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Research Advances on Biocontrol of Sclerotinia Rot caused by
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum

LI Enchen, XIZheng, ZHU Na, LIU Jia, XU Bingliang, ZHANG Shuwu

(College of Plant Protection, Gansu Agricultural University, Biocontrol Engineering Laboratory of

Crop Diseases and Pests of Gansu Province, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: Sclerotinia rot, caused by the fungus Sclerotinia sclerotiorum, is a broad spectrum plant
disease that causes enormous economic losses worldwide. Biocontrol has become an important
strategy for integrated management of plant diseases, as the development of biocontrol technology.
This review provides an overview of the current status of sclerotinia rot management, focusing on the
research progress of biocontrol of sclerotinia rot, and presents a systematic elucidation of the mechan-
isms and effectiveness of different antagonistic fungi, bacteria, mycovirus, botanical fungicides and
organic soil amendments in the control of sclerotinia rot. The problems in biocontrol research and ap-
plication processes are discussed, and foreground for the future development direction and applica-
tion of biocontrol microorganisms and natural plant resources are prospected, in order to provide ref-

erences for the safe and effective control measures against sclerotinia rot in the future.
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1% (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum) +&—Fh B A
SBCRPER YR R A, W R, AR gy
2/ 75 %} 278 & 600 ZFiEY), HrhaE+o7
AR B, R R GRS 2 Pl B T AR
YW, ¥R TE T 0 A ) A% e T 4 T R
WA oA, HNEY e BT A &
U 10 4Ek, I S T A% & A T AR AR
ik 310 77 hm?, AEYSEPR™mBt R 17 71 t, o5
rh DI SR AR 7 R Y 10 o U SR 1Y
55.60%", FEEE, HAFERZEETIENEYR
Tk AR AV RUR T 2 12365, HT,
X T A% B T 5 | RS VR 3 s ) S ARk 2 o
PR o Al % B ) B R A 25500 o A o T ) T 22 0
A, (X R R AR R, HAC
RS ESHEEWR T E KR, B Fae
AR ST, AEYBIIATE WAL B
IR EE BORBREZE A6, BAEGER
e XA S 1) GRS 2R . ARXT TR S L
ERG, EYIBNA T E R R . R A
PR XIS, SRR A S IR R A ™ b
J A A R, (B, T ARG IR
FRIRAEYIBT in R BRI GE R > Rk, ARAF
9% 3L R A 1Y A P B IR B9 R A T 2R A
FEXF A B iR E AL A = B R R
Uk RS i, UUBIRERske . &
MBS

1 BERmEAIR K F B R

1.1 Fiyadiik

HAT, Biif ARG RN RIS %
AR A B AR S KAS B . 24P . R PR
i A B I A 25 B RN TR R SR Y AR Y B
o SEPRBR IR, R A R B
2V D R A B RO ARG, R
SRR I 5 B B/ IN T s o AR AR B e A o
TR R R, RS
BAEY AR EEWRAE, nTLATRUZ SRR
A A, DT/ B A R A A Y R A% AR
TE IR L G B A A M Tt T TR AR o A
—E M IASOR

A2 A8 TR 8 P AR B 36 TR A T LA
LEH . FEHFNEEN, ZFORFEZREH o
WEWIA A R AL A I, A I BERE . ORR

AMESHNHIFR (quinone outsidein hibitors, Qols). 3%
FHPR 5 S B 57 (succinate dehydrogenase inhib-
itors, SDHIs), RFZFEMEREZS | FRIFRMESE | i
FH LA 157 (demethylation inhibitors, DMIs) FlIZ
M S it A [I/E FDLER R B ), AT
NGy EyigitE, LRI, RO
IRTF ORI RN — B = A T Bightk, HOETETIA
X 2 RN 10 45 A W 5Pk,
WAL PR AR AR R 2558, a5 R AN ] 4%
PRI A8 R il T T vt FH P it o

TEB L (M) 5 st AR B i TR A% IR S 42 5 1 7
K, ATRAs D A 2 ol R (RIS A A, AT 42
EEI 2T sR . R IRE S48 B FBORTS
23S FIH SR E i I S Bt i, HOW R R A
—EPUEY, M AR R, R
RECHEF IR R ARSGER, B RN TR
HORFBr, RBIPOAL B RAHCEE A A H Ak
Yy, TSR B PR, kR
T 3% e I R 200 R PR A IS S BT B P e A
FUWEDIH, A5 B B PR R0 A B T PRk
PR g e,

1.2 fELER )

Lk Biie . AL iR AT B AL
RIETHEAEAE—E R RYE . RBhG GefF) R
FERZ BRI AL A R T T A 8k, (A A &
Tz, WA RERTTLUET 7T E2 A, B
IR AEAFRE ). CAMIREM . MNIELE 3 454
Fh R A i = FH 43 8 LR P R AZATS SR AT, 3T
DA A& 2 AR TR 22 T3 4 02 IRk, sadde Ve
TR AR, A & B X A i A
Gy e, AR AR 2GR, TR KU £
N, BLEGPERROR A AE . FEPE, EAEA R IXAH
GRR LT X 2T R | ARG RUNE B S R T )
AU R AZ B R R I A 250 B
T I PR PR i A AT e | A S v AR B
e, Wz E ARSI (Alternaria brassicola) 7|
RS 1A S R TR 0 X A% 28 TAT 17 R0 A e ) AR i e D
TORBEW SRR A T g ", MR H
A, ST RR AL B i ik dk = B2 i Tl
PoRiE I ERR AN . RBEBUR IR, 1F
Pyt R AR BT 3 852 B I 0 ) R
PRIEPRFEFIN,  H AT 3R R s — L R oY
PAFPUE A, (HAX SR IR AE LR AE P R
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REAT A3 ] PR A e A, G T ) P 7 i —
AR PUPE A PR FEIBOR A SR R, AKIH B
Z R RPTRIRRGCIR, BA T LIALRAL A
J R B SR A

2 ERREMEREE RS BNRRENA
AR

2.1 BB AR TR T ELR
1Ed LR, TR 2R R A 3]

B3 TR A% 1) T RGCR S H ) AR S PR 3dt J ) 2
Wi, BIFSEHE — BB T SR AL 1Y AR Y B A )
(biocontrol agents, BCAs), /X4 BCAs [ &I H
R, HEF AR Ll GR D &
YIBTa R A2 A AR . AR . H
BESE . AHPIHR Y BT A LSRR, X TR AR
HEAT A= Wy 70 1) SR Ay 0 o 22 A ORI T
Wik, WOWERIER, B ETESUR T AL
WA FAEYPUERE

R 1 ERSE RICEERHIF

Tab. 1 Commercialization of biocontrol agents for sclerotinia rot

[ERLEA HiES W= AP
commercial product species strain number manufacturers
Contans*WG J& 755 Coniothyrium minitans CON/M/91-08  SipCamAdvan LLC, Roswell, GA
FEEEZS-1SBU IR A 711 - bR e A FR 2
JE e AR 7 [ C minitans 75.1SB WAL R R A BR 2 7

wettable powder of Coniothyrium minitans ZS-1SB
PlantShield”"HC

WA KA B Trichoderma harzianum — T-22

Hubei Xinfeng Crop Protection Co., Ltd.
Bioworks, Victor, NY

SoilGard"” SN 5 Gliocladium virens GL-21 Certis, Columbia, MD
Actinogrow”AG Flith 5 B 18 Streptomyces lydicus WYEC 108 Natural Industries, Houston, TX
Serenade®MAX FELZERUNT B Bacillus subtilis QST 713 AgraQuest, Davis, CA

2.2 AR RIS N

iR R A D17 3 18 A B LA 32 2 R
%% (Trichoderma spp.). JE7C8E (Coniothyrium mini-
tans). W% (Aspergillus spp.). T &% (Penicillium
spp.) M B 5 (Gliocladium spp.) % (£ 2), Hoh
DIAREEFG R TR Z
221 JERE

TER B A BT B AT, E S8 B
SR HEATZ, ERSNEA AR g
FeRE LB E TR R R 22, WREIA R .
ZHAO 250 i i 50 8 -5 R A5 R A SR s
R ESCREAE A AR A 17 A BG40
W fipe il 22 S FOR BN 103 R, Ak, JE SRR
A RIEIEE R, Al 7E I rh RS e e hl, BE
T 7 ] RS A b IX ) - S R R B A A . 38
AP B EEmESE T N TR, S
7 B RN FAVE W TE AR R I T 8B B B iR 2
Ho HEERE AT, SR REA RO AL
A RS RRCE , WIS AZR I R R, H
TRIFIR S E G NE Rt AR e, B Ak
HW, HR (oxalic acid, OA) JE A% 35 oA 51 2L 3L
R T, RHEY G e R AR R . I
WFFE R UG e R nITE =W OA S FAEK, 3

JE SRR . JE TR AL AT B A AR A R LA
B X OA WIREME, OA &M% ¥15E pH Fhim,
PEE SR E PR EE S5 A R T 7o 85 B A AR OCHE
HNBEEAIEPE TR M BB ) S kN,

SCI G FC RN E 2V ERE T . X e R IR R
BB 92 A8 bR (Cmoxdcl F8754K) BIMFFE &0 1%
RAME G MW ILIE IR, SRR TR MRAR L,
Cmoxdcl 7B R EE LT BEEREA (Cmehl)
B-1,3-F BBHEE LN (Cmgl) WF B TR, H
A E R R R 2 W RE T 0 PR, Bl i
NN JE 50 B WAZ B TR AR R BL 5 22 o 9 4k
% MCQUILKEN 212V B 5 578 75 /£ X (X (Cza-
pek-Dox) ¥ 1A 35 77 5 h BEARUE 43 AT il A% B TR A
K AIPT EE Y (antifungal substances, AFS), 74
Wit T IR PTAER . JE e R 288k ZS-1TN-
1812 ) & BEIE R TIAE et i BB, R
R g, RULZE MR A1 AFS AI/ER
TS AL PG IS TE A AR 25 lE N
BCAs 2 Gk A 25 i AR, (B
FEI () RS M R 380 o — B AZ T B8, 7EIRA 4T
X PR A% 9 I A 0 L5007 o, Contans"WG 1A
SRR AE R B HL A A% B W SCR S AR A B iR

prirzc 8
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Tab.2 Biocontrol fungal species and mechanisms for the management of sclerotinia rot
[ER7S FE A B L] SR
strains main biocontrol mechanisms references
WA B Trichoderma asperellum HEE A, P mycoparasitism, antibiosis [17]
e e = I
HPIRAEE T. hamatum WL ﬁi {E.i.\ ﬁ;%ﬁrﬁ: o . [18]
mycoparasitism, antibiosis, growth promotion, induced resistance
MR AEE T. harzianum HE. ﬁﬁi‘ {E?E.\ %ﬁﬁﬁ Lo . [19]
mycoparasitism, antibiosis, growth promotion, induced resistance
REBAF T atroviride HE AL BiE mycoparasitism, antibiosis [20]
RETAREE T koningii B, Pk, f24E mycoparasitism, antibiosis, growth promotion [21]
LEARE T virens HEE . P4k mycoparasitism, antibiosis [22]
2% : S EL )
s T viride HAE PUAE. A BIPE (23]

mycoparasitism, antibiosis, growth promotion, induced resistance

J& 5283 Coniothrium minitans 4. P4 mycoparasitism, antibiosis [24]
Wi E Aspergillus niger EAEL Pk mycoparasitism, antibiosis [25]
HA N2 A. japonicus B P2k mycoparasitism, antibiosis [25]
I H A, versicolor B4 antibiosis [26]
W% 5 Penicillium citrinum P14 antibiosis [27]
HIRE B P. funiculosum P’k antibiosis [28]
T A P. pallidum Bk antibiosis [29]
RIGHRFE F. oxysporum P’k antibiosis [30]
SN T EW Gliocladium virens P14 antibiosis [31]
MK T E R G. roseum EAAE. PiE mycoparasitism, antibiosis [32]
W WETE R B Clonostachys rosea EAEL Pk mycoparasitism, antibiosis [33]
ANTARAEE Sporidesmium sclerotivorum H %7 4E mycoparasitism [34]
WK Talaromyces flavus EAAE. MRAE. FH 'SP mycoparasitism, antibiosis, induced resistance [35]
BANFERE A Ulocladium atrum P4 antibiosis [36]

222 K#E

ARG D EFETEEREZMEZ, En
DAoL T it . R WERG . 3R ML 4E R
SE YN MU RE ARG, REAS D (RS e S EL B 1)
Y BELE R ™, AT IE5CEE , REEXT OA A
—E WIREMRRE ST, X ] RE 5 AR TR 4 U B B R
R} (oxalate decarboxylase, OXDC) Fl¥E iR %A 1k
fiff (oxalata oxidase, OXO) A K, = WEH 5 HE
i SER G E B PCR MilE 1 W K KB OXDC %
A2 IR KETE OA AL BREA B R, S K%
S7 YR T K OXO M, X OA 1Y
R 308 23% %, ARE ™A i — 2Lk G AR vl
WIS RS, FEAEHSRENE.
IR MR G SAR O, e S 3 St
R BB RE S, AR A R )
AR R, AR R AT AR ) A RN
KA, AR AR AR O & ™
FEAN, 34T I 2B I i SRR AR R R N S e
Y, REAEEBERAERKRRE, mREFEE,

55 HA A e W AH LE A RN SE S T, TER
MNP A R T e EP S 7 N 90)
T 14 F 8] Bl i 8CRE 5 #E— 2P ik . ZENG
SRR TE I YA TS TR it A T A 2 1 v
L 80.5% T4 31.7% MEH, {H SUMIDA
SECOT S RIS R A IR 7E F R
XX B PV EHRCR A B2, TR REUR R A%
X K 3 IR ROREE T-77 Mg &>
BRI A, HIFANBREE R 1) H ZERRA% 0 1 &
B,
2.3 AR AR RIRE TS R

HHr, O 2 fhan s i e (Pseudo-
monas spp.) M ZEHFTE (Bacillus spp.) 25 N
WTERYLERT AN (% 3), H I 2t Bt
B AR AT AR AR A TR S A R A
2.3.1 (R

T HMIAT TR TE AR T Tz 004, BA
— i e Y A B TR R AR B 2 2B TR (plant gr-
owth promotion rhizobacteria, PGPR), g4} H
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Tab.3 Biocontrol bacterial species and mechanisms for the management of sclerotinia rot

BER FE A B L] JCHR

strains main biocontrol mechanisms references

ey TR S YTy

HRHLSFHRT I Bacillus subtilis r%yfoi;ai;:iiiin\, ﬁlﬁlb:los:z jrj)}\tlljl promotion, induced resistance [52-53]
filye B ZEAAF B B. amyloliquefaciens BEFA. ik 75 TP mycoparasitism, antibiosis, induced resistance [54]
E K ZFHIFF T B. megatherium P, {24 antibiosis, growth promotion [55]
R SRR B. cereus P4 antibiosis [56]
VRN 2EfFT B B. velezensis P, {24 antibiosis, growth promotion [57]
VWAE ST B. safensis P, {24 antibiosis, growth promotion [58]
FE/NEIAFTEE B. pumilus P4 {4 antibiosis, growth promotion [58]
SEEMB I Pseudomonas chlororaphis P antibiosis [59]
TN P. fluorescens Pk, R4, St antibiosis, growth promotion, induced resistance [60]
ERBURMEE P. putida $i4E antibiosis [61]
VEABURMEE P. cepacia Hi4E antibiosis [61]
WA AR P. brassicacearum P14 antibiosis [62]
R WL KB Serratia plymuthica Y. it antibiosis, growth promotion [63]
YRR SC IR Erwinia herbicola P4 antibiosis [64]

MITR PA23 4385 A K EARR, JEBA TR
TEAEB AT, TEE SRS Z RGN T A R
BB ILIGNIRES (polyhydroxyalknoates, PHA)
YERRRAMEREIL A ™, (iR B 7R 2 R B
o ELA R A N YR o SREHBUR M B RE A 22 A
RS PR Uy R R JETT 45 LUK
LR R YEA YL A DY) (volatile organic compoun-
ds, VOC) (A4 Jf-mEme | FRCUEESE), X Lel) e
PRSI - 438 R RE A A8 i A 22 2E K DA S B A%
THEM T A & . BERRY 25 IWF 5T 48 A4 &
7 R8I A= 40 BB P T S %o A1 P T 7 A T L TR b
YA EELNEW, IR TR E DF41
T I 2 T (B 512 X0 A 2 TR AT A i g 4 il 2%
S, H AR IRFESI A% £ T AR K R ol 3]
TORBAEM . AN, B RAT R L R I S A
A E AR S % YR R R B, an
DGR AN PS1 AT LA 3 i S+ i &
R, PR E IR S AL i R A
2.3.2 HFAEE

ZEAOFF R TE T IE SR AR L S o B
Fr . TIAPTIPER , SR — 2SR A A
B AR AR . P9 AE 2R AT BRI A= W B
IRTETEE R TR VOC, ke by
Al DL AR R ) e s e AR 3, Gl 5
Y BCPER AR HEY) . MASSAWE 28 P A
AT RPN 16 B vOC, Hirp 8 FihE 2

AR R N 22 A K MEAZIE L, JFReA &>
OA AR, TESLPRB AT, 2 25 F A B
e I RBOR 527 A R o B i 28 e
2.4 AEPITREE RIS M

BT, FE R H R T (Streptomyces
spp.) B A RAZIE (% 4). 5% I T DL il e
Bk, W MWEEZ, Jf HaeB e gtk
Ko SRR DR E W ZRIE | W, X5

x4 NATE&R AR R E RS
Tab.4 Actinomycetes species and mechanisms for
the management of sclerotinia rot

L3 FEAB L SCHik

strains main biocontrol mechanisms  references
W R B T Ei[%e A e o [66]
Streptomyces platensis antibiosis, growth promotion
e 4 2 TR A [49]
S. lydicus antibiosis
Jit - Ejnas
S. exfoliatus antibiosis 1671
R R b [67]
S. cyaneus antibiosis
o AR 2 A (6]
S. felleus antibiosis
N Ak [69]
S. albulus antibiosis
IRAB B T i [70]
S. griseus antibiosis
B IRBETE Eijea (0]
S. rochei antibiosis
IR A (0]
S. sampsonii antibiosis
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N IR SRl . 2T 2 25 il R — S YR R AT
WA O AR YRR, S S|
WE-3-Z. 1% (indole-3-acetic acid, IAA). 1-2F&Ff
N E-1-FR R (1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic ac-
id, ACC) FREHRR SR AR, H
HI,  CTEA A A2 B TR 1) 5 T AR S
HE R BERRER I . TAA B U SC I SER DL
Lottty ACC L . o-TE KD . ) SR A 1) 5
B, SE A R R I, e T 204
Y& U BN, R IR R B . TR R .
FIMFEZR . WHEAIZ JUBE R IR NER . /A EE
B B IR A ) RF T R FRAEI
T 22 AR KL RSN, i RE i R A
1) OA & 1 FIUR GG 1 IR OB R R . %)
DB 7 TR 0 5% TR 5 TR 7 A O R PR A B R A%
TR R 22 A KA R AEL F] 54.50%~72.54%™
P i e T R R ST 2 N Sk S R u
FH (A g0 i o B o 1A A5 . R e . etk
FIBA L A o
2.5 EEJRTEHS N

HERE R — BT THRE D MO 27 3k
TTHRE GBI, 78 DU B 45 (Agaricus
bisporus) T k& PR TR LT, R 2500
BRI E A S BRI AR, DI E
PR BRI HI 5518 EMEUR T, BA SRS
g1, MR SR B 6 FL A R — A B
R W o

TERZBE PO R ZMIEE. 1992 4F, BO-
LAND"™ WA IAEZFL W N Z A dsRNA 1, HIK
WEIE R R S AT XIE FTERZ S R
Ep-1PN 1 BL T (+) ssRNA J&# SsDRV (debilit-
ation-associated RNA virus), %2 nJ 18 13 7 22 il
GRS, TR 2 A KBRS, W
PREOWE 1555 5 MAZBER 48 Y (-) ssRNA
FLTH % 7 SSNSRV-1 (negative-stranded virus 1)
23Uk e EARE I EE T AR RERL 2 FhEl
2RI HRERREE G RY, ITERZ SRR KL-1
FORELT 2 FhZRHAIREE (SSMV-1 fil SsMV-2)l"";
KR 16235 WREH#EAT T 3 Fpdeobifipad ", W
PRIA] B FRARAS R AR 2 PR e 1K A% 1
MY RBHAS , TAF R CAEAX B A AT DL s il
MR EFRAERME R B EE, Bl 329 A 3R
PUNHLHI A BT, U0 SsPV1 (partitivirus 1)

SSMYRV4 (mycoreovirus 4)7" Fl SsDFV2 (deltafl-
exivims 2)"* S B AR BEA R BRAS [FIA% £ I bk
(] R FRAN R R, R AR 2 0] S 50 2
P RAERE , AR IR A% B 75 S IR B ik ) 45 77
ASSEF G B ) EARAE FPLHA AR BB, 7 iE—
RN

¥ 5 W5 SSHADV-1 (hypovirulence-associ-
ated DNA virus 1) A #95AE ) EE DNA
e, HA MRS 3T DEEFEREME I, YU
GO R B AR SSHADV-1 55
RO R R A 22, MR, S50
PRI NI, R TSR A B AT L e B
PRE, BEA RIS A% I AR RO
PRI i, SSHADV-1 AR TR T 15 B 4%
fil (= YA S DA TR 2291, o T e TR R AR g R
WL (Lycoriella ingenua) #EAT N AL G . 7 IR 2
IRl SSHADV-1 {25, gl i/ fogril i i 4t
W 2205, JRTEE R AR I, R hhe
For BN BE AUAETE A AT 5 D5 IR 8 A5 ) Hotg s
FEAL G RARRAZ B A AR D™ AR A AR
KIN: SsHADV-1 7] LK% 5 T M FEARE 57 A%
SR AL A 5 N A FL, #% SSHADV-1 Jgs
MR MR R R R A K, s PR T
AT SR TR A IR 67.7%, B 14.9%, iX
WS 7R T LR R T RS AT AT 4 N 2R TR
R, HEABENAERNRE ™, AEYH
PR B B R TR . RS LR R
—FhHi A BCAs MU i A e, HE
AR RV E D AR AL T — P U ER R 3R
W o B e I R 0 G, R A LR
TRAEXT 25 5, BRoRe 8 22 BT R A S R 2
BT T AR B

3 HEWREFEFEREH S RFENA

3.1 YRR

T IR A% TR 7R S 18 DA ) 2H R SE A3 2 1R
MY EA R . MRS A O8O, BRI HHK
A=A 1 1 Al A i T BT A AL Y
AW 25300 AR IR AR TR DA AR ) R Y —
oy, HAMWTE . RERE . M. EYEIER .
Xof JEFEARA: W22 4 RIS 5y 15 | D TR 0 24 1R 25 10
P, WERHMEY ZAEAKTE (Indigofera amblyantha)
PR RO IEPEY) B (Balansenate 1 . 11) X424
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T e Z2 A D TR BB A B A AR Y
BRI (Cuminum cyminum) Fh—F H FE B AL 2 R
AU SR R 2244, BRI OA & ik, if
REAE BRI R RN AR 0 rh 2R R A 1) R A
BASCRE . Al L, fEY R A e A 25 1)
KB BEAE RS, B2, MY AR
WA RY L2 22 b EWIR G, RMEH
W ARG E T B BT, MELLN T AL, K
TR AR TSR BUSAS &7, 5 A0 A AR 245 A0 LA AH
ZER . BEEBURNLRE S, I B IR R
FUAS B AEAE DLASONG | HRUO0 e RS 01 1 B A %o
SRR E b, B TS TR IR 245500 By i T
IR A R B /b, e MR R B G
R A IR R R D o BEE BRI
B BERBORR G AR REENIEL, A
ZINTE . AR RIS LATE R ST FE) N o
32 AR

A PR AT DA AR B . T
P IR MU RER S5, P R Ty, 1
e, REMAEYFEEEMEZREN. AP
Srffat B b AR BT HE R ORI R Y BT LA
R K LR e R AR . HUANG 5 WP Al T
87 AL A HE R R AR A B T TR A ™ LB R A 1Y)
FERVEN, SRR Hrh 74 Bl e — g R
AR A, HAE RIS T RE S A LYo
i FE TP A RECE VIFHC . LA, 24529
JR TR A e ) it A HLE R, AL B4y
fifp as R v IR 15 00 A 48 v 4 T A AR B B A
Ah, AT RERS I IR AR RS T, AL AR
F 81 HIES R R E AR LY, XA
P AL B R AN F M Sy e 2 2252 SR £
Berh R B E A A VLY BSOS R RE, A XUk
itz — SRR A L e R A S5 A s E IR
B RER MY E R Pt T EAE
PAEREFF 910 t, KRR 240 t, BHEIEE 381¢Ct,
ZEA AT 60%™ KAV & 79 75 I AL A
TR 25 B R T AL oL, mT U U Aol
& FE 4 T G A PR T S 8 e e R R, fg— 2t
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