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Effects of fertilization and soil management on microbial biomass and community
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Abstract; Based on a field study of the aquic brown soil in the suburbs of Shenyang City in Northeast China over a
consecutive 19 years, the effects of fertilization and soil management on the microbial biomass (C and N) and communities
were investigated. The results showed that microbial biomass of the bare land and farmland was low. Fertilization increased
the microbial biomass, especially when mineral fertilizers and pig manure (NPK + M) were applied. DGGE fingerprinting
indicated a high similarity in the distribution of most bacterial bands among all treatments, and the bacterial diversity of the
bare land was the highest. There were significant variations of fungal community structure among different treatments. Long-
term fertilization increased fungal diversity and manure was more effective than mineral fertilizer to increase fungal diversity.
Long-tem fertilization and soil management had a large effect on the ammonia-oxidizing bacteria structure in soil. Moreover,
manure and mineral fertilizer influenced the ammonia-oxidizing bacterial communities in different ways. When applied
together NPK + M increased the diversity most significantly. On the contrary, fertilization and soil management had less
effect on the bacterial communities. Cluster analysis suggested that soil management practice had a larger effect on the

community structures of bacteria, fungi and ammonia-oxidizing bacteria than fertilization.
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FIZAEER S 2 Mo 3 R B AL E B E R . A TIREN, RSB 2 LM Y B
S NI M A S, RS AT FH AT AR 8 S W A W B BRI BR M B TR AR B A HLAE AN {33
I T AN R R E R, T EE N T R AL ST RE R AR | R R ST AR A 1 e B
Xof H A P RR I R R A R S IR R A EEE X,

48 99% LA LA IR RTESL I EAT] B3R, A IR BRI K J& , MR R 22 1 22 3 It 377K
- BINR B A 2R, EAMETF R PCR-DGGE AW 3 AL Fl 1 5845 X + 30 A W BE VR 454

SR T T E A A HRGE D, Stark 2270 R, KA A B XS - M MRS R LA A B B, H K

WM FA VIR IR R E L T MU FE ) Wakelin 251 BT % PR, AR 2534 H il P 80 IE %o B 1 10
MR R . B e e okt A 2 B Th 353 P I BOR X AR SR BUE M SRR T

IRl 9& Tt A 30 TR T AR BV O R R S I B0 T, 25 B A A T EL T AT RE TR AR O BIF 9 4 0
AEMNERE—RRBE A HERIEE AR, A B EEEEIER, TR L EP AR
EAEMXTRAFIHAABER L. HIL, AFI0R 557555 PCR-DGGE £ ARMSE &, LA HRHBe 1L BH A &5 3
K NHRI A&, XA [t AE R0 3 B B U E A ik R A T R A S Bl i B
TSR HEAT T IUE 4347, B 78 B B ek b 2 B T AE vT 82 B B X 43 LR B AR, b L b &
A PR AL HE o
1 #RERZE
1.1 BFFTsts AR

ARG 1E b E A= B vk P AR 2 Ee uh (41°32'N,122°23'E) i#47, b 40 T F A0 WP JE A &80 A< , P FH LA
4 35 km Ab, J& BR IR R I 0 08 KR ME R RS A%, W24 B, RIS, B R R A RES . FEHRE
T—8C ,EEZY KR 24°C, =10C 4 1 3h FRL IR S~ 3300—3400°C , X PH & & 9 B & 5409. 9—5599. 8
kJ-em ™ JGFEH 147—168 d, AE[ETTE -1 600—700 mm, RE AT 1990 4E, +- el itriR , iR 56 Ho ) 4R 3
R R 1,

F1 AEBAERBLUER
Table 1 Soil physical and chemical factors of study site

HAE HR

SRR 2R L% e ; ; A LB
. . . Available Available X
Sampling depth Total nitrogen Total phosphorus  Total potassium . Organic matter pH
Jem /(g kg ) /(g kg!) /(gkg™") phosphorus potassium /(gkg1)
g-kg grkg g-kg /(mg-kg™1) /(mg-kg!) g'kg
0—20 1.06 0.47 16.39 9.26 96.24 19.94 6.5

1.2 HEREZT

RIS 7 M, Kb Rk HASREARE : OFHAE (CK) ; @Q7EH 3 BIAE (M) , 844 R E R
80% MM , K GAEFF A ERFEF L LM G - B8, BAEF KR IE 0% B LR [F 4 b 38, B b, A4k
HH 1991 440 F S AR ; O AE (NPK) , BB FH & 46 N 150kg-hm =2, SR R I75, B FH & M 46 P
25kg-hm | FHE S BERRESHTH , K HE B M4l K 60kg-hm >, FIBREREF T ; @1LAE NPK + JE3 % 8 AE ( NPK
+M) ,NPK FR[RIAbEE 3, PR ERVERIALHE 2, /MR TEAN 162m” , SREUE K- Fok- KSR VEH B

He 3 f gy X050 : O (15T 1990 4) , BFEH R bR, (AR Y, 2
HERE; @FIFE (LT 1990 4F) , B Z )G, BEKEE M FHgE, FRE, NSRS & ; ORI (46 T 1990
) AT BREERSE, WL
1.3 BEERERS T

AR F 2008 424 H 15 H 76 &AL BREME T A 388 5, REEIRBE N 0—20em, B/NXCR 3 M
mYERNESE , BRI Z SIRA. il HEAERP RN AR EYRERMEEERY)E, o 2mm §,
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PR TR A BRI ER 4, —FR A L2 T A W AR BB VR, T — R4 A - 20°CARAF, 1 A N 4R R 1
DNA i 5E T3 AE Y 2R
1.3.1 YA ER. A E

SR Y BRI SR R AR K, SO, 3RO B B R R MR A M B RR ) K,
Cr, O, fInFEAAL-FeSO, i i€ VAU 18 s A W AR ) B AR B 8 AU E
1.3.2 3% DNA 485 R & BHE L (PCR) AR A% BE B v 7k ( DGGE )

(1) 133 3 DNA 32 H

DNA f3REUS IR Miller' ™! 9535 , S-S i3 A U 2L N 41 DNA Slifkifinl &t & DNA #4744k, R
J5 0. 8% HYZR I B i 3K AGL T

(2) 13 DNA /) PCR 3" 3%

4% DNA ) PCR ¥ £ {2 .3 2, R BEA 2R ¥4 : 10 x PCR buffer (£ Mg®* ) 5pl, il &% 8 (NTP)
4pl, 5% (10pmol » pl ') & 1pl, Taqg DNA A& H 1. 25U, B AR 1, £S5 I K B X ZE K 2 50l 374 7= 4 Fi
1. 2% BrHeEEE e B UK B & o BT S 19 K Taq B B £ TR (KiE) ARAFE B

#* 2 PCR-DGGE £
Table 2 PCR-DGGE condition used in this study

Cib & LS
DGGE condition
I 514 IR R _—
Primer PCR condition i34 :
X Denaturing
Polyacrylamide .
gradients
gel
341F-GC ( 5'-CGCCCGCCGCGC- ggoc 7‘;%‘"2‘ ,94°C9 1“‘;"’ gg:
CCCGCGCCCGTCCCGCCGCCCC 305’ o 3(;“‘("’ o ‘;y%js’ o)
#E Bacteria CGCCCGCCTACGGGAGGCAG- 8, D9 SUst — Lyt eyee), 8% 40% —60%
, , 72°C 2min, 9 cycles; 94°C 30s,
CAG3'), SI9R (§"-GTATTAC- ..o &R = =
A [15] s, min, 9 cycles;
CGCGGCTGCTGG-3") 1% 8 min
U1(5'-GTGAAATTGTTGAAAGG
GAA- 3'), U2-GC ( 5'-CGC- 94°C Smin; 94°C Imin, 50C
HH Fungi CCGCCGCGCGCGGCGGGCGGG  40s, 72°C 1min, 35cycles; 8% 30% —60%
GCGGGGGCACGGGGGGGACTC-  72°C 10min
CTTGGTCCGTGTT-3") [16]
-AMOf(5'-TGGGGRATAACG  94°C 5min; 94°C 1min, 65C
RAKAE  WEE—p oo 10% S 4% Loin
A - First PCR CAYCGAAAG-3'), B-AMOr 1min, 72°C 1min, 20cycles; 6% 30% —60%
d,"f'“m;]‘a':”“f s | (5'-AGACTCCGATCCGGAC 94%C 1min, 50°C 1min, 72°C 7 7 v
1mg bacena - roun TACG-3") [17] 1min, 12¢ycles; 72°C 10min
CTO189f-GC ( 5'-CCGCCGCGCE-
g —yp OCCGOCCGOGCGGGGGCACG 94 Smins 94C 1min, 65
ot PER’ GGGGGAGRAAAGYAGGG- Imin, 72°C 1min, 20cycles;
ec";‘ GATCG-3') , CT0654r(5'- 94°C 1min, 50°C 1min, 72C
roun CTAgCYTTgTAGTTTCAAACEC-  Imin, 12cycles; 72°C 10min

31) [18]

(3) LR BE B L ¥k (DGGE)

¥ Fi D-Code system ( Bio-Rad Laboratories Inc. , Hercules, CA, USA) %} PCR Jz i F=#¥)#£4T DGGE 43 #7,
SR TR T P B JEC Ve BE AN PEAR BE LR 2, EAR R 40pl, 5B 17 552 : 1 x TAE H 3K ZZ 0P ,200V,5h, HLIk 58
BEJ5 , i GeneFinder (BIO-V) BURPREEEE YL 5 45min, R Bio-Rad BE MG 3 HT 2R GE EEHE il B HL K 4%
WA, 0% B B B s B
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1.4 HdEabs

SEISHPE A Microsoft Excel 2003 J2 SPSS13. 0 S it#k{4-4b3 .

PCR-DGGE K i¥% F Bio-Rad /3 &] i) Quantity One 2X/4-747 , I RGEAKIEEi W 228X Cs(Dice coefficient ) %
FRAEANASUSNS S AR 2475 (UPGMA ) X BT 34 it i1 7 R I8 40 #r

Cs=2j/(a+b)

K ,j 2tfah A F B LKA, o F1 b 3702 A T B sh& B AR E, FE W LAXT DGGE &
A UK IEE b 8] AR L AT LU 5

HR4E #0138 7E DGGE 3% L4158 , 1154 Shannon-Wiener ¥4 (H) \F& B (S) MBS BE(E,) :

H=-Y p/np, ,E, = H/H,, = H/InS

KA s FR— AR BE 5 R TGE P BT 2R SR A EUAEL, S DR — Tk B AR B, X 3 IME 8K
AT DAFR VP - S0 A Wi v O TR 2
2 GREHM
2.1 EAEFN LSRR E A W A M B R

MR 3 I LVE ), B A R & BT
125.08—276. 21 mg ke ' 2 [F], S92 Wy A6 ) B SR & R3 HEEMLIEEER T R EE Y E YRR

N Table 3 The content of microbial biomass in soil with different

BAT 14.27—43.33 mg ke 2], —EBMEL

'ﬁ:—ﬁo ﬁﬂ%ﬁi%i%%%\ﬁﬁ%ﬁ'f&,%ﬂﬁ Kb BH Treatments MBC/(mg kg™") MBN/(mg kg™')

FIR PR H U 2 F LB A3, AR AL 3 RR CK M7 cK 125. 08¢ 14.27c
A M RRR  RAR T o, Hoe A B A T4 M 140.49¢ 15.75¢
MBI ZE, FERBESRGH, KIS HEER % B NPK 140.95¢ 16.02¢
PRI S8 S PELA BB O A A T R R . N o
FIESACb 2E A B 357 A 384 0, VG 7 Bt R AL AR SR B A 5% [ Mowing 252, 484 31 14D
SRR, A ER AN BERS. Pk Fallow 276.21a 43.33a
2.2 it AE A A A T - SR M SRR R R FHARF B F R 5% KT 125 5850

AEALFE 44 DNA ) PCR F=#)4: DGGE 455
JG , AW R EMER R FE —~ERENES, B BR THEYR M. AR AR REEA AR 5
AL WA K BRI BX A 7E R E E AR ", 38 PCR-DGGE A R X /> A [l
TR T SR A A LA B B R SRR R — R U TR BT S T T
2.2.1  JafE AN X AN R P AR IR

DGGE #550 El1% B , AR AN R 40 B A0 28 19 4571 B B A1 , A0 38 1] 25 28 2 1 22 53 0 B AR [t A 70 1 4
EHZ RIMER R SWAEER, B2 OB R ARR MR AR ) FAR IR AR A TR H AL I BB 1,
SEL B R ARTR W SR BRI LB AL, — A SR AR N 5 BE AR I — R e T A AR B T Hh A XS
BE R S U 2 AN E B RS . BV S, A [FIAL 3 [R] B A A< AH (L i 4 T 151 28 3, R B HacH
TR IR N IR Z B ER K — I H WML (1-a) . S SRR (R
4) , B4 HT (UPGMA) 7w (& 1-b) , BIE AR N AL BE g —28, g b )9 — 38, Hofp CK AT M B —3%,
NPK .NPK + M Fl#ih l—2%,
2.2.2 iR + R E R SR R I

M 2-a 7] LA AN [R] e AR R0 - 3 3% + 3 rh L A 40 A 7 AR T AR KIS, =AM S hnt T —
S22 A B B 55, L0 = A FTR SR IR R AR B b B b . BEABAR S T BB AR, (HAL B B
PEFRRE R E AL 30 55 A BAFTE 2= 5, NPK Zb 3 ) S5 76 NPK + M b3 h 5777, T M ALIR ) 55747 7E NPK + M
IR B ERABSE (S O0=MAFR) , VLR BB S HI R B M A K o R IR b AE] b ) B 24
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36 B Ox ¥ R 30 &
1 11
a 2 12
3 {13
4 {4
5 45
6 16
7 17
§ 18
10 110
11 {11
12 112
13 113
14 113
15 115
16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
i i
24 24
25 25
26 — 126
CK M NPK NPK+M My #% kiR CK M NPK #iHi NPK+M #% KK
100.0% 80.5% 79.7% 78.0% 76.0% 72.3% 68.9%
By Z % Dice coefficient
b
0.76 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
[ T T T T 1
K
EEA
M
CK
P

NPK+M

NPK

E1 tT#HMAEH PCR-DGGE Eil(a) MEELHT(b)
Fig.1 PCR-DGGE profile(a) and cluster analysis (UPGMA) (b) of bacteria

PR AR E AL, #R IR R T AR AL, YAV T B FEAR T H o 2, Wb AL JUEL A 1 B IR A
HIALFENBE S T EE S HME (R 4) . EREARAET (B 2-b) 2551 5 BB
2.2.3 AR+ HENT + R S AL B R R

A2 T EPEENIRERE, AR AE A AL PCR =) ) B BUAEAE 25 (& 3-
a) , KIAMEAEFN IR E A R BAR 2B T R AU E R R, 25 0 22 TB AR B9 50 IR AE TR IR Al
FAbH, TS DT TR B AT FET NPK + M 4038, CK B 3 0] WA, & BRI, St ia e Ae Fn
BB S CK AR HHE N T ILARSR , BRI 554 A B AR (S0 22 TE B ) s NPK + M AR 3 i) 45 B
2, B 13 KA WA . R GBI B AR R AL 3R M S A AL T SRR T CKOM Al NPK b3, 8 B R L FF B P
R T R E SR, IR S T 2SS W 2, o NPK + M ZUR BB . RA5Hr (& 3-b)
WA 138 PR SEHE, CK M Al NPK 403 —38, T NPK + M AL 3 R S E SR, S RER
MEHHER 3 b BRI A
3 itig
3.1 AR R AR A B R e

RIS R R, b R AE W A W Bk R, B ERR R b 0 S8 3 1 B3 . RN AL B b R AR
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a
1t — — 11
2L — 12
34— | — S A N N
4l 4 14
5r e T T 15
6F —+ 16
7t T T — 17
8l 1 SN I .
9t — {9
Bp—— + + — -+ == 11
12 —— =12
13F N E—
4k - 4= = —_ = 12
15} —_ —_ 115
16} —— —— —— — —— 16
nl—4— -4 —4 — )
BE—— 4 4= —+ =+ {2
L . 24} —L o
CK M NPK NPK+M M 3 kg CK NPK M ¥l NPK+M 335  {kiR
100.0% 71.9% 71.0% 64.5% 63.6% 50.0% 48.6%
Wil &% Dice coefficient
b
0.50 0.70 0.80 0.90 1.00
T T T T ]
3G
EL
it
M
CK
NPK+M
NPK
2 TIEEERK PCR-DGGE Eif (a) MIRESH(b)
Fig.2 PCR-DGGE profile(a) and cluster analysis (UPGMA) (b) of fungi
F4 ITEMEPREERSHEER
Table 4 Genetic diversity indices of soil microbe communities
411 Bacteria H I Fungi ﬁ%ﬂﬁ?ﬂ]% .
s Ammonia-oxidizing bacteria
Treaments  FFEEREC e g FFEREC e e EFEIRRC e e
Diversity . Diversity . Diversity .
R Richness Evenness R Richness Evenness K Richness Evenness
index index index
CK 2.9913 20 0.9985 2.0711 8 0.9960 1.0983 3 0.9998
M 3.0404 21 0.9987 2.4802 12 0.9981 1.3857 4 0.9996
NPK 3.1290 23 0.9979 2.2902 10 0.9946 1.7880 6 0.9979
NPK + M 3.1746 24 0.9989 2.6310 14 0.9969 2.5616 13 0.9987
#Hh Bare 3.2518 26 0.9981 2.1891 9 0.9963 2.0710 8 0.9959
| %L Mowing 3.1320 23 0.9989 2.6297 14 0.9964 2.1919 9 0.9976
KPR Fallow  3.1314 23 0.9987 2.6989 15 0.9966 2.2989 10 0.9984
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Bt
i
b
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|
i
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i
|
I
|
1

oo NN R W
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oo NN R W

o
]
P

10

12 UL SOV SO 12

R I el SR S . S e =R Rk

14 UG S PUUS IURSITE VNI SEF U S L

ST ek M NPK EH NPKeM TR HE

100.0% 76.3% 67.3% 41.3% 36.5% 25.9% 22.5%
T Z B Dice coefficient

'/1’;"" | :
NPK NPK+M ¥ #% (A

0.42 0.60 0.80 1.00

r T T 1

NPK

M

CK

NPK+M

S

NG|

L

B3 THESSAHER PCR-DGGE Eif(a) MEEDH (b)
Fig.3 PCR-DGGE profile(a) and cluster analysis (UPGMA) (b) of ammonia-oxidizing bacteria

FH L EEERLROEYRE S BT L EME YN ERE T, SBHEMEY E W RERE™ . #E
ARIREARFSH T M AR R (B T AYEXN HIRAYURNRRES EZ/EA, H XHOREHPE, Aizh+
2 REAIREFEE Bk, MY AR B TR, B SR THEAE., E&E5NHRER
R, ARWEIAOBE Y A Y R S TR b3

TERHABRGH , NPK + M ARG A Yy A= W ik Rdsc= , M A NPK 4R35 CK AR EL IR A 38 il o i’tﬁﬁ
T G ERA VUL B AR A FI T L3 RAKBTE o B A T — 3R AW, (B4R A 80% Wk ™ i 22 MR A4R)-
f&)ﬁ)ﬁ&%@ﬂlﬂ%iﬁﬂé@,#ﬂﬁﬁl\ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ])\,%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬂfﬁ%%@?ﬂik,E’fﬁ?%i'ﬂ‘"ﬁ
BRI SRS R R, R A P A R R KOG R AE BAR B AN T 3R B L (EREER
T RIS A, 8 A P 0 A AR Shs S Y R Y A R R . TG R AL IE LAY R A 3R 4
PRERFRAE , A OUREE TSR 3R, TGS T 3RO B MER™ oo i 4 K SRR it T RIF A&
7, R HAE Y A Y B 2B R (H. Bhattacharyya SEHFFR I, MR RES AN 139 A My A= &, Horh AL RE R
HUIBBCHEACR BB ™ o STtk , A HUIE RER T 8 2k W BBk o7 fe B e — e PR b
R B Y A R R
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3.2 AEAN - A T AN RS

BRHBALFET 202 TCRERL G WL , A0 SRR R, R AT REA AT LA : (1) BRI R AR
)45 15 T BB (o AR A P APRBRCIR S T R e S R SRR 5 (2) — 4R AR T 8T IR G B M T 1, AR
TG HFTE BRI FEAR B R, (H—4F rh A 0 YR 1 O SEAR IS8 398, U HL i AP S AT R, 9 H— e 72
FERTHA FI T4 20 ; (3) b B AR B AW BRI, BE LSRRV HHE, X R HAR -
MY SRR 2 — . BOBESHIST N, A AR H R FF B 5t 38 A0 1 7K P ARAE (40 B e
HARE ™ o FPRAS RG2S R TE AR A B A B TR A Y

BRI , 46 K248 16S tDNA 5 76T B ERA 40 4, BT e m A Uie A 5 &% T i 1)
SR IR BORE , R [R)Ah 2 -+ 398 () 240 B (ke LR B, T T 70% , MEAE AN - e B A B Ur +
NS . RSB R, TS AR 22 A A B O o g B A BN K, R 0 F 3R
T, M AR A -3 T 40 B VR G5 VR B B, Gelsomino 250 Xof W Aol V0338 + F0 15 A LT 3%
HIBFST 2R B AR R O - S B RIRE R A R B . (R RIS R B R , KM IR 20t 340 B 254 7 A 3
W, Wei 25NN, K IHE AL AT S48 i 40 B 22 B 4, TG 30006 F B ML S i e/ . Chu U R B0, K 30036 A
POHETR S 568 240 B 540 72 A S0, TR P LA 25088 i S B e 1k, 3 EL DA 78 HILAE Acb 288 v 338 iy 200
EHAERE TR A &, iR A YRR BE T L3 rp + F B AR A3 K Y o BAR A - 39848 B0 T LA B 43 B 1] 4 i
SR TR AL AR WA N T B £ Sk A B A Y ) AT X A A B A
HER . Mader 255 B, HENE 03 T 3% pH (", T van Diepeningen 2767 22 X K 1A HLIE MG T 1354
BALAPERIEAT T 4007, B R BUR K pH 8465 XM BE R S AMTE R LR EERER ., A% /8
FEAARIE, K AR - S B R B ok R R AR B A R AL AR B B
3.3 GEARAN R BN IR ERRE RN

BAR—SE I E S5 AR , B R E AR TERRAE PF 5 58 50 40 A | Ik 20 FR4m) il 4B 4 2 0 B e
T R R A N0 F RS EEKERS .

AR TR, RN LIRS ERE T HIREREEE, RV REET BRSNS, mMEEES T
EESHE . WIERAYUE A E B RRAR R, BB PRSI 4H B L T, M A3 4376 NPK
+ M A ER A T S BB G: , Tt BT 0 e P P AT RE AR o T 9 rp R SR L A0 A K, T S0 e P A ) 3 1)
TRXKEE ., EEREIHA LR RS E, UM L 8 H X BB 0 L4 B K, 55 Wakelin 25
BRI 45 A —B") . Postma ZFIBFSTEE Rt IR , [l — o 3 i 3 B b 2 1) 200 B 25 S R AR /DN , T 280 78 O A
KIS B, BT R 0 28 Ak HU 0 B S AU o RSB STIE A, RS T R o 4 A A
EHEZE, MRS EYWEENEFEREY , (AR5 DR, KU T 45425 ik %
WEEELEH N o BRI SRR AN T A BT M A ) 2 R B R W SRE AR T B 2 Ak, 3 AT RE S AR O
A A ] R A XEE R A X,

BB R840 45 S 5 AN AR 0L, 9 TR S e P o400 1 L R K, ) AR PR b R 2 B 4
TNV IEHE , B4 T BB O MUE M AR ED o Sall 45 Hedg T Pk bR M RIVBE/F 33 O T2E W R v, 45 SRR, B AR
T IERIE YIE R SR B TR . MEAEALEE R M bR S CK MIBETS S5 AR, NPK Fl NPK + M
HA, 5 Sun ZRIPFF SR —3K 7,

3.4 MM P R P A AN R TR

FEACBEMELI N TH55%  ZER KRR AR T AT H A 3 AR A ™ . ZELME SRR,
HERE B 5 R AL TR s ™ . 45 iR% DGGE 45 5 BR , Al A+ e B 3 T & A AL
BV LEH , 5 Mendum HIBFSTSERAAEF

e H T EWFE A E NS B R EIEABAR, RV ESRAE TREAA R MEE S . K
FESE AN T 39 A AL B 0 R, ELALAE A ER S B AT B 28 R ) o AL AE Ak B2 i S AL 20 B AR P
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R TEER R B AL B, 15 A S e P AL A ok A A A B R R M 22 LR R S BB IR A o Chu SR BTSSR BB
7, KAt FH RN S5 i 3 AL e D A3 R AL A B O B R AE M B AL SRR
FAHHUE , Innerebner WAy, KIFIHEAEAL 2 1) + IR A SR E ALIBL TR . AR B
7 BRI AR R, YA AL AR BRE A b B 3 R B, T S A R A0 B (STt v B
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