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Abstract: There are abundant and diverse microbial communities in the phyllosphere of plants. Plants
provide necessary living places and nutrients for the phyllosphere microorganisms, while the phyllo-
sphere microorganisms affect the growth, development and metabolism of plants; both are in a pro-
cess of dynamic balance. With the continuous exploration of the functions of phyllosphere microor-
ganisms, more and more studies on the relationship between phyllosphere microorganisms and plants
have been carried out. In order to better understand and apply the phyllosphere microorganisms, and
combined with the relevant literature in recent years, this paper summarized the isolation and identi-
fication methods of the phyllosphere microorganisms, the sources and components of the phyllo-
sphere microorganisms, and the interaction between the phyllosphere microorganisms and plants,
which is helpful for a comprehensive understanding of the phyllosphere microorganisms. The re-
search direction and emphasis of the phyllosphere microorganisms were discussed, providing a refer-
ence for future research.
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-5 (phyllosphere) T 1955 4F-H LAST 1K
Py, M. FIREY) AR AR PRIELL, MY
-t A7 «rFRMs T fE RUINEN B0 BroE SO
NN E KIS T Ah R, R HE
LRI Z, 1981 4FHE [FH 24 % BLAKEM-
ANE RSN T e S, st B
A BT AR TR A W R S T A AR A R A <o T
A% (phylloplane microorganism)” ™, [ ML 53
Yt ERCEYA TR, IR Tt
FEEBYTIZ R, ARZ 58 R T A P 8 R
F . A AT RE SR S T IR AR, B TR
LAY, YR EERs, dEZE . 4B
RAFHARMB AT KENHAEY .. BMEFRDY
A, LINDOW Z"I%f i R A 17 ik — 20
YRR, A TR G P B A ) R PR
HFr (phyllosphere), AR T 75 iHBr By« Ji BRFR 4
R 2E A4 (epiphytes), FFE R3EH T PR
Y2 (phyllosphere microbiology). *fF M Fri# 4=
PIRIBESE, AR 222 4R TP e R W) L 43R T Y A=
i, HUAMHES 3, BrROGT AR L3 R
B SRy B A G B B G A ) A A P 1Y) 2
YL B AN R PRI, AR
M R4 SR TR L R 10° km® R &R 43 2 36
1) S il i R =B 7 L UGN B8 I E N =4 ] 1 2 B 7/ B )
FEATA . BERETH . ZOIRE T . A R RN RS
U HA D T s, P Er Oy R
Kt R R ZA 10~10" A 4 i, X geA:
1 TEMBr b W RUAE Wk S i PR AE 9 (phyllosp-
here microorganisms),

XTI BRAE RS, BRI R — R
WA HARE AR, AEET RN ST
SRR FIE SRR, DL RIZIAE A
SROG . R il R AN SR RS . R T B ER
BARE, BRI P 28 A ) SO R )
PAAERPTRYI T, R 252 B0 A ) B E SN 1)
SR 2t BRI, A RE I N PR
B A AL T R, IHE YK BN
“HARSS AR B WE R T IR . et AR
R TR MPRIEAEY R — R ek B2
EIREAR, EELIANEER Y BRI TR A
P E LUARBRER HIErh R i, 5 80y
] 0P — A, IR ) A 0P ] LA g
BAETESR IR RS CHREE R, A2 e

AREEN, BT AT LMR S AR K, et PR
AW T LA 3 55 43 5 4 RS BV R AR R S
AR A R B (A A, A 2 I s T A 1 AR
SWAMEY LR, Hik, R4y, ot
RIS AT AR — 8 BTG B4 A 25 A %A
Pt A B L S, XA R
Yy 55 15 FEREYA) ) FAEOC R R 4 IS R
Z—o WRHENIZEUE 2011 AF45 T BRig:
FIRFRE DT . A Rer: . AT RE A AE U
%, HBEE S TFHARNERE, BT brfE
LS R WAL DN =B 151811 |2 5 Ny §
ST e i M TN T G/ RO E N AN ES P
RS EAE R R o N T S b T g AN B
Y, FETFAT AR SR, A SE AR
W BRI i o3 B S8 T i . BT RRAE L) R R
TR B AR R E LI T LA B MM ST
P, SRR BRAAE MRS 1) R A5 o

1 HIEREMNTBEE

L1 BRI 5 B

Xt PR AT R R, B e R
PROAYIHEAT AR 38, I B XY B AN E]
VLT AN R 3 B T8 o B I 2 1 9 7k
Y, HAETHRERZ AR, E2E e
A R I IRE PR35 7 120K 3R U E it
o Etls MT M ARRZEY, A2 AR
SRk, BRI R TIHREALBE, BR R
WA, FMZMRIE g 210K, Z R TR
M7y B 4 U DNA #E47 T — 25 i e 4 5 2,
XFT U A e R, , EEA BRI . TE 42
PRI JC R AR BER K A5, AN RIUE BN T AN [l AR
Py BRI B B SCR B S — I Z5IE, (EA
AL B AN TRIRRASE A [R] AR S AR AR 3 Al
AR A AR i = ISR
T AR, PR T AR BRI (JC T K M
R MPR0) Xof it PRARAE MY S BOBOCR , B 2 Fib
VORI SCR A 3 25, JF BAE—E 2k
KA A PR A DR S B R YR MG 2
1.2 MR 5 e

PG (4 48 72 T VA AL AR LS P
PAEY B BRI AT 23250, Ul e PR
Fr ik LA S AL R SR 0 7 15 0 0 TR T AR IE B 2 ol
A B AE AR MR T 2 E T (X ST vk T .
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A Y E BRI 73 AR HERY ), I XS S A
AR EORIR G o B > TLEY 2 HOR I &
J& UL B A ) DNA ZRIE RS A3, Ok 22 1Y
WE5EN GUE AL o1 A= 2 4 0 I 0 B
Fr¥%esE, MR B2 A I B TE ITS 7 91 F0 40 76
16S rRNA LD 7 51 %k 73 B9 4R A5 1 40 15 7= W) it 47
YER S BEE PR UE VI R ETRA . KB
FARIR S R ZHOME Y AT TR 1Y, BEIE A
Ty B PR R Al FR i K AR —AR B0, R
HA 0.1%~3% BYFRIE AR R BN 2 il 77 19,
JIT LA A5 55 1) G 18 5 5 125 D0V J s B 2B
PIREE 25 N TIFRASE A ZHE, A
TR T AR A AR TN 3 T AW A R KB T
FRAG i 2 (phospholipid fatty acid, PLFA) i [&] 4y
PR R v FR ) M i D B B 2 351 (ter-
minal restriction fragment length polymorphism, T-
RFLP) 73 A8 AR | 8 R4 BE R FEL UK (denatured
gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE) £ /R il & i
¥ (high-throughput sequencing) $ AR5,

PLFA 3% [ 73 BT 8 A 256 T i 0 R mI A o A=
Prbmicymi & R i) A BoR , st Bk
Y20 MO REE E B TR Al 17 1R 110 2 >k S T A= i b
J&PT, LV SEPNE T PLFA BORERSY T AMEGS 4
W is 54T N-(3-oxohexanoyl) homoserine lac-
tone XJ A5 I - om 41 1 RE 9 A R2 0, & B
1 mmol/L b ¥J5 , ¥ 2= [REHPE R (GP) #Y o Bl 1
o, 4 10 mmol/L Zb¥ 5, H I BT T B
AL AEIRI T PLEA RS F2 5 b 1 b st
DCH B BRAN TR TR 451, 45 R A B A Al
FEGL R, 2 PR 2 1 A e 4 v o 22 TR
PEANE AR, HE T PRAN RIS 45 1 2 B 23
PRI PN H S A R R S, AN [v] el s RS ] A=
KT H M B S S5 A BORZE 5+ . PLFA
O3 ATHORIE B TG DU PR h G A R T R A
B

T-RFLP Jr M AR & —Fp 4T . 3 PR
HIVE R AP FHRSURITEHOR , 454G T PCR
BAR | BObRICHE AR . DNA Rl U4 AR
DNA 79 H 8l 7 Aok, sd@axisk A 4. K
A s 55 20 58 19 TC2E ) 22 A AR AT AOF 5 B
PENUELAS %74z f T-RFLP 5 RAF5E T Hi1 HifF
AR FP AT AR (Quercus ilex) I FRAH TR FIE:
HREEE . SREMEMYSENZL, Z5RE

B SR 4 S s i PR Al 4 1) = B A
Jito T-RFLP 457K AJ DLz B PR EEAE & b 0k o 3=
& IS RERE R ] AR AL, T T Y
SYRE] DS R B PR R T o

DGGE i & J& i FISCHER Al LERMAN 7£
1979 4F & BH 044 iz FHAE B2 1 SE R S AR i A
WMFE ALY 1993 45 MUZYER 25578 Ok DGGE
FARB A4 82405% . T DGGE 2 A
IR 6 N G = R [ e N 5 [
AT EFMAYS ., SiMEY™ . A5 5
A ) R B i A ) VR R AF ST . IZHAKT A5
i DGGE HARXS 3 Fia ) (1 BAT | 4 il A
93 W ) G I B 20 B 4 AT T RS, R B
B2 B AR 22 SRR R TR, ELA A H A A
PR AN SRR R R R, R RS R
SN AN RS L R

o 38 B AR SRR T — 4RI (next gener-
ation sequencing, NGS) o (R JFH A, AN
T —C A& M ¥ (Sanger sequencing) 1l &
B AT L L ELE T
ZRBE T TIN Y, B 7R KR
FRAERTE SRR, 0T LU e X R i = = 13
BEE R X T REAEMAEY TN, &
30 7 0 P T DA SR B o 4 o AORS E 0 U B 2
TR N AR I AR R ERAIR, B 2 R
FEN 5L IR 2 38 e 5 B AR SR B A B 1
Z KM . LAFOREST-LAPOINTE %; "/ T 16S
rRNA J& [ v i 2 0 PP i 58 1 & R ek e iy
FRARAT S Folr 25 TR b - B 20 R AR O 4 BRI
HZE, KIWFARMERE . R & & DS
foEAs i (2R AR K ) 50 PRanE B EVE
SEFEEYIAIDE, IR T AF R S R R T A
Y NUR T I pE )R a E 0 ) L i
P v 3 Y e AR AR Ti) A 45 R A R ST A Bk
PRANE M BEE S5 UEAT THRSY, 45K kA
3ALAEBE Y 2 P A B I PR A0 TR 22 R G I 5 2
S, WWIRRE . AERE N T F RS HAE R L
SN I BRAN RIS 2544

2 MEREIRI SR

2.1 MERBAED RV
PR A ) B B WD R IRUE 2 AR R . BFSE R
B B b 22K ECRRT PR TR MR 1 55 e LA



158 Py I )y N = 22

9536 4%

HRE, SR, MY R A Y
M-3RI, ok A AR AR R DL —
PRAEFRA B A YT RE 2 T — A PR
WAEM R EZORIR, Ak AR FIAEY 5% (4
A D 2B N T BRI A TS T ORI,
BRI P SRS RE e LEA
HRPSFR AR N A B, SRl ) B KA R G
A BEY R EER Sy, IR i A Y,
[F] B A= 396 A 2 T4 Bl A o T DL L AT
TR R I A TR, P T A R R A B R
SR BRI P — R PR ) ok TR
ZIHTHN, SRR TR A — T
JERL: Y

2.2 M BRIEA PR R

M ERE I AR R R 22, Hifo &
RIA NG . Bebki . Z20REH . W2k, Ll
F—Se A S a, SR LA R A 55 F A i
2V, 1ZHAKI F"E A it i L% 32 Fb
MBR TR XA AR CE T M A B A E
35 B} 50 J& iHBRANEE N 25 Bl 44 J8 HHPRECE . M
PRIgAE Y A BUR R SE g . SRR RN 77 320k
PEIGMZE G4 R,

B B 7E PR RS TR R AR R, T
PRS- J7 JE oK R AT DUE S 10°~107 A4 B
R, SR T EBRCE R R B A
—H LISk, BRMRE s K2 & et
A e S v o T o O 2 BT N R R
MR AEAE, R ] T RS — R,
It HEWCRAETE M AR M B Ak, X AT g 57K
SR A G R G RV AR Bl 1 8 vp
MU AL, X 2R T 75 anE s
B, WMBRIREE AL, A AR BRI B +
BEALR, AR TR R RUE Y AT LUAE G
AR I R L PR A B TR B R AZ AT R
28 UGS R AR A BUIR ZS BT R2 T . LAFO-
REST-LAPOINTE &R SE T 5% Wi B A it 167 48 1
FEIE A AN FSR SR, XA LS Y 5 FhoR
(AR A AN () B B 4 o i 4 v A )
Yo AR Y, I B AS [FIBR S R &
FIVEA Ak, S5 SRH . S R 20 TR AL AR 1) R
A ML 27%, HPRAE S 1%, BURERT
B 5 1%, JACKSON Z5EC9BFSE T & 24 I 40 B
BEIERIAEPR AN ZETA0fk, 25 . BT AL )

PR A W) s RE Y DL o-Z8 JE B (Alphaproteobac-
teria) N F, JIAMNE T EZMERHAEY FEA
JCHR 43 W LR B 1] (Bacteroidetes) . iR 4T B 1]
(Acidobacteria) Fl it Z& #F 7 |'] (Actinobacteria) H
) B AR SR TRTFPAEAS [F] B [R] S R A AR S rh i =
EEAREEES, WU E M BRISAE YR
HIEA =T TEARZ 1 i bR 4w 2 7
. o-ZZJE TH (Alphaproteobacteria) Fll y-2% 1 1
(Gammaproteobacteria) & — AR H AT F A2
HE, 75 BR R85 v 49 U5V 22 J B AR S A
@ B AN, B TASIEHT (Proteobacteria) %)
TR PR RIS A 5 A 2R, T BRan
WA B IS SR L AL, BRSO
GYEMSEZFIEEE, BR T A2 JE W] (Proteo-
bacteria), #1FF 1] (Bacteroidetes) Fil i £& B ']
(Actinobacteria) (1)1 4= Y #RTE I BRI 85 vh AT
AFEASTIEE, FBX 2 NEHRTEAR PR IR EE
W B AR AR, I Brai & B bk
R VEY), TR S Y i —A
R, Mg RFAMEAAE, 7er PRt s g
YR A RS . B DU DL O
BRI R, Hh e 2w a] DA i
Py I TR A5 B 1R 32 FH B AR AE W i e i 7R
- B 4 B A2 P B e P ) R B R 4y, HOR
M A S DR RN M EIR(EAS 2P IR R .

I BRAs A= 0 v ) L D 2 o o R B R N 22
ARECTE W R SEREAG  TEAE R T R L
PR R B TR AR LR, st A A ERE
B 3% R B0 T LA ] 10~10" CFU™, SR 40 T
et E BRI AR, (H R T DA S S b
W, WSS (Aureobasidium pullulans) ey s
BRI s A TG BR FEIRA . TR
HhE SN [R) SRR A A7 AR ) i B rh #0  IAF
TERERETE, 3K SERERL TR A AP o0 IR 0 1 B RN 3%
PRI RS0 H v Z2 B0 ) - B I B 7 LR
FH N FE, IHUUBRBREEREE (Cryptococcus). 41
B% 1} JE (Rhodotorula) M3 #3181 J& (Sporobolo-
myces) Bt e 21T @ T2 W N WERETE I
PR B4 58 Hh & 3000 i A DU 1 0 R ¥ B (Deba-
ryomyces hansenii) . %1 THDGIMNERE (Hansen-
iaspora uvarum). Kazachstania barnetii. 3<%
AR (Metschnikowia pulcherima) . Metschnikowia
reukaufii . WREESEIREELE (Pichia membranifaciens)
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R F B2 H): (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) FlJLFM i 24
PR RE SISO BTN 4R A AR ) I B T BRSSO F
GO, A2 E SR PR RS AT T
W5¢ . KACHALKIN Z87X e i e s b % 1
FER AT TSR, SR LB JeRaEMAEEHHY)
MR T8 R B A e B TR A R 2
Ve s it B v 2T Bk = BRI, T X o 25 S
14 Ji PR 32 B2 AN (AR B A KRR i B o
PR IFEREAE Vs 2 B 25 B B 2= 1 A8 4k ek 22 . GLU-
SHAKOVA ZE Wil 52 T 25 FhAt ) 78 #4> A: K 30
M A E AR E R AR, SR A i
KRR WA GRS ek, HAEHFZE
MR Z=A g,

PR 22 IR E ] (filamentous fungus) FEAA K A
A1 AR Z2 A8 W 9 i B T A2 B SE E I TZ OR
T, 2z R LT A B ) FhORE 25L& 1T DL GS #)
10°~10° CFU/g, TEfiFEM F I 32 DR IR 1M
A2 DTG PR 2 AR A . BT R YL 16
1) 22 R TR AL DR B0 S R . TR
JERRRY I BRIFEE TR AETE T ok, 7 Bk 25 T EL
FRIEE PRI IR, A5 B 55 A A ] XHAE ) i
T, TEMYI BRI, 2R ER 2k
EwEE, OIEKMEE (Cladosporium). FHE
& (Alternaria). %))W )& (Fusarium). 5 %
J& (Penicillium). F{TALJE (Acremonium). FIH
W& (Colletotrichum) . E%5J& (Mucor) F i 5 J&
(Aspergillus) 5522 FhEOR FAEZOR B AAAE" 7,
FEREARAE KB B, I BRIREE 8B A7 A6 5 B
I FNAE SO 2R B . AHMED S5UFSE T H0iE
AP (5. 6. 10 F1 12 ) it FEFIERSZAY
HIFEZHME, 2RERV . MR EREZHEEKE
Wi, B TIRIRE N IE RS (Colletotrichum) H.
PRE AR SR AL rh = B d iy, At D B 0 465 ol
T & (Fusarium) FIEEAS L HE (Alternaria) E1H
RS H R IAR XT3 . DI8b, WHFRZZIR B HE TS
XF TRl b A= 25 2R G AR R AR 1) 43 A e At 2 3
TARKAEHT,

3 MERMEMSETEMNELE

3.0 1A R PR A P R

Y PR RE AR 2R, AR
PRI A A A, bR T 23BN 5 R
Ab, 332 B YA B REAR A BRARPE 2, 2

SR, HE I L R B A SR TR I B AR M T A
AR . ARSI L L R B LA
o iy SR 25 M W BRSO ) AP AR AR, B
A AR R S AR B AR I R SR, RSB
B R ABZ . R AREXN TR AR RS
ZRIne, s KR Bk . B G
PR R MR R AR B I Bl . B TR K R RH
IR IR AR S, Hor R K MR B 1k A= 9 g it
PR )y T U Ry HE U [ o2 PR
TR D BEXT it AR A R R R AR K
AARKSZ MUY, W BRGAEPITE M e 2R 10 4341 I
ANIEY, R 20 T ] SR A AR T R B 4
MOBEZEAL . AL BARIREEIS AR LU, 5
AN P 2 7 11 B FAE R W 5 | R e
PIIRAET> 1, YADAV ZECNE X 8 Fh ZAEAE R
AR BRAN TRV BRI, TPAL TSR R XS
MBRAA AP N, 5 RERI. rhERAATRE
FAE /N5 0 1s B AR 23 h 78 R %% 2 TE A
K, HWFIER . M RE R I R R R R
AR

FEPI I B B P A 2 ) T R HLA%E A 5 e
B AR ) BV R4 ) . RUPPEL 45 P 5% T
4 FPASFEAEY) 736 . . 45 E FgEsR) AN
We BB A CR A W RS N R S M PRA A AR
KN FR, GERFW . AFRFEDRAERE™
P BEFNZH R . 20 B AR R/ INRI AR DR 2L
G MATER 25, H 4 PO bR 20 i Fh i
WS B PRI RIEMSE, 5 2- K
PR RGP R e K R
h & R 24 R A YL G (volatile organic
compounds, VOCs), X2efb& Y HA ANF B )
e, AEABEEN, A 09a] LR iRIEDE 5L
AYIFIA, HiE, Y VOCs HERE D E A Y
B f0 A WAV IR T A AR . MR
VOCs 4 /N0 8 AR AN R, 06 45 1
FKM—SLWE | FERAE, I —L R F K ik
SRS, AR R BRI T Y
LB S NG FE AT B (Methylobacterium ex-
torquens) FNIERE A T4 EERE (Candida boi-
dinii) W] LA BB 22 2R 9 VOCs 15 2 A KIE
Pyl B W ERE S A e B
FEFH R B —E e F, A LUR
) VOCs VBRI TAE Wy RE A% DL e A= K AE W]
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AR EHEGX Fl VOCs MR Fr . ZEmad it
VOCs By FEZ M, iz . RN
REMGWEAPUREN, &8 Ak, xR
PR | TR PR A Tt B A R sl A ) A K 1 R
P, X8 VOCs HosE i E YItem Briv e g™,
JUNKER %" 5% T B 2 B (Saponaria officinal-
is) FIE BKAR (Lotus corniculatus) 165 A 2 1
MPEARFIR AL, 4R WG E Al TE
ZHWERAL T R, EEFERE R TR LR
T 2 P L B R

VER— 2 FIAE ) K IR R MR R A, it
B A B B - AR A O (R S BRI O o SRl
W52 . AR AT LA 5o 985 i PR A M R
15 K ARTIE [ BB . CHEN %™ i3 16S rRNA
LR 3G 00 R I T 400 e O i R AR R (AR
A, Col-0) FlEFHERR (7B, mfec) M F Bl
YL NE AL, S5 . R R
RIRTRN I FEE MR R R,
KRR N U Z R, ARIETRTT (Pro-
teobacteria) 4 R AFA L B30 AE , ] T RRE R ]
(Firmicute) ZH GHEAR, 17 4g FEAR Bk 7] LLdE o pat-
tern-triggered immunity (PTI) 4% Fll MIN7 2& /0%
BIRFE LI B CADI BRI S [m) 5 - N A T A= )
WEERMZEE, BiERERE, R
3.2 BRI TE F A R

B s A= 1) B I 9 B e DA P B S i 2B
FRER R, W BrRovs R P AT DL B AR AR A E
R HA B AR, FLen BRi A YAl D
W — VR Y Ao, . VA TE R4
I (ice-nucleation active bacteria) 1] D475 & A0 %) 7=
EREY, RFESMY PR YR, VK
TEVEAN R & —2REAE—5~-2 °C /M FEALIS A
YR IR 43 77 HE v T 5 | RS RE R AR TR, VKA 4
P AT AR A 0 52 VRIS, 275 M 7 A R
TR, BEAE AT PR A= ) TR
AT, B BR i A ) AL AT LS B )
e, HELEE YA B A SRR A K R
VRIS RR R T A LE R UL AR & A T]
D, AR AR 1 A S R G H AR A
1 97% VA b, mEBRiAE YR b ) A
EHGES BAMETER R bRl DR AR
AR, IREEY SRR, GIRIEP R4
#— AN, EEE 2 MR ANL I TK2

T3 FORME AR T b, SR A A
KEMEAGERERS, FHH™ 30%-37%,
B TALIE AR FE . FURNKRANZ 2859558 1 8F
IR EINAN ) BR T 25 A AN R R MAE P 1) it e L
R, RN 3 Y R A R VR T TR
SERRM]: ARBEMCRIMYME | R KM
(IR INSABSRAF) FOERRRIATE, Horh Carludo-
vica drudei 1 Costus laevis W)W FFH 2 [ 2 40 &
HEvs TR RSN AR, 1 Grias coliflora "
A yEIETE . B BRI R R I REIE R
TEh A, JFiz FHEIRIEM RIS - Bl XK
A LA B B S, mEBRGIAE P e] LIS )
AP E, A K K (indole-3-acetic acid,
TAA) FANML 3 2412 tehh, mBRidAEYrds nl
DLz VOCs 25 FAEY) P A s mi] . — eI BRi
AW A VOCs 7T DU SRR ) A= 4 R s is
P, —LEAESURRUAE PRI VOCsid Al PARH 1E
L A TR B AR AR ) %50, D'ALESSAN-
DRO ZEPWIFSE T F oK 1 Fh EZEAH T VOCs
2,3-T [ (2, 3-BD) WRIEFIVER, 45K BoR:
2, 3-BD R T EARL B 1 A ——
7= S FF B (Enterobacter aerogenes), I H. 2, 3-
BD ] AR fIn E KX I i it . 538k, ihbe
T 034 T L3 3o 75 AT B0 A S 0y R el AR AE )
VOCs I HEjiL . TOOME %5 " HIA0 i 475 14 1= e Ml
I 5 0 DA XS A 4 i 1 A B & R T =X
HIFENE, SXFIRAA LG, 3285 TR B A
FIRG A il ) (LOX) BEHICHE 73 54 I 175 %
10 A% . HEBRIEAE Y5 18 AP0 f R A R R
SHHSG,  HLLem R A ] LA B A, T
b AR SO A PG 22 R U ] DGR A 41K
kg eIl S Al (ST RS

A= ) 2 2 B A v B 18Ry W B A= 00
WG A EAEYIR R EE L, M — B E
A, HESE B BUWRE T A N 2 S BUEY) K
Mo fE AW BRE AR AL T R R AR TR
FRAEFRY BT, [l PR A Yrds o] DL d i
[ AAE AN 20 W VOCs i e it A . 1a
FAEY RN PR W) Z [RIAH B2, BT A AE—
NSRS R, AR AP LR
HLEEN 2 AE5E 0 A A PR Y 5 AR — A
HEJT ],
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