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Abstract: A constructed wetland. (CW) is an effective technology for the treatment of nitrogen (N) pollution in water
bodies, with microorganisms being important engines driving N-removal. Over the past two decades, with the development of
culture-independent molecular techniques, break-through progress has occurred in microbial ecology for N-removal in CWs.
Nitrification-denitrification and anammox processes have been recognized as the two main microbial pathways for N-removal
in CWs. In the present study, we reviewed the available literature regarding research progress in N-removal communities
including archaeal and bacterial ammonia oxidizers, anammox bacteria, and denitrifying bacteria in CWs. Case studies on
bacterial abundance , activities, diversity, distribution, influence factors, and contribution to N-removal are summarized,
and future perspectives for this research field are presented. Future microbial ecology studies of N-removal in CWs should
focus on the role of microorganisms in purification of sewage and emission reduction in greenhouse gases, and improve

research on their N-metabolic processes, mechanisms, and interactions.
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BEE At o B AR A 7 1 R e, R B AMIR AR E A A SR KA i i ™ TR A S KA
R, G, AT E A BRSNS AR 1 B B R T B, 7R AL SR s TS Gty >k iy A 5
SR, AT R R B (7 b s N T ORE) AR R AR B R K AR AR S 5 87— L
VTS R G IR KTE RGE b i 3h Jr U 28 5 ) N L b V5 7K Ak B3 2R G858 5 1T 43 ok 3 T i
( surface flow constructed wetlands, SFCW ) FIVE 7T ( subsurface flow constructed wetlands, SSFCW ) PiFhZSHY | J5 &
43R K3 (horizontal subsurface flow constructed wetlands, HSSFCW ) Fl3E H i ( vertical subsurface flow
constructed wetlands, VSSFCW ) BiFh#E/K I3 SEG0 15 KA FE T 2 A0 1, AN T 08 b BLAT 20 25 BR800 g it o
T T RE R B AT B PR AR SR A RS

N TR ZR G0 ] 8 Wy 3 (ORI R ) Aoy (5T W B ) 0 A= 1 (R B AE 5 sk A= A ) 5 22 R A
A EMRIVE T 2Bk i P i R ) L e Sl i FHAEIE S A T I8 b R0 R B A = ML, il LB AR
Y 60%—90% > — BRIk i b- R A T F A A Ay e T v i — (4 el B RGRAR . W ARE
( Nitrification ) &4 1 56 H 2081k TR K 20 AU A O A A8 AL, 2R 5 T4 A T 4801k i A8 &0 3 72 (NH —
NO,—NO; ) ; ) i f/E H] ( Denitrification ) J& 4§ 5 i A4 T i 4 22 20 e R il 25 0w 28000 Il /< o
(NO;—NO;—>NO—N,0—N,) . HF| 20 4 90 448, RAZ A AL 1Y & BT T 3K A% o0&, © 3k sl i1y
IR A A A I R AR Sy — Tl 0 3 A I RGEARAE N T 2 25 B i v T 32 BRI 2 1 DG T, TRA R
FEAEF ( Anammox ) JEFEFER AT, DA S AL T LU AR RARYE I L SZ 1K, 4 | AL b M A R it
FE(NH;+ NO,—N,+ 2H,0) (& 1), XL BAEHAADRERAEY) 2 N 00 A/ ZS BR Y T2 PAT & R R
SER BTG VE HEE R M R GUALRE ST, RN TR A B R G N SAAS T —FE, X T RGP e A W A
TE B REARERE 18] 42 07 12 At K BOK BORHERT . 400, W 2 BHr 280 TARIZE R TR R 5 A
HREREYI RIS, LR A B 7 N TR R 22 BRI U IT 20 4Rk | BEE 13- Y 0 TAE S BORf
FEUE E it PCR B R (¢-PCR) | JRAL 9 24 S8 Hi R
CFISH) B 22 e e A 5 0 5 T 5 1) AT e of 8 A\ A
MDA B I RS G5 Y F U 250055 1 5-::\;;/ﬁ/w§.;!;%ﬁ

; 4 ‘ A

Y

B T WSRO T AN TR T R R v(ww'gm-
BRI IR AR SR, AR e AT IR e W e Sanvtr ARty I

15K AR 2 A HE A5 J5 Y A2 25 D REAIE TS A
5 2 A Rl , D) RE RS A4S S R BRI, =2 [h] 1) S BB ik
ZATRBRL YR ORI T A W) T BOR A B
TREIE TS | N TR S — Pl K h 25 2228 1Y 2

N noszZ
norB
hsd | RRER x5 SRR
e

/hzsB
nirK/nirS

nirG

Be AT LT BT R T ok #5402 I URE e o (o 1= o]
e — A IO T 9 R 5 B T RE B % =

FEPEROBIFIT . L, A% SCHRER B30 T A S B
JLIKHEIRER AT v REVRS AL B LFR
j%%ﬁ I]['li] ?%ﬁﬁ E/‘Jﬁ% j&% E/\J U H éV\] "é‘éé ’ iﬂ:ﬁﬁ*g Hj %" Fig.1 The key microbial N-removal pathways and their related
BB ISR A LI TREA I TR AT I FH  unctional genes in constructed wetland

U SE R AR R TR,

E1 ATEERERXEMEYIERBEMIIEER

1 FEUHAFDEHE(AOB/AOA)

TR AE R S — A N AP BRI R AP BR 2 N TR R R PR R E AT, LA ) 4R
At R H AN S — D EE A IE H ] ( Proteobacteria ) H A — /NG 20 41 B 28 e e A7 19 & M 4 A2 AR BE B
FRad A8 X AN B FR R A AL AN TR (AOB) SR I AP A ORI 22 PR S SR | 76 F AR AR A Al b o
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HEIHIRY ':F'/J%'l%ﬁ%( non-thermophilic Crenarchaeota) ( S BRI AR A R TT ( Thaumarchaeota) )t B 2
SFALRES) XA B BORR VR A A T (AOA) ) XIS BAT S LA M FH I A 05 0 A A TV TR
HIIFRE e AN AR R A B b AR SR B E W v P, AOB T o5 119 L8 3 <0. 1% , HL = 24 P e
WAL 3R & ( Nitrosococeus ) VAHAL AL J& ( Nitrosomonas ) RV i LR B & ( Nitrosospira ) 3% 3 @', #H
FZ T, AOA JCiB7E R M FEE F %R #0551 AOB, B A £ A B A Nitrosopumilus |, Nitrosophaera
Nitrosocaldus . Nitrosotalea %5 ,fﬂ H Bl i A 2 2 15 A 37t B B Z A RE Y o

RN AR P SE 28 o 5 A s S alifl o 8 AL g v 95 Oy 2Ok T . &AL R e
A i A R B A S — 2 ROV B R IR EERE N amoA | P MCBIFFE 3 3 5 PEHL amoA 154 73 FhRic FelK ok &2
PEBE AT TEA R PG S T AOA/AOB AYMRELS A RRAE A2 B2, T 0 U 48U A T 16 P AR T 0 A
JEEPITHEFETS S AR AR kO AR RTE ORI NH; J5 38 e 553505 NO; 3 NH; e AR Lokt
A TR BE (DLRAAL T2 (1 kg) IEVRAESALET ] (h) P77 A NOS BUHFE NHy #1 (mg) B ) , 5 #H 2
T S SIS R B A A R AL I FE FR R NO, Aok T A b 28, sk E, 5 & B Rk
S W AL T A R A RE T AHZ 7 0 I 2 (B PT REAR T 3RIR . (843 NO; 7T Re 2Bl S8 S A AR FH A #E ) | A
WA BT BB 12 h N SE RN 2 DA i 22t

A EYIAE IS N TR RS AL A — 2R T RO RE U WIS B TR Iz GTE (R 1), &R
AT RE I A N TR P AN (] DX A A ), AR 2R o Tl A ) e 3 IR DX AR X0 A W it 1 25 R
[Fi) P14 BT A 9 T TR B 1 R AR 0 A R i S BE B B8 AOB R R 2R 4 1% A iy 1 i B R 2 M AL )
WA A A e 5 T I KRR ( Cyperus alternifolius ) N T1503 3R 58 | AR DX (4 i 4k A 4K
RN AL O i T ARAR X, Ak, AOB (¥ F ¥ 45 F 76 AT 1 Mb 38 46 v il & L3RR , Roberts 451 A1
FISH H A X i 18 3 2R G5 A W5 b & B AL A0 B8 Nitrosomonas, TR 43 At 2 B0 2 S8k T N A B ST i 1) 497 39
WO GAFTE, 76 5 AT 10 S 50 30 18] HC o5 5 40 3 P A L 9 2 19, (E 76 32 1 B 1Y — B[] B
Nitrosomonas ARG N3] B A FHFIFER 7%, Ibekwe 28] K AR A JE BE I H R ( DGGE ) WF 78 Ab B 45248 3 1%
KN TR AOB 4 UZEATE L, B AOB P 22 e H LA Nitrosospira 2 3 H AR AN RAT K A H
AR, FEAN TR RS T, AOB £ 2L Nitrosomonas Fl Nitrosospira X W& & %, HRT & 5 & HA E
VR A R O 53 R RO i ()3 P, TR I NVitrosospira 38 H & AFAE TARZ A h HITE REZL 32 S A AL 27 PR 58
SRAERYARAL T i SR M P A R S B B Nitrosomonas 8N o5 2 S MU A ME— PR SRR O™ VR 2N 3R
B R AUAE IR  pH F1ER B AL S EURIA HLB 7 S5 310 23 52 i S AR 0 1 2 R R L. Dong 45
XAk B I 7K ) Y - b 2 5 N T T A T b R 5 Y E A A R AT AOB BEVR HEAT TS, BESR
KB AOB Bt FIAH AL 3 510 b P S RO B 3 2 B 3 IE AR GG 3R Sims 851X — V5 /KAL) H K 1) 2 1
T TR AQA MNAOB 1T T oI PAF R ZE AT MR T , g-PCR S5 5R B/R AN THRHLIR TR AIK A AOA
FIEAEA 28 (5 AOB, i — 20 5% HI A i R ] 1 B I 8 222840 (T-RFLP ) & BAEA 2= AOB i
LA R e s | 36 I HOHIEL R A SRR B B 1 T AOA, BRI 38 28 B T30 M ) il A6/ P i R 5 AOB i
5 ARG R ZORH S AL VR 22 B AOB BKZh Y, A TR AN [F] A S8 (A 9 LA S U o 25
X G A R SE R S, AR O SRR (0—15°C ) N BB T L B AR L TR R S Ak R
A1 AOB/ AOA i i 5 R WA RIAE AR P S AL A2 ) 2D RERE W AT — RE 22 5%, AOA I AOB X
WP A e AU AL A AT Z ARV T, OF SR A I | SR AL FR ORI Z R — € R B KR
Schramm % W5 IR S 22 480 T T A0 5 % 2k 0 1R) A A 5 4, BB A 0 B R S 3 2B 0 e 1 n 23 B AR R
R RCEE . X SERIF ST SR BN TR R 58 b Bl A7 e U B e Y, B R R A ARG P 52
T pH AR EAIE I AL BRSNS R R 52

2 RELHEE
WA AL E R R ZE DL N,0 5 N, JE RN TR P i & L SR n kb B2 . S ms Ak T M etk IR &
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W, Z AR S IR AR TEX B A AR v ARG R =, JF LLA DL f AR TN A M A KRR . B S Al
TERE TR AE IR A 2 | A 40 v ol Y S AF A AT T 6045 25 FL A 181 ( Bacillus ) RSN TE  ( Pseudomonas ) |
IR ( Micrococcus ) 5 7K AR F B (1) S AH AL R A 1B TR & ( Pseudomonas ) 7= H T & (Aeromonas ) RN E
J& (Vibrio) ; Ho B B A ST 1# & (Aerobacter) F=H8 AT & (Alcalogenes ) Ji ¥ 1 ( Brevibacterium ) | 85 FT P&
J& ( Flavobactrium) %57

F1 AIEHMRSGHEELBED (AOA/AOB) WE N IMR RS
Table 1 Summary of the related studies on AOA/AOB in CWs

AT IR IBTWIRES P {3 R ZE30k
CW type Plant Method Abundance Activity Species References

R 0.0089— Nitrosomonas eutropha’;

SFCW i S MPN; DGGE 74—0631.4 cell/mL 023 mg g d°! J\{z:trusomc'mus oligotropha; [9]
Nitrosospira sp.

K :AOB (5.3x10%*—
8.1x10° copes/mL) ;
AOA (4.1x10°—

i -PCR; 4.2x107 copes/ml,
R il q ; 1D copes/m ) ; _ — [19]
SFCW T-RFLP JEUE: AOB (1.2x105—
5.2x107copes/g)
AOA (2.1x10°—1.8x
107 copes/g)
I e e AOA (1.15—2.78x10%/g) 0.96-+-1.40
W Bl Al FISH & _ 20
SFCW Ll AOB (1.14—2.57x10%g) mg kg™ 'h~! [20]
RS 0.17—0.79 )
VSSFCW j‘é}\% DGGE - mg kg’l = Nitrosomonas sp. [22}
I o 3.0—10 Nitrosomonas marina
i 3 DGGE — ’ 23
SFCW (LNaR S pgNg'h! Nitrosomonas ureae (23]
T HIR Nitrosomonas sp. ;
VSSFCW K& T-RELP Nitrosospira sp. [24]
Nitrosococcus mobilis ;
27 e P . 5
;‘iéﬁé'“ ok ?) c((;:? ’ 0.328,54x107cell/g - Nitrosomonas eutropha; [25]
: Nitrosomonas marina
R - . 0.082—0.164
SFCW b DGER o mg kg—lh—l - [26]
KT . 3.45%10%—4.93% Nitrosomonas sp. ;
= -PCR; DGGE — 27
HSSFCW Al -PCR; 10° copes/g Nitrosospira sp. [27]
AOA (1.21—4.35x
- . -PCR; 107 copes/g) ;
ST SFCW 5 B q ; ; — — 2
KT SFCW MR T-RFLP AOB (1.13—4.56x [28]

10% copes/g)

B Al AEAE ] 84 A~ B2 43 31 P A PR 3 JA T ( Nar ) | IV A PR 38 Ji B ( Nir) | 4804k 08 J5U# ( Nor ) 4R AE I
W J5 i ( Nitrous oxide reductase, Nos) FFATHEAL , AH I 2 i 35 23 51 4 nar nir nor .nos “° . H R AT X ERBERE
WRSE #2134 nirK/nirS Fl nosZ VE R 57 FAnic 5 KR WF 52 SO AL TR HE I 2 HEPE R E AR 0L, SOAS AL TG
P AR 2 3 3 R A A B O R R BE S I N, O 38 SR N, A JECERL 1) SRAT A RE AR
A i CHRR B FR— B L DA Pl R B AU, TSR 385 20 B N, O Ak B2, 95 it T+ 38 S i 1k
AR

it N T3 Hb 2R 0 HR SR T B RE VA ORI 95 30 4 LA 2 1o ) R 2R . Ruiz-Rueda 550 7640 3T
LR 7K 0 2 1T 3 b & B AE 8 A SRS AR D REFE A nirS, Chon 451 SR I A2 & PCR F ARG kb B 5 7K
ALER T K A N TR P S A S RE L (narG  nirS Fl nosZ) £ FEARFE 10°—10° copies/g [A], I 5 88 275 P
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Z£5¢ ., Kjellin 58Pl 17 DGGE WY nosZ TIRESREPH Z2 B & ISR 0\ T10 M 2E 7K 1 52 i Ak o 4 % 3
HLRE R 7K T 745 B e () 2 5 3503 1T 3 R e v S i A TR P 1 0 4 B A 4%, U BH G i R0k B % I il Ak
BRTRE LA LR, VA R 1 A AR P R T PO SR T f . Somg A5 AN L0 My P HLA e K Y A Ak
R IHEA B FE AR EE S AR S M PSSR T-RFLP B WM T — N A T gt b S i A e
HYAEBRAZ AR B0, 25 R J I A0 b b SO £ R A R 65 P O 17 B LSO , TR PR L3R — AR 58 ARG /AT %
R B ] 32 B2 1 M B85 rh iR B | pH A WL ( DOC) Y BOS2 AR . — B0k T 480 AR A7 A 240 1l e il
TR, (A AN T IR P A7 AE RS AR A SR 1 R AT SR AL A | SR S R R AR T 7 AN 4R
) P JE SO P 6 A S (Nap ) o W BE A8 A0 BB AL R A S 5 ), 70 BE AR T 5°C B S i Ab sl B AR S 9 HAE
TP A T 10 S AR AR 237748 N,0 F NO, S H B T2 DOC 5 i 245 & Sl AL =%, {5
Burchell 457 5% FBH A 2RI (7.5°C ) 10 SR AL R X 8 A MU B A w7, Sl A fefd: pH (.
H 6—8 KT 5 B S AH AL TR A TG PR 32 2R AN o A A% N T30 b S A A TR AR 9 M) 32 2 o AR B 43 2k
LR, P 2SR SA Y FE ORI S I R X NO,-N (£ BRRCR & , B L ThEE LR 8 R K /e
GER 75 B~y N T N T B

3 REESUAR

PRAE G AR 1995 4Ffaf 22 BE22 % Mulder 45" \— i 5 7K OB T3 AL IR fe L & BRI ., 72T T
ek, — 2@ s T 5 AL R I B SR Y LD NH, 1R IR B NOS B2 4620 N, X 6l
Wrplan 24 IR AMIE . HAEYB RO & th K2 G, IR @ E AR TE A AR R G iy B s &
FEMFLETURYI . Thamdrap 251 (53 R WAFE R PR DU SR LA 24%—67 %40 1 R B R AL
FHE B, Z 05 RSB — 2B UE S T T A A R LR 5 TR A B A o6 Ak IR AR
BRIZE ST DR ) JAT 11 sl v 4 R 30 482 il - 19 ol VR 7K A 2 2R G o A 4k I 5
il . DR EATE S — M 22 [CRI ORI, 8 T T, B H ATy ke e/ R T 5 A8, a4
Candidatus Brocadia®®" _Ca. Kuenenia®® _€a. Scalindua'®' _Ca. Anammoxoglobus[m F Ca. Jettenia™ | R4
[7] 18 IR A S A TR ) AR B e, (L D 2R 3 A R G A R i 1 O 05 R 3 W) Sl A ] T 43 A
G A 355 R A A AR TRl B B 2257 0 BN, Ca. Scalindua % % PUT 3 B 45 3 O PEAE B R G h |
Ca. Brocadia 1 Ca. Kuenenia B & IAAAE T HIR LIEFNR KBS RZG T, Ca. Jettenia WIFEA:Y) N 7 A5
IKARFR) rhsey LT

PRAR G EAA TR A AR 2208 (S T 2950 11d) , HAR R T EUE 8D, 2 A5 R ARTS 4l 35 55 ik
X IR AR A R TR RIS 220 1 4 A W T B FISH T 16S rRNA J K 1 SR/ il 12 537
&, AToPr a5 b A AR DR br i B R I e, DR AR 2 S A A ol R 1 DG S ol 5 1, 2%
M1 hzsA hzsB A hzsC e i, B REAS /DTS5 B 1B hasA 5%, hzsB AE R T A8 2L R 20 8 L AE 3R 8E v 1y 35 B2 N
R A A 0 o A 0 IR A U AR TR 1, H T N AR LA G — P D7 258 4 PN R R AR i ( PN-IPT) B AR K
SEI U N-IPT FEARGEAR I SO A i R AR SR A R A LR | % 22 57, SO A S R S R 4 — &R 41
[A] S A N, N, PRS0k 3 NO; IR SR 2 S8 A S h 2 BN A 25 R 03 AR D v 7 b AR 32 44
PR N, N7 TS NHE AT NO; A3 — RS . 7EA TN R0 3R 87 BRI, S i A S s A IR 46
AT 122 5t 203l 3 722 N, RPN RN, A A DA R

N LARHOAE Ay — b A T A= Wy SO 4 R SR I (8] ) R AR S R 46, A ORISR A B AL T IS B E AiTIE
B (2 HBHE A LBR TR Z R RSB . Francis 55 IR — FR I K Az 85 rpi & 91
A IR A E AN ARG IR A EAL B E AR & AR R A S R G DA AT BEAEAE . Dong 1 Sun"* | H]
FISH A0 3 2 BV I L LIt rh A7 4 R AU AL TR, Dong 1 Reddy " 76 F F§ PCR-DGGE $ AR 5T 7558
KON T b v 48 T 4 B & A R AR AL TR R B AR T (RS R B AR 5T, Ligi 451 R 2L
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16S rRNAJE PR f) vt 388 05 B AR 40T 17380 0 T3 i TR W v DR AR G SR AL TRE T 45 W 2Lk, 75 i A DA 1)
H1 i Berb g TR AR R AL T RN R B H )T 15 2 0.084% . Coban 451 7K S P I b v 1) UG AL 8 W i F
FERIN G R q-PCR AR AT RGN 2] — 5 2 FF (10*—10° copes/g ) FY IR A B AL TR HE ] hzsA {HIT AW
SR SR AT AR R AR AE B R R Y O, 81 DOC, Erler %515 ] FH' N-[R] 57 28 718 B 2 A I 45 26 1 7\ T3
Hiy 43 b R KR A E AL I F) 199.4 wmol N m™2 b XF N, P2 AR BT R K 24% . X SEHF 58S IR A &
SAALTR TN TR M R G P AR It — 0 450 T R BLH RS AL RE T, (U6 B E B IR A (v R S S AL T Y
OB T B O, 7E AR ER R G W IR A A AL TR B AT SR S SR TR 14 43 A X 2 B A e 1K
AIX(OMZs) P+ -7k A w2 FAR BRI Y — ok, RA A AR T A L H) NH; I NO, 1ER/LH
LR, R P P R A pH B T 8.5 BT 5.8 i B & WA AR Bk H, S AT 2 W IR A A Ak 1
A RTRAE, A BE AR TS YAk R B N T b R 83 LA 6 A IR R A R A B R A,
A pH (LR S I R - BRI X 4, Waki 451 oAb B A= 36 19 K G N T30 b v R S S S A TR A 40 A
HEAT TR, 245 SR 3 W DR AR 2 A A TR 100 2 B R 42 DR R AR w52 B8 A T A0 515 190 A 3R A TR b B B 1 7
FE2eS P A TR IR A NO; W S HEME R IEAH G C R L ST A Tl A 13 #E AN PR 2 ] 52 0 R
A EAL T TE AL R A R iE— RS

®2 AIEBMERFHRESSLEHERNIIMRERE

Table 2 Summary of the related studies on anammox bacterial communities in CWs

AT AR ick7] FE i K N STHR g EZRCN
CW type Plant Abundance Activity N, contribution  Species References

hesA 37%10°— Ca. Brocadia fulgida
IKF-153 HSSFCW P ati - — Ca. Brocadia anammoxidans , [11]

1.4x10° copes/’ . . oo
pes’e Ca. Kuenenia stuttgartiensis

hzsB . 3.38x107 Ca. Brocadia ,Ca. Jettenia .

IR VSSFCW P 18.2 nmol Nm™2h™" 42% [49]
copes/g Ca. Anammoxoglobus
FEH SFCW - — 1994 umol N m~2h~! 24% [63]
_ 16STRNA: 1.42x 50.3
b r = : . .

KL SFCW WK 10" copy/a DNA nmol N, ¢~ b~ 3.1% Ca. Brocadia Ca. Jettenia [66]
=paNy:3v

HATT o _ -3 -1 _

HS-VSSFCW il 24gmd [67]

4 XBIBEREDI ALRM P RERAIZE

W U A DR SR T e A ) A T A8 AR X S AKOK BT (R 52 e, X T4 N TR b R G R RelcE A 5 1
FEENEL . AT IR T2/ R A (1), Z B AL TR 9K 3 0 A A R A R i 2 R AR E AL
FAHARAE X DR L BR 21 i IR 22 3d 2k S5 [a) S0 Ab el R ARV |, e [m) e e 5 N T b rh 20
(AR B e e Zhi 2518 SR s A7 (0047 N T 28 46 vh R 25 B 55 D B o i i TR 2 3 1) S BB A7
TRES TPl B0 R AT & IR G K NHG, 19 2588 =B H amoA . narA 1 anammox ) i 3 PR 4 ] 45
il MNO; B BRI NIE H narA Fl narG P 53 0545 A4 5 1853 F /KT R al s A D fig
PR DT 2 1 N T30 e Ak BRSO ELAT BOAS SR L i 250250 eh b I e o 1t A B8 5 8 R K 00 A 3 S 5
RILAGEN AOA/AOB THEFE amoA FI AL T LI BEIE A nirK/nirS = B2 925465301 55 7K H NH,-N F1 NO, -
N B EBR AR R, XTI B TR R4 N AR &P i R RS NHEY
HIRH AL - S Al AL T IR K A R R Tk A B 36.89%0—62.8% 7 TR G A AL B IR S ) R R R A AL
SRR 5 AR YRR R, B TR AR ARSI, A 277 AR IR = SR N0, BRI A T
MR BRARME T — 2B S . Paredes %57 AT 48 H 25 76 T3 M oh 28 5] AR U AL B 2B 9 o mT 3
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SRR GEA AN L BR . Zhu S HE DR ST T3 WL AT A B s A i e R A 4 R U b A A R AL
55 PRAR A AR TR B OB 51 P BB 25 B v T AR S N DR SR U T 2 T = A 1, o R R S A B U 2
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