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Abstract: In order to investigate the correlation between CsKat0! and citrus bacterial canker disease
(CBCD)response, bioinformatics and expression analysis of CsKat0!I as well as the relationship between
CAT activity and Hydrogen peroxide (H,O,) contents in CBCD susceptible variety Wanjincheng and
resistant variety Calamondin were performed. Firstly, the coding sequence (CDS) of the CsKat01 gene was
cloned and the structure and function of the coding protein were analyzed. The full-length CDS of
CsKat01 is 1 482 bp and it encodes 493 amino acid residues with a typical catalase domain. Secondly, by
cloning and analyzing the promoter sequence, we studied the promoter regulatory elements and found that
the core promoters of both Wanjincheng and Calamondin contained salicylic acid(SA), jasmonic acid(JA)

and abscisic acid (ABA) response elements whose numbers are different. Thirdly, gRT-PCR was used to
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analyze the induced expression profiles of plant hormones and Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri (Xcc) on
CsKat01, and then the correlation between the enzyme and CBCD was determined. Finally, the relations
between CsKat01, CAT activity, H;O, content and CBCD resistance were analyzed. We speculate that
CsKat0l may regulate CAT enzyme activity, which further regulates H,O, accumulation, and then
regulates CBCD resistance.

Keywords: citrus; bacterial canker disease; catalase; CsKat0I; hydrogen peroxide

FH FH A7 5% B BT ARG SRR (Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri, Xcc) 57 A 40 1 M 350790
(Citrus bacterial canker disease, CBCD) JEAE =ML IR 1495 3 2 — (Heetal., 2019; Lietal.,
2019, 2020a). 43 & M A] 5w Al Gob A B R A G B E 00 R A Ah o I R E (Jia et al., 2017,
T RETF vy R 2 40 e 2 R D e ot b - 8 ) A o

A ME (Hydrogen peroxide, HyO0,) 7ESSHEYIMHE R N HHEE/ERH . KEMBTFCUEE
JHp I8 N HoO5 HIVE AT RLE]: — 7T, H0, FIE NG 5 70 12 5 W N5 A 8 1015 51812,
JA BIRAEAR G IE R RIE, Y R E w2 (FReig 55, 2008); H—J71H, H,0IREH <
5 MU N, (Hypersensitive response, HR), & HE2H FFE 714 58 T2 AT 389 IAEL 40 0] 955 55 R i 52
(Inaetal., 2016). H,O, F NiEME% (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) HIEE Nz —, HRE
e 2 0 R ) A0 B AN T P B AR AT o DL, HoOg PRI B ST 4 0 A A %) 0 5 () T 52 i v 220K
% (Fawal etal., 2013; Lietal., 2015),

HE AR (Catalase, CAT) Z4ERF HyO, 1. 558 M 5 I BAI R 145 & S5 A2 1 —
HEME (Scottetal., 1999), W B HoOp, HERFIGVESA S o V4G, FEREY) NN A=) AR
AYa R P R IEEEAE R . 2B S S5EPIE (Murl etal., 2006). Wi Z A (Mhamdi
etal., 2010). ZEFF40i0%ELIEF - (Datetal., 2003; Lietal., 2015) FIZEZE%E¥ (Hong et al.,
2005) &t fE. Yuan & (2017) WHFAKI, HEDPUHEE T HF/KBER (Salicylic acid, SA) H] )it
CAT HINEM, FPER % Hy0,, B 51 KRG MR 1L ¥ (Systemic acquired resistance, SAR); Zhang
(2006) BRI R (Abscisic acid, ABA) A5 H,00 WREEIE N, H,0, 1E N5 5 20 F I 0E
2 TEL R F S (Mitogen-activated protein kinase, MAPK) [HI{E 5 S N, M A& Ah 7
{55, HBEPHEREREIFEH HO0, 574, B CAT FIZhRE I EEaANEE. Hll, BEEREE
K CAT2 BRIV CAT J5HEAT HoOp WRFESE Ry 51 R SE )™ B BB N, AT AT 25 kg2 ) 4 B
&% (Polidoros etal., 2001). Yu % (1999) K IR XMHE 11 Fd EACEMGFER Car2Ne W55 5%
FH WK FIVREE R Car2St ik, IR SRR A SA 8583 1E, B3 Hy0, &, dEmx S5 %
WG 95 5 R = AR U A

ARSI 2 1 WA AT A B — SRR B R A — E P SR R CsAP2-09 (BiHiHm 45,
2017; Heetal., 2019), #—BWF KNI SHIEN CsKat0] BERAETAE (FBFE &, 2020),
B CsKat01 5275 5HIAGEE R AR M ANEMT . AW BN CsKar01 3-47 4 RS B4 4T
KPR FRFTIR My BR AN AR 50570 B 175 2 380k 0 A DL 505 B 5 3 R 1Y CAT B 1A HL0,
TR T, WM CsKar01 SHUGEIUEZR K AE IR O, NPtz 7+ 8 iR ihZ% .
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L bR

1.1 E¥SEETR

2019 = 6 H A& H B ROl Bi MRS B 78 BT B SR AR5 B I 91 % o b o5 R v o i DX 2 U i
FCBRERFE ABTR SR DU RS R (203 AW AE XM 0 AR A R
G AR B AR B O BR AL B M 7S 2R B BAT R AR AT SRR (Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri, Xcc) VEAR
Wtk

1.2 CsKat0l REBFHTFHI=[E

FIH EASY Spin PR IGE (3, JbnD) $EEC ‘MRERAET A CUUZERG IS RNA,
f§iFH ¢cDNA Synthesis Kit (TaKaRa, HA) ¥R HN cDNA, T -20 CORAE; AR EHHE L R H H
J& Chttp: //citrus.hzau.edu.cn/orange/) 3R] CsKat01 (CAP ID: Cs3g27280.1) % [K 4wt )7 %1 (Wang,
2014), f#H SnapGene V2.3.2 (Bhatt & Challa, 2018) #1154 F;: ATGGATCCCTACAAATT
GCTTCCG, R;: TCAAATG CTTGGCCTCACATTGAG; LA LR cDNA Fl5|#)%}1#3E4T PCR ¥ 1%, 7=
WA R T 8k 354 K AT % DH50 (TaKaRa, HAS); PHPETERE TR CERL, Lm0,
¥ I CsKar01 FE R 9t 15 51 347 A5 B 0 i

FIFH LR 2H DNA PUsi 3 BURGR &GOS, Jb D3R ‘Msss” M DU==4G" /7 DNA;
R 5 R 25 ) 4H 25 PR b R R JE B3l 1 R AT 51 Fo: TCTTGGGTCTCCACTTTTCTTAAA
ATGT, Ry: GGCGATATTTCTTGAAGATTTTGCT; UL FiRJE[RIZH DNA F15| 9% iE47 PCR 971
SRR CBERL, dbRDD), WF RN CsKat01 JE 30 15 53T E DS B b

1.3 £¥EENH

% 75 EE ok AN HEAL B R 245 F 481 MEGA V7.0 (Kumar et al., 2016); 3k [K 45 ¥ 2 #7458 FH &5
FERIH B G (Lietal., 2020); &5 H BT 73 4l £ 4 T A ProtParam Chttp: //web.expasy.org/
protparam/); &K LU0 A1 D A B4 F 24 & CitGVD (http: //citgvd.cric.cn/home); V40 i i f37 Tii
D44 H ¥ 44 Wolf Psort Prediction Chttp: //www.genscript.com/ psort/wolf psort.html) (Sprenger et al.,
2006); 85 [ 51 20 &5 1 T 4 FH 78 28 15 SOPMA (https: /npsa-prabi.ibep. fr /cgi-bin/npsa_automat.pl?
page=npsa_sopma.html) (Geourjon & Deleage, 1996); %& [ I)aes Tl f# H7E 2k T. 5 PFAM V32

(http: // pfam. xfam.org) (Finn et al., 2008); {55 BATHMIEH AEZL T SignalP V5.0 (Zhang et al.,
2012); & ES B A A A 7E 28 T2 TMHMM Server V2.0 (Sonnhammer et al., 1998); J53)
FIeE o M FHAEZE T Plant CARE (http: //bioinformatics. psb.ugent.be/webtools/ plantcare/html/)

(Lescot, 2002),

1.4 KIZER. FFIER. BRI ETHRERISSLE

I RS (20190 MTTRACBEAE G MR BT B R B T O IR L 44 ODggo = 0.5 5t
J71905 R S B R AR, P REVE SR LB AR SR AL, T 28 COBMEREFE; 4T 0. 12,
24.36 Fl1 48 h HUFE, PJHU Fr B4R 5RO HE U RNA [ 3% 5% 5 SEI 52 % PCR(Quantitative real time
PCR, qRT-PCR) il %+ 5+ CsKat01 IFHXTFRIL & .

BRSO UG MR (EAR 7 mm) S REE T KR (10 pmol - L. ZEHE
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(Jasmonic acid, JA, 100 umol - L), B (100 umol - L) VWAL HE K ) BT 28 Tt
MREEFE, 0. 6. 12, 24, 36 F148 h XF &AL L HUFE, $RHUS RNA Ff R 5%; qRT-PCR il & FF i
W CsKat01 IR RIS &

1.5 CAT B§EF5 H,0, S2NE

CAT FSFEISE /s HUH 0.1 g, 1 1 mL BSHREURIR VIG5 8 000 % go 4 CEIL 10 min,
BT, Bk by AR EEFR CERA 240 nm R0 52 W' B2 B R AR 2, AR RO FE AR fh 5
VL CAT S5, IR g HISUER BRI min fEM 1 nmol H,0, B U 1 AN /3.6

(U-min" - g,
H,0, S5 FRER s W AR i 38t i ik S8 AL R TE 415 nm A0A FFAEMR IS, 38 b JE BE n] U 58 Ho0, & &
AN %, 20100, FRBLOL g HEFY, F 0.5 mL RRHIEATURA SR, W% EP e, I
SERE] 1 mL; 8000 x gv 4 CELy 10 min, HCEJEW, Bk L EEK 415 nm FIEBROLE, @
SRR 4% T U 0 [T 255 H,0, 7 B

1.6 qRT-PCR 5%

FIFH NCBI Primer BLAST il CsKar01 F:PAFF 5 X 81 5206 7€ 85149 F3: GTCTCAATGTGA
GGCCAAGC, R;: TAGGTGTCGGGAGCTTCTCT MEHHE Actin WZ R (GenBank: GU911361.1)
(K151 Faetin: CATCCCTCAGCACCTTCC. Ryein: CCAACCTTAGCACTTCTCC. #JH ChamQ™
UniversaL SYBR qPCR Master Mix (iiMEFE, F0) # Xce. SA. JA F1 ABA 4P ¢cDNA 41
AT S E BRI . RN ERREAT 3 AN EE A 3 IREORER; R 2 A A T
FERIFIAIXT KIEE [RQ = Power (2, Cteskaoi-ck ~ Cteskaniest) /Power (2, Ctesactinek ~ Closactinetest) J

(Livak & Schmittgen, 2001), ck 5%/ INF[A] s AL FARE G (1) % H G RE . fEA SPSS v22 (IBM, D
TR E R T

2 RS0

2.1 CsKat01 ®wFEFHFBE N T E

MBIz Ty B A WA RIBOR R PUZEREG 19 cDNA H PCR ¥ 343 8| CsKat01 HI14wH5
FEH o S SRR BRI CsKat01 GRS F AT IR AU LLRE, RO BEEsRs” F1 PUZRAE” o
CsKat01 9ah 7 5 564 —50, KEN 1482 bp. MWIX /N AP LRI 41 DNA H414 CsKat01 )5
T AR — DR BB TR AI AT IO, R Wesss A DU=RiG”  CsKar0l JA 31751
FEr a9 1624 11639 bp, JRoltAE> 257, AAEREEGA . SRR .

2.2 CsKat0l WEMERRERGZAXB N

FFHILERT (B 1) KB, CsKat0l AL TAER) 3 S 4 tfk, FEF ALK 7445 bp, U EAER 8
MM T A, KA 1482 bp, S5AWFST PCR 38 =M K FERF 4135 — 3, nl4ahd 493 ML
FIH ProtParam K AF /3R, CsKar0l JwtsE H MRS FHE R 5.70 kD, FH AN 6.64, A5
PR s 2 B FR A o0 BT WL 5 62 /i A7 L far PR 2 R R TR B R 58 /> I L AT 1) 22 R R R 5
FHERPIAFRERRE (1) 84019, RENiIEFEEL (Aliphatic index, AD A 72.35; 1%& AP
Bkt (Grand average of hydropathicity, GRAVY) N - 0.535, FilAEKIESE A . A SignalP 7y
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Hr& W] CsKat0l AEAESIKFH); TMHMM BTN, & F oIS A 8, AIEEREN:
Wolf Psort il 2B, H V4 e 7 T i A AR (Peroxisomal) 7] e K PFAM 4K A4 Fiilll
CsKat01 25 DRI, KILE 18 2 402 S E B A MM L AN AR IRe 4 IR, RHZED T
AR ZE AN RS R TG (5 261 aa), (HEFEERR ST 52.94%. o 18)E

(& 131 aa) 5 26.57%, E{H4E (& 72 aa) 5 14.60%, BHEMEERD (429 aa), HEIERE
) 5.88% (& 1),

3G Y iR Chromosome 3 28 295 941 bp; 28 303 385 bp

Chromosome 3 0 bp ::ﬂ 28 714 068 bp
Scaffold 0007 ™,

FHHAK

Lengthof gene 1., £ps1 cDS2

TP HBIEAE
ORF

bl 3 i
Domain 0aa 18 aa 402aa 493 aa

b oo

50 aa 100 aa 150 aa 200 a 250 aa 300 aa 350 aa 400 aa 450 aa
a $2JiE: Alpha helix (Hh)  ZE{fi%%: Extended strand (Ee) p#:ffi: Beta turn (Tt) JoHLNZE I : Random coil (Cc)

K
Secondary ]

structure

1 CsKat01 {52253
Fig. 1 Bioinformatics analysis of CsKat01

i RedoxiBase #U#i/% C(http: //peroxibase.toulouse.inra.fr, Savellia et al., 2019), 3 HUFEH
(Eucalyptus globulus, EglKat01). % %] (Vitis vinifera, VvKat01) . % ( Nicotiana tabacum, NtKat03) .

¥# (Populus trichocarpa, PtKat02) FIHLFETT (Arabidopsis thaliana, AtKat02) [1] CAT 574
AT P HIEERT

iR (B 2) R, #5240 CAT P A EE S, Mit. &, W, IR, W Ir St
1 CsKat01 (12 FAARAUIE 43511 77.56%. 81.05%- 77.86%- 78.71%F1 75.59%, CAT 45435 [ AH 1L
FEsE i, E—BHE CsKat01 1) CAT &1,

P EREZANEKFIIERGE KRB (S84, Neighbor-Joining Tree, NI Tree), RLEK B
HREE B, AR KIUHTIE CsKat01 5%M EglKat01 FI% %) VvKat01 [f15EZ % R,
55 NtKat03. #f PtKat02 (3546 R0 (B 3).

23 BEI TR

S A B To A o A ol LATIUIN S IR i) 75 3 3R A B e O T T CsKat01 5 A2 4 e i 7 (1) A 5%
P, F Plant CARE TEZREAETON T ‘Wit A1 VUZEAG™ CsKar0l JE 3+ 5 A4 e AH ¢ 1) 5
SAEH O GR Do ZEEEEZT1E M M DG’ &6 BysRR i oo ABRE FI5K
FIER M BTG CGTCA-motif, (HPAN GBI X TG EEAAAEZ 7 AP S | DN EAE G
A7 MYBHv1 45647 5 CCAAT-box F1 1 /> SA Wi juff TCA-element, JCfFALE A Z 5.
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200
200
200
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HuEEFEvHAFTF I IKEBKENY VKF ¢ . 300
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L YL WKABKAHYVKFHIKPECEVKCLLEE - EA 1K |4 300
|Hu YELINKABKANY vEFHBKPHCEVKCLLED EA 1K BLYBS ! AA v||=||.n 10 . 300
[l’[unv-vuL|||A||Al|vv|r|(||||c|v|||.|.. B+ RVEBENHSHANEE. YBS A AENYPENKLF 18 1D . 300

a8 Bu a9 p12 CAT demain

—_— —

CBEVERL Y LERN! ||m|||mr|||| vvllwvlnulclu FVRRRNEAR. BERy o BB FECHASHNTRN b oHRNER B0 HREVRE 00
FABNEAL A a [ #4008 IYFRBRFOR 400
400
LaFCPAIVVREVYYERD | 400
LAFCRAIVVER YYEBBKL LATR 400
|.||v|||m.||| lIFFAIIIILAFcIAI |v|||ﬁvllllL|.|||vF|VA||||[Q||.|||!|.||.|v|A||cAnﬁ.w.ru|F|u||-v|VF|||v. 400

all all al2

EKic III FKAPEER YREM+ P FLIIIII‘\wIIIVI'lIVII'IVIV-A 493
*KAPRERYREWAP FIHRH KA LHEPR 493
FKAPEERY u £ I NRHVERL 493
FKAP| RFICREVEAL 493

0 RYR!
REKC! IIIIIIFIIIII'III"IIIIIIF"III"IMI §v 493
ERC | EKENNFKEPBER RN NPERGER- | BRH/ IMIIII |'ll II I I'l AIIILIIIU\IILI"IIII 493

E2 sNMMTsEEBEaFeIE
Cs: H#E; Egl: A8 Vv: Hi%; Nt: WE; Pt: ##; At: BIEIF.

Fig. 2 Multiple alignment of catalases of several organisms

Cs: Citrus sinensis; Egl: Eucalyptus globulus; Vv: Vitis vinifera; Nt: Nicotiana tabacum; Pt: Populus trichocarpa; At: Arabidopsis thaliana.

The number on the branch represents the reliability of the branch, and the length represents the evolutionary distance.

36 NtKat03 ff H. Nicotiana tabacum

PtKat02 A%#f Populus trichocarpa

SalpKat01 #A# Soldanella alpina

LuKatO1 Sk Linum usitatissimum

LeKat02 ZEjii Lycopersicon esculentum

GhKat02 876 Gossypium hirsutum

33| 60 RsKat01 B | Raphanus sativus
4100‘_7[ AlyKat02 & LU B3 Arabidopsis lyrata

34 91 AtKat02 I+ Arabidopsis thaliana

79 GmKat04 K. Clycine max

McKat01 #5 4% Mesembryanthemum crystallinum

HaKat01 [7] H 2% Helianthus anmuus

-OsKat03 JKAE Oryza sativa

84 PsiKat01 Z:A4% Picea sitchensis

[ SbKat03 &3 Sorghum bicolor

100 L— ZmKato1 K Zea mays

CsKat01 #4% Citrus sinensis

EglKat01 ## M Eucalyptus globulus

60 VvKat01 #54 Vitis vinifera

I I I [ I
+ + + t + \

0.10 0.08 0.06 0.04 0.02 0

3 TEYF CAT MRS HLR
3 BRI BT RER I SCR AT SRR, KRR R 2
Fig.3 The phylogenetic tree of CAT from different species
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IR FFTRRAN LI TR A BR R PUR S 5 SR P EZNE S0 7, AR R
th CsKar01 PR JR 813X L8 o 5 (R W] Re i 1% A7 32 AH SR B0 B RIS s S Rk A 2 5
X 22 el Bk — D R AN F] A A CsKat01 f-3 I HT/BO0 2 57

1 Plant CARE Flll CsKat0! BE)FRIEIGNIER T
Table 1 cis-Acting regulatory elements in promoter of CsKat01 predicted by Plant CARE

. " - fL#& Position Ji 1 Strand
Litam i [ et [EZ T ez
Cis elements Funtion Sequence .. . .. .
Wanjincheng ~ Calamondin ~ Wanjincheng  Calamondin
ABRE JYE . ABA-responsiveness ACGTG 733 733 + +
1536 -
CCAAT-box MYBHv1 &6 55 CAACGG 1307 1320 - -
MYBHvVI binding site
CGTCA-motif  SKFHIFRIIS JA-responsiveness CGTCA 943 1 470 + -
1455 -
TCA-element JKAHERMA N e SA-responsiveness ~ CCATCTTTTT 1298 1128 - +
A 47 FORIEM; “ -7 RoRIE.
Note: “+” means forward direction; “ - ” means reverse direction.

2.4 CsKat01 ZKHER . RFABRAGERANFSRIE

KW (SA) FSH, CsKar0l AN RIEEE BAE h2EETHES, T 36 hiBFRmmK
T, ZJE MR VU MRRGEHRE MR AL (K 4, SA). PINEFZERE T
BRI RS 1 ANKMERE S 0, XA RS TN FH i % 8 A R IA - A ARG SRR

FHMR JA) HF CsKat0l FEE AR SRR EARR (B4, JA), £ ‘B F—Hib

I W45 Wanjincheng ] PUZ=4% Calamondin

7 -
SA 7 JA
6 6
=
g 5 g 5
1 % Hﬂmﬂ§
] & 4 ) & 4
RS "%
' 3 7L 3
E 3 EE
=3 2 5 2
~ ~
1 1
0 0
7 0 6 12 24 36 48
6 kb ¥R Hour of treatment
=
<
z S
HE 4
w3
' L2 3
& 2
& 2
1
0

0 6 12 24 36 48
kb ¥R Hour of treatment

4 Kkigkh, KRERMBEERIEST CsKar0l HFIEMNRIA
a. & FR NG AIGRE EIE B 2R, AR RFRREREE, P<0.05. TR
Fig. 4 The relative expression of CsKat01 induced by SA, JA and ABA
The data significant difference of Calamondin and Wanjincheng is indicated by a and a’ respectively,

and different letters indicate significant difference, P <0.05. The same below.
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TARREACE, W PG hfrskm T B 12h AT RE LIHEY, 25 BA T REED)

AT B o SRR Touth, XAE R REHER AR R TR K. BIEER (ABA)

P CMRERET [ CsKar0l RIEZSTV AR, 48 h KRB E SR, 885 m, 1 DU’

HRREEAL TARAL, MR ABA B3 AHE (4, ABA). PSP 25 5 R IA FT R 3 31 P i i

e N TC A R BCRANRIA K . BAARSKTE, CsKar01 AEANRIATAR it Aol o ey 2 AN [R) LA A6 A 15 70 1 5

RIETE DA R, IX SR AR 957 AT R 2 DU AR R B R 2 5 YR IR, M HEN CsKar01
e I i AR A AR S 2 S IR U E I 1 AR .

2.5 CsKat0l B RHRERENIFSRESH

RINAZ R0 B S PR A CsKat01 ik B 400 Wanjincheng [ PZ54% Calamondin
KPAFERZEZ S (B 5), iR <5 I
P fE 12 h MR ER B S, AR
FABA e RF IR B m R IR K PUR db Al DU
W AR, RIAKFFR 0 h 4h%
FFYEFRFAE BRI o FUIEIAN il A CsKar01
RIBELBRAEAEER, FEHAFERI H R
BAEET WUER . EREEREY CsKar0l

FRRIE
Relative expression

550 R R BAAE YRR, YD ALERH

CsKat0l Z Sttt iRl ie. 25w Hour of treatment

PRI 7 5%, 0 CsKar01 19T fit S TRRBRERS T Cu] MR
Fig.5 The relative expression of CsKat01 induced by Xcc

'TEHEH%*HXTJ‘E@E o infection

2.6 HWIHRFHHREIFS T CAT EE H,0, SET

‘MEERPE BRI )G CAT BHEZEIE N, 1 24 h B FBEERES, 25 EF H4ERAE
FKE: VUZERG o CAT BHEH BALT ‘MEis (B 6). 45515 i 15 S A FI Y CsKar01
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Qi Jingjing, Qin Xiujuan, Xie Yu, Chen Shanchun, He Yongrui, LiQiang.
Correlation analysis of citrus catalase gene CsKat0I and citrus canker disease.
34 Acta Horticulturae Sinica, 2021, 48 (1): 26 - 36.

B0 T CAT BiiE 5 H,0, R KR 450 BN, ‘MEE EMBtEWHEE H0, & &
BTN, H24 WIS EA RS, 25 NIRRT T PG  H0, R EA R
Jebgfa &S (Bl 6), H ‘MG’ h H,0, AW B E T ‘B’ o 456 CAT M5 H0,
SEAMASER (B 6), FiH4518, CAT MG H0, &2 —E A, S5REIE | CAT M E2ET)
ge, Bl fd H,0,, M H,0, & & (Vandenabeele et al., 2004),

3 iR

A S AR LB R —, VB RRRLR R AR, REITERIG B - EALLL K
TR AL I AR AR R HoO,, 4EHF HoO, [P (Yang & Poovaiah, 2002). CAT i i
2 HoO, A RE T 5 R 0 & R e i PitE . KEF AR CAT SAEMMHa E%M . rIrd
% CAT GmtEHER CAT? JG IR S H B S & =1 Ho0,, 1 HyO X S AR P A AET,
HETT S A YDA FEIR 28 (Y HOE A2 (Queval, 2007). Takahashi 28 (1997) FJJH 2 X RNA H A
FIKIHEE CATI 8L CAT2 B, R FFEFEMRRIH CAT FEPEB BRE (PR 90%), i
BRI T HyO, i, CAT BiG TR 1 3 AL RAE AR At BB Bk s v, BELILE 799
T 4k 828K . CsKat0 1 A& A4S0 & g HASRAS 1 1 MR 150578 1E P 3% 54 535 K7 CsAP2-09(He et al.
2019) MEAERA (KBEE:R 25, 20200, #EULHEN CsKat0l W REN S5 T 6B % .

6 JER NP AR YIS, 20 A2 T AR 4R ISR FE Y HR o HR A3 Ji (1) 4= % = 3 A0 A T B 1k Jit
WY&, HR A4 —RAE 5075 EEYIPUR )RR, 51 % SAR M. (Vernooij etal., 1994). SA
YT E HR FI SAR AR D26, TR M IPUHRAE SR 1. AMNE[H SA REfE IR 5 B
SERXS BN 4 (Zhang etal., 201600 AW PN &R 2 0S5 % SR AAH A8 X, M E I,
WU A= P 3 A S R 5 3 A T BE SHE P i A2 B B AR G o A il i Xof 12 A2 i e A A
BAE S B AEAAHXIEH RN E S RIAE 0, RIL CsKat01 SZRFIR A BIE R N5 S, HIEDY
EFA A CsKat01 S RIAMAGFEER .. BB BN EE S5 CsKat01 FRIEHHTIEH
T CsKat01 Wi N5t 973998 B 12 4% AP/ SR A 1075 5 R I A A7 18 22 i A 45 5 M I e 95 77 T 6
UET CsKat0] 550 A . AHE— B3RS CsKar01 35 M 0797 B2 G it S L], 5t
oz B AL G ARG 54T CsKat0] X RIE R . CAT BHEA H0, S EME, RIU=%
BRI, Bl CsKat0] — 2 Ly THEYIRN K CAT Bvg, 1M CAT BG5S H,0, & X
BB AR, X5 ALY F CAT RiE B H0, BAEFHART Wik 2 CsKat01 fE4ERFHG CAT
% 7KCF A HyO, S Epd FE iR AR . i H, 7RO MPURIE N WA, H,0, S EAf7E—E
e 5, ARG S AN R BEPUR S A R o0, B S35 T B A . U AERHIR ) CAT
Mg & A S KT 1) HoOp BB T UM B S i o «

R LR, AT BN CsKar0] (RS ME B8 AR e AE SCBER AAE & 50
R 75 R0k LS B 155 )5 CAT BESE A1 HoOp B & 20 M, EW] 1 CsKat01 T e Jyttidint 79 ()
Wi 2 FR)JEOR JE IR, CsKat01 B X CAT BEEE PRS2 5 HaO, 2 5 108 1 2 M AH AR XI5 298 (1 o
Mo FLL, IR A GBS B i A T B — @ W B 2L N, A U 45 SR v ik
VPG T B R DR AL AR IR S5 .
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