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TE: ARAZREE L R R LIEH &G 038 B R iz kN 2 R & %% #74) & @ FKBP52
5 & F %1% 8 Metarhizium anisopliae %7 ¥ 3%, 8] & Frankliniella occidentalis %) 7 71 F= AR N B2
B B (carboxylesterase, CarE ) \ &bt H Ak -S #5745 B ( glutathione-S transferase, GST) | B A AL B4 (pheno-
loxidase,PO) ZJUT fi By & M6 T AL, R 7,4 & T 418 ¥ fo FKBP52 & & B A0 A A 5 76 8
Lot P i LT, A 7.32d, 8 T 443 R £ A (10.87 d) L FKBP52 & & £ A 69 (14.15d), &% -F4%
SHAFKBPS2 R QB AML A OdN, ML L) Rt R = F481.11%, 2F & THRIBH LA
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BREHEE, M CaE R GSTHERH X TL2EOTHIEGH LA BWEL; MR 3dE, B D
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Abstract: To elucidate the synergistic mechanism of Metarhizium anisopliae and insect immunosup-
pressive proteins, the toxicity of the immunosuppressive protein FKBP52 and M. anisopliae to western
flower thrips Frankliniella occidentalis were evaluated. The activities of carboxylesterase (CarE),
glutathione-S transferase (GST), phenoloxidase (PO), and chitinase in F. intonsa also were assessed us-
ing the impregnation method. The results revealed that the median lethal time (LT,,) for the combination
of M. anisopliae and FKBP52 protein against F. intonsa was 7.32 d, demonstrating enhanced effective-
ness compared to M. anisopliae (10.87 d) or FKBP52 protein (14.15 d) alone. When combined for nine
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days, the mortality rate of F. infonsa reached 81.11%, significantly higher than the rates observed with
M. anisopliae (45.56%) or FKBP52 protein (36.67%) alone. The synergistic index of this mixture was

24.10, indicating a notable synergistic effect. Compared to the use of M. anisopliae alone, the activity

levels of CarE and PO in F. intonsa initially decreased and then increased from day 1 to day 3 following

the combined application of M. anisopliae and FKBP52 protein. The GST activity was significantly el-

evated only on day 2. Chitinase activity decreased on day 2 and then increased on day 3. These findings

suggest that the time-dependent modulation of CarE, GST, PO, and chitinase activities in F. intonsa fol-

lowing the combined application of M. anisopliae and FKBP52 protein could be a crucial mechanism

underpinning their synergistic effect.

Key words: Metarhizium anisopliae; Frankliniella occidentalis; insecticidal protein; protective en-

zyme; detoxification enzyme

FAc R T B W AR X (AP 77 &) e b e
(ORI AR i (55,2021, 221X A
AP T ALGE 5.67 J7 hm, MUAC AR 2 4 [ B
1 55% (BRAR T R, 2018) o UTAESK, PE L8
Frankliniella occidentalis ©. ¥ R FAC A 7= A Ry 25 B
 RAMEBH TR B R — WAL L A T R
iy (25K SCAE,2019) o PUARE] 25 =), -
EEK M FE M EZELTEY, B EEREI,
i FE 3 2ok A% AT 0 0 A0 8 BE 22 0 7 (tomato
spotted wilt virus, TSWV ) Fl XUl AE IR FEHE 55 B (im-
patiens necrotic spot virus, INSV) 4§ (I & % , 2015)
XTEM)E B KM% (Abd-El-Haliem et al.,2018) .

H i, PO A6 5 = ZREEA 22 ORI TR
{H PRHE B AIOE A 7 H AR SR I o S 0, B 7 R
P2t (Gao et al.,2012) , F L XTI 4 P 2R | HLU Ik
I WE HUPRAINE bk A 2470 (2R EP AR, 2014) R
R BAH (T H5RE,2016) 774 T ANRIRREE ST,
WAL, A s ORI 25 Ju IR 05, s NS (iR . 21
s G 2EMEAT R Bacillus thuringiensis F1 S HU%
J5 B (£ 5 & 1 Beauveria M 2848 1 Metarhi-
zium ) A BB R NS AR B B R BOR X 22
G NI A AE (BB AE L 2019) , 85 HH T B i ICF
(Scholte et al., 2004) . #& d1 F1 ¥F &% (Lomer et al.,
2001;Kassa et al., 2004 ) 2543 1, {H A= W) b5 16 57
YEHING , — o223 Sy P e R USRI AT T A
I 9%, il Federici et al. (2008) 1 St Leger & Wang
(2010) F I HE 41 DNA SR B L i 2k A PR
A MR B ZOR S AR JUCR s Richards et
al. (2011) B S M 88 1 o VPl B RIR A 5
A W% Mamestra brassicae RN , H 7 K 1976
ORI ERE N

FKBP52 J&: fil 5 %2 7] (tacrolimus, X 45 FK506)

454576 11 (FK506 binding protein, FKBP) H1 i —
FKBP & — 28 LML N 2 F1 28 3200 288 1 i 4K %
L5 FK506 BAH B AR HITI#444 . FKBP HLAT JIKAE R
AN sz S KA I P, PT Ak 22 R Bl 2R 1 B i v
{149 JOR — [ 22 PR T 52— P 2 46, DT 52 M EC 6 47 1 R
AR S RN AR 1 5 (8] AH B A %5 (Harrar et al., 2001
Harikishore & Yoon,2015). FKBP REMS4S & A EER
a(cyclosporin a,CsA ) FK506 o F AR 25 , #H11 A 4%
A 2 31046 %% W (Solassol et al., 2011) . FKBP il
FK506 1 —J0 5 A (R BEA ] G 72 41 A v 5 8 s 1
PSR TS I B RR A0 A5 a4, (1 S e At
2 Iyt (Geisler & Bailly,2007) . 41, FKBP & 47
R A S A S T DA Sk A DIRE
RAE:(2009)1E 5 FKBP 5144 B Helicoverpa armig-
era i H A 5 s HEF4E (2021) ] FKBPS2 fAl i 457K
W8 Locusta migratoria manilensis J& , . 35 $EF+ T 2%
RN R 7 QIR ) 3080 28, (H FKBPS2 /2 15 Be 2 /5
SR AR TR PG A8 1] 5 P 95 2580 0 AN A o

S 5E FKBPS2 FIERAR IR G2 75 0] P4 AL B
A BN E ] S AL, AR e 30 1 ) 4 fo 1 2R 48
Metarhizium anisopliae 1l FKBP52 5. ] K Bk 4
FEOF P AR 80 5 (0 A= ) 0, TR Bl oAb 3 1~3 d )5
VU A6 ] H A PN i 2 il —— R IR TR i (carboxylester-
ase, CarE) . 2% Bt H Bk -S % % 1§ ( glutathione-S trans-
ferase, GST) . iy 8 fL ¥ (phenoloxidase , PO ) S {7
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IMI330189, TASE 0 2 I OR AT B T R A 2 25
0.5% T 15 H3 1 % 2575 25 W 351 (potato dextrose
agar, PDA) B 77 3E |, F 28 C N T AMEE #2401
28 d, & T Pr A8y G T . VAR R S
g w R A AR, TREE (26+1) °C AHXHREE (80+
5)% JLFIH 14 L:10 D i A T AU B; I 46 Hh i 57
30ACLA L BCPIMR S 2 d B VY B 2Dl du ik, g
Trichosanthes anguina Wi T4 1Y , 15 Ve 5 HUR BT
T BEATZ MUTH A 10 min, BV K& 18 3 ¥, BUK
5 cm g 5 IR ] IR PG AR 8 L

FL AR  PDA R SR B0 Eh 44 18 200 g i 4
W20 g FEEERY 5 g Bl 20 g, K ER R L,
121 °C 5 K 25 min; LB( Luria-Bertani ) J& {855 7%
BEnior AR 5 g SRR IR 10 g SABHN 10 g, 2%
T/KEZZ 1L, 121 CHE KT 25 min,

A A 25 LS - 2 H Marker FITNi-NTA 3l
AR, bt XS E AR B A BR A w5 CarE
A& GST i & . PO I G AL T o il K T
¥ (enzyme linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA )
G IR AR B A R 7] s pET21-b 2k,
AL KA ORAF s AR Y o = o drali . IR
THETE w N (PR I T8 LR 8y ), il )R
AL RA T, PGC~450 N TS A% R 3540 , L fig
(b 5O RS A B2 7] s Nan-300 Gl 0 GG EE T, BT
BN A BR S ] 5 TY96-T1-N 75 % 41 it A3 e
BL, TR Z A DI B A FRA ] 5 XBUK.25 1Bk
THEOR , At R E R IR v 5 3 B R
VKA, 2 A 5k Bio-Rad; A FREE, H il , — kM2
B RE T 1A 2.5 em 1 7 L, HALER
0.075 mm MYZbATE B L, A E 1 R
1.2 &

1.2.1 FKBP52% @ ki 5 4hit

FKBP52 £ 1361k K 24k 27 1 2745 (2021) J5
. #E4 FKBPS2 545 [ ) KB AT TR Escherichia coli
JEFA% TR R FH AR S0 35 2 i DA A, 45 FKBPS2 4
IR R T A% R AR BT LB (20 ) MR s 7 5
W, T 37 CTE IR, RO ODy, M 0.5~0.6 SN
A5 N 5L -B-D-Bi A LB (isopropyl-B-D-1-thio-
galactopyranoside, IPTG) , £Z4¢ & 4 0.5 mmol/mL,
F16 CTFiFEFHRIL 12 h; F5 000 r/min .0 15 min,
HCUTIE I Tris-HCL s W B 2L, B 7S i 5 s, 8
155 s, HE 99 A T4 °C .9 000 r/min T E5.0»
10 min, B . FHEAESRAZ STk P 4k,
JH A 0 5 ok T2 M 2R TR s T Y 6 1 H 7K (sodiium

dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis,
SDS-PAGE ) fa il 4i £k & 11 A% v & ( FH B 45, 2021)
22105 FKBPS52 2 FH# J& 4 1.2 mg/mL, J{] Tris-HCI
VEWBCH A 1 mg/mL AYEER
1.2.2  FKBP52% & fe k18 1A 2719 76,8 L ¢4 2  iml 2

FREX 1 g 45 1SR AR 96 B 5 T 0.05% iy ik
T 80 WA, FH it A AE VR & 3447, Bt T 3k
TR T8, Bl il v B Sk 2% 10° 4461 F-/mL (1 4
TR R AT BRI E IR

KR BRI RE 45 2R B IMI330189 7 1
BV WA FKBPS2 25 (AN P ARSI S 3 1 . R
TGPk 2 d 0 PE AR 8 Rl H B A B AR SR
PURAL P 6 h, £ 8 30 3 o BUK 50 mm g 32
S E T LT 4 b 36 10 min, 203 1. 240K
& 24 0.5 mg/mL pET21-b &5 K1 S R A M EH A
(CK) , 155 7 i M 554 [7] FKBPS52; Ab 3 2« 249k Jif
“}0.5 mg/mL ) FKBP52 25 [ ; 4 #11 3. 20k iy
2x 10"~ F/mL B 4 L R (e B 0 B 17 T Ab P
4:FKBPS2 & H 5 & o F o EFE M T BIIR A,
& o SRR B AT 2R B R 2x10° 4> 4 F/mL,
FKBP52 25 AU 7 0.5 mg/mL. KR i Y g
SIEBUH JR A E T R SR R E  RE P 1 AR
g 53, AL ERE AT S UK, B ORI SR A
N AR FEFE T, N TAURFERAER 1.1, /i3 d
o] LA [ Ak FHL R e 2 398, A R R 48 10, DS 4 K
FH B fif g o S G M BT R IR 25 TR, A KRBTl
AR A FET B, A0 28 e i AR T I
WHERFET:, 9 d 5T SEPRAE T 2 03 W] 25 7 45
B, IR EL A B B P B LT, BhIF]
B IR B=CRAN PR AL T R —TR A IS SE TR ) AR
FIHEIBIE T # %100, TR HIBIE T3 =1-(1-P,) x
(1-P,) , 2UH P, P43 5 ok 2 Ffr i 351 Ak 3 11 BT
7%, o P A 3 P8 520 B HASVE T , —20<
W] 5 71 48 %<0 B AR IR, U [R5 01 48 8k<-20
N SEER (R
1.2.3 WL E] DAk W B e 0k 7 B 7 M 0 M 2

1.2.2 /b3 A A3 3 T 245 5 1.2 /3 dBURE, B
AL FRAFASI L 45 3% 3R R, R RS A
1.5 mL B0 T AR 15 min J5 T -80 CHRAT
HH . S IBEELEHRAE(2018) BS54 (2022) Jrik
il #& CarE [, Wt | 43 PR B Ak B 44> Bof
[6] 1) 45 3k PG AE 8T Eh A 2 mL 25045, A 100 pL
W2 M 0.2 mol/L WY IR 2 vl (pH 6.0) , T-vK E4F
JEEATHE A1 T4 °C 10 000 t/min K #5015 min,
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W VR R R R, 44 B CarE 1250 S0 158 B 450
PEAEE] DR P CarE {6 1% . 2 BBk (2018) A1
B SR 55 4 (2022) J5 il £ GST B, W i ede st | 4
T A A HEAE A B8] 4 45 Sk PG AL 8 2 A 2 mL
B A 100 pLREE D 0.1 mol/L R IR ZE ih
W (pH 7.4) , TUK EBFEE S0 IG5 T 4 C .
10 000 r/min F B5.0> 15 min, WA b 35 B Sy il R,
e B GST 377 G 8 A 15300 5 VY A6 87 5 42 P GST 1
P 27 DA (2010) M7 H 458 (2017) 7 il 4%
PO , WS NG , 73 SRR R A b B AR [R] ) 45 3k
PEAEH] T A 2 mL B0 H, I 100 uL ¥
0.1 mol/L RYBEIRZE Wi (pH 7.0) , T-VK LI EE~) 3K,
BAIMT 4 °C .10 000 r/min F E5.0 15 min, i
VWD R S i BB PO ) £ E T AE i) A
W PO TG TE. 27 Ik (2009) Jr kil & LT T
TR , W TNt , 43 S5 B A A BB (R] 7 45 S

1 M M
kD kD

120
170

70 50

35 40
40

VYA A 2 mL B A, A 100 uL R
0.1 mol/L YRR ZE il (pH 6.6) , T vk LS A1
BT 4 °C .10 000 r/min T 2.0 15 min, W 4E
VR BP R R, 45 B ELISA 1277 2 130 B 45300 2 vy
TEE RN LT BT e
1.3 RS

K FH SPSS 26.0 H A XA I £ 1 T4 13 B
K] Duncan [ = W 22 6001 725 55 W B EAGL G

2 HER55H

2.1 FKBPS2EHRIZS5RE

W 4547 FKBPS2 85 11 19 K W AT v I A% T bk 42
IPTG 5555, #-8 FKBP5S2 #E .. 484 15% SDS-
PAGE HL UKk Kzl 4387 , 354% T H (1) 8 111 FKBP52, 43
TER/N R 46 kD, SHUBAST . SRR MZEH
afifl )5, 155 FKBP52 4 & 1 (& 1)
2 3 4 5 6

M: Marker; 1~3: pET21-bi% 35 (5 . L3 MIDLHE ; 4~5: HAT FKBPS2 & 1Y pET21-b 5 F )5 L il

FIULVE 5 6: 4ifk i) FKBP52 #5 1. M: Marker; 1-3: induced solution, precipitation, and supernatant of

pET21-b; 4-5: induced precipitation and supernatant of pET21-b with FKBP52; 6: purified FKBP52 protein.
B1 EHEAFKBPS2RIESMRHEERAN

Fig. 1 Analysis of protein expression and purification of recombinant protein FKBP52

2.2 FKBP2ERS5&AFREENELIADHEN
S T LR AR A R B, XS DU AR B (% LT, R
10.87 d, 4b 34 9 d B VY 4L & 5 (1) Rt TR R
45.56% ; FKBP52 25 (4 H I, HoX P4 46 8 S5 A9 LT,
H14.15 d, Ab 39 d B P A8 i 5 1) RIFIE T H N
36.67%; >4 FKBP52 £ [ FI 4% 5 iR 3 A (o R s, Xt
PEAEH] S LT, o~ 7.32 d, 40 5148 FKBP52 25 14 ¥
N AR A 465 1 6.83 d 13,55 d, A3 9 d i Y
EHT D BT R N 81.11% (K1), BIHAET R
43 5% FKBP52 85 [ B M e a7 S i E 4 T
44.44 A~ 4y J5OF1 35.55 4 H 43 1 (P<0.05, 3R 1) o
FKBP52 £ 1 5 4B E I A H 9 d i, TR S 22
THAET- %8 65.51% IR 2 PR R0 T2 LU TR R 2

WHCT AR TE T 15.60 1 H 40 . BEE A FAY
PMRIEE I HEHON 24.10, %4 A RPN AR
2.3 AREAIEITFIEE] DI KRR SEE R RN
2.3.1 B ILE LR A CarE&E 09 % h

G to T4 E R 5 FKBPS2 EHBEA i 1 d s
VEAEH] R Py CarE 151 3 /N T 4 TS B i o
HAT FKBPS2 & 15 H 5 136 1 (P<0.05) , & F
SRAETTR PR K H 5 FKBPS2 28 A i P AL i)
LR CarE 15 PR XM 6 3453 511360 0] B dnd 25 FAIK
T 7.9% F121.7%(P<0.05) ; 4 fo 4% (B 5 FKBP52
HEHBA M 2 dJ5 PR 1A PN CarE T5ME 1 3K
T4t TSR 20 AN FKBPS2 48 201 i By 36 P
(P<0.05) , 5%t HEAH L, 4 f T2 AB iR FLH] . FKBP52
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N7/ T T S

5148

A RS St TR B A 6 G P e i
N CarE I T B0 il , 43 0 50 0) BE G & B AR T
28.2%.27.7% F123.0% (P<0.05) ; 4 o, T L¢ fE # 5
FKBP52 £ P& 3 d )5 P AE 8] AR N CarE 1%
P d 2 KT 4 1 S B TR S H I FKBPS2 & 1 ER H

Je 5 (P<0.05 ) , Hovb 4 fo 7 A B U 5 A T
£ I 2 /N T FKBPS2 85 1 B 5 #9967 (P<0.05) ,
HUA 4 T 50 5 5 VG A6 8 T 1A Y CarE 1 1
Bl 2 P ) BRI 2 BRI T 37.2% (1P<0.05,
#22).

F1 AELEREEEEESHNEITIRTE

Table 1 Cumulative mortality rate of Frankliniella occidentalis after different treatment durations %
Qb3 Treatment 1d 2d 3d 44 5d 6d 7d 8d 9d

X CK 0.00+ 0.00+ 3.33+ 5.56+ 5.56+ 7.78+ 11.11+ 1556+  17.78+

0.00a  0.00b 333a 1.92a 1.92a 1.92a  5.09b 1.92b  5.09b

FKBP52 %[ FKBP52 protein ~ 0.00+ 222+ 5.56+ 6.67+ 7.78+ 1333+ 1778+ 2444+  36.67+
0.00 a 1.92ab 3.84a 333a 384a 88la  693b  9.62b 1527b

SR 2.22+ 444+ 6.67+  10.00+ 1444+ 2556+ 2778+ 3333+ 4556+
Metarhizium anisopliae 1.92a 1.92a  0.00a 333a 384a 10.71a  9.18ab  16.66b 22.69b

Lo FHHER+FKBP2 &1 2.22+ 444+ 5.56+ 7.78+  18.89+  31.11= 4333+ 56.67+ 81.11+

Metarhizium anisopliae+ 1.92a 1.92a 3.85a 5.09a 1895a 2036a 20.8la 1333a 693a

FKBP52 protein

T EAE B bR 2% o A [R/NE B8 28 Duncan [T &2 W 22 246 56 2% 5 1 25 (P<0.05) . Data are meant+

SD. Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference by Duncan’s new multiple range test (P<0.05).

R2 AEAEXALE DK NBXBESEEILT BTSRRI

Table 2 Effects of different treatments on the detoxifying enzyme activities and chitinase activity of Frankliniella occidentalis

GST it PO Itk CarE JLT s
Lbym Glutathione-S transferase Phenoloxidase Carboxylesterase Chitinase
Treatment activity/(U/L) activity/(U/L) activity/(U/L) activity/(U/L)
1d 2d 3d 1d 2d 3d 1d 2d 3d 1d 2d 3d
X HE CK 480+ 6.14+ 639+ 53.69+ 55.86+ 53.01+ 27.57+ 27.80+ 22.90+ 28.77+ 34.15+ 34.79+
0.08b 0.19b 0.13a 087a 3.69a 443a 0.15a 057a 1.76ab 024b 0.74ab 0.34a
S TEAERE 544+ 537+ 565+ 3857+ 5242+ 39.83+ 2539+ 19.95+ 1437+ 32.69+ 3546+ 29.64+
Metarhizium 034a 029c 025b 095c¢ 1.09a 1.65b 0.66b 07l1c 0.80c 090a 0.67a 0.86¢c
anisopliae
FKBP52 5 H 5174 6.95+ 624+ 42.14+ 51.92+ 43.18+ 28.80+ 20.09+ 22.17+ 31.86+ 3425+ 32.07+
FKBP52 protein  0.11ab 0.13a 0.12a 1.74b 0.76a 0.18b 0.60a 0.08c 0.82b 0.04a 0.14ab 0.81b
SEFEERET 539+ 655t 6.03+ 3324+ 5234+ 50.64+ 21.60+ 21.42+ 2575+ 31.58+ 33.95+ 3244+
FKBP52 #H 0.29ab 0.05ab 0.14ab 1.52d 1.04a 091a 048c 033b 123a 0.77a 0.13b 0.88b
Metarhizium
anisopliae+
FKBP52 protein

FRRE S B R 2 o [ F)AR [/ NE TR IR 42 Duncan FG T2 % 22 W5 K6 56 22 57 8. 3 (P<0.05) ., Data are meanz

SD. Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference by Duncan’s new multiple range test (P<0.05).

2.3.2 AT LE LKk APOE G F R

St THHETE 5 FKBPS2 EABES ] 1 d s
VEAE BT TR Py PO 1 1 B /N T4t T o (B R 2R
1 FKBP52 & A 5L H 5 B9 1 1 (P<0.05) , Hih 4 f
TR B P S 3G PE 35 I T FKBPS2 8 L]
Je BTGP (P<0.05) , 5% BEAA LL , 4 0 SR 1 20
F \FKBP52 [ 5 KL 5 4 0 7 SR AR B A
JH 5 V5 46 0 44 Py PO Y5 P 25 4 8 254 1, 4301 44
Xif BAREAR T 28.29%.21.5% F1138.1%(P<0.05) ; 4bFE 2 d

I, 4TS Ve Z [ 40 B 35 25 57 et ol
5 FKBP52 8 A H 3 d J5 PH A6 #] SR P PO
TR K T4t F 4R R A 5L H I FKBPS2 & 1 51
FHJG A3 (P<0.05) , 5% BEAH L , 4 T4 B B
FH \FKBP52 4 [ 5 5 V8 AL & iR P PO 16 M1 4
A, 2 Akt R BRI T 25.0% F119.0%
(P<0.05,%%2),
233 xEILE LK AGSTE M F R

E X REAHLL , G T AR S 1 dJS VE R
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TP GST IE MRS , et IR B 1R 1 13.3%(P<
0.05) , [H 5 FHAth 2 4~ 4b #L 2 [R] 22 534 2. 3% ; FKBP52
FEAPH MRS A TR A 2 dJ5 P e ]
RN GST 6 B3 K T4 FaEE R a1
1 (P<0.05) , 5XFREAILL , 4 fo AR e i U S v
AEH PR P GST 7 Pl i 2 4l 4500 B Il 35 A1
T 12.6%(P<0.05) , FKBP52 &5 |1 571 5 74 A6 6 4
P GST 7 PR B BTG , %t IR Sl 35 4 8 17 13.29% (P<
0.05) ; 5 XF B EL , & fo TR R 5 3 d 5 v AL i
LA N GST 16 PR 0 2 i, B BRI T 11.6%
(P<0.05) , 1 F{% T FKBP52 % (H 8 5 s 1k
{H 55 FKBPS2 # A 22 5 A8 3 (P<
0.05,%2).
2.4 AREGEIELEDILT REERIFME

X REAR L, £ o TSR S CFKBPS2 & [
S S TAERA T 1 A5, Fiiesi D
PR JL T TR BTG 200 800G , 29 43 ) v R v T
13.7%.10.8% F19.8% (P<0.05) ,{H = 2 [a] & 7 A
WE 4 T SEE 5 FKBPS2 A 2 d
J&i , PUACH] S AR N LT BTG P 0 35 /N T 2R B o
FHAIE PE(P<0.05) , H 5 HAth 2 4~ b 21 22 S5 oA i 255
FKBP52 & [ 5 ML 5 4 B i A A 3 d
J , VEAG I A N LT Rl 6 4 R T A fa Ta
BT B H 5 B TE 2 (P<0.05) , HLIX 3 M BRI JL T
o S AR AL, 43 00 IR i 2 R AIR T 14.8%
7.9% F16.8% (P<0.05,%2) .

3 T

Shy W R 6 2 JR | AR HIE 5 R G D 2R
FKBP52 Fl 4 i, - & 5 1 3 [6] B 36 74 48 &) 5
FKBP52 154 SRR I A 1 A 9 KA, 7
Aot B AE TR I TR 81.11%, PrF & 146
R 24.10, W HAASEREN . HEFAE(2021) F1H
FKBP52 £ [ FIZR B A 1EH 10 dJ5 4R CIE (Y
FET- %55 93.33%, FKBP52 % [ B 3545 Tt T 48
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