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Advances in rhizosphere growth-promoting bacteria function on

plant growth facilitation and their mechanisms

MU Wen-Qiang, KANG Shen-Min, LI Ping-Lan™
(College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Plant rhizosphere growth-promoting bacteria is a kind of microorganism living near plant roots, which
plays a beneficial role in promotion of plant growth, enhancement of the ability of plant resistance to environmental
stress, and acceleration of crop yield and quality. Currently, with extensive application of chemical fertilizers and
pesticides destroying the ecological environment, growth-promoting bacteria are enormous potential candidates for
biological agents in agriculture, forestry, and environmental restoration. This review summarizes the plant
rhizosphere growth-promoting bacteria concept, species, mechanisms and applications on crops, especially outlines
recent advances in the direct mechanisms (promoting nutrient absorption and secretion of plant hormones) and
indirectly mechanisms (resistance to disease and environmental stress) of rhizosphere bacteria home and abroad.
Meanwhile, we talk about the existing problems and prospects of growth-promoting bacteria, providing new ideas
and a theoretical basis for future research.
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PR ptiEtE, SEEER P A E, B DLsE
LI E R, A LRI R, R E
A A B R e A R AR 2 0 A 5 i — Ak
R BRAE IR R S B AR AR 2 e S A R
VIR ThREDLE 1K, R 2 8 D e AL 57 A AR B fie
AR B U RN B AT E EAE ST . A
BB T AT AR PR fe AL w1 E B 0750, AR
XHZAT TS H A7 A ) 1) DA A T R 7 i 5%
BEAT R, DDA JE AR B fie A T K 7 S £
7R SR B AN EAR AR

1 EYRIREEE

1904 £, Hilnter #z 5 $2 i 2 B (Rhzosphere)
—ia], AR BRI B I A A Y e ORI A
(Rhzosphere Microorganism)™!, #§ Br i 4E 4 4> N A
2 (2%~5%). H F (8%~15%) Fl 1 P (80%~90%)
=RV, HA s AR R Y K
KRB MPUI SRR 2 OV R E 4 1 (plant
growth-promoting rhizobacteria, PGPR). [ J- PGPR
AR T AR G R A AR 25 B — @ iRy, Bk
SR YA N A AR, BT R I PGPR B FH
REEQE B AMEE (Pseudomonas). KT b6
J& (Bacillus). AT # J& (Enterobacter) F1{[ . £ /R
T8 CH )& (Burkholderia) ; BL4), & LI PGPR &5
N H & (Agrobacterium) 12 3 K J& (Eriwinia).
T AT JE (Achromobacter) FEAT 1 J& (Flavobacterium).
B 37 8 (G J8 (Pasteuria). V08 K )& (Serratia)
s (451

PGPR & G FE MR BRI A 8 iAW), X
P AE KR SEER . PGPR B2 A Ad 45 H 43 2%
WA 2, % PGPR e AL E W] 7 A e JEHAE
T ) AR 40 B PN %) L N AR B {2 A2 TR (intracellular
PGPR, iPGPR) il [ H A= 3 75 FE 0 A B i ] 5 AR
90 M 5 B 5T 2 1) 1) M A0 AR B 42 A2 B (extracellular
PGPR, ePGPR). iPGPR fgfs 5= AN, HH%
MR ) A28 R ot 1) 28 e, 40 3k == 50 IR A @
(Frankia). |5 %% J& (Rhizobium) A1 7 & /K 5 1K
18 %5 ¢ i ePGPR AN A AL AR, e fi1iE I

BT AR, R RIS R R IEN, WA
FINF I & (Acinetobacter) JoEL R J& (Achromobacter).
PERRAT B & (Alcaligenes) 25 17,

2 PGPR e A A KO LEE AT 73 o8 EL A
AR . BEEAER —J7 T Z& 48 PGPR A%
TR I ThRe ( Qs 2. WA SE ) s —77

[H R E MR (AER. AKRE).
PER VY FORMEHERE Y AE K. 1A 34 Fl & 8 PGPR
R Yok A A o) R 470 9 T R PR R (i 3 AL A A T 85 R
(5. i) MK, HariX R o282 Mt
AN 207 50, A ST PGPR [ FATLER 43
W EiINa 7S ISR e | a2t )7 SER | L ) Ay B Wi N
AVEGH T, H o DUE AR TR R34 FH TR0 1 A
PGPR I AL .

2 PGPREVEEIERRENFI

2.1 REEFRRU

EYEAK KRR EFRREE 2 REEN
ER, AT RIED R E FRRIMEN, FUH 22
b R )t AL AR LIS 2 H 1, BEE AT PR B AT
H SRR A B A, K it FH A A 1 535 040 I
TMHT L EL ) PGPR G S M v 28 Fl A 9 S5l 72
FRER - WAE I A U R A5 T7 FOREGE X — IR
2.1.1 R TTER I E A6 BT 3R R

A (nitrogen, N) &4 i 25 1 07 1 B 2L 03, X
T ZE AR RS R B A EEEH, £25H
MK R REVINLTF IR —. MEARRF
(1R 2 BRI R AEY TRER SR A, A RE B %
MWL NOy s NH,™ BL R B/ B s e . SRR S5 T
KAFEM A TR PGPR AL [ A A, Xt
WA & A SR B A8 RS, AT LUE S Y E
G 75 OB 5 1) B AR D T AR ) SR
ME B ED. &N EEMAEDR - REEE
(Rhizobium). & #F 1 J& (Acetobacter). i ¥ 1 J&
(Arthrobacter). 715 MR ¥F 1 J& (Citrobacter). 12 i
J& (Clostridium) 555 )& (Streptomyces) 25 ™, H
R R AR O I BEY, AT IR BEZ) 70%
SRR P R, A SRR B A BE 7T S IR
4T

RHE P AR TR AN Re R ER PR A 4G AT
EREVE R A K R TR L4 oAb, 4 PN A5
WEAHEY B =R, SEERREE, W
ToRHEMA R R B R R B, it
et T B R A K Y, G [E R G T RERS B
TR BUR RN AR D Re, Wid sk, fRa.
PEAEAEYI R R R AR e s MY, nxt = A 22
FEAh EORZF FAT I N3 (B, megaterium N3), ffiJLH6
MR EEAL B MRS EESMEERS T
33.03%. 55.56% A1 31.94% "2, “E4 5 1 PGPR )
i, LT NOy By & & L 4 & 87.12%,
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ARE BN T 32.45%, [RINHEIN T +3Eh
AR i # (Nitrospirae) F11% 2E AR 88 # (Bradyrhizobium)
FROAR B 1, AT DU i s R A MR
TemE M E BBV R A %

AFRAEE B E R EAEA Z R, WREET
otsa (W FNE -6- WEER & BEHE ). groel ( #R 7T 8
HIER ) clpb (FHBEEIER) ) rpoh (5871
FEIR] ) 45 38 s o7 5 DR 7 T et AR R SR 5 it
AR AR A1501 (P stutzeri A1501) £E%WpiE T iE
RO R AR AT R Y, B O EE A
nfis B[R Z 5E MBI 5185 W18 RN 5 8
&, nfis FRIKJ5 T EE M ) mRNA, Ff# g7
F rpon. ntre F nifa 51 RIRE I N o
2.1.2 ik 3 B o B A A AR D0 B T 3R T
UThe

f# (phosphorus, P) R MM A KM FE 8 I =,
Z 5EENT— RIS, YA K
KB PURTEL SR R KBRS, LI ET
RENFE, BRZHECUATFEHTLIEEFE, 1]
A X LLBERR EUR (HPO,” ) IR — &M (H,PO,)
T AAEE B TC 2% AT SR AU, X350 40 o s B 1)
4%~5% "o TR B BB RSO R R A,
REARE o B o0 B TV AR s R, BRI, B
I & AMb A F= R B AR o B ROV E A el .
158 T A7 1E RE K 0 RIS B8l % A s T (Rt A A W SR
(1) 1E 1 B2 5 7% 5K (1) 9% % 41 B (phospate-solubilizing
bacteria, PSB), R E)E . ZFAAT R UM
WE. A EREREE. LOMEE. RITFER
AN AT B s 1Y

X T IO AL 32 o i RO MR (e %) B
B ATERIREE ) RIS AN W B TC RS B (B IR S
&), SRIBmE MY BT R MR R,
PSB = 202 ji i PR AE AR s 1) pH {ECHE i A TG AL
B R U, Bl A HLER FF AR pH Ab, 4
PSB 0] DUAMK R A HLER A BEpLE], B IE s B
AR ) B AR R R T, B H R R
1 R 4 L P 47 3 THT A S 45 BH B 1 ARl B 7 S
Pk, ¥ PSB At dh M PGPR R A " Bl 5
RERAMH ", H&R AR A KIS 5
ZA T B PSB HHEA

A VUBE R B B E A, wis s R
Wi PRSI T T R T T R
JRTCHURERR , A RIS R 7K e UL 7S B8 TR v P 1ol 12
B, RO WU RE R B A E LB RR TG 0 BRAE A

—MAEYIEYE S, IR RSB 2 07 T R R R S,
W SCAR H M & (P fluorescens) e it T 11 Tl 12 Mty 14
apo FE K A48 K E VL IR (Shigella flexneri) i =
Tl 192 i 5 TR 7K M B9 1) apy 1k IR 1) 308 52 3t i
W5 PR L B R I A2 /K M P R 3 1 1 S
{H BE [CEEAR IR B (Morganella fulton) 3£ K H phoc &
KA KRR BGAE =K P RR SR 26 T, 3R
YL RS B QU T R TS 1
2.1.3 ik 3 R R T ER IR 0 R AR N SR T BRI
Lhe

B (potassium, K) ZHEMAEK = KEFRRZ —,
FERE A R rh 32 SRR B TR A . 2
R Z B LAAE R A, BRAMTRE 1)
21 T BE % K AN TR 2 B A0 Dy 2 v T sUEE R R
WORIH o R0 40 B I 5 4 o A ) B A O
T3 WA 22 A Jo 1) ()4 7 XA 30 8 70 3R ) e e

FLEAE MR A B B & 3h sk sh ris
SR, AR ] BL Ay e KRB A e
B BY . MM BL. ATHREM B AT B
HMUEEPIIETE i 563 . &AW Bod i F 2 191E - 7
HATRI S, AN AT A M B 3 KB ) A B AR
TER P BERE % B Rl i B B 2 3
AL TR G K AR F %5 BT, RBERIR B . pHy
TR A R BT s A F 1 BRI, g T o A
SR 10 A IR P A i B

B AR FH A2 10 fe A A0 B R 3 WA Y TE LR . A WL
2. B4k % ki (extracellular polysaccharides, EPS) LA
S E A T Re s i 2R B pHL Bl I B A
VER 5577 AR 35 M o0 . RS R JBORI 3 R
— % B RE R 2k 41 1 NBT (Silicate bacteria NBT)
ReB IR . ATERIR . A R DA Je 22 T 2k
TR S AT ) o 73 e TR TR B, AT AL R AL )
Ho 3R (B. edaphicus) ™ IR 2 HFFH
(B. mucilaginosus) A1 E K ZE AR5 Y Be g 2 B 3k
NG B R TR B T R IO, (R R
PHEKRE . BEIERHIE Rs-198 (P putida Rs-198)
s P2, AR R 73.2% SRS R, [F
B 38 0 1 A3 b ) 2 PR B (Gemmatimonadetes)
W W (Actinobacteria) AU # (Bacteroidetes) %5
W, JEID SRS B (Chloroflexi) TEALIE E B 25 41 14 ,
B RO T IR IRV S5
2.1.4  JEAL IR OT R IR BRI

Bk (iron, Fe) ;& Y4 K &K B L2 B 75 JT
=, EEARREFEEYT SR YU A dr
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AN RERER R EEEM. BooRETSEhE
P Fe’ fl Fe’” Bifp A7 E, SIBEEY, H
L RER IR Fe™, 1E HAR%AE T Fe* MFEHEATR
S, HEMN P R, ek E AL
FH, HRZHMHAEDERBFTFEEG LR Y,

MER R WAREREK, J& PGPR 7 WK 7 T &
PIENAL G, 85 B AR K G RO B R i &
Big 5 R B MR — B AN GRR, A4 500
SR G, ARYEE SRR R R R A
ILZEMBE IS TG REE 28R o- PRI R IR IS =
KK B, A -3 PR Uk R AT LU R PGPR 4y
WIS R B A Fe' (IR B Fe®" B, thal DLE
i SRR BRI B K R AR Fe™, SRS TE
6 JE IV R 6 Fe™ 3B JE Rk Fe™ LRI A
T R AE AR B W B PR BE N Rk e R E Ty
Ko BEERTENREE SRR AT EEESRRE S
M, XA BRI AL AT BE A = . — R
B PR FRANER R, — R RNE R &K -Fe’ R A1k,
= RATE AR e O BT, PGPR AL 1Y T
TR IC R, IERESF A H A A K 2kt
=, WdIAK, R RS P,

Z AP RT L WARE R ER, A 43 WA 1 Ak
KXY E N E R, e AR AT, B
Me G 8 D) RE 5. 2GR M B CTR12 7= AR Y mg 2k
2R 45 LA T O AR G B 3 IR ) Rk, W ERF.
WRKY. MYB %54 3¢ K7 A3 R B9 R B2 1)
Cd*'. Zn™, Pb™. Cu® %54 )@ &7l (it 4l i v 2k
F o B I ZE A I PZ-1 /E—E PO IREEE,
AN RS R B R R R A R, ek T LI
AT IR, R AT RS B R A, ATE SN TF
SRR A YRR A 5] B

Betoudji %5 " fE AN IR A Bl AL - ) LAY -
BRI RRIAK (SID), B2 RIRMEE R R,
X RE 998 S BT A B L B R 5 B0 AE B DC3000
(Pst DC3000) B EAEMPLEEE, 30 7/ I
PIRIERE ST, X UGE N T A RIEEkE, IR
SRR A P VB B ISR, T TR EE AR 2
- PRED G . UhAh, WEERERIE B BAAThEE,
S2GIARE RENS SR VR T R Y, PR A
R BAH —EME L.

22 BEMEREHEYEK

M) R (plant hormones) 75 FE4) I 5 A &
KR E LA ST A 45 5 55 A i i 3 P 4y A
4. PGPR A DLid ik B 425 73 WA HEL ) 0 25 B 5 T A

VESRMES R, EmEYREK. EYEEE
B KR -3- 2R (indole-3-acetic acid, IAA).
4 it 43 %L % (cytokinin, CTK) Fl 77 5% Z (gibberellic
acid, GA) %%,
22.1 IAA

FERIBER Y, TAA XY A iy 17 20 5 ) B
K, FERIAEN BRI GEH R IAA 1)
PGPR 145 B E & Wit B E A5 50 i vl & Al
B B (Staphylococcus) 25 7, PGPR 34 IAA
2R BEY) N YR TAA & R, PGPR 5@ it
IAA W RIUNHHEIIK R, dHE WA KRR
WE T S RIBEDP AR, EREKRE TS
PR FIA E MR TE S, S AR R0
I M 5 TAA R AR bR i 4l BEAA o, (R EAR
RO A, HET 9 PGPR $2 4L 24 Kb
(f75 229 5 . A [H PGPR & ik TAA [ RE J1 AR %
R, IO A R 77 A TAA (R SR T 1) 3.5
35 B, SR AR R A KRR

TAA |72 AR i 45 DRI AR ) ot 288 B A [ T AN T
B A s IV -3- TNEAER S (IPyA) 1%, A
E A Y L W -3- Z B JAM) #2742 B, TPyA
AR 2 A B TR NG R Tk DR g R 1 OC B 2R g
W -3- AR LR G S0, fEA TPy A [ AR s
W -3- LW AR, BET AR TAA, 2R 5
YA B G R IAA B, PRI AR TR 0
SR B2 Al 2 1Y) TAA REVRZE T2 BRI
b EE 4 R ¥ Y R AR A A A i e B,
EE &R AT, BRE KA H MCR-8
KB R, AT 2 AT 1 2 i
(17 IAA AT E K BFECR IR, FIRE & A
B T EAL AR A A EE BRI R
AR S M, TR LT H SR A A R AR T
e B4,
222 CTK

CTK /& — SR e M an i 7 24 (K f—
Sl BB LR, BRSSPI,
AR EZ. EAE T, CTK 16 RIS E 2 H
ipt FE [R5 7 W) e [N 1k B 7% Bl B A4, DMAPP ( —
FR 075 TR IR ) 1) S IO 2R 4 3 # B AMP
RS, BGE D HMBDP (1- #3258 -2- B3 22(E)-
T HE -4- ZREIRTR ) I M BRI 4y F2 72 B AMP
SKIE B CTK fyr=sE B,

FEIKFE L3Rl /N 2 AT B TUATL (B. pumilus
TUAT1) {2 3 H e MR B, W] B A2 56 /) 2F AT 1
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TUAT1 il i erl; BORIE AT M wox,, HIFRIER
W% osrr FRIE, TS 4 2 24 2 R AR D B
PGPR /A1) CTK WAl VE A=, Ji )
U9, 0 CTK e B AR R 7 b e T 2 i 5 o 1 Uk
Jermr e B ENEAME T, B ZEMIFTE SRBO2
(B. aryabhattai SRB02) 7] LA& il CTK i35 K 51
Ak BV, BRI AR B e s A R R 2R 4L
CTK M e B A K

223 GA

GA Z5HEMIVTr 2 KB, Wik
R R FAE. BRI R A K DRI E
FEH. GASn & —KMi, Hirca ki
100 £ fl, PGPR - # /™ 4: [¥) /& GA3. HE”/E GA
(VA0 G A 0 B 2 TR T i A [ R
TR GA & B2 A2, - A LR (GGPP)
ke s, FER IR iy TREIR S . 20- B IR AR
AVEXUIN NS A it 3 450 BN EE T SREm/E
FI R AT R b4 ) GA Y,

B R, BEKE LKEI2 (Enterococcus faecium
LKE12) A DL i 73 b 22 Fh 45 K0 () GA SR 1 55 /K e
AIE N A= B, H % ERE LKE12 ik G [F] i
HIAA, ZRER LRI E K Y Ak,
WA RIE GA BEZZ M ST Y 52, g
$i 2F fFF I SSBO7 (B. tequilensis SSBO7) £ iff) GA
ERefe R fE R e FRIAEK ™, GA thfgfe
e R E e R AR K Y, 4B GA 1
Wn M EY PR AR ER. ANA
e Halig. Iz ARS 2 RS A AR 1 =3,
XA BE VR BN R A

AN, A PGPR & BE = A HAL KMV,
W1 2. 4% (ethylene, ET). fiit.7% B2 (abscisic acid, ABA)
&, ZMBMEAZAESHEER (A #HkE
FhEE ) AT DA BRI A K

3 PGPREYEBIEIERARENS

3.1 fumE

TEX AR F R, JCHRE AR
3K, 2020 44 EAKCRIEY B O REH Z 0 = B
SR BORE P 2Kt TR SR A HIAE 5% LAy 19,
SR LA AR 245456 1) 7 sOR B s U AT 5 [
R B bR T PGPR IR —Fh A= 2Bl 6 7,
B B BT A A 6 T IR RE 1, B
MR, BABF A A B AT 5. PGPR 42
Yol ie 32 BRI A WU AR (PR SE )

B RS IR AN () b 38 5 G 0 s o o AR K 55
FEEH.
3.1 HUERIEY AR E

U A RE e AN H S5 B A, A
WY Z I, IR EER AR,
H AT &I PGPR A HTAE R A WG TR 4Rk
PR AN B R R, AR 24- 24
T o B Ty A0 28—y A OO e e B R B B P AR R L
AR 2,4 T LT N AR A R AF B
TRRCR . GRTFRM, 2R B AR AR
B-1,3- i R HEEG Re #0 I A AE ARG . R
TR AR Y RS R CRN-09 FIAY RE 2
HIFF B CRN-16 (P, subtilis CRN-16) " {13 [F{4 FH ,
MU R GHIRFZRET T 1873%, HEESF R
itk (ISR), 4o | &/~ 4ZMmANi. KA
RIR AN B-1,3- Wi KHERG AL T i, 4emtE
YE SR IER KRG G, S EE RS
3.1.2 CEFRPIFANA K A ) S A AR

— I IR AT 5 € 2 (B R 57
YERRIE, PGPR 5 J5 B AR K I A7 5 S B 75 1S
FRARF AL . — 7T, A s AR iE i 58 41 H
o o 0 AR KB A R A A, AT a9 DR 11 A
K, MEBRIEEYAEK  5— AR =AY
XF GG A B TR 140 o InERERI S
PGPR i i g2k 2506 1= 338 vh G R 1k o 2= AR A A A
H SRR, AREHE R AR P G
K, R R (P mediterranea) 1E K8k 5%
I X AR R B A R AR
3.2 PUBIRE

A REAR 24 B K Bt A B Tolk “ =18 BIHETL
T AR DL K T R S B LA,
CaARARRLN K REZERKF R, o4
P R AR 77 & DL R s &, PGPR 18 A
N IR ISR, R IX — ) A R
JSFH Tl 5
321 BEIAEIHUR R RE

KB —EREDAEK LB EERGFE R
—, PR OB FH K & s K &2 1 60% fo
# P W EY], W% PGPR RS E YL R
PE, AT IEH A GG 3, s R E
T s 2E A 8 % 7. PGPR AT LLE T £
FF= )R DA A BT 1, GG 1- EEA AT -1-
HRIR (ACC) izl ', TAA™, CTK P, GA™ b}
K EPS SN2 Horh ACC Jlid & B O/ FH 7 0 2 2
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MEY T R, A ACC & R
() 4 & KOEME FFF, ACC 4y Wb B4R B 4% 20 B 1
ACC iz B o fift, MBS & R ET (&, 3
ISP R E A S T TAA U B E
PR AR AN 73 3, R RE % BE R Bl - i
B IRy, R AR R E ™. Ansari 2
3 T 07 26 o AR B N B FAPS Gl & i EPS. TAA.
IR =45 LA & ACC Bt & i 5 % Py 2Ok R /N 22
R e .
3.2.2  fEmEtEA R RE

3 £h B Akt Hh i AR K 9.9133 x 10" hm* Y,
AT AEEZA X, T m AR
YHfBIE SR WHDCEER . S E B ZAREAR
i, dEmiE R A AR T RE R AL R S S EUE M 4
FARIBET, IR 398 S e Ak 5 o i 4 A KR P
7 S [ RO ARG & R . BE4lE, PGPR 7
ERFREE h £ P A B AR, s E AR )
EPS " % & A WAL A4 (volatile organic compounds,
VOCs)™ Sk S it Bt # 66 /1. Sajid & B o
TR, 1EERIREIF R PGPR /3 5 R4 AbFE
G REAR L, ANZRIT IR 2 2R3 T 43%, (Al
BERE T HE/NER &8, Faiza % ™ £, 7F
200 mmol/L R FEMM A T, W& A PR F-11 i &
KIFEIEINT 3 5. EHMKMT, NEXMHT
PR 04 [ BR T (4. brasiliense) F1 5 45 [H % B
(4. chroococcum), ERFLFIAHEL, XUE LA K
FrERE T 11.6%, HEKAFESHHEM T 11.3%
F117.2% B, $zFh PGPR — J5 T A LA w5 4 470 it
ik, 5T R DA s Sy bk — bk
AL -
3.2.3 SRfRE SR HEY I E

T EE LN ESEA As™, Cd7, Cr,
Cu’', Hg™'\ Pb”'. Zn™ %%, E &R il L
VI ZEIE R . SILSE . R ESE 1A/ NS
&, SUERMEYKS MY, REEmeEIER, S5
WA R, PGPR 7] LU B & 774 VOCs,
EPS 5 LB R, (2firg EHEY RIS &8
o E 3R ss, SRkt ¥, PGPR tHAEH
WA YINR 2y Wb SRR )5, mT LA 78 M AR 1 -
WG 50 T A P S5 nod BRI (A6 51 71
FE SHRAEHER R A K ™ Xt & @ e E 4.
I UTIE . FAL R JE LK 4 B B 5 SR
W EEEE Y, MBI T &8 8 iy m fa
F W IE CAIEF, Hefh % S B X4 1/

FseAdEE S RERM LI T 2.4~6.1 £ P, 1T
H I Cu Wl 5 H 55 & A 8 Z % (MDA) HliE P44
(ROS) MR &R, B 7 Y2 H WP RE
SR, 7ES,S- 2 — % — BE Il (EDDS) £ /£ F,
PGPR FIHR 8 T 1 3 [7) 42 Fhod i 9 % MDA #iT ROS
(AR R, 38 0T 4 A BTG 1 SR 398 o 5 75 ) 4 e
e 52 1 P,

4 PGPREIRH

YT LRI ThRE AR . PGPR fEL0L. #olk
DA KR SAE 5 (1 A R A AT 5t A PGPR (1)
SR TES QBRI ) B MR B AR A 2
T S2brA =, o RBESEO TR ER,
PGPR ¥ 74 1l 71 R AE P ARk, o] DA I 13
F e, Wn-asey &, RN EA s 5
EVZ R, R ES T ER .

PGPR # Z #i N H T &l b, —J7 1, M
PGPR [MEMITEA K. P& DA & T W%
BN 570, ResGE LR IA IR £
FEPE, X AR P R AT R SR R e B EE
ER 2. seah, B FRCER A KRR, BERE
PGPR K IFAE FH 52 SEBR M S5 B A2 a8k« —
TR AR AR IR B AR IR, Wi YBSE . K Ah
LRAETT eI PGPR IE# A K J RIEIER 5 55—
Jih, Mol A K AR A KRR, HAR
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