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B E MESHEGTRZASARARINESFARP AN FARNEZERZ —. &
W+ JLE kK, ML B (camera trap) 1E Y AR E W — M ERGHER R FE, £E K RAE T
FHUEANFERTRAERARS ) 2N A THEGYESEFRRFP FHATF. AL
BT RBW AR E AT LY BARBETREEZEN T ERS L. A XA T
ERBHK, FEERT HAIEMEESF I RN MAN T L4 EHI T EHRLEAMEAR
AN RIERRNR . 1) MESEAMEREGIT; 2) FH EEF4H1. 0 R X E
TEARRENEEIRE KB BE ERAEE MAFENEIANERRART H. &)a,
RKXGFAMNMTEANGEHEMRBFESHE TN A FEFERNEA, UREAEMBFDSAE
WEBHMFRETEHHRRED.
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Applications of camera trap in wildlife population ecology. LI Qin', WU Jian-guo'*, KOU Xi-
ao-jun' , FENG Li-min' (' College of Life Sciences, Beijing Normal University , Beijing 100875, Chi-
na; >School of Life Sciences & Global Institute of Sustainability , Arizona State University , Tempe , AZ
85287-4501, USA). -Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. ,2013,24(4) . 947-955.

Abstract; Population parameter estimation and spatial distribution pattern are the main issues in
animal ecology and conservation biology. In recent decades, camera trap as a non-invasive tech-
nique in field survey has been widely used in wildlife ecology and conservation research, and
showed its great superiority under the conditions of traditional survey methods difficult to achieve.
The animal presence data collected by camera trap can provide extremely valuable quantitative infor-
mation on wildlife populations. In this review, the operational principles of camera trap were intro-
duced to provide an intuitive understanding of this technique, and then, the applications of this
technique in two main fields of population ecology, i. e. , population density and abundance estima-
tion and spatial occupancy estimation for the species with or without natural unique individual mark-
ings, were discussed, with special attention to the logic of development, assumptions, limits in ap-
plication, challenges, and future directions of model development. Finally, the important aspects
which should be kept in mind when using camera trap in estimating wildlife population parameters
as well as the potential capacities of camera trap in the researches of population dynamics and biodi-
versity, were comprehensively analyzed.

Key words: camera trap; population ecology; field survey; density estimation; occupancy.

W) A SRR AN TR XS B AR ) PRy R AR 2) WL B IR (sign) , HL AN
HPANSCHIOLIN , JF X FhEERCE: FRE R EE A AR AE Bk FEE LT O, H bR sr H
TGRS B AT, DAEIR P B R Ml i BLR FAh S Bl i e 20 XA ]
WM D7 R ALAE . 1) HERM SRR E Ry, 1A Bk T vp 2l i R a8
FERTEOLT , FEIEHE B8 — i B T R T B B AL
s i LIE (o2 01 00) il D A B2 AR ) T30 7 2 2
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RIS, JUHXAT R R S R AR UG, B
AOEAEALEXE LA SE . th T N W 0 A BRI 2 i
S A8 I T AR SRR 28 T AL Sl P IR
77 2OR A TR RE S A B, 1520 SR By
25 SR RIS I e b f R M — 3R

A AL GE R BRSNS W e i J7 i, FHAILRE BIF A
7 (camera trapping) B ARZALH: 1) fix HE A —
M, BRSO TET B A LA SIS
FEAR RSN IRV, o% 25 Sh Py In s oL i i el , =
SR N AGE B 25 BOARSR UL, AHALEE BiE ( cam-
era trap ) X TEIWIIN & WA RAMF, HEm g &K
KRy, [RI-QRE X H AR i A= 55 T H0RE 2 1 e fik
FREE; 2) IZBRRE S o7 ), TE PR g¢ h iy B
B OEM AR | RS (SR AT iR ) R
WAF R, WA TEFE, JRE RIS
TARAS 5 3) IZHARTT LR R A Y 25 3
BT, Jf B KA TAE, v LI e 2L 5t
T ORISR B A5 5., B a0 sh 74 3L E 3
4) A BER N AR YIRS, A LI 51 B A
SEYIF T UL, AH HCETAb B UL AT B
) 7% 22 1] A TS 22 S (BB A M I AR Y B R BR
i) R VEER2E S /N 5) H RN (] AT LA [ i 7 B
RN AR s AT S Ty AR R R A T &
AAER R 6) BEE BRI Bl RIR AR 89 3)
PR R B R R T, D okl i IR SR AT R AR
PSS HE T R A ] W, TEIT 20 4R
K, FRAILBE B R R B AN ST — A R0 T AL

E2  FHPLBE B 89 R IR T A2 J R0 B AR AL 2%
FHECHATION B 5 AHBLA SR A ANTRE P B M RH L4
PRI ST ) RS s e A 1T RH AL R T S0 R 5t
T B 5 2 5K DA K U8 N i R 45 T 1 R
S OCHE. S5 TEAS SC b 0 E AR BILRE B AR A
SRR 25 E T P B GE TR S .

1 BHBREENRSEHYERTIERE

F S VAL 2R e ] IFE TR AARAERTE BL T,
X gl BAKCEE RN, T R AT 4 T R £ T B AR AL
RGLL A P (mechanical ) F1 2 i filh % 5
(time-lapse) " MU AL 2R Gt 0 75 0T 7E 1 i 5
WY BE IR SZ Sh W E D RS E, il b ik R A AL
M5 Ik A SXAHIL AR G AR 31 i T 827 - (9 s ]
IR #EAT E I 0 B, B T AT BT, 205N AH
ML (infrared-triggered camera system ) &R HL ¥ JClF
TN A ST s BE A K 1, 2 B A 45y

Iz —Fh A SR A S AN AL R ST, AL
SN T S ey B A, RETEARAS A 5L
e B AR [ ) B Sy s8R 4, R O 2 4E,
ST R AR LT AME N AL AT ARAIL B B 1 A= 25
FRIESE. LLAMBENARPLR G50 0 F 33 (active ) FIBL
fj]it(passive)ﬁ%ur.

F B RLLHMERABHL A ZE A 4G . £LAMER R I
i LLANARNE FIPL A RS A S MAH L
HIZRad i, H B AN 2L AR & s R i 2% 2Z 1Rl 1)
LLANAOCHRIWT, R il & A AL R #E AT iC 5%, B
Hr =2 0 3 8 AL R S8 A5 A TrailMaster
1050 Fl TrailMaster 1550 ( Goodson & Associates Inc.
KS, USA). HH TrailMaster 1550 i B A 10 4K
BZhae, W LATERBCE ARDLZ HiH I Al 5 S 30
PR Z /D FETRE S R HCE AR

5 E XAV L, $esh X L0 HMNE AR PLAE 2
GAEND A e S R A O RE I S PN 3| WS EA R A
—iA, HBEAKA ST T AL 21 AP R g8 X AR PLRT—
S T AR ) T DI A T4, JR%07 DX Il P A B RO
LR, A S AL IS, 5 R X OB
AR i e £ A MR 2 FE AT PR T fih A AR LA T
MM H Ay 3 2 H 85 A TrailMaster 550
(Goodson & Associates Inc. , KS, USA) , CuddeBack
( J5L DeerCam, Non Typical Inc. , WI, USA) Buckss-
hot ( Foresites Inc., LA, USA )., CamTrakker
(CamTrak South Inc. , GA, USA) %, LI FAHNLARSE
Bl AR, 3 JLAF-tn g i b 3 T 4 FH AR AR
PLEARPL AR G, (AR AR BLAF f D RE S s o, [ i
Pt A SR PR FRAIR T LATE S (0 AR,
CamTrakker MK-8 , MK-10 ( CamTrak South Inc. ,
GA, USA) %5, i A T2 ke isk , LA B AT v fe
Mz g, [ 7w g 220 S0 O AR BIL, B SG550
SG560 ,Ltl5210 L6210 , L AE A5 1 2 BF 41 8] 25 AF 50
)

2 VB EFEESERRPANA

H shE R AL R 45 (auto-trigger camera system )
TESN RSO0 BRI 7 5. 19 i 20 R 3
HELEE — ik Sh P fl & R R, 20 4l v ) Bl R A
BLRGIT IR iz TR A= sh Wi A, ZENENAHBL
720 4D 80 AFARH B, I 90 4Rz N H 28
ArEWEFER. H RTAHALEE B 89 0 SE B AR Rz
FARAT A S (RO e B AT 0 AT
55, MREESE (MFEESESH) , AR —
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b IX A SRR 5 T P i g o 5 b X A
£ B4 Karanth 577 ZEEDEE 24 H AR X
e B AL G B XS J 07 B2 ( Panthera tigris tigris ) i
AR, 2R H b i 51 4 AR AR AU ( capture-recapture
model , CR)Jﬂ:ﬁ_—Iﬁﬁ%ﬁg’fﬁlf Jacobson %[7] di FH
AHHLBE B R 1 B BE ( Odocoileus virginianus) , FfHR
i JEE JEE A RN AR SRR AR 3E 1T AR 2L %2 . Rovero
A8 [ st AR AL B RN LB SR A Ik, eI S
JENEMEER] T 4 FIA BRI, 73ic 5 1 ik IR
FEARRR ) W H 578 0 T X e, f 45
Bl KA BEFRARGE T3 b, (H 2R AHBLIG
BHEASA IR T B FEAHXT 2 B 5 B b a4
FEES U7 T HL A W RE. Rovero % F 2002—
2005 AETE S8 FLILGE AT Z2 M0 S iy s, JC
HASERILERE, Wk T 2z sy E e, Rl
TARMILBE BIF VX R AR FL 3h ) 59 A 2802 3¢, Tobler
5 VOV L (e AL B e A T A K v A A
HFL I R B, TEP AL A [R5 X A [
A= Wy i 1) B 3 W R S A PO (capture
frequency ) , /N Bl ) B AT FAK A4 48 AL 2. Can
SRR FARBILEG BEE + BB AL S 1 S
FER BT TURRIE 2k H A A Ty B AT A 3L 4 b
Rowcliffe 211 1o B A7 A (AR BR TG 1k L HI 9 4 o
AR AT A B, AL BT T
WREAGTE. B JLAE , AR Bt 22 7 Bl 0 T 3] o
P FAE A (occupancy model ) FUBFFY k.

EINIE 2480k, g2 & LA MNE AR
PUFEET SN BAHBLBE B 2R T I8 A, S 245 W )7 T
N ZE . — 7 T2 L AR BIL B BIF 0 B — 3t DX it A7
BEAE sy, pin. Sk A Haris ™ i e tE =
¥4 e B2 5T L b DR FH 2T 81 ik A A LA T A= 3h ) A
SHBMAA IR0 5 38 P 7E & IR X I A )
KBTI LA SRR MRS W 25 18] 43 A1 5 R R AR 7
2= A PO OSURR A b DX Ry AR AILBE BT B A= sl i A 7 1
M5 Wang 857 [ HIET AR ARBILAE PU 1| RE 5300
SRR DX I B 2 S ) X R AP ROR AT VA A
S AHHILIEA B — b %k B — il DX A et e A 1 A
RCF B RS A FEAL TS L A AR G DX R FH A
PLRGABE I A B A= sy, JFR 9T T4 R R I 25 22
S5 EOMS IS 7 B PG UL 1L AR PR X A
PLBE B A 1 B2 RARRS 5 B, JFRIE T & Wb
(AT AR 53— T 2 I P AHAIL G B %o i — e
o —JREE H AR R T W , o, p e AR
S BATHE A ) B ShIE A RGBT K A 2R

AR IP XA R BEA (Ailuropoda melanoleuca ) HEFT I
TR R T Z M ESYE R, S
AU K11 M XX 55 44 ( Panthera uncia) 3847 T W
I, 057 T A4 AR T AR > 1A 4 T Al T A AR
TAEBEAE > AR PE K 75 [ SRR 4 XA A AL I BF
ISR T R REA I 2= 1% S LA R R4 XN B AR T
PEIRDL. Wi fE T A S, I HME LU 4 W0 4
RURLIY, WALLAMRARPLAE R T2 5t i E1R
GORL, Ban. 2P 3RAEE — kA 1AM & A
LT A% 00 B 4 25 AU 5§ ( Panthera tigris altaica) 18
Fr; Feng 5524 7 v [ 85 9 55 — AT 391 375 Wi 1) 2
HeTE R34 ( Panthera pardus orientalis) 3G BB F-. H I
IR R 22 Jmy BT 3045 5 1l DX 7 o ke 22 Y A4 5
Y E R, BN HIARDLRGE B 17 B A= S b i 2
HO e UL T Li 88 (6 A BLEE B i 7 Y
N BRIER e F SRR X HE2R sh Pt A T o iR A
PRINAE AR A 11

B £LAMER I ARDLA AR T A 2 0 s ) ) B
ZREW, AMTE LI HHEARTE WA 7 Bz 8
RARAFEF A= ShYIRIRE RY E REHENT, R AR S
SC, AR S B 2 ] 4 A Ak T, SR
57 A= Zh Wy 4 K A PR SR ) ) SR BE LA AR

3 EHLERE A TE A MBS H AT SRR

LT, AEALRE BF T B2 sh W R B S B 1 0
GEHASIRY AL A O TR R R A A AR B A R
23 [ oA o P AR, o AR A T e gt — 2D
K73 2 BAT RARBRIC R B - S A AR AR, RN
A RIRC R ARDL- AR BEALAT B A AL, T
Xof X RE SRR Y ) FEAS S A R Sk
I B O WIS 0k R HEA T 4553
3.1 AHBLBA B Rl R B AR R 2% BE A T O T Y
eIt
3.1.1 A KRR iCW R pg k- B g i
ZLAMENAIBLES 5 b i E A AR A 1Y S I 5T L
TR M A 4% B B BF 28 ( trapping-grid study )™, M
Karanth "> 76 E[J 2 o IR FE AR 47 DX X6 2 52 Rl 11
HRNHT, 2 H AT 28K R —Fh BT BAT KR
PRCH A AT R SR T AR AL Oy X, e
XF IR BIAEA RS ). A EHE A . TR SE XA AR
P LL MR ARBIL R ARG 1Y WL B | T2 1 H A 4 Fh
AR Sie 5, S5 A bRic AR, Al A
BURARAEAS, IRl TH AR R RO F% . %207
W — 225 BB T LN AL T % B AR
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FESEAT 01 B8 B9 48 R A8 2R ( capture probability ). o5 —

SRS, A TRCE RO AL H AR R AT SRR
DRI AR, AR — S A 1A 0 B R4 7
YETE , XRE A RIRARIC (BN PR IS B BB
B R O E ] DL R e AR S bn i - B A
T h i AR R AT AR ARIC R R 15 BhBRiC-
FOARIAY AT AR M 3 A A R S A0 A
RV T /3BT 2027

bric- SRR 0T T A AR, R AR
SER )R, AL AR 46 2 3 W
JELSA. DN ASBIFSE J] 3 PN R A 14 3 g 52 0 sk e A
TR AR A bR AR5 2. 3l
(72 )5 J& CAPTURE (http://www. mbr-pwre. usgs.
gov/software/ capture. shtml ) . 1% J7 7% 38 & A W A~ 1
Pl , — MRS, TR R 1R R
5. FPRE T P A 5 B A ( geographic closure ) FIFf
BEE ] ( demographic closure) B JZ B E . A 18X 5 P4
FORE, 3B TT TR RE , HR 2R ™ k% B b B AT 5 (H
TEARIC MR MR AR IC AR ) FE T2 A T0 2 53 19 S5
T, AR R B A A EOR. R R TC I A SE T
AE AT, 38 e JBORE I [R5 ], R T2 %
e, WH A 30 ~60 d). AR R A28 S ok U AL
FEPIFIA R 22 52 (heterogeneity, h) 2k 374 1)
A1) 22 5% (time, t) S T 35 24 19 S ( teap/
behavior response, b). H1 ) H AR RLA 8 2%,
AR 1 BT FORUR 3 R ORI 4 RIRG
RUR. BEAD 1T TR B R BORE DB N B A AR B
A AEZE AR (non-zero probability ) , 33X i i 76 B
o b P R 1R 2 Bl fe S B, AR 4R ) o % Sk v AR A8
S R PR E AHHIL S B 2 [ B R R 6 o i
PESLB B A 2 ~ 10 km' ™.

Wi A BdE it CAPTURE 8% B R0 4
FER I ( goodness-of-fit test) 57 & BEFRME(E ( mod-
el selection criteria value ) FNA% Y [6] H %5 ( between-
model test) , MIX 8 ZABIHY vk £ 1 i BE MBS H b
SRR RN TR IR EE X RN NE A TV N
PR R M, BA s 1S5, (H% 8
BIREA/ N WIFFE S Tl AR AR 22 5 L R %o AH
BUBABIE BN SN, IS BIFFE X G 5 Sy B A 405
TR RN AR A AR BOHE LA 3552
PRI B 42 52 IO 3 i 2 AR i S 25 5 R R T Y
BOHY M, . X L % 1 22 T 5 i 5 4 32 M AR
AR AEASE R0 20T A e Aob B I R A A
AL FME I NROAG T M, B8 4 A5 DCTR] L

TR SRR M, v, SE Al RRALHE T A RE R/ Y
FLSHE. WAL, WP 7R 38 R Al B i R R DR/ B
P M, I ZE R, N5 — s 1T M, 1A A5
JEST SR E RS OUT, B Rl S 1 4 3R A SR AR
AN, PHCARSE M T Al A R /NG5 R X
PRl A AR 1 2 WA 1028

TEFPRERCE DY b, THR M 3 T 2% &
WF5E DT AR, 552 B BB b A 52 o i) BURE TR (sampled
area ) TEAEAN A T HUREFRHESEBR o 8 108 R0 R (ef-
fective area). K I, 7E 45 & AHHIL I B A A% A1 S A9
W RETR T AT T A SO RS AR B 5
AAERR At . Karanth ™! 76 1 RBIFSE i 48 T ol A
Z IR B SR AL B A B, e A SR A T
MR HRE DRI AR LG B 5, AN REEA TR
B A AR SR, 7E 2 5 BB 5T Th AR A T B
PR AE B AR D i P de S B A LG Jl— 1
ZHE , SRIGTEHAME I E—E TR A% X (a
boundary strip/ B 2% 7 buffer ) 4 BAT & AL X
NG X TEERTT A 2RI, BO8 iz R
JE B E N WF TN G B e RS S BE By 1) — 2F
(1/2MMDM) '’

TEAT A AL BE B 2355 478 2 - 4 SRS B kA7 BT
2 R B A TR — 2D 58 TR BRI )
Mrad B Im , A ORHZ 7 ¥ I 21 H A 31X LA K HoA
Pidh, Xt % 5 2 S AR S8 W 84 ( Panthera
onca) B B0 S0 ( Prionailurus bengalensis)
YR EAT RIS R T

Tt st PAT B0 T2 Al 7 WL o S A (R
RLWFSE) A AILBE B9 b — MR AR MEAS 2085 12
AR AR O BR e - F A A 5T Y Al b iR AT et
A BRATE S o SR T 3 ol ) e A A Sk PAD 4P ) 52 i
HLREA AR 45T SR 30 23y S B B (primary pe-
riod ) FIYK B Bt ( secondary period ) 2770 YR i B 4 1%
E 55 BTN B PR REAI ST 3 A ) 224 S5 e ] 3R
—EH; — BREN I Z AU B A FE
B > T BoN i B AR R R P s sk nl DL
THZ I BO N E RV RERCRE A T, AR 24 T 2547
—WEEXT B AR S, 24 BARFEN S H L
ASEWFBL, PR B ZR D7 s e sn] LA S e R I
XA E AR b 0 e A5 0 B B A ] B 22 Ak, ot
HNE ] DU TR REAATS 3 AR IR B AR R R
FGEIS ST HE R SERIRE S A, H it S R R 3 2578
2

Pric- S AR AY BR 56k T A A AR PR AR
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o5 FRRE AR LA SR (A IR IR ) 2 15 52 w41 1R
EIL7 M NHRY S E RNk TR G $ i RN SN D RIA
Xof T e BE Al T S2 M AR, HOR, s i A T8
SR S R 0 A BR 19 3 (Il T 22 Uk [
—FAALATAR ) | AR A ATE RN b 5T 4 ALY
fBE , PR 2 B0 e/ INEUEE B I AL . R,
T BN TABBILAT 1B (1423 () 057 5 BE AL i s A
S 28307

HI TELLAME N ARALES & bric- Sl 0 7 2 2 AE
1 BARP A S B IR PR S AT Bl A S 5 1Y
Y, A2 2 i 32 ) 1 AR KR R i A BT
HNHEATT I A AR O B S A 2R )
PR RE R, (EAR MEE ik B R R AT o 0 S AR
PRI, FELLAMESARBL) 2 i IR Rl X4 33
R 3 B T i A2 3 EE AL
3. 1.2 AHRRRIMCH DR R B AT 3Rk
E SR B BRORD T A AR S R T Y L 1]
( photographic rate) , f7 HiFiF ik . — &M A L
K Hf7 R K/ (camera days per photograph), 18
PAF— kS R 1P XA 2 KA O — Ry
FE3R, Al 3K R (trapping rate) , PR R 5K/ K (5
7K/100 KX, captures per 100 trapping days), A%
100 K AP X834k 1) 3l IR 4

HRAE B HI K, FPREECE BT, WEIRE 3 )
FRAHUAH I8 A RE R 3G, IR 2 AP SR 2 3
AR [Tt Karanth"® 57 FIA6 3R %0 4064
TR A T E. Carbone 4557 1 YA T IX Y Fh 26 i
T3 AR DR RO O A, I ST ) A0 57 TR
F ik 3% (independent event ) F14) F %5 i 2 [A] (1Y)
KFZ 5 MNFHA A FE 3 B9 19 AEE X 52 0 AHAILEEG
BIFAIE 5 530 A S 1) 3 PR 28 B S HAT AR R A 7 el
SrHTR R S PCRAOCI A, JFRI 48R
{AAR A (two-dimension gas model ) 17 % g iz Sl A5
L, 5 B A AR A, LI T o A 45 2R 5 4 45
R SR Jennelle 557 T SEIZ 40 M4 R, 46 Hh
L2 B 4 3 B A R AR R A AR RO
W RE R PRI Z A, HASCOCRIFA B
2.0 Brien %V FEWFSTENJE BBSNP 47 X 4 45
AN B2 ( Panthera tigris sumatrae) K HIE Y EIRS
oA SRR T BRI, YR R 2 Rl ST
(R BE AT H A SR AT AR DG A BT, b 2 R iy % i
i 3 BR - EE AR AR AT A T, A A R i R
LA HATAGTE 5 48 HRA A AT LAVE Ay X b B A5 i
B TR 25 B 19— 80T SE 145 4L

KA RN AR R PR OO AP — A
i) B A 2 AR AR . Roweliffe 517 421 T
— AN T T YRS R (1) B AL AR 38 A28 (random
encounter model, REM) AR RERE , I8 T
A RS I AR BB B U i IR 3R 3% i e KA
PO AN B B RIRA AR R R, Heanm]
DAL TR AT BE2E 3y, WOy & 1 A AL B
HALWFIE I L

N R R B S B T PU S W N e
e LB A= )27 G A P Z AR 4 A sh A
Z 18] S5 N 18] A IR 3 A AT O R T
AT, TEC MBIz s S8 Bl T ARl
HEAE R ZRIA (null model ) Sk FE 4T 1 1546 361407 .
REM WZ7E C 0 2 ) RO HLAR 8 Z8 09 BL 6l |,
RORIEF AV S8 —% M sh A AR s o 3
USRS F B FTHE T, REM X5 A 19 8 22 2% 1F
e 1) SIWIHERT S X N BELIZ 31, AR Z ] A B
ST 2) S S AHAILE AR 8 (RRRAR FLA AR 2 IR R )
PN T — UM 3) B A, RIVRPORE
FE WIS AN AR A R B A I R . A
TE Y4BV IR NIZ I, PR 7 — R I [E] P9 AH 38 04
RTINS By ] 3 i (%) T AR — Y- T
BAKTH A Z LG, BIVHERAE T A L. fEsh W) Hiblis
SRGE ST, Sl 1k 2RI DX Al 25 4 48R
AT B LI X DL — 2 8B LA 5 s s
By AR () 1 B A7 0 Sl I R 3 1k 3h R
MIRER. R, 75— & AR PR IX N, A —
5 B Sh )RR I RAT e AR DI ) e A AH AT LIS
BT AR, i AR 0 A B AR R (RIS OB, y )
MR (D) KRR KA D=(y/t)w/[or(2+
0)1g " .

REM Y 4 DMIEISHCN . LLANERARPLIR AR
WD IREAR s BT AR DN X JE F 05 B A5 B [] P 4
BEHEE o (—MRUAK AL ) 5 DL BF A= s 4R R
KN g FARUEI y A DU SIS (B T ¢ phy B AN
At B RIS AT 0 Rk, 2%
N EE AT Stephens 251 $2 1 #5 FMP A 28 ( Formo-
zov-Malyshev-Pereleshin formula). FMP 23 3 & % H
FEL A A Yy AR (35200 R R B ) Ik T 4 2R A
RPEATFRE R BEAG T — BTk

Rowecliffe 51" 75 B A% 2= g 3 05 2F gh ) A\ Il —
J5 TS FHAHAILRE B O 0 H1 2B 4T 1 4 Fh iy

Hor 2 M BER) B EEA TR, S — TR

PRI TR0 ) — Al g R BT WA Ok BT
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PSSR M, AR R A R —Fh ] SR A
. Rovero 25155 — VR4 REM MR T EPANRAE,
[ X AR AL AT T 3 — 25058, 1AW O Brien
SFUUSHRTRR MR T TR YR, i
ke AARRAMAT N AR | H 2 sh i B R 28
SIONTAR R B, R R T 25 A 15 B
il AR B AN 5T b X — AN, AT LA
SRV B SR A 40 AR 1 B O 2249 B e /b,
52 45 T s AHLIA B T 3545 B A R SRR 2 1 A
FRARAT R AL T LA MO, R REM Al i f5
(1025 B Ak R 28 0 2 BT A8 B A TR

REM AN EQ bR 0 - 5 A5 AU AR AR 25 JE A b 1)
R, A T AR — N5 ) 10 Bl A a7
{FL [ s 2l R AR v O B ALAS B 1 (R, AH AL IR
TP BEALAG &, T AR EF AR o AS Bl 7 20 R A AL
AT S5 T RE SR B S 0 s, Bl A KR 45
Hb Ty DRI B /MR 56 7 6 Fe AR AR Bt A AT 152 1) SR A
FREUS AT REZ I sh ) B8 - 2 [ A7 7 trade-off B ]
M. FiAh, BEAN TAET 225 B A i AR HLFE B AR A
B IRBCFNIBCER 1) B8R 55 (S 35040 ) 40 B G R X
ARAT S B 10 28 B A T A S i R UE — 2 0 1Y R
FEC(10 ~20 5K R FE) R AR HERR & BEAL 1Y 2
S 5 A W e PR ) Ay AR 1 S () e, DT
AR AL A 257 BRI AR AL BIF 045 B St 4t g
W SEAR TR . B AD B SR DU AR AN [ b 1Y
FHHILIE B A A 3R AR S AR A, BRI e T LA [ Bt 448 in
HLBEBIEE B A8 T A1 35 6 K BOR 3R AS e R B A 25
JR g AN H AR R R % A H 32 3 (day
range ) 2352 I — 2 B8 H 4 AR B, XT3 W4 Fh
IRAR 10 S B F Roweliffe 251 (g R il 3k
SR G Ry v A B A B 254 100 ~ 1000 d A%
HEEAZE 1000 d. BT REM S5 T HRIMAER A F
Y, SR AR AL B 000 A8 2R 1% TR 38 4 465 W] — 0 b 7
BT AR 22 52 (L4528 SR AR ) |, 1A
PUFIAE AL A B E X SO E A 52 45 SE 3T
O DR ) SRR L 3 ) 30 1 DX v R e A L
TRURRE SRR/ FHBL R B K P Rz 3
A O, R AR AL AU B 4 R i R AR, B
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