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Abstract; The effects of eight isolates of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungi on the plant growth and root colonization of
Astragalus adsurgens were investigated in greenhouse pot experiment with backfill soil of open pit mining area. The results
showed that two isolates of G. mosseae from Jiangxi and Xinjiang increased the biomass of plant and effectively enhanced P
and N nutrition of host plant. The infection rates of these two isolates were above 50% , and the number of extraradical
propagule was more than that of the other isolates. It was proved that the ecological adaptability of two isolates, G. mosseae-
2 and G. mosseae-3 in the backfill soil were significantly higher than that of the other isolates; they are expected to benefit

the plant cover reconstruction and ecological restoration in open pit mining area.
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ERRER A, BEEFLBREA/N, RS ZRIMR ), AR TH AR R K 45374 B, T 5%
WA AEBRERIRE . CHAE TR, BT X IR 18 B3 B T T R 8K &S5 5RAF w1 A2
PR, BRI XA A N S SR AR S R G A TR T Hp L1

MAECEAR (arbuscular mycorrhiza , AM) B EEAE R 701 )12 B i 19— 28 HIRMAY), B SHEYIRRE
RIS R AR S R G PR EEE ATV B RS RU 9 oAt Sk B oLt T DA e 4
AR AR R X 35 MR ORAR BB AR, B 4 8 BG H2E K ) s AML BL B B3 ik B 22 O B S8 AN S W2 0
W RS SR + K R vk R SR AR O B, R R AR e ) T k3 A B H R 454, R TSR R 3%
SHHIML . van der Heijden 251 fBFST R £, MAREREMNE AR ESREMYF B HE, HAREE
AR E B YA Y SR SRR, BHRRY, METER AT DL R e 0 KR FE Y s
AR . BRI A R B R BB AR X IR BEIA R ¥ T BT M A SR A B T R R
B AR IR, R T F A AR R, BEARZE ST X R SRR R X i R S A A E
HIRT R O o ARIR A R, B Ry B X EE E Y E YV ITRE , ZE 88 R 0135 + 3% E3ef
ANIF) AM B, G 3 3 N T RR R XA R B AM LT , B DA AR SR R AR AL AR AR
1 HREFH=E
1.1 #he

BHASEY) - WD FTRE (Astragalus adsurgens Pall) , FEFPHTRF 78 70 WK #5053 1% #) I EER D 10min JE47R
AR, FZEIBK U5 BT 28 ~ 30 CHE A P2

AR AM EEE R (#R) : Glomus diaphanum , Glomus microoaggregatum , Acaulospora mellea, Glomus intrara-
dices , Glomus etunicatum , Glomus mosseae-1, Glomus mosseae-2, Glomus mosseae-3 2 8 Ff , FFh3k B JbaT i ek
PHEEBAEY) E S S RIEPIR T E XK B ARZES B R o B AR B R BT % U5 ( Bank of Glomales in Chi-
na, BGC)” RIS WK 1,

PR WANFE L FLBERIEEHNEE B R E R X, KRR N : 2% 0. 108g-kg ™', )
AR 23.9 mg-kg ', HPLR 2. 71g-Kg, B35 (Olsen-P) 1.22 g-kg ™', 3% 4F (NH,0AC-K)23.6 mg-kg ' ,EC
4.96 mS-m~" ,pH =9.38, 447 0.10 mg-kg ™', 24 10 mg-kg™', 441 3.8 mg-kg ', 24 26.5 mg-kg ™', &7
1.5 mg-kg ', ZBHKHEGEHEH.

*1 EMKRERESHS
Table 1 The origin and number of AM fungi

wm R s MEASRESWEARET o o
Treatment AM fungi The number of Bank of Th,e number of National Natural Source Host plant
Glomales in China( BGC) Science and Technology Platform
CK — — — — —
Tl G. diaphanum BGC GZ01-2 - S 1% Sophora japonica
T2 G. microaggregatum  BGC HLJO1A - VT #5E Phellodendron amurense
T3 A. mellea BGC BJ02A-1 1511C0001 BGCAMO0020 Jbxt 75 Gingo biloba
T4 G. intraradices BGC AHO1 — e Y F B Cynodon dactylon
TS G. etunicatum BGC NMO02B — INE3 T Artemisia annua
T6 G. mosseae BGC HEB02 - Wit EXK Zea mays
T7 G. mosseae BGC JX01 — 7LYg H:4E Osmanthus fragrans
T8 G. mosseae BGC XJo1 1511C0001BGCAMO0016 B BraEdE Allium flavidum
1.2 F¥:

IR AR T B R T R AL AL CK, DL 334 AM B G. diaphanum

G. microoaggregatum . A. mellea .G. intraradices . G. etunicatum ., G. mosseae-1. G. mosseae-2 . G. mosseae-3,3£1t 9
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PR, TR 4 IR, B b EE B T & D 20g, AR HR AL B i A S5 B 5 K B 5T A 20ml
BRI, ARIEH B AW RS — 2, A3 1600g, 7% 15 kL, i # /5 A B 8 #R. MW AR BIA
FARREEDOK , HHER ) SKBAERTER KT KERN 5% . BE%H 1 K Hoagland EFF¥K 100ml, F A
KHEAFEEE 3 WE R

EFRFMT , DITHAERZ A K 2 120d Yk, HRTE 60 ~70°C T4t 72h, FR T 5 I I & MR A
(BLEREE) B (PURE ) S &, WARRYR SRR ABKEEY L, Trouvelot A. %™ R HRRR
e, HHEP R R 2 REE . BARSUN MEAR Bk STk R A AR5

EARZUE T (%) = [(BRHEY TYE - AEFEYTYE)/ NEFEYTHE] x 100

AR R (% ) = [ (RS R (R) B - RN gy s (R) &)/ mREy % (R) &]
x 100

L SAS B4 X 30 B R #E AT GE 1T 2 0T, 5% KPR LSD £ L BRI & AL B B 22 1B] i 22 57 1B
=
2 RS
2.1 A[E AM E XU FTHE R A KRN

AN FHEERN LBV THE T E R AR 1, /] AR AEEE T ERHEHAR, B/ G
mosseae-2 . G. mosseae-3 EIEIN T HMRK T E, JLHELL G. mosseae-3 FAEHIERREE . SXHRAL, HAith
HeAp AL AT FE R T E T B0, Ab 3 T4 BN G. intraradices BEEFEAR T ITHE MM THIE

F1 TE AM EREHI D FTRER £ AL
Table 1 Effect of different isolates inoculation on the growth of the Astragalus adsurgens

b B T Dry weight (g-pot™") AN Mycorrhizal
Treatment Isolates of AMF i1 34 Shoot #Z& Root MY Total dry weight effectiveness (% )

CK - 3.15 be 5.38 be 8.53 be 0

T1 G. diaphanum 3.06 be 4.83 cd 7.89 be -7.5
T2 G. microaggregatum 3.74 ab 5.58 be 9.32 b 9.2
T3 A. mellea 3.53 abe 4.68 cd 8.21 be -3.8
T4 G. intraradices 2.88 ¢ 4.22d 7.10 ¢ -16.8
TS G. etunicatum 3.35 abe 5.95 be 9.30 b 8.9
T6 G. mosseae-1 3.60 abe 4.13d 7.73 ¢ -9.4
T7 G. mosseae-2 3.94 a 5.35 be 9.29b 8.9
T8 G. mosseae-3 4.07 a 7.06 a 11.13a 30.4

B2 FH LSD kA 34k PR 6] 22 5 A B, 7] — AL A R ) 3 B R R 22 57 18 8 5% B KF (T )  The LSD method was used to test the

significance of difference, mean values followed the same letters in a column are not significantly different at P < 0.05( The same below)

BN (k) ZIB1 22 AR B ., 3P G. mosseae-2 | G. mosseae-3 Ab3R E AR b 78T 8 W2 & THA G.
diaphanum .G. intraradices RE38 ; BeFP G. mosseae-3 AEFRFIFEMR T B35 5 T HAth 6 NP Ab3E

PR AR ZBUR S 7E — B A5 TR L B IR SRR A= A 3808 K /0N , AT AR SR 000 S e P o 2 PR AR AE A AL )
IR S . IR 1 R IL, AN [ 52 R Ak 2 0 B AR AN R [R], Fo o G mosseae- 3 (1) T AR 280N B 1, 35 B
30. 4% ;G. microaggregatum .G. etunicatum .G. mosseae-2 AR IR Z , Y5 8.9% ; G. diaphanum ., A. mellea .
G. intraradices ,G. mosseae-1 F TR MR RN 15 R T 8500 o
2.2 R[F] AM EBERXYD AT HE A BN

SxtHEAHE, ¥ G. diaphanum  A. mellea . G. intraradices . G. etunicatum , G. mosseae- 1, G. mosseae-2 . G.
mosseae-3 W ERE T VPITHEH FESM SRR FTARAMCHY B EHM TRANSHE (R2),

55X B LG, SR AL B R T AR AR AR R IR B E T B R B R R 2 R, R G
mosseae-2 G. mosseae-3 JLFRYLITHE )l b AR B B35 5 T HABIEAP AL B, BEFh G. mosseae3 REFRYDITHE AR
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RRpERE R (K2) .

HR AR HeRh 50 BEAE MR I el B TR AR I ST R L 3 . S5 R B, R RIEFP AL B B 22 P i Ikt
BRELRAFAEZE T, 5 G. mosseae-2 . G. mosseae-3 AL F) AR U TTRR LU 3B B/ T H B AL, 4351 K 46 F1
54% ; G. diaphanum .G. intraradices W) MR TTHR EL R, BMKT 30% (£ 2) .

®2 AR AM HH ( B#R) 0T RER BB f9 %500
Table 2 Effect of different isolates inoculation on the P uptake of Astragalus adsurgens

Bk Pk P concentration(mg-kg ") Wik P uptake(mg-pot ™) LT e
Isolates of AMF 34 Shoot #Z& Root |34 Shoot #Z& Root Mycorrhizal P contribution (% )
CK 10.87 e 0.46 ¢ 3.43d 2.47d 0

G. diaphanum 12.65 cd 0.79 cd 3.80 cd 3.80 ¢ 22

G. microaggregatum 12.29 de 0.73 cd 4.60 be 4.03 be 32

A. mellea 12.73 ed 0.84 be 4.48 be 3.93 be 30

G. intraradices 13.14 bed 1.01 a 3.77 cd 4.30 be 27

G. etunicatum 13. 88 abc 0.67 d 4.62 be 4.04 be 32

G. mosseae- 1 13.33 bed 1.06 a 4.81b 4.35 be 36

G. mosseae-2 15.15 a 0.93 ab 5.97 a 5.02b 46

G. mosseae-3 14.21 ab 1.01 a 5.74 a 7.15 a 54

2.3 K[E AM EBEXUFTRE R AR

A3 3 mJH, S5XFRRAHEL , 358 A. mellea . G. intraradices . G. mosseae- 1. G. mosseae-2 . G. mosseae-3 HIFEARAR
REABDERTX BRI KR G mosseae-2 5b, fir A H AL FEXT VO FTHEAE MR EH & A EH KA AR
R

MR AM B REXHIPITHER RO R AR RE , AUF Hef C. mosseae-3 A3 18 4R & T M Mkih b
FRFIAR R R AR, T H B S T A A b3

AR AL X N I SRR LU R R AFE 225, el G. mosseae-3 Rb3H (1 AR W WA BTk L 2 B 8.
B THEAH,G. diaphanum .G. intraradices . G. etunicatum BRI TTER HERBAK, KT 10% (F£3),

®3 TR AM EH (Hbk) 2T REWR &R i %500
Table 3 Effect of different isolates inoculation on the N uptake of Astragalus adsurgens

bk FiFE 2 A & P concentration(mg-kg™!) FERE A & P uptake(mg-pot ~1) PRI BT R

Isolates of AMF Mycorthizal
b3 Shoot H A& Root 34 Shoot M ZE& Root P contribution (% )
CK 11.28 abc 3.97d 35.5 be 21.23 de 0
G. diaphanum 11.80 ab 4.47 cd 35.8 be 20.80 e 0
G. microaggregatum 10.97 bed 5.16 bd 40.9b 28.64 b 18
A. mellea 10.36 cd 5.80 ab 36.3 be 27.11 ¢b 11
G. intraradices 11.67 ab 6.39 a 33.0 ¢ 26.77 cbd 5
G. etunicatum 12.24 a 3.79d 40.6 b 22.54 cde 10
G. mosseae- 1 10.72 bed 6.40 a 38.6 be 26.40 bede 12
G. mosseae-2 10.09 d 5.97 ab 39.7b 31.93 b 20
G. mosseae-3 11.69 ab 6.28a 47.2 a 44.50 a 38

2.4 A AM EEMERFARINE AL E

HE 1R UFEL, AR AM EBXPITIENERFLREZR B E ., G intraradices . G. mosseae- 1., G. mosseae-
2.G. mosseae-3 WIRYLRILE 40% LU L, RACHT 5@ FHEYIER TEFHHAERR, HAER (#R) KR
RIGBAR, AR 10% o
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Fig.1 Colonization of different AM fungi after inoculating on Astragalus adsurgens
CK: A4ERIALIHE no treatment, T1 : $%F} G. diaphanum T2 ;. 3R} G. microoaggregatum , T3 ; %Fh A. mellea, T4 . 3R} G. intraradices, TS5 : % G.
etunicatum ,T6 ; 3R} G. mosseae-1,T7 ; 1R} G. mosseae-2,T8 ; $F} G. mosseae-3

mE 2 B] 40, R G. diaphanum . G. microaggregatum .G. mosseae-2 . G. mosseae-3 [ TIE Pl T F 4 B &
X, AR FE WA ZF, Ko G mosseae-2 [l 1 % B & ,20 X T 9175 400 £+
G. diaphanum .G. microaggregatum i G. mosseae-3 YR Z ,7E 150 LA L ; G. etunicatum A, {XIL>
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Fig.2 Spore density of AM fungi in the different treatment soil
CK: A4ERIALIHE no treatment, T1 : $%F} G. diaphanum T2 ;. 3R} G. microoaggregatum , T3 ; %Fh A. mellea, T4 . 3R} G. intraradices, TS5 : % G.
etunicatum ,T6 ; 3R G. mosseae-1,T7 ; $EFl G. mosseae-2 , T8 ; HF} G. mosseae-3

AR AM EFFEKRE HIEPREZKENAE Z5, HA G. mosseae-2 . G. mosseae-3 Fx 5 , G. diaphanum A.
mellea .G. etunicatum K (& 3) .

MER R T REMEZKE 3 MRBEEERKKBTROKIER A LA 1, G. mosseae 5 FIPFTHER ST
AR, B G. intraradices F 5y SUPFTRER ST LA (K (B HARSNEFHIAEE KD, C. etunicatum F A. mellea 155
REVITHMR R, HARINEFERE IR . C. mosseae Fit NN [R] MR B AR SN B FH R B B 22 R EK, IUF 2 6.

mosseae-2 > G. mosseae-3 > G. mosseae-1
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Fig.3 Hyphae length of AM fungi in the different treatment soil
CK: REFALHE no treatment, T1 ; $F] G. diaphanum , T2 ; $Ff G. microoaggregatum , T3 ; :Fh A. mellea , T4 ; R} G. intraradices,T5 ; %7} G.
etunicatum ,T6 ; 3R} G. mosseae-1,T7 ; 1R} G. mosseae-2,T8 ; $F} G. mosseae-3

3 g

i AM H A MMER FEIEERE AM BEXE EAEYN ERERMEEIER. BEEEMRD AM B
BRI 8 R AR X BT R B, BOEAE ) i A HOIR L 5 [ 3V P AR A/ B 25 3 48 v 398 Jo 2 T [ 4 il
FHPHERRR o AR FF L AM BB FAEY) 9 B R o 0% 08 Ak bR B 1T , B LU TS
FHEY Y B R BE RN £, 5% —EHX N EREAEYFE0, AFERER R B KEME T
T, EARR Y RAE R A R TR IR L , B R YRR B R AM BN R  TTT AM. BB 7E I
T B R B B FE AR S D o 22 A , X T IHAE FH TR AP 0 T3 B vE BB A T3 R & M R R B
B MR AN 2298 B AM B RS E SR RE ST o

AR5 BT R P R RS X 3, R A A A S B IMK. BARFEDRIER 8 # AM EH 5
R, ok B HEEI AR G. mosseae-3 XDFTHEA K R HE/E P A o , B BRIAR R0 foe i 5 20 7ok B B e VL N SR
YLV B G. microaggregatum . G. etunicatum . G. mosseae- 2 ) B AR N IR Z; T G. diaphanum ., A. mellea
G. intraradices ,G. mosseae-1 WX YHATHE M A= K EA MR HEAE R, BTk B 5 JLa L8 Wik, W AM K
PR R 2 X VD AT FE IR R TTRR SRR , K250 AM X V¥ T FEAE RS . R & B AR A (RSB, sk B VLY
FIHT R P BIARG. mosseae-2 \G. mosseae-3 X YD FTREFE MM A& B I T 22 T STk LR d iy, FoMt S AP i
i CBR) H TR 22 ST ik LRI . S5 SRR Ik B A R AE 25 45 44 1) AM BT T HO&E N RB T A [A], =
STV FT FE ) A= 2000 R B 225 R R R R ) BT SR AR E 22 o

AM ETE XA B A KON A BT B R T BT A P22 R PR A A TFF 1, AN R AR 1R e 28
FHEME LK ESEYHERAERRER . THOMMKERE " WET 3 MAFRIER Glomus mosseae
B, RN FREFHERLBAXN=EENEZWBRAMEE. AR SE L FEHHD
G. mosseae IR IR YL 38 \F6F 95 BE AV BR 224K BE Ym0 , XSV 4T BE 14 A A 5800 1 T 22 % 28 B MR AL 19 BT ik
WIS TR G. intraradices KR YR , oy SUPTRE RS LA (K, (B AR SN BT (A B & 520 5 [FFE 43
B BHMILK G. mosseae- 1 HIIZ YL R 5, (H H AR /N E R A& WV ; G. diaphanum ., G. microaggregatum .
A. melleafl G. etunicatum ¥R GAZIVPFTIEMR R, H A. mellea F1 G. etunicatum IR INER AR EHE /D, FE
FATTRS VD FTRE B AR BOREARAIR , L A AR o BRI FRATTIN v BB BAR AR e R AR S D ST (gl & 2 R P AE —
FERHI LR FR , PIE WA IR B —E R B R FIE , SUAS BE R XY A FIFE T

25 ERTIR, BT 8 FPOR R VL B AR B 4328 1918 EAE Y FOR IR b S5 AR AR AR, 3R B =X T HE
F A R R 8 R X R - S AR 25 B B 1 AR R, X S AT IS & B s a5 - M. AR
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i35 4 25 B YLV FFT B A G. mosseae W/ BEME R AR #R , AT A8 K80 X BIE H WA P18 B Fkolb A&
=R

References ;

[1] LongJ, Huang C Y, Teng Y, et al. Preliminary study on soil microbes and soil biochemical activities in mining wasteland. Acta Ecologica Sinica,
2003, 23(3) :496 —503.

[2] LeiDM, Duan C Q, Wang M. Soil fertility and heavy metal Contamination in Abandoned Regions of Different Mine Tailings in Yunnan Province.
Journal of Agro-Environment Science,2007,26(2) :612 —616.

[3] WeiZY,HuZ Q,Bai Z K. The loose heaped ground method of soil reconstruction on the stack piles of open pit coalmine. Journal of China Coal
Society,2001,6 (1) :18 —21.

[4] SongF Q, Yang G T, Meng F R. The rhzospheric of seedlings of Populus ussruiensis colonized by arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM ) fungi. Ecology and
Environment, 2004, 13 (2) ;211 —216.

[5] YuJ D. Primary study of mycorrhiza used for reclamation in northwest. Journal of Xi’ an University of Science & Technology, 2000, 20
(supplement) ;77 —81.

[6] CallCA, Davies F T. Effects of vesicular-arbuscular mycorrhizae on survival and growth of perennial grasses in lignite overburden in Texas.
Agriculture Ecosystems and Environment, 1988 ,24 (4) :395 —405.

[7] FengG,Zhang Y F,Li X L. Effect of external hyphae of arbuscular mycorrhizal plant on water stable aggregates in sandy soil. Journal of Soil and
Water Conservation,2001,15 (4): 99 —102.

[ 8] van der Heijden, Klironimos N, Ursic M, et al. Mycorrhizal fungal diversity determines plant biodiversity, ecosystem variability and productivity.
Nature, 1998, 396 (5): 69 —72.

[ 9] Noyd R K, Pfleger F L and Norland M R. Field responses to added organic matter, arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, and fertilizer in reclaimation of
tocanite iron ore tailing. Plant and Soil, 1996, 179 .89 —98.

[10] Bi Y L. New culture technology and ecological effects of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in land reclamation. Beijing: Geological Publishing House,
2007.41 —73

[11] Horst V, Andrew P C, Urs W, et al. Ink and vinegar, a simple staining technique for arbuscular-mycorrhizal fungi. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology, 1998, 64(12) :5004 —5007.

[12] Trouvelot A, Kough J L, Gianinazzi Pearson V. Mesure du taux de mycorhization VA d’ un systeme radiculaire. Recherche de methods destimation
ayant une signification fonctionnelle. Physiological and Genetical Aspects of Mycorrhizae. Paris; INRA Press,1986. 217 —221

[13] Jakobsen I, Abbott L K, Robson A D. Extemal hyphae of vesicular-arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi associated with Trifolium subterraneum L. 1.
Spread of hyphae and phosphorus inflow into roots. New Phytologist, 1992, 120:371 —380.

[14] Wang C X, Qin L, Feng G, et al. Effects of three arbuscular-mycorrhizal fungi on growth of cucumber seedlings. Journal of Agro-Environment
Science, 2003, 22(3) :301 —303.

[15] Qian C, Cai X B, Gai J P, et al. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizae inoculation on the growth and phosphorus uptake of sand fixation plant on the
Tibetan. Plant Nutrition and Fertilizer Science, 2006, 12(4) ;537 —543.

[16] Abbott L K, Robson A D and Gazey C. Selection of inoculant vesicular-arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi. Methods in the Microbiology, 1992, 24.1 —
21.

[17] Abbott L K. Comparative anatomy of vesicular-arbuscular mycorrhizas formed on subterranean clover. Australian Journal of Botany, 1982, 97 ;437
—446.

[18] Liu B F, Zhao Q, Zhu J, et al. Screening of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi with high ecological adaptations in purple soil. Journal of Southwest
Agricultural University ( Natural Science) , 2006, 28 (4) :577 —609.

[19] Wang Y S, Zhang M Q, Zhang C, et al. Selection of salt tolerant isolate of VA mycorrhizal fungi. Acta Pedologica Sinica, 1994, 31

(Supplement) ;79 — 83.

http ://www. ecologica. cn



3736 A

Bt
i
b

29 &

B EHk:

(1] Jedd, BB 5, BN, 5. 0 X RS 4 e A 4y RO AR AR TR . A2 252 ,2003,23(3) 1496 ~503.

(2] W&M, BERM, V. B ARG KBl 5E SR EIIPH. R IFERSH,2007,26(2) :612 ~616.

(3] BUESHIRBL, HF R R HE L5 6 “ MR m ” B Oy ik, R4 ,2001,26 (1) .18 ~21.

(4] Rmd, pEw, ZER,E AMEERICRITEE AR HORNTIS. 4:53545,2004,13 (2) :211 ~216.

(5] HRLAR. R EREARBATIGICHIX T30 R BAIIR. VLRI Bes 1, 2000,20 (447) .77 ~81.

(7] ¥SE,5RER, 2B AR EE 5N 3 2200 T 3OK R R ATE BRI SE . 7K £ AR F554%,2001,15 (4) : 99 ~102.
[10] Eeqiin. AAVBCRARSEIR AR K 4 52 B A 2S00 . Jbat : i R, 2007. 41 ~73.

(14] EAB%E,Z0% H1E 4. =R MR AR BB SRSl AR I IR R 3R 8ERL 242441 ,2003,22(3 ) :301 ~303.

(15] o, WA , SE AT, 45, DS BRI AR 18 0 74 50 J O A A MR AR ) S RS TR S B4R, 2006,12(4) 537 ~543.
(18]  XUFRI5, AL, SR, 4. T SR - v AR Z3E 17 BB ) AT AR BB 07 k. P b RS2 4 ( B ARBIAEAR ) ,2006,28 (4) 2577 ~609.
(191  E4h3, sRP, Kk, 5. VA TR ETIERER IO LE. 13241, 1994,31 (H47)) .79 ~ 83.

http ://www. ecologica. cn



	07c26.pdf
	07c27.pdf
	07c28.pdf
	07c29.pdf
	07c30.pdf
	07c31.pdf
	07c32.pdf
	07c33.pdf

