Hor,) A G DNA
FUE LN T-DNARE S A FH AT 70 1 AE R A FF
J&& 1), T AR ARAT B A 2 A WL AT 5 B BR 1
AN . ARSI BN IX T TR I S R AT 2R G PEIR,
k3 I DNA A 18 5 AH O HE DA IR et A% # A oK 3 vy
RIF BN SR B AL AL BRI S %

2 T-DNA¥BR5ESHIE

WA TR AT I AL e A R A 2 d FE,
FUT-DNA 8 8% 1 B K E0A] 23 74 2 R8P (1)
1 IR A A ORIy R A A W) (I ST T A Ay 5| %
A HFF B 10 B, 10 33 VirA(virulence A)-VirGI1) J8 R
WO AL B IR D 1 3Rk, 3 BURBET-DNASE LT
P AR ()T P 2 1T VieD2 4k & ETHES v T AT
S AR, 5 R (T VirDS . VirE2. VirE3 il
VirF— 218 R AT BRIV Y 739 R S (type 1V secretion
system, T4SS)#% 1z 126 2| 27 3= 4ff Jifw Jit 0 (3)ad ik
VIirB24 15 THE 1) W) [F) 45 6 58 i OGA THE 54 44 1)
AL AR MTHE G S F4 &N
) EL AR T HE AL P95 (S)THESR & 41T g 2 il i VIPL
(VirE2-interacting protein 1, VIP1)5 2 32 4L 4 it 2
() FRYAH ELAE FH I 0 1) 3547 R (6)TE LI AH oG 2
1 VirFak 25 3 (1) J) fig 28 AL ) VBF(VIP1-binding
F-box protein) /17 [JSCF(Skp1-Cullin-F-box protein,
SCF)i A% B 1M1 25 1 (TR BR 45 & 5 1A J5 i THE
AR WU, ARG AT 77 EDNAB B R4 5 3
T BRI AL,

DNA T 2 i & X% Wr 24 (double strand break,
DSB)& fix 4 ™ T B B4, a1 RANRE SN B &, W ap
AE P EUE R BRI AN Mo sE T Tk B4 5 AR T
25 ] 5 K DNAKE 1) W 22, T e 90 e VA TR G
(sequence-specific nucleases, SSN)W A DL7E 5 K] 41 4
SE N R FDSB, (et E FFAFHIE ) A AP, fEAK
FRRA 3 R AL, il Re A7 BRI P )
lif, WIAZ IR N IT-Sce 1. 1-Ceu I. 1-Cre 125 7] 175 54
YIDNA* 4=DSB, Tfi 2E A 24 i &% A IO T-DNA ]
e FHIDSBIT R4, T T EUT-DNAKE S AH
R TH29T, Pt DSBAJ BEAE A AT T T-DNABE 75 ff
H #br. [A] Y5 5 41 (homologous recombination, HR)AI
A [R5 K Bty 3% #2 (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ)
JEDSBAE AT [ Wy A 32 B 3d A%, 14 A LS DNAS)
b BA RS E R B AT BB B, 1T A AU
DNA [i] J5 12 58 AT 45 15 S DNAWT 2 i AH P28, il
W) 2L I NHEE 5 DSB, HRIE 12 5T 7 LB AG
W T KU S I INHEJFK 4 318 NHEJ (canonical
NHEJ, ¢cNHEJ), A4 4t KU (1 1 H AbNHE &
RN 454 NHEJ(backup NHEJ, bNHET) & # 4%
NHEJ(alternative, aNHEJ). £ 88l j 7+ RUKFE 1, 2
%52 K Z B HR RINHED 7] Y556 87 1 sl 6 R,
W FERRA . o Rk B PR T B A i 4 R 3%
i, 2 5 cNHEJR 2 MKUS0. KU70. XRCC4(X-ray
repair cross-complementing protein 4) fl LIG4/6(DNA
ligase 4/6), 2 5 bNHEJ ff] HON5(Histone H1).
XRCCI(X-ray repair cross-complementing protein
1) Al PARP(polyADP-ribose polymerases), &5
HR# 2 [ HE K RADS5/51/54(radiation sensitive).
XRCC2(X-ray repair cross-complementing protein
2). AGO2(argonaute 2) fl NRPDla(nuclear RNA
polymerase D1a)LL X Al it 2 55 2 FDNA K 245 5 1%
12 1ATM(ataxia telangiectasia mutated). ATR(ATM-
Rad3-related). MREII(meiotic recombination 11).
ERCC4(excision repair cross complementing 4).
POLA(DNA polymerase A). RFA(replication factor A)
SEDNART RS 52 I K HE M A T-DNA ) #E5 (K 1).
3.1 cNHEJZZEEEEH

K TKUHE AET-DNASE A AR L, 7EANTH
YR L 22 [m)— Wy b Bl aE i 25 R R A — 2. 7K
T (A 9 45 B3R W1, KUSORNK U703 R 1L AT {2 33
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A B2, i A AR ) e B PR R S, )R
LU FE TFAKu80- 14 N GEAZ AR I A6 5 40 i e e e Ak
A S R B 2~3 4554 A 41 i (Y T-DNASE &
HIEAR AT, B KUSOFE K E A [F) 41 g 2 AL 5 %
B BAT A EAE I 7 20T Re A BT AN TR, Bt S
PR SE 73X — B 4R, ATKUS0TEAL A4
A7 7E T-DNATE A B e (1) 938, (145 5 KUSOE RIA
AJ I 2 AR B AL FIKUSO %R 1 7T 5 XU BET-DNA
T HBOAEMSRE R, LI, KUS0Z S T
T-DNAIHES o Bl PR AR IRIT 90 45 RATHARATAE 0
BEH KUSE R S T-DNASE A ) 45 S0 b 45 KU
PR I T-DNASE A5 1R 3B, 31X 7 I 1) 465 31 nl
ESANTRIRIE S v R FH R S8 A A R A A 2 AR AN TR K

T8 1L cNHEJME & DNAXUEE Wi 24 (1) — /N F 220
R & HXRCC4-DNAEZEBIVE YN 5, ©A Ik
P W, YA I P b A 11 1R 2 R 4B 52 i T-DNA 1) 4
A, XRCC4RLIG6 HIT-DNAE &, 11 5< T-LIG4IY)
WF 90 &5 J W A7 AF 3 B 38 3o 1 BE WU IR Bl R 48 40 Wt
% I, DNAE £% fig4 FIXRCCAFF 7 % % AR, 1 H.
LIG4[ )3 IE Zy it 8 B 5 310 70 M0 FE R0 40 R T
o, XRCC4REIR I i n] 8 e b Ae e e b, ik %
T ) S5 2 PRARAG I e A 120 70 M B, XRCC4H]
B 5 R AR VIrE2 5 (1 HAE, VirB2id R IA IR 7+
R R DNAS 1 PR 25 4 B 58 5URK, I 2o B i 11
TR HAbBE Sy MRHEIX 45 R Vaghchhipawala 5!
N, VIrE2n] 1 9% DSBAE & It 7 2 I XRCCAH 1%

F1 EYDNAMEUE S EE N RITFET-DNAE SIS
Table 1 Effects of plant DNA break repair genes on Agrobacterium T-DNA integration

FEPH U 4 e A RN DR 5 i Z2% 30k
Genes Donor species Receptor species Effects on T-DNA integration Characterization techniques References
KU70 Oryza sativa O. sativa Promotion RNAI & insertion mutation [32]

Arabidopsis thaliana  A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [36,38]

A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Insertion mutation [33]

QZZ%ZZ;M N. benthamiana ~ Inhibition Virus-induced gene silencing [33]
KUS80 A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation & over-expression [34,36-37,39]

A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Insertion mutation [33]

A. thaliana A. thaliana No effect Insertion mutation [35]

O. sativa O. sativa Promotion RNAIi [32]

N. benthamiana N. benthamiana Inhibition Virus-induced gene silencing [33]
LIG4 A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [34,38]

A. thaliana A. thaliana No effect Insertion mutation [33-44]

O. sativa O. sativa Promotion RNAIi [32]

N. benthamiana N. benthamiana No effect Virus-induced gene silencing [33]
LIG6 A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Insertion mutation [33]
POLA A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [38]
XRCC4 A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Virus-induced gene silencing & over- )

expression

N. benthamiana N. benthamiana Inhibition Virus-induced gene silencing [41]
XRCC1 A. thaliana A. thaliana No effect Insertion mutation [33]

A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [39]
XRCC2 A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [39]
XPF A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [39]
MREI1 A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion Insertion mutation [36]
ATM A. thaliana A. thaliana No effect Insertion mutation [33]
ATR A. thaliana A. thaliana No effect Insertion mutation [33]
PARP A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Insertion mutation [33]
HONS A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition RNAIi [45]
RADS A. thaliana A. thaliana Promotion EMS mutagenesis [46]
RADS54 fz:;f;j;;fy ces A. thaliana Promotion Over-expression [47]
AGO2 A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Virus-induced gene silencing [52]
NRPDIA4 A. thaliana A. thaliana Inhibition Virus-induced gene silencing [52]
RFA S. cerevisiae N. benthamiana Inhibition Over-expression [60]
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Pk, MMy ZEZ2ZDSBIF) & L E T-DNA%E & . AR5
T, WA S ) LL5E I T-DNA 5 HE YIDNATF) 1%
P 1% 7S M P)DNAE 2 5 1] §E 2 5 T T-DNAK)
Ho BT C% e H DNAZEFFLIG](DNA ligase 1)
RILIGAAE, 7EREY) I8 K BL T F 2 ILIGE™ . 764
FAIF Y, LIGAFEDR 5878 B0 2 B A AR 1 AR,
HA A AN N, B A SET-DNAE A FT 4 T (R34,
FE/KFEF, LIG4RE R v (e T-DNASE A B2, ZEMH o,
LIG43IA 1) N REITC I BN, LIG6REN 5848 )5,
PAR IR R e A 6 BB 3w, RN R e LR )
fERERE #24k, WWILIG6HE R X T-DNATL & HA7 [R
HIE S, X LIGIFE R ET-DNAIE A 1 H 0T 5%
H AT AT, (B e /el R S DSBS k42 i FE v
BX, IR W] BEAR 204G T-DNAE 5
3.2 bNHEJZRZREEEER

AN #i T KUZE 11 (oNHETI% 42 F) ] 41 8 1
Hl. XRCCIFIPARPS >k if 1714 S DSB. v, 41
HAHGE ] 5 NHETHKUR ([ 2L, 50 0U8E K
Z4; PARPIAE I S22 6 41 2R (T H R4 T8 i A1)
R4, JF K XRCC1HH 5% 2IDNA W ZEA7 5P, I
AT 45 Rk T, gt 418 FTH L HONSHE R AT
I T-DNA%E L, {HPARPHE R HIHNHI T-DNAE A,
SFXRCCIR 2 N M 45 @ AS— . B FHRNAT 35~ i
HONS5ZIE IR R B 1R, AALER A = MA R )5
VAT HAL N, AL R 1 5 3 PR A, B rarde
74 (resistant to Agrobacterium transformation, RAT), )i
HHHONSX T-DNA%E &5 H A {2 it /E M), PARPIH:
DRIOF T-DNAJE 5 W) B A7 BRIAE H, 9 R Frparp 1 5848
1A T-DNASE A 2 LU0 3 912.6~10.41%, HAEE T
T-DNA & 5 AL, X IR IR 1236 R Y Th g
FIT3RAT T 2 (R S A AR, (RARI A5 R R (1 3%
1Ko BTXRCCIFHEN, HHRIE IR, fUrd Frxrccl 537
AT A TR AN R AR A1 2 A 25503 30 A 25 BRI, LU i
5390 T F53.0445% F12.601%, HEWIXRCCIHE AT T-DNA
B4 HAARAEHL, (HAAHIEINA, EXT-DNA
LR AN B IX AN HIE TR 5
Ry AR Bt ik 5 40F, ik ikl &
AT VPN FE RS S AT 225, X EE R 25 25 5
ATIEE R R, PR A3 I 4 A — BT I
3.3 HRERZEEERA

SRR ) 2R FINHED 1215 SZ DN AT 24,
HZ SHRE1E 13 R 2 45 T-DNASE S, I

1, RAD5. RAD51. RAD54 %} T-DNA¥ £ A AT &
HEAEH, MNRPD1aFAGO2W) B AT HWHI 4. fh e
IFRADSHE PR 55 1% RERADS I J3 [ U5, 1% PR 58 A
Jii, T-DNAEE &4 R BRI, RADS4AE /N [8) 4 1]
SE AR S 1R, H4 1% BERADS5 4% N4 5 77 )5, T-DNA
ARV B T 27517, ORI i S DR T A
R L0459, U TFRADS45E N o0 o e, 3£
K ZyAR IO T, AR e Ry FE ORI 3 i, A4l
J T HRAT % AR {2 2 BRI, AT gt 2 5 T-DNAT)
L. XRCC22 EAL 1T B FIRADS SN R R4
2, U Trxrec 29875 PR A 5l 20 1R RN A4 41 i 1 e AL
B R BT 2.104% 143655, i BHXRCC2X%}
T-DNAA HA (L EEH . AGO2FINRPD1aix24™
FAEBINAS RPN IRE . BT riss
FLW], AGO2FINRPD aft 8 1 7+ it 2 5 DSBIY
HRIZ 218 525N, 305 Frnrpdla-3Flago2- 15875 {4
(PG 2P 35 L6 BB N3 6%, TR e AT Rk s
TE B ) B INS 9445 F13.47 45, T HRAR AR
IS KPR AR RR R D) 1 25 DR 41 DNA FF AL FR S 2
F BEAK, MTDNART 2K 53 T S5 U0 2 i
78, NRPDla%s [ v] 5T-DNAH {F, IX 44 JL i
W], NRPD1aMAGO2% 5 T T-DNA% &, 11 H B
FRBIMER . JEFixsegt i Bilichak %P2\, dEA
T A0 M i THE R & 7R 29 5, T-DNA R I 28 7 il
Pol TV#: 367 4E4E IEH ImRNA, X —#fH [ mRNA
1] # RDR6(RNA-dependent RNA polymerase 6) i}
59l - 8 e B WU EEMRNA, DCL3(dicer-like 3)5kDCL4
X Hdk — 2 i T K24 ntal21 ntffg XUEE, I 7 H
FEAL T &R ) F T SUBET-DNA, e 5 8O0UE
T-DNA AT BHIS 2245 o NRPD1aRIAGO21i gk
KIGRET X 1 ABEDNA L K AT B L AET-DNA
IHERRE ), TR T-DNAZE S
3.4 HitDNAMHIEERER

% bk 2 ENEJHATHR IS 12 1) W 2416 5 3 ]
Ah, NITXE S 5 2 FIDNARKT 244& Z g2 1 S5 N,
ATM. ATR. MREI1I. ERCC4. POLJ. RFA%TF
T-DNAFE A i VE T T0F9T, 455K KW, ATM
FIATRAE ARG M b (R 8 N AN B S, MRETIFIRFAEAY
% N, T ERCCAFIPOLANIAE HET-DNA ) 4445
ATM. ATRHE & 1K FMRE11%5 % (1 16 1 22 1) fig /&
XTDNA W 2435 AT 500 #5515 5, 7ENHEJFITHR %
Erh AR AR fU R Tratm-2Flatr-298 7%
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A4 () A4 40 I AR 0 e AR A B o0 AR T, 3 B e ATT O

~ 52 M R 4 L R T-DNA 38 530, R A6 72 ik
AT B ACIS, mrel1-253 7% R 1R A5 5E 41 i 4% A0 A0 % 2
FHTH, BOR T MREID A 41 i P T-DNASE A5 1)
] £ . XPF(xeroderma pigmentosum group F)JR
FRERCCAHEIN, FEZ 5 UIMRE S, {ENHETH
HRI& A5 #REAE Y, ERCC4FEN 5845 5, ARG I
A B 240 i A 40 i P B A 03 43 0l T B2.66F112.29
5, UL XPFATT-DNAZE S HAEEE ™, fad
CLRIL T 12MDNAZKE & i, H " DNAZ & BFPOLL
] 5LIG4RIXRCC4AH AF, 1 2 FIDNAK & & 14
HB AT EEAE PN, S Trpold-158 4% 4 XU V-B.
22 B3 F ROk B 25 A B N BURK, LR R %
1.5~8.01:%, 1M H.LbAtlig4-2F1 Athu 70- 35 ALK 84k 3%
FPAK, 15 W POLAFE A T-DNARE &t B A (L R4
FHESSS, DNAK 4] [l RFAAERFA1. RFA2FIRFA3
K3MEEA M EA1E, 456 5 IFRY L85 DNAZ:
8 (1 K o, {2 FEDNABURE WT 24 (11& 20, Jl il &R T
B PR RERFA NI A RIA f5, L5844
il 7 T-DNAHE 7 55 DA 1 [k [R] 22 15, T-DNARE 5 4l %
WK T 50%, 1R LA S AL M TEIX &
), KHIRFAS SR PG T T-DNAE i DSBig 12 (1) 4
ﬁ[m]o
3.5 ARIERFEBIAEHN

AN [AIDNAWT 242 52 FE DA 1) 414 98 48 X T-DNA

BEHSE BN 5. AEIKUS0. XRCCI. XPF
FIXRCC2VUAKE R 2% AL 5, AL A4 1) A Bt 41 i
AL R 0y ) R [%1.691 3.04. 2.66F12.101%, 1441
J B A R %) ) R [42.634 2.60 2.29H011.434%, 1M
ku80/xrec I WG AR AR G R 53 3] R B#3.44012.46
%, ku80/xrcel/xpf— IR FEALAA 53 ) T F15.36F113.24
%, ku80/xrcel/xpfixrec2 VU HE PR GE AR AR 1) e A0 0% B
1%, 703 B T 3645 F15.43655% . poli-1/lig4-2X 53748
Jo e AR AR L R S AR, (R ku70-3/pold- T 578 J
AR 2 5 LG8 T i 3 22 B i lig4/lig6 M S AR
1A I T-DNAJE A 5 A1 s B R 58 A0 A4 (1) 30 7 45
XLEeZ i B, DNAKT 24L& 2 AL I T-DNA%E 5 11
BN BATUARYE, WERAE RS 2 NDNAKRE
FERI AL A WA v Redt— PR S R

4 PIRES5REE
T-DNARE 25 2 R AT T A 526 4 o 5 11 3 ) —

2, R B A B — 20, R IE 7] 8 ) 5L 24 T
B O% e — % 5T DNA S 1) Y DNA T 1
18 SR DR 7, ) I B AR AT 1T A 5 A R AL 3]
TIRKHIHESER o RIX — W FT A IA A7 7E — 24 i)
e (AR Z00) [A] — S DA AE T-DNA%E & o 11 4
F BRI (0 25 SR A — 20, A S B JE .
XIKU70- KUSOFILIG4HE R I/E I H At A7 70 73 L,
RAd R A R — A m I i A A R I 4518 . X ]
REL AN I ORI B A T 10 e ARV
Fabn LIS M BHIA A . BRI AL
TR LRI B FE R @ A 2L,
FRIEZ AN, R ALV R b AT 0 JE R Rk
P ic S R BT K 23 A DUAIE 4 2 22 3, R FH IR 3 Ak
G A TR A AR AT BRT BRI RN R RG2S, R IR 82
B AL A R AR A 5 B R IE KT 2 AN, IX
HB 22 0 AR PR P2 AEAR KM . kA, R
DNA#UI 16 2 R IL 5 2%, 2 5DNAWTZUE S (1)
B Z, BEANFERIAEAN R PRl AS TR 40 M 2 78 K
AR W B S 5 EERE 7 A nl e s
AN, R C3RME T — LUDNATR i 18 52 5L D4 11 58 28
A, T LA S WIRE AT DN ALK 2446 5 38 45 17 4 it
B, R4S AT SR A A ) A A A, 31X — 5 T U B A )
DNAHi 15 2 R G T-DNASE S 3N I TU AR, 5
— J7 X FROC A M AR AT B8 2 5 S50M DG 56 DR 1 15 1)
RN o DRI, 34 5 B AN [ (9 1 1 — 20 R VPAN X
LEDNAME K I K 350N, CAASTH T AH DG 3 K 2 %
T-DNA#E & (VE o (2)iX J7 H W98 22 UL AE L
Ir K FEECE A A T AT ). DAY
WO G5B AT VF 2 AE R S50 55, (H2, AT
REPIRT A KT B A 5 LA TT BE 2 AR RN 55
b, R )5 R ] Be A AL D e, R IEABEHE
R EATEAN R R b 1947 R B F 7 XA TR ) n] g
PEo DR, BRI i g R BT S5
{8, (HHIASBEA N AR 1) HAK ST, AT Ra i 5%
FHORTE AR 58 AR 2R rh oM T-DNARE S TRE T 5
MUk Q)L ZEAE LRI BR Bl ik T BRI 5T
— L EL DO T-DNASE S IO E FI B AFE G P . M
ANEEN T-DNAE S A (3L LR A E KR E
Wi LRI, SR W] e A A BUE AN SRR B
AN BT T % 5 ok 4 T-DNA B &% J8E 14 A\ )3
BRS i AR R B B, AR RN 55 B RN, )
RAWRE, 24 NI R RE BT RIEACEAE I, B
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318 0T HE DR R R AN 24 PR DRI, YR 22
A [ 1) T B 1 45 - B AR &5 & Sk i U DN A
1652 FE I T-DNAE A HI1E ]

H AT, K2 3O B ARAE Y #8 vT DL ik A AT B
I FIEAL, AR R PR T BULA SE R R, B
R RAR, OISR RBGRIEY . XK 2 HHE )k
Ui, B AR A D), WA T-DNA RS AL E )
HA RN MRS, EEZ R TT-DNAK A X —id
Fio 7EDNAFIEHE RGN T-DNAKE G A FH X — 4
UK, S AN S BRLVE F (R e 4 AR — 3,
H A /D0 T AR AT TR 20 A FH e - DNASU 1B E R 4t
HWYT-DNAKES DR L Fil s, MEMES
HT-DNASEA FDNAT 1 15 5 5L D8 A LA B
T T RE, A SH 300 3 A 40 A DG 356 DR ) T A% R 9 R 4
F AR B A AR F AR S R IS %
T-DNAFE S A (i BE 50V 1R L R, A7 R Jod 3k S s
W ek K X BRI T-DNA RS [ 5L P, ) AT
T RNA TV 5 % a5k PR 20 o 266 T B A G e ik /K- [
R R I RE; tn] DUl 2 AL 4L A B9k
Pe A . TR A 4 A B AR R SR AL SR I 1T
DA 5 PR 21 58 BORS B 6 1 16— P o A e B RO,
Jit 238 I NHETFITHR O 15 45 4 7 P DNA P HE )
WU KA 1 P4 D) 8 56 F 1D, AN AT B3 37 mi o S 1
SR HLd v 45 I AR SE R 4 4 5 0 T-DNA
HEE o T HUEN 50 0] 5 5L DR 21 G B U 4
ok, —J7 10, XFT-DNASE A B [ (i 7% nl DL
A0S T8 JE 20 A IR AR L RE D), R TR S R 4T
B, T T R A OCHE DR A s e A e Ak, At mT 4
e i R A e AR K3 g — T T, R FH e L8] 4
B ARANAN T Dy R ) 32 5 P I PR 9%, R E AT
DNA$ 1516 52 I ZET-DNA LA vp (f 78 FH $4t o
FE B AR, 1 H AR GE A T-DNATE i [7] Y5 5 41
MAEA, RTIRA> FMJR AL R 22 35 DURN ) 362 3855
5 | P IR A T S DR T R, R AN DA 1) 2 Tl
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