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LRSI 22 57 . S5 R IT, 2R YR PR OB S0 A, 18S 41288 41 TR A - 5 a8 4 B & A k48 ol
BIAE AR 3 LRI G R B 2 AN, S A TR R L B LR R AL A SR A A A AR A AR SR R 3 LRI — e 22
o FLHIRE  BR ZREMERS BUIEAE 3 411 0 Pk 22 S A0, Y50 B R A 2 ok A R A R R VS B AR
B ZER R R SERE A R U LR AR 3 LA RS S Rl RN A 2 S S AR AR O,
G4 ZZFEFNT R 2 25 TS (a0 7y v A RO 2524 5 08 D s, WA IR 9 - B 2R HUREE 40 (1 SR W
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HESHES:5432.475 XHEIRERS: A

RHAE Ry T A AS IR (R Ak T
YR O AR T T S R SR R B Ak
AR L SEAWAE Wy 1 11 R e A o ) el o
WAEEMM . ARE RS AEWRTTTE, £
BAEPTEA B RGN TR ORI RS RS
BB T AL . Bongers JKHE £k i 2
T SRR, P L R 3o v = X SR ) k = X SR
P11 5 4 ¢ - p( colonizer — persister) 2B | J5 2%
BB ERER ¢ - p T8 R EUAIE A
2 HURAAT 1Y A2 598 BUTE 25 8 A 5 0 M b o A e R
ML, Ferris SR H IR JEHEILA B 45 & 2 U TS 2
FRAEFR TR MR A Z AR PE AL, BN Rl
a8 TR BRI AR A6 o AR AR LR U B R 25 B
BRI o & B P AR AR B
AR S KK, B8 6 TRER T LAdH o) , MU 183
TR AR R RO A AR, [R5 I TR AR TS
SOKL YR Z AR S R G RO AS B RTE—

ks H 111:2021 -05 -24

FEGIH LA B AR 4 (45 : LY19C140003 ) 5 7 T H 44
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YEF TR 5 IR (1990—) , 55 WRvLs L N T4 AR 20, =N
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SRIMAE SR A ST KW ¢ - p (X147, 18
SEEFRIRERR 3, YR T X 2% S 4 M 1)
JEY%E . HATH T 8Lk % R EARBUES
SEMSE T SRR R AR L A 2= 1T
P ELE 100 TR 5 [T R TR N, T B A
WA RTS8, SR 2R s Iz R e A A
OB B R A3 282 A, TR O s T e
RIAET R BE A R 58 4k R0 25 2E iE 58 N B Y Ok
AL S AT e M R R, R 2
AR50 38 0 [ %% 45 % 15 ( metabarcoding) % R ] 78
I BT R RA SRR A S A iy Iz
R0 LR RETE A AT A 0 R R AT
T AR PIEFE H B, S BE 5 )2 W T 18S JEA
PRI 7 S AT A0 18S A A 4%
e FE RILE J& B 76 1 DX 43 Hh oA B 1 4 2 (B 7
XL I8 RS F A s 45 R R R 24 57 %
b T REE TP R 2R L 2T 'DNA | 288
FEP 1 D2/D3 X AF Ny ST e PR R 28 R oT
F X 23 A BRI A R ) v A ] LA 32 ()
1% R TERSIE R o5 o PR, ACBIF 96 LA 18S BT
2 RS %t NF1/18Si2b L J% 28S D2/D3 {if
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I 252 S T A M U, BT AN [R) 07 i 23 BT 4k
VS ZARPER 225, IRR R AUV Z AR PRI ST (058
7‘5‘%0

1 #MR5EFZE

L1 HARERERBEFS LT

2020 4 M\ H AR 3 55 2 U R AR T 485 717 119 4 4
IR 15 Oy RO R D 2Rk
Jem i sF i AGE 5 H kK (LREIS B IR B A L R
H) RS DU R RRAR A 5T, FIXUZ DA f b, 52
M2 E Tk, 25 CHE IR A0 N R I i E 48 h
Jer R T v L 2 BBk MR W) 20 mL, P ARk BT
40 1% 0 T BEATTH 8, BEAL PR % 100 45T 100 ~
400 % B A T AR PR HOSK AR R B SRR AR E
T7%5E BB ACE B 3 WAL 100 Z520 pREA
W42 4 5, MR s R U AF 58 A OC  3k Chttp://
nemaplex. ucdavis. edu/Ecology/EcologyMenu. htm )
ERIEPEIR R R ITRE R > S AN E IR B
AT 2k R (Ba) R R (Fu) AL R
(Pp) ZREMELI(Om) FHEMLMR (Pr),, KAk
WO s & Ha R IR Hm B0 KT 10 9+
SR i EA T R T I S S BT
1.2 13RE R ZH@ 2054
1.2.1 DNA #hi$2F1 PCR §"1  #4# DNeasy ®
Blood & DNA kit (QIAGEN,GA,U. S.) {it B 45 1
1y 58 OE 2577 8 RO 2R HURE TR (70 B 21 10 BT A 46
Teve ) HEAT G DNA il , 1 1% 1% B AR e Je v vk
Rl DNA (¥ & U5 4, i ] Nano Drop 2000 i 5
DNA (3 B AZERE 5 735 NF1 (57 - GGTGGTG
CATGGCCGTTCTTAGTT-3") .18S12b(5' - TACAA
AGGGCAGGGACGTAAT-3") DI f D3A (5’ -GACC
CGTCTTGAAACACGGA-3") D3B (5' - GGTGGTG
CATGGCCGTTCTTAGTT-3")2 Xf5|¥p%} [/l —4E i
f¥) 18S rRNA JELPI 1 28S rRNA JE[H D3 [X 1T PCR
(PCR 1% : ABI GeneAmp ® 9700 1) §"14 . 1 fi
FPise & o3 o 94 C FUAZ 1 10 min; 94 °C 7228 4
1 min,58 °CiB k 30 5,72 CZEf4 1 min,35 MFIF;
72 CHaELE# 10 min, 95 CHAZEM: 5 min;94 °CAF
P 1 min,55 CiE k 30 5,72 CIEAH 2 min,35 M
72 CRUEIEN 10 min, FfEds = PWE T 4 CLOAF

PCR 2 WK % :5 x Trans Start Fast Pfu 2% #h i
4 nl,2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 2 pL, #5147 (5 wmol/L)
0.8 L, F#F5I% (5 wmol/L)0. 8 uL, Trans Start

Fast Pfu DNA 3475 0.4 L, KBk DNA 10 ng, ik
FEE 20 wl, BAFEARR 4 IRER

1.2.2 Tllumina Miseq M7 #[F—FE4A) PCR f=
Wi & J5 A 2% BRAR MR BERE 11 Wi PCR 74, #1
AxyPrep DNA  Gel Extraction Kit
Biosciences, Union City, CA, USA) X [a] i 7= ¥y it 47
2lidk, 2% B JIg B E 5 UK A, I ] Quantus ®

Fluorometer ( Promega, USA) X [B] Wit F= 4 47 £
sEEE. f# B NEXTFLEX Rapid DNA — Seq Kit 347
AP (1) Bkl (2) (I RE BRI v £ BR %k B
2B (3) T PCR 9738 HEAT SCPE R AR 1Y 4
(4) WG Bk ml il PCR 7 915 3] e 219 SC1%E . FH
Mumina 23 %)Y Nova Seq PE250 SE& #E47I 7 ( |
R Y EARHCA R A .

1.2.3  dmuben  fdif fastp'"”’ (htips://github.
com/OpenGene/fastp , version 0. 20. 0) 2 {4 % i 44 )
R F R4 T B, 4] Flash'™ (hup://www. cbeb.
umd. edu/software/flash , version 1. 2. 7) #x{f 479
F2: (1) 1 U8 reads AR RLE 20 LATF MBS , B &
50 bp BT F1, ARG N -2 B (AR T 20, D)
MNET EF 25 )5 S g , i B8 F4% )5 50 bp LR
i reads , 2[5 N B8 3L reads; (2) #2 & PE reads
Z I H) B TG OCFR B U reads D4 (merge ) i 1 2%
FF3 , dx /)N overlap <24 10 bp; (3) $F 3 7 51 1Y
overlap X SR e KES AL L% K 0. 2, fii e A7 &
FP3 5 (4) A4 P51 B R M Y barcode FI5 14 X 43
FEfh , IE IR P51 5[], barcode SRR RYFEECECH O,
ORGSR 2.

8 | UPARSE'"’ # %4 ( hitp://drive5. com/
uparse ) , 3G 97% 77 [ M BLBE X ) 0 AT 4R
SrREBIT(OTU) BETFFHIBR R A, T2 GenBank
HhT A 2 HUi 18S LA K 28S R A B, SR AN
Blast'*! X4 4 FE LT H X, AR 4 45 SR 2500 v o 5
I3 BB I = 0 R S5 R X W R oy R R, iR R
TESS7E QUME 2 -5 T #EF 7

Z N g SN REINBE =g I R LRl S e RE RS A R i
FEFEE( maturity index, MI) :MI = Y ¢ —p, xp,, 2 H
¢ —p, HAEMWL B3 KBTI T ¢ - p fH.p,
N AR ERIT P M ARG A R Y
FeAs 5 A8 2k BB R 48 20 (plant — parasite index,
PPI) :PPl = Yc —p, xp;, ;1 ¢ —p, NP A
RHITHIR T 19 ¢ —p {H,p, W2 i DIPRBITTHA
g A BMABE R . TR ¢ -

( Axygen
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p 8 2 % M u (http:// nemaplex. ucdavis. edu/
Ecology/Ecology Menu. htm) | A9%(4& .

ZREPEFE % H' (Shannon — Wiener index) : H' =
- Yp, xInp,, ¥ EIEE J (Evenness) . J = H'/
InS, AP S A dU R 9 S, Ul IE R
( nematode channel ratio, NCR) : NCR = &40 £k &t
B SEMEY (EHE + B HE) R I,

ZREMEFR A EEFFE % ( structure index, SI) ;ST =
s/(s+b) x100; F it 35 %% ( basal index, BI) : BI =
b/(s+b) x 100; & 5 5 2L ( enrichment index, EI) ;
El=e/(e+b) x100, FH,b(basal) ftFE &Y M A
AR 8 b = (Ba, + Fu,) x W, , 50 Ba, Hil Fu,
SRR BEMEMETEL R ¢ -p (EH 2 94
PRBCR R SRR A L], W, = 0. 85 e
(enrichment ) AR E W) W H 14 5 42 JRL ) 2 e = Ba, x
W, + Fu, x W, ,5\rh Ba, fCREMEMEHELR
Hre —p B 1 B9 ARBCRE (5 28 U B MRS T
B, W, =3. 235 (structure ) £ £ 4 9 Hh i) 45 44 i
syris=Ba, x W, +Pr, xW, +Fu, xW, +0m, xW,,
X Ba, Pr, Fu, . Om, 73 3R T4 Al 27
EILH SRR ¢ - p {58 3 ~5 BYMAKUR
AT SRR R L], W, IEE TR W, =
1.8,W,=3.2,W, =5.0, I EHER H Excel 2010
HEATIHRAL R, >R ] SPSS 19. 0 #4777 22537
BEPER R FXRH G (Duncan” s ) ¥, AN [A] 5Bk
INTEO.05 KF FHAREEZESS . fHRIES
H AT W) 22 BB GE T S 22 i B it s 7K
HIRETE S5 FTE I, SR ] Mothur 2 4E UK

2 EREHMW

2.1 FRER G k& RBEY LM EF

H1 & 1 A] T, ek B 252 6 v A vl 0
PAEA I L R 48 AN Jm (Hi, 3 N E BB 1
MEESRIH)  EAPEERILN 16 1 )F;18S
V7 e D P FE AR B 2 e 27 AN 5 28S Ao g
I XA B 27 g . B T AT LUER
TR SE R 18S AL i A2 9 4w B3
FUEM 28S 7 P A LR T AN E, 18S LA
0 28S A s I e A Ze du 12 A& L3 FdE e Uy
AFALAUL6 M E .

18S o7 st i P A9 2 B e A LU O 12 A4 B &
FEJ5 2553 B JC i 25 25 7 HAREDW 32 B /N T 1% iR
N 58 J& ( Pseudacrobeles) | J7 5% J& ( Prodesmodora) |

18S 7 a3 P HEAS 285 45 53 ok L7

12 [ 6 14

Y
"I»4.‘L>
U5 )& Acrobeloides
6 W 71)&@ Aphelenchoides

228 Ditylenchus

e TFF J& Mesorhabditis

. Le2R J@ Plectus

W&V & Prismatolaimus

Bl BEFEAFFEENTREEAXELREFEERE

Funaria, ¥ W J& ( Tylencholaimus ) | £ 5 A g
(Tobrilus) .7 2k H ( Dorylaimida) 3£ 6 4~J& ( ) , 4%
g N W JE ( Rhabdolaimus ). 4 & @
(Leptonchus ) | 135 WA J& ( Microdorylaimus ) . WX 4t &
( Laimydorus ) . # J] B ( Tylenchidae ) . J&E ' J&
( Geocenamus ) 6 A~ Jg (Bh), H Bk 40 4 J&
(Leptonchus) (23. 72% ) A1, HoAth 5 4> J& A XS F
YUNT 1% ., 28S fi s P15 B A A L Ug A 14
A BREAETT 20 b e B 35 25 v HAARY RN T
1% W) 5 T 22 J& ( Nothacrobeles ) . %% ¥ B}
( Desmodoridae ). X J¢ J& ( Diphtherophora ) .
Koerneria, 4% #8 J& ( Rhyssocolpus ). %% T J&
( Discolaimus) .22 B J& ( Oxydirus )T &, ¥ A @ N
B M s JR ( Cervidellus ), K M W J§
( Metacyatholaimus) . /N ¥LWH J& ( Aporcelaimellus) | i
2% 1 & ( Heterodera) (45 @ ( Axonchium ) |81 £& Hy
J& (Xiphinema) . /NK 1@ ( Longidorella ) 7 4~ )@ , H
R R AR & ( Metacyatholaimus ) (10. 25% ) |\ §| 2%
W J8& ( Xiphinema ) (7. 06%). /N fL W )&
(Aporcelaimellus) (5.24% ) . JE ffi J5 J& ( Cervidellus )
(1.56% ) b, HAth 3 4~ J@ I AHX F BN T 1%,
A FEERS IR A LB E N K E
( Wilsonema ) . JC W J& ( Alaimus ), B W 7] &
( Aphelenchus ) . = fL J& ( Tripyla ). & #l J&
( Trichodorus) \BA.14 J& ( Monochus ) 6 1~ J& , H A B4R &,
Ry J& ( Wilsonema ) (5. 64% ). B i 7] &
( Aphelenchus ) (1. 03% ). = fL J& ( Tripyla )
(5.66% ) . FEHl|J& ( Trichodorus) (1. 68% ) #p, HAth 2
A& AR B/ NT 1% o
2.2 RRGEMEEEREREMG YR

ey 38 2 P 7 AR GE R A A M T T
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x1 AEEEANETELBBHEINFEILE

p o HIM R (% )

A OIS G AT 285 AR 1L o
Fi A& ( Mesorhabditis ) Bal 0.96 £0.72b 18.66 +10.76a 11.70 £0. 16ab
=245 & ( Pelodera) Bal 0.30 £0.40a 0.04 £0.04a 0 +0a
S & ( Poikilolaimus) Bal 0.51 £0.17a 0.57 +0.17a 0 +0b
J/INFF & ( Rhabditis ) Bal 10.00 £2.94a 10.65 +4.44a 0 +0b
LR 28 J& ( Acrobeloides ) Ba2 12.57 £1.31ab 9.93 £2.05b 14.76 £1.99a
W28 )@ (Acrobeles) Ba2 2.04 £0.10b 0 +0c 6.07 +2.24a
IR & ( Wilsonema) Ba2 0 +0b 0 +0b 5.64 +£2.39a
282k 1R ( Plectus) Ba2 4.81 £1.24a 4.44 +1.41a 3.64 £1.43a
B 28 J& ( Pseudacrobeles) Ba2 0.09 £0.11a 0 +0a 0 +0a
FEFA E & ( Cervidellus) Ba2 0+0b 1.56 £0.29a 0 +0b
1R 28 J& ( Nothacrobeles ) Ba2 0 +0a 0.17 +£0.20a 0 +0a
W J& ( Prismatolaimus ) Ba3 5.41 £0.53a 5.93 +1.47a 4.67 £0.40a
55538 & ( Prodesmodora) Ba3 0.06 +0.06a 0 +0a 0 +0a
FFIH & ( Rhabdolaimus ) Ba3 0.18 £0.10a 0 £0b 0 +0b
4E B} ( Desmodoridae ) Ba3 0 +0a 0.04 £0.05a 0 +0a
ToH g (Alaimus ) Ba4 0 +0b 0 +0b 0.65 +0.57a
1 71 J& ( Aphelenchoides ) Fu2 8.53 +0.75b 5.17 £1.85b 14.10 +2.52a
ZE2% & ( Ditylenchus) Fu2 1.21 £0.46b 0.01 £0.01¢ 4.00 £0.90a
HLI 71 J& (Aphelenchus) Fu2 0 +0b 0 +0b 1.03 +1.06a
Ji Kz J& ( Diphtherophora) Fu3 0 +0a 0.89 +1.04a 0 +0a
Funaria Fud 0.99 +£1.17a 0 +0a 0 +0a
2145 J& ( Leptonchus ) Fu4 23.98 +11.57a 0 +0b 0+0b
I & ( Tylencholaimus ) Fu4 0.86 +0.94a 0 +0a 0 +0a
Oigolaimella Oml 0.43 £0.13ab 0.91 £0.52a 0 +£0b
Koerneria Oml 0 +0a 0.10 £0.13a 0 +0a
KAH J& ( Metacyatholaimus ) Om3 0 +0b 10.25 £4.32a 0 +0b
¥ 2B} ( Dorylaimidae) Om4 0 £0b 0 £0b 1.00 £0.04a
1 7 £ J& ( Mesodorylaimus ) Om4 0.68 +0.08a 0.02 +0.01b 0 +0b
T & ( Microdorylaimus ) Om4 0.86 +0.33a 0 +0b 0 +0b
418 & ( Rhyssocolpus ) Om4 0 +0a 0.10 £0.12a 0 +0a
WK%t J& ( Laimydorus ) Om5 0.81 +0.75a 0 +0b 0 +0b
JINFLI J& ( Aporcelaimellus ) Om5 0 +0b 5.24 +1.43a 0 +0b
=fLJg (Tripyla) Pr3 0 +0b 0 +0b 5.66 £1.37a
#JJ Bl ( Tylenchidae) Pp2 0.13 £0.06a 0+0b 0 +0b
JE @ ( Geocenamus) Pp3 0.03 £0.02a 0+0b 0 +0b
T34k & ( Heterodera) Pp3 0+0b 0.05 £0.02a 0 +0b
EHilJE ( Trichodorus ) Pp4 0 +0b 0 +0b 1.68 +0.60a
/INK AL & (Longidorella) Pp4 0 +0b 0.46 +0.19a 0 +0b
25 J& ( Avonchium ) Pp5 0 +0b 0.92 +0.26a 0 +0b
S 2k 1 & ( Xiphinema) Pp5 0+0b 7.06 £4.37a 0 +0b
K& (Seinura) Pr2 0 +0b 0.29 £0.24b 1.68 +0.60a
4% & (Achromadora) Pr3 9.09 +3.20b 0 +0c 23.06 +1.46a
Trischistoma Pr3 14.29 +£6.22a 16.24 £5.74a 0 +0b
FEA7 A& ( Tobrilus) Pr3 0.90 +1.04a 0 +0a 0 +0a
B J& ( Monochus) Pr4 0 +0b 0 +0b 0.65 +£0.57a
Bl & ( Discolaimus) Pr5 0 +0a 0.13 +£0. 16a 0+0a
22 B J& ( Oxydirus) Pr5 0 +0a 0.19 +0.22a 0 +0a
2% H ( Dorylaimida) Om4 0.27 £0.32a 0 +0a 0 +0a

T R B e A RN TR 25 M Jr SR AN SE BE 22 5 0 35 (P <0,

05) o
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gk, PIEL RS A e R (K 2) . B
P4 (bacterivores ) 75 28S 41 HAH X =F FE e i, My
52.00% , & TIEAS2A B ALK 47. 14% F1 18S 411
36.92% (P <0.05) (H)J5 M4l 25 AR E (P>
0.05) . B H L (fungivores ) NI 7E 18S ZH FRAHXS
FRE o, N 35.58% , B EE TSR EEANN
19. 13% 1 28S 411 6. 07% (P <0.05) , [f] i, 5

12.51  fELE & g

10.0
SN
=7
.‘.H_ °
& 5.0
=

-—
2.5 b1
0] —eabe—o
18S 28S e E
i P Ee A -T*
L]

40
;{9 35 o 4 o
{E . I:":’
# 301 o
>
=

251 L.

—e
20 =
18S 28S ST
% Tdia

R 22 MK IH .35 (P <0.05) o M3 A2k
(plant — parasites ) 7£ 28S 4 H AH X} F & B =1,
8.48% , & = TR S 41 1. 68% F1 188 4
(#0.17% (P <0.05) , G L 22 5 B3 . i £
R P i (predators and omnivores ) [ 40 % 3 FEAE
18S 41,285 41 B A& ¥ E M 2 W] JC W E V2% =
(P>0.05) ,4331% 27.33% 33.46% 32.06% .

AR
L J
40
S
5 30
i L b
E 20 i
10 c
188 283 A s
o 'y
L]
S 50 .
p( a
% s S
=
=
40 oo
[ ]
J B
188 288 2
%7

P AN )N R R R - 45 U 3R 22 57 18 25 (P<0.05) . 11 3 1)
E2 AFELEEHKEERMELRWEIFEEILE

2.3 FARERGAAMNLIER RFEE ZHEGYA
H & 3 AT, 45 A B ] ) 26 HURER 2 REE 4R 4
RS WL IR BRI S L A by
{Ee K, 4 0.85, & T 18S 4HAY 0. 73 Fi1 28S 4
[ 0.75(P <0.05) ,{H 18S 2 F1 28S 4[] TG i 2%
S ZREVEFSE H LE 18S 41 28S 4 JE AL A
ZIRJC 25, Ak 2.32.2.35 2. 31, RHUK
PR BAE 18S vy 2. 76, 1B 3 R T 28S 411
2.21 MBS S e 4 2.26(P <0.05) . tHH%k
HURHETE 3 2 1) ¥ A7 7E 25 25 5, 28S A ¥ {E B
=, 04,93, 5T F Y EA Y 4. 00 F118S 411
2.22 2R BE(P<0.05), HJ5 MR 2 74K IH 5
F(P<0.05), HAESREA 3 A P77 R E =
B K R 28S 411 84. 96, i % B T 18S 411
65. 91 AL A2 YL 57.27(P <0.05) , HIG M
A1 22 FARIH 35 (P <0.05) . 45kga %7 18S 41

B R, A 86. 11, 1 28S 41 83.58 2R AR
EAHWNERES TIEEFEEHN 63.46 (P <
0.05) . FERKFEEAE 3 4 1A] [F)FE 25 5 0 2, B0 {B e ey
MR TG 25 2 S8 8 411 24. 50, 38 25 & T 18S 411
10. 90 F128S 41 8.31 (P <0.05) , H J5 W4l [a] 2%
SRE(P<0.05), 2 HUHIE HRAE 3 4l iKIH 2
S HE A I o 28S 41119 0. 90, B & TR
AEFUEL N 0.71 Fi 18S 49 0.52(P <0.05) , A
Ja PR ZR B (P<0.05),

K A AR 3 B ik (PCoA ) Xof £k U J& K P A X
FHEAE B 2L M. BALPR PCoAL W] LU fig B
72.68% (125 73k 5, PCoA2 W] LAfRFE 18.57% 2%
SERVR, M AT R 91.25% SR, 45
7 188 21 288 2] JEA Y A 3 P T Xz ]
2R (E4),
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2.75
3 . ﬁ 4 —obo—o—
Iz b7
# 2.50 =
=® - b m 3
225 ==
[
° L ]
2.00 b 2 ' ‘ —
18S 28S S ETE 18S 28S TEEFEE
2401 ot 0.85 ———
a4 o a
- o T
T 235 &
ﬁ ¥ 0.80
b L #
H . b
5 2301 oL g o
N - 0
° 0.75 b .
4 —le
22 S s—
—1— L ] Ut
18S 28S TEEFEEE 18S 28S TEAFHE
& 90 N
*— L]
—1e
. 0.8 80
b 3
e e g o=
i) N & P
E 0,61 S 5 m70 Lt
: (]
. 60 c
0.4 — ===
18S 28S BT 18S 28S AL T
a ) g
% S 251
—+ e
—— =h
% % 20
e =
& 704 B 15
’_b_ b
Ei NE=——— ..
60 o+ +
lgS 28'5 )B;S?L”‘_i 1f§S 28'5 ﬁﬁ%?'{%i
KA %wEir

E3 AREEANERLBIEHLLE

3 g

3.1 18S Fm 28S 2889 % & A # b pL AR
TELIMTN T RE KB, 18S H 4
VEX A3 @ TG A e R 527 i o ) v 3o
2 AT ZAEEDT I I TAE R A5 2] T A XS T2 1
SR AR I T 4R L 28S A

D3A/D3B A % 4 A4 3 S b R4 7 v 3l 12 00
S (HI R P2 5 5 25 R RN R] O 72 2R T S €
Jriki) 188 A —E M 25t . (HEXTERE , i
JIX BE 22 S ) 3 B RN AE T80 JB 72 Genbank Hi:
AERINBAT 2 AL 73 T AP A5 B BT b
XPARIZE S o BN, EASIE S AR R i Y
ST & (Achromadora)) 15 188 2 HPAHAS SFBERGH
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