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M E UEHIMKEMAESRAANFARME, HEEWA KL N IR KA .
S HA 54 AR B % 15 A3 #4032 1 Ecopath with Ecosim (EWE) % 4 , 49
RTBEAKAREHESRRN EWE A T T MBS R R OORA FERT
BftZ B ERX R FINAMABHESRE LM NERRIL, 2WER BHA
MABMAESRAARANREERFEERE B RTEEERRIANZE R, UK
FREEAES | BN ERRLE(28.8%), REEARFEN 11.2%, LR & R %
IWARARA TS RTRERRN G AER R EFE NIRRT RGEE B HE
A AR ENRRW R HEI, £XRREEBMAESRENE/ SR E (TB/TT) H H#3
B (CL)An # G4 & A48 (SOL) 271 5 0. 163 0. 123 F1 0. 018, 25 & 2 47 & W1, 48 B 204
BHAESRAENAEMNES,

X HEA 217}#7%, /ii’&, éﬁ?ﬁﬁ, ﬁ%’%flﬁiﬁ

FESES Q148 XHIRIAR A XEHS 1000-4890(2014)5-1413-07
Construction of the EWE model of Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem. CHOU Qing-
chuan', XU Hua-lin®, LIU Jun®’, SHI Xiu-hua** " (' College of Life Science, Shenzhen Universi-
ty, Shenzhen 518060, Guangdong, China; * Neilingding Futian State Nature Reserve, Shenzhen
518048, Guangdong, China; > College of Ecology and Environmental Science, Inner Mongolia
Agricultural University, Hohhot 010019, China; * Golf College, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen
518060, Guangdong, China). Chinese Journal of Ecology, 2014, 33(5) . 1413-1419.
Abstract ; In the present study, the biological composition of Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem
was divided into 15 functional groups and covers almost the whole process of energy flow in the
ecosystem, including mangrove plants, zoobenthos, phytoplankton, zooplankton, birds and detri-
tus. Ecopath with Ecosim (EWE) software was used to construct the EWE model of the Futian
mangrove wetland ecosystem. Furthermore, we also analyzed the state, characteristics and nutri-
tional relationships among different species, and evaluated the current health state of the man-
grove wetland ecosystem. The analysis showed that detritus was the most important source of en-
ergy flow of Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem. Energy flow occurred mainly at the trophic lev-
els I —IV. The highest conversion efficiency occurred between the trophic levels I and I
(28.8% ), and the overall conversion efficiency was 11.2% , which is in line with the flow effi-
ciency value (about 10% ) quantified by Lindemann. The system took the most abundant advan-
tage of the trophic level II. The functional groups at the lower trophic levels played a key role in
the process of energy transfer, and their impacts on the whole system were very strong. The eco-
system overall characteristic parameters—total biomass/total through (TB/TT), connectance in-
dex (CI) and system omnivory index ( SOI)— were 0. 163, 0. 123 and 0. 018, respectively.
Therefore, it could be concluded that Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem is currently in a trend
of degradation.

Key words: mangrove; wetland; ecopath; energy flow.
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LIRS AR K TE 32°N—38°S 1y A I s o1
Vi )l P R A P B (% S0 22452007 ), B 24
F Rl S R G 5D R G0 T 1) — 2Rk
MR AE R RS, HA S BAT i e RR K R
5 | b M B AU AR B e AR e B A R R
GERHEPEA S R G R | 2 BT U AT T B2 7 1Y
RS RBEIX (EAAFRE,2002) , A BRZCH AR I AL LY
1500 J3 hm® | 3K BELTRARRT AR R R A S R G
Ui HEAEH (P R 445,2007)

A FH LD PR DX b — 3 T X s
() B SRR DX, BB Tl A PRk 3 B R, 530 1)
FI45 HOO AAREE 2 km, T30 EE AR BE AR
PP JE H 2528 76 S8 00 R0 B T R R T
A FE AR DX A 25 R R T SRR B R R 50 4
H2,2000) , ATAER, [ AN LLR PR RO T K 2 4R
HIEXT LD 25 R G BRI A 2 B S R 5
B 7T (#JE R, 1999) , WIEAN 5 R G
W5 AR A 2 L, AR50 223 4 3
1) R E R L ARRR ) BRUIR SR AT 3 | I X oA o ke
J5 T A T

H: A5 iE Ecopath With Ecosim ( EWE ) #5574 & —
PRI S 35 8 1 24 I B 44 3 AR 38 R G4,
WA R GRS I 8 B PR (A8 ,1999) .
HIHH Polvina (1984 ) &, bl J5 iz 4K 445 A T Odum
(1969) %5 iy A= A HLS A 5T AR, FH A HT AR S &R
Sra5 UIte 21 18] 5 W0 T A T2 22 5 1) R s v AR e
%4, HAT EWE EZfH Pauly . Walters (i1 5 K KA
HIHRAF A L K A ol Hr o, UBCFC) LA A Chris-
tensen ( [E PR/ A AP o J5 45 HL 0 ICLARM) 45 i
TR AT TAE (RES55,2007) . EWE BRI FE
R R GRS — B PR R o] DA R N %R
BRGEWRE FIE B R LRE (BRIEES,
2008) .

AZSEE A [ & B4, R8T TR
KA RGE, AP il B2, (A7 o n] T
Rl A=A R GE(Han . & B AR B ELE S RE)
(Dalsgaard et al. ,1995) . H R P 4228 F) iz
RN RS ARG T KEV, IS T2
o AT A AR RS ) K 5 Sy SEm, 1A
EWE A= 2530 T8 AR (A7 A 2T MO b A 25 R
SR AR AR SR R PSR 8 i 5 %o A
FHZTA AR b A 25 2R 8 1A 25 40 AT RE SR 4 7000 25
AT, DA AR LR AR 28 R GE R A Sk & Il 1

N , A PR X A B BERL AR
1 ARMEXEHRTIE

L1 fF5E XA

A FHELR ARG DAL T RIS ZR LR (113°56'E,
22°29'N) . ARG, P4 2 4200 )i P v , TR GA
367.64 hm? (18 1), 1% XU AR KUK, B I A
e 2 RGP M e IX 5 4 4R B 22.4 °C L1
FASAR, B AR 0.2 °C,7 AR, i
R 38,7 C AR PRI 1700 ~ 1900 mm,
FRETAE 4—9 A 42 KA 1500 ~ 1800 mm; 4F
SFIARXHEE 80% ; 44 H BRI %02 2000 h ( £ 5
FAE 1999 J AR 7 45,2012 ) o Ad HHELR AR PR X2
TS b — 5 T3 HC XA 2D AR AR SR 2
ARV IR [ B fige 1 3 - F A b Rl R
7 (T ATHE, 2004 ) R EBR LA 90 2R PE AN 2
AR Y B B g (B84, 2000 5 5K I R AR L
#,2001)

i SR PR AP X el LA AR | ] U |
1R G AN G R 3 S IRL v ) AR P W 2
ARIIVR  HETE A5 A0 L AT B, S AR BN ARbR, A
LRI AR, — i 4 ~6 m, LIRS B BN
( Kandelia candel) . KM ( Bruiguera gymnnorrhiza) |
Hl A€ B4 (Aegiceras corniculatum ) | SR ( Avicennia
marina ) & 8 (Acanthus ilicifolius ) %5 (R RIBSE,
2009) . VR AR i sh W 32 A v ek A
T EEUEAE ) DR T NSRBI o A
TRl s EE DU A s Fe B B AR 2R
F (R ESF,2006) o RS L ETETELLMART
T AR b, 2N ST RS SR
RORIRMEE,2002) B2 rh DU 500 3, e L
Mk A 5 H 19 B 55 Fl(BREEERS1995) .
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Fig.1 Geographical location of Futian Reserve
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1.2 W5

AHFFER TN R KRASG I EFAS LR 2= el
.0 (UBCFC) it [ B 7K 2 2 1 5 0504 38 o 0
(ICLARM) Fi & i) EWE &4 (RIS 55 2007 ) , 4
I LMD A2 R G EWE #28 F1I
JIr ST A 10 i BN SR A T iZ A B R GRS
FEAE SN R b 22 (6] 1 7 500G 3R 55, TR IR DI
LTI AL 25 R S B BUIR SE AT VA L 9F A 3 X
10 A PRI DG A B2 Ak Al

2 RERHE

2.1 EWE IR EEAC 5

EWE #iRIE LSRG R —RIAEAES
BRI DI HEL ( group 1¥ box ) ZH A%, , iX £E D HE 4H A1 45
AHLERE PR —Fh s —Fh s 5 —4F
WA 2H BB — S AR AR (AN ) AR W) iy £ — el
FEY ok —Fh R A 1) 5 — AP WA 21 45, A ) RE 4 2L g
W xS RERE R TS TP R R AT
R A S R GE B D R 2H 4 AR SR A X AR E 1Y
ARz AR A RGN B A S AR A ]
PHARXERRIT .

Q=P+R+U (1)
K, Q MiHFER, P HE & R NS, U AR
HEEYR,

RSN 122 5 HE  EWE BiRE LS RS
RS DIRELL ) BE i A S % R Tl . 4
B M e NSRS, B RR
NEBRGET D YReA , B AR FR N .

P,=Y.+B, « M,i+E,+BA,+P.(1-EE.) (2)
K, PoATIREAL @ R R YO T RELL @ 1R
WA R M, INREA | BB EET- R E, N
Difiedl i MiFE R (iE R -EAR) , BA, A Ui
i YR BER EE AIIREA | AR E R
R R M, = P.(1-EE,) AR IIBELL i i HiAt
FET-H

Q) TR — RN .

B, - (P/B), - Y. B - (Q/B), - DC, - (P/B), -

Bi'(l_E{Ei>_Yi_Ei_BAi:0 (3)

B, - (P/B), - EE, - iBj - (Q/B), - DC, -

Jj-1

Y, - E, -BA, =0 (4)
X, P/B A TIREA @ MLE =S A MR LU AE, Q/B,

NIIREA | BOTHFE RS A R A, DC, A B R
AW i R EEY) j A R T L

7 EWE BT E i AR AR S A B,
P/B, /B, .EE, DC, Fl E.. ifi 4 A~2%h %458
43 A A, DC, WSR2k A RO, Foflo A
AT C A S BAER R AT s FAR T (4
#,1999) .

XS RS M T FEOR A, AR E R TEA:
RGN REH Z A1 i 8l LA K& D RE 2 1 2E
Y24, SR A Y s AE g Y I i i sh it T E
A, I ARG A& A E IR R ] B A LA
A AT 53T ( Mohamed et al. ,2005) .

2.2 UrfEddl sy

EWE B rh DR AR 73, T2 RARIEEEA R
G R AR G AR 25 2 BIE (224, 2008 ), - AE 25
AL (B SR DT AN AR A )
SRR RIET S LR B M, EWE KR
IRed iR 43 T DR DL T 0] (5K 25 35 %5 1998
Christensen et al. ,2005) :1) 7E & EWE #5811 fig
MR st ferh, 2T E - ADIEEH2) WAL
R BERE AR ZSSLAR ] SR AL A R R R 23 2] ] — 2
REZH , AN 2 HI4% G 1Y A W) 03 28 2 1 O vk ke X 4
3) BT o3 B B R 4H 2 RE B A T T S AE S R G
HRE Ui 3l 1Y A AR R, U P SR AN G HE R i
TEYIRELH A REBR /D

FRAE LA L D0 52 B 30Kk i T SRAsE R AR
FH £ PR 3 AR 2 R e &) 73 15 D IIRELH (1A
?ﬁ:%, 2002 ; R & ,2009; http ;//www. ecopath.
org/ ), 739 S A AE B BRI (6 AF A=) (BKON (20 4F
Az CHEMEME ORI SR S W SEEh W BRIk sh
MR 2B HAWKW S Y PRI Sh Y PR
Y1 S
2.3 UIREA Y S HORIR

TEASBIE 58 i @S2 ) EWE B | B 00 i 3h
FRERTE YR (1 - km ™) R FE R, BHEIH 1 a,
JITA e 20 1 2 85 3 SR R T 52 b i A S 50 4L
e, [F 3228 22 QRIS ZL R AR AR 285 R 48 b HoAy
SR ) (EAAFRAF,2002 ) FC PRI AR FH LA AR H
B RGWIIT) (KRR IRE 1998 ) 25 SCHRBORE, JFAR
PRIV LR AR b A= 285 2R G2 A8 5 A X 8] A R 52
0 AR AT AR L 1Y) T R
2.4 ALK

ARWFSEHE S B9 EWE A58 2 i 25 p A 2 A5 )
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JIE A5 4 S D REZH 1 B B AN o i A A 0 DR T
i (BN 7N, 2007 ) o B A AR AU 38 3] P-4 15 e e 2 A
UEO<EE <1, TEATA AR 25 28 48 N Xt A= 90 B TR A
AIRER TAEMEA G RERE, TEWIIR 1 EWE
RO — AR I — B AT REL Y EE>1,
it ZE A B B PR EE<1 (R IBEZL,2005) .
IR R AR R fT AR A A i AR i DR R T Y
AR (PRI 55, 2010) |, 24 i A J 4 B a6 4700 46
ST G AN AT Sk e A5 3 — S DI RELH Y EE> 1,
X AT ] AR o 4 [ 31 eR RS A X
(I 20%), REZMBEEHEFAR 0<EE<]
( Christensen & Wahers, 2004 ) ; 8¢ 7] i 13 %% 7 Ecor-
anger PRUEFEATAH AL, th R &E B Zh A % i A 1Y
SR AT T A S 80K B i B AR HEZ T 1Y 5
404 (Kavanagh et al. ,2004 ; FEAH A% ,2007 ) , ¥
S i AR RO H A S R GE R EWE B AL A
GRS U O

3 EREHMW

3.1 HEFRZEIWREE D)

N AR BN R IR G B IR RN TT
Pk R F RIS 20 AR b AR R R G 15 A AN T
REH I E TG I R 6 MRS E R (PRIEEM
Ik #r ,2010) , Horp g SRV A VIR AR Py i AR
®1 BEHAMKEMESRS EWE SRERSH

Table 1 Basic parameters of EWE model for Futian man-
grove wetland ecosystem

% gl B P/B Q/B EE
(t-km™) (a™") (a™h)

1 il 4 W Aegicerag  300.1 0. 400 0.750 0.220
corniculatum

2 i (6 44 ) Kan- 433.1 0.500 0. 800 0.350
delia candelia

3 BRI (20 4FAE ) 347.8 0.250 0.400  0.325

4 i B0 W Avicennia ) o7 0.400 0.700  0.120
marina

5 RS Sonneratia g 0.700 0.900  0.262
apetala

[ .
165 Sonneratia case-

6 i 345.4 0.700 0.900  0.420
7 Hseshi 7.834 4.000 5.200 0.601
8 gL NHILY] 7.785 4.320 5.000 0.829
9 PRYR A 1.238 9.265 12.71 0.818
10 2Tk 0.770 7.000 22.81 0.697
11 HAb MY 0.0493 143.0 150.0  0.499
12 TEWES 0.682 40.00 192.0  0.214
13 TR 2.059 252.0 400.0 0.270
14 B 0.478 1.000 99.00 1.000
15 B 2147 - - 0.026

B. Y P R Q. AR EE. RSB RAACR, BE (H A
RIZH,

2 EHARKEMESRERERAEAEFRNERETE
Fig.2 Energy flow pyramid of different trophic levels in
the Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem

oAV |V RIVIES FE 2R AN, 7 R A o e L
AR AR, B RS B AE R HE KRS E
DB/ N IR R BEARLT B e T A
(K2),

N 2 ] UL RN 2R AR b A 25 2R G 1Y A
WK 4158 t - km™? - o' Hih SMIE AN AE R R
160.5t - km™ «a™ B E N 3768 t - km™ - a™ | &L
MAEE RN 123.6 t - km™ - a™', MIFIE &K
105.4t-km™ -a’',

3.2 HEFRZMBER SR

T RGN R A3 LAWY, B
TER G IABAT M A Y, Hae g )E i g X
R AEIR, FrLARR R sl b, Bk R T % E
() 7 EVBB I IR LT 4238, X 156 B R 45 1 g Ok A i I
BN FER

FRE—EHRRZIN, EREL WV V VY
ST A B TR T A TR R BRI,
WK 253.5.50. 14, 2. 627.0. 0962 F1 0.00329
tekm?-a (K 2), BEALECRS B 28. 8% .
8.4% .5.8% .5.5% M 4. 4% , B AKEEAL B FE Ny
11.2% (£ 3) .

R2 EHAMKEMESREZER(t-kn™” -a™)
Table 2 Total energy flows of the Futian mangrove wet-
land ecosystem

HIRG BN Wl AN K R
Vi 0.000083 0.000060 0.000665 0.00249  0.00329
\ 0.00345  0.00184 0.0195 0.0714 0.0962
v 0. 1000 0.0513 0.532 1.943 2.627
] 2.798 1.402 10.98 34.95 50. 14
I 55.63 17.38 112.1 68.42 253.5
1 101.9 3749 0.000 0.000 3851
Gt 160.5 3768 123.6 105.4 4158
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®3 RYIZIAMRBHESRERERRZBRERENL
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Table 3 Transfer efficiencies of discrete trophic levels in
Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem

I 1 v \Y A\
= - - - - -
)8 28.8 8.4 5.8 5.5 4.4
pENiiztit 28.8 8.4 5.8 5.5 4.4

3.3 KRB ZBIAHEC R

£ EWE B rf REHBAR T MIT(Mixed Impact
Trophic ) BB 54 D TIREH Z M Y E TR LR
Pl 3 S 2R i AR 7S R G rh A D BB 2 22 ) 1Y) 4 77
KFR ., MR P A EAC R, PR AR R )
RUNE W06 [ ) R/ INGRR AN (R Dy B 4 22 [R] 5% Ml 5 557
A 530 A R 3 S M A A 8 [ /N 7R 5 e/ )

HFegh) ARz ka2 2B HAK
AP S ) 0 U Bl 0 0 SR 43 Iy R 2 7 A BRRGE Thl
TR R OCR, Watah W ik shd o
WA Z BION L2 AR F W W i B s i, 7
Ui sh Wt FR 52 sl A B I 1 ARUR 552 W) 5 JH At SIS A9 2
YIRS PRI WEAE Y , 2% B 52 sl Wy A W
B AT R 3 K 2 T RE A X R S 0 A T AR
v S A0 2 RN 22 B IR 7 A G T R W R )
Ui
3.4 BB RGSERHE

EWE B T] LSt — RGN S50, 7T DAE — 2
JE L RAE A58 22 Gt B AR B S P R o S B A
fiIE . TRV 21 AR AR 25 2R G2 1) AR A S 4500
#4,

R BRI RIE R GBI SEL, B B

A B C D E F G H I
A s = @ L) e e
B =3 < < o =3 . o -
c o - : -
D ° o #
E - - - B .
F = < - = o O = E=1
G e - : ° ® e o - o
H o O O <O . @ = -
1 L - L J [ ] -

B3 RIELAKKBHESREEFRXR

Fig.3 Mixed trophic impacts of the functional groups in
Futian mangrove wetland ecosystem

11V g R S i, PR P RIS AR e s AL SEEi Y B Bk B
C. MR, D. ZBIEE. HAMIRWZ Y F. Frsh¥; G Hif
TP H. 5281 A,

x4 RISORWIRMES R G B HHE
Table 4 Systematic statistics of the Futian mangrove wet-
land ecosystem

e il
BERE( - km™? s ah) 160.5
B R (- km™2 s ah) 3768.0
B (L km™2 - a™!) 105.4
B ATEEE (s km™? s ah) 123.6
RGBT km™2 - a™h) 4158.0
BAEYR AR 0.163
RS 0.123
RO EHEIEE 0.018

FEAD RN B R LB ) B Y R
TRYINTES 210 MR A S RS0 T 0 4158.0
t-km™?-a  HPH123.6 t - km™? - a  HIRESE,
UL A Y 2 09 A AR R TR Ak
AR i H R UE G IR BL AR, R GG B R
3768 t - km™ - a”' HEANRGR RN 90% LI, iX
T RRAFEA AR H KB —F 534 BT 25 TR ZI A AR
MR AE RS, X 3R P TR 2D AR bk Ak
Tl MR A Y I AR A R S 2 0 W
WV AR NI B T 3R = i R Gk
4 it it
4.1 FREAIZER

R0 A 7 R LB R 1 R R SR
W ELORIE MR ETHAE R ORE B IR 1 Ik
BENFER 1019 t - km™ - a”' LA RIET
PEJE, RS ER B IHAE R 1Y 63. 5% s N E IR
MIRETL A B SR T ML BB TE R G A
o7 L B K, A ) s R RV RE TR 92. 6% FI
6. 1% o AT UL, RIS LT RO b A 25 2R 8 R Tt 1Y)
FEORIE WS fen TEAERK | -V ZHH
3, ARG E RN N A H 5wy, M
B RGN BRI R E SR LR D B SR
GV LL BT T DLW

RIS LT AR A 5 R 50 b s B R R BE T e
TR BAR, KH 4 A BT, R b &R
(11.2% ) fFE WS A S R RERBCR B =ik
H(10% /A7) . Rl m s KA 1 RS 1
BIRYZIE), EWE AR B PR TR
R, X LR A R G AR RCR R T
AR SR RRAR K S Y e o I 1) B R WL
RPN AR S RGN A K= RS o o, iR
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SR

K—Esr M Re 7 RGP UURL, IR K T R 408
PR PR TS Y2 i mT R (RVERRSE,2010)

W H S AT RE AL ™ A WA I, B &
Hot HEURedl = R B R, A FARE FR
(D) BELTE 2R G R B A% 38 i o R 2 AR S BY
YER AT 3 A R AR 7 iR B

A5 R G R AR Y S AT R ) RE AL
B, A R T T DR 2R G R R 7
WA R, A/ S A — B R
K (FEWHA,2007 ;25 5%, 2008 ) . % Hed5 BOFI 5 58 2%
B TR BT ML) 2 2R G2 N A DI RE A 22 (B R 1 R
PRI I 2 2R 48 P 45 S T BB 4 22 18] 1 Bk &R
M 2% IR BN R G A2 MR BO R T 1
( Christensen,1995) , TRINTE 20 B MO Hb A= 5 R 48
B B AN 0. 163, IS B R G 20
BPEFE BT B 0. 123 F10. 018, 22 B YIS 20 R
RIS R S H A IR
4.2 1R EORMA S RGBUR K B R

P48 FH 2T MRS 78 0 LAt A (LA 25 RGeS AU AR
FL# , 2 BRAR H 2D AR G S e/ S & (TB/TT)
AT L PG L ERIAT I ZLR AR (Wolff et al. ,2000) , 5
G AR (CL) FI R GE 28 B FR £ (SOT) A B A%
T H AR 4= 25 R 8 (Suzuki & Tagawa, 1983 ; Pitch-
er et al. , 1998; Wolff et al. ,2000; Pitcher et al. ,
2002 ; 255, 2008 ; BiAE B A 4K ,2010) , B4R H
ZT R AT i A 25 2R G I S A AN A, 2R G0 P R 20
FE W 5] R ) A 0 IR A /D | B W 2 a) (R B &R
P, B AR X 87 5, R e F BRI e 2=

NS FUT A 15 B0 AT LA Y LA 48 2T R
AR AE 25 R G P R LD AR ) 22 A ) At A= 5 D5
Bz, EYMZHARKNES, FEHUTFIRREE
B T, R I AN W o S 21 AR R T R A A
Wb, HUR AR I e Tl TS K B AR A S 5L
PP X K52 2R R R BE A T5 g, B, R IX N
LI ZREVEAR, 2B AREE # B — | e X SB[ 3R
ML EVER T Z RS 8 T N B 1)« 4l 1
AT LD (TR 233K 55,1998 5 TARZRAE,2002;
LRI, 2012) , WIS £ W AR TR M A 25 R 46
MRS T TR, WA PR U it , 4 2 (IR YIS
SIRARIB AR S RS — D KL AR R AN
Difet— Lo 55, i 2008 RECR MR HAE S RS
ANWTRAE (R RIE,2012)

4.3 IRARSESR

AHIF ST HE T AR ZL R AR 2R A R G
EWE B A %A S R G ARSI LA )
Yiih Z B BB SRR R A HEAT T 00 JF M A S R 4t
A BRIRHEAT T AR E A, 115 HL A P 37 DX A Bk 4 B
Feft T —E BRI [ ot Xk PRI 75 A A
MBS T —E B TIUE RS . TR A R AR
& VR ES RGBT
el T AR BR AR REHS DR X T W 2% FE A A
(BN : R 58 b BRI 9 7 3 A L1 AL R B A
Yy, AP LR R (4 A i o A X3, R AR A
BN R P OR BERS LA I Y R R R
I FLE 55 I8 HE R, B LR GE b 2L AL A
AE B DA E Y EL R, HAE LIRS B B X
BHEANEER, PR RE VR b LR U5 T TS 1) RE B
JLP 5 S REVR Y 42 30 5 ZDAR AR A= 25 R e v - 4
PAE Y RAR B, (A 50 R RERE LA
K, MO B RL AHERR R ™ A2 T — 2 AOR2 IR ) , AATITRS
PR aE R i — 2 W 22, L, 72 LLE B TAE
BB = R AR SOM T RE T, LA 4 4 v o
SRS B TR L

i BRI SO A RARPRERELL THELES
ey Bt LEEFERFEATS F RO AL P
#3551

% 0k
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