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Abstract: Interactions between soil microorganisms and plants-soil systems are crucial for maintaining ecosystem
functionality and addressing climate change. Soil microorganisms regulate the ecological functions and stability of plant-soil
systems through influencing plant growth, nutrient cycling, and soil fertility, and have broad application prospects in
sustainable agricultural development. Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi ( AMF ) are pivotal components of the sustainable
development of the ecosystem, which can affect nutrient exchange between plants and soil, improve plant productivity,
stress resistance and play an important role in improving soil quality and nutrient cycling. Under environmental stress
conditions, AMF colonization could promote plant uptake of soil moisture and nutrients, improve plant productivity and
stress resistance, and play a key role in improving soil quality and nutrient cycling. However, studies have shown that AMF
can inhibit plant yield accumulation, which is not conducive to maintaining soil ecological function and sustainability.
Currently, research on the effects of AMF on plant-soil systems is inconsistent, which might be related to environmental
conditions. Therefore, it is necessary to summarize the existing research results systematically and clarify the role and

mechanism of AMF on plant-soil systems productivity, stress resistance and nutrient cycling. The review summarized the
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development and symbiotic mechanism of the symbiotic relationship between AMF and plant-soil systems. The exchange of
carbon sources and phosphorus nutrients is the core of plant-AMF symbiosis. In the plant-AMF symbiosis system, plants
transfer about 20% of photosynthetic products to AMF for its growth. In return, AMF hyphae absorb nutrients such as
phosphorus and nitrogen from the soil to promote the growth of the host plant. This review also discussed the mechanism of
AMF on plant-soil systems productivity and stress resistance. There is a *trade-off’ between plants and AMF symbiosis.
When the benefits of the host plant exceed the input costs, it promotes the symbiosis between AMF and the plant, while the
costs exceed the benefits, the host plant weakens the symbiotic relationship with AMF. In addition, the review highlighted
the effects of AMF on nutrient cycling in plant-soil systems. Finally, ecritical scientific issues in the AMF-plant-soil
symbiosis that required further systematic research were proposed, and the shortcomings of current research and proposed
future research were discussed to promote research in this field, in order to provide new ideas for the sustainable
development of agricultural ecosystems. In future research, it is necessary to establish an AMF-plant-soil environment
database based on specific environmental conditions, AMF strains, and plant types to enhance the role of AMF in

agricultural production, environmental remediation, and climate change response.
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Fig.2 Diagrammatic sketch of the mechanism of promoting plant biomass accumulation through symbiosis between arbuscular mycorrhizal
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Fig.3 Diagrammatic sketch of the mechanism of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi enhance the stress resistance of host plants
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Fig.4 The effects of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi on dryland
wheat under drought and well watered conditions
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R ERAE R R SRR R YA R KT R T ORI P . Cantmill 25 R A
AMF ( BREEFE &) 75 S kR EAR (HCOZ ) W (7.5 g/mol i1 10.0 g/mol ) 5514 N R Y2 K BF AL ( Catharanthus roseus
L.) , Z5FAEW] AMF 25 25 02 KA ACAE AR 0 AR SR bt IS PR RO G P 11 0] = B 1 1
FRT 2P . AMPF-RE YA (R ) T 22 gk R BOR AL 00 35 55, OF HLBSGE R R N8 FR0K 8 -5 40 i 25
i, 42 w1 ALY ER AR Ty, PRI, 2R AMF AT LU i 22 Rl 428 92 S AT ) 78 Sh B30 T 32 B i 93 35, X5 £
il A E BA B RIBTEME ., 7645 BB h /& 80 Tk sz gt B R ok B K 3RA 1 H ik
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223 fEEEY EE RV

TIEE SR O A RO R, T s Qe — o ZME S B E A%, BA a4
J& 2Rt H I A AE YR IR K FE NSRS  AMF W] DA AR A 5 4 RN, R
TR SR B WMOR T DT (AR 0 o) B 4 i 7 e R IR I — 2 P A R T A AR R HIR B2
PSR EER S Gl A BTSSR, AT I AME 75 4w 5 Yy + 4 rh i E R T
P L FEAAE LU 7 AN (D) 3—THOR A RS FAE KR E D (2) RS IR T HE ™
(3) BLIEHTE LB P06 P 5 (4) BEARTN B SR S A 5 (5) I B 4 8 AR R 1o b B35 40 11
B (6) i TR 22 W IR A T 5 (7) s R AR (RIS ) AR -+ R
W) HE AR T BT 4 AR B R IR A O D RE BT . Madejon 851 &, 75 5 4 Ja B aft 5504
T HERR AMF BEAEIE SR AE YN B FRIC R MK S W, 38 9 - G S VR AR R AR K SR S AR AR )
= I s Lyt & 4 8 e i 6 . Th I BE 2 B gy 22 , R AME B2 VG 45 4 BR 98 8% ( Funneliformis
mosseae ) B MEHEES (Sh) 15 4 Herp FORMA K LT, i FOoKHL 138 Sh AR X E 48 Sh & 2] 1« =Y
BRI Gt T BRI E . AMF 283K B 58 (Paraglomus sp.) AT LA i TR 45 1 (290 1) 7 22
T AR N TR 22 AR 55 ) T N #E (Canna indica L.) #EZ B 25 & 0985 (Pb) L I42 T Ph X5 46 40 240 i 1Y 25
PEFERT, BRI T Ph (iEA8 Y Wang 555 7 A0 B TG AR B Al AMF FE PG ER P2, 2 30 AMF 8/ T4 ( Cd)
MIIERS , Cd™ FA8 AA DLAS 54, AME B4 7 AR bR 430G 200CRWE & i M A I % A BILJSE & 5 R0 A8k 34 i v
A7, REFD I B 4 Jm AR 2R ) L3584 B 52, TRl AMEF 368 138 739 R S B0t B i vE A4k, LA Bh
HYIRITE & BB IR TR G35 BAnR, FNANEIT I T ARZ AMF SHEY40 4 8 e ot o8 TAE,
BAs Tl B R B Rt . SR, Bl A AUE 9T 3R B R K e R = SRR ) K 32 ( Hordeum vulgare 1.) A8 W) #5:Fh
AMF 2548 H I & Jm |, nTRE 2 B3 ik A NS Wy 09 i 4 Jm i, 00 Aol T 3R 2 42 36 i B R S
T AR AR TTREM AME S T B, 76 AR BT hRF SRR AMF 75K R SR BE 508 I D) BE
FEPERNIE BV R B T IE AT M 1 Al AME (3952 BR 0 IV 1
2.2.4 RS HEYHRYTTIRBUN R E

KT AMF 52 FOR e A0 e 2 i G T S8 SR Z A AR LG &R, DA S AMF-HEA) AL AR X 7F 2 4
LA E IR AR BTN BE 1 B I 25 R ™) R oe e B, Bl AMF AT LA 3 ) B8 ( Fusarium) |
BERS I IR (Alternaria) | 22 %% W J& ( Rhizoctonia ) . % 0 FF % J& ( Bacillus ) 55 22 B i 5 & X 18 £ AP W 16
O3 SO0 AMIF b AT L 5 A S P TS D B AN AR TR ( Magnaporthe ) PTIRRE 1 o FE0 JR TR B Y T
YRS AMF SR AR e AMF 55 ) 1 5 it o7 977 80 B8 ) SRR P46 T [ A9 i 42 2% 14, T 5. AMF
VEFHRCRIIET AMF 2060 £ 5, 300 5 1 (2 Y MBSOt S IR % AMF i i 4 FH AR
AN ) P 6 55055 J5 TR R R AMIF 5 5 22 (] ) AR BLPE A 56, BRI AMF JE )3 25 OG22 SR HIRH O T 22 1)
YALA

FIAT AMEF © 12 0 FARVEY BT AR A 45 45 R 008 JE T 9 A B 36, T i AMIF 97T
S VEFABLERIG B4 b T AMF B S22, L5 2 AW, IATIA ) AMF & 5l i (2 s EA n A=
(PEHEE TR B S BB ET) (75 AR DU Bl A A 2 AR J80 (R4 ik PR 3Rk DRI AL ) TR 3R R R B
FALRGE) AR ZR I BT IR | O AR W) AR 2R A R B e SR A S A AR 5 A E IR AR A
FAEYITURRE ST o BAN , AMF S0 AT LA RO E K R A 0y i MR ™ B 194 v, AT 33 5 G et i g T 55 et
R S AT 1 o R BT R B, I (Populus L.) 47 R MRS Rl AMIF 58 P BR 48 75 47 R P 32 3R
/NG TR RIS, AMF JEAE 4R & T R i it e i s AT R A L i, B R T T A ERIKR R T
PUREE ST o AMF 5258 ( Camellia sinensis (L.) O. Kuntze ) Az 3= 5038 15 P06 2544 9 B & 1R TS 2 6514
TRERAVE R R EYIE NI 717, MAh, BF 58 R BB Fh AMF B8 74 BR 2 55 8 b 35 2 ooy
%% ( Fragaria X ananassa Duch.)SOD POD 1 CAT & & Kb, #45m 15 BT EALRE 71, I IA B RRARAG 2808 &
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PR Y S AMF ] ATERE T AR R IE U 22 [ 46 | I8 AR 3R T 25 45 ) 6 07 22 [ 465 11 DAy BRI 4 B
PSR B, T A R 1 B0 SRR R AR AMF 55908 J5 BRI 76 i £ RS AR R PR35 037 051 25 4 TR) B4 7
S AEZS [ AEAT R T 4 R A, AMF 5505 SRR 58 4 B A5l LA Al o S R 5 i ARV 4, AR DR 19
YR Y AMF IR YA YR F |, B AR ME A AR, 0] T EOR A Y R AR B AR, AR,
S LA AMF St 2 Z B R]  TT REARGTT EAE T 28 BTk, 56 T AMF-RE 4 A= SR 1R
FRITTE LR T — AMF J& (BREEFE R ) ol B — A A = LR R PTE S , A s AR R T T AR A
LB E SR TR AMF AU EA f5 AR WS & BEAT BAR FEE  R RIS T A R R AL A
i AE

3 MAREREFEXEY-LREREFTSERERREIS

AMF E A0S A - 32 (007 BT R AR PR SRR B S D 1% 7200 S AE A B A T 2444 ] LA
R HEAE A ot RO SOR L3 2R SR 0T R il & Bk MR A O (AR AR 0 LR i
PRI ACIIE B T AR R I HER . AMF 3R3 0 2 aRuk A BEIR IR AR 35 R G0 P IR T ) AR 2R (L
J&, HHTSET AMF XA -1 3 R G000 Bt R WM T B LT AT 86, 18 5 JR7R T AMF X HEH)- LI R 5E
PN BN RS- RE N

JEw A WA S MRBRA I

S5 W4
sk

U - . b

| 5 % | B i pHBEA TR =S ft
: | el
T AR —

B5 MARERERLEERHFEY TEERTEZREAERIITEER
Fig.5 Diagrammatic sketch of the mechanism of promoting plant uptake of soil nutrients by arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi symbiosis

SRk ARk /Y BTk 7R IO K R 5 S AR 1 5 55

3.1 JABCRRAR ECR AR X - A LB R AR FH AL

FEAESRG T, H IR0 5 DO R RES B R 2 BRI IR 121 . AMF 2 A6 5 i
A BRI T S ST 53 DA A W ASOR P 199 S BRI A0 S0 Aol L B 58 4 Ay A 1 AR G 2 A B TR
EHERURE . DRI RZ GTE AMF PRGN AP (BREERE ) 1y L3RG & ) ™ (2 o 1398 A 3R A
(I AT DL A B, AR AR 280 T AMF S-S0 2R A st R AL 2 Bkt 3 LB s s Y % T
I, A id i S A AT, KB AMF F 28I LT 6 M Aefe df L a i e A 17 .

(1) AMF {2 B33 A Wy s AR Sl ARBR C TORRS I - 3 HLT 0 i A S, 1082 2 A HL
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JE A SRR 5 (2) AMF SR A T 1K it B 24 A 0 1 S WROMC™ Jo 755 32 400 5, T) I BT 22 R AR 2R TE i
BRI 45 P A T3 RS A - 9O SR A A B T 398 K A SRR I T8 B, A i BEL A 384 L 9 431705 (3)
AMF 3833 56 WUT i 5 2560 WD A LR i Rk 598 C 9 EIRE; (4) AMF B8 22 BRist 2B 4 Bk
g+ A DTS AN 1, R B AMF 43304 7T DL REAIS 38 pH, 5 A T4 1 385 DL 40 5 (5) AMF
Sy UAERTE TR R + e LSRG IR Sh A DL IS i FR A AL RMEAE ) (6) AMF RE & 8 N+ R
it ORI 27 2 K A B A o, W IR R S R i SR A ML R E s R A BT
st ZERINGi iy aN

HRTE TEFAMRH 4R AMF X 4% e (O A 55 (2 Wi 2 . Duan %50 BF5E & B07E 85 8 IR T
AT R X, K RN AMF (2 3F 4 A AL i, o - 48 5 e i i v LA KW Tao M Lin' " e Bl
[ —300 Meta 2B HHFSE T 26F AMF X £ 584 Bk (SOC) SEM Y 6014 % SCHE, 45 R 3B AMF BeRh Bk 31
T SOC fF- MR AE Y AL, Tian %5 W58 R 5 A HER P AMF A HG, 80 AMF (2840 5 T K H 358>
2 mm A TR Eb ) A0 A Sl S 1, SR A AME 2 —FP ARG A 00 IR B ik, AMF BT DL SR £
B AR MR ASRAEIR > 2 AR T R R A gL T R R R A AR T AR 1A AR AR
Xt R (R W ORI 32 0 8 ] DA s 38 - e SR A v N Bl - e A R Bt vy e R AR, e R IR
s R I R AMF AT RESAER SOC™™ , AMF 520 3B AE B4 55 [ 5 10 22 S nTIH KT AMF 450 £
FEVE 25 B A AR DL R i 3G AL SR R o i 1) S8 2% A (51 an 1= 38 37 43 K F-  pH B K A
25 Hh IR R WA HE SOC S8 pH 2520 AMF A5 SOC JEFE RS R Hitk, 75 Z 0 #h +
HEILARHE  AMF ZFaIAE R A Y e (5 8., DLRIE S 20U AME 38757 15807 B9 20 1 4k 45
s iR e M AR S AR
3.2 MBI R BT A X A ERE T R 1R AL

BRI AR R B AN EEA TR (5 5 1B 2 IXEE PEIE S 808 MUE S AEAE , KR4 B 0 i pihe
WY EREWOSCRI A AMF fER6- S HIMIAR R IE B AE R 5, o fs B IR AR BB TR K B dk Y
W = G e oA AR K T 0 R R LB IR T R T T LUK R R
I FE B85 53 A% AR ) T LARI T B9 8800 . AMIF Si sk 7K g JCAILBE A Ak A DL PR A i3 A2 ok B e I I A 2%
PEVOT D ARSI, AME 22 7 {25 4 5 1 v it 5 40 v 4 0 - SR R TS T DA AR A el
Bt ARl R B AMF 542K ( Cunninghamia lanceolata 1. ) K3 A=A 1 o 45 5 S0 2547 B A1 i
AT ISR 0] 2 o AN T e, B v AR A A5k . SR PRl AME, WK A 39 P ORYE R VA MR TR Ak
AT B R R, 4 i R i SR Zhang S5 VRRSE KB, AMF B 2253 W) F 54 SR RR 4 b
VIREAS J BUA A0 B AR A, IR v - R WR T S Y, 3 T2 AR DR Ry SR SRS T A R 0 R R IR DR R 0 R
GEAHSEIE D 38 NI HE R T IR A 2, Jiang 25V BFSE & B, AMF AR SN 22 ] L) fil 38 Foin s A HL
B %) S R A FH o 8 200 TR 7 ML BRI A 32 A G Az | DT 8 s - 1 3l 2 i

AMF {5 A K R 3500 5 TR AR AR G SO AR W i 38 9 2 VDA OG , JC e BR ] e v, BF5E 3R], AMF
W22 7] LA S8 E s (Medicago truncatula L.) 3 WA TR BT b - S8 AT LIS | % T30 71 26 W0 198 0 ik XfE s 2k TS L
i, R 0 AT A - 9 v A 22 X JC MU R R A W M 5 5532, 1 — A0 1 T R X B A ) AMIF 2 A Al v LU
BB R /INZE T B A, TR A AR R O AMIF 8 BT T SR AR AR TE K B B 22 450, K
PR T KRS FR 0 R (W R T AR, ELRE B 22 T LS/ INE 3R R s i BEL ) | A 350 o - 3w s S B 7
ERPRER | AMF XA YRS TR AL D e 3L R & 42 RUA MLBE 0 fL A STk K TAR B L SR, g — s
TIFFE A TR AR G A s W SR A B S, A e 2 R BRI RIVE T . Reddell 261 75— T 2 R R 56 &
B, Y T IEFRR KT 10 mg/kg I, AMF {2 545 10 25 1G24 Bk B M5 100 me/kg BF, AMF ANRE PN 1=
YLAMBL AR R HE ( Casuarina cunninghamiana Miq.) , % fE EBERSCIA K L B &AW, Sl WoFsE 230, G
MR AN 20 mg/kg HENE] 100 mg/kg BF, AME XF AAZAE ) A b 49 A= K R IR A 1) 5 1 359 1 1 ) 5 4y 71
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mVER ) A T R W 2 A e S AR, AMF 2R 1 S A B ™= AR J AR 1 L
FELEFRATXS AR AR A BT 5% o0 WSO R ) A A = A B ) . =558 | AMIF 4 AR W e 4 33wl i) B ) A —
ANMRZE B RIS N (20—100 mg P/kg) , 347 8500 i 32 2o w3 et IR 455 ) AMF PRl B W lic ™ 5
[F) i AR5 A R T AR ) 5 ok A7 T B = AR v 3 ) BB FR T TR AR v 1 AL A S0 8 B 5 7 A A
FHS 2 7 (a7 FA b i 2ok e A BRI PR 56 T AR XA AR K BRI BT 5 4 WS S5 T Y
AR T BEE Y A S TR R B

KT AMF SHEY A fE gAY 1808 720 R MK ol iy AL E2EA LR 5 5. (1) AMF Fi75 48
WYL UK B TR 22 5 SR M 28 S8/ S 00 1 1 32 28 R 0 B8 ) 174 42 ik T L, DA T i 1 A 40 W A - 3K
SIFIEFRYIBNRE S . AMF MRS B 22 BARE B Ol 2—27 wm, /N FHIYIAR R B4R, AT DL 3 4 {52 & 1
EXF B WSCRA 5 (2) AMF £23EfE AR 2 40 IR MR IR I (N R R AR S IR M ) | X 2
Jo AT B AR AR AR B 1 pH, I R B 5 0 2 Fh AR 0 LR 97 ML B A 2 s A S5 (3)
AMF 5584 3 A AT DL i 23 2 Mot e i A [ A - 3 v 0 A LK LG A8 RS R, — 0 e 2 A, —
FRATHI i R TCHL RS B BRI DL S SRR I R B3R 5 (4) AMF REHSIA S0 i s B IR R I R
KA EAY R 2B S E DY (5) AMF AT RUE R gk s EAR R IE AR A AR AL, 58 R g AR AN
MAREL, e A B R X K Sy FE TR T R Al ™
3.3 DB AR EC R A IR TR VR AL

PV AEZS R G FR MR BN A BRI AR A B, DR R R BN R A S RS,
FRAR B A K & T RO A 7= A BRI TR, SR 1 AMF Xt 280 2% R FAR B8 i B9F 72 7F J S ke e
AMF T8 22563 R WSO 38 2 R R B SS 4503 LRSI , 33 5 B R s 48 (g S b ML A AR B T R AR B AR
A RE AR N, T2 A BRA - 394 28548 52 25 D TRV %3k, AMF 5 280 3R 22 (A A4 5C 28 mik ot B B, AH G E
%32 B AL

TCHLAS B A AT LUR] 09 8 2 A0, b s A A (NO3 ) RS AU (NHY ) A e BLHR] T 0 w5 R IS HL
BIEE . Cuenca Fll Azeon' ") 1 FH Al ( Erythrina variegata 1.) iR 568848} 3 15 44k i 50— (5 NO; 4%
Tt AMF, 458 & 3 AMF 2B (g E A A= #y i i AR MY BS A B i, 3B A0 A0 i B A a0t
FEF W] AMF {2 A 4R A 13 NOS . Duan %7 il Johnson 257 (O RF il B T 2680 AMF n] LASE 245 E 4l
P ML, LIS NOS . BRI, Gou 557 SOt IR oE 2 W, 70 K G ARBR 4Rl AMF #2851 75 3 8 A 3
PRI (36.9% ) FIAE R WML, [A] i) AMF %8 it A fi i -+ 3 R0k [ 46 4 15 3 BRIy . tedh, AMF AJ
DL HAA s B D RVE A fR ke R s i LI AUIR ] . BB ESEh AMF S8 ) Hh A % + 3 R ROk
S AN — 20 I DR ] BESZ AN [RIAE P ) b f L S 2 i i B, AMIF 5 B W 35 3 oK (IR TR 2R ) B
i, RHIEHLA(NOY) LBV A & B REAR 2, TR ZUEY S AMF JeA: 2 5 AMF P [R] [ 00 i 32k A= 4 1
A IRFIEHACR, B, Yo 57 LB AMF R 20 FR 08 R8I0 BUE f A4 56 3R 3 18 20 ARAR R
A= Wy A B PR RSO ZEAR R s G R IRE R 2 Wi D R AR A 25 R GE B AR ) [ R e, 3 e ZD A AR 25 R e Y ]
AR, 8% LA BR G, i i) — O PSR E5 R3R BT, K5 AMF LA AT LGH 3 18 22 ORI 7 5 HOA
SBGRHME Y FUMLERS ( Faidherbia albida ) [E5E 1 E, AMF B 2258 R 1 505 B 1 oKk & & B 339%™,
HT AT AT, AMF X SAR P WSO B8 R YD IR ZURII s A0l AR S R G I RE A BRI T,

Bender %' 7E K HAR S & MF T MR GE S AMF SR B2 A8 R DL X g AMF J6A4: 19 3% i 7E Riak
PR ST KIS AMF A4 () ZR At R A SOl 1 R NOS R X AT BEJE BT AMF JE J80RR 22 [ 25 35 K
TR AR [ AMF A2 725 B8R AR, A, AMF SE SN BER ] 28 NO; %t
NH; HWSCi SR, Hawkins 5512 BP0 K 0 AMF 8 PG BR 96 25 B 22 OO NH, 2385 T NOS, NHG (I
AL NO; [ 15 4%, H AMF B 22000 NHG (95 3 25 KT NOS i RO RSO R] A NHG Fo 1G5 fE 8 ik
ARBAR . AMF T8 225 L3 g AL 40 8 A0 S S AL A0 T 5 4 NOS 0 NHL , F00et) 1 il A 200 T R S e AL 4t v 1 1, A5
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Bh P 3 — S (N, O) I HEC o st A S IR A & R g C ll BAT S5 S, il AT o8 e
B, AMF JB 4 ksl g o 22 ] DL AR S A 4 T, JC H2 AR B AT ( Pseudomonas ) , 2 #E N, O 38 J58, AT 8 /0 T
#5.(Vicia faba L.) FRAEX N,O HEBC B9 ) 85 S04 90 M0 A FH & J T R 8 ol AN s 2 <A A
I RE T8tz

HHZ 1 (0—30 cm) H 90% DL I R AA HLEIL A7, AMF REIIC A TS H &R A 2R K& R 55
DS R A LA, AMF WOBOR A LR RE 7 A BT DO, X 5k IR 1) WSO A% 326 BB IR T NH Y
Joanne %577 L AMF AR P9 Bk 48 55 08 i K I MR A1 B8 22 45 T3 A HLARI T, EAh, AMF B BR 28 5
( Glomus clarum) 3T W ER &5 ( Glomus claroideum ) AR PN BR 38 55 5 M = B A= B 42 75 ( Psathyrostachys juncea
(Fisch.) Nevski) 2/ (5T 2 BHIX 3 Fl AMF BRI T B 225 WA HLEMT L™ 500E T AMF 7] UF
AP —2518, AMF TR 22 N 46 38 i B0 A Y0 3K 8h - 38 a HLAW ik, 1% BB ik i - AL &L T LA B
U A A ] JC R AR AR BT rh | AMF B 22 0 26 ] Oy 1 A M4 (AR b i) 0, DT 4 i i 005 77
JCE TGS AMF S nT L3 i B b 2R R A A e A, BRI A AR i, AT
REAIG 29 N, O I, [7] IR 1 3 AT ML 8 Bl 2 A i 0 AR - R T SR AT 10, 38 T SOC 1 A%,
HETTXS G2 il A BR ML A A ] ZAR B TE R 3L

DA AR B (A 2H 2 85 3R SR 25 SR AUE W] AMF Sk ) 358 b JE WL AU LA m AL AR R R T TR AL
HIFEDRFEX N0 HEik, SR, 7EA HLAR R 24 T X B i Eedt AMF 90T 58 R W], AMF fi #E25 i 2E K
FOXH L BRI, A% -3 N, O HERCB A e Y s AT L, 9256 25 (AN ] AMF X+ 38 R 3 A FHAICR 1
EAFE RS . HENATE e m S50 b b AT T HARIRER S 2 24 | 1 38h AMF FP2E B2 AMF &R Z
[ AFFEAH AR I AT RESZ MR AMF AEFHACR | N — 2 TAERRE A RIAE T AMF P AR IF A, Wt %
JE AMF [ZREVE RN 22 S0k | g ie— B BF 98 AME S 38580 K B WO R EE oV RS (AL RS 180

4 RE

25 LRTIR  AMF 7ERE RPN 5 IR C R A e dER ) AR R B SRt I R 1 W B B A K
Pol /il % SAHE RS O RAT BRI ), (B2, R 2 B2 AMF XHEY)- 13 R G0 )™ ) FA: 25 D RE Y 3]
PN RS2 BRI RO (AMF FhE SR fb | 3800 N L 808 3R KPS 2 RPN R B2 . i Al P A5G
T AMF S5Ha9)- HERGIVE L RMITER ZRAEZ R (R R E SR = R T AT, X5
AR I 25 RAN A T RPN RS A A AME FO AR LA R ANIE A BR800, Rt H I A8 T 5 Bk = 1 3 AN [
AR S R GUAE P A RERFIE T AL R AR M, AR BB ST 75 A2 B AR B b ik — 28 I R IF A A
AURAE AU A BRI . R, RIERERD AMF RTREAS nl 58 77 70 e B0 I 1A B 3R o 6 J I AR 3 SOC
AR DU , 7 2 T b AR  AMF BB AR F I AR PR AL Qe ME RO MERR 5 8., LR UE S UK % AMF 3855
T G I R L AR E M AR S I RE

UnfapRs AMF (85t 35 AT ER I Al A 7 A - B 52 T R v TSR R ACSRIE TS I E 27 17, AN [R) AMF
PR RO AR AT R A A P 22 5, 06 - S  C 0CR AR AT FH 5 11 AP R A A i 35 38 o A 50 11
HEHLRE ST, FTHG AMF XA WU RE J0 7B Ry i e 08 R AMF BRAR I CEEFE b, R, 6 F AMF XHE Y-+ 3 &
GEIPEALE BT FE R HOGHE T8 — W X1, i A SRR AR AR R 2R 270 ) FR 8RR AMF 1EA R 3R5
ZEAETR B 1 A B W PEATLAR] A B TR R AT SR N R AE S R G IIRE AR W A RS E M ) 4
Fro BEOM, BT X5A R AP i R VT i s A DR T ) AMIF BRTAR , T ERFT SRR Z MR & AMF TR A A2 01 BT
Witk FEH- BSOS A FHATLEE, T g BF & a0 7 1Y) AMIF ol A= 0 v AE 2 (AL B AR . A2 AL AT
NPl R AMF JEA: RGEINT 5 | B A 25 R G0 W) S PR B A 1, LR ) SR A [ PR 58 R R 4045
T AMF-EY- DR GBSO RIEIME L . AR IR ARG BARIR A1  AMF 70 FIAE )
AVENT AMF-HE- T 3-8 e, 55 AMIF FER0l A 7 B8 B RN A S B A i
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AMF SA8H%) 0 HAENLHIZ S8 7~ 5 AMF 5 HAl AT 35 A 9 08 5 VED LB 2 A X I, B8 407 b 240 £
AMF 55 HAb A 25 A W A0 A DG ZR 06T T RS A lb 45 BRI A 5K B B AR O Ak 2 43 e LAY, th S R DR fF
FER IS RS 5 R 3 A () DX i | A R AR AR R R 25 57, AMF A At + 38 ik
Wy ) 107 FH A A 7 R 0 3 7 A 4 i R R T REARAT TR [R] R UE , 5 B AR G Wy T B A R
RATFHAR PR AMF FULT A 25 WA Y, IR A A B 2E 0T B ( Bacillus subtilis) JBUZR B 55 1 498 45 42 1A
HEAT W% Fh R 2 3 AR 00 T BERNAI 9T i IR AR Y T2 R0 5 48 15 e i AU U S B a8 45 0F R
5 B R4
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