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W E IHREETFFBDRZARX A LR (Pinus tabuliformis) 4 7 8 & & 5 454E | %
BAAE T E H AN A HE(Betula platyphylla) # 31 7R 1 ( Quercus wutaishanica) # 8 4 F¢
AT AR 4y A2 ot At vk R A B R B MR FEAT T, SERE WA A Tl A0 4t A 2%
WIANRBER(HEKE RE BE KEWEUFARLNKE 2 FE4T8) &
FEARMBEANNSTEERDE LR, AHEFHLRB 2 RAKY 72.88%, K THEHAN
27.12% R A AR A 1B R 7 om i AR 4D AR R B R R 0 A, R A AR T AL Y BRE £ R R
MYMER LT RN EERE XA UERGFHLRAEN 19.74% , R EBEELEF ;M
KU ERA, K G TAMHE, R REHFERFNHE R X R RAERNEE S
M 4 AN T th gy A BERI 2 3 2

KigE RAMK, KRB HEER; ATRHH,; REMH

HESES Q948.1 XEKFRIAAY A XEHS 1000-4890(2015) 11-3050-07
Phenotypic diversity in artificial sapling populations of Pinus tabuliformis in Ziwuling
Mountain. WANG Xian, WANG Xiao-an" ", ZHU Yun-yun, DENG Mei-jiao ( College of Life
Sciences , Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’ an 710119, China ). Chinese Journal of Ecology,
2015, 34(11) . 3050-3056.

Abstract: The phenotypic traits of needles and branches from four artificial sapling populations of
Pinus tabuliformis were investigated in Ziwuling Mountain of Shaanxi Province, China. The sap-
lings were planted in grassland, shrub land, under Betula platyphylla stand and Quercus wutais-
hanica stand. Remarkably significant differences existed in seven studied phenotypic traits (i.e.
needle length, needle width, needle thickness, the length/width ratio of needles, length and di-
ameter of current-year branches, and the number of needles) both within and among populations.
As suggested by the phenotypic differentiation coefficient ( V), the majority of phenotypic varia-
tion occurred among populations (72.88% ) rather than within populations (27.12%) , implying
that this pattern of phenotypic variation could be largely explained by the environmental factors.
There occurred a moderate dispersion degree of phenotypic traits with the mean variation coeffi-
cient (CV) of 19.74%. Significant associations were detected between any two of the phenotypic
traits, except for the association between needle length and width. According to the cluster analy-
sis, the four artificial sapling populations of P. tabuliformis could be divided into three groups.

Key words; phenotypic traits; phenotypic differentiation; environmental variation; artificial
population ; cluster analysis.
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TN, FERIYIAY R ik b R e AN ] A, R E
AL 7 A B AL DR 3R TR A S A A A I A
b AT F BT X (Pigliucei et al.,2006) . FEHIHIHE
ve b R L 22 1) R 5 A 95 2 A A A S R Y
R A SRR LA ST I 22 5 SRR ) A TR AR
A2E 5 A BT 1 g PRI DR 5 W bR 254 T R e
JE K53 fa 7R AR DR AR R i A 2508 15 A0 o34k
AR FE (4K ,1991) , RIS SRR LT AR
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YRS EREE R O I, SR T s i 2, DRt
F TR B IR DT AR Y TP 2 18] 25 A
SE— MR Tk

Xt RE B A SRR, Sl T AR A AR
HERIE DX 2R I | RS 1) R 2 728 S o s HOX PR AR A8 Ak
AR S ( Nicotra et al.,2010) . il A PARTE DR Y
WFE , 467 R A 35t 1 45 48 e 72 S LA, DT I AEL )
R AL R (2= WIS, 2014) TR AR 7 2 YA F
5% (Ayele et al.,2011) BEE BLhilt, BUAS SCHF 5 X I
M5, KT (Pinus tabuliformis) N T AR5 3
TV B R (IRAEAE 2005 ) Bk 45 JEE 23T (i 26
4520105 % 4, 2014 ) | BEVE 4540 ( F 4%,
2009) MKTYFh 2 FEVERY 2 ROBEAS Ja (A IESE
2014) A7 s RO (X s J3 45,2013 ) | Sl
PEFFIE ( REAEI A, 2009 ) K+ 3y 04 57 (5K A 1%
85,2006) 7, 4T 47 B e IR IR AR X TR 1
TR LA R e f) SR UM R AL S S G5 A 355 1 £
KR AP T AP T 54 AR M I HE (Betula
platyphylla) FKF 3L AR B ( Quercus wutaishanica ) BT
f 4 RN TIMAR A AR R RE D BIFFE X 42l Le
A NTARA LIRS B it FOAL 25 0 7 SR BUPEAR (B
KB I R KT L S Y AR AR B R R IR |
o G R R) 1 22 5 SO RUEUA LY R B L
IR (1) AR A= 58 25 AT N Tl R A4 b e 2
RAPIR 978 SR ik, (2) dl i X L 4 B [R) AR 35
N TAMAS B SR B PHR A 22 57, #7512 XN T
LR AN ] AR 5 1 A A3 R FE— 2y A I
XN AR PR ) b R R 224 b I b AR ) T80 | R A K
AL T R ABIE A

1 ARMREHARTGE

1.1 BF5EIXHEAL

ARSCWFFE XA TF-1 U0 B i , B PG 45 ) & B 2 3B
EREARIX., S e DM 1 B i i R AR IX 22
— AbT 108°27" E—108°52" E,35°9" N—35°33' N,
IZ X I il 2P R X, AR R K & 580 mm, 4F
SRR 7.4~8.5 C, CF M 140~160 d, SIS
IR < B2 I 7 L1 R 7 N2 S8 S BN ) R G TP
Y, REF I, B B SR R S R AR
R EFFNGERBLIE 58, %k BT H A s el (X 57
1998) o X - BE BT A R+ SRR — | 451
B .

AR AR BRI S 2% ARIX A R AR I A1 A7 1L

RBRAR AR | FIHERR 1147 ( Populus davidiana ) HK
8 MR VEARKLY) £ B SH A (Lespedeza bicolor) |
VP ( Hippophae rhamnoides) | 8575 1% ( Rosa hugonis)
L AN IR BHEY) , & F 25 ( Carex spp.) FIEZE
(Artemisia spp.) %58 T WA Y (B ,2006)
NP Y AR ARG K, IR s Ak s, A 20 T4
60 AFARTF R, 32 Hb DX I TR AR LA A2 FRIE ( Ro-
binia pseudoacacia) } F W) N T ARFETE (5 F5 18 55,
2014) , HAHE AN @ bR b, A B8 iR S AR B
TARGIAR, o DLl AA S 320 A TR, BLE i e
AKX, IZIXEE T 2008 45 F 76 HOHE HEAR M | A
( Betula platyphylla ) FRFNILZRHE ( Quercus wutaishani-
ca) PRFPAE T — LR 2 AR A= AR i, LADIRG A
TAMAA AR BT RRIR SSAK , 280 6 4ERY AR K, B2
T 4 B [6] 8 A R B AR R | S i IURIE S it 1
HAE
1.2 HPANEA S EORR S

TERS 75 W R IX 4 T ] A5 19 il | BB b i) A
T 2014 4F 8 H HEAT, 1 2008 4R A AR T4 HE R
A ETRERRT R AR BRART B9 4 B XA 4 it
RURPFRE A DX S B WFFERE L, 7R TRl PN B AL
BEE 34 10 mx 10 m BYREDS, GEdt e N TR
LA BORREL, TR BRI DT N BEALZE U KB ok
HUE B GIRS 5 Bk, FER R AR 3 A% 2 4FAR
B YA AR 2% TEHEAR N | FLREAR AL A BRAK R
A RAA YIRS R ZBOR 3 A 2 AR AR AL B S 4RE
AERSR IR 3 L, RIS Sy 1 PRAIE SR Y — S0Pk
A BE TP AEZR R b 3 AT AR ER T B
TEREA B S5 AR R AR 52 B T HH A £ 0 10
IR [ I U S T e 1) 3 A S AR AR B IR BE R AR
R A AR BT B
1.3 MRIE

Shi 4 (2013) A Ky, iMAR Y 1 AT 5 0
PE 1T ANBRIAEA 2 B RT3, 0~ 150 mm H 1
Jebr R RO E BT B FE RN BT 174 1/2
3/4 ABINE I Y 98 R EERE I 3 AR A S B (EAE
BRI SERE SRS . B BRI E 10 BT T
MR FERE R K IE T MO AR AR R K
& A EET T A TR R BIMEAR
L4 o3Hriik

I FH SPSS 19.0 Xk 4l A Bl e i) 7 AR ik
TrimERIH I Ir 22538 A OC o3BT SR .

REVMERE (Vi) AR PR 1] S 25 07
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25 AR NGO 25 00 Lo, A (E AT L
o 7s FRE R 3 AR BE B KN (BT 4 ,2004) o AR
FMAE(1988) A, Al
V(%)= [8../(8,.+87) 1x100
K, 8, WAENR] Jr 22405, 82 WP REN I 25504
75 S FRAOPT R IR (B B B O R AR S S R
AN P RN G o N N /NS W
CV( %)= o/ux100
K o IbnifEZE w - FHIME,

2 ERE5SH

2.1 FPEER SRR IR S A S

4 FORFEAEBESMT, N T2 FEny 7
ARARIRTER R 2255 W3 (F 1), Ry
A7« AT K B B R B R AR R I
K EARFRER /N 15 | IR A 10 K S /N
FEHANEE FEARFIRE L AR BRAR T FIRE | AR Fib
o HARAEBUR MR BR K B AR B AR
Mgl 3 AR B KAE Y R R b AR, R
FREEIE S/

TSRS G B R SR T AR B MR
TTHT 2250 BT AR 0 IAR G AR 1) 7 A~ e TR AE A
PR I RS ) 22 S 0 $2. 3 ( P<0.01) (3R 2)

PR B, B IR AR AR A AR I SRR MR

R1 4MATHARTER 7 PREMEK

RS B BTSRRI S 5
BEARHAT TS MRS 1O B 5, B & LI
S EE (AR R 28 O HL BT A0 5 Bl A O
HR SR FE (8055 , 247 AR % 1 A PR 1 18 et/ )N
2.2 N TR R R AL 501k

N TSR 7 AR 2 A - fe R B A
FEl ok 40.92% ~91.69% , Fdse K i R A i 98 e
e /MEREI SR 2 522 (3R 3) o ISR 7 3k
FRUPEAR B0 [B] - 2 R R oAb R K 72.88% , KT
TN 27.12% , BRET IS8R R REUNT
50% , AFIFENAR S50 3 oAy 6 YRR LU )
AR T 3K R IR 1] A5 S S Vi A Wy g R AU AR SR
() F2 R UG, AN [R) A T ALk 1) PR3 2% 12 25 S5 I 1 o
THFA G F A S S 1) F A
2.3 N TIMASFIRE IS8 SRR

N TR G 7 A e PR 0 - 34748 5 R 4K
(CV) R 19.74% , HAZAIEH 2 11.46% ~ 33.09%
(R 4), FrHRIR Y AEA B AR - 3722 S R
B A 13.87% F1 27.57% , &t Wk AR 14 B P s
JIN TG AR AR AR PR ) S IR FE W, SR I A 58
A IR 25 S X AR A B AR RS R R

[Fi] — P R AEAS [R] 1% A= 355 1) A S P O ], AR
AR TR 25 BN TAIM A LA e ) R 7R MR A
FE22 5 il B[R] FORE 9 7 39 48 S5 R BT A

Table 1 Seven phenotypic traits of four artificial Pinus tabuliformis populations

FAIPEAR F AR R HEARA: 5 HAERR ILARBRMT
K (mm) 96.90+15.03 b 86.83+12.72 ¢ 121.84£16.49 a 120.02+17.14 a
58 (mm) 1.29+0.12 a 1.1720.17 b 1.05+0.13 d 1.070.11 ¢
5 (mm) 0.69+0.09 a 0.60+0.10 b 0.44+0.10 d 0.45+0.05 ¢
K I 75.19£10.62 ¢ 75.11£11.56 ¢ 116.19£13.30 a 112.11£15.50 b
FE S E (em) 32.58+5.43 a 23.52+8.39 b 13.68+4.95 d 17.08+5.67 ¢
A% 4 HA%E (mm) 8.50+1.31 a 6.93+1.88 b 4.06+0.73 d 4.59+0.74 ¢
B 4cE (3F) 200.87+47.67 a 136.09+55.83 b 47.56+16.82 ¢ 59.69+19.25 ¢

ANRNG FREF R ZE R B (P<0.05), F,

®2 ATMMRREMIRE T ESHT

Table 2 Variance analysis of phenotypic traits of artificial Pinus tabuliformis

FAIPEAR 5 FAiH
FhFE ] FEEN Bl AhHE ] TN

K 134330.893 4087.097 208.091 645.538* * 19.641* *
55 5.276 0.476 0.014 379.888 % * 34.274*
e 6.754 0.183 0.006 1115.402* * 30.232% %
KFEL 228771.368 1528.862 155.409 1472.057 * * 9.838**
(3% 31938 3110.783 117.903 32.312 96.273* * 3.649
AR 192.875 3.903 1.385 139.243 " * 2.818" "
EF I H 230452.317 4181.510 1279.694 180.084 * * 3.268* *

% % P<0.01, * P<0.05, FIAl,
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x3 ATHRMBERIEERNAZENERRESURY
Table 3 Variance component and phenotypic differentia-
tion coefficient of phenotypic traits of artificial Pinus tabuli-
formis populations

FRpEAR TENE TEMRERW(%)  FRIME
P FREEA e ARl RE(%2)
LIRS 289.431  129.300 46.17 20.63 69.12
-5 0.011 0.015 22.62 38.44 40.92
I JE 0.015 0.006 55.10 22.26 71.22
KL 504.983  45.782 71.51 6.48 91.69
R 66.508  28.530 52.22 22.40 69.98
5% 3 2 4.199 0.839 65.37 13.07 83.34
R e 5028.240  967.272 69.11 13.30 83.87
e - - 55.16 19.51 72.88
T4 ATHBRYOHREERNTRRE( %)

Table 4 Variation coefficient of phenotypic traits of artifi-
cial Pinus tabuliformis saplings

4 A N T A S FfoRE S/ Sy < AP R
(23.45% ) > FAMER TR (21.19% ) > 1L AR BRAR T Ff
T (18.88% ) >H AP (15.43% ) , T2 W B s FpRE 1)
FAIHRASE MR &, T AR i T R b AR S IR A A
5] FRE AT A i A — Bk R W R AR S R
BN AL TFHEA A RIS 2l B, 55 ) BRI A DA
FELEE G K GY GRS B 5a 4 BREE S Bk g, Ul
RIAS AR R
2.4 N TIMAS gl R ] AH G /3B

M TSI 25 R TR PEIR A9 Pearson AH &4
BrabRn A (22 5) , FF bk B AH M R B R
BAH K S E MK 5 (0.818) , 4T 58 SR
(0.809) , &t B Lb 5 81t 58 & b SR SR B 3 B
FHOG  (EAH O RBORN K 5 AF AR A SR B 5 AR AR A

FRIPEAR ELih A B UREE CPHEIE AR 2 £ Ky B £ s
i N U T R I R A TR B0 A
K 1551 14.65  13.53 1428  14.49 KZRE 0 0.904 F110.908 ; AR AR R FAE 52
5 9.39 14.04 11.92 10.47 11.46 AELE RS AT R A B G MG B B
LiEs 1315 1623 21.89  12.04 1583 . ) . e Ja
KSEH 1413 1539 1144 1382 13.70 0.918, BV £ AvK 98 JERIME B 4
MK E 16.66 35.67 36.17 33.21 30.43 FSEE 2R BF I L RE (4 K/ NS R I B R 58 3 2447
Kkt 15.44 27.16 18.03 16.11 19.18 o . N R
A e 23.73 41.02 35.36 32.05 33.09 HERE SRS MR Z TR A AE AR 8 3 B AR O, HAR G R
SH(E 15.43 23.45 21.19 18.88 19.74 #1>0.900,
£S5 MR RREVEIRET Pearson HX ST
Table 5 Pearson correlation analysis of phenotypic traits of artificial Pinus tabuliformis saplings
FRIEAR RN 5 = K FE L [5%:3 95 Mgtz
5 0.007
e -0.287* * 0.809 * *
Kit 0.818* * -0.548** -0.673**
52395 -0.358 " " 0.573** 0.616 " * -0.584" "
RARIEAE -0.426"" 0.625"** 0.705* * -0.668 " * 0.904* *
i it -0.524" " 0.512"" 0.672" " -0.689" " 0.908* * 0.918"*
- 39 H S 2.5 N TS FRRERABI RIS pr
YT TIMASFRRE R 7 A FAEIR R FF- 7 B
PRES  AH AR D AT RIS (1 1) 4 Rk
LARAEH 4 W ARKECOE- 5 BE S 5 A, 4 A N Tl AA S il
FERT RIS R 3 28 Horh FUHEAR S Rl 5 I ARBRAR T
R FIRESR AL — 2, BEHOF0BE AR B A5 B O
—3,
WATFE 2 3 3 i

E1 mgRREERERS AR E
Fig.1 Cluster analysis dendrogram of phenotypic traits of
Pinus tabuliformis saplings

3.1 N TR LR Ffe 2 A S o I
T XA AKX 4 AR  N TA Al i
f 7 ASFRIIVER 0 b e B, N TR 2 By R T
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ARTEFPIE N BRI (] 22 S 8B | 2 (P<0.01) . A
AR LI P R RO 72.88% , He b AT
I BR R 1249 B 73 A R A3 A 68.24% il
79.06% , 7 > 3% B R 7Y 22 £k B FE 40.92% ~
91. 69% , AL T HABENmHA i AN LR 77 3%
WA 2R 305 T 208 ( P. koraiensis) (22.07%) ( 5k
PR 1999) | A (P. bungeana) (22.8%) (2%
WA ,2002) K H Y& A (Larix olgensis) (26.2%)
(k& E 5%, 1995) 1 & ¥ = A2 ( Picea crassifolia)
(27.18% ) ( EWERNAF,2008 ) , [ i /25 F #4242 ( Halox-
ylon ammodendron) (56.3%) ( Shen et al.,2015) .74
J At ( Hagenia abyssinica ) ( Fh #f 8] 28 5 f K
34.1%) ( Ayele et al., 2011) . JC B ¥ ( Sapindus
mukorossi) ( 62.21%) ( -1 ¥N 45, 2014 ) | W7 V1.4
( Phoebe chekiangensis) (41.43% ) 55 I F A4 Fh | 154 BH
TS ZI A IR AL AL T K R K iy is (78
S A LAA e AR 2 O AR ) s A R AR A
MIRE T X gL A8 St T R A JER P 45 AR R Y
RE 1, NI 7E R A I 7= 4 254k ( Nicotra et al.,2010)
A Sl 4 Fob 1 () A2 5 o 72, 88% , Bl it Y o5
27.12% , F2 WL TR DB o e o 20 2% S5 ) A D5
FRRE AL, 3X 5 XU W9 45 (2011) X AL (Juniperus rigi-
da) (66.63% ) FIBF T RAREEIT , WA e i [a] 1)
I3 RT BE A 3 AN [ (9 AR R R B 5 B s B
AR ( Nattero et al.,2011) , F e [a] 49728 55 SO L T b,
b INA ST W= E P ta =7/ E Uil B A = S C Sl D A
77 ( Daniel et al.,1989) . N Z 85 0 H F AN T &
MR, T AR T A () A A 5 1T BORD A 23 A1
WA ELLARAS A A AE v BeAb B 4010 30 b 2
B TN T AR ] Y A, AR AR N Y 2 S
PR SE FEUAR RS E P, bR 1] 14 28 S D0 0E s e 1
FELEAN[R) BRAE b 35 B 0, B (BB WA )
TN RS (PETT B A, 1995) , R T iliiA %)
W3 o PR R BE i, 355 G T X AL T REAE
SR e R AR A ) A
3.2 N TLAMAR LR R Y 2 Y A2 S A

N ARG REFR AR - 3472 5 RECE 19.74%
7 ASRAPEAR ARG FITE 11.46% ~33.09% , X 5
XK ELAE (2010) X A4 ol S 1 AR 110 R B A 4
BTl RARFEIT | N MRS 09 34728 5 2 B0 N T AR AL
(39.05%), K T JIl V5§ = ¥ ( Picea balfouriana )
(15.96%) (Z=7A8%,2009) | B2 (12.098% ) Fl
T 42(10.58% ) , ULHH N T iHAS DA A etk 1

BB T K, AR 4 N TR LR
FIRE, HEACFIEE (23.45%) PR B IBORE I K, 1%
BES VD 2 B 2L 4 (Lonicera ferdinandii) | ¥ 4%
( Rhamnus utilis) SFHEARR A ERKE—E, &% EE
K, BT HEAR AR FFRD B AR A R A A
[F1) 8 22 S A AL BB IS BT AR YOG IR Ky | 35
SEAFAE DTSN 22 5 S5 4, DRI S BOZ AN P e 2
PR I8 742 S i 8 5 A R R O, A R R it Bl A
HOESINEIRES ST

705 S R S B W e o) AN () B 58 ) 8 BE T, A
T SRS ZIR AEAS [ A 458 T fad it . N A
WA R B A AR KB RRE | BEAE DG
RS I et 55 , LA IR A FLE 5 TS 4 2R A 2R 1Y
A ARARES by 32 A SRR R0 TERE AR DA il 5 L]
Fil 2B K I HEARAAAE B W D TE 4 76 FLHEAR TR AN
ILARBRART MR DG IRER S, A 19 £ K A2 IR 2R
) B, DU AR 25 5y 52 A 5 B 5 1 52 Wi 177 7 A A R 1)
R Se BZ AR AT m A gh i, il 70
BRIy KRR SR AR AN ) B8 g AN ) )
IR S LA 0 02 A% B PR B8 %A AT B B AR
S ARG 22 R C AR
3.3 N TTAMAS gl R UM AR B AH DG

N TAMFA LIRS 7 A~ R AL IR 0 AR G 43 B 3
B, AR AR A R AR 5 B AR ) 7 e A 2 B A
KRFR, RUIARF A 5 AR LR A R ok 5
BE AR RS0 A AH OGP AR A B R i A K
R E R T . o R AR A R AR
G A BT, BT ER B S-S A LA, i8R
TR AR T 0 B8 % LLRIE A B i TR AR
1 Y AR LR A AR Y AR T B S ma AR i A 2R
PRI B 8 TR B Y A A R 2R i PR P AR Sy F
FENTIMAA DB AR B SRR . A AR Y A 1 328t
TR R 5 G R R W J5 T B VR 52 ), N AR A
AR A S P 85 PR 3R 5 Wi AR (S8 IR 452, 2009 ) , 34
A 4 FAESE T G G REGR LSS , AR AR
RS 5 BRI M A /N | AT REAS 2 LA B i R R
FE BT, W AR ) AT AT BERG AR ISO G IR
RIEARLETOCEIER . AR IMA SR & IR 4 B 1)
BRut, HAMER S AR R A AR MR TR AR DG R, — 3 3
[ 2 i N TAAR SR 0 8 33 AR K s A WF T R B AR
B Y K /N A B AR B O AR A 5 e (E AT
2000) , {H 3 A Hhid ok S B RS 2l A7 e A P B4R
AN A5 N TImAA gl 8 e 2k K 5 AR A A K K
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FAN T LRI
3.4 N TAmARghRFRER 732

XEN T AN G B 7 A~ B MR 1 R 2 o
Br, X 4 ASFRERT 200 3 28 AIMEMR T ST AR T
FIRER L2, F R X IR T AR K IR B B A
oL, C AR e RN A I AR AR il
PRIt il 5 22 | [] 10% A A 1 4 3 5 o sl o
FH AR 223, Y 0 T/ MR I B GR HL B PR il
FALIR AL T 45555 S IR ) 0 et b b A Ol IR 78
JE K B, BEARFIRFS AT E , 7T RE
AL WIFIRE I | Az K AR — Iz 5 ] I E AR 1Y
SR AN, A W SE A B8 1 T g3 Ry B A RN
(AR TF AR SRR RE T ) 5w 4 SN (2 Tk &8 14 4
i 4E H DL A= A7 9 88 1) (Rodriguez-Garcia et al. ,
2013) , TMAASIIN SR Z W] Y 55 G R IRAE S O
T« — 00 7] ] B EE AR A A D e 5 B ) 2 B2
K, RN KB REARTFFm THEA ; —J2 2
AN HA SR LLRIIE B & B AEFE, R A K
THEARNZT,

HHE/A SN R E el 7 8 N W R < R IR T
PR, AR B 45 TR L T b IX A 32 ) AR
2 — (FFAEAF,2005) , WF 58 H T FP R i 3 2L
AR XEE BRI A O AP B P A B L, ARy
BET 8 R R TR AR X 4 AR N T A Ly
RERZIIPEAR | R B HAL o R 2 U A A [) A 455 A2 Ak
G, O S ORI TR A A8 TEANL
TR YA B JT 2B A1 45 2 OC Hi B | R A 55 e 1) i
/N SEER TR 7 A ob s 0 LR R /RS DL AN U N
o6 Ky VEFRAE I TE P AS FOANTEE s AR IlRA Y
AARAR KRR EE 32 BD6Rm mi K S, fir LA E
THPA YRR FIPE B A 72 oy, 2550 4 1 e H: il il i
T B PR T AR T, 3 I B HOAR TR Ak A I 3
ANIFRIHEAR , AORTE N T A 41 1 RN AR B 4 A=
KEF . A SCHFFE R AR 0748 5 06T A TS
R A E A —E S BN E, X T A T4
B A ARBH T) S 5 A B A AT o i — D R A
T,
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