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Abstract: The diversity of partners in mycorrhizal associations shapes the ecosystem processes and
functions. Mycorrhizal fungi and host plants tend to develop in patterns with mutual preference or
specificity, which may induce differential benefits to the host plants by diverse fungi, and discrepancies of
promotion to the fungi by their plant partners simultaneously. In the process of mutualistic symbiosis, both
plants and fungi select their potentially favorable partners and incorporate each other along with
facilitative and antagonistic relationships (such as complementarity, selection, and competition), and thus
driving the ecosystem development and evolution. This review summarized the mutual effects between
mycorrhizal fungal diversity and plant diversity, discussed the presumable regulating factors and the
underpinning mechanisms of their correlations, and pinpointed several future research directions based on
the concerns in understanding such complicated relationships. Further studies to demystify such
interacting relationships between mycorrhizal fungal diversity and plant diversity, will advance our
knowledge and understanding on the symbiosis, and also help promote the application of mycorrhizal

technologies and sustainability of biodiversity.

Keywords: Mycorrhizal fungus, Symbiosis, Diversity, Productivity, Preference
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wMEEMAEGAIUR. EREGEEEY T, 72%
1 2%0] L2 5iDE AAME#AR (arbuscul ar mycorrhizas,
AM) Fi1 4k 4= B # (ectomycorrhizal mycorrhizas ,
ECM), 1L.5%JE bR A1 R 2 1R , 10%7E i 2 R,
TN, 2 TYRY B AR S A B (F R GE AR TE
BETE AR A AR ZEH), HA 8% AR R (52
WRARFHE . A=K FpuEaEm) . G DR PIR &
A RUAE AR, (B RS H AR Y 8 A RDE 3t A=
A, L, YRR S BRI A R Y
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TCHUREHLFE S, 5 EAEP Rl B B 1 IR T
FLI, MIMAERF R IE R ARG B | AR IR
Hoifgiaff. X —HA R AR KA [ it
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)78 R 2 (B Y HAE 52 A 28 R G P B A
ZREVELERS SR, DA IR R R IR 224
TERM RS, AR AR LB AT LA 5 53850 B4R
SR YR AKEE, M
I, ANTE)AF FAE YL R B IR A 25 1 A8 Ak S 0 T
IR 22K A8 YR &l A,
W 2R S Y Z A BAE R 9K S
AERRGEABRSRE. —JrH, WRILRE 2GR
PeE Y ZRENE . R RG A T 5 A ek
Ty, A FAEY SRR s

AR LT R LS AU S e %
T AM 1 ECM JZ R R GE b fie s iy PR SL AR 2
B, ARSCHYE T AR AR E R (AMF) SO E AR E
B (ECMF)Z AP SAE P Z AR AR B/ IR, K
A REAFTE BTN I R S HLH, BRI A SCHT SR At
AR R

1 WREEEHFIMHY ZEUhh 2R
o

EEREHIARR AMF 8 314 Ff, g FEREER
1] 1494 H 118} 25 J& (http:/Avww.amf-phylogeny.com,
1k 20194 5 H 30 H), Hep, DIBR#EE & (Glomus)
WA Z, i), & AMF (R3JE . Mk
IDNA JEGIZ SN, AMF #5088 LB 2SR Y
FRECT B 10 Y, AW R G RH R I &
#2280 AMF #0975 R 20 A SR
THTH S TRRNA ECMF 29 2 TR H25
FAFENEL, FeSbRE, EEIRL . MR AR
FRIHEARAAEP RIS SR 6 0007 000 Fft™d,
R ER , AMF [P)Rh 2400 B AN F L a7 Al
ZFEYE, T ECMF () Rk ZFE0: 0 i F 27 = HE4
P A

FULAT L, AMF 227 324 T IE /7, AHXTIM &,
ECMF J&75 T BAb R . X fh2s R4 i v] R fi e
J&: (1) ECMF BT ZoukAMAES, AMF R

Tel: 010-64807511; E-mail: tongbao@im.ac.cn; http://journals.im.ac.cn/wswxtbcn



3920 A 2 A

Microbiol. China

BT R A H R A1 %5 ; (2) ECMF 8 b =F
B R A R LA R S R 1 S T - R Y
FEE, 11 AME FZIRITEHLIR 5> (3) /K F- AMF
YiRh Z A A TR Ry P R IR ok o 8 AP 98 e (B ke
PRI 7 E T LIOE ). RE AMF Pfh 2
FEHEARTF ECMF, {H5 AMF LA s YA ek =
YR FE R, R AMF 5 ECMF 27 A4
Fh ZREpE 22 S0 IR R i ANV 48, Feiille AMF e
fRY/LE ECMF (77 EFREPIE L AM . I, FEHR
H 5 2 ERY0 A A LR EARR AR

2 MY AN B S R
21 EIIMSHEMNEREE SR
TEJE Rk 3 A AL, 767 16 FiiE
YRR b AMF 77 i b SR IR h i 2
30%-150%, IR 40%-70%, KUIEYIH)
il Z2 B M5 o 48 7 Bl MR R, R H B R+
AMF [ E 7l 4% %% (Gigaspora spp.) #l J& B 1 4% %
(Scutellospora spp.)| 5 FE 27 EAE YA £
RV 2 25 T, RN AMF [ RCHE
& %% (Acaulospora morrowiae) . AR N AR U B
(Rhizophagus intraradices) 12 Bk 2% 2 (Paraglomus
SpP.)] FIF -5 B2 XA M Rl Z2 R A R 1 4% 57
Chen S5 X3 [ By Hb DXy Loy L B4 3 4 H (]
RIS L M, Jer PR BRI 0. 4. 8 1 12)
EL RS 4 R S AU DA R T A A
YRR, mH AMF #1150 H B2 5 - B m
171 2 8 Landis 465 %o 2 ) Bl 307 R A2 M AGURE
WA RLF R Z SR, YR Z R AMF
YiRh ZAEVE Z AR TEAR DG, T H3ZAH G Pk il 1 58
HE SR s o FEARR A, BT AR
AMF P)fh ZHE R, HUON B R AR AR, %
Ja AR 553X, - AMF Y24
Pe SARAIR IR ZREPERTEPY . Ehinger 45 AR
FEIRFRM], M PN R A 5% 55 (1) AH [F) B bR AE S W] 7K
T RN R AR EAE R, il JUAE R A
38 A AR DR AR R A 4 N K R e, IF ke

T AN TR 9 35 DR TR | eI 2 TR R S 0
DR 22 BEAL[R] 5 M AMF (1938045 48 S 5 SR PR 2
A FAEY PR OLHAE R K B) 2R S ECMF ¥
PR 2 i)t B i A R A
22 HEYMEEBEZHMNEREEZ M
A

Siefert 55X 23k 629 MH W HET% 5 36 T REdE
AT Meta AT, A AT 35 R0 PO FAE 28 5
(intraspecific trait variation, 1TV)4:51l 5 #EVE N FIRE
T (MR EAE SR 25%F11 32%, JFH 1TV RI A4
PR (Undk =) K FA B K, MR SR (A . o
SRR T AT m AL )P, R R
PR AR [ 36 DR 8 22 ) LA 8 5 A T 25 R A PR AR
24 i EH R A AT R TR, A EC R 2
FEPE, ol 3 DR R 2 R i R 2 A 54 [
s gl

A B DR B 22 e P 2 v ) R R A R B R 1
W R ZREPERS2T ) Johnson Z5r9msE %, R
B R TR 22 M v A R AR R R B 1 DR AR B
PRAIRIE & R, (R 3 DR R 22 R 3 ok [ 42
B FH 140 00 ol 22 28 T 5 i 8 A EC B 0 b 2
P£128 . rDNA ITS (internal transcribed spacer)) 351 4H
WIPESHTZEH , BRYH 2 A2 (Picea abies) A /) i K 1
B A R ECMF 2R P A H R V% 21 A
ECMF Z 1 K R4 41 A 2 FAE A AR KR
CEEDM P Lamit kB, AR
(Populus) 3 [N BU 52 ) ECMF {24« . 1111
(Basidiomycota) EL. 5 5 1 %% [ | ] (Ascomycota) EL [#
(9 HE AR R TR L 2 . MBS, ARl P
R Z BT D) B 3 A A OKP G R RRAE AR 1L
ARz 15 PR ZREEAR Ak, 1 I 5 0 AR
[EZi2 ¢
23 EYIThEHZSHMNEREEZ M
A

Iy R AE TR 8 400 ST ) D 0 ) A R B ke
S A S AR AR B i Y AN R 43 . Torrecillas
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PR R, TER— XA AR — R A28
# (Bromus rubens)tR &1 AMF ZHVER T 2474
HAKEY) Brachypodium retusum, AS[E]EhAERERIAE
IR 2R S B I TR B TRV A A e 25 30 (AT
[ —f T 2658 L HEh A KGR 2440
Herniaria fruticosa 1/ & H-J#(Senecio auricula)
IR R HA AR AMF BEEAN, JF HA PR
AN AMF ZFEES 8 TR e e 40, %
P2z ST AR T AMF {24 i ny 215284k ;
GRHEYEAE CRMEYR R AMF BEE A S AEA
1%, Zheng S50 75 768 ek D s 204 (AP0
M, FEREIR R D, AR A A ) o R e
(Elymus nutans)iR 5211 AMF ZHEvE R &0 T—4F
A Rl W) #Z (Avena sativa) Fil fi 4 Bi & (Micia
sativa) ™, 4R1fii, —4FAEHW) 5 24 A A Nassella
pulchra 119 [A] 7E (A ¥ T Ge T 2 4% 2E 09 38 i)
Nassella pulchra #2 22 AMF BT 20 A=A 5 B
FI] SSU rRNA 1) RFLP J¥4143-#t, Chifflot 45 &
W5 R S RIE AL G2 N T Am AR LG B s 1Y)
AMF Pifh ZHE0E, fEY DR e 2 Pk iy 3 hn
AMF [l =F g R o
3 MY Z AR W R B SR T AR
H&
31 FEEVKRITE

A vt B il 1 7 B K 22 25 M (terminal -restriction
fragment length polymorphism, T-RFLP)/H s,
] —i B /N X A2 K 3 b R B A ) B bR B L
(Agrostis capillaris) . £ 3 (Festuca rubra) fl - 2 K
(Poa pratensis)fR & AMF BE& 20 Bl i1 2 A K B
ERNE, GESE T AHTEZF X AMF Sl x
I 3R T A0 £ A0 5 3k 2 T B L IX BUKR (Moringa
spp )RR AMF BEELE I EST RFLP FIRGEK 7>
BT, S PR A0 5% 55 RN 45 22 b 9% 55 (Sclerocystis
sinuosa) &2 Hb IX. (4 AR 2 R 2 B P 11 42
HE(Trifolium repens)Fl &2z #i(Lolium perenne)tl &
SEFANIRN AMF REZES. TG BE 525 e b i A 1

(T PR 5 R4 AR RAEAA 1R AR
FAYRAN AMF BEEARR, BN 3
EHi AMF HA Gt Aoh, B
Hh R AT IR A MRS A B E AR AR R A
FEAFM AMF 5, B AMF B % F) 18
P, 24%0 BRI 5 P 25 AR PIAR 72 5[]
(¥ AMF BE75013

A FAEY RIS ECMF BEE ALY
KB ZEZ—, ITSRELP 43H7 3% B b v i X
-4k (Quercus ilex) FIFAER] (Arbutus unedo) i 5 i
ECMF W kil AR LA R UE T 15%)
Tedersoo 45544 4 1 J& W 5 A - 2R AR ECMF 1Y
IDNA-ITS KL 51) o3 b A B, 25 EREYIXT ECMF
BB HHEL P, (AR IR ™., Carriconde
R G B 22 e b X A1 111 B % (Nothofagus
aequilateralis) ff # Fh /i Ak . Ak B A (Arillastrum
gummiferum) 3R AR IR SRR ) ECMF 3
A 28 ML ZE 311 4> OTU, & IAF FAEY i 41k
LI ECMF BEELALR, fEmpkd ECMF
s R AR RS 2 A O B S ) AR
LA T S W R sl R 25 A8 IR TR] 1 T R )
WAAEAER, I 5 SO H TR BE R 41 BRI Z HE 1
7k

A1, Oehl SEXF ARG TARIX. 9 HEHL A
7 B R IR, R R R A IR R R
M AMF BEEZLR S 250 FEEH R, YA
ZREMERISEI T 2 ), Hazard %0288 R I, K
2EBEN I ROR R ROR R AN R ) AMF ¥
7%, I HJRTBIME N R (F s 1R pH .,
W ) BRI AMF BEE LRV, fEZ Ve
Jarvselja Hi X JE AR FRAR I 7 552 1Y) 6 FhAF FAEY)
WA AMF BEELLRZIIY, JbZEduhs B pimdtey
B A% B I W0 (Salix arctica) 11 1L #i Al % A (Dryas
integrifolia) i % ECMF 57 BEARM , Fem 28 LA
P LA 1R P55 4 A 46 DR 284 T B X A L PR 2 A
PERZRAL = AR, RI2 FEAE A e BT AR
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ZREPER S LA TE PR AOR :
32 EHEXEMEZHMRINNVIRE= S EHA
FlgE

LA P ol 2 e sl O R 8 22 A e I 04
WIRA 7, MR 7 7 AR AR AR KR FE b 5w
5 BIAR BRI AR KA SR 2 R0 S b e
SR A 7 0 A B RN AR R ) A 7 i
YA R, Bever SR, A FMHYIKEOGA I
Jearmeg B B A K EA RN AMF, HZ B4t
miBEmBY LR (Fagus sylvatica) iRk (G35t
R AR SR IS e B R ECMF [R5
SHMRZRE, 2DOUEmIEA LR, WA e aT
AEXT ECMF A= f7 5 oy 5 2 I H M Al e 75 oK 55 14
ECMF #/1*3. Koorem LMyt tiilly, AIF%
FHYRDCERES O6 & W it) il e 2 E AMF
WIFh Z REPERS R 9 SR B Y. de Deyn ZEIIIA N,
5595 FRYIEFE ST , AMF 28027 =M AR
ML B RS, s 03 EA YR AR
AMF Z iz, TagMan Real-time PCR 2%
B, AMF 910 Z R0 22 AR Rl & B S s
FRIEDOE , AR A SRR AMF B
AU R R, A A A
fHAS ) PR AT i 252 AR DR sl S LA A 25 AN ], 3

S R TR AE ORI 2

33 FEEVNWESEREKS

M rRNA RFLP 73 #r kB, &F £
Tetragastris panamensis £ A= Kl B2, R E s
() AMF 5 WABAROL SR, AMF ¥)Rh Z R0 L 4:
TR, ARAESBELERREA REARR AMF
P, F FAEYAARIAEIRR T BRI AMF 7540
AP 2% 3 5 44 1E (Hyacinthoi des non-scripta) 7E A
KRN (R Z= A4 2) 5 5 B 3 5 )8 HL R AR
FFWEEZ)R, W5 JCHE 925 & (Acaulospora) Fil
R R I IAED . 2 BRYDC A RIS 102
AR AMF BEEARNE RIS, B4
FE 7 AMF BESZH A5 25 4 B R 19,

[AlRE , AN R4 3 BE 58 #4 (Pinus banksiana) M
SeEBRIR LAY AR AL AT RESR 5 ECMF BRI
AR,

Rl EsF (AT HERS | 2 BB i B (Shorea leprosul @) 4 1
HRFR 1) ECMF ##7% thiff s> ECMF & A T4 R SUxT 2
RS Twieg 25 PCR-RFLP 437 A Fl4F
() 4E T # (Pseudotsuga menziesii) Fll 4% fz #E (Betula
papyrifera)iR L, ECMF ZREEEARIAER 1)
AR 5AERIRAR, 26 4R, 65 4R
TRAEAKT HEEEAR S 100 R, pager
JEFR AN AR AR Z ECMF AT £ b A
K, (A ECMF Wik 5 B fepk T fems , HAmIE™.
AR B BER R A bR R ECMF BER 4 5 A
], I HAFE AR R B B T HIBR il i ECMF
FERLLRL, HZhi . PRS- FRpR T ECMF
BEVE LI R E RO S SR1, Richard 45
5T R E R VE 5 5 o rb U DO I BR AR AR
ECMF BEEAIR, KBLAT RN BRAEEY A B B 5Y
W AR ECMF ZREME . AT 0L, M R A
A KA R T B IR A RE IR, 8
IEERZRILRIMER, s AR B R 2R

4 BPEREW SN Y SRR R
41 FREFMMSHMITEY SRS
AMF Pfh=£ & FERARRT, AMF 97284 S 80i
VIV B SRR S5 R B B RIZL, 4 AMF #Fh =
& EEEINET, AR W A K R
BE#ET, Vogelsang L& I, AMF 5 F 5
JiE AR ANAR 85 T R IR A A Z R Koch
NN, TEFR—EFRRKFE L, AMF (827 E4
YA kA A FE BB, H AMF )
b Z2 A6 1 AR ) 1) 22 R4 X6 0L A 77 T R0
HAKS, FRIAE—E RPN TEAR L A 4
ZFEME-AE P IR AW AES R (HAMF A1 5
AP I TeA S, TRES IR T RS
KA AMF PR 18 AR UL ECMF 4
Fh A 52 0 2F A Z2 R T T A HIGE .
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42 BHEREFEEFRZZHMENEIZHEMEN
A

AMF ELA % 5 0 ol oAy 3 A% 28 S P (6T
HR% (R BEATL 73 T BN [ TR 22 B3 5 S 38t A ) o 52
), Jotk BEHR N TR st i 20 % B A ] ) 9
FOTEIL R B 2 e . ECMEF W24 2 5 (il iy
PRI Z R, filan, s—Ri 14 (Populus tremula)
MR RS TAATERKF- ECMF Y1 Fh Z 151
Xif He Hr i) - A= %5 B B (Cenococcum geophilum)
rRNA J D8 % 5 % B 23 4> 1TS 56 R 08 3 g o
TF P 5 DR R A 1) A AR 3 ol o AT T S B B R
(] BT 25 A A K ROE T 5 0 o g e L)
Johnson S5 Ay, B A T BRT il Py 25 [R] BRI AK [i] fr 2
5 A PR RRAFAE A LR S, RN BRI B 24
PERT BETESLFIFREE 2R T Wy Z R A ) 2
REVE LR S o8
43 BEIREFEGRFSHMENEIZHEMEN
A

Opik SFEHUIR R0 1 22 58 AMF X3 AN [\ 1Y
THRERE, —28 AMF (U EE: | RV |8 W%
SE) R BUAE TR AR BT op L7 AR R A (B T4
), 5 oh—2e AMF HELTEFR A F0R AT i A
i TR 22 100 FLAR /DS 7 7 (B i 75200
FL b, N[ PR R 1 A T SR A T SR AT
BN, 7 [ B AR L B 1 B 22 e BEAR AR 2 AN [ B
B AR R AN, e U P i s TR L AME A
KAFLUESR . AN, AR AR B R ZE
WA TR e TR P LA = A 3
G, AR AMF B 5B (05 R AR K
HBAEAFIAE (T )T, BRI L B TR sl
Ferd R AR (1A L e R D RE) AR A Ak IR A AT
RER JTE A R T RERY

DRI, A3 DT TR EC R D B 2R Y
AT fi PR 55 B 22 A (] 4 ) R A T 5 e A 0 1 A
K. S SIFU R Z R, R E e
ZREEXT R Z REHE I AT R s .

5 WHRER ST Y A KT AR
HR
51 HEIREEMNRFMHE

RFLP 737 {2 735 6 IR B9 B0 A 1 4l A R
AMF 48 KER /3 AHIA], {50 AMF SR %27 A
e 3 B, B % % — itk AMF
(9 27 AR E R AT AR AR T 5 AN (7] S
R B AN R A 25 EAE K 5. (Glycine max) ., ] H 2%
(Helianthus annuus) F1=E 2 (Allium porrum) [a]AE 47
TE B E R EEET . SRS BT T 2 B
HA —PEam i PR, K E 158 %5 (Gigaspora
gigantea) X} 247 1 (Schizachyrium scoparium) Fif &
(Andropogon  gerardii) ¥ A3 BH I e G- PR (H 2438 58 T
BT A K, /N Bk %5 (Glomus microcar pum) i 4
HEEHEMB T FERK, EEVREE
(Claroideoglomus etunicatum) i & %o fd H A= K
e,

I shida 55X PN - [ R A2 Ak 8 S35l
MWARIEAT ITSRFLP % KB, A7 85 Ll i) ECMF
Wi AT 27 AR, R RIS VAR SR (Pinus
radiata) il &) ECMF BEEAI UL A G Rk, 1
HLH ECMF-25 =AY Z [ AEAEAB 25 2 1) 55
GEPEUE AR PP H X AN S i i 4 AR AR
BRGA R, ECMF X3 FAEDA 55w ik,
HEDAE LD B AR TR A S R G, et
R} (Phyllanthaceae) f #) {12 #F 2 J5 &2 F} (Fabaceae)
SERE Y Iy HAR A A ECMF 57
WU A, IR 2 I b G R
t, ECMF X LA SR YA A sk, IFH
23 [RE o) F e E T ECMF BEVR 2 (B 20 AR
T DA 2 2 D e LA PR AR

Rl AR L AT 1) O 4 1 P BB BOAY AW 57
TN A= B, R AN () (i v i o), 7T 52 M A
WIZFERER R SR
52 EIRERZHMZIENERKIZESE

A TE B AME 565 PR %5 49 B (Brachypodium
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pinnatum) A1 & A4 5L (Prunella vulgaris)ig 4K . A&
W% 23 0 e S A7 e GG w AR ) 1 /W 2 A= )
YRR, 3 FhtE AMF [EEV S| s
(Funneliformis mosseae) . # IR fERE RS FITAABR$E
7 (Glomus microaggregatum)|iR-&-4F 5 FhEBHHE
Yy, SAREFAHLE, MEPRBER IS B A AR K Ry
I AMF R )5 DR 7R 5 | A A K
225, Koch A IO R 40 5 il 3 3R W], AR
DA A 70 5 1) AN () 356 R B 2 (B A7 E T g 2 Sk (B
AR SR, SR 2 R B A K sz i
WA A, AN A 25— LA R H A
DRI R 27 A E R B I 22 1 5 4534

PRI, AR R 24875 (Diversispora
celata) 4 it AMF IRAHERI00 25 E AR KR A0
A, £ AMF 20 i E St Bz +
R LA™ Wagg SERIBFFENEA R, AR
Yrkh e TR A ) SHEYR A, TR
FLEE YA Z (8] i AN B0 (e T 4 25 4F)
XA A 7 0 B v 1 32 43331l i 82961 85%; i HL.,
TEAE BT, dfh AMFE IS 0 A KR
S, B AMF £ 5 B RE4ERr iR e 1 K855
FRLA, TEARIBFERRO T MK W R E Y Fh 2
FEPERT AR R A7 10 i dh, shi S8 kHL,
VEBRRLN (A 50 AMF FiHLE TP FHESE 4 T,
A& R AR (Rhus chinensis) s 4+ 1 ik T s
5 BB AMR (Celtis sinensis) #1754 (Cinnamomum
camphora)®”,

ECMF %l Rhizopogon occidentalis F{JA[a] ik
T} 23 FFAM#A (pinus contorta) =YL fik 1 5 4R
VR AR, BEfEdEa i % B K, Baxter
LW R, B ECMF YRl B, K e
(Betula populifolia)# & [ SR YR 5, {H ECMF
AR YA BT N R, MR AR s D AR 2R
Ayt SCEM R EERSN, (B X R R B AR ) e 5
AT 225, RIS &I T . ECMF IFl 5
FERTINE F 4R S T A (Betula pendula)it - 51

ZAEYR, A THA(Pinus sylvestris)tk K 5%
WA FERFRA AT, ECMF ¥l ZHE1:
SR A R A O SGE, X R e AR R R
A, Hazard % H) &4 K %W, ECMF
Fofr g 35 PR 3= B B AR o T AR AR R AR
. ECMF RARHEMHFR N £ K, 1 ECMF
R )y = & B AR VR, SR, SUR B
oIt % (Laccaria bicolor) 5k PR 1 32 5 B8 i< 77 32
R FAARI B A 1 B0A B350, ECMF FgA>
PRGN 25 TR LE - S s R >
AMF 284l , ECMF AR 27 E R A K R0 A
— HAR T 3135 55

HRE (L AMP)XTaF 44 i A= K 850
WHHERG KA, WEHGT AMFE P5Fh
MR IR RS A A T, R T Y
4 Fh AMF #h3keas 8™, {H1E van der Heijden %5
1998 4RI Pl ] 1 5 FhANEIR) AMF J& H g 254t
PERF A K DR, T REAE R T R L D
I b, AMF R 25 R A K0 e
Maherali SERFFEUESE, IR 2R H] B e
(Gigasporaceae) . ot %55} (Acaul ospor aceae) Fl1Ek
TETFFH(Glomeraceae) i) R4 kK B KR AT H 8 1M
Pt (R EC R 1 88 2 AR}, M —%F)E,
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