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Diversity of endophytic bacteria in root nodules of Hippophae rhamnoides in the

Maxian Mountains
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Abstract: Root nodules of Hippophae rhamnoides were collected in the Maxian Mountains. The plate culture method and
high-throughput sequencing were used to study the diversity of endophytic bacteria in the root nodules of Hippophae
rhamnoides. Microbial composition, abundance, and diversity of the nodule endophytic bacteria were analyzed. The
differences in the results of the two techniques were compared. The results showed that 24 phyla, 50 classes, 90 orders,
167 families, and 215 genera of nodule endophytic bacteria were detected by high-throughput sequencing, and 3 phyla, 5
classes, 7 orders, 8 families, and 8 genera were obtained by plate culture. The relative abundances of the dominant nodule
endophytic bacteria revealed that the differences between the results of the two techniques were greater at lower classification
levels, especially at the family and genus levels, than at higher levels. Both plate culture and high-throughput sequencing
showed an abundant diversity of nodule endophytic bacteria. High-throughput sequencing provides a more comprehensive
and accurate picture of microbial community structure than the plate culture method does. Plate culture can only detect a few
dominant taxa of nodule endophytic bacteria. The results of this study indicated that plate culture greatly underestimates

microbial community composition and overestimate their abundance.

Key Words: high-throughput sequencing; plate culture; nodule endophytic bacteria; diversity

E&TH : HRK A RF 34 (31360005)
YRS HHA:2017-11-08; ) 45 i iR B #A :2018-00-00
# WIRAER Corresponding author.E-mail ; zhangaimei@ nwnu.edu.cn

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



2 S % 39 &

FHA A A R AE — 2 W Bl TR B B A 1 T AR A 1 2L ZURI R B R — RS . AR
AR R Z AR TR AT o3 B 2 A A A R s R O JLRR LR A AR A ]
BIUEFN ' AR PER PR (4 P9 A 0T N A A0 T RN AR TR A5 7E TR — R AR |
2 i 4B SRR AT ORI, BRI N A TR — R A A

WAE BRI Z AR PEROIEIE T2 20 AL GE A T E M IR B a7 8 5 97 45 i MR A O i v AR A il A
YL BRI TRRR I 0 M RE . Tl TR s A M T 3R LA B SR BE I I 9 IR 5 Bl W BT AR ) 11 AR 358
ZIAFFAEAR R ZE S, KA A Yy el i 21 3R 3RS F AR bk o o 00 e P R 4 PR A i, S A 2 T 2
PERIFTE SR AL T A AL A, R R B R 5 DA i o B A AR PN B 26 R 2 R E W) REEE AT
WL 38 78 FUER PRI B R e T S5 TR IR A5 1 B A o R R

HEVD IR ( Hippophae rhamnoides ) ATTESTHE 5 I R FERMGEAAT IR AR IR, HBEIE A e i ARORE i — Fof
SR (L R R AR ) , BT 90 22 S IR ( Frankia) 3SAESVRE R, WFIT 4B, BRI 22 SE IR Sh, U AR o
EAFAER R AR IR 22 SRS A 7 BRGSO A o v ok oy S A TR I R B, b i SR AR R R G
WAEPERATZ L ARED

O T AL TRV TR R A A A BT 4 22 A TR AR R PN A A R i G R R S B R, A A TR H A
TH AT 1L iy SR e DX ) i R 0 SRR R TSR e T I P B R A IR R BR 5 (T, DU RE T R S st 4
7 P E YRR PN AR A A 2R AR A AR N O (B N SRR AN BT R R, FE B P R 5 i A
FEARIIZES , U0 R NI A 20 2 RV E S 5 IR BE 2% | 5 O BTk — 25 0T P A U240 T AT S A
FERAETT 1) SAT B (B AR AL R

1 HESF®

1.1 FECREE

SREEHCA THAT I SR ORI X, M B A T H O A 22 AT R B3 S ik 2792 m, AFF AR
3.2°C , 446 . 103°58'42"E, 35°47'21"N) , 2016 4F 9 A VP AR IR A, 76 A T HUA T4 /0 i el e s A=
A e ] VD R AR A BT R 6 kT VD SO AR R SR VD RAR R, IR S50 F 4°C VKAR R A, IR LA T
IR PR A 200 T 11 20 285 5 37 FARURE L DNA (B
1.2 VDR R 2 T 7

TEEUHT EE LI VD BRAR AR 5, B 25 U oA IR 2 I 0 e U0 45 2% 5, AU T 1 KK 28 A8 /KR B 7K -5 ol
ko SRIGH 75% LB 1% NaClO ¥R 43 S HEA T 2R I 35 , P JC B /K R bl Wi d i i — IR Pk 8 JE 7
AKIEATIC R A
1.3 VDR IR N AR A0 R I Al 5
1.3.1 ISR 50

VORI P A IR A A B SR PRI D) vk L R B U SR IR A D R I2 W AR A
AR OB IR IE 0 B A TR 5 SR R B 1 5 5 3R 3L AU A VD AR 12 H W 00 80 BR 1 5 95 95 L 00 B e R v 5 SR
Qmod FIMA VPR IZ A Qmod 53735085 30 2 PR B . FHICTR JJ R4 VD ORI R it 5 PR AL 2LV R 24 1
mm PRS00 E T IR IE SRRl Y  28°C #5557 . PRI b A [R] B 3 TR A R i 9 A A Al o, Rl 4k 4t
oI A e TR R & H
1.3.2 IR A S

VIR IR PN A T R0 A Gt 8 SR IR A L N A B AR AL S A4S S i 7 1, TR SR 5 A4 PR AL s
MEFRES % (WA RG A E F M)  ORE RIS E 5 R G0 2K) U (15 A B A Yt oe
{2§>> [12-14] .
1.3.3  PIAEAIE R TR E

VO IR IR A B DNA B3R BUR PR L iR DNA 4R BCR FHIIE" . 168 rRNA [R5
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K 514 . 27F (5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG- 3") 1 1492R ( 5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3") , PCR
AR B FR A 25 pL: 314 1 wL B4R 4 WL, Tag MasterMix( Dye) 15 wL, il ddH,0 2% 25 wL, PCR #3452 i
Z54h 95°C AR 5 min,95°C 5P 1 min, 56°C B K 30 s,72°C ZEf 2 min, 30 NMEH, feJ5 72°C ZEAf 10 min,
PCR W28 1% By BEWHEE N L VKA /S | 3% 2500 ot BRL G A W BB A BR 2 wl A TN Y o

B A3 B FE 51 NCBI £ BLAST #EFT HCXT, Fl MEGAT7.0 507F R FHAR A0 8 R 48 & B Wtk AT R Ge ik
AEA3HT 5 16S rRNA F A 7 51 A LT FE 97% LA L X 43 A 6] — A~ $3E 43 2R B 0E ( operational taxonomic unit,
OTU) , #E—2 MR 201 Shannon 8% Simpson 8%,

Hshannon = 1 - Z (pi10g2pi> Dsimpsun == zp,z
i=1

Arb, S ICEAE OTUs AYREL, p AR F R 2 [F— AN BB OTUs i B OTUs IIE 43k,
1.4 VDR IR P A 200 T ) v 3 1 T 40 B
1.4.1 PILAEFIREE DNA #2505 16S rDNA-V4 [X PCR 471

MO JRE N A B 5 DNA AR I TR AR 525 A R Y CTAB 3% F 19% B IS0 R Je o, vk K6
T FF HE B DNA AR

YA 16S rDNA-V4 XY PCR ¥ 35K HHF Barcode Y4554 515F (5'-GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGG-3") Fl
806R (5'-GCCAATGGACTAHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") . PCR #"#4% JH] 50 wLPCR ¥ ¥4 1A& 2, 4" 19 2 I 510K
98°C FiAEME 5 min, 98°C 25 30 s,50°C R k 30 s,72°C #EAH 30 5,25 MG, He i 72°CIEMf 5 min, 43 PCR
T T 2% 35 M WiEGE JE FEL VKGN, JE A i —20°C AR A7 &

1.4.2  SCEEAEURN AL F

HRE PCR 7= )k BE E A7 45 SR A, S840 TR 20 5 1 2% B s WEEE A I PCR 779, % H 19 4548 i
Qiagen 7~ A B B PG & F =4, 8 TruSeq® DNA PCR-Free Sample Preparation Kit 57 & 17
SCEREE M EEAF I SCRE 284 Qubit F1 Q-PCR & it , SUEA 5 , i ] Hiseq 2500 PE250 i#£47 EALINF , 4
WFFE I TAE f A i R B0 A 915 B RS BRA R 588
1.4.3 i s P B e b B

H I A5 2 A R G ECE B Barcode #1547 91 J5 HEAT P4 , DFEEAS 2000 )37 51 28538 ™ 4% 1 3L 08, IF 25 Bk
Hrp ik AR 5013 B e B9 A 38 E . B Uparse 504 X8 i 10 43804 %0F 901 97% /K F- E3EFT OTU
RI IFEH OTU H H BUUR B i B P 54 S OTUs AR 551, F Mothur 75755 SILVA % SSUrRNA %445
PEHATIIFRERE AT, FFAES A LG RE S A 2 o i I e A 35 20 e A s i R SR AR
Y5 BERM A BR A RS2 AL,

2 HR55%H

2.1 ZEEESRIT IS H R R O AR R PN A 2 R T 4

FIFHAS TR 15 52 AR AR (9 vh VD AR b o i 2l A A5 21 17 BRVEEA 40T, T A R AR AR s 35, B
BRI IRG , $2 L DNA, PR AR 16S rRNA JEHHEAT PCR ™54 007, I 7 45 3] 1) 3£ A e 371 3l ok
BLAST 2% 5 GenBank ¥4/ 1 E 4B 1Y 16S tRNA JFFIHEATHIBIMEXT L B RG A BTH (K 1),

[ AT 17 SRR IIE S5 WS BAE AL S0 8 8 45 R 5 R G bR 45 R 45 G il A7 o0 b, o B 3
f9 17 B U0 R RS N 3 A A0 TR 0 JR T 2K R TT] ( Actinobacteria ) | J5 BE 1R ] ( Firmicutes ) #1728 JE 1 7]
( Proteobacteria)3 ™1, 7EJ@/TIPATT, 17 BRAME R T 8 &, Hob . 5EEE 1R & ( Streptomyces ) 4 BF 5 [E A= T
1% )i ( Kribbella ) 1 ¥k U v K [C & & ( Nocardiopsis ) 1 ¥k 2 28 f AT 16 & ( Paenibacillus ) 1 #% | ZF 11T 1 )&
(Bacillus) 7 ¥ ZFH AT & (Bosea) 1 #f . EhFE & ( Massilia ) 1 R FVPE R H & ( Serratia ) 1 £ ; LB J 28
FF1 B AR TE 8
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OEBE

B

i

1—0()|:Streptomyces ederensis (NR_112457.1)

SY1609A01

78 Streptomyces plumbiresistens (NR_044518.1)
5

SY1609A07
J: Bosea lathyri (NR_108515.1)
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100 Massilia timonae (NR_026014.1)
98 -
—1 SY1609A09

99 _:Serratia glossina (NR_116808.1)
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Bl 1 ET 16S rRNA ER#E R
Fig.1 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA gene sequences

96

OB

2.2 i DU R 23 A b Y R P A AN T 4
221 MEAREIRE T

K JH Hlumina HiSeq M7 5 #4707 152 51566 Z% 50 EEE , DFE BT 5 BEA Tk G (AL g, 75 21 0]
T RS WA RUT A 50234 4%, HOP K BE 2 422bp, 5 16S tDNA-V4 [XJF9 K BEHA 5, L 97%(1
— R AR 51 AN 1805 4> OTU,

SR HIRE S B 358 h 99.3% , ACE 848 1318, Chaol $8%00 1271, H R Reth 4t T 42 , 5 I 4
P A BT HE
222 OTU PRkt ke

X OTU fRA T T TR RS, J5 150 525 (5 B0 40 I 2 40K MTE TR B R AL, 7 R 79
oAz AR AT LIRS 24 17 .50 49 .90 H 167 BF 215 J® (% 1),
2.2.3  WILAMRE R LHLAUR

TEITFE 73 K TCHA TR 73 R e it , 4 43 S B TT AR = BERT 10 B9 Fh 43 il an i s (1 2) o 7E0]
A BATT VR BORR SRS PN 3 A 20 TR R R0 A AE W A ERT 1] ( Cyanobacteria ) A JE 1 [ ] ( Proteobacteria ) | {28 1 ]
(Actinobacteria) . J& BE T& '] ( Firmicutes ) . # #F % '] ( Bacteroidetes ) |, & J& 4K ['] ( Chlamydiae ) | F& #T 1 []
(Acidobacteria) £t Z5 B 1] ( Chloroflexi) JEL 1 ( Verrucomicrobia ) A1 ZZ B ] ( Tenericutes ) 45 ; Fo b 5 40
1T IR T B T RIEERE R ] A LT
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Table 1 Number of sequences and microbial community structure at each classification level

S| b Il N H F J&

Ttems Kingdom Phulum Class Order Family Genus

JF5 %L Sequence number 15973 55221 55169 54795 53925 49011

YFPEL Species number 1 24 50 90 167 215
Cyanobacteria 34.4%

Streptomycetales 0.9% Streptomycetaceae 0.9% Streptomyces 0.9%

@

@

Frarkia 1.7% __ g

Riizobium 0% @) SR
i
@ w

@ ® H

®on
Stenotrophomonas 0.8%
@ @

Actinobacteria 21.3% Actinobacteria 20.7%

Frankiales 17.8% Frankiaceae 17.7%

Bacteroidetes 2.2%

Alphaproteobacteria 9.5% Rhizobiales 2.1% Rhizobiace 0.8%

Proteobacteria 27.2%

Gammaproteobacteria 14% Pseudomonadales 7.7% Pseudomonadaceae 7.4%

Pseudomonas 7.5% e

® © e

Chlamydiae 0.2%

Aeromonadales 1.0% Succinivibrionaceae 1% Succinivibrio 1.0%

Bacteria G) Acidobacteria 0.2%

Enterobacteriales 3.2%

Enterobacteriaceae 3.1% Yersinia 1.5%

Chloroflexi 0.1%

Xanthomonadales 1.4% Xanthomonadaceae 1.1%

Tenericutes 0.1%

PO OO OO QOB O

@00 606

Negativicutes 1.6% Selenomonadales 1.6% Veillonellaceae 1.5% Anaerovibrio 1.2%
Firmicutes 14% @ Q
Bacilli 8.8% Lactobacillales 3.7% Lactobacillaceae 3.4% Lactobacillus 3.4% @
Verrucomicrobia 0.1% o
@ Bacillales 4.9% Paenibacillaceae 2.0% Brevibacillus 1.2% @

2 P
Fig.2 Classification tree of microbial species

Cyanobacteria; ¥ 4ll ] ; Actinobacteria ; BLZE R | ] ; Bacteroidetes : #UfT 18 | ] ; Proteobacteria : ZE T 17 [ ] ; Chlamydiae ; 4 {1 ] ; Acidobacteria : FRFT
BI1; Chloroflexi: % 75 & [7]; Tenericutes; % B & []; Firmicutes; J& B% B [7]; Verrucomicrobia: ¥ ## B 17; Actinobacteria; W 2% B 4¥;
Alphaproteobacteria ; =2 JE B 40 ; Gammaproteobacteria ; y— A8 JE T 44 ; Bacilli ; ZF 4T 5 40 ; Frankiales; 9 2% 58 FG 7 H ; Rhizobiales : HR I 7 H ;
Pseudomonadales : 5 B i1 14 H ; Aeromonadales : X B2 i 5 H ; Enterobacteriales : 4T 1 H ; Xanthomonadales : 222} #T 5 H ; Selenomonadales: J 7
FMIEE F ; Lactobacillales : LT B H ; Bacillales : - 4T 1 H ; Streptomycetaceae ; % # F} ; Frankiaceae ; 9 22 5 [G Bl ; Rhizobiace ; HU8 # Bl ;
Pseudomonadaceae ; 8 5 it 78 Ft; Succinivibrionaceae: 3% #1 M2 9K I F}; Enterobacteriaceae: B #F 7 Fl; Xanthomonadaceae: ¥ 5. Jil 18 Fl;
Veillonellaceae : $5 52 Bk # £} ; Lactobacillaceae ; 7L ¥T 14 F} ; Paenibacillaceae ; 25 2 14T 1 %} ; Streptomyces : 5 5 14 & ; Frankia: 3 2% 53 [CH B ;
Rhizobium : K3J8 18 & ; Pseudomonas ; 15 B B IR ; Succinivibrio ; BEFARR YK IR ; Yersinia ; S /R 75 F& B AT 51 R ; Stenotrophomonas ;: 27 B 1 i
Anaerovibrio : PSRN & ; Lactobacillus : JLERAT 16 & ; Brevibacillus . %5 2E fLFT T4 J&

TEJE 7 S HATT , VD B IR P A 4 T S A4 98 22 S IR E 8 ( Frankia) BT JE ( Pseudomonas ) (FLIR
& ( Lactobacillus ) . HE /R 7% G B AT B & ( Yersinia ) . JR 58 3 1 J& ( Anaerovibrio ) | 58 2F 1 ¥ B )&
( Brevibacillus ) BEFAMRINE & ( Succinivibrio ) 5% 75 4 J& ( Streptomyces ) H3J8E 1 J& ( Rhizobium ) F1 5 37 ¥ 1 J&
( Stenotrophomonas) 5 P& R i 22 v QR FVBCP & J | AH X =F BE 43 B3k 3] 17.7% F1 7.5% , U0 AR I

IR AR
2.3 Al SRR g T I A e R AR R A A A R ) 22
2.3.1  NALARARTE RS S ) 25 S

TEIT 99 H B s 285000, alisfi a2 ik A s 3 11 5497 H 8 BHA1 8 )&, 3 100 s ARG 0 3]
24 17,50 49 .90 H (167 BHH1 215 J& (£ 2) o & BRI RSO 7 02 i 1Y 8.10,12.9,20.9 F126.9 %5, iX
— SRR Al 5 T A, T VDR R PN AR A0 TR O YR 2E G 43 S BT AT R e e O i A )
IR R 2 | 5 Sl 3% 07 AR L BB S L
2.3.2  NILAEZRTRAH R R Y 22 5

TEI 15325000, PRt 5 R e e 0 g 1A D00 281 0 R P 2 200 T ) AR R = B, S5 SRR B, i 97
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TSI ] A0 TS A DRI EEBE B A A 0 TR AR X = R e T e el e R O i TSRS BT AR RS A AR
TrRoBEM A (R 3) . WHET PRI R AR RE R 3208 i P U ], A R
TELESG SR A 7 B AR 2

R ABEFEREENFKNINESLATHNLERHEEER

Table 2 Endophytic bacteria community structure by plate culture method and high throughput sequencing at each classification level

A # ' 4 A il i
Items Kingdom Phylum Class Order Family Genus
4lilk %771 Plate culture method 1 3 5 7 8 8
i@ P High throughput sequencing 1 24 50 90 167 215

N SR A E (TR A I SR

1.0 8.0 10.0 12.9 20.9 26.9
Ratio of plate culture method to high throughput sequencing

£3 RENZEAFETSLETHENEEER (%)

Table 3 The relativa abundance differences of nodule endophytic bacteria at phylum level

7 Method JREZEHTT Actinobacteria JEBERE ] Firmicutes AL ] Proteobacteria
4l k% 3% 15 Plate culture method 35.3 47.1 17.6
=5l ¥ High throughput sequencing 21.3 14.0 27.2

TEJE Y HATT , PRSI 37 0 e 1500 P 75 VR A 00 0] 0 AR PA R A 20 o B0 ARG 2 B8, e RS 37 7 TR A
] A A 200 B AR S B e T A e I U7 ik I B (3R 4) o AR I AR B 0 2 A
FF TR B AR S 2 BEy 41.29% , T o5 308 e U0V 4 o L 0.70% 3 285 9% 4 26 15 3 10 B 25 AT TS 9 AH % =R B2
23.5% AL il 0 A s 0.929% 5 ZEE SR 23 B4R B AL FQTR e A TR e e e S A A
INE AR B v 308 D00 e G 8 B DL H s i 22 S IR R (17.79% ) RS RTJR (7.5% ) , 2B 3R J5 TA M BcAT
IIESIRE,

R4 RENLERREBRSLETHENEEESR (%)

Table 4 The relative abundance differences of nodule endophytic bacteria at genus level

L Wit e )

Tk FATRIE R T S s UEHRERE  DEREE TR
Method Bacillus Streptomyces . L. o Serratia Massilia Bosea
Kribbella Nocardiopsis ~ Paenibacillus
2 ~iir_ 3 3
LTk 41.2 23.5 5.88 5.88 5.88 5.88 5.88 5.88

Plate culture method
fipik=elllad

High throughput sequencing

0.70 0.92 0.19 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.18 0.12

233 WIEME RS

HBE VD BIAR IR P A R O B ) 2 R AR RO AT G T, 45 SR I, 3 T 4l B 5% A MR P A 0 A AR R
B 2,462, ARG ECH 0.754, 10 i 8 £ I 3 75 20 0 MR R PN A AR TR AR AR BUR 4.967, S BRI ECH 0.
869, Tt HH i 3 St I P A 810 1 PR e A A B R BV 2 R 2 v Tl 5 3k, (R add B, V0 R 3 P A 2
PRI S5 A T R 5 % T T AR

3 e

ARG b S TR A g e A I P D5 A I A 1L e R D ORI P LA AR T, PR 5 A R T D IR
NI AR B E R 2R TR AERE IR0 IR I, dy T 55 3R 2 PF RO, A5 B AR X0 4 4l B
Fel , FARA S DA AT RS2y TR P U E i R AR B335 I B IR 2 120 U BIOAR R P R AR B P A —
SEAE YR MR AN R AT AR, O 1 S S 97 18 IR 2R IR B A AR BRE, EvD TR P9 6 A A
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GIESE N V) SR AR SIS | LURI T T8 200 Y LA 20 B B R

AT SR ARSI A ) r [ v R R P A 20 T A DL R D 2 AT R A B R R . XS
ot 2RV S BT ARV AR b SRR A TS S, AR B AR R D R AR R R R (A B A
AR IR P A 240 B PR 2 S AR U TE A B O R AT A — 5 22 57, Ul WAL P 3 200 11 22 RV ] RE SZ AL ) 7o
2 HIROLE A KRR R SF R R AR > ABE T S AT L o [ VA K AEWER 2800 m ZE AT HY)
TR FE X, AR N A A0 T 1 22 R 5 T Ak R R AR B O

AT TR FH fei 8 e P D P AU VD RO N LA AR, DS IO A TR T ] AR BRI T ] RO R T ] AR
T, IF BT TRET] iR RIS BE T A TR AR W e 2l s SR i o i o0 2 3, Ul W1 73S Ty | a1 37 Ml
AP IR TR A AR AR 2R R 22 BN SRR T AN o AT AR A B AR AR K a8
AE G — S A P T AR R T D B R AR R A B 55 0 1 43 B IR R 4 B B R, HLAe o
I V0 AR PP AT AR D0 LA B S5 0 R 8] 9 56 B A 1 itk — AT

ASBIF A R i 308 05 5 VA I Y AR R P 2R AR O3S Sy o 22 v ER TR s AMEC R R s . 9 =2
T PG T AE -5 U A T AR >, 2 VD SRR P R A % R FA R L2 Bk 3 17.7% o HCR FH ARG 35 7 150 B
AR B 2 36 22 ve [QTR, AT RE PN D 96 22 e [RTR7E N T SR 25 M AR RGNS | B IR I 2 2—3 JR] el s i
(6], ELAS Dy W i T5 G 20, ASBIFFEAE o e 0 R R oA A 0 0 80 ol 2 vl R AR U1 3, 5 9% — B[]
Jei MR U0 R T FRIAR DR G 6 AR A B DR A0 A T T 77, 3t T A BEL AR A A A1 1 91 22 o G TR ) A R B ) T 2L
IR, R SRR GG A B TR AR B3 (R 15 9% 07 0, 40 90 =2 o DT A A R0, i/ o > o G T 8 Ak
FEHTE Y SR AR R LA (R EP TJ  AS RIS e v B A A ) 4 0K T 3 22 e QT A AR, I
FHEIREN 7.5% ., BAMLA R AN AT VZAFAE T4 AR S b GRS AE Y (O ARRE I9 2 (ELAS RIS v R I Al 85 % 07
Lo BN BRI ICER, n] BB IR AP 5%, (BCRA M T 4 55 v IR VD R A S R A R IR AR TR
E A BT A B, 7 AU A T 2 S PR M A 200 T L (R S i T R 2 T TR 55y e i DL R T AR5
TEVD BRI RS D 1) 64 P9 LA 0 B — 055 Lo LA AR A S 2R AR B AR TR] , 6 R VD R R P 2 A R 15
ey NS AR A HA R RINE . 5350 AW T2l i % 23 B 45 B A9 SUh I QR s AV 5 QR i | 76 i il o
PP ARG DN F T e -5 e 10 A I Py BRI A AT 5

SRV e e N P RS T 4 T 114 S I v [ YRR R PA G A A R 1 R SRS 2 9 A W R B XD R
IR A A= 20 Tl AR PR S A 48 50 L BB G Al 5 T AT AR AR BRI AR iR AR, 7R AR AT W
FERL O (ELR IS LE AR B0, S BEATIR AR ST T RAT D . WAl IR 05k e oy w45 21 — Lo HL s Anfie &
T PR AR A 3G A A0 T, X 8 P I A A R 2R 1 B A 2 2 BT P B A W O e BT G R
i

T BT e E VD R N L AR A R R 2 R T R T — A A TR A WO R AT RE 2 A A R A S A
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