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Research Progress on Microbial Source Food Preservatives

XU Chang, YU Ji-cheng, LI1U Qiu

(College of Life Science, Dalian Minzu University, Dalian, 116600, China)

ABSTRACT: The paper aims to introduce the advances of microbial source food preservatives in recent five years and to
provide theoretical foundation and novel methods for the development of efficient, non-toxic and natural food preserva-
tives. Several microbial food preservatives including bacterial preservative, fungal preservative and microbial active me-
tabolites (Nisin, e-polylysine, lysozyme and natamycin) were summarized, and their antibacterial mechanism and existing
problems were briefly introduced. Microbial source food preservatives generally could generally inhibit the growth of
pathogenic bacteria, reduce the incidence of fruit and vegetable diseases, maintain good sensory quality and physi-
cal-chemical characteristics by nutrition competition, inducing system resistance and producing active metabolites etc.,
thereby extending food shelf-life. Microbial preservatives provided a novel pathway for food preservation and storage.
But the antibacterial mechanism and potential toxicity should be further clarified, and the studies to improve the stability
of microbial preservatives against adverse environment are needed.
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LR A PR BRI 2 M TR S R EET, AR
PREEFIHARI, Zeabhm, MEmmiER IRy
RPN GRS R S R R PR R e FOR IR 2 24
HEYIE L R IR IR R R, R
RO EER BADURRE S5k | YA R . 5k
R B3RS0, s Tl iz e, soh
A G LA AR ) FRCAE W3 A ™ 0 A £ R
ST Y BT BUAR , ST AR RUBR BT AL sk,
S PR BT PR AR 4

1 MR R EE 5

TR G AR IR L i A o AR P T RE A2 B ML
W5, D) 2 BRI R S MR, 3 ™ E Y
BYIRBMATEIL o AR, V248 M4k L
HH G SR R O A MR T RS TR Y, EEA
ARFEED . ZFIAT RS B v A
55, HE LR VRN AL B0 T AR5 R 5 R
Gt 1 BOR B RS OR R C BT IZ
S, (IR Z B MRS BT R 5 0 3 VR HTHLEE
AN o —BIA A Bl A W PR i R 9 B B L D
[N =Y 7 R BN e (1 D=0 1 K B3 E S N e D
Frasia) | BRIRAER, AR RERPTE Y R, LG
AU,

1.1 WAEEFREFR

FAIFTEE (Bacillus spp. ) 7E HR AR AT
17, XOES YT (andk . SRANAIA LS
F) BT F 3R, ZERUFT B A SRS G R G E
A LS R A 0 RGPS WA AR G AR R
WRIAEY 22200 BIHAT R, AR 2
fFF 5 ( Bacillus subtilis ) ! JE 4 2 #94F 5i ( Bacillus
cereus ) "1 % jE ZE AU ( Brevibacillus brevis )
SR IR RS R G e E R . B, ZHANG 250
Mo R, M B ZEHAT I TK-14 B AR BET R 5 20%
PR 5 1 AN BE A% f0  ( Alternaria Tenuis ) FlK 2595 B
( Botrytis cinerea) AR AR MFEHIER, HFh
S5d JEXF 2 ko T R 3R 20 D 81.32% il
83.45%, W FEFRAL T BRI AN % . Fan
LU0 25 g B TR B ZEJFF B ( Bacillus Subtilis
9407 ) BEIASERIIERHLEL, % B Bacillus Subtilis
9407 WP ELH 1% 1E 5 ppsB FNA X ppsB He[H 11 3¢
B AL PIYSE 2 AT A BRI BoR R A K . E e
LB T — R MR R e | TR T v 0 e 2R AT
PRPREE PR R, LT 28 P m AR SR S A A SR 3, FRAIG
R TR A, RS AT E DB Y Y &
T A LS5 g 2R AP 2k -V A R A A A A AR I 1S
P AT Bb5911, HPTH RIEE T 112.41%.
2R SRR (1042 pg/mL ) K6z 5 e Al FH ot

T £ I JH R 1Y B R AR A Y T R Mk B (0333.33
pg/mL ) BREERZ BT TAROA, W] Ik B s A 25 18 Fl i
() H Y o VE R 2R AT B2 2R 0T 1) D) — B A B
W, PR SF AT AL BLS B 75 BB T B R pY T v
PEFEIEY) . nTE SR C &, AR T &
BT AR DG (RN AR AR 2 . LT SR A 3-
ARG ) T PEDC SR ZE AT S W T B A A
R JG R MR R S R T SR R
5 Yel®),

FLERTH ( Lactic acid bacteria ) J& 55 — 52 W F i)
YpE, H—Jy A RELR, BRI pH AR 2Ok
b EEMEBORE AR, O —Jr L A A= 4
WE . H,0, FEEELNR IR 590 w1k & 9 52 B A Ik
fif 91 K ¥ FLAF B ( Lactobacillus plantarum )
DSM-20174 i #xd 5% J 56 J5 3 # i % ( Aspergillus
flavus ). 233k IHEE ( Colletotrichum acutatum ). Ji&&
a5 IE T ( Colletotrichum gloeosporioides ) HI7HE 22 4
JIW ( Fusarium avenaceum ) i 1f & il il % n] 35
89.62%~97.61%2", RUSSOPHIF5¢ & B, 1wk B o A
YrF AT AR BEFLAT B ( Lactobacillus fermentum ) Aif
B I P T S 7] 9 5 ) DR D T, R AR U 9 8 Y
B AR B 1 [T, X A 1 B S0 T B
WA EETE ( Listeria monocytogenes ) 1K i #T 1

(E.coli Oys7:H; ) A #EBiMEM . SHARMAP A3

FNFLR e i FLER T, & X i A 2R 14T 18
( Bacillus cereus ). 1h%E¥PTIGE ( Salmonella ente-
rica serovar Typhi ). f [GE % [CE# ( Shigella flexneri ).
Wi 4 B MU ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa ) A — & 1)
PEIVER, FIVERBURE RN T & b R ef . TS FL
FFR YZUO1 W] 38 3k 43 0 M A1 8 7= 4 ok R fie o
B2, AL 36 h A SR RS T EARLT h E h
RPN WAL AT S AT 2N 8 d
FER 12 dPY FERR Y A e AR S 0 BR 2 BEELAT
P AT AR R AT TR L 4 €0 2 K TR 5 2 A B A
s T LR B R R T B IR VR A R Y 8] fY)
R E, i JACOBO % VIE B T A5 4 3L AT B
LPLUVI10 A] LAl S fa 4 JJ 7 ( Fusarium oxyspo-
rum) A, XA R A SRR ER- . A
YIFLFT T PM411, TC54, TC92 R A4 R E il T3E R M
BUAE IR L, ATAVE M S0 0 A8 ORI A 88080 0 FH T B R
B IGH ( Erwinia Amylovora ) 558 4 e 1200

PRI ( Pseudomonas fluorescens ) W i
PR MRS YD, EABER . SRR
M 2,4-Z LR = PSR R, DA S A
F R GEPUEPS R 0 BRI DR A . O (B B R
TR, R HRE RS R A R
JRBEHREO 5 % R B, SR AT A 1-112
F2-28 WIS, HFH R 0 & R R T
68% 11 88% 1 B T S A I, He 2 AT R AR S 2R
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TRUASE Bl IR AL DR AR A BIF S I <11

MY BN 22 — o ISABEL 2P0 R 231 2 i 14
HARARE ARG, 7210 CFRAF 7 dJF,

B A IR TR PR VR VB0 D 2.5 1g CFU/g, YITIREA
B 75 M B D T 3.3 1g CFU/g. &% 415 o it o
( Pseudomonas chlororaphis SPS-41) #] DAyF=4: 3-H
F-1-THE . RO 2-H - 1-T RS R A PLE
AW, HAT LU P 22 0 A K AR i B0, X JLFR
F A SR R B T B R T MR ZHANG
S R a5 BA T T SPS-41 S B 14 T 25 B I8 9 1
— MR AR 25 . H RTTE R S PR R N T B 3
ST IROR S R DL 1

1.2 EBEEMFRER

SHPEA L, TRk S AR e . B HATA
1k, ©A K ST EERE R B 2 2 F i o 4l Sk
i, R R R KRR A A ROA . CHEN
SEOVGRGE Y 24 B HORE KRR B A FE BUIE G e RE
W, WA, b 6 ASTAN AT LA AR e i 1
EW, FTA RARES AT DO A R M d LA, o
BB BRI LA 5 o AK At (LT B . R A
LR ) KK E AL, WEBFEIUEN . 2
BB B: TR R L MK IR R 43 25 ok 1y, A
PRI ARFRAN LI I A o DAL S 53
B e A B S EE AR EERE Y35-1 TR AT A S )
JEL I L T I i 5 JE B ( Colletotrichum  gloeospo-
rioides ) ¥ MBI &, LAKIH 22 MY A . At
M2 W R: Y35-1 AbHUS , HE B2 AR AT HITE 2%~3%
(I 20 d) B2, DM A% 2 1m0 43 B A AT R
( Metschnikowia sp.FL02) HJ7E 7 d N 5E A A7
SRBEIR I S A M S RS K SR o 40 8 1Y) e IS AR T
( Pichia fermentans 27 ) 7£2ANFrig RO 2 B0 H
RS, AR RCR EE R AR T LAV I 22 T B R
FERE AL AT 5 4 PR 2 A i A R AR RO e i

1 5y 3% 5 DA TG 4%, R RS0 I B TR AT A 8 ] A 2
5 P R M Y B A R
( Saccharomycopsis fibuligera ) F1 I 7% B%
( Debaryomyces hansenii ) 7 7& A il i 2 10 2 5H , 7F
PREF A BCE R R TR, o] DU Ay A Bl 550 300 il
77 i R 2 2 i R R A R PO R R
DURRIERE W] 40 3 it 25 2= A2 W0 & iR DG EE [T afIR A
aflS MYk, JFEAES MAES, WA FEE
PR AR B, SR T R . TS R
Fm A MR DTN rg R 2 EE AL
T i B 10102 A A o5 i 1t A S B O TR R f
FI IR AEAR L

A %B£( Trichoderma spp. )& WL L3 FAL DI Fx
HaTfEm A 2T WY e, Il EAFAE .
VoAEMER, LAKAR SRR R G b s vt
I Do AT 14 A2 S A E S o A TR 0 I o I A5 B4
HTEAED BRG] T T Z M5, © 2 BRI
fep RO Y O 2R L i, gt
6, A% ( Trichoderma viride ), "4 X A% ( Trichoderma
Harzianum ) FEET A% ( Trichoderma kningii ) AYIE
GE W AL T H AR AR, k2= R
Fl——Z B R EA T BB AR, DANTA %t
FEMP RO AR . HRARE . IRAE (Trichoderma
hamatum ). FRETAREE 4 A5 H 208 B 31T
TV, KB 4 FORE R I A 24 PR, H
G R AR Y2, HARIAIHE T
STAL 22 4% ( Rhizoctonia solani ) 25 H 5% J5 30
T 22 KBD T 54.6%~77.3%. W R AT IR
S A8 A ARG T Tl B 2L 1107 CFU/mL #§ )]
B (fusarium sp. ) AYEISEARGRSRAT 7 d1°%, BARK
R FEZ AR A T R4, (Bt
ZRNZMHE R, B HPCRAME . AR S H e
VISP S A PLEC TR G, 38 58 X I A 1)

®1 HEEREHNERRARSEHHNEA

Tab.1 Application of bacteria-derived antiskating agent in food preservation

1A A R PLT AR £ R

VER 2 FLF T Bacillus amyloliquefaciens A RN ARt R e

AT R i B2 AUAT B Bacillus subtilis ISR X S & SN R
SR 2 FLFT T Brevibacillus brevis FAROS)  Fpzls] - i3]
TS Lactobacillus plantarum PUISERNEC RN E A

- R IEFLAT I Lactobacillus fermentum 2 N T E oA

FLIR TR B
T LA Lactobacillus casei HH23] g la0)
ST Lactobacillus rhamnosus R R LA e A
DSREY ) Pseudomonas fluorescens SERCU O HHE L A

B B R RA B T Pseudomonas graminis SR AL g 40
LREHR AT Pseudomonas chlororaphis HEPY | araf G F L )
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SBRAEYIBIASOR, NIKOO 25 TH) FInG % AR % |
Wl i K % ( Trichoderma asperellum ) Fl %% IR B
( Talaromyces flavus ) 5 3 Flgffk (Jerk . KMEFH
) R T ZRADRF, I, B 4w
B 4 A0 T N RS R 4 i R . Ak, R
B WO T B IR TORZE RO SRR R K
Gk ThEk R U . H A A AR g
Hh R 2 A R R B ) LR 2,

2 WEMKEEYE AT

A Y Re e 7= A Z RS =8, G 3G FLER B ER
# (Nisin ) " e- B %R (Natamycin ) V" JFH
fiff (Lysozyme) US4, NHEAGME . L&, MUK
N B AR B AU TR D Re g L, 8 2 TR
A el

2.1 FERHEIKEEH

FARBEERIE R (Nisin ) XARFLBER K, J&—Fh
P LR B BR TR 7 A8 T MU IR IR, 1T DA Soh i il 5
REC A B # 22 G BEE Y, H RS T Nisin A4
FHLEE AT 438 2 Ay SR F A Lipid T (41
A - AR IR - N- 2 Tk O R - o K -N- 2 Tk 7 26 0
Wie ) Ay 7454, T Nisin-lipid T &2 &%y, 7620 o i
LI EEfLE A, (HAN N Y A s Lipid 1T 43+
SN EE S R E AR, K5 Lipid 1 4565,
BEL A5 40 B B A0 18 5 B, 00 4 40 A 1 Y Nisin £
R B o B R AR AR B B b g 2/ B T AR 2 4
(FAO/WHO ) v . HAij, Nisin &) 3z HF 2Ll
din U PR AR O A VA U Y £ R

H1 T Nisin BES I g Pt 40 o 19 A4 K208, Rt
2% Nisin A3 7L i) it bk G T PR e dn #80m “T i H 30
A B KU 78 5 41 2 B8 ) BT, Nisin £ pH

ST B R, HA SIgMERA B RS, (i
7 L & e S 2 BR o WIS G SR oK B
A3 Nisin, BFFEAIE, AT L b 2 0 5 T 6 0% i
H B AR TR R AP B SRS 3 Ah, Nisin A
75 A YT A B, SOUZA VMg &
B, WES AR TR BUE A M T YRR TS A &
T2, AT o8 Il FLIR R AR K . 7R T R
AR KRB, PR v R AR 1 R A7 4 ) Nisin
1% MBS ok 3% Nisin 78 A ISy P a8 3 ok
TANZINA % B4R FH i 3 R 40 A0 21 2 25 90 oK f ot
Nisin flE#ELL , (5 A R [R) MR BE Nisin () 150 38 £ £
KRR 28 d, SRR, BRI TR DA Y B B L
Nisin 07> T 1.50~3.04 1g CFU/g, DAN ZEBSHA
Nisin 5K G 8 el 80 & H 2 A0 HeE i i iy
PRI TG, 3 2 Fi a1 v i JR AR 1 A ) ) e
il SRR B B TR, AT AR S Nisin 36, MARZAR
PR Nisin 78 07 FH % 25 1 A0 A Bl

AFT B 2 FOBAME TR, % PO BH M T 8 % % Nisin %
BB, AR L, KBS (W EDTA ) B
AR AN M S AR e P, A 2 IR BN B X Nisin
U, LIANG 25:B5A S, Nisin 1 EDTA B4 1 %t
A ot P AN 2GR A B A — o AR VR, 1T
A L PR 5 10 P T V6 e ff e

22 cBaEm

e- R (e-polylysine, e-PL) Lk # il
FEA ) HA B R A PR D R AR S SR R A, Hol
25~35 4 L-# 2 R 3d 1 a-e I M B AR v e 42 1 i BT
e- SR PR M TR LI 2R IAELLT 2 D7 : Bk
A AT VA 20 A5 0 200 i R 1 S B RS s i IR R A R
gc, WA AR e-PL MR —Flgr &
B R, PRI RS JEe /N o K S
FaMEAF SRR ST 32 R0

®2 HERREHNERMASEHHNEA

Tab.2 Application of fungus-derived antistaling agent in food preservation

R A R P T SCAFR LY TEUES
oA ESpiN s Pichia fermentans P>
Al 58 5 AR R B Pichia guilliermondii AR BERT S )
. T A e B Saccharomycopsis fibuligera EETENE  a
T DURRIHEBE Debaryomyces hanseni T ] 5 5638
W MR 22 1 B Candida oleophilic BRAERES) . Ful60]
21 Rhodotorula HHgeY | wgpsa
MRS Trichoderma Harzianum a0 HEe g les)
KRR QAR Trichoderma viride a0 Hlen)
TR A B Trichoderma asperellum 111 25165]
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TRUASE Bl IR AL DR AR A BIF S I 13-

2004 4F, EEEMAGEBEHE (FDA) U
IEHEHE e PL M ESBER, RET 2014 4L
e-PL A FE R p B & s m R o, 1 F & i . B,
e- M A R © 0 T s 0 L PR o O A R
AR ZE KRR TP S I 100~150 mg/kg 1) e-PL
B, AT AT R B 95 B, 7R 30 °CTF ] RURAT 8 2,
2% e-PL AbPRIT AV SERE R RO TR V5 BB . 4 R AR S
A (TVB-N) {HAEZNLER (MetMb ) 82 i
ZERAR AE 4 °CHI 25 °CF, e-PL X LS g 2
Wi A W IR P, Ak, e-PL IS MESZ
pH FHALE TR KO, #H e-PL 5 H ALY 5
B TS AR M B TS PE R AE R BE . e-PL/FLIG B
FI LA 9 mT LR o R BT B A il 7E 5.8 1g CFU/g
IS (IE8 7 d), HHI e-PL Ay 525 4 K i AT 4k
6.5 1g CFU/g™), D)5t BOH -1 358 R A0 9 KL -1 Ry
AR e-PL HURTEMIZIER e-PL 1Y 3 £5°°), &-PL
5 N,O-#& H 372 TEMIY 1 1 5 W i Il 2 A vl LA v
MR IEFL Y e-PL 58 Sy G 9 o A AR
WGP AR AN B A TLTE RS P2, Tt — A5 S K

A A 14 B 04
2.3 AHEE

HHE B (lysozyme, LZ) XFR N-Z R i
WEK S, LA 0 e 40 e 20 B RE AV o 5 vl il R
38 25 DT 20 B BE R SR B R ) N-Z I EER ( NAG)
M N-Z B A8 (NAM ) Z Y B-1,4 B,
SR MBERE L, Tk B A H P R
i £ 0% MR R B S I I A AR E (E1105) IAE N B A
W W R AR EE MR TR -, FRIE fe iR s
FI L)Lk b ofe st i B2 LAY EHT 1P

VA R R A R SRR N Ab , WIS S
T REREE LIU ZEHAN, 0.5 g/L 1 18 B 20 5%
R BB R EEAUR . XU SN RS 1-H
IR (1-MCP) B TR R 5 PR, —
W06 FH S AR TR B A T e AR ) I R %
M r=r, IR T RS RS R R | 4l
RSB REn, B T RS RERE | PUIR IAR 5 A
PURALBEIG T . & 7 g/L % oA I B M D s B i £
2 I M SR GRURT B 0 A o 3k SR At DO e e
FIRT % T T 2 77 A 00 TR SRR DAY, A P T A o
FB EE B Al IR .

M2 (LPS) J2 . HE R MBEIE 4 22 K
14 PR 2% T Y SR AR Ay, T TR R A 2 RE Y
ZRMEZE S22 INZ NG Z W BEAT , BT LAV B il X
B2 PG M T LR G YO X R B AT A2
B0 RO R B O ofe 4 A T S R
WFFET5 18] o I FH AN AR 1031050 o pple L OOD4: (] 2 5 o
Pl 2 AR AR TE MR L IR A TR AT AR AR 2
— o BN w - 5T ZAUOK IR R A 2 IR AN

N, B PR U B A T B 1.5 £5U O JTANG 1
WF5E K B, 17 B Tl - FPY e 28 400K 0T 4 22 FC B 1 T 11
PUREROR SO LT 4 2 FCBHPE T o % B -N-BR 515
FERBE (LSZ-NSC) &t B Wi s e & T
256%, Jf-H. NSC-LSZ BEA RUIE K F A5 52 4E8 3 d7%,
i 1 45 U OOV Bl B RR A Ry i A A9, 0 T S R
I ) e IEIM A A FERIBRR R L, Bl —
FE R IE 0 P SRR A 1 Al . FR ORI VA A0 TR PR A R
W, (E BTSSR, XA 2 I B A A A
FH 5

2.4 WiEE

b B E (Natamycin ) JE4E 5 1 19— Fh ik 9L
W= . AR F AR SR L P BRERAE M, 5 T A0 A
RSB AR, S 2 I S, 4R
B, WRIET . AR FREA SO R | B
BEBFENAER, IR 2R EF b E SR
B, HEXF 0 A R AR R U g R
PR Toll APl AR & BB ), 0.5~6 mg/kg
2 fl 5 22 B AT s K 2B E AN, BRTE
2 FF 7 kORS00 KR R BT
PRl AR 2 R R B TS

ZHAO %R T 94 fth 85 28 %o 440 B G4 ik —
i, ol FH 9 A 2R D B B 2 AT TR B 3 T AR SR
Je ARSI o N B 2R S T R 2R AT B X
NS IG T ( Erwinia carotovora subsp. ) (55 4 Hi A .
5 R TR S AT AL BEA L, 1 /L A R
AT E K 2E TR TR A BV BN 115.8%, HE b
WS I B P T 7 S O D 92.1% ., 2 Z U SHIER]
T 20 mg/L 44091t 55 25 V5 TR B 1T A S50 i AR T
TR R AL (ot A, [l 2 RN ftb B K AE AT
XTSI S BE AR B e AR R A A R AT LA
P MR AL AU (CAT ). MRk
fit (SOD) FiF 4 L mE (POD ) MG ME, BEA &
PRERREER R )G SRS A fth B R R A SR A e
YT, WA I A N T b S (AR
B FLERSE ).

BB R A L s A pH B (3.5) 1%, 5325
TR T . SPL R T R B R TR AR 0, O HR s T B 97 )6
FA R S S PR BRI K, SRR Ok b BRA R
mi) AR A BT JULIANO %5000 2 4ih 55 22 F1 Nisin
AR R AL AL R L AP R R ORE, & IR b
Z A Nisin 1] ZE R BE R BRI R & TR A
Kok, JF W ERRARUCR R 2R MR L K AN B K E Ak
F14 T R T SR Sy LI ) BB A RE T ol L R A AR AT
14 d Jeihisa s,

M T E: 2 IR A A5 XTI . RAME
pH 5 A RURK, I TERE S Z B AN IR EE AR S
DR B AF 9 K LA B AR 4 b ek R sl G AN ) TR
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Fo i, HAO SN 52 B o b b 2 1 Hdds
il & 1 SC R/ e B R T OREEEBE, AT AR
TR . BEEMREE . CLARA SN 41l
B 2R ORAT T 5 0 DN 0 I S K BRI, AR R E A1
T, B A EE Z K BRI B 2 B AP AR S TN
bR IR RN B A Ui B AR R A 2R

3 E&RE

FARAREE N L AT RUR ) | o4 | ARSI
SR T2 T o T B — R SR AS BB AT A5 41 1
KPR BRI & = A O R A B AT
FERHA G o ARPEMMEH AR B BB, B AS [ A S i £ et
FUERA T, FER T B — F S 500400 e i A ko 2 75 224
VR FE A R BRI RO A B, PT LASE— AR
AR BRI, FER SRR HAT, Uk P IR R fef
R H SHEDIE . ShP IR SR A, DBk
B PR R

FWFFE R IR, SR BT 0 A B4 mT DA 5
il B A= AR R A AR K, EORREII R 22 V0T T A
T A Nising/¥ B R & 90 10 g T (A6 3 2 Fh 240 B
A MEIE T, HWAN U2 A b e . A
FERE A Nisin 41852 A KSR 57 IE 770 F I 4- 1A
A R AR R N O DRGNS W A AL RN R A
PEAR, TR) A VR D R A B VR AR AR T 4 12 1g
CFU/g, Z7cRBE . WA B Z B2 4 A A it
B A 255 A1 4 b 7R 1207 V4 R 300 18] 4 B s 451, ik
2% pH {HA1 TVB-N & &M TR, &6 55 L #
A O R BT EE I MFOR 9 6 d ZE 2 13~15 d'*4,
K. SEEME . ZSZM . Nisin 54 15 6 50 ] {5 VA fef
AN 10 d ISR FE— 2 i et 2> 1-MCP 45
A A0l R 2T DL BRI AR Ak R S % A ) ) AR K
S, AR AERR RGBS R 60

4 RAEWIREREFFREEFREE

B IROR B0 A BRI Ak 0, 13
SRR AR 7, MBI T 45 2 8 bl 1) B S
PR it B IR IR Z BE . B 5, BUEYIRE R b
FIFE L Y R SR W TG PR 1, 52 M L
AP R 2, B L R A BRI B kA8 A 2 T
Folt B SE TR PR BE 7 )T B3 o AN ] AR DR 6 51
A REE PR DT TS B R o R, KRR, K
R R A A R B 1) 30 o 0] 40 8 S A 1 SR R S AR
BERGCRL AR Ml I R R A R S R T I B A B A
A, REREARTERGER A ERE ST, WA 32
JEURR - DR BRI VE TR, DA SRR PREESOCR .
U, X fol A 40 0 O i 70) B 2 A AR T B B ) BF 5
W, AT REXT AARAFAE VR AE B RE R A 22 2 XU,

FEH DAL HLER R [, ST 22 VRN XURE E
Hesh, BRI AR AT R A T 2 AR 2,
FHE T A2 R EES), HHAT AR A S SRR B
XA R T T A A

T A Wy DR R G R A Y TR AL 1Y 2 p R
PEAT R A RE B, AN (R Ak Wy DR 5] 4 ek
JEFEI TR, AR AR R A0 5 T 2 R fif
N, G RN TR AT R R, s & A
B S O B AR R R i B W B CHAR ™ X A B
HETRITE 2 F1, LATSROREECR IR £ 1) e R AL o B
B NN A PR EE) 22 Ve E AL, TR ar
LA TR A M DR R SR Y RS AL ORI

5 451

BEA T 2 B 2 ORI AN BTG 5, RAR
Pz DREESR), A IR DR EESR) BAT IR | Lty
IS PR S0, He— il ad 5a 4B Jr s a] | =4k
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