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Development and application prospect of bio-hydrogen
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Abstract; Bio-hydrogen production technology as a renewable energy production technology mainly includes
dark-fermentation, photo-fermentation, photolysis of water and the combination of dark- and photo-fermenta-
tion. The screening of strain, forms and regulation of process and forms of coupling are important to high effi-
cient, continuous and stable hydrogen production. This paper summarizes the development of current bio-hy-
drogen technology, analyzes the problems in its theoretical and technical studies, and introduces the applica-
tion prospect of bio-hydrogen technology.
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AT — LR DR AR A T e PR DR S A T B/ i 4R
AN, 40 4R T R ( Clostridium ) | 25 2F 161 1 J&
( Paenibacillus ) g F £ Enterobacteriaceae ) 2.

I, C0 R0 0 I i 1 7 S e 2 A 4% T R
IR T R B R 7 %L LA S NADH/NAD -
HEVRIT 73 Bhas AR, LA A0 R B8], LS O
At R B, A W AW I A R A A T T
fiz \ATP 1 NADH ; SR J5 , P T R 40 P T 7R 2k S Ak
i I 1 AE AL R S T AT AL CO, T T 1 K
AL IR 1 (YRR I PR A ) 5 B 28 N TR TR
P T SR A T 00 e F L TSR T Tl A R PR TR, 2B Y
TR - B 4B A o — Al , DR Bk SR A i I AR
b (R 2 g ) s e, i IR PE kA fb ik
J A 7R SR 5T 1 AR TR A & 7R
LA R, AN R Y A= S PR BT A ] (4 A= 26
FEF BB A S Pt A AR [R]. AR 4 AR S £
WP ASTE], BT LU A AN R 0 R 2R 1. R 4E 1Y
I8 I A= ) ST LA DA T TR R A P DA TR B
2. 1990 4F LU, AT i 3L 46 30 3o X 4 3 K 1Y
HESE I EATIE, R BT TR B £ Rk
PRSI R, YR ) LB
SEFEERE NS Ry E. harbinense sp.
B49'"' E. harbinense sp. Y3'"* J4 E. harbinense sp.
Lyf3 1) 255 25 2007 S K T2 T ML CSTR 27 4 ) 7%
P TS U8 H LS M 2 B, E— 2R SR U )
DL SR SR F B AR R AL AT LUAS B m A
PR . SR R BARBIR SN AT 4F NAD
+/NADH FY-P7 5, T £ B30 A LU AT
e AT T B BRI TR E T
L1 BY=EHEMHEF

N T R ROT SR A, AR 1 A
RETT, N AIMITTE AT T o g Al 7 R B R A,
BIEHAER AT TR} ( Enterobacteriaceae) \E VIR
AR 12 T B ( Clostridiaceae ) DL K — 26 w5 i 18 J&
( Thermoanaerobacterium ) Z&.

Kumar %% 2385 1521 1) B4 I AT B E. cloacae
1T — BTO8, i 7 Hose K™ R 1 W BB ZR
2.7 mol. ZJ5 XARIE T r= S ¥ & E. aerogens
DM # S FRIN B F oK™ U BE ) T IR B EE R A
2.80 mol' " Fh [ BIF 7 4 1 1ol 28 U K E A A 11
VEE TAE PG — i AR Ss. R I IE 7R 4T
(R A ) S S i R DR AR P T 5 e v 25 1 7 S
B B49, AR S AL S WY, 1 4 7 SR 0 A
25 ~28 mmol/ (g « h). LA ik LM CSTR
SN A B M B Ry S S AT Ethanoligenens
harbinense sp. R3 #l Ethanoligenens harbinense sp. Y3,

FEVIERE R I, BT R ™= 2 /e 153 3
TN 35. 74 mmol/ (g - h) F4EEE /R ) 4 b
A2, 81 mol , =& B8 1 76 [ br_I BUA B s R A =
SRR EFHTF. Z IR I DR IR oy —
PREEA ORI ANE & I E 0 = iR 0 T thermosac-
charolyticum W16 , BB /R AMEFE A, 2. 19 mol , i K72
%A 10. 7 mmol/ (L. h) ™.
1.2 BWEABEYHESIZERERX

kT R A ML g AR A R ST
NG Z2 T 19 T2 3847 T 5%, Alzate-Gaviria
S RITSE B, R UASB. S5 I8 A BRI 11T B3 35 11
NTIRET5K A, TE pH =5. 7 £0. 2 JK 45 BRI [H]
24 h AT, TN Ak 127 ml/ (g - d) 5
Chang %L SRHIA SR BUR300 mL f [ 5 RIS
i, LAREAE A W, F 58 T /K 14 B Rl e 0.5 ~
5.0 h A[FIERE XA 9 7= A B e 45 R K DA
Rk R SEok} K 45 BRI TR A2 b B e REA0™
R 0.42 L/ (L - h) 5 DTG5 R IR, 7K J1 45 61
BHER 1 h B, m KA N1L.32 L/(L - h).
Lin 251 FHRERS W i (k0 , LABERS R JiK 76
TR AT A P S5, A IRAE— 5 JE L
TRV B2 B T v R K T 45 B I R] A9 R A ) 1
FEANIE . AE R TR R 40 o/ L, K 145 EE
BFE A 2.2 h B, RREE R BEME I R A7 N
(4.98 0. 18) mol. Wu 257V 3338 T 16 W Bk IR =2 1o
FHAAT, MK SRR 2 b B i A R
0.85 em/s  JRAT 15 K7 S0 R R A m® R A%
0.93 m’/h, FFEE /R BEHR R A n] 54 2. 67 mol.

R 5 4 T A ) ) S B AR e SR A e, A T B
P AT I R R 2 X B KA A W (R K ) Ry
JEYILL A BB IR AT e AR B A
P = S AT T 3 20 AR AT, Wl 3 T CSTR #Y
F1 EGSB 7Y o i3 550 A= 4 il S0 R 1 4% , IFF 1999
AESE RN T S L s g, BT K R N
BERFE S 5.7 m’. 2005 4, SE R T R b
T K KB P SR TR SR AR
il &2 B (CSTR ) 2B 65 m’, H P~ 4l fik
350 m’, BT SE N T 5 SR H bR & K FR A TR
Ny, H =& AT G 2 60 ~ 80 .
1.3 BAB4EYHSIEZETS5ERE

S AR S b g T2 s TR R IR £,
R EE pH SR RS ) FK 745 B I R) 4545

B R MM EE RN EERNEZ
—. K= S E Y E TR IR, PR A B i
T A K TR AR IR AR R B R ) B R, (EOR
[Fi) i I 7 S A ) %) 7 S B A A R 1Y) 2%
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5. Kumar 25" 5E B Enterobacter cloacae TIT —
BTO8 7 36 °CHl HAf KA S K. Jung %"
% Citrobacter sp. Y19 FIWFFEF M, Hofe il 00 40 i
AR SR EE 30 ~ 40 C. YT RERY £ 2 2%
AT BT T R R B A R BESE, A Lin
ORI AR TE IR FE 15 ~ 34 CHLHE
HEAT T IEPEG IR R A Y, 5 (35 £1) C &4
TR R BT, IR T (15 ~25 °C) [
AR M E R R BRI TR E,
W 1 A H il R I A P . A D Bk ol
i A A S B A i LY L, 40 55 C R, R L
IR EB e

pH {H XF & B 7 &Y 52 ma 11 13 5 4il i N
NADH/NAD 2y 258 17 S B 9 AR B AR AR A OC.
pH {H 23 52 ) 7 &0 6 AR ) 20 M oA S0 Ak T 3% A
() AR, I3 HM 2352 M 4 M 1) 48 A0 i
7 5] A AR ) SB35 280
AR T2 R A TR MR T R A Bt pH 2
6.0 ~6. 5; 10 ™kt w0y A e pH 72 5.5 ~
6.0 ") Monot 2" BHSE T 40 pH {E X} % %
PRI BRI, o pH (AT B B
YA W 5l 3, A% pH (ELAS1F T B A 188 W)
TEATSE PR AN T W45 9 5T, ) TR & 20 B 4 1o 7
AR AE pH I Y 4 38 43 B RS 4 WF 5
FIP R S W AN Y R pH
FITE 5. 5 7oA. AT ma B A5 iR 3l 1 £ AU T e
A pH 4.2 ~4.5,

REEEAE Y S0 AR 0 AT 2 O T A
SRR | A T2 BRI T IR 09
PRA 2= . T R BRI 5 Al AR (3
FERAEINE R Ve R AERR) i A M
D5 B A 5 2R RIS ). W5k B, W PR K B
TG A Rk S LA R 1 i
S WA BARE LA LR SR T I
B AT RIRAE N R AR L I SRR, X 2R A
TG A PR T /Nt 5 09 18] o 50 B B, o0 A
T DG AT R A AT R R R AR, X
BERIFSE MR AR A= ) SUSAS B T BB R R TR

X T HELLIR IS AT Y K W SN A , K T
BRI )2 F SR R . N H BT E R
BB a4 il R 7K g 45= R I Ta) @ o 2 ~ 24 h I H.
JK 345 BRI 1] 04 22 5 55 SN e 28 AR T 2 ) 22 574
YIAH G, SCHR [43 ] 96 H 2 07 ] 3% 2 i 4 P =X
I g (CSTR) |, d5e A7 U 7K 7 45 B Isf T 308 3 42 o)
TE 2 ~ 12 h Pt PR R I 2% e = Sk
JI45 B Ta) 38 H AR AR 4 ~12 by 315 X RO

PRUE O I A K A5 B B T A R A2 ~
6 hy S IR 19 135 1) Y S s e A 7K 7 45 B B ]
RS, M 0.5 ~2.0 "' EGSB [z i 2% fF i 4L ik
Pl b R AR Z2 003, 78 [0 #5145 B8 B[R] Sy
1.5 ~2.0 hit, BGRB8 SR A4 n] P24 3. 47 mol 7.

2 tEMHEARA

2.1 EKEMHSHRA

T KA il A F R AR S AN E A I, 7R IR
SOCIRGEAET R A B ReA ™ S 3R KK R
i A AL R, S BRI A CO, )7 2E.
Hop SIS ORGSR LS L, (5
SR ZVEERAN ], X R P A K A IR oK
B, R 23 CO, HIN, 23R AR |
KRBT ) SRR JCAILER AT, B 42O i
KPR FHBE R A O SR, SR TG IR A
PRAEZRAE T (07 S0 hy S AL, T 0 20 T 110
W b o] 2R R S [ AL T 58 . PR AR BT
it F L TR F 442K F K B R4

SRPMEAN T & A 2 M TR ol
£ Z%: PS THIPS 11, PS T4 H] 2B 2E it I
FIHRILJE CO,, PS IT YL BESE/K 0S4 F A AN
BRI SR BRI A4l (0 R IBOG B S
AL ) PS TI(P68O) fY S WOy, SR IS K5 7K 73
fift Sk HFD O, JFRERHE 7. AR i A sk
NG, 1 2R A 0T W 1 T8 €, () 15 [
CO,. T4 ATP {5 Wl 2 5L T, LUA DR P Sk
B S B . R 4 S A 3 D rL S AR IR T v T
¥, R BRI A BOORTR 20 6 3R 55— R A
WL IE ek Ak 2O RS PS 1 (P700) , 7601 |
FA T AT RERERAT, 1588 45 B UL SR 1 (Fd)
TR ALY, Fe — Fe ABHAYTEME P L (HC) ™ R
it A pRe AT, i o v 1 JB - R DA RE - A% o8 ) H 1
A e VAR, 7 A B AU 4R LA 2= L4y
Bt ST ROAE AR, X T 7 A 5 Z
il , S s B 2% i, S AR 2k 2535 7, 50
P AR A SR RN S A [ Fe ] -
AALMEEL[ NiFe ] — SUA0HE 0 i1 A A, Bl &R
fiE 5 H, - channel 454, SRR LEERIG . 4%
WF9EE B T8 AN [R] 7 o G in U R 48 <Y
i 52 68 77, R AL = S ], £ i &A™ i

2000 4F, SE [ Melis 4538 1of “ F 357 3 P 4 e
( Chlamydomonas reinhardtil) 55324 F 85 1%
BN CO, [ i PRI FE = S A 43
B3, ARG IR R T S DGR I FE AU, B
PR AR BT LA Sl ™ SR R4 T, DA TR A 4
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SRR, H R s e i Sk A KA E|
HHEFE AR 15% . AR X AT AR, Bk
T T2 D i N FH , T SR TR A e R e ]
SKEIZY 3 ml/h, P2 BT ] % 70 h'* ) Seribert
2000 ) MR R T AL , 3 i Al A
TITRseR) 2 MR S0 i B AR Ak 10 A5 224 035
AFEERR, FOMR T H, A1 O, A A AT RAR I B AR
AR S PR A ) S S 7 S A0 Y K . AR
T, AESEBR ™ b A AR Mk AR B AT TG R 22 4 AR
(AR B R W] OGRS T, Sl IS 0 38 S5 )
TREN , IEPEA HLAY) BT AN Ve f 55t nT A R 7 S ik
57, i A KA TG E R RAA ML TE R
S0 T S A A T AR

T 8 200 T 7 S A2 7 [T il R S Py e [ A
AR AT ARG, e [ AL A, AR A
RS A 5P M0 B 40w 3= 208 0 A
S0 LA S 5 A MR S . 5 4 i
TR 1(PS ) UG RS I(PS 1T) , AT #47 CO,
MR IR A H, O /6, BERL O, I/ A b IR )
JOT. 77 A A I S By o T o SR RE AL T A i E R
TEML, FH T 5 T8 M 0% [ R = & R ASE T
WA R 22O P 3 3 A0 A 2 3 20 B RE TR T o — e
FEAL 20 R B ST M. O, 8 fin = 1 240 i 2 A7 A5 s FHL
1B, T M At 1 R AR SR A A,
Frra. IEw W E SR UM R A S T AEKE, 5
JE L PN D 1 260 R 6 P 7 A [ R O [ &L 0P
MaBeAa PS I, H& PS I, T AIASREHEAT /K (Y6 i
N CO, 1Y 158 , A 5 it 4547 7 T 4 sl i 4
IFREE. S T8 ML G G IR A [ AR L A &,
R T R S R R R A — b 22 R 4
[P 2R v £ R g, G i EL AT S D TR A 5 4
g 2 PRI R Lo B S 1ok [ R TR
AR, ERIE S E SRR L RIEH T, e
KRBT H, F10O,, B R AUCE A #2 . T SE M5
2 0 e 1) 7 A 32 2 e T AU AR A, AR o T R
JE L% 35 8 PR TV S T 2R 25 1 X R B
e ST, FRELE GG 52 B il T B H, .
2.2 REEBEYHERAR

SR BEAEYH ERAEIREO AT Lk B
Y A /N FAE P GRS T AL P e S
LR, ARSI A, - Fad BRI E R
TCREEMHE R EACE RGPS 1, RNE&A PS I
D [R) 2 g 4 A0 TR AL L, 76 7 S ] B 7 A AR
SRRSO P A B A ] 7 S T A
ReRE, AT LA T2 B bR E il S 2 5
DA BT AR 1Y, Fe [ 20 e Tk 10 Tl = 2.

Rl iy s ATP R H OGS BERR 1L, BT LA Ui
I A RE BRI 52 IR 3t 2 R TR A
PR S T A AN T 1) S A

TCIRTE (B BGA 2 e 2L 3 5 7 A # v, T
BRI A A, HAERE AT R B R e 3
A= W B AR B . PRI, R R AR SR R
PP T — P TS0 DT AR R

Willison 381 £k 27 175 72 19 77 ¥k, i e 2] Rho-
dopseudomonas capsulata B10 B #F [ i 245 & = i
BRFERR , 2R KRG, 1278 S bR e DL - SRR (L~
SERFRA D - SEIRBR b iy 7 S A AL AR S
B 10% ~ 70% Y. Kim'®! # 5% T Rhodobacter
sphaeroides KD131 ) W = fif Phb - /Hup~ ZEAR R

SUREW S AR N A AR 1 A ZE A Tao ) A

PR MBI vh o3 B AR — MO K B AN ZX -5, B
BEGR AR, fEL BRI L R RE . &
FREAAN T R B A B IR I, 240 B A= R ERAR LT, I
RS 73R 81. 4% [78. 9% 69. 0% A1 74. 6% ,
REAST= RS2 94.92.90 A1 110 mL/ (L - h).
TR ELAE T M35 7K 3t 3 5 U8 H 43 8 345 O K e
M Rhodopseudomonas faecalis RLD — 53 | 12 %
WA B H A BRI ek TR R SRR T,
mol Z PR ERF Tl ik 2. 64 ~ 2. 84 mol. AR HE
3 5O e A0 P 4 B ) — BRI PR A TR D &
B2 Rhodobacter sphaeroides G, , 3145 -G A0 A
BLEE K AT 7= A g

H T, BRR IS GE e P RG IR AL R R
Z b, g TR R U 7 S BRI 2 Dy hg
LA TR TR R AR R K e 4 I 1w 368 e 175 728 R R
W U BEE LA, TR T R A IR S0 42, SR T AR DR 4]
ST Boby A R PR AR B R — R T AT LR 1Y)
PR SRR S k. Kim 51 3 aof 3 4 T 40
R. rubrum ( pRKhydA FI pRKhydC) Fe — & [ Fk
K, TE N B R ERAFAE R 0T, S0 s 14y
3%, WL T Fe — S P A R 2 A B 5 A 4K
itk Kars %00 3 if ek e A HAKG T R
sphaeroides O. U. 001 1) hupSL ik 2 5& A% #k , 1F
15 mmol/ L3R R A1 30 mmol/L 2 R 4 ) 15 77
Berp R THE RS I P 4 2. 42 LR 0. 25 L, BBy
A:R8(1.97 L LAN0. 210 L) B 4 55 24 20% .

N AMIFSE AR AR R TT T 4 Fh A= 1 K L T
MR AR AR it R S A R SR TR BIESE
ARG K e 7™ A AR

EA LT FH B LK L 64T 106
Ko GG A B 5T Takabatake %7 #1551 2
MR TR AN T FRAE A TR A B ISR ] I TS I R 6 25 ok
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SR, FE AT WSS T Rhodop-
seudomonas capsulata F) IR G K BRAE H T2
A TS R, 2 SRR R ER T RSN
AR N 1.8,0.2,1.0 /L I, i KA R
H37.8 ml/ (g« h) IRPFAER 45% . G5 5K
FAB 2 N BFSE T Rhodopseudomonas palustris
WP3 -5 i 1] L B2 g AN T IR A 3 [m) VR e I T
AU, R AU ARGL 39,5 mlvh, e R Rt
SRR 2 738 mL, S0 51 6% . FE U AR
4B N\F5E T Rhodobacter sphaeroides 15 &k F 5%
FEPKIY 2 RE ) KW FE K AL BRBE ) , i 2%
JE K% COD M 5 687,3 500,1 214 mg/L 435I T[4
F) 3 586,2 135,723 mg/L, FEE0# R0 58 27.3,
18.5,15.0 mL/(L - d). Tao %5!* A\FEfdiH] ZX -5
AbFRPE KN, COD E£ERZAT L 80% , 5 5¢ COD 4,
e 500 ml.

IRRITSER I, FH O I A0 TR R R K AT
Aab T ) I, A 280 37 O A T U PR AT A U
A S T R F MR B IRk
3w - RARBG A ARA

DR UG 252 T 7™ S 240 T D' 4 T 7™ L 2
ORI EANIM R, $ — B R A e R 2 ey 7
ARG - WL BEARR S APy S8R, (L E
— SR T R W AL AR G R 7 & 2 RO k.
3.1 B-XEABARRSEREYHES

IS 2 I 2 T RE SR R 55 ML o it 1 N o
TAVRAEE, RS 4ERE A B4 KRR B
HUARJE T, el i AR R R B RG22
T A AR BILIR AN BE B I A T 2 T 4K 5 5 e T R
R, PR R BN ERCRIET , SO R
T 200 T A RS D A e 0 4 5 ) 7 s
R VR 2 TR RE A M) T I A I8 7 A 19 /N A PR
TH BRAT LIRS I & I ) S R S VL oF— 20
TR TR 't 2 1 A T S R B R I 4T 4 R
TERY A R F 1 S A ALY, X A 00 % 52 0
BLBE IR A BRI RE SR SR 18 2. LA, 72
SIS - G R BRI AN 4 A TS % =
A B —BIE M —A> m 0™ G &R AT L
ASERETT K, T EL AT AR R R 57 SRR R
i AT RS 4 R FHE L

T, DA AR W ) S B R B F 5 A 8 R
BLbFEA A T3 % 7K, W6 & A= Py ) PR
O SE TR s 7 B Tl Ak A P A e —
AR AR, BRI SO AU Fh A Py
FUALAL T i 22 R E, 10 EL 3 28 P00 ) 5 A e

PRI , e B DL K 5540 R A ) o 1) e
ffaed AR, T H 2 M E 2 R A W R IR AR .
I, RS A D # TR G B R BOR & KB S 2
TR B2 3 HE A

i — LR AN TR G H AR R AN R 5 RSB
PERERY U E Y R FIE— D R Ge b M s A50R
G AR AR LA T 1 AT REARR I, 4
e U RE ) BRI A R A AR A8,

Miyake 257 BAIF T IRA AR IR I A T4, I
KM Clostridium butyricum F ¢ % 1 ZH
Rhodobacter sphaeroides RV B4 &/ 7 & 15 ik B FE
IR T mol | T HLREAR 1 G WA i 7 S i Y
flete. Yokoi Z5 HE T C. butyricum F1 Rhodobacter
sp. M =19 JRG EFRA FITER fi k™ St ik 1) 3
IR 6.6 mol , L B— PR AU RR ) FH T Ry 1) 7 S i
4 FRHESE AT A - wERRR &
P2 PR TR B 155y R A B v B A B K R
PRI AR T 2. Asada 45 R FIFLRRE Lacto-
bacillus delbrueckii NBRC13953 F1 Rhodobacter sphae-
roides RV LT E 7B BEME ™ &, B3 BE /R A bl
BRESRN 7.1 mol. TS FIFEE %
240 # Rhodopseudomonas faecalis RLD — 53 FlJiE B
(1 C. butyricum ARG R IR, P A
()L SCHEE R R AT o3 T F T, S T — N
RS i, B B R A B 77 A 4. 13 mol. Fang
L8 N BFSE T Clostridium butyricum F Rhodobacter
sphaeroides DIAIMIELE L 1 :5.9 I HLBR G157, &
ZETHEFRAL A RN 0.6 mL, [F]f R FISH
HARSHRE G IR S AR 2 M AT 1 AR E
L IAHIZEAX TAEEIR S RGP R E RS
R J7 i BRI, TR G R 2 RSB 4N e 1E
A A ] 22 574 EAFAEE AR R 20, S s
St T R RMESC LY.
3.2 BAEEASEEVHS

X TFIRGH FR &, Pk A A 5 56
L2 MR TESS H R R R SRR . B — 2D
R TR A TR R I A U TR A AR R Y AT
AN AR, 28 — 20 02 O e T A TR U DTG
REE— 2D R T I 2 /N B =<

Nath 28] 22 30 fiff | Rhodobacter sphaeroides
0.U.001 36Kk % Enterobacter cloacae DM11 [/
ey, B R R AR B — i B A Tao
SEUSESE T W A I — Ol S IR0 T A R, A
FHEEREE RIS YD, BRAS 10 28 Y i U< i, T B /K
TRENE S ROk 6. 63 mol. Liu 251 3 il
T B A IR T AR T BA9 N A8 A6 & e 4 T
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R. faecalis RLD - 53 Wi LvL | I A AR 04T 7 A,
RS SR A B U A 6,32 mol. Chen 45 3 iF
i FHIG K BN Clostridium pasteurianum CH4 F1
RERE AE O IS Wy I B JEE R BEBE AT LA AR |
3.8 mol, i 1 Rhodopseudomonas palustris WP3 -5
XF b R K TR BE — 2D Kb B, g RE R REBE A
10. 02 mol, [F]isf COD 2B IA ] 72% . 2418 5t
£ R e FEAT G R B N, 2 A i F U™ gk
— PB4 14. 2 mol ,COD £ R#
JLPH23E 90% , 7R T ARGF#Y 2004 77 BE ) Al
COD ARFRACR. Lo A5 X R A 5T 4 TR TEHS
HATREMRAL RS , 2t i - DRI 2 A AR =20
EEAUE SR, COD £RRAGKF 54. 3% , F3E
IR ABE A 3. 09 mol , iX — KB A5 R UL I -
JCR R WAL 1 U AR T LA S — S B
AL BETT 1 S BMERE SR 5 WL B0 L, B A ™
SURUBHRAS BRI AR, S S B A Y
ARl A AR 7= B BRI SR, W AE R P A AR
i 2 2 N SORLAS  HEIT o AR AR B R
EOGA B A A U ™ A AR T A K R (]
I A I A FEARARR , S A A 7 g B ) A 2%

4 FEFA

AW SR BAR S R ACER, SR, IR AT
e — 26 T REERE T H LA AR

) R R W i SR AR B - AR E R
PRAEDE AL (ER , T R IR A AR R ) A S A5l
AR FHBR 7 = S [ AR 7= R A 15
AN 5eE ] 2 R MU H.

2) Y ATOR I REF AR AL T ]
—HWIE ] RITSEE . iz N TR T Bdos
YA AN B DG RGN TR AR IR B e RS
R DL A ™ A E kR, TR AT IE L RERE AL
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