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Abstract: In recent years, with the acceleration of industrialization, heavy metal contamination of soil has become increas-
ingly prominent issue. Toxic heavy metals, particularly lead, have posed a significant threat to both ecological security and
human health. To address and remediate lead pollution in soil, the immobilization of functional bacteria on biochar carrier has
attracted growing attention. This approach combines the physicochemical properties of biochar with the biological activity of
functional bacteria, and has been widely studied and applied in the remediation of lead—contaminated soil. This paper
discusses the basic principles and common methods of immobilizing functional bacteria on biochar carriers. It systematically
reviews the remediation effects, environmental impacts, influencing factors, and underlying mechanisms of this technology,
and highlights the risks and challenges that may arise in its future practical applications.

Key words: biochar; immobilized bacteria; lead pollution; soil remediation

FR ] -1 TR 4 S V5 Y [l 4™ B ARE 2014 4F
(4 4 85 YR L IR A 2540 K AR W BUE", 32 40
(Cd) 5 (Pb) i (Cu) B (Zn) 55 5 4 & 15 YL 1) £ 4
JA A B R IK 19.4%, HH Pb 1 5 AR RN
1.5%. Pb—Fh 434 UL 4 | 8 FH o b il
D K A 4 il 45, BEE T AR B9 AR W hn e, 4 1L

SR ORI 757K B A5 2816 3 SOk B 2 Y
Pb B HEIC R IR . gRgeit, e E B2 2] Pb
5 YL TRTBURR A3 200 J7 hm?, PRI 105 35000 A B A AT
Byt 100 73 ¢, BHE T R B B Aot
i B BEATS YR 2, BB Y Pb AT 2 B I
M AR GERH AL R GEHE AN, 2R P & BT 1 i

(CRBERIZ S HEARYHEEER : (FIHE)http:/fiks.chinajournal.net.cn (FE 3% ) 027-87643502 (B, F{5 4 ) hjkxyjs @vip.126.com

Wria B #A : 2025-03-27 ; 18 [1] 2025-04-24

BEEWH: Bl ARFHEILE T H (25]RRA167) 5 HIR & B EREE L Py IR 5 T RS 8 SEg =1 it 430 H (EEMRE202402) 5 >4 28l K2 —
FEREEBA AT LA T H (LH2023007) 5 24 M 380 K2 I E AR AE bk I 2RI H (DC2510732CX0219)
BB BN Z05(1987-) , 2, BIZUZ W, ER NG HeE YT 2R B 4 w5 Y AR B E T, (B FE4)lisha@1zjtu.edu.cn; *EHIEE



£114 =, %

EMRBEEENEEIEERTRIENTRER 57

ILE R EEHLGSE P, i iE s SEM A A0 0l
BRI K E R, B SR N R P
B I, el A R 1B P i g A SRR AR
BRGSO A 52 K, Bl 4 R ER B AR 37
H 2546 52 AU R A it R 4 T A )RR —

Pb 5t R IME S T Al o W B AL~ E R
=R, RGP AL A B E BORADUA A
) A S iR I A RIS R A B R
R FEAFESYEE e M E ",
AR AT R Bk LA )z AR Y, R AR R
T R 52 M 5 SRR 5, 852 T T Pb 5
5o SR, A 1 2R 500 ) 32 B AN R ER S TR 3% (A
I BZ pH E IR BRI AE B IRAE ) OS2 NA T R BB
HORKITHrHM . Rk, HFFE A PR H e i) 1 40
IF 5 TR 1 ) B b ——HE Wk, HAR RS E 1Y
HEAF RS

A W) a2 — b o IR S A ) i 2 e e el A it
FEAT 2 10 5 A, S A 1) 0 B A AL~ o
W FLas E B Jm R AL D RE A 20 B 181 B AR A L
eI IE RN . AW B AR R FLBR 4G
LR PN e TR A o TR S R E 8 N e S
B REM S A M A R A SRS ™, AR D RE R
R SR MIESH . [, A= W e O 20 s B L e 3
e A IS AL (AR \pH HE R W45 ) %) 2

R PRSI, 0 R S DR R e R A R TS
e e BT DO ZE KAB & i [R) 35 AE 2 1Y
FE Tk BEAh, AW S A E IR TR (i Wl B
B BN VBESE) W] R D e A A B AR M B DR AN B
Feor ARSI BE T P B, UL, AR Wk A AR T
DI RE T ARTEIG BRFIE S Po ¥ Y 433 )y i e 8t i
SWNGON YIS

TF Web of Science £¢4% /4 " 1A lead \biochar .immo-
bilization Fll bacteria >4 S5 ] , K3 20202024 4F [H] 1)
SCHR , X R S dRe e B R 200 s SCRIK ) Ot TR] SL B
ATREE AT DA R ff b 2 e A ) e 28 A4 1 2 £k D) g
RAAFFE AT AR B 2R WoR T 548
K, W AR A 2 AL D R T TE S BR FME KR L+
B 4 E TS Yy H TS H g2 R A Hrh Po 5 4
HEMBE REEMNR T MZ— KXFEENHEY
R E AL D RE & & Po 15 e + HERIROER 2
PRI 2RI HIBLA

1 EYRBEEENIEERNHETE

A= Wy di A3 IF RE A S RE TR A ) A D7 vk NS 1 B
7S 5 IR BTk T LA AR 1 5 AR ) 5 ) 3 T P
Vi, S8 R A B ) P R AR A BE T AR SEBRI T
AR e T 5 YR L R B 5 H ARSI R, 7l ik
FEAE A E TS, USRI R EERB S ACR .

F1 EREYRHBEE IR ST ERES LS
Table 1 Comparison of common preparation methods and characteristics of immobilization of functional bacteria on biochar carrier
I 5 17 1 JE ki Bk S0k
3 R A R R A T 2 T R4 2T R A ) 95 22 ) 4R LA
UGS FH 7 (3 44 Fy | R 7 20 L2 5 S0 L AT e IS, SBAE  [16,17]
W 21 ) 7 2 i B4 AE— i PY.Z3 DAk
R o e VEVERAER 5 R WL
2 R Y SOUL A TS ATE S 10 B
uEL S FRAMER MRS U e S e B ORI (S T
AR 1 P pee 2 AR SR
PR TR0 8 1 9 W S 0
VB [ B i, A AR A 1 AT UR P AN A S I N, 2 Tk A
SR FERR G | FE— 5 T P A B HARE R B, DRI AR 5 % [19]
BR ) A2 f) 2 1k L 255 B
AR 1L B S e . P 45 5 B SR 0 B0 2 4
o RETRENRE g o AR TR E o g g g o g
AICERIERR g, mpgpeispeen S SR BN g e n gz 2021
sl o D A 30 B A 6K 1 e - e H) , 222 AR A0 T 10 T
95 13k 2 B R sy e Eﬁiﬁﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ?@
s g bk 2 Pl o o [ 5 7 i G5 e FHAS T i 22 A 07 i N
HAEk A DL g b, i pe gy B ELRAEIAE [22]

WAL 57 ) 5 [ E A

2 HYRBEEELIEREPbTRTIEEEH
B Rz

2.1 AWM RBARE ZAKFE AL EH X Pb 5 695 5
HF

2,11 AW E AR TR Pb 15 YL B B A5
fi# W% 18 (phosphate solubilizing bacteria, PSB) fig
W AE - EIRIT e X DL AR B W R e AR

A WSR2, 3k R A0 T 1 7% 2 AT TR s AR



58 IRERTS R A

£48%

ML R OO E VDT IR 8 A T8 5524 20
0, it 2 2 S A [, PSBHFC
PUEWITE S 4 JE s Y H IR B R Sia i K R
YEHI™,

LEHURTF RS (Bacillus) TYE W Bacillus cereus Bacil-
lus thuringiensis . Bacillus megaterium 5 )45 fi% Wi /F
L AR R B 2 4w 15 9 H A TifE . Song 462
1 200 mL EL AT i 5 D BE Y Bacillus sp. KSB7 R &
MEE 40 g feAFEAEY R b BB g s E A 1Ts
et s, e 8 A3 A My Rl A Y Po 5 5 L XS R
TR T 33 mg/kg 2 AT, LUERARES N Bacillus sp. KSB7Fil
A se A 4 o3 5 T B T 249 19 mg/kg Fil 8 mg/kg.
TP T YR E RS W ER Ea )R
e+ AT AT M B A% 5 TR Bacillus velezensis HNS
Bacillus velezensis HN11 # Bacillus amyloliquefaciens
HN2 ., Bacillus cereus GS6 P 2 FhAs [7] 1 [& 2 46 7 X —
AT RN B hoVE FOKFE A Y b, e 2 Ry X
A B B S AOCR , 13 Pb 1y [ 2 Z8 53 1] 3k F)
70.80% H160.34% , YA A=Yy e SR G WHERA RAFH)
POV o Jd A X O T RE TS (XPS) i S7 A8
LT HMEHE (FTIR) X AT (XRD) S50 AR
HE— 2P UESE T A Wy ] e AL 2 AL TR TE A 52 Pb 15 %
SR, W5 M PO R TCTE (25 SV E R L

bR T ZF AT e, oAt 8 1) PSB L B 512 K Pb
150 IERYIIRE . Chen SF™ BTN, LE MR AL
FTLAE TS F BB L% AT pH SR RS 5 PSB
X Pb E ST IR REW & PSB H B REA R TR
RIS, At iR FHAE 262 W 7 [ %E — 4% PSB (Enterobac-
ter sp. CGMCC17428) , & Bl H: X} Pb* il 2B 3 HE 2
{ili I PSB 785 148.77%,  Zhu 25 L)/ IN A2 b FF A= 40y 75 [
FE—FR TCHLBE it e Acinetobacter calcoaceticus
iPSB20-3, il 1A= ) 52 5 BT 5E HExT 123 Pb Y
1B ROR 45 SR 3R WA W e i1 2 A TR T 3 0 24 i
R RN A LUE 1) 5 238 2 347 1) Po £lAL RCR , XRD
ST 2 FEEYIEY R Pby(POL)CL, ILJF , Zhu 5™
BTG A A T e R AT e s v ik  — R AL
TR R Serratia marcescens OPB3—6—1 , ¥ H. 11
HENEBRTEAE Yk b R I AR AR Z X Po™ B i B
BAPMAEH], 305 19 3l ) 2 A5 R B Po™ (1% W Fff ik
FELME2E N 3. fH T PSB RETE 55 5= FE A W) i
T SRR, DT BRREAERR AN I A SRR, AE
Y ITTE I A A R, S5 5K Po™ Ak
B Pby(POL),OH Fl Pby(PO,).Cl 45§ % 1 AL 1) I o
PRI, A= ¢ [ 5 Ak PSB 20T 4F A 5 4 J 15 YL 18 2 40
B — R B AR 0 N TR 5

2.1.2 AR E AL AR P IS5 RE I ACR

438 v 49 [ 5 40 74 (nitrogen fixing bacteria) Fi2S
L NE R E (Azotobacter) | v T A LA & (Kleb-
siella) 398 # J& (Rhizobium) . 31 % 78 [C 1 J& (Fran-
kia ) F1 P AR 1 ( Clostridium pasteurianum) . BRI Z
Ab, —BEZEAAT I W Bacillus subtilis #1 Bacillus amylo-
liquefaciens , U4 ] 7= B AT 1 J& (Alcaligenes ) 5 2%
BAIIRE. O A 25T Uk e [ & 40w B A &5 Pb
TS YEHYINRE . AN AL SE™ AW 58 R B Klebsiella aero-
genes Fl Klebsiella pneumoniae /918 AL BE 71 i H 68
BZ TR 52 Pb 5% , X SCAT™ 7 B ) 89 [ U Klebsiel-
la trevisan 5 Po™ A B A B.45 G EH , il & i@ 1
I Az [ 8 B Sinorhizobium fredii S15 FH 42 < G0 Ik
Pb™*, ZZfiff Pb [yt

H Al & A 0 5 B 5 0 61 6020 1 [ T A W e 38
Tk B Poig Y 3 . Zhu %08 5 B Bacillus
subtilis HIFbgrTM [ 7€ 7F FKFEFFAE W L, 4
FHL 5 (SEM) WA B AR 5 AL W R RGN R4 JE L T
R E I, HaZpp Hl e A 24 Po A REFEAIT
T 70.4%, [RIEHE FOKZE i Po SRR T 61.1%,
FRH 4 P & A T 71.1%, 2553 W Bacillus subtilis
Vi R —Fh e FERE ) A K A s A ) PO T (MRS B
SAY i BA R PRI , fig & FER 115 Pb
HAE DA B, D FORFEAR T I PO R 2R
2.1.3 AW s AR [ AR R £ A S TR Pb 15 LY
55 RUR

Tt ik 15 14 J5 14 (sulfate reducing bacteria, SRB) 7E

PRAESAT T AT DIAEAR AR A i R Ak S i i 1, OF
HHEAEE TG AR BAAYTTE , Wi SE8 -+
BEE SR, Ly S NERY P TR Ak H
X 3% Z Fh i 43w 15 YL A R RFE X 42, 6 &% A SRB
(Desulfovibrio N FELIIRE B ) I R M A GG X 398
Ji S Tessier fLAP & UL SR S0AIE | 44 rp Cd . Cr.
Cu .Pb Fl1 Zn 55 8 4 J@ AT B SHE AN T HRE ik
JEASIEB SRBIEE H I & w15 Y mRe )1 . SR, 52
FNEZ IR R AFE , S SRB W] RESs i LT
PEYANE], I T SR 15 B R RCREL, ik, A4
Wy e s8R 1 5E 1k SRB BRI TT RS AR H L B2
Wu SEP A 0 4 @16 k) 41 B 45 B — Pk SRB
Clostridium thiogenes thermostable HY—1, F{1f H:
il 52 BIREFF Ay L, R IRAE WA 1S 77 2 h X Po™ 1Y
KB R IL 95.7%, [T, 8 i XRD F1 XPS #F— 21
TN, [EE 77100 PbS o XIS S5 i 1 HH %) SRB AT
Thiobacillus ferrooxidans [ € B VL5 /K A EE) T N T
HOAE Y R s A= e L A O R 7 i e 1

53




E115

5, % EYRBGEENEREERTETENTARER 59

B E SR ENCR, %t 30 dAFEE AT R T
VRS Pb LM TR 2 0.68% , 5%7#5 25 Pb (1 HL i3 fin &
94.60%, B AR B E . Ye F IR, IR A Thio-
bacillus REME TERR R MU A= W) i RN IT B4R, A2
R BB FERIEIE T Thiobacillus A=, I Ho il B0
A= W) ¢ AR [ AR TR (5 - 33 v Y P Y AT A2 48 5 4
H1 22.869 14 N3 37.19% , 1] I B 22 B IR 22 Pb .,
2.2 W RBARE A A ST £ KA LR
89 % v
22.1  AEYREARE E DI RE B A K R 5

AW AR 1 2 A D RE TR kR AT LA R
AL B A 4 Jm FUR | [RI 3 VR i ™, Wed
%5 H Enterobacter asburiae G3 ., Enterobacter tabaci
112 . Klebsiella trevisan J2 ¥ 18 1:3:3 (¥ LB EZ &
FRURE , 308 o 0y 8 O O 0 3 1 0 L 1 7 A oK
FEFF A= 0% L, WF 58 HoXt Cd  Pb V5 G - e /N 22
AR BYFENR . S5 RFUT, Y R LA SR
TG B SRR /N SR AR R b f 53]
HEINT 76.81% 1 186.18%, T 4> IR T 128.57%
H1240.64%. HABWFITFR , Enterobacter asburiae Fl
Enterobacter tabaci M| Rg &3 1 ;= A HE W) R 5|0k £
PR A 2F B 4w W38 AR 9 A K™, Chen 48"
Bacillus cereus WHX~1 [82 2JWF &5 AW b, k%
JriE ARG N RE RN ARG EA RIFH
BEEROCR AT FM S T AR ) e 5 WHX -1, 35 1
HE W AR [ 58 A WHIX -1 B Rk ) 22k SR A2 B LX) R
MK 3.3 om, BR =T 4475 10 em, [FIEFAHE4RE
PRI 76.89% , MIEZMGE T HIYIROGEAER

TIEN ) AR ] 2 AT RE TR 23 5 M A ) 1R
AN -1 (malondialdehyde , MDA ) ) & 1 FI LR AL
TGPk 7E P AT AE AR N 257 AR K 1T 1 4R
H i, SRR . T AR A AR AL
P03 () EE BB L o AR e AR A Ak D) R T
R AR P 1 2B 1) 1 1, AT Ol 2 i 0 %) AR I BB Y
A B ALY A M 06 P V5 YAy R i fa 3 dERFIE
WA TR, A E Cd Pb.Zn Hg & & 15 Y4 1)
TR I AR e 2R HEA TR A S, R D 0 R A
Bacillus cereus . Bacillus sp. BG3—7 ., Pseudomonas fluo-
rescens 1 Achromobacter spanius ¥ 222 & H B, [F &
FIBALIR MR AE Yk EIfFasim s -3, 258 %
I, FRABAE B S 20 ) Je 55 R P MDA & i e, TR
Y A=W AR T E AL D BE R Y ER S8 R A B
JEZEH) MDA & 8 T R R, [ Ff g i 1 e 5% 3 i
A AL S AL W B AL T (superoxide dismutase, SOD) |
1 E AL S (catalase , CAT) Flid S8 AL ¥ (peroxidase,

POD) I35 1 , 7 W A W o I R A0 2 TR R BB T 22
fifp B R S 5 T YRR A B SR AR
ERTTR , A= R AR 9 5 A D R IR T ol i 1 i
A3 R T A2V SN 45 ol A ) 5 B L B i vy T
G M ARRE PSS T sOR TR A Y A K™, LA A AR
Kbk e R A A LR BT A A (TR 1)
X LERR 2 LR A P, A5 A ) i AT 2 A D) g
TR — A R T R 15 P B HOR VY
£ P {55 L A A (e A PR3t T 0 52 dr .

i

ek R AR B i R A i 2 A

FH ) T 22 fhe B
Pb Pb. - By i 1k
Pb Pb
A 0 ¢ 1] S A 4

Bl A i AR ] T A Ty 6 T S0 R 49 A K R 33 41 5T ) 52
Fig.1 Effects of immobilization of functional bacteria on
biochar carrier on plant growth and soil properties
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Fig.2 Mechanism of immobilization of functional bacteria on biochar carrier to remediate lead pollution
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ZALEE I DR A T AP 0 AR KR (L AR
% 8 A= Wy o 3R THI BN EROR i BEAE , 2P T
Pb™ I W B 7 5, B2 8 T P IO B 2, IR L, & e
TEA W% b YT RE R BA BRI EE 1. Zuo
S50 Bacillus thuringiensis HM—311 FH 16 8 B2 55 1

PRI E AL SRR A -, R IAE 8 hisf Po™ (WL Fff
FIKF 75%, JeFES HM—311 B b9 1.54% . Zhu 262
MRS R, /N REFT A=) < [ 78 Ak Acinetobacter cal-
coaceticus iPSB20-3 X Pb** 19 - i W B 555 51) b /N
T AF A= 0 ¢ AT iPSB20—3 Tk 19 B — I {3 155 22.63%
H133.59%, LI RE B R AR 2 Bl A= Yy ek
AT A Ak 27 P, an 8 hn i B AT A B30 sl ek AR g
TR, AT RS 58 A 4 e X Po™ 1) R ¥F
42 AHER

P Bk A 38 0 8% 2 Hicds vl o 32 shis f g =
AN, ARG TP B S A 45 A, diiErh
TAEZ PP F U4 8 7 2 1 (metallothioneins, MTs)
SIBEAER AW ORI e 2R 45 7T DA Bl a2
HPo* 4G, JFE ot XS AV E DR X S i 4 R 2 5 )
FAFAE R AR P, DI S 4 i 118 A 4 SRR
(El2(b)) s MTs MU 541N Pb IFRES , i85 5 Pb™
M5z 4G . Naik 5058 K, BT A
MTs 1 bmtA FEH , Pseudomonas aeruginosa W1-1 1] L)



62 IRERTS R A

£48%

1 PO R S TE A ML N, B K RARAE 135 %) 26.5 me/g,
HILTE Salmonella cholerae 4A T % T 5 Po it 52 #H
FEHY MTs BYFE smrA , %] Pb 1 R A= AT 34 19 mg/g"™,
i, 76 Po 5 g T S b, 2R AT et A 5
K Pb BRI S™, IGERA R AR 25 5 K A4
A SRR BRI S A TR [ A AE W ok | KRR RS
WA R 3R+ 9 Pb, Zhang 2 G KW,
PP A W i [ 7€ AL Bacillus cereus PSB—2 1] 1 13 $2 55
cmtR ,smtB S5 1) F TR R38R T Ph AR 2, A
TS I ) PO IR . emtR . smtB AN ArsR K
WA SR TR, 02 Pb N 2B G SRR R0
HEJRPUEEER R oIk E | A — SR ZEA [A] Ak
A ) W Fh TR AN [R] |, Janibacter J2: 40 PR Pk Sk
PRI FEZETTRRA o
4.3  EdEAL

AW A SRR AP o AR T A DTTE AR
A R SR K - 3 1 Po MR R R Sl fb o &2
MIFRETEAS . AR A= A BRI AR 25 1 it 25+ F

%é}%ﬁ*ﬂ@é TR B/ R Poz,
Pb’* + Cell —> Cell - Pb** —7

W B A5 B % 1 A AL A B Bacillus para-
mycoides GS—2 REMSIHIT KRR ML AL Ik
FBE IR L A1 545 Po™ 175 30 fL i CazsPbys(OH)(POL)s .
Ca,,Pb-CL(PO,), Il Pby(PO.), %5 iAW 4y . [R] , iz F
U KB, S R AN TR A L, 2 9 2 [ 5 1
WAL T Re e HA B SR AL iE P, D A Wk Re i i
HEDRE R AR 20, DI 7S 3k PR h/f 12 £k Ul U
T B 230 PO™ A 3K T 22 o Wed 5570 — 1k PSB [
SE F) CMC—FeS 44 K ks el v 4 5 A= W e I, il ik
W BLAE Wy ) CFBi—P K4tk + 38 % Pb, & R
CFBi—P I nFeS I PSB 1] D) if i3 4= Wi fL AT/
JH 5 Pb %% {6 1L 45 & Ak & 9 PbS . PbS(PO,):0H . Pb;
(PO.), Fl PbS(CO,):0H, AT 13 H (1) Pb MR AE
(1) 4 J@ AT 22 2 (EX) kIR ER 45 52 (CB) 5 4L hy #H
X e AR AL 25 B 48 (OX) Akl A5 (RS) o []
i, ZF5E ] CEBi—P AL BRZH %) Pb 78 + 38 () 4= )
A2 (DTPA-Pb) (it #514: (TCLP-Pb) A=Y Al 25
£ (PBET-Pb) 73 HI FEAK T 56.61%.69.78% F1 25.42%,
BiALERR W UL T AW A PSB A A B

5 HitERE

ARSCERIR T HE Wy R 38AA T 2 AL D RE R 18 2 P 5
e L IERDEFEIERE , B4 T AWy e A 2 AL D fig

BEIRAR B, T DL 4 Jm 8 1 R A= DUTE S L, AT 7
10 4 IR A e R B R I R SR UTRE™ . A= 40fk
TS TR AN B I A Y B R O ) R DTE
o &) a1 A I ACHY) (B iR £k aRik S
ALy AR ) FIFE T R A4 AT, 5 —ik
DURENE R Dl A= W A REAE I Il AR 25 1 W Af 1
W YR NGRS YIF SRR R TIE
(microbial induced carbonate precipitation , MICP) Flf
Fi £ U € (microbial induced phosphate precipitation,
MIPP) (1] 2(c))"™, i4n, 405 ol LR Po*, 7ERR A A
PFF, Ca* Fl COS 45 G il CaCO, TILTE , [F] I HL T3
Pb* 38 i 70 200 M 3 I DO TE 5 BT AR R Eh 07 ), U5 5 Pb™
(A IR, Talilvand SO 5E & B , REAR AT AR
T ] LUK 96.3% ] P MERR IR 05 T AN PEBR TR £h
A4, A7 AE Po b A . MIPP i 3 i 4
PRI L (S0 0 0 3 A T A il 554 RS 12
B, MnigivE Po™, I LAE Po BG4 18 2L & 78
AR, P K MIPP A=A S 5 R U R

> Cell-nPb* + mPO}~+ X —> Cell-Pb,(PO,),X (X=F,CI,Br,OH) (2)

PR SEA R PR AT AR Tz ARIEE Pbis e+
S AL A8 E RO U B A K | S R
KA RIS RS . BRI, A R 2 A [
TEAC I RE B AL W e i ) B A R 5 T RE 4 T 1Y
AW PR RS A L RERS /D 1 Y Pb B, FRAIK
Pb (A4 9 ] M, AR a8 v] DU kA 4 AR K, ol
B R, IR R R E R A R
M PRI, A= W e AR T e A D RE B E R FH 1852 P
T YL AR I R AT (R AR S BR AT
I — Sk %, PR , 76 AR AU 1 BT 98 TAEAD T R A
HEE

(1) H TR A= 1 e AR [ 52 Ak D BE TR A5
SRR T 4 I B SR B, X R AR A e 4 0 1) 45
SE N RS ORI R e R T i — AT, R
Yk o e 1 2 At B A B R v AT AR .
STRFREC U] T AR W) e AR [ 2 b T e TR 1R 4 10
Bk, BT LIRS 2~3 a, (HUWL AR LM, bEE
LA ] P A, A ) o 2 A 1 2 AL DI i B A CRAF
TEAFREERIAHEYE. R, 555 ZE0EF T 00 ]
FIPPAL , DL A R B R B e AL DI RE R TS
Pl E R A SRR E T

(2) A W e AR [ 2 Ak D) BE 11 8 &2 Pb 5 e 1 4
CHE A R0 o AR 78 SE PR B &2 52 B it FH 1Y)
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DIRERAE T 5 IR EE R MR PR S m K U R
MR EE . [, b T BT S 2% T e (AN F e 4
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HE AR [ E AL DT RE R IB S BRI A R
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(BRI AP | S AN S b R B | AR A 7R Bt |
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