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Abstract The residual of antibiotics in the environment could affect the structure and function of
the ecosystem, and pose potential risks to human health by inducing the formation and spread of
antibiotic resistance genes. Antibiotics have been included in the list of emerging contaminants under
national control by China government, and exploring effective methods for the monitor and remove
of antibiotics is essential to manage and control of antibiotics pollution. Previous studies have
demonstrated that microalgae-bacteria consortium could effectively remove various contaminants,
such as heavy metals, antibiotics and endocrine disruptors, due to its eco-friendly, sustainable

development and tolerance to environmental toxicity. Microalgae-bacteria consortium is crucial for
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removal of contaminants in wastewater treatment, and exhibits a great potential in carbon
sequestration. Herein, we reviewed the research advances on the application of microalgae-bacteria
synergistic technology in antibiotics wastewater treatment, and focused on the possible inner
mechanisms of microalgae-bacteria interactions in removal antibiotics, and their co-adaptation
mechanisms under antibiotics selection pressure. Then, we presented some research challenges and
proposed future directions of microalgae-bacteria symbiosis system. This systematic review provides
scientific basis for the promotion and application of microalgae-bacteria consortium technology, and
management and control of antibiotics pollution.

Keywords antibiotics, antibiotic resistance genes, microalgae-bacteria consortium, synergistic

degradation, co-adaptation mechanisms.
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IKALFR T X AR R LBRAE A R, KR4 LBRAPTAE R V5 K b2 ARG P 5 e B s itk A
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Table 1 Removal rates of various antibiotics by different systems
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Antibiotics Initial concentration Systems Treatment time Removal rate References
89%
93%
- AL A0 95%
HEEG 1920 ng-L™ N # 71%
iﬁ%ﬁ 22400 ng-L"! 44%
ZVHE 8570 ng'L™! " 89% -
IRV S 713 ng-L™! 7% (321
it e — Y Sk e 4090 ng-L™ —
T 35ng-L" LA MEDE 45%
IR VAR -14%
-23%
74%
, e 100%
. - A R
R 2 2 pgL TR E RS 11 2% -
i A I 1 .
T PR 20 pg'L JINERTE (Chlorella vulgaris ) 12 222?
0
PUFER 80%. 80%. 62%. 75%
WA 20. 100, 500, W (Scenedesmus almeriensis)+1%5 A 100%. 64%. 46%. 43% 3
T 1000 pg-L" KT 30%. 26%. 36%. 12% )
i e i M 30%. 17%. 21%. 0%
i i s 52 gL T LA RS 7 54% [34]
" BRI A R R R 80%
it iz P Vs L o - .
e S00 kel s MBS R A 7 95% B3]
i i FF e 383 ng-L™! R 45 85% [36]
PUERZ 100 pg-L™ &S 3 7 99% [37]
7S 2 mgL™ [ &S 46 69% [38]
NV 2mgL" R 7 97% [39]
THER 0.1.1.5,10mg L /NKBEE(Chlorella vulgaris)+HuAR 0 98%—100% [24]
BT R 0.02, 0.1, 1, 5mg-L"  ZEFUAFE (Bacillus licheniformis) 11%—-47%
4 s 5| ( Chlorella sorokiniana ) +47i %)
PSUENS 1 o . 96%
- \H} LG . 0
NEE 50 ug'L SCJE 3 PR (B‘revundlmonas 7 9204 [40]
basaltis)
FAREE 3 (661 +42)ng-L"! - LAY N 7 85% [29]
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2 B - 4 P E 3 B B 4 R ML B BF 58 (Synergistic removal mechanisms of antibiotics by
microalgae — bacteria consortium)
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Fig.1 Mechanisms involved in the removal of antibiotics by microalgae—bacteria consortium
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PUAE Y A ) W B (biosorption) 42 38 3o W BT 5E 1 45 AR K h K BR BT AR 2R B9 ) AL A 2o FR
Kiki 259 W57 & B, W A= 41 Bk 8 ( Haematococcus pluvialis) . VU FEM 3 ( Selenastrum capricornutum) . -
i H 4 3 (Scenedesmus quadricauda) F1/NERE ( Chlorella vulgaris) ¥ REA B i B &, HETX 4
R EBREA MG YR e 4 Bl Xs PR PRI | it e 2 R g v o IS e A 3R Y R R 2R 4 ) A
2%—7%. 1%—4% Hl 1%—3% 2 [8] . {38 % T A= 3 09 W BE AR O/ 5 46 & 1 3 B -7k o3 e 2R 50
(Ig Koy ) 25 UIARSE. BRI B ST UE S5, i i PR B (g Ko, = 0.89) . BN H R R (1g K,y = 0.87) .
DA (1g Koy, =-0.39) . HAAREZMERE (1g Ky, = 0.91) ZE 5 K PERE 55 10 4T A R A4 32 B0 A1 i 2 0 Wi o
PEBS SO g A, BiAE 2R AW A 5 R pH (LA OC. pH ANUAT DL i b A= 28 IR A8 i B AR
AT LS Wi R S 490 7 2% TR A, AT 552 M) R R 40 X5 0 A 28 R I B A5 SR 1L 2 pHL ok 3—11 B, 1 M5 1
F 5 ( Scenedesmus almeriensis) — 4 B F& A= 2 ¢ 114 3% 11 B o DAL A B oy Ry 8, BB 2R PR R (pK =
5—11) LB &7 IR X AETE, #5045 35000 i e S B 2 3R IR B Z8OR AN (R 479, Daneshvar 455"
WEoE & PR, M & % W pH M 2 34 0 & 8 A, U 2 Ml 3 ( Scenedesmus quadricauda) F DU JF 5 U ¥ 55
(Tetraselmis suecica) %§ VUIN 25 B9 2 B RN 0% 355138 I 22 49% F1 37%; 11 495 W pH M 8 H4 12 10, 13
BXT U R ) LBRBCE N X FREYS S. quadricauda T T. suecica V%) 3 T8 L fof 52 ¥18358 pH 5200, LA DY
KR EHWIEE T (pK, <3.3) . W I (pKy, = 3.3—7.7) Mk 78 F (pKys > 7.7) A K2 MIER
pH & 2—3.3 ], TRy R DU B4 25 3% 11 Aoy 2 Oy TE LRy, R () 7 AR E R 7, AN TR P AR o) D B 2R )
B MR pH Ry 3.3—7.7 B, DUBR 2R T R far Ay rp Pk, AR 0% 2 T PR far e B VAR Ry b, R R 0
W vk 55, A7) TR DU PR R W B 1T pH (R 7.7 B, R R DU A 2 3R 1T H ey 24 R A, A
() 7 A i E R T, 5 B R R I P 2R 14 I B 3 I o

Ji— 7, TR AR IR D, RS 5 MR PRI B 0 W PRI . BEPR IR A ML)
P E, BRI | A AT 0 R AR, T B PR W REVR . DA A F e R v, S B LT 2 i
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K5 A AL, Horp i) — K2R 2 M 7N R A W) (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS)*, EPS J& 4§ il
T R 2 R () 35 PR 40 | 2 B 2R T ) 5 O % 4 P S A N A5 1 W B S FH T B 8 1
KIRBEWCY, Hpllsr FEAFE 20 OB, IR PR £ CAECT MY T 8 3l R A= W I
Y EPS XFHUAR 3R A S BRASCRL, e SIS Bk i HEY e — R R U R T W B 43 3Ry 14% i 13%, T
X I B4 2R 1 W B3 5 ik 88%. S B WA AR AR L, PUIRE 5 EPS W R (&5 A R, R T
EPS XJ DU 2 A AE P W B EPS Hfv i 2 11 0T [R5 A7 R Ak | e BE R 5 22 A1 i AT AR 7K DXk 46 10
D75, R AE R I MR 2] T E AR, Zhang S5 5T R B, IR ETE U8 . DR TE PR TS TR AR R
b U S LTS Je B EPS X RN U0 B B9 MR BT R 2351 0 36%. 24% FlI 25%, FFIN g EPS & 11 ot i AY i 5
R FEXT AP VD 2 A A= W B ke 2] 1 FE 224 . Song 8508 JE e HL AR e 21 S BB . X HL T RE
TEASCRNAZ R LR P TS B i M 75 U8 EPS MU R Z Ml A BAE L, ok IR0 | JREL G I 45 B R
PTG 170 B 25 71 A 40 W0 o e 32 A

22 HEYREA

P R 1 E YR R (bioaccumulation) s 46 1 A= W) WA [/ G 1 L k2= AR W pLH], Sl A &R
HEA LR P B ARG FR S B B 9E SR B, A R AR R R P, BR AR A, S Y A ) SRR
AR R Bt & ¥ EE B R AL Sun SEC R ST A BRL, ik e — H mE E T 7E B B /N ER B8 ( Chlorella
pyrenoidosa) 4N N R, RFLE A5 F] 0.596 ng-mg . Xiong J5U W53t & B, C. pyrenoidosa ¥ 7 %
TP R BRI DAY B2 L ESSIN 10 gL' NaCl i1 T, Z2 R 2 1E C. pyrenoidosa [N
1 RFE AT I8 101 pgeg. 2R, M40 = 7E B 40 i P & B & ), &35 5 7 1 4 (reactive oxygen
species, ROS) 772k, i N EIF B 2L (-0, ) L i AL (H,0,) . B3 (-OH) &1 1, X 2L |7 |y J iy 7 2R X
O L BR AR RA R B — T, T VA B R O B R A R A R T R R AR R B R BR
Bai &5 fF 5% & A i P e ) [t DA ER 58 ( Nannochloris sp.) AW YGRS b 8, TR RE RS 2 1t r=
AR HE | B A ROS MYGHIGHN #2175 R 91 A4E ] R ADOUME. Ge 519 52 R IR, 2 TN S 16k
i R T BRIV B ) 22 B R4 B ik 82% 1 72%. o5 — 5 T, Wi M4 B i FE e & X o AR B i Rl
12, ROS (158 A AL FFME 2 X ORI IR 28 L SR 1 BT . DNA S5 A2 W) K 75 3 i — & #0140, 5 1 7S 40 i 45
P FEAS L ELFBET, FE NS I A T AR 2R Y S BRAUR
2.3 YIRS

PuA: 1Y A Py B i (biodegradation) & 48 Tl WK Bt A= 3 4R SRtk J50R: L 6 A 57 Ak Sl /N o - ) o )
T AR AR S N 37 T, A e A T LA A A A 0 I e TR L 7 A g e A 1. TR PN A g e o o S e
IV P 240 B P 52 2% A A AL R 8 O, T A A W e i UL 55 EPS I A1 i 55 435 UTAE G A= 0 i = 1y
PUA= 2R M P9 A Wy e i, 0 VD S P N 1A RN AN T AR RONE . T AR B AR AR R AR AR (3R
P450 fiff (Cyt P450) | 4 it (12 b5(Cyt b5) . NADPH-4f Jiil (% % P450 ik JU i (P450R) %5 1 AHEEBOVE R
Wk itk e AL R B PR/ N BT AR, 38R W5 BOK A« A EGA SR N A5 11 A SO 3 S A b Ak 2 A T AR
W WIS e T IK-S-54 7% B sl i A M SR L R B DAL R, S T IR . S A LR 55 25 /K B e kA=
TG BN, DACRTF 40 B Ho 32 S8 AR A0 05 1. FE RSN AE D KA vh, EPS ANAXURT DAAE A 2% 181 37 1 550 Fn 2L A 7 4
FPUAE R W E YR B, 38 R LU K G i A= P RS T, 308 o DR 4 M &/ 6 5 0 A4t L, 020 o 9 i e % X
A it I Al VAT AT AL, DA T 1) 158 T Ak 3R 8 A 1 B9,

ZIRFFEUESE, A ) R A O A 3 BT AE B R BRBOR By 2R FHALHNY. Xie 5507 BF58 K B, 4K
¥ Tai-03( Chlamydomonas sp. Tai-03 ) %I PR V0 BL (1 A= Wy B 6 AT 3K 65%, JFHEIN 40 i 6,3 P450 fil 5 FlI
A W H K-S R g vl BB 430 2= 5 T P9 U0 B 1 I SN B S R JF 3R B . Peng 4518 9 B, (0.4 3¢
( Chromochloris zofingiensis) X} 72 S8 U0 5L 0 A W R A 2 R 3K 93%, HLAH AL €8 28 P450 fiff 52 JL A (1) 3k
i B, 78 TAHBE AR T 22 0D B AR R A I e A A BEAL IR 2 F vy . &b, A i S5 e — 4
B LA R GEREAT A R HTAE RO A W A% % da Silva Rodrigues 5V BIF5E 4 R, 7 ol -4 i AL 2R 2R
45 v R e HY T A S A 2R 0 R BR AAE W R O 32T, AR W [ R 00 0l 46% F 99%. Garcla-
Galan %55 fF 53k BU, Al i FH WA 7. HARP 19 25 W) B 232 20 75%, 1 HEAE [ ol e — 4 e A A
F YRR IR 83%°L SR, b i B 5% I Ve A7 B ff F3s R 40 TR A A 0 R A b A 2= v 9 LA
FHAIL.



12 14 T TR 2N R PR 25 BR PR AL R R R AL 4359

3 I - A SLIE ML (Microalgae - bacteria co—adaptation mechanisms)

WEPRI S - BAE SRR A, AR EA | IR | FEPUME E 2R RN R OCR . ik 2 R, %
— I Z ] A BLAE ] F2 B AR B A e | A5 5 A8 T MR- B R G B8, 3 SR B AR (R R I A R GE Y
T ARy b 4% T E AR

| hexadecenoic acid
|

e EPS S R EPS -————————— . EPS -————————— ,
| B ) KFIE R !
) 53 3 H Y L . ¥
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" + Communication | |
| s . O Eey o |
I N p AT i e Al i ) B Gocicr I
: "%5- Bacteria I k Bacteria k i :
| |
: ' '
|
| " z |
| WL fE T .
' (SO ¥ mi
I \ 1 High temperature Low te.mperature:
| l AHLs res1stancs . Tesistance |
: N~ GE1 5B Bkl CO, : alyngolide { E P g :
| N, Vitamin B, Siderophore, ! S ! ' |
: Carbon dioxide ! A J » i I
- ' N\ i " 1
: 0, Fifl#h i aa | | | |
| Oxygen,Organic matter| nhibitio I TR omotioh N |
: g Furanone i S :
I o I
! S HE !
| Photosynthesis ' |
| P * A |
! ] ] . S Wit |
: & :Antlblonc resistance Salt resistance :
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|

i i |
e i ! w1
Microalgae | Microalgae ! Microalgae < P

B2 Gl ) 1 ) 5T Ak, AR5 28 RS PR K-
Fig.2 Substance exchange, signal transduction, and horizontal gene transfer between microalgae and bacteria

3.1 Yymisc i

B R AR TR S A TR =2 (8] fe B A0 ) B S8 . TSR IE o GG AR A5 A BRI B A2 ) O, A L
W4 AT LA 20 B AE R W WA FH 1 L SZ ARG 0, 45 A0 DRT 7 25 3HLT 2. 7 40 TR TR R 7 A 1 [
EA . AEA R B BB CO, SR T SURT DL AR5 ol 5 1) 25 B B 0> 70 78 35 Mg AU R 30 2% o 2
(Microcystis aeruginosa) () 40 Il N 75 ) F1 53 W6 1) e A i P 5 35 9% 25 44T 18 ( Bacillus methylotrophicus,
Ma-B1) 385, Villa S50 K544 [ % 18 (Azotobacter vinelandii) 5 & M1 2k ¥ ( Neochloris oleoabundans )
HEAT IR 3R, R I A e Sk SR HEICHLAL. Guerra-Renteria 557 57 e IR 4 Mk AT 147 ( Pseudomonas
aeruginosa) BEX4 & W) o3 fft R IEBRER L, WoKff ATP 1) 5'-#% 5 IR, SR 5 ¥ Had I s e HLBE, A /heR
B AR SR AL BEIR. JLAh, RO ZF AT LY, 0 e S AR 2 M R 4, W AP AE R
SEAHLTE G LA PR 7S AR .

TEY BAc ek B vh, EPS 45 T EZAEH. —Jrif, 2T w0+ R G WA EPS, HAHLE 2
B8] B FL B 7T 7K, SR G WAL AR KV 39 AT Bl = 4 /K e 9 2%, A 1) 4l Bt 5 8] FBL Y T R A T4 s 32
7%, 3 —J7 T, EPS W EA Z R0, REAS AL R TR T A B A R A A B s s i ey 20 R
5 55 A B 20k J80/IN 935 0 T, b 2 A0 T N B 2B A R IS 7005 e Ab, b eI PRGE % ) Jo TE T e -4
T AR IR & 4% 3 3 2R . Ramanan 2577 BF 5% & 13K 2 A B ( Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) (%] EPS W& 76
Y b AR AR R A UG, X B RE U B S SR A ALK E A R B2 (B3 4 e AR LR AR K
32 fH9%h

Y1 A AR =2 1B B9 A 5 38 T 32 ARV, (quorum sensing, QS) JE XAFEFE, QS A5 A9 AH H.AE
235 W) f0sE— A TR T A AR A R ] G R, BUB B VR S5 RN AL 1. A RGN RE, S AR R L BRK
TRUSL G0 54 38 o 4336 15| W £, 1R (indole acetic acid, IAA) . H 5 5 ik (autoinducing oligopeptides, AIPs) . i
HE 155 22 5 FR N R (N-acylhomoserine laetone, AHLs) % ZFh QS {55701, {E UEGLEe I P& 2 B iy hn T
FiEAl . BEEVL MR A AR % Chen S58Y WF Y & B /INEK 8 ( Chlorella vulgaris ) -G P15 6 2 G2 1)
IAA ANMUREHEARHE C. vulgaris =4 W IR TG L, 10 RETR AT 5 40 R Z ) i 44 G & Li 5
5T A PR AK ZE KT B8 (Bacillus licheniformis) 7= 1) ATPs i i 5 #5640 MR (4 JRRN S 245 7, 100G e



4360 7N 54 1t 2 42 %

g i ok 2 AR L R SRk, R AR B Covudgaris W) E R IE K T E E P HESY T AHLs X
C. vulgaris W), K& B AHLs ANUBEVEHE C. vulgaris W1 BN FIAG W5 R 1) & R, 12 ZEIR BRI FRL 2, ik
FE IR 1T 5 A B 04 P AR AL R M L 6 A AT PR S Wang B BIFSY & B I 2 A KT T ( Bacillus
anthracis) ;=42 i) AHLs BE4E 17F X Fe V. % ( Gambierdiscus spp.) A K FIE KRR 4. 1676, AHLs 5
EPS % UJAHIC, AHLs [ 5 it 2352 EPS W4 o3 . U BLAR | 3508 i B A5, s I Tl 14 325 W i 47
R4 WUk 4 (transparent exopolymer particles, TEPs) . ¥ 4R ZE QS 15 50 1, A LAV 40 5 4= 1y &
W WA AR AR R B 9T R B, R EG B A #E (Emiliania huxleyi) 7= 4= () TEPs REfe oF H AL A= 41 B4
B A= e B I R A e 5 A B (] A 38 A S R B, CLovulgaris 72 AR B S R 0] DLJR 5 Mo A ZF AU AT
& (Bacillus licheniformis) Z 5 Fll AIPs Y& 7.

MM BERBI G S PR EZ, WG5S 0L e 0 5 (1 4= 3136 2y, A L6455 20+ 0
ST AR BRIE Bl R AE B W i ( Pseudoalteromonas sp.) i QS 15 5431 I i Ho vz v L A ) 2%
iR, SRR AN i 2R A B, SRR 21 %5 ( Delisea pulchra) Be =4 5 AHLs 254 A0 0L WE MG R, 76 21 7 4%
5 Z W EATZRHMNE G, SR 7R, DI040 B A A R A 1) B 00 T8 B0 5 22 35
(Lyngbya spp.) = A= 1) EL R HH 22 3 PTG ] 38 158 30 a1 sl BEL U7 4 2% 11 2Rl B ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa) 1
LasR FEFI A, DT ] 28 B (%) A AAC S i 00,

AN, QS i 5 40 T (1) Z Bl b 28 2 25 P L A3 ¢ . Sawada 48P0 BF 9T & B, 38 58 S i AR R C4-
HSL 155 731, AT LA 8 il 2 A5 2R 587 1) 245 0 S HE 2R R G 3L K mexA B-oprM 1R 35, DT JIN L X Z2 A
PR 251, 53— & 3, SRS NSRS e FAS e 55 QS 155 431, AT LARE oy il A 2R A 1
X2 AN R B 4 BHE T IR Z Wi 250, B R Bt XS - EiAEZE . AR R M &R
WE ST AR 2R I IMAURRC, I G 9 R B, QS 155 43 F g il PR A= W ROY B, TP 1853 —F 55 HR 1oy B e, LA
IR 11 B HE 2% 5L S A 0 20 B 40 AR A 0 0,

33 FEBEUKPHEH

JKF-HE 5% 7% (horizontal gene transfer, HGT) f& 48 7 25 7 AE W) MR 2Z [], B350 4t B P 58 240 it #% 2
) BT R4 T (R 3 AR ) BT () 38 Tk . 25 S5 AR A IR AT DU R AL 5 A AN R s A% 5 B AE AR, o] DL
LI, FL A SRS OC R B A RS, 53k DA A KT 5 PR A B A JRUA% A 4 (AR L b i) D L B2 i
FUAZAE ) (AR sE ) 1) & A= T A A %66 T G 98 0 40 TR 22 T o 2 i A 7K 5 DR 6 L o i sy AR 5599,
2013 4F- & 3% F (Science ) I IF 5% 1iE BH 41 B 1 — LE D e 5L R ] LAFE 7% 2 21 3% ( Galdieria sulphuraria) L) B
LA N R AR R R R v T 4 iR AR A AR A s MR BT, AR, iR AT B 5 kB 4 B (Kremastochry-
sopsis austriaca) i 3 AR VK45 G F5 56 R R o 7T 56 R 4% B8 M A 4 1 Hp 3R A5 8. R 2 HUFE R 7K
AR AR A A 2R G, T2 DA AT AR IBOEE TR A SR /N, BT AR 3 SRR 1) A TR AR B
LR, SEH AR ML 3 25 2) 40T R 56 DR B 5 R 5 40 A ) 1 L o) B0 AR AR W B R 40 b e e ; 3) K1 2
PRI 7% 38 5 15 SO D e i 3R B, 40 DA ZEAQH L LU i e o8 2 A6 4k, DR e T\ BGse Hh R A — A8 ) D fig
AH G PR A AT B 5 /N2 1000,

PrA: 2 W38 N A Y3 i B DR 9% AR i R KT B 7 A R AR AR T 2 B L FRIA T 25 P AR AR )T
12 AR RIS e IR, G X A TR T 24 3 DR (R A R 4 AT — S w02 1O TR BRI T A R R B bk
IR 95 ik A N B, 7 2235 /K A S B0 TR RE X 3 B B 0, P A R T 245 5 PR R R T T B
RGN, UESE WA K AR IR K i 245 5 D ORI R AR ) SR B [ 3R 2 U A, i A AT R A
BEST WA AT LA 240 A AR BB, BELIBT LA 3R 2 Pk 1 A R 10 100 R KK B A S A O A Tt 2
P A B IR AR, (O A T AR A R P S R 5 R 3 o R DR AR B B AR B 24 5 DR TS AL FE IR B B,
B IR

4 5455 R (Summarized and prospected)

THCHE— 20 P e A A R TR B A A A AT RS R R RN A 7 VR T 52 e 0 9 SRR, O HLRE A
BRE 4 . PUA R AN MU SIS Y, PRI, RS0 AR 3R K AR BT TR L A5 D4Rk, &
X (ol — A T 3 () R AR A BB R A 5 K bt AR R B R BR DT T T e 1 — Sl s AN 05T, IF R4S
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T RPE . F R A, Sl e P ] 75 2 A B AR A AT BILTS ey 25 R R I Bk 7 1 24 ELA
DUF, XHTAE 275 YA BRI HEA HA B AR, © AR A R i B2 R T7 1. AT, e — A ey 3
R — AR ZR, BB T 075 I 22 6] A AR B AR FHALBRATIAE AR 2P0, A it — 2B 5T

(1) 5t A Bl — 20 1 14 DI RV BR8P LRI AT 7. H X s R G A A R A 3R
fifp e AL AR AR IPLBAT AN TS 2, AEDTAE R BB 1 TR AR L I 25 P A2 (R LAY , B 21 25 2 A )
IR RAE R L R AL RSB = RGEWETE. NI, A b B4 G BB EOR | JEIN AL | ekl
AR 2H 27 55 22 A~ BRI 22710 AT Bl — 00 o 1 A A 2 7 e Ak e A b A 3R A P O AR AR TR
BHFNIE AL, AR SCHIF T ERAT B2 (R — 20 o DI R B AR I M2 R T e P AR U R A4 3.

(2) 9 12 e R R L A R A OB - T L A R &R AT AT 0 O, BB A IR R BT AE R
R EBRACRZ Z 80 K 2520, 18 AP AR R A B R BT BRI IR | AR AN SE. G, ARk A BT
ATRFEANR] P Z PR 2R L BR AR B, 38 1o v o/ i i 0 . 901 £ 45 T B ot AR T — A v A R R
XYLA R LBRAEST, I RHAEUA IG5 L bR b A B A

(3) AR EE— 200 T 1B ]I K Ak BE AR B S B m] o FHE . R, Rlcosfe— 00 o e A A 3R 2 B A= 3R A
FEE MR T EHIE, i T KT 1 B R I AR5 S PR R I AT AR R 22 57, AN K DL
TR PTAR IRCEE— 20 TR L A AR R X T S B B K TR T AR R 25 BRAE 1. R, SRR 17 B 22 A R r R R S
K-S 5, 0 AR S AR A R AR S PR A AR R K R B 25 BRASCR L A
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