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Abstract; Rhombomys opimus belongs to the subfamily Gerbellinae of family Muridae, order
Rodentia. It has a vast distribution range from Iran and Afghanistan via Kazakhstan to China and
Mongolia, being a species with the biggest body size in Gerbellinae and a key rodent in the Mid-
dle and Central Asian arid zone. R. opimus digs complex burrow system for establishing settle-
ment where a family group of 2—3 generations lives together. R. opimus feeds Haloxylon ammo-
dendron, Tamarix chinensis, and various others plants, giving strong impact on vegetation devel-
opment and productivity, and consequently, on the structure and processes of desert ecosystem.
This paper summarized the research findings on the habitat, feeding behavior, food storage,
alertness behavior, territorial behavior, social behavior, and spatial dispersion of R. opimus as
well as its activity rthythm during daytime, and discussed the further research contents about this
species to understand its biological characteristics better and to supply theoretical and practical
bases for the effective control of R. opimus, maintaining the stable and healthy development of
desert ecosystem, and the management of desertification.

Key words: habitat; feeding behavior; alertness behavior; territorial behavior; social behavior;
activity rhythm.
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K ,1998 ; 5 EL Ak 42,1999 ;22557 ,2003 5 1k =52 Al
Xl Zht 2008 ), i ] 75 Fr 6] b F0 [ o v e E A2 88
T 7 (R MBEZE [ 1999) , 5F 410 B ( Meriones me-
ridianus ) KEWIVP B ( Meriones tamariscinus ) 25 it 15 Kl
RIS F IR — T B2 R B R (Haloxylon am-
modendron) JEMI ( Tamarix chinensis) 25 ¥4, IR Z|
S A5 TR AR Y (0 A 7 ) S AL

FEINAME R VD BT S R BB Ot
B AERE B SR ) Bl A A T O AR AR A
JTFRET 12 W58 ( Burdelov et al. , 1964 ; Mokrousov,
1978 ;X5 4, 1981 ; U Ik 4%, 1999 ; 4 KA 5F
#K,2000; Randall et al. ,2000) , AS3CEEE T B ATF
J RV BRAT A AR A 7 5 T Y WE I R, B TR Rt
YRR YRR AR, N S A S RG]
SR 5 PR R AR

1 S

RUD B Ry MBS B B2, 20 A T b e i
F8 [ 7 2 1 5 0 5, 2D BOTR 3 A1 TR 1 AR A e 35
H1 ( Mokrousov, 1965 ; Mokrousov, 1969 ; Mokrousov,
1978) o B &AM IV 25 1 0 A o S 2 R
KU BRI H  EEEP 3R  3X 3 DR AR EAK
A7 FHEL ] 29 GBS R BT 57 4K, 2000) o A5 38K
P44 TR TR A RS Tt 0% L DX R Bl 5 O UL
o A ERTUN ( Kalidium foliatum ) +H $ ( Nitraria sibir-
ica) + 5 M [ € 2 B 5E P e (5K A8 S R 5K AR AR,
1997a; BXRBFIFFHAK,2000) 760G BE 5O 5 BT 52
AR K VD BUIE B B B R A 45 B2 ( Eurotia cera-
toides ) + B Ml + 12 #2 [ 22 2 [ 22 ¥ Fr. ( Mokrousov,
1969) . KU BG4 2 b 1) 3% 55 58 5 B 5 9% U0 AH
XK FEMG B ST Balchash T2 i g &5 b X A B4R
ATHIED Ferb ) KU B DX o3 A5 b 2R - 2 v e o
35% , A REVD o 43% BESVD By 1% 5 2 1R
AR I AT BT BT, 2 H B O 50 D9 229,48 % Fl
21% ( Mokrousov,1978) ,

RUD B AR A2 4 /< I TT 58 41
LT GBS 5, 1981 B R AR 4L, 1999 5 X K AN
FFEHK,2000) , 5347 F 05 5% 52 73 Balchash i
3 DX YD BRI DT AR 303 ~ 2232 m?, AN X
T VB 69 ~ 301 A 1 A 1808 i , Hh
JEH 8 ~20 em B E N 6 ~ 16 cm, i X IR H -

PR 1.4 ~2.3 4 - 10 m7, fEHIG sh 0 X
S, T %% BE AR Sl S ~ 6.1 4 - 10 m T,
KU BRI 7 BT T BE T35 40 m DAL, TR R
JERTIK 2.5 m, WIE N2 B4 BE a7 <m” < ml
JIT” SEAN TR T i X3, 45T 18 DB 38 40 (Ol RS
2001b;2=%670,2003) , i “ 55" 27 10 ~40 cm I§
& ( Mokrousov,1978) , st4h, Kb BRA TE A HIH
T 23 1, — N5 2% B 7 = LA RV UK
PRI A5 5L CGBERAAE ,2005) o

FE T /R PR RS VD BRI R T
K EHE—ERRRE I ks T X 4 K AR &, A R T
TEERUEY) DR I AE K AR, RS HE = Vs
FATE YR ZFEE TS EOE AR N, T X
YIRETE e — ERR BT I B R A TR AR AE (A 2
B4 2006 ,2009 5 3% 55 #4255, 2007 ), #E—PHRER K
U B A Sl 4 0 - S A B B AN, DA B 5 e R
U BTG M 15 () IR BE R B A7 B T8 s KD B
YA A ARG R

2 FHITA

KU BEA W i ST R R BLE X R 2
FIAZ L1 Bl DI AR T PR AP RS MBI T2
155 19 2 0 i B, A ME B, LA ik 2 5
( Burdelov, 1958 ; Sokolov & Skurat,1966) , 4 AfZ#H
HEA TG R i BB 23 DR AR LR AN B0 i 5 42
T, IR SRR R LU S AR A AR
ANESTE, W2 Ja R B O, il AR S TEIL
ARSI, k20 IR v B AT Ay e Al 2 O
W H94T M ( Mokrousov,1978)

Kb BRI v s e S, I v B KD BRI
TR — D RIE SR, SR AMAR BB, M R P iR &
BRI, FHK 22 mm, 58 7 mm, YERICSUEET, K
b B2 BT I o S 1 W) R Ui 3 T4 ( Popov: &
Tchabovsky,1996) . 7E & 4038 ik 2 =, Bl & 3
Jn— 25 Ah B bR 8 I [ H €5 383 ] ( Mokrousov,
1978) .

TEGCIR TR S, 2 BEHOIR 43 A1 sl 5% U5
AORRIE Fh RV R 5 T2 AT Oy (3 B ANk 2
1999) o XF Kb R SUAT S TF R WE 5T, W 48 78 H b
P PR P R B AT, DA RO L PR R 1K
AL EEH]
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3.1 REfTH

KU RAEEY R R £ 3058, Wik
Z G0 R E AT NEAR B RAFHEY) LA
R RZHAEY) S A7), 7 b7 se S H HOR Al
YR 2523k 342 Fir( Burdelov et al. ,1974) , BUEH}
D BB A KA A% AR A b e, 7 BV [R50 1,
FRERRYIN 3 em 2247 0Y/NBE, FHAT AL 4 1T 2
W7, 58 J5 P U 380 A A e RS 2% 48 [ 3IR) 11 4 3 B
B AIEG R UAAR , 7 G A iz A 2% i
FUHLUBCE G RS ,2001b) . KV RGEH L 1 ~
2 m H R ERRESR (K =555 ,2009) , A WF5EIR
B, KU RT IS 2.5 m VU LIS B, ]
1% 4 m( Mokrousov,1978)

HT T4 & 5 0 AR AE , Sh W TE R B I Tl 2%
A AR R A v Y DX (R A BRI A AR
2004 ) , X fd A5 WG 1A 28 Bh ) Wiz £ ) IO R s R
PR B AT 1Y) DX IR B R IE B ) (2R, 2008 ) .
Kb EUHFETR 7 L 8 R B (Randall et al. |
2000) , — A 21t B 7 & ( Blumstein & Armit-
age,1997 ; X KINEE  2001b; 7k =554 2009) , % &
T Bl BN B/ (o S S FNSK AR 1997D)

FERFSE IR 2 5 B RV RURR BAT N . R4
F5 e SRR B, M e [ Ak 3 v £ e LA 1A
P e 0 A 7 e T R 1955 B IR TR] B fi
FEET YT AL DRI ) T /D> | B SR £ 45 2 e 1) AF X 3¢
1, VLA A R AT g JIT 46 2 Ao TR B 2t s e s e
TR & 1 (Rogovin et al. ,2001) , ULAL, i
FERFRUB A S, RV BRI TE By il 8 A 9
XA SR AR T R AN F B9 — T ( Krause & Godin,
1995 ; Mcguire et al. ,2002)

KRBT ARSI A A WA N E, B SRR
S, CASCHRIE TR BCR BRI R
B A R B 1) [H 2K (Burdelov et al. 1974 ; F
PRAEF 1983 ; ML L Ak 45,1999 ) , An SR fe X R £ #E
RE 5 ARREHEA T AT, N LLR & KU #4725 5 1)
T, DU A 56 AT SR B SR R X I Y AR A
E2N
3.2 HEEATH

BV S A AR 5] e i s ik e ) &

WRH, a1 AR S s TE Y = 21 R E
FERER ATA SR B AT IR AL (253 75,2008 )
Tt B I I] R0 B TR B AR AR 1 b Y s 2%
WS R, R AR VD BRI AL 5 Bk 7, R
JRCHTAE 35 e A A 25, W T St €0 P i P 4 ) b T B0 455
24y BRUTE A 198 G Al 168 1 53 0] 67 ST BR A % -4t 4 1)
7N AEAE ( Mokrousov,1978)

TEMBE LT, 6 HIK-10 A M KV REAF &
Wik B, il A2 22 g M A 2 LI AU AR 0 1) ¢ (5
oy, BNRKPREGA 2 ~5 M EHBECE, A
— B E AR TR AT, G AR A N 1.5
~20 kg AN BEASGERIR X EAE B 5 10 ~ 50 kg,
HREZL KRR 15 ~20 em K
B EISI B TRE RN . AR, KU
WEM A &, e YR E AT £ HA# A
AL 50 em, B 35 8 kg( Vansulin, 1967 ; [ak-
ovlev,1969)

KD B F 2 Bt 53 A7 b A e 218 TR [+ 1 A7 A
BRZES , PIRLETRBRY LT 9 A A th s
BY, EEAMAEE (Suaeda glauca) VY (Agrio-
phyllum squarrosum)) 55 B A FH P MR AR AL 55, &
10 A, —Ai 2 LU#AF 29 15 kg 75 (B2 4%,
1996) , A% nL /R M X 32 B0 A7 AP 2 o $RTUR L A
ﬂiﬂ%ﬂ{/ﬁ:% (Atriplex p(u‘ens) , LJ%&IRHUJ I ( @_(%%N
4,2001b) o i AR 72 AT, R VS B H R A 1
SYREAET 11 T B, RETT IR LY 5 ~ 10 em,
LRI B B W B 7 o, B A R (X R B,
2001b) , EWIREAF AR [R) A AT 57, W] — SR N
T BRA A7 B W0 B E B 22 ( Rogovin et al. ,2004)
KU RS Aidt A7 I 1] 2 1) £ 4 ) st 7, Ut
FAT Ry nl RS th TR A B W A0 ] R SRR AR, AN
FIH (#4EESF ,2006) .

i EAT A BURIE T S TE B 2= B
A, HAR B AT 0 DX N A BIL o3 A A 3 3R
W, BEAS 5 BR ( Dipodomys spectabilis ) 753 7 N K
YA AR YA T RAF AR, I
AR TSN A ) 2 FEPE (Reichman et al. |
1985 ; Frisvad, 1987 ; Wicklow & Rebar, 1988) , Kb
BRI SR/ N RUBE b0 i BEAE M) RV ) ) A 2 1 A
TEWEEE R ATt 35 52 ) (9 48 B S5, 2006) , U2 T
A XA SFEANEARBE , AR T 3 i R
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AR
/:_Enlk%%%/b\

WA R E (B EM4E,2007) , (HXOE R T BRUIE 8)
PR RERE RN, T AN BER 2 il B AT 9 AE R BT
FCEE i — 2D WP T B AT O 6 A IR A 1 5% 03
ARSI A7 Bl T 48 78 i T A 25 AR 48 b HE SR 00 1 36

4 EHTE

RUD B2 K 3 (B R AAE,2001a) , H
[ 3% 2 2 5 R L[] 43 FiC AN 35 50 (K Bk AR
¥ ,1997b) o PR32 AR RN v T R BE R 2, RV A
A A A 76 B0 R W ( AL S AR R ,1996) , 7E 4.7,
10 H ], R v BTG 2 22 30k BH I 1 X0 Y | B 7E
10:00-11:00 1 16:00-17:00 1 B &5 W ik B | M 78
T i B SRR AR 4 28 H RIS 2h HOA 1 A0k
B, BIFE 11:00-14:00 Z 0], IR K VP ERIG sh
5e B 114 32 R BRI PR, e 2 KV BB IE T A
I I = B i B Bl AR SRR A 4 22 0 X 7EAH
XTRE 09 H 4 17 7% 36 ( Burdelov et al. ,1964 ; B4R
HEAE 2008 ) A& 222 R VD B —4F & Bl 7K P AR
ZENT, A R 16 8l i AR ARG B IE AU
KA 35 Sh 7 B BRI TR S P, A B
JE 5 R JE B A ) &2 AR O (Burdelov et al.
1964) , HAWFERI, EZ23.00-3.00 KPR
JAA R (BT 8147 4 (Marin, 1959)

KU BRALIR, AFREEEA 2R, H
TE AR AR Z 15 5l W S 38 hn D DR 7E T 2 R i
T A B C AR T ARESR S, 1 28 e B0 5547 it
R AR, BOL KR TR & 3 SRR BT
i, RVD BV 0y B A FEAC T R e AE 1, T
Y5 — 1 B e e ( Eh R M4 ,2008)

1 H 813 Sl s} 8] 43 B 75 1, R Vb BRI 4315 ]
FEHR BE ok, b 3% 35 oy B ) A3 o5 H H )RR ] A
20% ( Hh 1R A 55,2008 ) 1 7E Hb 2 I Bl I 1] 43
R R, b 42.29%, LK (BB b
31.4% #6805 15. 2% &5 4. 3% 3248 &6 1
HAb AT LT 5 6. 84% (X KA, 2006) .

5 #HBITA

BRIV R G m H i 1 HOs AR U 1 ~ 3
HBAEME R (ZE A 7 W) |, B— L4 (A0 A% ik
2H A (g AL RN 5K R AR, 1997a; Randall et al.

2000) o JSAF I e SRR TR A BEIX ME R YT AR
FHEAE WO R Y E LR A R JE G &R (Randall et al.
2000) . FEATHE R B A 4F Oy, A 28 Ml s n 7 G
JRLAFE I FRAFAE 15 B0 R 5 4 BB B A 3 ] A= 3%
N TG RE s B AF B R AT A 45 14 ( Randall & Ro-
govin,2002) , MCIETE T, & 55 DXk BN AT B AL
A B A0, I 5 2Z 22 HE ( Pavlinov et al. ,1990)

BEVR 3 AT R R ) RS S AL A T i A
BOPE 32 2 A & ( Alexander, 1974) , —J7 1, Kb
SR HEAN > PEAE VD Bl b de s, 2 Ak =2 Tl A e
[vi) 7% 20y DX 3l T AS ¢ A= AR T B9 AH B HE R (B 2
1981 ; Rogovin et al. ,2003) , 55— 71, “ F " XKy
A1 7 A Ad A VD B I ) SR AR A A, AT
B Z A8 J 0 gl Ta] i 4 S5 4 N (o
BECHIRARAR ,1997a) .

FEREGEADN AN [T A (2 A Ta) . B2 T
HoAb AR R 3R (Anilf i S XA BB 48 ) | AR RN
X R PN SRS RS ) I R A T P BB
252 T BRI 9 2 E R ( Rogovin et al. ,2003) ,
e B T B - AR -5 L AR (hypothalamic-pi-
tuitary-adrenal , HPA ) Jll 1 2l 34 5, B L it 43 W4 16 3
BEZ s, TS R 0RE R BR | B ] A
£ N & AR T, DT S Bk BLBE T XU 3G
(Rogovin et al. ,2003) , U ERAFNG ~J 1 AE K 95
AR RE ST (HBEE AR S AL RN B B 5E
e At BEZ N, R 2 S BORU BUA M
B 1 R T A 1 = Ak B AR E (Sapolsky , 1983 ;
Wingfield et al. ,1990) , ‘5 Z AHE N #Y 2 R VD BLE
Wiz A e HOR S B, B YI5E R & 40
FU X [ A 44 1 725 22 68 70 AR 6 #5 ( Rogovin et
al. 2001,

FRORAE BN RV BN G R ST Rk, N
TPR I B0, S 4 A e X 4, B I [ AR 22 [1)
(A58 e S IR 5 T BB 3 I TR 22 ) ) 6 R T
T AN G, BEHE I ME BT o 2R T B
A Bl [ o 48 , e B D) %5 0 4w e B, — R LA
IR EA R 2 H Y (IR SRR AR, 1997a) |,
Tl BT 25 [ A O 2% A 58 40 1) ] fia] S REF% Sy <[]
PEARJ , SR (54K, 1994)

XS FEREAT A IR AN SEAT B T e s P b it A
PR AASRIBI MERLE . AR T SRR AN R A
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PRBGRZMRI 22 57 , LA R ] sk B RE AR AR 45 e KAk
SRR, EE AR ABIEST

6 REETH
6.1 AT R

RV B I A AR A BB AT R, S
BF, R BRI 2 K — PR R W R T e S D
Bl AR 7C3RE ( Randall er al. ,2000) , 47 BEEHEA I3 1E
TEARARIN E R, RV BN 4 M i S A5 Bk Il
M T AN 2 A IR B AT I DSk AR A M
(Mokrousov,1978) , 4 AR B &L I, Kb B
PR — RINVE TR W) 5 IV Bl S R 1) b
iR LB K TR A IR 2 AR AR , e LS AT b A
1B T AREAREEEE T, K VD B4 DA My 42 % | Jf:
ARSE 0 ST BRI T NMREAIAE L W
P TRl RE LUS 0 gk 2l 53 0 e
ML, J5 R Ui il 1 T ( Randall et al. ,2000 ;8% K31
4,2001b) , Ao Bk B oA — o 1 25, B4
M IR SRk B — & GBCORBIAE ,2001h) o W%
T DI A R A AT Sy, A LA ] 4 3V g
Y LA BT AT Sy, o 2R 5 O A gy
(Rogovin et al. ,2001) ,

RV BUE A 2 Al A B fER R, URIETE
AN 22 4 B9 B % ( Hoogland , 1996 ; Brock et al. ,
1999) . HRE I P H A5 H R AR IR 2 %5 )
O, Y AR F IR 28 m 247, RVD Uk A
EEAAR Ay BEEY 18 m ZE A7 I & Kk Al
MY FEES 12 m 2245 I & H AR B Y 1 I A pl e
KT, 4 % FS T 3 s B0 A5 5K (Randall &
Rogovin,2002) . WAk, R Blid m] & H A 6 A R 1)
M I 355 GEER BRI SE AR, 2000 ) o SEALL AR T K 4
AT R AR HAb B B 28 3h W) vh IR # WL (Ran-
dall, 1994 ; Randall et al. ,2000) ,

TEAT 2 AR 2540 EAEIR SN #E3E  fir
A ARHERAT S B S B B AT T s BRUL T
WSRO, AT WL i ) AR 2 — A )
S Wit ARG R 15 (Randall et al. ,2000)
WA B AR S A ) T A% 338 R R A 12 OC 5
Y 2% i AT L2825 2R A0 TC {1 a8k 76 B 4% ( Hamilton
1964 ; Taylor et al. ,1990,Randall et al. ,2000)
6.2 X TRIEMH & S Y SOv;

HT AN ) B 4 2 0 4% 5, I B e AT X

81 AR TR], v BN A5 =X A Bl 22 R[] ( Randall
et al. ,2000) , X T AREHE AR A RFL S, Kb
SRR HLakE A 71 7 Uk i B X e I RO B R
(17 S 15 = N = = S A . 8 7 AN [ A ¢ Hennessy &
Owings,1988) , HoR F R S B F R & 47 R b iy
SET IR & (L BLRTR M 2004 ) |

KU BT R R Ie a5, ARk
A7 BT F1AS, Ry B B B R R 36 3, ok 42
oAb 0 B0k R F S RS ol B A
£ e = B = WL K2 78 DO S (A
B AEAIE G JLor s B3R (BRI ,2001b) .
6.3 SUHEIT A/

o1 T & X R T, sh P T BT AL 25 5 AR
AT RS R, B R S
T, SR Zh 8 B 45 0k, (HUR 0 TR R R, R
TG B R 2 7E 3 24 i 2K A2 ( 3% 20 LA 5K MY
2004) , ARV B2 BB HE AR R 2
U R AR A B TRIAS T HH A 1717 40 BRI AR PR &, R 7E
EECRAL T, & A & 32 88 JL T IR 08 £ R
(BB 2001D)

XFRUD BRI T, SO 77 22 IR 1T,
AFXFSF-2H V) R s 14 B 58 1 T B s B
BRI A Nl A 1 XG5 e A e e 7 R U RS
FIFB 6 K & (B AW 4E, 1999, #X K BIAISF 4K,
2000) . PR BRERAS Wi 30 ) BE % B Bk e B
et MO A A b FAR R X a1 DU e T2 M ik 3
Py AR o St 2% o | 0T e 3 g PR A 25 A
X5 = L IX ( Bowers et al. ,1987) , Kb FUHE &Y
JESEMG VG S, (H IR AT G4 R i 37 3 SR it i
EHR BT R T O B rhus 240 T AR X
Fi g X 3

LRAT AR KU RALE IR, RS
SR ARG T E R BRSSP
R A B W5 GRIRAE BN T A
KU Rk Ab I 2 Hp 0 B AR RN

7 HEITA

PHUT O R RV O N R R A R AR —,
R RS AT A B G, Vb BRORs FHT 4%
R, IR WA R T MY BT (5555,
1987) , WLAh, RV SR 4 A7 16 22 4F 73 3 b4 S A=
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e E30HE 3

MREDHC, B a8 A0, B AR M Ry K R E] 3
G BIXY RS RS Al S B By H BRI
45.2001b) , HELY BRI S, KV R Hhe
AHXT 855, Burdelov 5% (1964 ) 75 M4 % ve #7 3H Bal-
chash IIXFRIC T 4063 HRVD A, o iR 73
SRR TE 50 ~200 m fUA 65 HAMKY HE By ik
1.5~5.5 km,

XoF £ DX N A [ o7 ) Y 722 A ] 00 Ry 2 S IXE
RN I BT o RV BT 5L IX 43843 1 A
JEAR— TE— B i o A b TR — X s 8 P
UG SO, ZIE ST R A AR R R
SO BERE T U R AR B . FRE D)
HC 260 T B TGS B A o7 5 Bk A4 22 0 e % & RO
Fo e 1 X (5K BT AR AR, 1997a) o

PO FE P A2 U 32 807 2 X T R TR
AMWTSE ] 45 75k PR it 3 B AR Ak AL D A DL e d)”
R Xof DX Sl R PR 2 P 7 2R S

8 /N Z

TR FR AR IR A A5 R G S AR AR
SR BE B BHELN | 1A 4 (A A — 2 B FE I
2% LR, KU RRAE T E U IX A R AR P K 43 A
R AT R A B 5, R VD BB WA L 1 i
FE AT, AR 2 RO RIS R] H )76 3h 2501, Sk
TR X 23 [) S5 Jo 1 1) 52 i) S5 R SR A AR IR A SE 1Y
b

WEJEZ B fEE ™ ENER, BRI
B o A E A T (B RIUR AR 5, 2003) , 5 L[]
B, At R Py R VD B 32 55 A X Bk, A 45
g H N PR, TR N S (R A R
1983 ; JEl 37 % ,2000) . & TEELIARZ I R
SR 2 HL AL A P S TR S B 4
55.6 71 hm® RIARHAM, BFE LA I 69.5%
(AR5 ,2004) . A T F 41 BUE He A S R
GiIEH UIRE AR Z WA S R G A T
KU BIFREAGG , @R KD RRE S,
PRI AT, BT RV BRI sl i 22 - 3 LA 14
(FE KPBIER FoKE Foeas) it
FRAGFZ IR, T8 7R RV RO S T AR S R G ) S 1)
IHIRE 0 3 B2 R A Sh R0,y e B T AR S R
GE A RF R SRR BAR LR 2 2 % Sl BT K

BT BOSEA T, 3R T DX 3 phy o 00 A0 2254 114 g
SR RLAE, LA DX P T A A A T A S ik
P rfr A VR, T0I0 AR e LA FORLARR |, Ay e B AE i I
SRS B i B 2, 5 3 i B9 VD R A T A
SHLTERR RIS B 345, B R U S A B 3R 5
AR ELAE O 2 S HA AR it v S A A e 2L
WRR , WY SRR e R 2%

S 30k
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