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Research progress of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi affecting plant diseases
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Abstract: Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) are important microorganisms in terrestrial ecosystems. They can form a
symbiosis with most terrestrial plants in nature, bringing a variety of positive effects to the host plant, including improved
plant resistance, particularly assisting plants to resist pathogen invasion. Based on the Web of Science database and CNKI
China Academic Library, this paper summarizes the new progress of AM fungi affecting plant diseases and the research on
AM fungi, other microorganisms, and environmental conditions; and other factors in synergy to improve plant disease
resistance in the past two years. Moreover, it analyzes the mechanism of AM fungi affecting plant diseases, including the
improvement of host plant nutritional status, nutrient activation around the root system, root morphology changes,
competition with pathogens for infection sites and host photosynthesis products, rhizosphere microflora changes, and host
defense mechanism activation. At the end of the paper, the anti-disease function of AM fungi community, the influence of
AM fungi in the ecosystem, and the research on the influence of multiple factors on plant diseases are prospected.
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M\ K % M2 (arbuscular mycorrhizas, AM) H B /&
TEMA R R EER A, A EamRR
PR E AR E Y, 85 90% L I i 4 A Bk
80% Fr) it 2 M 4 i o7 B Bk A o6 R, AM BB
2242 B R VIR 2 7= AR AR R 3, O B 22 M O
MY AES AM BRI AE KR, R4 KR
1) S8 S 5 T X ) 1) 55 0 A8 e, DAL I 0 3 AR AR ) XU
AR, AM H 1 1M % F B ALK RIFE 5, T
35 % E R KRR KA S ™, i AM B T LA
J9 7 E AR G (B DA Hfth ) — 2 4 R 6
KON, W R E W], AM B R R E, HA 0 R
AL 2R R R® UL RLNEREGE
3 B, AR it A R R it A A ek 2L, - 33 1 A
SR R K

AM H B MR Y)Y B FL A R BR T RE 18 A R0
WE FR W) 5 A, 6 RE 8 I8 L A T A R KPR
ZFEEYN TR . EEE SRS E
Tk yTae Y LUK R R T E R e
5 B 2 e AR e T R R VE
i BUE R Z, W WA FE 775 U, B R
i 2831 MU BRI EMEE X ES
FLIE R AP A RS Y- A AR, 2

G5 ) B R . FLAE 1968 4F, Safir " K
LT BE VG ERBE B (Glomus mosseae) BE W% 1% /b 2143 J&
(Pyrenochaeta terestris) X} V£ 2 (Allium cepa) 3
4 G, IR A AR W e, 1R m e A
PO H G, BRI 2 BT O T AM H B X
MY R BT EER . 8 2 RIETE H, AM Z§H
5 M) B R SR AR AR, e 5 A ARCHR AE R B ) S
F, R Y PIPUR . AM B R I e AR A
PhE R AR BT RE J7, SRR B A I B A R g,
w, FEAE A 5205 R DL G R, AM LB AR D
R Z W S AL B (polyphenol oxidase, PPO). it % £ ¥
(peroxidase, POD). i % {1t & i (catalase, CAT) %5
AR T A, A2 2 AH AR = M 1) & R, 1R S
(A g 7P — Ak, 5 Bl R A A
EE, MY -AM F TR St A A 1 B 48 A O B4R

AL A 73 40 AH 5% 1) Bl 5 18 56 &, 491 40 PPO. POD,

CAT. & 1 ¥ B 4k I (superoxide dismutase, SOD)

pope [24-26]
:\'—J‘E )

LA AM BT AR (10 3 A= 2B 40 R T8 A 1) B 2

AT AR A B IE . 20 tHEZ8 Bk, tHE SR A 77 )
W, EARBLE IR AR 2 i A B,
19902010 4F ], M 2E 7 Kk P T o ™, {8 i
TR P AL A 24, 3 BT B 245 0 A T
PE, [R]IFas pR T AR 4 B T & T B DL KAk
5 Qe 1) R, % 15 T T B ER, B E S AR 251
R . 125 ik, AM X B4 s 5005 s ) (1 i
KOG BA VIR KH B, & EHA MK BR K
X2, W R HIRE A Rl S Nz, BE AT BE
e, EOTE AM H W 5 HA GUE Y A S 2
REEAE, EEEEUEAR AME BHOR S 5
HAEFHARMEEE N, 7 HHH 5. Kk, G2
TN 127 U 5% E e EAT e g, Bt — b st
T3 T AT 5T o i B AT e RO TR S
Fo Bt JR AR BEAE BE, [RIF Jy Bk — 5 JT & i J7 1 BIF 5T
Gy LN E T
1 W55k

A T Web of Science 37 4 FE Il CNKI %t 35
FE, 75 @ H & i) arbuscular & H 43 7l 5 diseases,
rust, smut, downy mildew, podery mildew, root rot £/l
blight 55 2H & ¢ B 1] LA J 6 B2 1) Fh 32 2H A o0 4 i
H45 T 2018 4 1 12020 4 4 A H % AM H 14 4%
TR 99 T B9 AH OC SCHR, 20 M 1 34 ok AM B TR %
TP F 00 R Y W6 TR M AM H I, SSEH
447 AM E R TR AE T e T IR O R
B2, U R AM HE S5 HAR A, AR R
T W R A TR R0 905 35 6 5 0 I AR B AR A S gy
TFHLENEGN T AM B I 3% 88 20 0% K A 1 H
HERE .

2 SRR R A A A SRR DL

AM LB R 3 e E AR PUR 4R T2 2
T3 5 B R . AM L TR R B B8 O 1 4 A R 3R
7. MY R ERES AM ZEAERH B FEEF 6, 6
JEL TR ey A AR R 7 T TR R
W EHEYW A, £EERKE T2 ENRY
H, IR RN, RN E Y R, il
7 A A% ol S0 RN TR G B A L B B R AR R
R A R, T A — e S N T A
WEFRAE . AM B B2 m e B PR P A
R A WL R, B AT e 2 A2 = & 7 2R P 2K
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7, A T B 2 B v R PR A o e 0B i o,
15 B M S P R Y A R R R R R =
LA R, AM 3B (R AR R 55 4 AR S A ORI T
BUAR 57 B, 76 AR B 18 755 AR 2 43 W6 47 DA % A 33k AR B fi2
A TR 1 E B, FE FE PR AR HE IR A RO 5 5 e
VRGP AR &R, % T AM H B P B F 48
VB AR R Y6

MR SRRk Se i, 2018 4F DL AM K 1 - 5 18
FHIESCHR LI 80 Fais BTl i R i L N . & 1
VAZN T R A ) SC R RE A 008 T I A, B FE T TR R 48
S, 4L 10 BH/EL 138, 28 Flw I e . Ho
FCR AT S B E S AT S B 85% LA L, X
55 BB AL ITE R T o b R A,
S H MY R LR A 8 000 Fh L b, LR AT
PLEIE 3 T3 R A YW E, Pi s b ORRAT FIAE 9%

®1 AMEE-EYRESRHBRLERF
Table 1 Pathogen groups involved in AM
fungal-plant diseases

H /% == g 517

Order/Family Genu Specie  Proportion/%
Mt H P ) ) 10 39.2
Moniliales Fusarium

g 1

Fulvia
i H FIRTE 2 14.3
Sphacropsidales Macrophomina

Ey¥ 15 2

Phoma
R EeFR L) 2 7.1
Moliliaceae Verticillium
T H E2P A ) 1 3.6
Agonomycetales Rhizoctonia
24 H BT 3 14.3
Hyphomycetales Bipolaris

Ei)e 1

Pyricularia
J& &R f& 258 1 3.6
Pythiaceae Pythium
e R BT B R 1 3.6
Sordariaceae Streptomyces
T B R BT B 1 3.6
Microbacteriaceae  Clavibacter
J T B R RIEH R 1 3.6
Enterobacteriaceae  Pectobacterium
A5 B R} HRKE 2 7.1
Burkholderiaceae Ralstonia
Bt 13 28 100.0
Total

EE 2 O N L E G

K241t H T AMEE 5 HE YW F O AE
O AR ) 2K BE, R i B (Solanaceae) A1 5 EL
(Leguminosae) T 4 it o5 Lb 9l i 2, SL TRt
MEE 50%. SR, T Ah (Solanum lycopersicum)s
LA E 18 (Medicago sativa). % -4 B 32 5 (Lolium
perenne) IR FH S 2, BTt LY £ L F
TARRIG PO AR A, HoA b B T AR R AL

AM HHE R A v Afi+or )7z, BorRA
Pk, B A4 it 5 EL RS 300 2 Fh AM LY,
K3 Gt T RE Y H BARR AM H# KR
H k%5 H (Glomerales) 1] AM E B 5 2| & 4
it AM OB O 90% LA b, 2 4R A BRK % & R}
(Glomeraceae) [1] Bk & % J& (Glomus) 1 3} & % % J&
(Funneliformis)™®, 1% 2 W 7L % W], BRI % FHE )16
BTz EROIR AT AM B, BT
PR 0E DT, (B R R AM B 2 RS
AM ARG B8 B IR Y R AM 2T
X 7] — FhoRE P 96 5 B A — PP AML LB N AN [RIAE ) B
A4 R [R), AT R 2 R B, 7
Fb A==, RS E R AM K B MR E L A RE
A R S AR U RE JT o RN 5E Al AM 1R
51— IR B BAE B AL, 78 o 12 4R AR
AM H AT 24 D RE SR KA

25 1T A R A% S B AT ORI, il A2 R
Bl AR E B, 2 K G MIEE R FAEY, 788
AR R S BN, BRI SO R 2 o AR
BB, 5] BRI O L Bk ) B (Fusarium
oxysporum)- M 8 21 {1 & (Microdochium tabacinum)
NK T % B (Verticillium dahliae), 1% — J7 TH 44 Bl
T AR ER N E M, RS AR E
W R 5 AM B LA A T L, AR B
TAERA R, REML, —s2EHE W2l T
AM FLGE AR AL % 5T IT, 10 Campo ™ 4Rl
T AM H 1 0] £ 5 K (Oryza sativa) Xt & I 906 i
P, 8T AE AR B B G FE A, A RN
568 0 77 T R BIF

3 AM ECEX R K A S

AM FL G AR 7 RS B AT N 2
FEPE, SR, AT =26 — BB R mEY H
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*®2 AM EE-EYRE S RIEYERH
Table 2 AM fungi-plant diseases involving plant groups

T4 Plant %l Family J& Genu F Specie L4 Proportion/%

N Cucumis sativus #i 7l Cucurbitaceae NS Cucumis 2 6.9
B Capsicum annuum BHUE Capsicum 1

it Solanum lycopersicum %l Solanaceae 1)@ Solanum 3 20.7
44 Solanum tuberosum Hiti & Solanum 2

% Fragaria * ananassa I Y& Fragaria 1

WM Prunus persica HPH Rosaceae g Amygdalus 2 104
LILE T8 Medicago sativa E 18 & Medicago 5

K& Glycine max ZF} Leguminosae K& Glycine 2 27.6
5 Vicia faba YT 8 Vicia 1

Hi1E Gossypium spp. 2% %l Malvaceae ¥3J& Gossypium 2 6.9
W] H2% Helianthus annuus %%} Asteraceae W H2% )@ Helianthus 1 3.4
ZFEAMER Lolium perenne HHARF} Poaceae HERE Lolium 3 10.4
A2 Picea asperata A%} Pinaceae =H2R Picea 1 34
A3 Zingiber officinale FFl Zingiberaceae %)@ Zingiber 2 6.9
FK Zea mays AZAF} Gramineae KEF)E Zea 1 3.4
3L Total 10 15 29 100.0

5 R GEPUIE RS A A, TR R A A KA
S8 B AT B R ZEAFE L, =R S AM i P
5] (4 D 3R AR B B A A7 30 B 7 A AT 2 AR A
KA R PO RE 0o 3% L6 5 10 28 SR K 23 ) A P 0
HAIERAER, 85 BA fuaftE i

3.1 AM EEXEYESHF

AM ELTH e % 42 = A 0 1 77 o W Re 77 ARtk
AKVIRERREE ), MR E R, X—H
& AM LR -V IR AR AR AR N A, i 2 A
Z W SCHER IR 2 ik, R R ) gl B R SRR
& M T e R, B RROBE VY W 3R B (Funneliformis
mosseae) [ 55 16 & 25 I B AH LU AN 322 0 () 6 RE 42
234 15, IR T E A 15.0 5, RS A AL
SRR 543 F151.3 £5™%. Jamiolkowska 25" B 51
A f 8k ) R 5] RS B (Capsicum annuum) %) T 1 5
g AR A R I, BT AM TR 6T 8% G B ) B
Wy BA — 2 MR ER, 917 00 AR B > & 1
953 A IR AL, AR 5 20 P K . AM E T e 05 42 S i)
(0 & 2 Y, R e A E T AM DB 4R i
YAk N R K BL R P A A B RS M, PR IG A
Yo B S AL Bk U0 B RE % 51 3 X (Cucumis

sativus) WA 22995, 75 25 I &) 17 30 452 Fob 5% 2R 22 45
(G. versiforme) BE W A4 411, /993 JE 7 i N AR,
TRIG W, XUz Ph M 7% BR 98 25 R R 75 65 A 9 25 A4 L
B PP A AR D T, 8 B R 4T W B LR (TAA)
HERE 667%, 785 R (GA;) &= E 223%, K
EH (ZR) & B AR 254%, 7K B2 (JA) W B 140
215%:; [l 75 B2 (ABA) & B 53%"", Li 255wy
& 25 5.5 (Phoma medicaginis)5| L 1 KL H 15 &5
PR O BN, B MAR N ER B (G. intraradices)
RE 88 (1 /B3 S8 A6 B 15 (10 S A P TS 1 32 151 58.21%,
% Wy SE A B O 1 4R T 49.64%, K R (SA) MK JE 1
TN 62.95%, 7 Fij B2 W< FE 19 10 38.18% . AM K. 18 X JE
P AEL PR AT S R ERL AML L B R AN TR 77 57 o AML L R
SHE WA KR T HA R E RSN, R0
WAL R B, AM E B 2 30 il i 20 1) 42 K . Ravnskov
e O ok S W J5 B (Pythium ultimum) 51 F2 # TS {5
i BRI 78 R B, AM 35 AR 4 B R W 7 76 SRS 3 B
PR 1 22 T %5 AN AM E T I OB, BN AM E
B —AE P (0 2B P 7 vA 80 B T R AR AM L 1)
FE DR Y, P R VG A5 N E B 56 A R O R B o) i
AP, (e A K IR N BRI —
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Table 3 AM fungi-plant diseases involving AM fungal species

H Order #} Family J& Genu AME W AM fungi  #ii%L Frequency ttA5 Proportion/%
JEVEAE R B 1
LSRR R F. mosseae
Funneliformis i LA g 3
F. geosporum
BUESSEE 24 5
G. versiforme
RS )
G. constrictum
Rk FE R 7
G. mosseae
ELNES 22 5
REEE G. aggregetum
PRIEEFL Glomus WERER 7
HEEH Glomeraceae G. etunicatum
Glomerales PR | 90.3
G. dimorphicum
TR FE R 5
G. tortuosum
YLD |
G. caesaris
RN IR 10
BHREE R. irregularis
Rhizophagus WA e
R. clarus 1
PRIk IE R )R Ak IRER
; 1
Septoglomus S. constrictum
T EREE R R W R RT TR 5
Claroideoglomeraceae Claroideoglomus C. claroideum
X A |
A. bireticulata
TR PR E 2 Y I E 5
Acaulosporaceae Acaulospora A. scrobiculata
EZER(ok T BRI #E R . 9.7
Diversisporales A. nicolsonii ’
JE B FKWE B !
Egeei Scutellospora S. calospora
Gigasporaceae E %R PRkEMERE ]
Gigaspora Gi. margarita
3L Total 4 8 19 62 100.0

T 2 P P A 53— O AR TR g1
(A I, 45 B0l W BR 3 % (C. claroideum) A~ X
MBI A, TRR R PUR T, A BATE
VB ia AR, X WAREL TR —CE W AR
FEH 2 AR AR AL DT T, AM 3R B
AR EE B LA S . Hon, 5 2 Yk R K
A A B B AR KR A DR B R I R R R R B

e A A B O R FE 4 R 5K AE 3L AR 1) AM
B MR, HE PR AM B ) 3 8 5E M .
I, B A K RS B A A A 35 AR KO R R S B
Joi i R ek e,
32 AM EEXEYEKIFER SN

AM I A] DLIE ok 52w R AR R R A 4 A
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58 AN A P03 1 SR S M ML) T o ML DAR B 0T g )
W WAL 3ok 2 37 vy T B B B B 2, AT AE AR &R K
S BB R AN B AR, BRI o R ) A
I PO, T T S F B U 4 45 40 P T A S R R
YRR, 5 AM KB SR AR = A A B — AN RO
Hmg . AM B S A, PR K
AN B 22, TE BB 22, R A0 B 22 ) B R I AR AR
MY R 2 5 e i 1 398, W R K du [ 1) 7=
S EEEL B A AM BT BRI AL B, AM B ()
TR 22 ) 28 W] LA 0] R 3l 53 08 400 B AN W] R R B, AT
S v ML B W SR BB, $R YA s AR
AR B RS 1T AM 3R AR pR 6 L 3R 4y
W Wi i) AN T8] BT RE 2 X AR P B PR R A A ]
f¥] 5% W, Ravnskov 1 Larsen®™ 2> SIBF A T 6 5
3 AMF 2t A= (1) 7K R i Bl 22 AM A2 A 1) D) RE S
BVE R, K FEAE AR I % B2 B T 7K R i A F
AMF @ Fp 2 &, fEd A, XM AM LA R TEE
I B E T ) BE A 25 1 22 R AT RE 52 e AR ) 6T
J B R e R B2 . Li 2507 o 2 7 4 7D B 5k
% (Fragaria ananassa) 1 299 W0 70 < B0, 450 B8 7
BN TER Re 0 IR TR R R A B 2 R v T
AR B 4H B8 [R5 TR T 58 G AR AS AL, 9800 9 TR TR 1 4R
33 AMAESHM®ETHHEIER

Gt vk A R SCERBE SR B, AM HL R 5 A
PRl 2% ) P 8 o R P 0 T, A2 24T AML B AR BIF 5T
BT R . AM B AT DL SRR BR {2 42 B (plant-growth-
promoting rhizobacteria, PGPR)W’ RNE- S TI7S: 1S ERaN
03 R 4 A AN AN R B AR B (ectomycorrhizal
fungi, ECMF)'" 1 4 {2 2 W% £ 1, R AR N 2k &
(0008 MR T O m e A O R R
1A B 5 A P A, AN RE 88 0 s A8 4 ) 7% 43 1
Were 1, (R AE K, 3 BE AN EE AR E 52 1l W5t
9 S5 B AR BLRE 1. AM E B 5 AE YR R P [R5 2
AR B Bl A P R0 45 - AR B AR A2 T (PGPR)S 4 AE B AR
BB AE AR AR B BE L R BN AR BB (Epichloé) Tl
MR - AM H 18 5 1 b e A2 i 3L B 4E e g Al
MBI 2% i @ 121% L B ) s g ™Y
Xt H M T R IR (Ralstonia solanacearum) 5| i 4= 32
(Zingiber officinale) T5 A i (A 78 KW, b R IR FE 55
R % A 02 3E AR B A A2 1 S3-11 sl AR ZE R [, JBE

VG B B AR — E I 25 T AR S3-11 F1 S1-10 £
R B B 52 B, AR 22 R R T S1-10 REWE B 25 $E AR Y
EREFENRR, HEEEREHRRERE 1R G
2, 2K K S3-1 14 HE AR Py K 2 55 A0 Hb 58 2k 2
B AR Gy, AR A BRE 25 (1012 B 28 5 T ik 64%:
I, AM E B 5 B R R R B EAE AU A2 B — A
BG4 W A D3R 2 BEIC AM BN Y IR
e 2R, 10 = B P R A AM H O A A R
HE IR B SR T E £ . Chen & BFAL KW, 78
IRE LR, Bbh AM EL IR BR 0% 2 35 v = 2R I i
L 25 (Wedelia trilobata) %§ 3. ¥ 22 #% W (Rhizoctonia
solani) PP . AM B 18 5 40 3 AR B B ¥ e % 12
Y B85 (Perilla frutescens) JE B AR, 12 G4 2 73 Al ik
F| 82.36% Fl 73.25%, H. 4% BE P Bk B 5 (G. mosseae)
AE % {1 45 75 1) SOD. POD. CAT F1 2 P & 2 filt & Tty
(phenylalanine ammonia-lyase, PAL) i ¥ 43 %l 2 &
49.95%. 68%- 222.67% F1 81.95%, [% &k A — &
(malondialdehyde, MDA) ¥ J& 28.53%; 48244 B AR
LB 5 75 ) SOD. POD. CAT. PAL 5% 7 7 ) #2 =
39.81%. 58.73%. 111.91% F1 74.44%, MDA ¥ & [%
% 16.42%, — 34 W & 35 i 00 280 SR v T B R 1Y,
AM K B R A B B P A AR 88 B s ) H %
(Heliantus annuus) 1) 5% 77 W W BE 77, B& Ik MDA 1
1AM B o s R R 2R B Bk 1E
22 %f B L Py [ PR 2R AR R R s B, AM KR
BRI FH R B PN AR L B SRR e 2 4 AR R A LR, R B
R U S BRAR AM BB I E I R AM B
55O U8 B R RH EL R L AH B A, AR R R
PE I AM H B 158 5 %, AM B 1 78 0% 2 AR W
(T R, = A AR R R R s TR R
Ae e 25 P2 B PU AL BRI Vs M, BRARA F R
‘Z;&E[“’éﬂo

B AEYEAE & L3R o R, B EAED
KEET ., AELAMET AM EEER T L ERE %
21 T HAE 20.9%, [AAF 261 T~ 30 AM 3 Ae 0%
B A 2 R0 B3R T T B 96.2%, 1 7 W K JH AR 1
PR R 0, R A P, MR P B R A
(1) A 7= D1 7K A 2 B — R 2K RS T 1, A 6E AN [ 1 4R
VRN IR BE 2% A IR B A IE 1AM E B A 2R DL ACRC B
RE A% 5 B R ) K B s o v AR %, e A A B Ak A
BRG, Bk LIRS EY YU Re
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4 AM H R AE Y E AL

AM H T 50 R B LA R B, 22
Tl BLER W0 1R/ FH B 46 5« SR AT LUK AM. EC TR 52 0
Y E L N B = AR B A LR 2 1
PUERAN 2 DA 3R W [/ O ALER 3 38, Ko Z Rt A

FLELZIE 2 56 2 AM B §T0 HLE AT 78 080 24
R

4.1 EVFREIBELHNIE

AM LR 52 AR 95 55 10 A2 ) 2 T A B AR A AL
HFEBEF WA, — A2 LI,
Bee I o S BT ) B, AR 3R A R IR 4y, FE R bR
WA 2 B S 7 AR S Y B B s 7 TR 4% R
PUIRAE 5 55— 7 1D D) G e B v AR A M Y R R
PG S5 135 1, B IR A F R 55 B %
REEM PR FRRE, 5 AM HH ¥ RSt
A AR 1 R PR 9 TR B BN AR e 8 7 AR DR Y B A
JRiTH, EE AR R, AM B E S S S
T 7 480 I 2, T Um0 B R G 0 O A R,
XHRCN RIS BIR 2 (primed state), X FUIR S T
FEL ) 52 B985 AE TN B0 I 2 B R 50 A Ak i o By
1B T R PR MR R R = Ak R Y
N AM H B G SR AE ) B U R DA R e R . AR
EIR &, AM HE I & LA & &, H
LR, JonasZE " A AM BB 1B AT AL @
B BOR B & EHER E SRR NS
I3 WA SR I N 3 A LS B . AM ELRR (R AR
RKE, WA YD G0 B, e I8 I a2k O AR )
KB R KEYAR R TE o T . 2R AR
B, AM LB B 05 47 i - SR bR R s 1,
W BR A X R, B 2 AR bR+ b T R SR B
R B R, 0T R 5 N AT B SR, A
20 T R LR AR S L, G hn an i 2 R, g
RENS 5590 JL B e 4 AR S 07, AR 398 o B B 1
T 0 R R R B I e AR P T, AM BT e 5 5 R
T 35 4 s T AL S A S AM B S50
b A B A PR AL, AM B B RS AT R0 1 9 R
B 1) A5 e, 93 26 A 7 B TR 0 R P, 9 R R 2
HAM BB . T 3 i i R B TE R OE
W I B B (Plukenetia volubilis) W' AM T 2212 Y
AT IE 90%, 93 ™ B 1A R Ak P R AR AN A7 7R MR AL

P&, (ERYE B 77T, AM KB B8 48 56 B 1 42,
B A2 AR AM 20 R4 0 47005 43 N
N FE A A 37 23 WL RE T I AS [F) T A 224k, 58 BE 6
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5 SR AR 0 L v 2 o 7 o R Y. Marquez 25 xof
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