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FEHARMAE R RGEEFKESLIHE, MR F gL RHE A BE, 22 730020

FEE RN A R TR A AR 250 A b AU A A, AL RE IS4 i AR RN A= ) 5 AR A W R p e T ELRE A8 X
FEL R TP R ) Bl M e = A s . 55 T R 5L Neotyphodium/ Epichloé VN A FLTR X5 Jit LT | A TR AR L 7 R+ 338 13
MR B FCAR FIAILEE  Jh R e pA) A T i 7 o M B P A0 P, T A AR TR A AR A X R B 52 45 L L
PRIFNE T S, AR B P A B TROAS 1 S A R 7 (R P T D 2 B - SRS RN (] S5 AP LR R R A 8, AR BN AR LR X AN [ 26
FERCE Y A2 AL T2 A A ol 1 AR A 8 S AR o b 75 O S X D O TR B T e AR R A ) ORI
BIRTCRINT AR YL AT 2 57 S 0T DS TR AR L TR T JSCR 5 308 e AR L RR ) R0 8 7 49 S5 ) - S E R e S 2 TR - R R P A
LR AR AR YD IRBE R i A X A B TR N SR SR B R SR SRR G R RE SR AR AR ZH 40 iR T A
YA W RE R A ] AR TR | b A e L B B e SR W AR G 5 BT AL A 5t vl 3 e U A A 2 e AR e 4
BB, PRI, RAE N AE B TEAR - ) R e v BRI 2% 25 7 BE 2 1) R TE AR ADFSE

KA RGN ECR SRR s ABCRAR LA IR EY)

Advances in the researches on the effects of grass endophytes on other microbes

LI Xiuzhang, FANG Aiguo, LI Chunjie”, NAN Zhibiao
State Key Laboratory of Grassland Agro-ecosystems; College of Pastoral Agriculture Science and Technology, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730020, China

Abstract; Neotyphodium/Epichloé endophytes are widespread symbionts of grasses that asymptomatically inhabit aerial host
tissues, and not only confer tolerance to biotic and abiotic stresses, but also affected different kinds of microbes. This paper
mainly summarized the effects of grass endophytes to pathogenic fungi, arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi ( AMF) and soil
microbial community, and the related mechanisms. It was found that many species of pathogen fungi are inhibited by grass
endophytes, although some studies demonstrated that grass endophytes had competitive and inhibited effects to AMF, the
argument was still controversial. Especially, some researches in recent years demonstrated that the interaction between
endophytes and AMF was changed based on different species of both fungi. Furthermore, the structure and function of soil
microbial community were also affected by grass endophytes. The effects of endophyte infection on soil microbial community
function and structure were relatively subtle and variable across time and soil type. The mechanisms of grass endophytes on
pathogenic fungi mailly included: niche space competition, anti—fungal substances production and induced resistance etc. ;
on AMF maily included; root exudates inhibition, nutrient regulation and infection conditions etc.; on on soil microbial
community mainly included: rhizodeposition and litter degradation etc. Alkaloids are important second metabolites by
symbionts of endophyte and grass, they could deter herbivores, including insects, and reduce the invasion and colonization
from pathogenic fungi; other secondary metabolites in root exudates from host plants can inhibit root colonization of AMF

and affect the soil microbial community structure and function. Therfore, the role of grass endophytes in plant-microbe
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systems should be paid more attention and give priority support for researches.

Key Words:; grass endophytes; pathogenic fungi; arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; soil microbial community

HAR D LR E YR B2 AR B SR 05 U0 AN ) Rl 23y A BT A BB MG A B, A28
REZ R A%, Hoh M R RES A b1 EAEM R A G, T2 2E L U S B Y AE KA R RIET, N
A L RS R A T Ao R A B B A TR A AL S WA A R I R AR A B B
ARG, NN AW 235 170 RJE, W 7R W 7 E BEEW W A2 0287 H
PR S TCA 255 2 B 2SR TER N A B R RSl R vh R B, IR A5 1 S A ) | 5 S A ) AN R
A EN & SRR TR TR (R R RO AR ) LT R N AR B AR RS T
WA LR REAE RS A B A9 20 AR [ AR A A 9 4388 4 N A LA SR TR ek, A R AE AR ] 1Y
ARSI B AR N RO s R RAE ) bl B8 2329 20 AH R] 9 oA AR ECT 5 T A SE A LA U B 1E
— P, HoE AR FIEAFEGRFN s rA

L 30 AP, AR A A BT MR B2 B [ N AN 4 [ O, 1977 4F Bacon ST AR 23 ( Festuca
arundinacea ) 14385 W N A BB LIOK , AT T BB 47 0 5% R 0 DN A L TR L A AR R AE S A 9 AR, 1990 4F7E
FEEZIN T 1w E PR R BN A B K2 (Quisenberry SS and Joost RE. 1990. Proceedings of the International
Symposium on Acremonium/Grass Interactions. Baton Rouge, USA) . F] 2012 4F7EH [ 22 M 28 I 09 205 /R K&
A1k (Nan ZB and Li CJ, 2012. Proceedings of International Symposium on Fungal Endophyte of Grasses. Lanzhou,
China) VAR F N E B EA T B R Z AR T, R 5N 2R BB 32 248 A 1 4 1 49 22 ff T )
(Clavicipitaceae ) ) & A% 18 J& ( Epichloe) N T VEZ Neotyphodium J& '™ . H AT AR £ % # — Bk ¥
Neotyphodium J&HFIT A Epichloé J& , % TASC—30t: 5k FHZ T 5028 Jeam 24 R, LEECRASFBHE I A
[l B AL 2NN AR BT AT LR I, N AR B TR A SR IR N B 00 A B —E UL — P 22K R TE T
FELIR (1 — s AL, 10T EHLHAERE EAR IR SRR, REN A L Z AL TR IBIR 2, 25 b Rl el
PR AR LS, I S A R LU FE M B FRR - rh A B B 2, I AEAR h A B ' L ANl A KB B
i AR A D 1 P9 A L S AN A A A I R [

R DA A LR R B T AR 2R B AR N R 2R R A AN R RO A e, S e 3
LRI BOR A AR U IS AR FORTE N R RZEUE Y, T SERUE YR A HUSORISR 7 54 IRER Y
271, NS5 LA PR E T TOE R, SR AR SR S e R I 3 A P 3R
L, A S A P MO ER AL A DR IR A AT B X BRI AR R N A TR X S [ A B B A IR )
ZAEPEROVE PRS2 MR, X BRAR R B0 N 2 LI 5 B R 0 DG R S HAE A S R G h W Re iR s 2 FIAE A G
TR, TR RO iR R b A TR B A5 B A I T B IS 38 0 A5 i R AR SC
T T AR B PN A T TR R I TR | DA ASE TR AR L TR RIS A L T N e A A W 5 ) B LT B ) R T
PL

1 RERNEEEMNERERERZMN

ARRE A A LR 220 S L B SRS R A s T IR AR B IR HB Epichloé B2 Neotyphodium J&
AR BT B AT I S A AO0F 22 i I LR I R AR S AT R ZRE R R BT R AR A R (3R
1) o A SRR B PN A= BB G J5 L A A B IR 2 2238 ok PDA M Xt IRs | P A BT PDB AR & B 5 4T 9 I B
BRI HE A 5 5L R TE (AR B 19 4 b R - DA A T AR A Y TR A VR D TR Y 5 T A S v AT
TS

R 250 25 g S A ox 0k 3k 56 0 9T 3 , N3P 3 (Achnatherum sibiricum ) WP 4355 H W) N 4 HH
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( Neotyphodium sp.) ¥ H 155 )& ( Cladosporium sp.) \Z 1% )& ( Curvularia sp.) FHUZE £ )& ( Phomopsis sp.)
TR, . SR N A B (V. coenophialum ) X K %) 78 22 ¥ 9% ( Rhizoctonia zeae ) FIHEBEIH ( Rhizoctonia
solani) B9 IR UL S G388 1 ( Alternaria alternate) KR JE B %4 ( Bipolaris sorokiniana) . % FA 1 ( Cladosporium
cladosporioides ) %5373 )5 B B 7E P HOGIRHA 56 it B — 2 WPtk 1 0 2R AR AR 0o I o ey A LT
(N. gansuense) WITFFE &I, N. gansuense 1) — %E P& R X MR J B 45 961 ( B. sorokiniana ) #7 H 5 ( Curvularia
lunata) BETHRAL(F. acuminatum ) FISZHEARL (A, aliernata ) B A ARERAT AN TR EE A3 0 4R T, DG rp X AR S 5
FEAL A BRI 1 B 4500 e 2 (. Lol ) 4 BEALAS I ( Cladosporium sp.) #5451 ( Curvularia
sp.) JUZE S & ( Phomopsis sp.) TEREE (D. andersenii, D. teres, D. siccans, D. erythrospila) %53 B H — ¢
AT P ELATI TR A SR . 120 [ A A2 R P A LA (V. ol ) A6 T A% S e I VR A 15 3% B v 1 42 BB T
I SR K TR T ( Fusarium culmorum ) WFF- 87 K& 0 0N 4 A BAE RE SRR B Y 4 4
Neotyphodium J& P A= FL TR AR 20 SC 5 S0 AR R B I 76 BT 5 J B P Q2 4 Mo I i BT M il e, 25
RGP, Ho N-F1 TR R AR 2 07 T AE ORI 017 2 2 R i 8 35 A Bk o R e DA A R R 0o D T
A1 IR 235 SR A — B, BRI N AR BRI A 2R 28 5 AN B4, R B SR B BOR RS BUAE ] . A ISR
FEWI IR T A A B0 D T 1 2B R B R VR D, AR 2258 N A LT (N coenophialum ) F1HA 22 N A= LT
(N. lolii ) XoF AU SZHE 3 KT A 45 #6 ) Ti v A KA R EVE

Schmidt" " 25 \BFSE T B 225 N AE LB N, uncinatum XoF H - BER A9 52 00, 76 85K R 56 v & PR
PEY A MEIER . P AR A2 LIS HE AL (A, alternata) R PR (F. avenaceum) (K JJ A (F.
culmorum ) RS (F. equiseti) FIAHAL(F. oxysporum ) W) FLF B V7 BN BIAE $E 00 ( Elymus cylindricus ) &
PR R BEAT IR  F9T R B E+ ARG SRR BEAC T 8 I8 T Bl AR . 7 B IR R R0 T By BT
R X 9 Bl S R DR A A B A B+ CRFR) A1 E— ORI MR 7 A i BEROE W 1 22 5+
A HEH R B+ R L= A (e BEECTE e R e — 2 BT PN, 2 3/ D T FE E-IE A L AR B, Hoh e
INAZHEAL /METE A (Ascochyta leptospora) AREAE JEIEHAL(F. chlamydosporum ) F1JE B2 (F. solani) {E
IETE N

B RARFENAEWERYUREE R T, 35 W AE B ( Epichloé festucae) X 45 3.2 ( Festuca rubra) B85
(F. brevipila) F122 235 (F. ovina) WITREENE ( Sclerotinia homeocarpa) %A FibE W% BF5y 7 B & #
TE B AR ARG LT A AR LRV 0SS B | B IR 96 OB H 25t /ML 7e — 60 K 5 FhiRIBEE ( Fusarium spp. ) 5595
Jir SRR A T, 2 300 PA A L X9 it 7 14 40 T 52 2 i o i P R AN ] T8, KT, 0 4 0 [ L
U R E A B EAAMESEE R, A0S =F 28 A B N. coenophialum G101 T8 8 M5 2595 ( Pythium blight)
MRES S ST R  Neotyphodium J& WAL FLTR — M T i 25 34 58 TR 5 BORM IR 4 B0 L TR 1) TR 5 2
Ko LT A A R, v B+ 4B R T 200 58 % A6 T HE A iR A 1 D 9 AR R VR R 3
7 T+ e 5 o m] G 3 0 o e 2 R A0 A PR VR AR R A DAAE SRR 3R Lk — 2 R e T R N A A
Neotyphodium. J& X A~ Rl B ECTR A VR TR UL (32 1), LRI R RE PN AR EL O T 1l 0 5 DR B R 35 4
I E S-S

®1 REREEEINFEEREEMHZME
Table 1  The effect of pathogenic fungi to be inhibited by grass endophytes

P L IR L IBEVEN EECR Litiiiire
Endophytic fungi Pathogenic fungi Treatment method Inhibition effect cited
N.coenophialum X HHLBE Cladosporium sp. PDA 533 HIEE K [14]
BIE Curvularia sp. PDA Hi5# R [14]
WZEEE Phomopsis sp PDA 1537 T A K [14]
N. lolii boy S &I Cladosporium sp. PDA 1557 EIEE K [14]
THIEE Curvularia sp. PDA K57 P A A K [14]
HUZE 55 Phomopsis sp PDA Fsi5 BN XSS [14]
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P LT T3 D L VIS YR TR Literature
Endophytic fungi Pathogenic fungi Treatment method Inhibition effect cited
N.coenophialum KA 22¥% i Rhizoctonia cerealis PDA 537 MR AR [15]

BRI R. zeae PDA ¥53# 0 R AR [15,18]
ASHER Alternaria alternata PDA ;%% PRHEBAM R % A K [16,17]
AR B T Bipolaris sorokiniana PDA 53¢ I K [16]
BRI F. acuminatum PDA }53% MHI K [16]
B H A Curvularia lunata PDA }5i3% PR YR K [16]
N. gansuense NAEHET A, alternata PDA 5555 B ul £E A 42 Fb H RV A K ROR B R [16]
RIS BT B, sorokiniana PDA 5557 B AR AE AR R it 2% JC 52 R [16]
B A B C. lunata PDA $79% | B sl 7E (A4 Al RS w A [16]
BTG F. acuminatum PDA }i3% | B Rl /5 M4 45 i 0 TC R s A [16]
/NISE A Ascochyta leptospora B R TE AR R i 5L TE R ) [16]
ML WS F. avenaceum R BRI s S R [16]
JE I g F chlamydosporum B RS AR A Fh MHREEY [16]
BT F. oxysporum B IR AE (R R s SR [16]
J& K At F. solani B R BAE (A B R [16]
MK Gliocladium roseum B ARl L (A P B [16]
N. lolii AL HET A, alternata PDA 8535 sl e AR R A PE VERE V% A K el iR B e [16,19]
B A C. lunata PDA }i 3R s AR AR IRl R T 7 A A S R R B R [16,19]
BRI F. acuminatum PDA }5FR ol 7R IRl P I AR RO B TR [16,19]
R BT B. sorokiniana PDA 353 ok B 1A b TR A K PR B [16,19]
ML R F. avenaceum PDA R %ol B e b T A K SOR B R [16,19]
N. coenophialum ijj:ij?ium cladosporioides PDA }i %% 0 AV AR [17]
T8 ICHE Drechslera erythrospila PDA ¥53% i E A K [18]
N. uncinatum FORLAZTE R. zeae PDB #HURK 00 R AR [18]
T8ICEE D. erythrospila, PDA B35l & (20 SIS R AR 8 R 5T [18,24]
N. lolii /NHFE A A. leptospora B Pl BES R [19]
JEAESRTE F. chlamydosporum B ARl &R R [19]
RHeftL F. oxysporum AR e By R [19]
Ji5 Bz H4EL F. solani B AR R B R [19]
KT G. roseum BB R kR PEY [19]
e PDA B s B A [20]
D. andersenii D. teres D. siccans
N. uncinatum KIVGRAL F. culmorum PDA }5 5% IR AR K [20]
N. lolii TECEE D. erythrospila PDA ;3% M EE A K [21]
Epichloé festucae TECHE D. erythrospila, PDA }i5% T [21]
FKRZHBE R. zeae PDA K% 0 57 [21]
N. lolii KITVHEA F. culmorum PDB #2HUk i) 2 S SR AW & [22]
oo np. A, et PDA W (el RRNRE MR T IR R
P2 EIis
B H B4 C. lunata PDéi%?%ﬁEWfiWkﬁ?(ﬁﬁkﬁ ﬂﬂ%ﬂ%%ﬁiﬁ\@¥ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁf 123.25.28]
PR E
M BTG B. sorokiniana PDA $55% | BIK Tk K IR ﬁ%ﬂ[ﬁ%iﬁﬂ@%%k&ﬁﬂi [23,25]
R D. erythrospila PDA ;3% R FeikdEfh ?;g kR AT e B [23,25]
N. uncinatum R BT B. sorokiniana B LIS RS [24]
Neotyphodim spp. ML BRI F. avenaceum ;,:D{% Hi TR A P R By [25,28]
IR F. oxysporum A R A A A s B R [25]
KIVGEA F. culmorum Bk K S AE AR EUIIb S S [25]
E. festucae 290 Sclerotinia homeocarpa TEAR R Tk kA [26]
N. coenophialum JEFETE Pythium sp. FH 7] P9 % KAk [27]
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2 REREEEXHERER AMF K0T

AR LA AR 5 R S AR RIE AR ) — R B, AR AR S 5454, A AR 2 S E T
R (Ectomycorrhiza) A4 B #R ( Endomycorrhiza ) . N 28 1 MR ( Ectendomycorrhiza) K& H B AR . MK AR
EL 1 ( Abuscular mycorrhizal fungi, AMF) & FLEE ZE A — > N AR BAR EC R 2B, i 5 80% LA LB i ) AR &
T A EE Y R A L S AR B BRI R Z L (K 2) , HA KR ZHLL AMF 4R AT,
FLZE 20 tH22 90 AFE AR AT ©8 8038 7R 50 o8 A EC TR B A5 52 ) - 3 rh ) AMF, X BB SRAR 2 B A SCR B rh
Neotyphodium W= FLIH 5 X5 BRYERE (Glomus ) HAMRMVER] . IRZAXER A5 RR Y, 7R 50 A AE B A0 AR BB A
M E e G A2, HYARAE A B B AMF B (R e R AR Maller ™ 38 1 X 2 FhR B0 4 A
B N. lolii FI1 Epichloé typhina FIE 5t N BE%F ( Sclerocystis sp.) 15242 B EAEWESY , A B0 N A= 5 JE e 1) 22
2 TR AR LR AT B B A 4E A 5 Omacini LELBL LI IN A B N, occultans 1 BB B AR T = FhEk 955
AOFZ G | (EEN AT L BRI AR TR N A= LA AR 9 AMF (1942 44 2K ; Mack Al Rudgersm] [FIEEUERE T N A4 B
WA T BRI AR AR G, FFIA A P A TR R AR L T 1) VA A N X R, PR R A A L T X T R T 1 P X
BK, Liu 50 (356 45 R 2 IR B0 N Ak B AL RR IS R AR TR AR B AR e 3 T L BRI AR B 1R 7T AR R By
e ELR B 22 % B Nt b A s S . Barker Y F Vacari Y BUBFSE ML & R, AMF R EE P ER 95 (6. mosseae)
R BRIERT (6. fasciculatum ) BIRAETRIAR BE FREGE PR MU N A BT N, lolii (1 MR B BT vk, 8
M7, Novas 55 W5 T & 90N A FLBE AT AN AMF ({24 i FLHGR S 45 3 B 1 — e Vi B o9 2 LT
AR T AT LA AMF 22 K S Lamier %5 (BF5E E— 53R 81 9 24k BTN R FP AMF (9 B4R
KEANR, HAERI N RENA R E. elymi {230 BE VG RRBETEAZ Y, WL BRI (6. claroideum ) MR
e Antunes' ™ ZEI\ A N AR B G RO SN AMF BETS . — RPN AR B 0L IEAE T, B — R RN A B
R SUS AR IR 7 T 350 AMF VR I U

X2 AENEEEMHEREE AMF M EEZIT

Table 2 The interaction effects between grass endophytic fungi and mycorrhizal fungi AMF

A E R YEHIZCR SCHRA IR
Endophytic fungi Mycorrhizal fungi Results Literature cited
Neotyphodium occultans G. mosseae, G. caledomium, G. fasciculatum AR AR ECR R Y R A INAR R E- 1Y BRARIZ YL R [33]
Epichlo¢ typhina Schlerocyotis sp. AR AR e R [34]
N. lolii Schlerocyotis sp. FAAR TR AR L B {2 e [34]
N. coenophialum G. intraradices 0] TR AR LT R G [35]
N. lolii G.mosseae G. intraradices PR BT AR L B (2 2 56 [36]
G. fasciculatum , P A ELRE BT R P A [37]
G. mosseae PR LT R R AT [38]
Neotyphodium sp.  Gigasprora margarita, G. rosea SR T B T LT P 2 K [39-40]
E. elymi G. mosseae HOmEAR R YR [41]
G. claroideum FRAR TR AR AR e 6 [41]
N. coenophialum G. intraradices R AR A 10 % [42]

3 RERNEERXMEELEHEMRIZMN

TIEBUEMS S A S RGN TR GE RS A VLY 0% ISR IR A, 3R e A A A A i
e, TR B REAE R AR A Rl R TSR 70 SRR 2 — , al A D e = S T 7K P R R 38R 0 BE IR AR W)
AREREZAEAR S TR YRR ARE 2% i R ZHORRE S B 15 %, A R e 2 AR 2 R 1 3%
We T AN AR IS IREE R AR AR . RN AR BB AT LAS R 3R W TR A R AN T R ARG R 5
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M PR AL 2R 7 32 224 (B . Rudgers F1 Clay' ™ it | AR BN A BL T X RE TS /KT 9 52 ) 1 X AN R 14
SO, A A R R R P A LR - R A M IS RS R AR — 2 IO EIVE . 40 Franzluebbers 251 B 5%
RIS BL P A LR A R G et b 23 0 A LA RN S0 SRR, - A A o R SR I B AR, - SRR
TEEZ F3MH] . Rudgers A1 Orr 7 5@ 1 WFFTHF IN A2 ELHE N, coenophialum AR FE) i 2F-26 %6 24 A [ b A
KARIE BB T RRE N A LA 3B GAE M RETR (AR sl 1) 722 Ak R B 38 2R AR AR ] R B P AR
FLDA RGN - SRR W R I DI Re AN S5 A4 7 A i BIE A BRI A ML R R FE A9 55 BRI B 2
TG PH P 20 T RN A TR TR R B 45T SR, Casas 261 B BUAEAE T 22 AP O N AE JLHA N, occultans fiEfEIE
i e R TS S I W RV AR 2 AR

Ji A LR — T AE A A DL TR IRBCE SR 0T Y BU I, K2 AFEAE T I h sl S AR P s AR 56 0 I, ol
REL HRBOREAMF S RGPS SR AEY s P ARHE ) 09 53 i 720 A S5
TS 9 A BB RORAT AR BB 3 FOR BOR AR Y A 1 R R R G K B ( Trichoderma atroviride )
WK Pk ZREMHR MG, A OB B SRR N A L 0 A AR DL THRIE . AH L
TARENA R, AEARAPHED N AE B 58 A SRR E 1z AEAR R YA B RS A B e AL
SR LAFAERERDY U Promputtha ™" 25X 35 24K ( Magnolia liliifera) WITFFE 3, —BEARR B P A= FUR #E
M i B b U H B A TGy 2K P AR R A LR

4 FRENEEFEXHEMEDHZmLEH

TE AR P9 AL B X D R S S W P S M, 34 A 30 o AN () 7 1 SR R e
— bR FIHLER D M 44 AL RUBS ST 3R 2B O AR — i FHALAR AT LA B AR B Py A T o
R IR0 L B e LR M AR S R BRI S A e B, P A R I A B U AR AR, T
FUB R LB R T M TR 2 A T 0 P A R 7 A A A R T R v A R S i B
FRE ST, IR SO B (A ARG 5 MR GLS0I iy v A7 A (R vk A A R 7= 0 300 ) B AR O T 42 4, ] e T L il
AR+ SR IR 4R
4.1  ORFL N A FLR DR B TR A SZ AL

e, RN A R B L) 2 A AR o R T B 22 I 45— A A A ) TR SR
FHBZARET ™ AE IR AR B R 25K 258 B e RS 36 2R A TR 22 W, i Ak s fr HER
7 2 i L T AR B — 2 R T

HWR, A B AR R A B Ak 22 W o AT AR A 2 B R R SR P8 — 285 | s 35 s D L (A TR RE RN
JEAEEh S AT R B, AR B A RIS A L A R i B R R R A T XA A
A B R R B A B AR OGO o 14 K FE R IR A I T P A L T R A% D0 5k T o 5 T 1) 12
Yeloo) Py A LR ] LA A 2 A RS A S ) T, RS A S A AR AR O R R 2R R A A
7oA N R BRI R I 2 1, 3k 264k & W R k8 2 TR B0 Ak 2 B2 ) TR Ao L T 1 S
M, 33K 2 X AT B ) B AE A 4 20 b (0 AR AT R i AL O T | R 1P B 25 T 1 S S R B 1
Yt

B, AR ELBAE R — Rl A= Wy DR 25 ZE R A P9 ] RE R 1) A S — ol S L B T 75 R AL B I ) 7 2
TR B AT IR 5T K BP9 A B A REREAAS S BTG v 250 A B A8 S R ML, 15 8 2 50 i Y B A0l PAL A9 T
PESESE TN T E-+RRRHE PR OB . 250 B9 2 BLE 0 D LB I D9 2 T T 4R R 2 4F
M B BORRRIARN SOD M POD il A6k . (HR 6 TAE A SR PE LB, 05 A frt— 0158, B Al
INZE2F B IRGE Re BRE Jee— I F T B S DR S, A5 512 LA B A 0 2 49 54 A B Ak 2% A AR AL i R J ot
TR0 AL T ARG F T AR B P A TR O R R — B AR TR E TR AR S R G k52 B
TR R PR B AR E A  2 R) 2 P AR S  T ELARR R B P £ BB Rl ] 22 SR G
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4.2 RENE RN BAREE AMF B2 0 ML

5 0T DL R I LR (0L, A R e A A TR R T AR A SR S RE S S AR AR P B AL
SEYIB ST I T R A R R R A, A RS R AR L W rh A A B A AR
VR i SCHE 0 A7 A TR PR 39 50757 oy A T T 22 % 3 B8O W e ek i T
i A Y R BRARAR e . DRI, P A 5 %) A SO AN DS A 98, A 224 PAY A R A 7 T e AR
LA AMF AFELERS , REIRZE SRS 4ty A= A SR B N AR BT U A AR 52 A AR LB AMF 79 B
PRBLEDEA o T — P BT FEIESE

PN AR TR T 228 B RE RS A 2 SRR IR T oK TR RA M) AMIF 0, D) A LT RE A8 38 Ay Xt 1 T i
FEAE 7T KX T AMF XTI R ST ™™ o 380 fE @ 20 B — TR R, A O R e 5
BURBHH AR ™ U P AR B RE I AR 2 T AR L i R R T 3R i Wi s st el T
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