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Efficiency of in—situ passivation remediation in cadmium-contaminated farmland soil and its mechanism :
A review

FENG Jingyun'***, NIE Xinxing™**, LIU Bo***, LI Fangmin"", YANG Li***

(1.College of Chemistry and Environmental Engineering, Yangtze University, Jingzhou 434023, China; 2.Institute of Plant Protection and
Soil Fertilizer, Hubei Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Wuhan 430064, China; 3. Key Laboratory of Fertilization from Agricultural
Wastes, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Wuhan 430064, China; 4. Hubei Engineering Research Center for Agricultural
Environmental Control, Wuhan 430064, China)

Abstract: The remediation of cadmium (Cd) — contaminated farmland soil is the focus of the field of environmental quality. In—situ
passivation remediation technology is an economical and practical solution, and its key lies in the passivation material it employs. In this
study, the remediation effect of in—situ passivated Cd of various kinds of passivated materials was comprehensively analyzed; the
advantages and disadvantages of its application, the research trend in this field, the cost—benefit of passivated materials, and its potential
remediation mechanism were summarized, to provide a reference for the application of in—situ passivation materials for Cd—contaminated
farmland soil.
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Table 1 Types of inorganic passivation materials and their passivation effects
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materials pecies ypes of sot soil/(mg- kg") ol Before After o0se est metho + 5 Soil a Crop eferences
passivation passivation
SERKHR EEERIL st 132 79 603 649 10dkgem® KM NaNO-CAFET86%, BCRRE  # UEERIP CA A REIEIL328%  [5)
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T AR 6%0~7% , S 475 Cd & = AR 1%, A7 WLEE &
A Cd EH g R 14%.

AF 5 ¢ BH KA 5 R it FH A AILIE X6 4= 4 vh Cd mT
BEAELE PRI AR AH S B2, A3 16 1k Cd i XUBS: , 2 12
SECS H () o e 45 R 2R W, Bt A AT A LI it
SN, 13 pH A RO SR SR 40 e S e s b
(R A HLET R BT BN A 20 t-hm ™ B4
YEJZ + 58 Cd A RS & AR 31.26%, it 1 2 42 5
B, A A0S Cd B i Mg fin . o] W9 R S5 i) A
FEFRW B4 RS R R v A BORR (HA) FH 4t ] fifi /)N 1 28
o Cd B S FEAIK 22.95%, T & BLER (FA) W24 /N
SEXT Cd s 4o TR IRE T AR R X Cd A4 3K
PESH AN VARG, = 20 1A VLR S 80% 5
ZRERER, B IR A KA, T
X Cd 14 ERERE T 5 53— 5 T, JE AR R Hh 1Y) B HLR
YE R T A LR, o] gE H A 16 1k + 38 cd 1 1
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FH G WL HA 5 FA Bt H>7:3 0, HXT Cd
HYIA BRI I HIRON , 2 HA 5 FA 5 5 <515
AR ISR A SIS

AR RS, T A MUIERIE & oy 2 42, 8
WEEEAPUIE S AL A YR Y S A B E SR,
it AT e S 20 438 Cd i R AR T A1
Ty s Ak B AR E 4R & (40 As (Pb A5 ) 35 e,
R, BB HLRHME N Cd Bl AL bR, A 0 B kA T
KHABH A WD , ATEAL A5 34 25 B8 &R HR 2k
1.2.3 4¥imw

A= W IR AE S — BT 78 Ak Cd V5 Y - 318 2
BE A HLRE AR G P A . AR ]
WG B 5 Cd B o 5 ) - 35 %) pHL L BH 58
W B3 R BILJT AR (R ) Cd P [, B 13
H Cd IR AR P m] AL M X 3 Cd HAT 8
1 W Bl A RO, ABBAS Z5HIF 5% &k PRLTE Cd 15
Ye L PRI 1.5%~5% K FERSFE A9 0 ) , 3 pH
B3R 55 0.04~0.17 A~ B4, 4 38 i A7 30 35 Cd B K
20%~54% , KB KR Cd 55 BEFRAR 269%0~57%

A= ) O AR 52 L B B TR g A A
TEAHEAE R RZ A, AR R R A% A 1 (Rl
T8 RAAE) v FLFR AR M (FLBR 25 /) | L3k
A WA PE T (pHAH K4 ) 55 . IR AE D)
RE AR OKTRE M A E AR, Bt pH & &
1 FH e T 3 s A= 1 o Rl o T L 43 1 L PH S
TR TSR I o 385 il a8 P sy, A
FIF 0 B RE A BT nR R B8, 3 e AR e 1) e Ak A
R 3 R O pH KA i 2R ph R AE A AT
- HE A Y el 3 B Cd Y W B T, FLRENS A 1
BEY(HERE 20550 5%) M 40728 &k
BRles70,

LU S8 I 5T 26 RS FF AR 1 6] Cd I Al AE IR
BT A= J A B A ) e PR T 38 % RERAIR, —
SAALRE B SR s, HopH & TR Ak . W
SR s SR 0 25 R R KRR AT X Cd 1Y
BEALSCR L T AR e A=W ¢, Ji RAE oK R RS A ¢
) pH K43 FIHA TR S i & T A e Yne, H I
FMBURFLBRZE /55 K 35 , R B e T 5 ik 1 i 1A
P e o i3 7 S5 55 & 3 800 CHAR L B T
il 5 1 75 906 A 4 e Ak CARCRAR T 300 CTF il 5 1
VU i, Uk B T A R TR R Ak LR TR
BT SO I 5 3R B AN (7] AR e A REXT - A K
A Cd & Al A i R 2 BN A= YR SR = ) A= ) >
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80~120 H #B 52 4 W) e > A6 A= 7E A W) e > IK R 72 A= W)
B¢ it P 5 B S L B Cd 3 5 B R R 41.9%~94.1% ,
HAWp ki i 1IN B AR5 R BR  2 , Th/N 22 A= ) o
REAR SR A I 2 %) S PR A ARSI Cd B 3 s o

SR, 7 S B g o, 2R 9 iR e 1k B A 0 e
XT Cd 1Py B 8 A PR, D g s X Cd V5 g 1438
B2 PERE , Pl I R A AR il 2% ik OIS TR) JEURE
PRI RE S5 ) Al M E R (fb 2= Ak AL &R
b SRR el YRR B R 52 G ) I BT X Cd i
S T B A W e, R O A P e 1 g T
AW AN - A AR S 2, ik B A A ORI
G - A AR R Gl R F S T s Y
O AW peits R M R AR R E A R S AR
Y-Cd- - LW R M BAE S Z R R AT 5
TEAL , AT X S o 1) ) 86 35 B ) 2 0 o
1.3 E5H#E

IR NS AT R, B — A B RHE S B iy ] A7
FE— 7 1 Jr) BRAE - TCHLEEAE A RHE & Cd 15 g 35K
R Al THAG R SRR, AR T -5
KA s A MLEE IR 0] B e kst - S FR AR o, $2 7t
TR R U R Z A S R e P L
AR AOR (F2) o BRI XS 15 e B 4 v w22
WA B AT Y M SRR B A AR X
IRBIHA B R ROR . K2R R A ) i
PR BB R Cd 5 Y H A1 HLREA 514
LA 2R R BRI, USRI BB AR, [
e SHE BT A A 28 55 55 2 A ER B 80 25
1.3.1 HHL+THLLE

AL+ TCHLZEE A bR AT R FH A B R 22 1 T
BLEE AR A4k ) w5 Btk X 4498 pHL A L 7 49 S5 1 A
FIsZa , TCALM RLS 5 CATE BXEE Y , R fd A AL R
Ak Cd RS o X R BN AETR FH BT K (e R 5 L Y]
IR A SETCALM RS A LB B , R 22 ff A HLIETE £k
-8 rh Cd i JRURS: , L B R 5 8 il A5 e i F o ZHOU
G KB 5% HENE ARV -4 PG s Cd B
T BN 13% .40% , T 5% 3 IE 15 77 e B i i P ARG
50% , RHERE 5 757 U8 — 34 Ao it sl 1k A4 BHE 28GR T
o —BRHME S ROR o RE S S R AUE Y e R Bt A
BUIE \Zr e 5 A AILAE ATt £ -+ 38 pH 43 %148 7+ 0.36~
0.90.0.88~1.30 15457, AK KA Cd B ot B R 43 31
23.47%~25.49% . 42.11%~47.85% , 345 5045 Cd &
T3 AR 7.15%~34.26% . 4.68%~26.25% , B} 7% Jé
SAHUREC X Cd fliAb A8 S BORE T it A AL b
— 769 —
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Table 2 Types of organic passivation materials and their passivation effects

+ 5 pH Soil pH FALAUR Passivation effects
) G =R | Ry
JHEHR gy g DROTE RO = o m st 0 Sk
assivation Species Tynes of soi Cd contents of ~ Material ‘ Dose Test e Reforences
materials Do YPES O soil/(mg-kg")  pH Before After - methods A5 Soll {4 Crop T
passivation passivation
RIEW KRR kAL 2,00 735 604 661 2320hm® KM WIAMECARER920% ML L BNA S FRAN R CAREANIEIE (51
ifr B AN 77.4%~164.8% 69.5%.,67.1%
NERERE KL 2.00 760 565 585 19%.2%  f# CdARREREAIL 18.8% FORE ERER AT RATIRE  [51)
66.9% ,66.4%
e A - 10.0 — 357 3.64~481  19%-~10% Ak TCLP-Cd F#1% 6.819%~23.31% — (69]
Kk Dt 2% 1024 565 585 1%-100  ## CaCl-CAFEAIL 14.0%-~70.6% — — ZFE NP CAFRAMEE  [15]
47 4%%~T3.2%.65.5%~96.2%
o WREL 0.10 — 52 631,65 15%.3%  #Hk CaCl-CdFEAL65.8%~72.9%,TCLP-Cd — (18]
WEA 31.29~37.7%
L)/ RS 0.49 806 852 854~867 0.1%-~05% KM DTPA-CAFEK30.2%, ol ACHAs Cdbe - [70]
157.9%~5.1%
AR — 0.037 808 604 8 3% KH A CAREIE41.3% TESIRERT R Cd 16 85.9% [71]
NEREFE R A 5.00 1040 540  6.40~650 20~401-hm> KM CaCl,-Cd P11 63.6%~74.5% KRR AF Cd &5 A 57.8%~ [16]
LRI 60.6% , #K1 Cd 7 & FE T 43.1%
KRS PIAEL 286 100 733 7.397.52 1.5%.3%.5% 4k TEMR FERTAPR D CA itk [64)
GBI 11%.35.0% 47.29 1 57.1%
AL % KEL 0488 838 553 555557 225vhm” KM RMAMBCIRIRI24%-13.0% SRR R COF R [72)
41.09% .55.9%
I HER — ) — 766 T68~174  3%-~10% Ak FARIE TCLP-Cd , B KB — [62]
H#.50.7%
WE TREE 126 809 765 80 25% i - 8 CA  RHREIT28.0%~34.0% (73]

B, RRAGSEAAEFEICE ARSI
BT 5, o0 e A I, 3 T it T A5 ki %
R AR I %o A 38 8 PR A 7 TR
1.3.2 TeHl+TeHLk

TCHLS TCHLA R 2 A it F T 255 MR A,
[ 34 588 20— B RPN Cd B AR . LEE 05
RIARUE it it T R R RS R OGS Cd &
43 S A 88%~98% . 17%~24% , T 7 I8 5 41 JK 41 &2
AR R T A PR S U Cd R 35 97%0~98% , &
BB A R o L — MR RCR . R A S
i HH R G IE & B, A K-S T A A it B 1
P A S Cd FRAIK 43.79% , T A5 8E IR A K 51
WA = AR R A S Cd R AR
46.97% , Z Fibr BHE G its B 18 = RO AR, 32 %2
& i TR EE B IE R BB AR B 1 5 g rh Cd> il L 45
A UTTE SEAE F A B R B UL UE , 3458 T A1 K A1
BT A RS Cd BB AL RCR
1.3.3 HHL+AHLL

AW+ HRE &M R 2 R AR S5
BB TC . A=W b BBl AL AR Cd HAT
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U A W B [ AR L R P AR W e 5 FL A AL A R
Jc i, AT 7E PR IR Bl Ak S5O B[R] I A Rk s 1 B
TANG S5 & 30 AE ) e HE S B i %o Bt A 21 43
AR Cd A7 2% 85 & i 65.8% .69.6%, T — % H AT
Jiti B A 87.19% , 525 WHBHIA S 3 s Bl AL AR . 042
ST 5 2 B0 A ) e AL T A TR Lt P 1 3 PP oA B
a8 AR 28.76% . 22.06% , i AN [5) L 51 A= 1y 7%
5 AR R A2 e R A 38 v A 3G Cd & it 5 22.06%~
47.90%, [a] B 3 S Hb b 3 47 Cd /R B B
30.76%~90.79% .
1.4 BEALEEL AR AR 3 2 T

TESEBR I I H, Cd V5 G A3 e A6 b 12 52
MRS A R G AETERE R 22 57, KR MR A B A ¢
%, Z 2RI T R ELAE 77 AR 06 B 54, (H S B L
FHRAA 3% 1z 5y TR R 2% A T i A,
FH 30 18 2 M RN S BERRAE A= K i 1
BLECE) b e R e RAVEVIFSFFSE Mg X
8] 43 31 24 600~850 . 250~500 . 240~600 . 450~600 , 240~
500,400~3 200,500~700 JT + t™", B BRI KA FHAH %) B
i, EUBT R SO BB AL 5 A ks T e, R A ek
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aGE R RHAL T AT B Be o
2 AEFEHHEIEENIE

2.1 EmEbR

FTRER RIS Cd BAL LB 1 B A5 LR 447 1 -

(1) el s - 3 PR o 5 Wl A L A B T 6 £
B v (2 1) 305 8 b n] AR Ha g B4 (4% R
SAALAE ) RN B - e v 6 A fer (5K 2) L {2 Cd
SRR ERTE BT 45 A ™)

(2)UTTELE A - S B MR Wl 1R A 2 T i e R ™
ARSI S (2 D 5 cd R AR TR R4 A1k
., Gy e IR R 5 Cd™ B BB R FATTIE [ Cds (PO, )] ™
(X 3), MEFS MR IR R S R J5 5 Cd™ B R B AR
P S 5 ) SR R R 2R ) 5 (Cang-.Cd.) (PO4)6(OH ),
(X4).

(3) B T2 ¥ Ve : & A R il FE vh Cd> 5
TR SR BH B T R AR T S R e (5K
4) , FETT AL Cd 176 1 B HAE B i

(4) B85 SR - Cd™ W& B b R R i &
F2 W% B 151 2 8 Ho PO 55 B B8 175 = W s 1o T o ol
R ERUTTE[UN Cds(PO.) X, X=F/Cl/B/OH] (K, 5)16-35

Cain (PO.)s (OH ), + 14H1,, —10Ca?,, +6H,PO 3 +

2H,0 (1)
FeOOH,,+HPO; <>FeOHPO:+OH" (2)
3Cd*+2H,P0O; =Cd3(PO4) . +4H" (3)
Caio(PO4)s(OH ) +xCd>—

(Caio-Cd,) (PO4)6(OH ) +xCa® (4)
10Ca?, + 6H,PO i, + 2H,0—Caio (PO4 )6 (OH )ace) +
14H.) (5)

2.2 AREWER

ATRIEBEACRRE T B TR SRR, i e
o5 b 498 pH 52 0 38 S AL O IR 07 5 R TR S D
C* 7 S P AW B\ DLTE (25 S AR A2 AT L B
i Cd {1, e nT BE A AL F 45 -

(1) 3 18 pH - A1 RS W) I 1 e ] AP D 1
R PR, — 7 T HBEIH AR, OHT S N, fie it H 5 )
BT AN TITE 5 75— 77 1T SR PR 3 T 67 H £
B0, 5 P RO RE - A PLBEERER A A  E
CA* BIRE ST , BRI Cd F W B -5 g 2

(2) 7K A IETUHE L < A1 KA LK fiff 7™ A= OH
CO3, 5 Cd™ B Ji - S5 W% B s 62 235 A g i A S AL AE )
ULVE IRIRERUTVE | 8 I8 — ik IR b AL 0T W i T 4R
P S0 i FE BRI AL 540, AR Cd s ™
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(3) B F 3 4 5 W S W7« 5 5 At AL A KL R Ca
Cd* A MR- T B, Ca> & Cd* I R B s 4
FE - RMA R AT SEBL R A TEA AR R
EEEE AR TP EE AR
23 FtEW

BT YRR CA I PEVE I ALEI7E T

(1) B8 2 e MR B - — 7 T 8 ) B A A
TR L R THT R, R 1T 55 ]I IR B S T 5 AP R A
FEHH, X Cd HA R AT IR BE 5 75— 7 720 1)
R P 2R TR SR 5 A 10 %38 1o B 2R sl g A S
Herh Cd kA AR U (7] i 8 40, 3R AT AL £ F fir
AN T FE A 2 — 25 W B [ RE Cd*, 3 pH<6.5 By
BT A B, pH=6.5 Bk Ay A7 Wz B R T A2 4 AL
I B

(2) S VT vEVE L < B =07 4 K A R0 1Y) B B 7
OH,CO3 \Si03 %8 5 Cd* e W B BUXMER ULIE W) , el A
(01 iy | 27N (A R Sl

(B)RMAECAVER: — F W L0 &H K&
SiOf A103 LA, {5k 4% iy £ g, 38 3 1F £ F £
Z B BIER S Cd ZAEBAER ;5 — &1
2L (Si—OH) M 28] Si0 7] 5 cd* & A Bl & Fe v
TE AN Cd—RE R %R S5V M AR TTTE
24 EEEMNWE

AR T Cd 5 e LB aT o m pH & 4
R Cd B 2R v RR AL fFE .

(1) F LR B - & )i SR Ak SR H R B R A
FAbL i HL B AL (-M-OH+H'=M-0H*, M 1t % Fe .Mn
) R AR L far AT AT CdP S I H B, LY
FEIE P H $E T L3 pHEO S

(2) 5 S P W BRHITE « AR R AT 5 R Y E i AL,
e 4 LA 22 1 M WA 57 A7 RO B Cd™, #4 Rk
BREREALY) 5 CATE I Fe—O0—Cd ZEXER LA 1+,

(3) R 4A1EH B A Bk R AL
REA 4% & CI TR A R e B0 -

(4) FAL IR JFAE T - Cd> 4 W B 7 4 I8 S8 Ak 4 b4
BRI, K SRR RN MR CA IAFFETE RS 3
M ST % 90 1 AR o A B o R

(5) B 284 - MORL S S N TR FLIE H Ca™ (K" Na'
FHET 5 Cd R AW, ARUE E Cd, AL AR
PR GERS R,

2.5 RIEMFEF

W HARAVEI RS FEAE LB E A E R kA0 1k
G B oAb R ) - 48 pH A P S B AR, AR
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Cd ML T RETE T

(1) 52 - S PR AL 0T - AT 8T s R,
i - 3 v i i M AT WL (DOM) il & AH AT WL (AN s
B JoT ) A HE T, $E 1 R 4 3 v Cd IR A TR S AN
lﬁ[87*88]o

()AL A FEAVE ARAEDFEFE o3 i - A 1
KEAIR S CPTEA WL G & T, APIEEE
RE AL UE Cd M i PR T A 1) 4 M TR S 5 1k, T iR
JE S,

(3) W BRHITTE : RYEVIFEFF & S LR R R A
TAARRE, TN A Ca RS S S T S A
BLY o 8t I e AL B R R R T LT O UE 5 SRR A 34 H 43
fiff ik RS VAR L P R U, S R IR AL A
JEORAS i 3 Cd* 5 5 ST Z B A% CdS ULTE , B
i -4 cd B wok .

(4) VE A 3 3 B - 6l A R 38 2o 52 M
Wy A B 0 B8 TR 04 R K R A AR 40 B E [ 2 0
W X BAA Ve, T2 Cd ZEVEY b 928
FFHLEY,

FliFFiR T -3 Cd A= WA e i 22 AR ML A7
e AR g — M
2.6 HHLAE

AHLUIEXT Cd (1 [ AL 2 AE T

(1) 2% - PR o - 2 358 pH AL A
s, — A PUIE A PL - SRR S ey
H ) OH & A= e 57 A4 S 0z, o OH- 3 i, A2 12k Cd™ T

CEAACIITTUE 5 55— T 3 HOUR R ARG, T
FEPIXT Cd 5 4 W BRI 5ir , AT REAER Cd A R0
{HA HLYBHE 1 38 v 0 3t Ak 2ok A8 77 A= 1 COL RS
B AV LR 7 AR B PR 25 T B0 4 pH A

(2)ERERE G B AER AHUE AL
TR & 2R R Re I (R 3% It et L E L% ) , il 5
CAHHATER A FA 8 C T A 5 B My W i i 4%
GG ESY , BEAL CA> B RS, SRR 5
Cd & W 2865 WD s e 1k 52 TS A IR vh B e ' L IR
5 CA iy He s, 8 SR 5 Cd I e i1k &
Yy, MM E BRS AR Z R T 21 AT Ak
BPELE W) /INT 2 B R T BOE TR 5 0

AHUNEAE K i3 52 2% , A SRR 0 A
YIXt Cd 19 2 Wi P S5 A7 78 22 5, IR T A HLIE X VE )
W ISCRIAR 22 Cd [ IR AIL 2 2%

2.7 YRR

AW B e PR L 28 S A8 4 TV R SRR

— 772 —

FAA B 2 Cd>, FEAIE Cd A= 1A bR, 2L
Tl .

(1) F W R A D < BB A 0 e 3R 1T Ak 2 B
JRFN CA™ B BN , A= 0 o 22 LR sk I 85 4 v 5 4
B BB A R filt A 40 o SR 2 T i v G LA T B 1
B AL, A2 E Y R Ay 25 0 o B G Cd™ 1 i L TR A
BRI CAiERE 3, HA Wk 2 Rtk , & pHIHAE H A
FIFHE 4 ey A e T B FL A, A2 E AL REXT Cd 1R B
e Ak 2 5 Wi A ) e % 1Y R AL P P ) 2
PR 2o

(2) 8 7 284« A= W e FLAT A vms BH 8 28 4t ot
(CEC) , KT F A ERER AR T i+ 5 cdif
Trac ez vy, B BFF ., I 1] 18 s oBE i Na®  Ca®*
Mg™, FEAIK L3 v Cd A e

B)VEEVER AT W & B YRR T &FE
REH L DR FEFR LSS S Cd AT R 5 IE L
BEA 4, 3800 A 38X Cd A Fe Sk R BRHVE T , BT
A]~$[9S]O

(O UCIEVER A e h B ) o (R R & s 1R
R [ 5 Cd* T e UL Y R, H AR W) 2 S
P, AR B R R MR R, T R Cd 1 A R T
JEL

(5) AR 4= 3 HAb 1 I - A 9 e 8 v 8 pHL LV
fif AT ML (DOC) B iR 45 1 BH B 738 e i 5%, il 3o
w2 - HE-Cd A EAE R [ 52 Cd B B YA
RLPELT],

He W B A W e o Cd Bk A6 58 ) B —
BU, FEAE S 22 BB S ML IR [ 4 T, DA 39 5 %
Cd B E AR R E AR il £ T2 5 50
N EFHURAT TS

3 RE

A 1 HE Cd {5 Y XS 85 K i A ASFREE B2
] IR it o 25 IS A R B, s B A AR —
T S ORABUT  n] B R s FRBEXURS /)N A Al
J R I R 5 58 BT Cd i gk - A 0 D AL
R HA, BB AL A HARAS U A IR B
B HE— AR AR JLAS 5 T R -

(D BEAER R R B A LRSS . AL AS
IR BUE 13 Cd A9 SR, SO BEAL AT REXT Cd B
WHICHE 2% & B 1323 AL SR 1 T s Cd TR
RS, AR AR5 v B3 1 R 1k K A= ] )
e B BAL S B Cd7E -1 RGE P AP AE IR
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Th AL TR AE RS, , A S ORI A 15 ik — 2P I
BEAh , A BEALRT R Cd B9 BARBE AL AL i A B g , 7
PEAT AR R GERIBESE, §7RWFFE L, R R R A
ICSFHARRALT BAE - Cd - -1 Z [ (Y
LR (SIS R WO LI v g i) I ERSIS e 27/ =3
P B E A B I VGRIIATR A BE— 2 4R5T
BEAL AR E AL, A A T 3 i i Bl AL OR
9 B A A B T S XS BRI A 5200

() BEAL AT R BOPREE 2T AL A o IV S it P %
AR B SR PR TN T R A EEAL ], LA
Peid B G . WA B SR A TR
MZRE PSR U B RS (GIS) S5 )5 ik s T,
M PG IR E B SRR B S T KX
Bt BUALIE R AR AT AL 22 5% , T LR G YEVEAG &
SRR (A5 LR

(3) 3 BUBEAL A RE BT A2 S2 0 T DA ARk
Z0F AL FEA B AR, R AT X TSGR
Sik T T B AL B R A e B S TS, O D FE L P P
7 eS8 BRG] I S B A i H i1 o
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