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Research progress on diversity and biological function of endophytic fungi in

medicinal plants
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Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: Endophytic fungi in medicinal plants are rich in resources, and their metabolites often have anti-tumor, an-
ti-oxidation, bacteriostatic effect and so on. They can produce growth regulators of medicinal plants and the same or simi-
lar secondary metabolites as the host, which have become a research hotspot in recent years. In this paper, the isolation,
identification, diversity, biological activity and biological function of endophytic fungi in medicinal plants are reviewed, in
order to lay a foundation for the screening and utilization of effective endophytic fungi on medicinal plants in the future.
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2l R 0 1) £t B ZH 20 RN 28 B o e AE R N A B
WP HMEER A SRE . e Hr 25 H
FEP) 9 A LT ) 43 B8 7 A LR T B, LA
PRI RN R ) R IO A I B E A R A 4R I
TR . 2R B V0 WAL LN LA LR
@ FHUL B A kK ok 245 FAE 4 e T8, Y6 50 2% 18 119
et ZeWaE s @ fElB v TAE G, I 3 5 0 245
) 2R T AT B L DL PR 2 R A 2R AR
BT B A A TR ORGSR AR mT
AN TR B A HEAT 20 A 00 5 2 HEAT 3R T8 B L
TR ;@ 16 ¥ TAE &, G B 7K Uk 25 R AR
P ECR, LA 25 BT A 500 6 58 00 52 5 @ o 3% 1T
BE 511 24 A ) 20 20 B b B ) RO BR B R L b OF F
A7 2% T 75 09 0 AR A B 0 T TR R A Y O TR
AN EN BT 37 L b i 7 A R i R

4 2 3% T Y F I T N 0 R R RO AR
Mt 2 3 WA R gORR Rk bk, M
T oK A AT DA ke L PR G T Ak
ANTE L2, SR AN TR] 9 98 35 770 AL A S AS [A) B9 T8 B
T, 3R A5 S8 A o 1 B AR T B RIUR

TR 55 SR [ B 006 K AR A 1 25 b R
[ BF 8], I DA S5 A A S5 A 40 R 0 47 30 B Ak 1, 7
TR T B IR AS [R]85 45 A4 b 336 R o8 A TR
B, 451 FW, H 5% NaClO 2 il 4 min,
0.1%HgCliZ#1 0.5 min 3 S8 H 75% £ B2 i1 0. 5
min, F 0. 1% HgCI¥Z 1 0. 5 min, 43 B P A B A 4L
R 0. 1% HgCHZ 0. 5 min J5 B T 40 B 5 55
FVHR BB SR 2 d, N AR TR B A R . AR
21 G ¥ (Taxus chinensis var. mairei) W 4= B # 7 55
Wt R R 75 % B L2 % NaClO AR TR X 4b
MR BEAT T R R 45 R R W] LG A2
2 A WALBE S 75% 2 BRI 3 min,
2% NaClO & 2 min, #R 5 2L G AZ0F (25 (2 530l
75% LB 3. 5. 7 min, W] U Y 2 Y 9
B . B PR RIS TN RS 2R BRI
PR A TR I 2 T T O T, R 25 B 2 1 T B A R
D% 75% KR 1~1.5 min, 0. 1% JHRZ M 1
min; 8, # 75% Wk 12 1 1 min, 0. 1% JFoRE L 1~
1.5 ming X IF 5 14 2 1T T8 55, P90 T 2 R Uk e
i) 23 590 SR 75 9% Wi kS 1. 5~2. 0 min, 0. 1% FFoR 1.5
min. 2B ALY BN A TE, i A LS5
OB NAE T o 45 3L /NI AR A ) R A R 43 B 45 3

SERZZAR LT 2 BRI T
1.2 saEik

o8 25 AR W) 9 2 LT R R B 9R AT . SR
SR A B B 5 B (PDA)  Martin $5 55 55 SBS $5 3¢
B GE AR SR AL A o R TR O PDA B 37 4k, OF
A —E NP ERUMB AR ER. NERER
f9 53 B 23 52 BN T8 3% A4 BR 4, A7 I AN B8 L 2y
OYES o FEIRAEEONE B R A L R R R A
Bom o AN ) o RDRE R — 25 F AR W 79 2H 2L AR
BN B AR B g3 e s AR B b, DU 4 B A Ak
B . LUK A B (Dendrobium officinzle) Sy Bt
FEXF G, R A S Pk | 38 WUA ] 1 43 85 5 7 3, A
BB A MR R ORI e gy B AR A 22 BRI AR L
25 PHAFEUR) R TR 0 43 s R Ak DN R SR A v
BB 18 Bk A A= LT, HE b DB 23 B A B 3 8K L A
MR A3 A5 3 10 Bk , 22T 73 2515 3 Stk .

EAT 5 2, HB A 2 %08 1 U — /N
g3 N HE BT, TR S 1 25 JH AR W) N A B S TR TE
AT B SR B AT A IR R . R T R R
AR AL B R N E 2 N AR LR .

1.3 HAHYALARGER

G IR N A T R %0 E BRI W R A
JiE Ry Bl b A o AR e Ok L E . B
A7 AR N AR B R AR R AT RS
YoE , IR VLSS T 7& R/ B 6 3R TR AR 10 5 b 55
P B BT 22 F IR 8 IR A R R
RAE B S T AT e e . HE WAL
BEFRAMET N AE B — O P AR O A
AL 2 BRI R A S 24 IR ) N AR LT 7 A L
HEATHOE . AU MY N A R Tk A, HAE
M 15 I R AR AT 43 26 (H X F 0] 43 3 SO KR, g
A5G0 T A D5 AT 2

B SR 25 A FE AR (Curcuma zedoary)
R #8E R PDA K 57 5 70 B85 N 2B LA, &[G %
Fr 3 FIAIE 960 15 77 Bk Oy S5 0 B IR Ak, 08 S WL AR kAT
I M E o AR TR AR ZE A B AR b 3145 24 Bk
WA B, 508 8 E , LA R M AL N A BT Y

Biti 5 AR 53 7 A= W 2 00 R T, b T A 7 L B
T SRR AL % 25 FOAE ) o8 A LA, 8 SR Bk DA 1) B
GN(ITS) o3 EAT %058 o N5 FHAE W 9 AE LT 4
BCDNA, 38 514 (W ITS1.1TS4) # 47 PCR
P8GO F 5 HT, B85 1 I 0 8 285 2 M e TR M 1Y)
25 A A T . Manganyi 2 0 g JE A8 4 3
37 T (Sceletium tortuosum) 438 T 60 Bk N A BT ,
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2 HRAEYNEERSHFE

HRE AR BT 50 E ML — R, HEr A
SR Z /DA 100 205 N A BT L Sl AT 4y B RE SR
BB RAT —/INER 23 T8 Bl , A8 23 N AR LT A AR 8 i
Br g4k A% o R/INBE AR T 10 4F ok i 9 AT
Frfe A E, A T E A C R 0 25 TR
A LR RIS, A 83 B 212 Fh ik 24 IR My 2 4 (AR
ZE M R RS R R ZE AR ) kg3 15 3 376 )8
DA LR A BB W B A P B R C R S
GV HHFEENWRZ R

2l JHAE W) P9 A TR 1 i 28 N R E R [R) 9 1 2
AR PRS2 AN () 1 T[] — 245 1A 49 4 P g P A D R A
SxBf A M X AR B B SRR T el
HAZ

DLW R A R Ll S A SRR IX AR K Y 9 Bk
(320 ) A [) A% % 4R 75 kg BF 58 % 4, 1 F Tllumina-
HiSeq &l & 0 77 5 AR, A A A it 2 A |
W 2 RE b SRR 254 S SR R R A ok 2k
TR FE T 1) 2 RE Tk TR 45 0 5 4 R A A
22 5%, ELBEE A5 0938 0, e o8 A TR BE U A 0 22
3R T T (Ascomycota) Jg 48 LR 1] 5 #h
)& (Aspergillus) AR 22 1 b1 )& (Candida) R FE 7
J& (Mycosphaerella) 55 FL B Sy B2 A M N 2 HC B RE 7%
A EEE .

F SR A 5 LR A R (MA) AL L
AR MHA) W HEBE Z T A KR
PRI EARB B —H B, 505 T E 3
AT R AN AT N AR LR 2 B S E 2 A
PEHT. AR MANAEBER B RERT
HA, ZH W AEH S A — e 22 5. G+
AR AR, N AR BB REVE o I R LA
HENEAERMEZHES THEME,

W TE AR B B R TR AR B A
L A AR, AR B =R b gy B AR B N AR L
T49 Bk, A3 AN JE T 414N & o 34 B AL AE AR
124 JE AL AE B ZE B, SAN B AL AE MR I B . 4%
AR IR BS N AR LA R — 22 S,
15 DR by B 2587 4 B B PN AR ELTE 2 RE M R
B FEHBIR] , 2% AL [ 19 A A= L TR O B 1 2R R
N T Aty AN ) 8457 14 YL B RS P A DA 19 2 S vk T
B 5 A B8 DL B 45 TR 4 o R R R A

T AT R R R R 1Y e 38 e I B R Sy 43 A 2
YN A BLTE AR ER AL T O i Pt 2 AR

N A Mlumina MiSeq i 38 52 00 5 52 AR 7 B 58 N 2R
ELBA ) 18S rDNA NS1-Fung X 38 /7 51| 3 U 47 4 Fh
FEEEWEL S, KRB ENEBHREE ZH
PR, 0 HE S5 3 (Hemileia) F 05 85 W ( Gibberella)
S RSN AE FLTE I OL SRR o R T s R Y SR
FE DR 2H 3 B % 2R [ 5 0N G S EL A B W e AR OR
LB DO ] BE A LR TR A 34 7 b A A A AR
B A LT R VR 2 S A AR ) e A5 i AT g
BEe % BT I HE & #E A (EWP) H A 3 S A AR 5%
Bl (Nectriaceae) ¥ A K E J& , #H %) 3 FE 4 55.03% 5
W r Z R AEA (ECP) R AL 3 & o F 9 & 1] (Asco-
mycota) H 1Y R € J& , A TR BN 40. 23 % 5 51 8
SCREA(EZP) i AL # 8 i £L IS W& (Lophiosto-
ma) , FAHR FFE R 47.15% .

3 AAEYNEEENEYEY

WA B EA 7 A 2 R ) R A A Y g
71, K E B K Stierle %1993 4 MY BF 58 TAE &2
JHAE Wy N 22 LR A 98 s 0y R A AT U A2
JHAE ) RV i M 21 G A2 9 B 3 O B 45 31 1 bR g
BN NAERRE ., B2 M5 EY X
bP L LR SR BA RAFRIRYTRCR o Bt A
24 FAAE ) 9 A TR ™ A 5 2 24 RS ) A 3 s50AH (] 1Y
Y BT, o N F R KRR Y E 2R 1R
3.1 Ay @

245 FAE ) 9 A2 ELTRT RE 7™ A2 — S840 IR 04 13 P i
gy W R A — kR N AR B A (Nigrosporone sp. )
BCC 47789 w7y 5 B 38 9 K 48 16 & ¥ A Ui ni-
grosporone A Al nigrosporone B E. 47 40 it # ' .
— A3 B H AN AR B MOS0, 28 588 B E N
Leptoxyphium fumago, B4 )7 1% 0 it il 55 £ 9 0%
P Xt 9 40 i Bk SMMC-7721  Lewis fili i | i 51 i
I8 20 Jf Bk PC-3 B2 A 3 3 31 45. 46, 53. 33 0
80. 48 pg/mL"™ o I — Bl Bk Ay it 23 85 B (Phyllosticta
aristolochiicola) B8R K A1 b9 A= LB - A= AR )
tor A B A W - (CH &R LI 2R ) R -(L-2K
N MR- L5 ) 1 (2S, 3R)-1-(4-FR 32K 38 ) T he-
2,3 - "X HL-60, A-549 . SMMC-7721 MCF-7 fl
SW-480 4l ifg ¥k HAT — & i Ml 16 4. L H 2N
H E W H 5 W (Penicillum sp. YH©®. 1 & BEF=4) 4 |
SR B —FF 4L & 9 Penitrem A X 3% P4 22 €2 25 9% 4N
JfL A3754 — & By I AE T, B AR T B v B A
K858, 1C,, K 27. 24 pg/mL"™

2 RS W0 3 A S8 9 A BT PG23 KB P i 2
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2 V0 410 1 A 549 fili Je 20 b 1 J5 A A VR B O 14, 42
pg/mL, #1 #] K A 87.63%, IC, A 1.073 mg/mL
(24 h)"™,

25 AW /\ 1 3% ( Dysosma versipellis) N 1 FL B
HA$HT IN-LEDGF /p75 A8 HAE FH & P, %) A28 e
il B s B - L(HIV-1) B & B 5 dbo IR AR b e AR K
HF p75 % 1 (LEDGF /p75) Z ] f) £ 1 -2 (A 5
YER B AT I /E R . Horb, 106 5 58 #F 1 & T2V
O $ B 0 35 M B i, 1C, M 5. 23 mg/L. ITS-1D-
NA,LSU #l RPB2 J¥ #1| £5: &5 % 5E iy 45 % , £ W] 106
ZHEEE T E % % R (Magnaporthaceae ) f) — 4~ 1%
FE BT RR . 3 — &5 BLKE Ry B AL B 3k 45 1 o 98 B s 25
A AE 25 0 W 58 M IF K B AR RT R A i kB AR
PRI

M/ N A T R R B 3 I (Myrothecium
roridum) & BEWR T4 B IR AT 2 s L &
——12'-hydroxyroridin E (1) #il trichoverritone (2) ,
HXF HepG2 40 it F1 Hela 20 0 45 BH 52 A4 30 1 38 58 1
H L IC B 43 511 8 0. 78 pg/mL 1 1. 86 pg/mL 0. 05
pg/mL F10. 13 pg/mL, FH4 X B8 25 5041 i) 1C,,, 18 43
A 4.9 pg/mlL Ml 2.28 pg/mL. ¥ — W 5% &
B, 12"-hydroxyroridin E(1) A i 38 i i/ 5 HepG2 4
JiEL G2 35 J] S5 BEL s o 4 o) E e %% S VR T AT R
540 p27 8 (M A F s LIRS,

3.2 HAMTG |

MAZR B L XA v 4 1) ) T 1 TR R 24 6 40
BE#% 10 (A lternaria alternaria) , A] 77 [ 22 75 B,
HP= 81,029 mg/L™ . (M AT B BR A
Hy 3 XTI i A AL VE A . B R AR Ah ] i
B O K - OH, # il HLO, 75 5 19 K BLLT 40 i 5 b 4
Vs i, 30 - OH 51 8 /Iy BRURF 0RE 4k 58 404k i o
(LPO) H1 K B 21 20 ff I N — /% (MDA) & it 1y Tt
s AR R AR AT 41 4 rh oy B B — R AR A
P i 5 4 B9 T bk BLCC1-0130, % H: % W 45 18 #E 47
Ak, PR A J5 I & T T v AR A 5 TR 1Y 3k 3 132.7
pg/mlL. BF5E & B BLCC1-0130 7F & H/N R 1
12 2 100 42,7 2t TR 1A 1) 5 FEL N 6 /DN RS &8 4 17
N7 A 2 T B A 25 R A U gy
F A4 PR AN AC P A ECTR R 87 0% - OH A H 5 3 Bk
PEFR™ S DR R 100 7 4 b o3 B9 48 30 0 S A 10608 Ty
Az LR A PR 56-50, 3 BA B B bt A AR kL L 2,
2-MR A - (3- & BE-OR JF wE mk -6 - R ) g R
ABTS~+-Hl 1, 1-Z R H-2- =i F K DPPH- (1)
BRI PE 4> 9 4 (95.9240.40) % 1 (91. 77+
0.45) %™,
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25 HIAE 9 79 A B 0 900 T O M 2 T R
FULON TR R B 30 B 25 ) B SR S, 2R
Y o8 Az LA AR R L0 SR T R — 2
0 HIAEH

A b & BT LA BT O M o A B
FINAR ZE e A B Al Ak 45 B 1Y 16 RN AR B 2 D
XF—Fh 4878 WA DU TG . PR (Fusarium oxys-
porum) CW J-5 X 4 B (5 4] % 3K T 10 11 801 35, 41
B OE AR N (27.1740.07) mm; £% ¥ #9 (Alternaria
alternata) CW J-6 X K J #F &1 410 187 250 2R W 3, 90 0 1L
#4(18.07+40.01) mm"™,

SR 6 B A 7 T Y R, VR A AR b )
B X R A 55 R IR (Ralstonia solanacearum ) 15
P AE H 09 9 A= LR BR 2B 98 1R (Nigrospora sphaeri-
ca) o LRI R BE IAE B AR ST RRE R R L R
R I AR B vA B B R RS . sk
Wi N AE ELTR JY 25 X 4 60 7 4 Bk B A R AT
LA FH 3 S 02 A YR 4 AT 240 S % 5 i) 4 TR A 1
I, A I HL A ) ) T A 3R T 24 2 ) A
T R AR AR ELA RS R N AR LA, AT AR R
i 22 400 BT T A 0 B PRI R L DA i R v 4y B
B A TR R Y X A 8 00 R A PR A S EE KA L R AT
TP T QTR 4 R B0 B i I AR, HACR 54
AR AR I

W EFENE LA —ENEYZFEE,
B3 A L T R A B A TR . ik ) R
(Fusarium) 1 B PfuJ20 . PluG16 Al PluG5 Xt L 1%
S s T B A IR OCR , L PRug20 . PluG 16 X
G (O R A KA K AT TR VD 1T IR A S AR A
20 TR X5 AT s A R ROR  #E FLE (Corynespora) TE 1
PfuH2 % P4 TR A 22 95 8 B A 410 8 R B A% R
(Alternaria) PIuH1 X 4 8 60 45 %5 2R 1A 19 Az 4 301
e DO R

4 HREYNEERNEYFEINEE
4.1 REHAHEDAEKR AF

Je 2E - Hp oy B — R P9 A BB, AT DAFE A A
DA [ 5 e, DA oA AU e 35 St ) I A, A 8 AR
i EAEYROVE T o B bk B A Y, R A
M2EK REK & m R R SR B
BN S AR A A A )RR R 4 B A — R R B R P
AR, T DAV A S TR DR 4 e, 5 LA 7 | Wk 2 TR
(IAA)RE T o W% bk H B 2 Al 2K T ALY, ol A
R B B A A KO TT
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FILFE 2B 245 F AR 0 %) 5 Fh 9 AR LB 19 & T A
P22 AR, 4 A BBOR 0 8 2%, P v 2O A 3 A T A
FEBEIE , 3 7 %5 8 Hh 2R 55 2 (GAY) JTAA B TE IR
(ABA) \ERZF(ZT) . E R R AT (ZR)5 Fi ke P %
FOF I A R R B 5 R N AR R Y B K R AR
JE b 7 A —Fp LA BRSO N AR L
P& == B 25 AR 9 26 K & 4R AL 32 43k 52 56
e -

T AR (Atracty lancea) B ZE FIAR 43 85
YOEWAERR, ERBFEARNAER 16K, 2N 4E
TR A AR PR S S 8 ) L U8 P A T ] 4 R S
Few N B RE BRI E A I G EI N Y SUREE 7/ v A
AW ANTR A% T A ALIR AR B AT R B S
AR B, bR R R AR AR e 2P A AR A
A YN A RE N RN e e N W =W 7 N g
ok 4R Ak T T M 34 o T R TR Y 6T BRI U R AN T
FFE ECEL AR AR U W] 4 B A 3 R Y N A TR ] 4
JE AT LA A ST A S R

MY A 4 2 35 (Anoectochilus roxburghii) /R
Iy RAT 16 BRI AR EL T, Horh 22 B T S A 6Bk,
SIB R FRERNEWEIE 1F(I8), ¥H 54
A IR R 8 A G AL K R Ay, i
HIK AT 70. 8%, W AR 1Y LS5 WA s BB
B TR 22 45, U 2 B O R AR A . MO I8 E e
(1% 75 36 Ry (5 Az B A0 P R 4 4 S 4R IE B AR

AR LR R e 0 RO A S 6 R R AT AR R
J2 FRAL B, R FH a5 280 A €8 3 7 0 o) A o
IR F GA, L ABA TAA B[ T 2 (IBA) KK #
M2 (SA) R & ko & B 5 Bk 3 T hn N AR TR X i 5
Wy & A BB iy e SRR 70 28 a2 B B b, GA
TAA IBA SA A AR R 8 BT, ABA 3] 2
() R 35 o kT T 45 PR AR T AT R A )
Tt —F H 8 2 0 Bt DT B B3R 0 1 b - ORI, 12
P &

AL ZE 43 B 56 Bk N AR ELTA 38 B[] 4 4 A
ZHRE T AR A B AR RS 1 O 0 A5 B 4 Bk
AR N E BB, T3 — 2D PR R R T A 45 R AR PR AR
Bro B A BRI A BT 6 4 48 AR K XA R A R R 1Y
PEFEAE o 45 C1LC4 B B R AR 2E K AE 4
I A MR R TR R A S T
X, HORE B w2 AR I BT v A B T e 2 AR T
b AF 7 B %A B 0 45 R) 8, 22 355, C 1 oy i 4 £l
J& (Botrytis sp. ) 5.1 , C4 A BR B 52 B ( Chaetomium

globosum)"™ .

4.2 AfRBbZh A R AR T RER

FA PR R A BR LT Y TR R TR A B B A A
i, LA 1R TR B R A 1 ARG, SRR AR R B
([N T R 3 &l N A RE BN N e 3
SRR A R AR AN A K VAR R R AE Y
MRS E, KRN AEW E4(Fusariumsp. 1)
M ES(Fusarium sp. 1) #E 1718 AP A K4
TR ER A R B R R AN K T AR S i ) T R K
RS R EE R . BAMEK 14E)E  E44b
PEZH Y S R Rk R ORD R BROEE 43 0] e ok BROER T
92.79% F140% ; E5 Ab ¥R L (1 57 K 3 3 K 4y
S EE XS B T 105. 3206 F1241.38% 0 kAT L,
R P A LR AT A LR S A

PRGNS 250 5 W R M1 31T 514
RWESE SR, 43 R 56 A1 43 6 06 B2 vk R e R0 €
T NS 25 b K BERT JS B B DL AR A
AL AT A A R L A B ML HL TR BE A B 4R
FMASAM B AS BBTTHKE, BB & EES
12 Rk 5 K R 103, 82% s AN Fh ik A &
B4 Rgl .Re .Rbl .Rc . Rb2 fil Rd 1) & 1 Z Fl LA .
EPE . R T B ML AR AR, T R
BERSANSHM DAY NS BT &R

K FHAS [a] (4 35 3% 2 00 46 pH L 9% K % 34
B % B 6] 6 2 W21 G A2 AR LR AT A A R AR
I, M X S AZ B 7 1 0 5200 o 3l E S By, HE
— P ERGEHTR ) B A ™ 5 5 e . IS ]
YES % M85 38 3, 91 4R pHE 0 6.0, K5 2 1 B
30 °C, #B IR EL #E 200 r/min N B AR BT 3% 54 . B
FREFIMA 20 mg/L RN AR .10 mg/L 1 4 1R
B .5 mg/L M4 &R .20 mg/L ) H & R, 42 0
7R L K B 547 pe/ L, HE WD AR 7R R R 3376, g
G b Tl A TR A B 2 R

M BTITRAHREW ( Terminalia arjuna) % 43 55 %) —
PR AE BLTR , 28 55 0 Ol HE R 9L TAT 32 bk ECTRT 19 K I8
VR T AT ARG ) EE AL W B AETE s &2 HPLC A, 7= 5 24
140 8 pg/Lo AR E R AR A2 A I (0 VR A
g

AR - AR S N A s A %D
RFR IS 2h JL R AR ) - A S AR LR AR T W AR
FEREE TR LS

M Y 25 FI A 9 08 I8 ( Gentiana scabra bge. )
B =R R R B A CE R R (F1F2 /I F9) , JF
HEAT T I S5, 90 M AR e i 245 A 43 e IR
YA 4 v, 0 T A 2 Y & AR

2 FAE Y B B (Centella asiatica) TS K

B
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BHEHEEN > Z —, MNHTFE G5 EEE 13
PR AE B, o — MR T DU AE RS Ry, &%
GE L IZM R R MR . RS RN AE R
PR A RS B R E

LS B B 5 AR R A AR, B 2 R PR M B R
I, B R R A 258 B, HPLC 43 % 1k
FEY . O RS B S N AR LR (Penicillium) | % &
REU L AL B K 15 B TE PE g T 5 I B 5 R
DA NG AR DR B 22 2 550 AS W e BT & 32 & T
JEAE A, BA — & a0 S A

5 N 2

2 A W A TR B T R I WF 5 3 SORTRT
YrfE . BEF 25 FAAE Y 5 R A RTELAR A= AR 1 &
J L P A TR R 2 AR A G R I EE B R P R
L TR R A EL A 25 R (B 0 T ) T e s 3R TR
T2 &R I b B 2 ke BRI T RE T TR AR
L] ) 25 FHAE W N A BB 0 A A e L P 2
A AERRE KRB =R E, EEE, &
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