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Research advances concerning insecticide resistance
in the codling moth, Cydia pomonella (L.)
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Abstract: The codling moth, Cydia pomonella, is one of the most important pest insects in fruit orchards worldwide as well as an
important invasive species in different regions of the world. In China, C. pomonella was first reported in the 1950ie-s and was consid-
ered a serious invasive species, threatening the safety of fruit production. As the larvae of codling moth bear into the fruit, it is diffi-
cult to control this pest. Chemical insecticides, mating disruption and the virus CpGV were the main control methods. In different re-
gions of the world, C. pomonella had developed resistance to different types of insecticides including organophosphates, carbamates,
pyrethroids, insect growth regulators, abamectin and CpGV. In this paper, the status of insecticide resistance, knowledge on the de-
velopment insecticide resistance, the resistance mechanisms and the main reasons causing resistance in the codling moth to different
types of insecticides throughout the world were reviewed. Additionally, we propose integrated management strategies for the control of
this pest in China, which includes proper use of chemical insecticides, as well as the application of agricultural and biological con-
trol methods based on the resistance monitoring.

Key words: Cydia pomonella; insecticide resistance; resistance mechanism; resistance management
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SESLRE IO FREE 135 I BB ) i, Hogh HA i
JfeE B IA e R (MR A5, 2007 4 AR A,
2009; #/MHEAE,2009; 5K 2R FE R 45,2001 JH
WA, 2008) ,  HHIT, fhai By 16 A2 A Hi k) 32 22
T ARk 2% 25 500 ()t AN AN aat B SR o T T B
T HAS BRI A8 1R et 0 P 2 5 SO R 2R Y bt
25 TR R LA AN [ 2 R 9 2% ORI A7 AR
LHPUME X AT RS T BT A R S SR A R R
R Z — 8 E R R BOPTET oh & 5 &
(Insecticide Resistance Action Committee, IRAC) 5t
T, SR M AE 2 BRI B N 2 2 XA DLk 2 H
iR Bk A4 RS G AN [RIVE ALY 60 Z Pk 2577 4
itk (IRAC,2014) , EREZRE M ELE AR
S H TR E A R X & A TR, ' G F
SRR O A O BT R B AR T A A
FE SR , TR E AL AL T A A v I sk Ak 2 T I AR b
XAE A (Z2E 120135 Men et al.,2013) , HARFK
Bl PR T BB A — E BT ME L (Yang et al.,
2014) , R, KA sy R gk s b Ia 21 T AR A
Gr U VE P A R LR G I BT I () HE 2 A
B, ASCRA 28 B N M OGS B e 1 B 2 1R R
R FUHEALE R PTETR B T AT R B AR
SRy il R AT R S SR B R I B R W BRI
1 EREBWAMAEIRK
1.1 X HIBEEERRGHRE

B IR BRI B A 1 25 S R B, (H
TRPRXT RS2 72 4 T Btk (Hough, 1928) , 20 it
20, 40 X, DDT B FH T3 R sk iy By i v, (H AR
JEEFEI Y% DDT 7= 4 T H1% ( Cutwright, 1954) .
Barnes & Moffitt (1963 ) X 3 [& Jill F1] 47 JE M7 A [
b DX A S SR i T[] A R e 24 P A 2 B, 32 M X
HH [B]FR R DDT L4774 4 5224 e, HiZ R
XF DDT AFTHERREAE 2 J5 i 10 4ERI P 1, B
JE AL R BRI R B S PR A 25 )2
AT ZEIIEZ T, Welter et al. (1991) 7E 1 4]
A8 E M IR e 3, S SR 0 A R 4y X A B
FEAET A~T AERIBTZGTE . Bush et al.(1993) WF5E &
IR, M A0 b DX ] ) S SR 2 0 X %o} B A=
8 itk A1, S SR A ko A ALBE A 24 i pi bk ot
JETESEE WA W BRIk E L L@ BT
PEF L AEETE ( Blomefield, 1994; Croft & Riedl,

1991; Reuveny et al.,2001; Reyes et al.,2004; Sau-
phanor et al.,1998; Stara & Kocourek ,2007 ; Thwaite
et al.,1993) S5 [E ZZWARGE , Hix sehr A e 555
N Z B AEAE— R S B UM SR T 32 L 4 ik
BB VG XERE . Dunley & Welter (2000) Htif , 552k
WERATOA BRI A R X R JH BB AT DDT A A
L H P ; Reyes & Sauphanor (2008) & B, 4+ Hi
FUMERIREXS BT SR 4 T8 2K | 22 20 18 K | WE tL R 22
YW AE HAiME . Bouvier (1998) 418 T 37 4%
ik TR 24 B 14 5T 25 14 ; Sauphanor et al. (2000 ) W
TN S5 B 3ok ]t X ) S SR el 1 ) RT3 T ) L P A
sk 139 48, HOZ A iexT b R EA 23.5 1550
P, TESEE IR AR JE M X, SE R A8k 2 DN PLA L
i FH I FREE R-LO 1 R-CL 4314 034 G L 785 75
AT A 1.42 4.82 F11.94 8.64 %P1 ( Dun-
ley & Welter,2000) , Mota-Sanchez et al. (2008) fiff
GER I, T [ 1 25 WO S SR A 19 0T v 28 SR
FAETE e B E 27 A 6~ 10 5 Rtk B X4
BB | IV iz o e R L Tk IO 25 A — E B BT 5 Grrigg-
McGuffin et al. (2014 ) XI5 K 2 K mg R 5e i)
27 AR AL H (B AP ISR 3 AR I A B, XS
A B W RN PP AR U 2 7 A
1.2 XEMREGRIHME

BUAE TR R | 2 A% TR SR A 0 UBORE 1 B
(CpGV) S B H A=A I 1 A 0V Ay e R 22 4 1Y
WA 2, ) I 3 SR Y BT
Cox et al. (1995) &I, B2k 1 28 o S S A ik HL A 4%
B IR AR {2 Reyes & Sauphanor (2008 ) A 57
FEH SRR M UMD R (0 A (] He 2500k Bl 4 TR
R ANE TR A B ; Charmillot er al. (2002 ) fiff
FER I, B LR B XA R AR M O X 2 R W R
P ARAG BT ME s Huber (1974) 38 15 2 N IR 28, {852
A NFEEXT CpGV = A 10 £ 22 45 PP
2005 4, A E AR E A& BL T X CpGV &k 1000 £f
PUvk 9 3% S 28 9 H [B] A (Fritsch et al., 20055
Sauphanor et al.,2006) , 525 7E AR 22 Ko [ 5
Xt CpGV 7= 4 T 5 K Hi M (Asser-Kaiser et al.
2007; Schmitt et al.,2013) , 2003 ~2008 4 , X} 7% [+
7 AR b AR B CpGV HUE AP M
I AERREEH CpGV-M IKIE 1 ~3 45, S &tk
BRIP4 = T 20 245, 9F H A B — A9t
PoKFmah 1 A TR R BRI ; 75 B0 5 5 10 1
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B R4 SR S A PR ST B -3

PESTF, SE R EE X CpGV BTk BE 98 F2 5 5t
e, B S5 BURAI AR LL, POPERNREAE B 5E J) A Bl
J3795 T A A7 AR i G BEARH ((Undorf-Spahn et al.
2012) . BRHUIRAE A A ORI AR A 7E 20 1iE
iz R R GRS B Biia b B Z R R
KA (Riedl & Zenger, 1994; Waldner, 1993) . 7 [H
( Sauphanor et al.,1997) DA X %+ Charmillot et al.
(1999 ) Wi i 2] 32 JR 2 e 0 B HL DR FH 8] Fh A ; Reuve-
ny & Cohen (2004) & B, AGH 3SR G e o 1
TR LT TS5 A il 590 53k HL R SO SR R
B ) PRAITH R S 2470 (N PR Pk A 2% A ) TS B I
R U (A st ) BA S, oriatti el al.
(2007 ) &3, 75 IR AL S b DX 1) 377 5L 2 0 1 (1) o
X P R I — A2 k. Stara & Kocourek
(2007) WF5E 7, $ 5 b DX SR 096 P ) Aol 7 6T
o DR AR H R LA R R AR A 3,38 ~ 14.21 i 1Y
otk , HA DR [/ 245 5 A7 7E 58 B btk

2 ERTBHHZAMENIE

EL 2y My o A SRR 24 e R 25 2R i B e
A7 R R A AR A iR M AR B R R A B
HGCLGPENLBERE ] 73 AT R fi ik A R
PRBiME (RPRAE,1993) . A BFIT R, 32
AT 1 AL B 2 5 AR TP RN R AR BT M A K
( Brun-Barale et al.,2005; Cassanelli et al., 2006;
Reyes et al.,2009) , RURHTHEIE4E BT 55 B
38 ver B 0 TS B R B, LR R TR I ( Car-
boxylesterase , Cark ) | 2% Bt H Ik 7% % 1§ ( Glutathione
transferase , GST ) 1 £ 1) fig & 1k i ( Multifunctional
oxidase , MFO ) S5 Qi 9 22 b T B B 2 ok s #0R
PUPESE T A2 HOFAAE P 0 AR UR% R AR T 7 A= 1Y
Pk, 655 £ ®E IH 6% g & ( Acetylcholinesterase,
AChE) F144 2 F38 18 ( Sodium ion channel , SC) Z£ 4
PRz s ek s, B BB 25k iy 7 AR T e 2
TILEIVEF B85 3R AR BT T 25 R0 2
UKL TR LA SRR A )27 50 22 5%, T RE P 2k
AERHLLG LS, AR Z LT, Z 25 1AL
il T B [6) I A T —SE B 2 R RE
2.1 MREEAGIEE

P55l ( Esterase , EST) J& B A A — S REAE AL Tk
K firp vy EE A, EAT AR AL ANk F R
BRA2GF h ER B BE 71, Bush et al. (1993) &I,

2 AR 2 R g0y SR ] A 9 R el o) Xk i e 7 A
Ptk 5 B I 4 22 16 AT OC 5 Bouvier et al. (1998)
Tt I A g 0 SR el ) S R e 6 T i) Ao B X YA 2T
ST e —E WP (BRI R A IR RS PR 5
AR EURRI R T 22 53t 5 T S8 PRI At b [X %
B, 3 SR R A B M R A TR I O P 3 5
( Sauphanor et al.,2000; Solefio et al.,2004) ;Solefio
et al.(2008) il 2 W EEAFFE & B, BITHRAE 4 />l
DX S SR A MO A A S R R B, 4
DT A 32 B 0 &)y 1 1% TG il 9% 1 2 oA BURR R
9 3.5.4.5.3.25 HI 5 {75 , 2 B PR A 0% 1745 39 R 0k
XA BB PTEA %, Rodriguez et al.(2010) WFoR
RIR, VEBEA AN [ 1l DX 11 >332 5 28 e 1 [i) A B o)
BB TEAE AR R B AT AT P, A FH ] bR
PR TR it P 35 1 38 T = N U BE . Reyes et al.
(2011 ) R FH 2 VA M Tk g e M vk X 2 A58 N SE 2R
FEIRHCVEFPHE (% TG B[R] T BG5BT, A BT PE R A
FE[A) T EST1 Al EST4, HL[A] T.B§ EST2 Ay &5
THEURFPHEE 1T Raz PUPEFRE P [A] T EST6 195
ey T AR BEAGR k E  TH BOE R a K
XA TR B HUIR A HTE P, B4 ) TR Ik i Y
ACG R ZEA I . Yang et al. (2014) KB, 1
RS 22 i AP R R CarE B9 CpCE-1 FE7E N232A
I W233L AL, FEHEM X 2 A7 s v] AE
SR AL O A HLBE BT AR K

GST 1E R JUMEAL & W A= W Ak | 25 AR5 I
PrAr B B 32 5 S A A A 3 T A A L
YR, A2 B A P 32 200 % U i 35 8 . Bush et
al.(1993) 3l , R & M BT 25 PE 5 GST AHE; Bou-
vier et al.(1998) K3, 3 F &k O R A BR BT E K
5 HARP GST WG BIE L ; Reyes et al. (2009)
Xof 4 THE SR Ti) il XS 2 2 470 1 b R ) 3 0
R A it BT AR A B K 22 R FRE X 2% HO5R A He
PEKF-5 GST & A ¢, H5 25 7KF 2R G
Voudouris et al. (2011 ) 3 23 I 2 7 I A [5] #b [X. 38
ARG BT A B TE A B, T A R RERY GST
TS 2 R SRR REAY 1.8 1% ; Liu et al. (2014) F
FER I, Geid FEFE RS A A R RS BR 5 5 , F
RELIRARN CpGSTd1 Wik & R, B CpGSTdl
B8 A R fifk v R IR US4 TR o

MFO 522 5 B UK N % AR HAB Y Ah iR AE
G 2 # R R . Sauphanor et al. (1997)
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FRAE T [ AN 7] b, DX S S 2 e 0 VR 44 i 1) b
5 MFO A 56, HA 305 PBO X 1550 44 i 14 3 21
FEECH 7.0 45, BBUHERIEERG MFO 6 135 o sk
FiRE s ek H - PH HESF R A OF AN v ) S SR
FLURATR PR FREE & B MFO Y36 P34 58 5
HPT25PEMI S (Reyes et al.,2009 ; Sauphanor et al.
1998 ) 5 75 JiF (13 5 2 % P B 404 b B 1) MIFO 37
FHEBURFIEER 6.3 15 ( Voudouris et al.,2011) ; Reyes
et al.(2009) Xk FE PSR &L H [ AP REAT = Nk T
FREEOF ST & B, A PUTEFIE Y MFO 6 74 35 = T 3L
JEFREE - ELEB 43 H [B) A0 FE () MFO 76 1 3 5 T =
e T ; Rodriguez et al. (2011) F T2 Wi 7] 4
WFSE & B, S S 28 00k 7 A HH () b B A &0y 106 9L
JOR 4 BRI AR IV B G s () BT 1 5 MIFO 3% 4 B THAH
5, IR LCo, T MFO 375 1 1T LA SRy 6 0 577 1 25
WA XX 3 Bl 2 ) Br K F8 b5 5 Yang et al.
(2013) W58 K I, 2040 B HEMEFN i3 R0 58 L5046 TR 75
SR B 3 4l AR Y P4S0 S M B2
H5R | H P450 KL CYP9AG61 i 2.2 1 3.47 % #E
Wz L R 7 S SR 2 R P v e AR e R T R S —
EAER
22 EBEREURETRE

E AR ACKE 278 L0 AN 40 58 Y R i 28
YFIAVE bR, B HUAY ACKE R & A 2878 R
I ERERS 5| H = 2540 () AR Ak, T L AT DA s g He 3%
KRR, T BT PER ™ A2, Reuveny &
Cohen (2004 ) #F 5% A& R, 37 R & 19 H (8] #h #¥ AChE
X IR0 B 2 A AT T B AR A ML R 5 F R R 2
27 AU R & A2 AL Cassanelli et al. (2006)
5T &I, 52 PIAR T REURFP A L, S &k Raz
BUPERIEE X 2 G PG 24 R LA 6.67 F1 130.28 1%
(IBTIE | 6 I 5 B | Raz FPHEE ACKE XF 2 R4
MIRBURME T % 1.7 A 14 £%, IR 7R X FP BE Y AChE
cydpom-acel PRGN E]—A> F399V FAELIF IR AR,
RGN AL T eydpom-acel BT P X 38, Hin] 5B
S5 AChE HUB M F % ; Reyes et al. (2011) fF58 %
IR ALK A BB PR 1Y ACKE X 45 B 5 A1
Xof A Tl T ORI R R 3.2 R 212 A% T A% b
AChE X5 S8 (14 FJRR 1 344 5, | 3 SCH % 25 50 1 =
A HHE X UL AChE Uk o 2 & S 30
RIS AR 25700 7= AR B i R R 22—

SC J& DDT ., Bfi B LA K #0055 26 T 2% 245 577 1)

FEAE I REAR s, SR B HORE 40U %
BB USRS IR S it 5 SC SR H 8 AR % DT A

K X P AR A o BB (knockdown resist-
ance ,kdr) , Brun-Barale et al.(2005) VLI K ZH DNA
AR S PCR &1, 3645 TS0 R ALk 4 D FhEE
) SC 1752 bp MY [RIIEEE A F B, 8 5 77 3 e Xt &
B, AR BRI F A R PUME RN RE 1Y SC AETE kdr 5
AR A5, LIOT4F 5 5ty [ BT 448 J2 55 i X 32 SR 28 0% hdr
GRAF ARG 2 B, I M DX T A R YA AR IR
PR RIRY iR P A 27 B 06 R bl B e 1 i PR AU 45
FLLBIH 56% , 32 SC 2848 5 37 BL gk ik X 45 R 28
AR PTPE = UM, Reyes et al. (2009) X
AN (7] 1, IX S SR gk T PR B 470 24 1 A A 0 B, K
ZHPNE P ERAFAE kdr 2872057 55 L1014F | 75 32 [ gk
IR SRR RE IR SR AR AL RT3 F] 100%

Asser-Kaiser et al.(2011) ¥ CpGV-M 1 & 2|3
RAEI CpGV HTHEANHARNG iz HIE & PCR 1975
IRTEPUHEFI AR N AR E] CpGV 55 85 5 (38 12 XT
CpGV HEATHIEhRIC & B, T BOE R AL KX CpGV
PRSI R R R CpGV BBE R APTEA A, (2
HAEPHEA R A AR BEZ il . Gebhardt et al.
(2014) BB, SERLFEIXT CpGV AYPTME 5% 7 4 ik
Hh LB BE R AR S A 5, X CpGV-M BEAR R A =T
PR g 0k CpRR1 HUEEFIEF , iR g H Al CpGV
BEbR (112 .S E2 A1 107) TR 45 5@ 3 b #% CpGV A
[ FE AR A 3 4 & B, CpGV-M FEARTE pe38 JLA |-
A 24 bp AT BRI repeat , % repeat ‘FETE CpGV-M
1 pe38 FEH H 8 A~ LR I A 5 2 iR pe38 i
N A6 AR 8 ANEFERR G , CpGV-M AN fig e 3 1L
FE IR AT AT FREE 5 TRF CpGV-S BER Y pe38 FE A i
A CpGV-M R H: pe38 H:H J5, CpGV-M HES K
¢ CpRR1 FiF, {HJZ, H HF 2R 2 80 A W) 7 pk
e [0 A7 2 S I B P BRI AN BT A
3 ERZBWRMERIE
31 MEEREWAOMELN RENERSF
AXZFFEHHAR

PP A I ) B A B S AR, R T
RN PR BASCR 1A 8T B (B8, 2000)
PR B 3 ] X6) S S a0 it oY R AR b T H B A
I | By 2l ) g 1 A JRE A5 T T DG T3 R A
R APTIE I BT PR A ZE AR BRI IF R R D
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B R4 SR S A PR ST B -5

FH 30 BB 0k A 45 b A X AS [) 28 i 4 2 7
APt AR AR TR E B AT RE#EH — o L
AR PRI X R e DX SR R IR T KT 1Y
W REASHE I T B S AL oy A . DRk, B
2NN SR e 0 %o BT {24 390 B B v O R B
ARG PEA , DL S SR %ot FH 265390 R B 1k AL FEL D
PtistAL Oy sUAF RO 5T 5 [l B HORE 5% H5R) AY L
TR SR — AN AT BT A R, DR Iy > R R A Ny R
] 7 SR 0 R A R B B ) Rl SR
BRI AT T A5 2 W5 T LA BH B A [) e [X 39 SR 2 gk
Tl ef =2 1) A 5 PR3 B A7 50, 30 6 BH Aff i 1 5 P 7
PR P S A H A S, i H R
B APUEIR BUMZE G B A L B A AR
32 HESEAH

AL 2B iR AR B G P S S A i 17
[T 25 D s S 2 i S L R WIS 25
FEI (R W 0 45 5 ff 2 B T 4 b, 356 8% B £ 1) it
2y B[R] R s, BB A B P AR X G 245, A
T AR R AR R 07 o B4, 368 2 >R FH g 30 ot )
PR TIN T | XoF Dy A S el oy 3 S i 4 R R
BRIV, 45 A 2 Hh ) S bR A A1, T
AR SRR R A AR U & A R TR B 4 A S
R BUETF EIE SRS YRR R R
B4 Hp e SR v 0 | A e %) 7 VA A B (T
R SCAF 2014) o XTSRRI E 2 B DU 24
I, 7 2 B ] 22 1k A, 2 A S R a8 k0 R A
FRAL RN 7 I e 00, BEBE O A F AR 2 AT B
1A 3 SRR R VE I AILEE ) 24590 28 85 sl dR A A, DA
T RAAR S HURI R $E R T, i 28 skt 4 5 e b 24 ¢ 7
A, TERZGEC AR I, 75 2% R [ R A A 2
PRI 1 FH 205 SR A B 22 TR R ), oA ML
FIESEH R RS 5 A 4 1 2 25 70 32 B 4l FH sl TR
H LT DGR BARAF B iR OR . W58 & 3L, RIS
TR AS R 25700 Z [0 ) T 58 Be ik, vl DAaEA T4
PEVG P (Reyes & Sauphanor,2008) , A= #4245 4
FREPTAE R R AR RE: T =& AT . CpGV 5
2= 25500 45 BRAS SR T, DA B R 3590 R S e 5 175
525 HURTE T, B Re 8 ke BIAR 4 1 B 6 BOR (2%
J624%5 2013, iR %E 2011 ; Lacey et al.,2004) ,
IEAN , SR ) A KL %o S0 SR 2 ok A B LA —
SE IRV T, an e A AL $2 9 b AR A5 1R AR A Y
Fie B FISR IR B AL E LY | 75 8 Rk b R X

SR a4 R HRUE AP VE H ( Durden et al.
2011 ; Pszczolkowski et al.,2011) o 45 B hnpsHr £
FIATH e TT R BF R LA SR JEHE, il 2 4 24
BRI FH 5 58 LA ORH S A 24 £l 14 A= = 4 4t 3
FZY 0l
33 ZEEMIRHEIE

FESE R BRI EE G B A T, AR B 757t 5
M A AR S A G n e S el F ()4 B, R st v
P SR ISR AR 5 Ky, T DAk S R R R R A%
T 37 T LA B AR 5 8 AT DA ARCR A A A
TG SR SR R 0 R BT A 3 i, O 4 G Ak
SEBTIR A R L AR R AR R 4
AR B B 7 B YT AT, AT DA g SR S A AS B 1 F i
LSy o S i L N O o) e Y SR S R SO o T
SRFPESG B R B CT RIS 25175 8 S 5 A e g 1
(AR5 ,2009; AHT BL45,2012a) 5 ) H 2 1) B i6R
AR, T LA g 3 R el vl 3 SR B i A R i e A
LRI SRR R 45 0 T R (R B AR,
2012b) , BEEHAFH HOAR (SIT) B Bl 5 K A5 &
(Calkins et al.,2000) %5 [E 5¢ i FH 32 5 2 ik 1) By
IEH IS T HLAR Y B IR AR ((Vreysen et al.,
2010) ; [A1EF, 7543 F R R0 OR339 S 4 i R %, n
25 Wik | P b e | EURA DL SZR UG BENS B R
SR SRR i SRR (224 2011) , X SRR
b B F 35 BT I 1 it # B 6% a 2 I [ Ak 24 1)
PR, DT AL FE i) o 24 6F 392 SR 20 0k 1) 0 o 8
F1, EENIEZ P A A BRI H K, Ak, CpGV
X SER L RAT IR 2 075 71 (Eberle et al.,2008) , T [H
KIL2 F CpGV (CypoGV-zy Fl CpGV-CJO1) , X3 5
RIS BF A B IR BCR (B A 55,2012 KT8
4 2011) ; B HupR R4k Bt (EPNs) RERS AR I Hu B 14 35
SRELRARA 4 L (Lacey & Unruh,2005) . 7ESZFRA4E
PR A B Y P S e A R DL Bt 2k
IR, il 5 RN ZE A B A SRS
4 BE

SERLERIRBT R  AE B TS R
Zb Al R AR 2570 DG i 5 T Ak 2 24 700 25 7
BRI — A G, TSR R AE O R
FHMUERA AR ], S5 2 b 7™ AR 8 D PR AR
FHTRD AR 7R 2 WA QA P 48 5 R A R [ A1 2
SER BRI b 2 A 2 7 AR B B ZEHLH] (IRAC,
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2014) TR EEMRE DX, W HE ST T A 8 P
AR 2R 0 e S R B 0 0 P BUIR AT A
TE BT IRIE IR F AR A B 16 0 3, A B ih A=)
B 2 Fh T Be AR 4G 5 0007 1k, R AR 25 790 1 18 4% T
1, TR T 2500 A5 BRAS AR 5 e o, R iz
SER SRS RO FE , SR B BT R
HSZRE PR

S 3k

kg 3c, AR, BRI, (AR, T3S 2014, SEGEE
RS B IAE I E T iR gE . SRR R, (5) : 169.

ZEAUX4, FHl, B, 2013, 784 HUF A IR 0 AL R o 22 B
TR E . AR, (4) . 40-45.

2. 2013, FEFLORARIEE bRy R EY R B ks 1L 2
FEMES AZRIET. Hbk . PEILRMEHE 2.

MRART, TIIES, BB, 2007, SESREE Mk AS 0] 40 A £ K B
SETH AR SR . AR K4k, 30(1) « 40-43.

ZEIGOHE, SRR, BRI, 2548, F a5 2006, SR AR
EPEIL R A fEEE. HYKEE, 20(2) : 95-96.

Higtal, X7, T, KI53E. 2012, SERLERIRITUR (Ao 2
CpGV-CJO1 MBS FISEE . I FH R s, 49(1) « 96-103.

75, B, Bk, 2009. 3 Fiik 5 a7 1 58 SR A IR R
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