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Response of wetland plant functional traits to hydrological processes: A review. LI Ya'?,
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Abstract; Hydrological processes play essential roles in driving the growth, development, repro-
duction and distribution of wetland plants, with consequences on ecosystem functioning of wet-
lands. Here, we reviewed the research of the functional traits of wetland plants and elaborated
that the research on the wetland plant functional traits is conducive to understand the distribution
characteristics of wetland plant in different environments. We could forecast the responses of
plants to the environmental changes based on the connection between plant traits and the environ-
ment. Many hydrological factors, such as water table, wetting and drying alternation, water
depth, water table fluctuation and flooding, may influence plant functional traits in wetlands. To
adapt to environmental changes, wetland plants alter functional traits such as plant height, leaf
and biomass allocation according to the dominating factors of hydrological processes. Plant pheno-
typic plasticity is a key trait in determining plant viability under different environments. However,
few studies have examined the belowground traits of wetland plants. Future studies should
strengthen the research in belowground traits of wetland plants, with emphasis on applied
research of the growth and distribution of wetland plants controlled by water level.
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YIE B A S R G BB U A, oS540 D)Rg
FIAE S FAE BB L5 G S O b AR A PR 1 LA AR 5
Ty Be Fe Pk (BR B H, 19955 4% & bR 4 2011 ; Moor
et al.,2015) , 7RI RGP IR HIK SO R B
FE U8 VR HAR ) 1 A R0 A, X6 b AR ) T 9 1)
AN AR AT B 2L 5L, I de 2450 ) A 0 A AR R
Bri 25 A6 T2 N (3O ORT AF, 20085 B 4k MG AE,
2010) , MpHb /K SCREFR T DLGE 5 18 K SCEE R R SR
I8 AN [FIZK SCEE 2R 233 2o 52 0 98 Hb, - S A 58 DL S H:
PR PR 2R 5 Vi) 340 1 AR ) 1) A A R 0 N A AR AE
(E24355, 20065 FEOLHT A, 2008 ), /K AL 3 Ak
Ui 7K A5 AN K S AN, A Ak 3 AR 25 M 15 LA 0 1 A
KRB, IR 38 HA N [ 4 B 4500 R AE ) A s | i
IR b AR 1) 2 AR Bl ) (RO TSR, 2008 5 4
W54 ,2016; Lin et al.,2016) .

) B D REPER AT LA S WA 4 % S D IR 451
AR IE N BE ST ( Moor et al. ,2017) , 3285 X 38 F1 %5
FUBE LCBAE D RRAE B 48 A, AT 350 D0 A 49 1o XoF &b
IR 5 30 B [ NV ( Weither et al., 1999 ; Dawson
et al.,2017) ,H FAVERI T W 3 AR ) %] 7K S A5 Ak
BME Y ( Lou et al.,2016; Dawson et al.,2017), BF
— ez B RAE T RE H AR WX KA K RS IR R (A%
5 2014 WREE S 2014 1R 4025, 2016) , HLAF 7T
TR HIAE W) 55 4 0C 2R BRI TR A5 SR AL 1Y)
KA, AL R N TA50K 85 A B AT 4, MR 2D
Re PR IR A B X b A ) 9 325 N7 P R e D

PRSI b AT ) D) e DR 00 0 b 7K ST 3k 7 1) i
JNE % TN T bl 7K S SR A 8 A T XA A 7
AR VBB DL A A AR R R e 2 OCEEEE H b
TP FE 7K SCAE A A 7 rp A3 W AL A T A3 11
FE B AR 25 AR G i i B . AR SO T oK SCak
-5 DX 25 -0 b AT P D e R Z TR A OG &R, B o
4T IR HAE Y T RE MR B9 5T i R | 253 T R[]
IR SCEE R IR A7 Al i 30 o 5 i A5 DR 28 1 %o 3
HFE D REMEAR P 2 S M | 2R G0 5 45 1 b AR ) D) e
PR 7K S A i 1 1) S5 BT A 9 0 2, I B A R
o LM AN ST B 7 1], B TR R 4 I T e v
FE) D3 RE P AR AH G BF 58 TR 1 Az 25 2 i 50 42 it
2%,

1 EMEY IR R R S R

L1 SR S REMEIR A E o
HEH Eh REMEAR IS 15 38 1 52 e A ) A K B0

FRIEE T T[] 452 e AL D 365 5 B AR TR 285 L A BRI 4
PR (Violle et al.,2007) , "B BETT LARAEAE Y ¥ Fh 2
(] (4 22 S, AT L3 o 9F 90 1 R S A AL )
X AP IE N o X T AR P AR R B H R
EA, FHARYBIFFT 322 FAE P 1 R0 18 b A o i
TTHIHE 4 1 43 25 ( Boutin et al., 1993 Hills et al.,
1994 ) , I I A ¥ 2y RE R 4R F 5% 188 b AL 0 %) b
TR AR 0B SR ) o A B A AR A B W
(McJannet et al., 1995; Chapin et al., 1996; Diaz
et al.,1997) . ZJa JF 4 A A 4 D g 26 A K
FEI M IR A 4 15 o 9 A8 1 Y TR WL ) ( Weiher e
al.,1998) Wi ] i) 55 4 500 ( competitive effect ) Fll
B 4 IV 5 ((competitive response ) ( Keddy et al.,
1998 ; Wang et al.,2010) , - F HIA [F 4 F ] AR Y
Aofr [6) 742 S ok AIF 5% 18 M 4 b %) 5 AL AL ( Shipley et
al.,2000) , 1T XTI AE MR — 1A ) S E ORI AN T
Violle 7£ 2007 4K i ¥ D e AR FEAT 1 B ff ) 2
SCL BT A HE 2 R 22 BN BT AT (WViolle e
al. 2007 ; J& i Hi, 2009; F ¥ %, 2010; 5 £ 0 &,
2016) , BEAE RS A 4 D) RE MR 199 W AT 5 B
Rz X H S K B2 AT, i A S &R
GERRAE IR WA 25 RGN 55 T RE M A S R GRS
WE VAR 25 (Ward et al. 2009 ; Tripathee et al.,2015;
Moor et al.,2017)
1.2 5T HAE ) D) RE MR iy A= A2 X
WEFEIT AR ) D RE AR, WT LAPH T i R A
PITEA R SCRE FE R W43 A 4RFAIE o QAR 1 ok 2
W PR T L SR fifp AR 0 119 D16 5 B i, AR v
SRS )0 638 4 e 0 it PR IR 2R R e
(R DI BT 2 i) i) L R ) 1R DG AR A A, 1 1T 52
Wi 2% ) T LR RE VR h R SE A BE 0 AN R R e R
( Westoby et al.,2002;Garnier et al.,2012;Luo et al.,
2016) 5 PRS2 2 IR AR A 22 8] 58 4 25 (6] FDYG
PR A B I REVEAR (FFHESE, 2015 Hanke et al.,
2015;Lou et al.,2016) , FYHRARA A Z [H]
T AL BT IR A I RE IR I R A A SRR
W 1) B AR A TEAR FRKF 1728 A B TR 4
b330 F 350 b R 0 0 A 1 3 W ML AR s TR AR ) 7R
P b A 25 AR B8 A0 R 23 A R A (FFHE S, 20155 Shi
et al. 2015 ; Baastrup-Spohr et al.,2015) ., {ZHAHY)
8 A T IV A 2 M BB ) | TR AR Gl AU
(TR IS5 X T A ) /K W PR 08 B A0 B O HE 3
(Visser et al.,2000; McDonald et al.,2002; Voesenek
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et al.,2004) . [AIY, J@H AL W) W b 2 6] O 255
A PR R IR 9 22 57 7T DA HR AR 75 1 M A )
TR SCH BE AR, | AF 50 1 s A ) e A B PR AR
SR BT G R A O T D b A ) AE AN R P
ARy AR S0 A1 R AIE LA S AR 3 5 2 2% ( Baastrup-Spohr
et al.,2015;Shi et al.,2015) ,

T A PR R A 2 O b 2R SR AR %of SIS oA
B3 WP ( Melntyre et al., 1999 ; Moor et al.,2017) ,
IER7/RE R NI Z N & el ST L DR R (e /K SN
AT PR L Se b B A7 SR A AR M B S A
M PR 3L R P IR 1S ( Matthews et al.,2009) , HEY)
IRt R Y I ek B AR N EE A )
T 1) R R R N LA A W Ak o R A (JRGE
2009) , T &b L FR55 5 A 104 728 Ak 5 A8 ) 43 A 1 5
Wi (Fu et al.,2015;Luo et al.,2016) . FHITHREEIR
FRACAEY A FE5 FNEH | n] LUH R i R bt o B0
Bk B AL b a4 A e T E ML A ( Violle
et al.,2007) . QAR 45 1 M AF A 00 AR = R AR B TE AN
[FIZK 5366 B2 B9 BNz, T LA 33 0 A (] £ 952 i 7K S
AN AEM B0 LS 53 A5 (Luo et al.,2016) 3 56T
HFE Y P REPEAR 5 A ) 0 A KR BE AR IR &R | TR
T B A= A7 A A S ) 5 P85 22 ] () b ] i A
(Forrestel et al.,2015)

2 R Th BEMEAR X A 5] 7k 32 2R B e

2.1 IRHLAEP RO MR A A B e

T b 1T 7K A7 S 5 M I AR ) B T AT A R
Vb Z R R W) R ) & ) R (Fan et al.,
2013;Xu et al.,2015) , M F /K7 2 S8 1K
G AR (A ) 2 52 A SR AR BR T 5 A
Tif e A8 A0 A IS 7K A 3 8 ) 5 5 - 3 K T £l
Y %+ 2 Whia , il 5 5 A6 T2 B A Y ( Orellana
et al.,2012;Fan et al.,2013) . M T AN T LS
HiRE YD Vs 28 U DK A= AR ) 1 o AR AR W 5 A (Xu
et al.,2015;Cao et al.,2017) . Xf = VT JEIE 1 A A
FERW, K2 B4 2l /N % ( Calamagrostis an-
gustifolia) PR BB BB E ( Carex lasiocarpa ) I
KWK & B ( Carex appendiculata) LI FEY% (Lou et al. ,
2016) o Hi T 7K A X 9 b AR 4 A ) ) R I 3
XF B E FAKIKE R R B R B, o b A= Yy
YiFh 4= 2 5 T KA 2 5UAE G (Lou et al.,2016)
Moore 55 (2002 ) W58 3R W, 4845 ARAE W A L A= 4)
G KA B R R OC, BEAE R R R R,

TKAERE V5 HERERTAT (O B R AR P 14 3t T A ik
P R AE )AL AR A AR ) RN A AR W Y H AR )
i B E I (Cao et al.,2017)

D b 1 TS K A7 5 M) K AR 3 A S R
B A AR R 1) Uk 35 8 AN [, 3 7T 52 W) 4 S A AL
JR AL T AR 38R (Van et al. 2006 ; B H A
45,2015) 1M A ER BE A LT & A R R s %
SRR A A (B 05, 2009 ) , W0 M AE ) 23 38 2k
U AR LATE AN [] 1Y 3R KA o X 7 35 ( Phrag-
mites australis) 1K 5H#L T KA R R BoR, A
(i) by T AR = AR R vy RN S BESZ A {3
TR AR R A K B Bl R KA
i, A S 0 e T AR IS (X K A 2008 5 75
JFFIAE,2010) o YHLE TR KA T FER]—E B E ST
BOM BRI ZE S0 T (X K 45,2008 ) , X WE IR 1
( Cnidium dubium) PJWF5E & B, Homt K EEZ T
IKBLEZ MR 2 AFAE— D i /KA, MR 7KK
TRRIRAR 2 W (K BE (Hanke et al.,2015) . M
ORI 9 Y e K ek - SR
MR IR o SR A R T AR R IR B P R 2H
5 T =i S N VA 2 e w2 -3 R | = N
P AB )N  (1AF T I TR R PR 2 S B E
FRAEYIUN P FE W3R ( Epilobium hirsutum ) F17K 8
faf ( Mentha aquatica) W) 3= & BE I8 /D, 20 E SR P 0
W38 75 5 ( Carex nigra) FIVHH: 8 % ( Carex arenaria)
R (Van et al.,2006) o b 7K A7 4 10 b AE 4 11
SN AN SO T 1l 7K A7 1) A0, 7KL 52 e 15 28 1Y
s 1] A A 1A B AR 2, A SN () 8 0 b PR 5 4
JEPRUE SRR EE A E RN R (H H AR o AR
Py BE AR Hy T KAz 0 7 194 A ZE LR IS o A
oy, B TR AR
2.2 [RHLAEY T RE RO 10 A8 A R A e

Db 7K ASE A BE AN [ 2% 18 25 52 e i 39 1 T
ARL K A7 e 2 AL T K IR DL , /KA T B
b - SR R R, 25 (0 Ml - AL T AR T AR
Ol TR 35 TR AR 19 742 Al 23 248 10 1 1 R AE 1
KA GAMKIE A (Maltchik et al.,2007) 1 1 35
TR R AR ) A ) i N Z AR D I
i 52 A 3SR R E R &
e 160 b 3 T A B SR K A b A 2SR AR A IR
W RN T 2% ( Garssen et al.,2014) . T 538 25
Bi o ka0 A Bk A A2 3 — s i a2 320
SRF R HE IR 23 SR R I BE A e T ek 55 , A A 38 ik
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SALTTEE R0 N Al D 7K 73 (4 2o E T A, DA T IR 1
HOCAER (254:16,2008) . TEVEKIAEE T~ LY
23 R MRS R 2 S BRI TR AR
ARzl AL T IR FR T BRI AR i
FLAE SRR RR 28 005 3 W Jo %) W WAL R AT 300 )
WRICHS (Pezeshki, 2001 ) . JRAEYIRAEINEH &
FF A ol i i R SRR AE AR DAL R
PR, HR ) R RO 2R 8 IR SR R P S m] LU
5 H X T AY3E B ( Catford et al.,2014)  FE4E MK
JR AR

IR AR Ak S e A A ) R Y
SPIC, TE TR WA ) R A= R b A
Yy Z WO R A S 2 iy A Yy o e /e s T
T SRR 28 1 L AR (2 A ) 0T 7K S R IR AT L 3
T LA ES ( Maltchik et al. ,2007) {85 M ) HE IR
JE R T R | 2R N AT ) I T - T R
N B EELR R A T LA AR R RE K 2 R K
AP 5, B I PR BT A R LA T R
(Catford et al.,2014; Garssen et al.,2014) , FE#E K
PG 1R A ) 23 s /0 AR 2R 0 T 6 DD s AR R T
FE, [ IFSE It i A ko I He A9 LA A 4
23S 2 il T AR B = Y R A5 ( Visser et al.,
2000; % 3CIAE,2007 )
2.3 DR HBAE YT RE MR K TR A i

T ML A [ A8 7K R AR HE 23 B2 /K R O BRI ey
PE IR 13K o) A S IR AR X BB R
338 3k 5 W AR ) 1) A A T XA ) B R M AR A 5
Wil o B K EREE N, AT AT BB I 2 K A%
B 2 AT, 4% 2H 2 B AR S O BEL D 35, 2> A 4
THAEHL T A2 37, B e 7 1n AR 4 ik
ST T ARG AN ik s RRAR A RO R SR
SRR XA W b b 58 43 A= W B 19 B R BG 0 (£
82012 AE 2014 FFHESE 2015) o AS[RIZK A
JET R i o A B IR SR kR
PEAR ZEFFPER UL R A W 6 4 T 45 28 33 1 A ] 7K
ORGP R4 2006) , BFSE R, IKIRA ) i
ESCN 1737 ( Nymphoides peltatum) B Q0AR B2 | i
Jr K A5 B SR (Khanday et al.,2017) o % 14
L AESEAL 38 A IR 3% ( Nymphaea odorata ) £ [
IKGRAE A A R ) A ) i 0 8 R ) M ) Bh RE
ARANZE B | ZEFH I I 8 % i J3 A [ AR
LA BT AN [F] (Serna et al.,2015) . AL R 3
( Myriophyllum spicatum ) TEIR/K A KB | S0 AR 25

AR At R (e 25 AR | AR 2 BB R A R B 2 1 4
G W R, LUE N K R A9 A4 (Strand et al.
2001; Z3CIHAF,2007) o f A K AEA [RK R ERSE T
(=R LG A B, TRAK R (A 70 em) A KB PR 25
PO S A D A L R AR R
(Vretare et al.,2001; Dolinar et al.,2016) , 7KIEX}
) A= s 1 5 e, DR R ) b AN [ T A 22 1), K
2 ( Scirpus validus ) | B 7 ( Acorus calamus ) | 7F i
( Typha orientalis) %5 % ( Zizania caduciflora) Fl =4z
¥ ( Bolboschoenus medianus ) 75/ ] ) 7K R4S FE T A
RS 1Bl 33 A o8 7/ = Q5 Al 1 A B B i
L st B8 2 0 4 A K ke sl I K R B 1S
(Blanch et al.,1999; ®H:A4,2011) , DIRHUE £
) CO, il A A K

KA TR FE ) 18 A AR BB AT S 2 ) 4 ol 1
F WK PR 7K R 28 A 2 3 ok IR i A 4 T 1) Y
PR a1 — A AL B ( Blanch et al.,1999) FI% <. ( Arm-
strong, 1999) 1)1 52 WA ) A AR S L B8 5 0 A (£F
WESF 2012 25045, 2014) . BFSE R B, MK T i
3 m B 7525384 B ANREAEAF (Khanday et al.,2017)
HAGRRM A S REMRGIMEITR Z—, g g
Y58 A OK I 5 2338 5 508 AR ) e ) Oy Ok
SOV BDEINE R L LB A REER 7/ B @ LV |l s
3R IE N TR, I8 /0 3 A ) e LA D S
SHHFE(Yan et al.,2015) , AHPIEIRXS K BRAR
{18 32 187 P e 7 R AR R BB 2, AR AR JL A AT B 2
SR SEPERAR A A A R S A K e S B A A
T2 [A] AR AR T (AP SS,2012)

3 EMAEY ThRE AR X Ak G0 2R 4K T AR B9 e K

3.1 VR B REMEAR T K A B Bl A e Sz

KA AR AR AR T AR K AR ) 2 T 5 R K PR
H A AR it TR A ) 7 A S KA LR
PRSP EVE T 2 P SRk A b 8 57 ) it
VSR BALRE A 3 22 T 32 2R, (HAE KA
RPIROLT KRR Bl 25 (2 7K v S8 37 ) ot
(R 26 5 1% 4, DA T A2 6 A ) 9 566 VR T A S AE P
[/ (Bornette et al.,2011) , A #F5ERI, 7EK Ik
BAPRAE T A K 5 14 7 ( Cladium jamaicense ) 125
F (Eleocharis cellulose) , H: A= ¥y B I L F ACIR 25
T E R (Serna et al.,2015) , KPR S ARSI ] 2
SN B SE ( Nymphaea alba) B9 HL T A= %) & FIAHY)
PEAR (Paillisson et al.,2006) .
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KA A R 4R R 7K A7 3 2l 1) J] S R [ R 2%
X HIAE ) RS, G OK AL AR A I A 2%
SISO TR 2SR Al i ek AR 25 1Y F A, DL S UE AR
Yt b - R AR A3 TE , TR I 7K SCIE B 1 L
A SR T A= ) 1% 43 BC L A D T B
i W 5% ( Blanch et al.,1999; Vretare et al.,2001)
IKAE 8 Bl ZU 2 W IR S W P =35 1 1 258F, th 1
T EEFEXS AR AR G A A B A K
AL B2 2 388 3 90 S ) AR AR ) B R e
W) 725 2 1 A= 47 BE 71 ( White et al. 2002 ; Dolinar et al. ,
2016) ,
3.2 DR HBAE YT RE MR HE K Y i

R S KA, AN 7K 23X AR ) 1) £ R o3 A 15 s
Wil , 41 1998 4 B KA VL K AR e Rt K bk 5 J5 8
S 5 1 b, 2 of HR 1 2% ( Potamogeton malaianus) | B
. (Vallsineria spiralis ) FRAL #5125 BE LA S A=)
AR A TR PR R Mo AR P b T A W e 1 5 )
TR TH N AW 6, ™ H 5 W I /KA ) 5 AR By A
1K (Cui et al.,2000) , BE7K & AR #Y I [E]A [] 23 0038
HUAE ) A AR O3 A 7 LR R [R) B 5 0] FE AR 2R R A
LK 25 52 MR Mo AT ) B & ( Armstrong et al.,1999) ,
TE B 75 K 25 T oK A v A7 S80I 2k
(Cui et al.,2000) , FERKZR %2 A P K ) 2352 el 4 40 1Y)
HAER R 5 N A 5 AR R AR K AR
Y& (Dolinar et al.,2016) , TEHLKBE M TH R
A A FE Y TR 20 L K P b AT LA A2 Bk 4 R T
JK T LA A5 A8 AT S0 1 R A3 T 1) e
Ak, M AR P Ao A SR o LA R sk e 7K Ak
B (CALHE VE R FI AT VA PEME ) 1 1 FE R 3 1 R 4 Y
WEKIREL (Yan et al.,2015) , B3 Btk 2 M 1 54
I, A s 2% K AL v X BB P L (Genipa
spruceana ) 2 1A B AR IR W 40 s A Y 0 R 1R
AWy, B8N ZEFF B A ) % (Carvalho et al.,
2013) ,

HEAKZ W23 A AL TOK EEREET SR i AE )
PR A — ZR A S R A B A2 Ak DL W K R B R Ol
IR SRR Ui B = | A R R 32 A 35 M A o
i, BV 3 k™ R PITER ™ T ol 7 K W ( Bailey-Serres
et al. ,2012;Garssen et al. ,2015) . “PEEE" R ME S48
T A — SO I R ) JRT 5 s Ak 42
O RURT AR Y AT AR ) LA I it K T i
IHAE AR KT A BFE R K2 L E 1Y
RELAR 2 88, AR AR AR 2% 1 BB ) A S AR L B BE 118 7]

FAVESE D E M AEA B R K PR G AT AR K
TR Y O IR (Catford et al., 20145 Fan et al.,
2015 ;Garssen et al.,2015) , “TLER” SEME 5 Y
TEAR B PREL F5AF T, JEH R TE 1235 s S Y IR T
LR B A B RER (13 HE ) RE A8 K H AT
7 P ) 0 355 B ARG 0 < A U 2% 5 R A 0 3 A
( Geigenberger, 2003 ; Catford et al.,2014) , TE{/KHE
SUIIE] , AL A PN A B2 R LA SE A ) 8 A3 I
], A 58 423 N K HE OIS S A e AR )
/KR J5 A 90 5 5 B 45 K ((Garssen et al., 2015;
Voesenek et al.,2015) , FL¥Y) 7 BL A M 2544 F 77
Ae 3 I SR 5 R ) B KO B R B G FE R A
BOK B85 T 25 0 3% F K5 (Alternanthera philoxe-
roides ) 2377 A2 8 e SRS QAR B A% T8 5 A O
TEIF O] 2% 7 A < R SR W L) 3 N 7K PR 5 ((Fan
et al.,2015)

4 Zit5REE

IS 1 HAF ) I BE PR S 7K S 8 ) e 1z AT L
A RO T I A B R (I B Al , K 7 A B
U )RR D e AR VR S5 F A R H, . 1R
PHE AR I REMEAR 55K SCA A Z 9 5G 28, AL
SR PRI 42 R S AR AS AR H A ) 43 A s e B T
AR FETBE, i REHR 3 2 REE AR 148 7% 11 ok
il R L W) 2 FERE R e AR T 555, i
ABRGR RS, E AN TR )
REMIIR S K SCE R M G R E AT TR
5¢ , NI WIS 7K SO A 5 i 1 AR ) 1) 0 A s )
VSR | R R BN R A AR A A7 SR R 52 38
Mo A Y i PR SO TS K S R AR, A
SRR TR D RE AR S R AL ) 5 T e
Z IRV 2R, RWIE 5T 7K S X i A 25 R G U g
AR A 25 R G A5 N (A S5 7 T, 1 A )
THRETEAR AT O 1 4 A= 25 R G R e 4R A 280y T
Bt ABIEAFAE— S0 R 1, A5 O WF S8 s ZORTE LA T
Sy

(1) XHE AP R AT 58 2 4R b T 4 1 5 I
A PEAR AR R R R RE R L T AR S (LR T
At L) ) T AR AR AR A AE S D, X AR
PRHEAT 7 AT FE LA Kk, 4 B BIE S L 12 1 5
A LR R A T K A7 A JBE A AR B W L AT 5

(2) BFFE RUBE AN [ X5 2 BE PR 14 3 i AN [, A
[Fi) A 25 ROBE AN R A A4 00 49 D e AR )
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SN 5 22 5, IF T) RO S K S 1) AF P FAF P A2
PR RLDIPAAR 5 W0 A R, AN [ BIF 5 IXRE XS A ) 52
M (4 F= ZE RS 3R A AN R] , 4> i BRI 10 32 T 56
Z RO T P37 B R GEVERITSE

(3) ZEhnse W A A AIF TS, 18 s AR ) A K Ry
At ELHESZ KA 52 0, 763 4 5 3 v LAl ek 42
KA PR BEFE RE ) B AR ) B AR WE SR T RE
PR B AR 7 S A 8 157 ] LA B el Ay i 1 14
BRI, A B TR A S RS IIREE A
AR
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