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Scale issues in ecology: concepts of scale and scale analysis
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Abstract: Scale issues are fundamental to all ecological investigations, and have become a central topic in ecology in recent
decades with the increasing recognition of broad-scale environmental issues (such as global warming) and land-management
problems, rapid development of digital technologies (remote sensing, GIS, desktop computers, etc.), and emergence of
landscape ecology. However, there are still many ecological studies in which scale is treated simplistically or superficially. Scale
issues remain a key challenge for ecologists in the 21* century.

Scale issues include conceptualization of scale, scale analysis and scaling. This paper focuses on the former two issues. A
three-tiered conceptualization of scale is introduced: dimensions, kinds, and components. Dimensions of scale are most general,
including space, time, and organizational levels. Kings of scales can be distinguished among phenomenon scale ( including
structure and process scale, also referred to as characteristic or intrinsic scale) , observation scale (also referred to as sampling or
measurement scale) , analysis or modeling scale and policy scale. The most specific and measurable definitions are components of
scale, including grain, extent, spacing (or lag), coverage, cartographic scale, and support. Scale is often expressed as grain and

extent in landscape ecology. Because each type of scale concept includes multiple terms and definitions, it is necessary to carefully
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discriminate, classify and unify them.

Scale analysis is to analyze scale effects and identify multiple-scale spatial patterns (especially characteristic scale(s)).
Scale effects may occur in each of the following three situations: changing grain size only, changing extent only, and changing
both grain and extent. When scale of observation, analysis, modeling, or experimentation change, statistical results ( for example,
mean, variance and multivariate relationships) are expected to change. Scale influences the results of examining spatial pattern,
such as spatial heterogeneity, spatial distribution, spatial autocorrelation, spatial anisotropy, and patch and gap sizes. When scale
changes, new ecological processes and patterns may occur, and the rate or frequency of processes, control factors, and
correlations between processes may also change. Some landscape properties (for example, landscape openness, equilibrium,
predictability, species richness and diversity) also exhibit scale effects. Because of scale effects, it is extremely important to
conduct research at multiple scales. Identifying characteristic scale (s) means examining hierarchical structure of pattern or
process, and distribution of patch sizes and spacing between patches, which are the basis for studying scale effects and scaling.

Some specific methods need to be developed for scale analysis, mainly including spatial statistics methods, landscape metrics
and fractal analysis. Landscape metrics are the most popular methods which are both simple and potentially misleading. Spatial
statistics methods and fractal analysis have been developed and applied in ecology during the past decades, and have a great
potential in scale analysis and scaling. Spatial statistics methods include semivariance, scale variance, lacunarity, wavelet,
representative elementary volume analysis, and so on. Each of them has its own advantages and disadvantages in identifying
characteristic scale(s) and analyzing scale effects, thus it is essential to compare and evaluate two or more methods in the same
study .

In summary, to provide a reliable foundations for scaling, scale analysis must be conducted thoroughly first. Research
focusing on characteristic scales of landscape pattern or process and establishing scaling relations should be followed. Finally, a
better understanding and thus explanation of the dependence of pattern and process on scale may be achieved.

Key words: ecology; concepts of scale; scale analysis; scale effects; characteristic scale(s) ; multiple-scale

RERBEFAESFMROEMRY , TES R 3 MFE: REMES R E S MR EH# 2 (scaling) . B
AL ASER(AHERMESEZ)ENREBSM T AEAGE - REMBEZHEBRRBEHESER
R, SIREAWMFENBEITESHESH 2R (YR E AR ILAEMBE T2 PR —%F %, e
M ABZGEIRIE, BEL EEENTENEFHE ST, ERERFFENET L, C8HT &
R, BETINETERR , AX—RENERRTEEIZ., B2, ES¥PEXRENER . FEMNA
HREBHE., AXFEFRAERESFAERBERSARES N ELANRAHR FREBCH —LILE,
EEFIEEANRITHRE EHEERHEERARHEE.
1 AXFOREGBANKRERDEMARTIAR
1.1 ASEPREMBHEERS
AXFEXMPEBRE" -ACE-EMNIE , RHNEDESERDINABRER EE# R Y2
i BRI E B (I Greig-Smith™) , M F R LB HEESHEYH RN ELRSMBHAERR" . R, FE4E
SEFEREANRIFTHRBERASBOREGSRMSE, it R OHAHmXERE, 5—FH, BFERZARER
EREBHHRE B TAANEARANRE L#THRE, RERABEHEYW S, ATi=4E a8, film, Fir4
M¥EFI BRBRPRBEERPHE -BEFEF HPHSEERRE BABAREENBRMREAR
HFE. FROESFEERERBRXERUUE B BB NANG, BRHREHE ISR BRE R HBN, XX
Fr LR BRI FMILR A LR B RE £,
SHEFZFR (N 3E ¥ KRB GhERB E EYERE EFRNS LA )M, A SERITR
EREEESHNIMNRERSS., FAXMERNFEEITRESERESFHMRMRAIHRER, UETHTF
MMASHRHEARTNBEERXR , N20HE 70 EREPFH, FEEBSEFRITFHEESHRE; 3 80
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ERPY, —BEBE RO HRERT TP H B R E RN (scale effect) ;80 ERFH LG , EFEXMREN
BHPIRERPOEKAEY  INPAREFEMREEENEY H 28 IEIBERAANBFHZRER
BARKCEEE MESRNESFERNONEURERERNEAREET ESEFEXAIHARAIGS5Z
B4 AT ARG S BB S, 7020 tH4R 80 B, B EEMILRMRERRME TEERR" . Levin™ #&
W “RERENEMETHRBEYENESRANE ZFATEMESH¥ANAES® CRNETEN
BORE" , 720 g 00 ER,EXREMNEMREBRLHMRAEEE ELNHREXTUEREN
B, SERE REAFREMIRESE - L2RHRR, BEMREMES¥ELERE R E L& TR
B HERNERESEPEANRENEN EEHES T,

1.2 EFFPREREHFRAR

Withers #1 Meentemeyer'” %} %& & F 1990 ~ 1995 4E ) Landscape Ecology #3F] £ &) 159 & X E#4T T 447,14
A R4S EREREOFRIE, UK IMHFRRERNEOESER, BEREGEXNE FRAMMARNT
AMBEERN SRR ERENESSE, 85 ERRRITHAT PR ZURE (D {UEHEBRER
Q) ;INEEBEREEH, R EREMR(SS); #TEREREMAT(RS); BEREEN - M EHHER
(DV)BESEER(CY), BYFHREESREMEHR A EMEE)ZRNXR; #ETEREIMERABH
BT (CSE) s T ZERE L Z A B Z RIMEERKPFR(MVS); #1176 FTRE MBS RBREHR (T/H) (FI2R
EES —BAREEATREM T OEREBRU) .

REREARESESEHRTIRPEE Y KX, R WG (BRI B AW R k) ) F/ 3
HE B SXAHE EYAESFHEES T (EARAHE) BRSSEE TR B AR FEE
MM BIMAESE EYSHYE A YHBRAERR (BREAYEVE EFRER KER) LRBLETR
G 2REMNER AESRENRR) MR WMRIITTFERS ,BR R SUR 5 F 6 AR E 87X
BEABRAER. AN, ERUHNSHRP IREMNENY REL, KF 259 WHRZNT RE R,
18. 5% MAFRDIFHEENELRE 2229 IR #TEREIIMENMTISR , BRDHT Z R EREMI TR,
X, e B M S B o, SRR RAOR FRMBEHR, KPP, BEELNREEEIMIRRE,
HRXE#TEREWNR L BZARERE, ﬁﬂﬂ,ﬁi%ﬂﬁ%’?ﬁ?ﬁ*,%%EWRJQIEJE\WEﬁﬂ%FER
BRI NEREAREEY BREEI - NEEZTRBNTRE L 10%; MRZEZREHR; B REREIME
MR 60% ,BEEZURMEREH SRR FERRRZ ANFELKERLEROER, EFRAN
FEEEESAERT(RERRE) ERNERESIIMERRNEZ2HRE, MP XL IR RMEIERAK
REEZEBEHRMESTH., BHKU, BIEXT Landscape Ecology BT | 159 F X EMHAREZR, F ik 1/4
MXEZRTERREARERNE; MERELZARMA RN SHTEHRIN 0.6% , B ZMEEF R4,
EHEHITOE PR IEFRS,

EETLENEREASENRERASFSWNE RERMEYBAISNHEFEZ—, 2005 F8 AEME
KEBFHNE I BERESFEREWEEBE N Ecology at Multiple Scales( B R F L HES¥). XHANTER
THHENERS . —FE , RERMEAESFPELEAANL;A—FH, EESFP EEHFEREMNEFE
R, 2005 FHE 0 EEERMESFFEIN 17T R XHERACRAS, HARE” “ZRE"M“RE
BEHENREASOR. BRI RE —HANEERTRRANTRANEMTE, TR A EFRERE
R EREEAUT 3H:(D)HBEBERUETENAREENFRQLE);(QQREST, BB EZRES
r REBEBEMRERMMT (24 ) QORELEMTR(6F) . AREFRILFESN. . XBMMELR
FLEHHR. SRESFHFRRE, BEAABIXENARRE FRFR, MR ER N WEET &
AR5 T8 < 5 W 23 (A1 4G JR) AR AE (A0 SR8 Rz a) B A Gt ) R R AR R (A K T AR B e it 4 A (B SE 9 4R
FEMERITERZEAMNXR) ESTBEATR) ARESFEBZANXR(MENFEBHROY M
ZHREESXBEYMEHEEZRMNXRNDVI SYRETEZEBRR) BWHEMR VAT SHME)
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MAYREGNREERD) . BBHE NREEZFNHRDIBEES THUBTETREXRENEEXR
(allometric relations) RHE ERR EX/PNEHMRNGEITRFZ N E  HEREEFE, R E IS MB350 0 %
AR, BEAMESNBSXRESENERERERRE , BHrTMEARTIRER B, SRR, HX
RENER FEMBEARRN T 20 HERNESERZRE, MRR—-TE RO

BEHNES¥EMNRERMBHRARARNNES. BREZHENMBRE RERMAMREEZ(ERERKE)
MES, AR EMI T BEMREREFTHEANE, BAREREEESE A AAMEFHEEHR"", 4
KB AHEXRARE—, — R Z A ERNE LARMAR, M REERL BB IZRESTE %
“‘REFBHBFEBRARBEMIFE, ARASEXRCETHERIKBMIBORBERM, RERE
PR BHEEMEE M, 0 RWE RS AR BRUSHAEEE BN RS HE « B
# F R A SR SR . PETRIFRET A R R A ROk AT
REMH, GBREE AL FENMRTERTENSHES AERHRERMME; FRLEYHLZRES
HRERWME RN BHECE REFAEENFERENFE. UEHRBUNERIREREREREST,
M RE#EEFENHENRITNIRE A, EHE TERHR T ILE,
2 EE¥PHREHSS

X TFRENITSHEEENLE NI, KB, £5% EY ME2MFSHEERNR 2R
REKEXRRS &, B EREREMNARGE, MR ENELHERHE BN, XER T 3R ERSHER
MEERBEDY, BEARA¥YM ARSARMENENE SRS A—REBES AHBERASREMERX
HALHERCSTBEEBEE™", W™ RHEES¥ERERN =EMHE S £3 (dimensions) % (kinds )
F14H 43 ( components ) o

MEERE RECHESRARENAREMALARE, B¥EX LM A REMNEREREERE
T3 — Ak B 72 B BT R P A %S ) B R SRLL, R) B S RT 98 5 — B 4 B o R A 25 (R A B [E) b BT R B
WEY, dARERESFHALABRK(INAME FE BE ESEZLE BN KBRS EARERRSK
RETAL ML BTSRRI, BN NERERMEN BHRN MELREFETERREGZEZH,
DERB AR, ERAN, ZFARSEREMNFHMNBHANAR,BERRXNSREEENN., REHERE
AEFRTFEFEL LS RE BAREITHT GET FESENNSRERZE

MFP AR, RE A5 A (phenomenon) R B XM (observational ) R BE . 53 #7 (analysis ) 2% #5 #8L ( modeling) R
B, ASRERKAREAHRFNIBHRE, EXNARALFTEA, MMz TALEH 4 B
AR A FFAE (characteristic ) R BE B 41 (intrinsic) RE . HH , BAREEHEFLKY EFRKFHEEHR KX
NG (KPP EME E) FRBERZ BN ERER; SEREAEIBESEANTEE SREEY
MR BT REFRIEE., B, E— I BEPEEENY BANREERERAEBR/ DO ER L, SR EEE
HEZHE - CHEENERL, XN, MZEAREFE BN SENPNEAEERENERZHN, EHR/NH
EA; MR TE SRR R BT ER, BB 4 X R 75 433 72 /5 F 78 B A0 %2 i /9 =5 1A) 0B B2 P RE 4R
K

X BB B TE — & BRI AN 40 A7 RBE T b AT Mo 38 BROR () 9 SO0 300 0 43 b R BE, 44 6 ) 39 R [R) 9 3R
H. REFAMREBNETESEETHNRUA M BEEMRERBRANTCEAZREHHMEE" . W
M R BE .9 B A BURE (sampling) RUBE 58 U & (measurement) R BE , 60 45 BUAE 82 7T B K/ OB AR | (] B BE B Je B
VB, SRR ITA R B AU, MMEN—TE D ME, AN EH — 4 R, S — 138 IE,
BEXESHEELT, ARNBHERETHAFE, REERRPANRE  FAEIALEN —FRORE, KX
NEEZMEUSFORS . — B E X HERF R AR, MBEIBRER(BFEMX . EEM
BR)WBRENGERIEEZEMBEEBENHTEL2BHE ., 4 BEURERE SRS T4 i R & o fF
PR RBE , BR AL 40 D7 SR S0 R BT ER BB B, 20 R BE 7 22 40 A o B 7 B 4 10 RUBE B /IS 5t A0 95 40 B BB 81
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P 863 R B A/ TG B, 2 7 22 A A G T PR BE B 1,

M A R, R E 48 HE B E (grain) | 18 & (extent) . [8] B (lag 5% spacing) . 5 ¥ # (resolution) . H # R
(cartographic scale) \ X ## (support) F1 7 55 J¥ (coverage) %, ERMESFH REEELUNEMBBERRKIL,
2 [B) L R B P /) T B IR BT BT AR BOARIE K AR SRR, Bl n , BESR K /) | SE b A O K/ (AR B dE
FEE PR REREROBTHIBRANE, HRBERE - AR FHRE N (SRR 55 R b
i (e B, B, B AN R A Y B BCRE R RIRIFR (I — M A RENA BRI R) , E—-TREGHRENHR R, SH
BURGET [ IR (B RSN R A S MBI ] E R R R K M, B, 6 FR R 4R BT 2 6] i B
BRSO RZENERRE TR EHFZRAMNERRR, NE EEMRROESHTHTRAR.
L AT

b3 2 70 b B 2 o B B B R (cartographic scale) 2 AT RE, HAS¥ P REMNAEEERRE T LA
ROFEHRINHERME L. EBEPHORARE (BHRE, coarse scale)$8 K75 8] 75 Bl 5 6 6] 8 5 , 4 £ % B
Fib B2 S P /D BAIRFE DB R MASEPR/MRE (RHRE, fine scale) W 48 /23 [R] T
SR B R, AN B T B s K LB R A A R RS BRI R a2, »7
BEXHEE, BEERAHRENER: — MR RRE AR “scale”, T MK R R RE KNI, In&RBLE
RIEE™ ; B —Fi&42 2 F broad B coarse-scale , T A~ & large-scale 3 2 77 5% K B9 T R B2 MK 19 40 B A 42 /D 1y
40745 ; i fine-scale, M A J& small-scale RFRE/PHER BENI BRI LHAT,

WG PR SR AR E, AT RUNE— A S AT AR BB S RIE . X 3R 58 BURE ) 25 8] B8 o A
ERERN X, EASZENDRFE, WEBRAESHMJLAMER /D SEAABMY M, EPEmMm—1_4
TERBENTABERTFEENEA, RMNEEX - EZRTEE NS EBFEES, MBEIKNEZE.
YA B R S T 2 B BURE BT Y S (R4 AE , B 22 8 AR B 9 S4B AE 5 T SE B b, BP (52 48 (R B 4R 1E ,
BERARKNZEEAR  WSBAAFIHALERNARTE™,

3 RESH

BEEH, RESTEFERRERRR BHXHTR H 1 REFRAESEEE S W58 RE /K
B BIRERN 5 2 REELEREWHRE R WA M8 B EE, o= 2R 5 R WA % %2 H T
RE.

3.1 REBN AT

LYW RS AR RERETN, REFTEEEZ ZETH, XHRERNEBRRS
MHZREFEBERE, HEFMALBBEENREZNHHAACEERKMH S, BB T EEEHABT
7] " MAUP( Modifiable Area Unit Problem) & ;BIEAE S %P, BRE DK AT ERUN, Kb B2 REK
BILIRBMT XM AHE MAUPP ENKRERNMHR, EFEX, KEBESFRCELBRAESETERORE
WL AT, R RMAESFUSMNHCESEHREAEERX— B LA TELH A KEE, Bry%
YN RERR AEMBEENRERNFREEE —EWAR BN FEZREERERLHARNEL, XEF
REMNIESRAFLESERBHOERZ—, BB 45 ¥121R (ecological fallacy)” ¥ — R E E LR
EESMERI S - REP,

REBBLATREFELLT 3 ME WL T & A4 AU AR L 5 o 18] RS X B0 72 0 B I e o0 72 O b SRR R 4
REFTRUATRRETL, BEXNNETAERNHREZXE, MXEEEAEHORAREDB L BE
ALK T I MR IS AL B A F, 45 R AT BEE AR, BX R U RED, B RS ARERPXFEHR
B R B M,

3.1.1 BB AHLABETENATSA RUBRRESIIBZEERMNEHSH (W TEHE. FE . ZEEZHEM
KRR H R EH
(D)FEHE N TFRETHRNER, RV ERNMRE AT 1R, 5 FIER SR (R
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KERAR pHE,NDVIHE), K EEBRE N EAT L, W TFERBERN, BERNEABEFTEEEYN
Tl R EBL

Q)F%E REZAMBRILIEZRTERWHHRRE. REEERE, O8N BE ¥ B I0ORE
ZERRETTZE, TORLEE AERE 7 2 0 &3 K (B 1b) o {B.77 25 58 32 A0 DAL BE 248 4 U e 58 T BF 58 K S 9 =5
(6] 5 1 R B 4 A e . FE— RIS E R R AR P A RBUE R Z BUJLF R 6 B MK, T E
RERHKEERDERE; ME—NRERMD , BT 236 AR TFLE , J7 2 RRLEE 3 T [ fK o 32 2
BAEER(E 1), F—FE, MBEERIREGSREREXN T Z KM, 6659 & SR, & D
YIFPERE TS o ) B 35 BEOR A B, U b B (RS W00 A A AR R 0 05 22 ) BB RLE #) 38 R TG R AR 5 BL3S LA
YIFRTERE T Rt B R B R AT R, U 0k A B B MO R TS R, AR BB B TR A, 48 Ok UL I o
BESERNCEESRAMNMHRBRMNER, AT AERENTTE(E 1b) ,BEREARKITER&ZIR
KE W, BRELIFAR BRI, _

GIZERZENXE MRBIRENEBROTRREREEM, I AWM M ZE K072
KRB B ARG R (0 AR ) 45 SR R 4284k o Bl , Pearson F1 Carroll™ p BF R K L, HHE 7
K/NE 137, 5km BN B 275km B, EEFEH SR SHBEZ B MHXRBRETAS , —RXRARHIHE
RERY HEERHTHER, BEBESRERBZAMNHEXXRATNEEAXREZTERNES WHERFEEY
WA AR BRI L

\ REATE
Within-grain

RURRM

Homogeneous landscape

FHRM
Heterogeneous
landscape

B2 1
Between-grain

log (FFlRIH £)
log (spatial variance)
log(& Wl %)
log (spatial variance)

Increasing extent

log (BLBE K/M) log(grain scale) log (KB K/M) log(grain scale)

B ORREERE B AL R T E M (51 A Wiens!)

Fig.1 Effect of changing grain or extent on variance of variable (from Wiens''1)

3.1.2 BUWSEER  BHron R w S B AR R R, 0 g B R R R (iR AR ER
A6) 28 [ 4376 T BE SR K/ LR BR KD & 1 Rt B R B R IR AE 22 18] A9 7S ] A S

(MR ETH RETAIHRERNEHMRE TEABHORE SHEARMWFIEREZ R KKK
R, BHIRREH v 1 KT 02, & o 2/NTFHRAARIFMERE, 23 O BB F < B 538 R R,
ERWERATREIH TR EMEFE 2 RTHRAROFERE I ATERFRLE TR MBI R A feH
EMEFR ERZEHY, BN T ER RALE TSR ZE A, B o 2 NTFRHRARMWFERE

QIEEZL BETBAMHARAERMENLZH TEAENBESHRARNBEZRIBKDPRE,
HREFIRIEE, UZET/NT T THERSAEE IR B0 & M5 ARER A S B ERN T, R
DX 358, A I i B9 T SR IE AR A W RE R B 5k, — MR e SN BE AL 43 A5 1) SR N SR AR 00 43 76 B A, R B F 3 B
RABE R AR, EUPRENEAEFESIEEN FREAMRAXER, 185 K E b o] & 0 A FH
FEZ RIS AR, H S REM XA A AEE , REMK . FII, % F Nysa aquatica K, FERE KK IR
B, MR MERES R EMEXR;MAERTH - NHFTRN, HESHEAMEXKER X, 78K
BRREL HTFYRHZENEEER ARYHHOAFTTESTEAMXLRER, 4EB—-TRERAP
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H—RII BB R AR BFE R P RRAYRHE A H N TRESEEMEXRDY,

G)EBEZL —BELT,BRESANRZRERHRI BT E SR ERXPDEANHERIETEM. Hi
EARR . B4, 75 7% BESR M (8] B K /MK R B, Fortin®™ % 81, 25 38 K I B4 18] B /)N B 55 B 8 A 4 RUBBE, U1 )
B 4 38 K0 S 3 BB 0 (B BR K /N B B W A B 3% 5 /B Dungan 213 Ambrosia dumosa 23 [EI 48 B TR W &8 , ¥
T BE LR 70 (8] B K /) B (6] 8 6 388 K T R A, BT B AL L B
3.1.3 ASHE EEASIENRARHBHERZAERERM.

(DFHAESESE LHEmEEN, REASZBIHEERKBEMRRRTREL 4, AT HBH K £
SHE. Flm,ERARE L, ARG ZHWHELER BRZEKKIMFEFEHIAFTHANIE, X4
BB R, AR S IR SRR E SR . A0, UK, SR EEN LA KB R, T E
% EEE WX —F SR,

QIEBHRERLSME HEARMNSEEL, ~SIBNEERRSMERR, FEHIBELEE
o MM TFHRKEAIE, EHRELFREEEHASIB(ILG BENSAFES)  IBEEER;
MAXEMERRE L FEZREYHRLERILIR(WENRET ESREHETNERS), IBHE
MK

G)EHER HEETn, ZHEERBEHEIBHARKE AR FGRBEHEFIRBBBEZ 24T
;R ERRXEEHERAT, BEMRHNEEETTREEEBENTAMNEL, ANEARNEEEL,
ERYHS G HYREYHMAERARYBESHNEER R BHMBARARY™ , HRE R, £ AR 2SR g
FHRA-BREIRRENERERRENRAER T P F I ENZ.

(HEXRRXR YR SHERIEERAN BEEIIBRSHRAFWERZBINHEXXRTTEEZERRM
R, B0, AR BT, 5 IS0 R bR 4 58 T 3R BEE R oK B G938 0 T b0 s T AR KRR 56
CEARTENGETRR™ . B, BEIMRTES5RKBZEXEANERXATFARRE, H AR L
HRWEZEEXR . NG FERE DR YAEY B Z R M KX RN, 058 B KB (6 5 FR
CRLEE) 2 3d, 3R 4 #5 YR58 B —Ff 7 5% 5 T 0 SR BB 4 B 8] 1] PR 8 6d, BB 4 K LR B — R IE 4 6™ . A48
R, XEERRNSRE LEMUFENERNEREAR, RERELRE, YMAREZLE, FIHANEE
AR BN A AT E,

3.1.4 FRURFHE —HFRUASEHRRIAERERN.

(DFRWBITFFRE LR, RETRBE S TR ZEESR, ME—FHAR, BERDIER
g8, HITHUE— W RRE X AR EARMR S, RIFTERIWERIRMIH AT MR, flin, &
FRYFEY M E NIRRT RNRE, SIS E T MEERRZ BT
BTSRRI BN RN E S AN RS, THAES IS ZAHAFEEYRHZRY .

Q)FMA TR EM  Bormann M Likens™ 45 X ARSI S MBS, /K T “HBBREBERS”
(shifting mosaic steady-state) & . —MRIAKy, LB REA/MEE L HRIA L EPEFER B ESFLE" ;MK
BELMESREFERALEERES""S ., BT, FAMINESRE P HER EEMORERMHNZ
BEO XEER—-NMSANBTHEEY, MAANE R AB2EES ARBR ETEH, FEES¥R
S5YBERHBEROERS S,

G)RMHATHNHE PIREELBEBRHFEEEELSHEBAMNNREMNTN, MERARE L BENF
FEBBFHREGA REEFES TR, REMTTHNERNRETFHENREKE, BREFEERR
BEEREREZEANXR. BERENHEVAEHTHREHTW ., NEERE LN KBHITNBELEK
BRENRME. KEBARELHWEPHARBEL CRXRALUENETRNES, BEEFE—HEBEHN
(pseudopredictability) , AT BT BE 37 5 5 IR B B IR LR MOIE S . B, BT RS R E R T4
GUBHHNREREN BN, FEHATEREMKPATERE, SBR IS FESFHENER
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WOEMVKYFHEZTEMEREYE BEESEAN[GEEYHBENREYRA YREEE S EEFTX
NRERERANA ZAEEREER: S= A, P, c WEH, SHBRBE X : IRERT. « SHH
ErREBRE MM EHEE, FEZMZRMAEERWER, y SHEERIKERE ERYMHEREE,
BEZMR M KCMEEBENEW; N B EHENKRARRE LM EREENTAERE,RE o« BH
Wy ZHEEHZERINXR. UHEEEER - MREB B, Mg EHENAE K2, HE—-EHR
BVEEMA, - i1 3 BREM R A, U RAYFEEEF B EREBIFE " ,

FRULFRERER SEASEESHRERN KB EER P, SR AER S MENSLE REUERDR
BREMNN, SELZMEEEANER BRI AATE KT R RETEMNSHE, EPREL
FEAHRAYHER, MAERKRE L ELZHRAG T SEMER, BHRE A AR RS R R
Al BRI BB ERRIE REE A, SRR T HEY BB KKEF. HE
R MAENBS S MERATH, XL RAT TR MHBEUE R,

B R 1 72 A RO RO AR B2 b FE B RN W, R Z B KW, BT RM
BIFERMNE, BEEAHFTX—BRERM . XEFHTRUAH DL, B2 W0EKY B R TRAHED
fa 5N ALK T ABEF AP LT R, EERIEAN RS A RIS, B E RN B A,
B A BB XX — R R A B, REBI N L, EER, Wu S ®IR3 MR EEAR KRN,
SHERWMERER BT RER TR RENR . @7, EE R AR M E& [ 5 HER, ERR
FiaERBEREWERMEF B, FWE R EE R SRR,

B Ah  FEFEAT RGBT B, 8L B A0 B B DA IE 5 B S BT, 3R BT R BB (major rule, BR
% B PR AR KRB N RAMEMWRBBREE, MAZRERB /NI HERRE), N
BWA, SR EAGHFEEEARE THE - CREFLAMKES TELRERMHERS , XEHN
HREEH, FARRMES TR REHAN FEHEFREES AN ER) S ERBR LB RN XNER
BRI BEL T B E W, B 4 W 23 (A B R 24 Turner %1 30 7R 18] B & 7 vk A 1 ok A5 AR
THRIFHITE. AESHE, BN (NETREVHIx IMEEENEIRAIHSETRABHENE
ARAVAMZRBLSERNBEMERMIBHRERN. XEEFABNHR,EHMERRS FFRR
3.2 ZREFEERMT

& R 2 [ R (L RAFIE R B AR 2 AT RS A 87 2R . SEPR b, HA M0 R E
SR ES RS R AR, KRBT BA B REH %, ERESRERMTLER
REHZHRER, ML HKESTIBRSEHEERTEL, UREMREREFENEHABE™

— e \NH A RAFAFREFNBAFERE , RESXSZKFUNERNE EMANANER, MARLE
MR ELC EBE BN TR B M ERRR I ER ERUNE S ZAE W NEREMEAER
MER™, B TERFRENEE ASIRBEABEMEWEEN A ARENAAE , 2 REEE RS %
HAEMFBIERE, MEEEEYMWERESRIE RSN F k. B, $REHMEEERE® RN R TR
SRR T ok LI RBE AR R s U

HEl, BUAESSAEZREAN FCRBRT —RAIFHITED®  BMRRA = AR SREH%F

® RSSO M A .
3.2.1 FREGIH¥EFE SEKTETEAEEFEMN SRAAXESN ZSRERBE RETES
W RERET L AT RO SNE TS AT E, XBFEASRE SR E M, 85N 8RR
AL AR AT, R R A A R, A FRERKF & RES /D CEHBEHRK/N BAEMU
W oS EAHER (RE L MRS SHAMXE EHERERAMRERENEERES, TEE
T e B .
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(1) F Z 41T (semivariance) ¥ HFERERESN EWEREEEFHAFE AN SRR K
RE % REMIFAE

HEFFEREBRNFMSFHHFERE — —BRELT , ZZRAMXENEE, E-BHRIH
R EFEB/NEERBE W EB /N ERE BN R, EEHBE R, HEHERA TR EZEHN
TR 2), B RIERR Y A HXEME, EHAHXHETEEN,ERARIETRZ AIRARIEMNZEH
A, TEMANBRERIBREER —-REBA; MBI ZRE, & RSB ERZ EUHEL M, %
B BSHHZE B AR MR BENE, AR RSB EEEARRERAN ., Eit, 77 8 %A T M
FR RIS IE R E (INBESR BB A/N) T, R, ZE LT BRI T 3 A BRI b & 4% B ME

B—FMERR,EFERNAMXBNTRA100% R SR ), B3 72 SRR EE b F5 KT
T, RBE—FKKEL ETHESN(E 2), XM, (2 FERRMBZERRIBRTRAS NEMILS4A, AR
Ao AN, B ARFEAEXRES ™, AXMELTHRAERANREE, BXh¥y 282008 EF
KN R — ) MBS/ RIBE RIS, EREARIBREER/DMYRE L, TR E /NS
NBEEBEEE R, M FERTREFAA RN BRI B TR S B AMEXME, B40, Jackson
Caldwell " BF 57 + A= AL 4 PR 19 25 (B B R AT R B, 2R UK 12.5em B, H A VUR S &, pH, 1340 8%,
ZEMMHRESERAE/NT In WHEEARALRBAZE GHXM B SREBCR 1n 6, BRI H N
DFFE. W THEY LR BAE N AMEYTFRE X SRy BAAXKN R, W BP R F8 /N BUE
[AEEAYL K 10 ~ 50cm, A EER I B MM EF A HXE, B EMNYREEREWERN EEPIIRE L,
B, BB /N /N B R BE R BN X R B BRI B RENBERE.

FoMEAE, T ERNKEER (B 2), B
B RREE h W RRARI B = H A M, BE
HEAMXRME, XTTHEEHTHREN S MEE/NT
BRRARSBHRAENBE. ERANERIBERZBEX,
MAATM A FEHEHBEHEE » K RKTHETF
g0

HRK, EpERT T RN R W& RBNERE
IS IE——HR 4% Robertson 1 Gross™ 2 i iy 81X 2K J5

*FHx
Semivariance

AR, o7 7 08 B , DU 7T B W28 B2k 7 18 P L7 Log distance
BB A HoHE A0 B B BEAR b RO RS B, i 5 R T B i ezl s AN
ARG T R B e R R S Bhocar mode)

K% %k b8 RBE (B 2)o Robermson FI 7 B 00 ) et variance model)
Gross'™ Xt 7% HI o +- 38 pH fH I 7 Z A HIEL T ER T aircase-like increasing)

B - pH B A RS J M, T A E UK

BESHFRERN, kT EMFERNENEETRES B2 LREFERERD

Fig.2 Several semivariogram theoretical models

REMEREMFLE, U RERKEHEEN, FARM
AR HAERMAERTH—SRIED ™, BEWT:

F— T EENRRBRETRNE MERBFLENEEN FYNEE, MAREELRERRRE P
BEMTENEEXEATES, B, ERLRAMNE T ZEB T, RERE LW EATREES, URTAR
SRMBZRERRB>C, B4 URANWELEIBEREERARE L, AL T LR HBAFHMDE
RE#R™ o Meisel Fl Tumer™ 4t , RE 77 22 A4 A Bt 7T LU ML AL BRI B RS W45 1E, (B EZE RN
ELRNHERERR EHNFEER KR,

B XHAKF(EERRENKRD) BENKD P WEERSERESZEANERELHNR
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WO AR AT EHERRIREE ER T2, S ek 2 E, AR T, WA
R A B B B S R E . FERRBRE KT T, 2 A X ERNESET A RAL
8 ONTIEI S £ R BT ; 24 8 RS KT, M A S 7 RE R 2 3k, A T B0 ) SR AR TE
5141, McBratney™" % £ HE ) A e 85 & B (O 5% R B0, 76 75 IF) (0 RLBE AV BE K 7 B S, 18 3 0 1 MR S BRI
MEGHEE R, BRTENRERD LT RRE RO E R ERE. B, 7 R8P b a2k
FEEELH T BTN DI BN S RGN

(2)Z5 PR BE 35 B0 (lacunarity) FREHEHEERN 4.0
SRR SR 0 R OB RO B TTRRIR S R S SR
R R EE S Al 9 % 0B 2% PR B B XL B 5 A E (I B NN B
Bl ERERBANT (AR EN) S RERR. &

log (ZBREEIRE)
log (lacunarity)
NN
o W

MEEHSE S (NEN . BRE WO RHERE 1.5 SN
BBHEDS TR A AR RS B R EE L0 S
BB I B I W~ SNy
W38 SHAE B KN (R D B W KE, SIRERRZ 0 08 16 24 32 40 48
log (Y8 ZhHE K /) log(box size)
B, AREMNEWIFERNRMNEZNSEHI A —— B35 53 More regular distribution
----- BEHL 4> 7 Random distribution

B, EHEEBMRES KN THABEBRERKER, —— th/h R EIR 4T Fractal over the middle and small range
-« 437 Fractal across the landscape

ABAE TR ) R R ot 2.t nd g e

OEMNHMREE MK FENDBIHELDHRE -n- BRBRAL(% 4 % H) Strong clumping (hierarchical structure)
LHAT WEHFRRK 2RO BRR gy s sm s oonion 5mn 200 B 0 B0 (R
BETE BENERNSTBHE T, Plotnick %15 B E )

QEMBMEEREBR/PI B RE T, 211 Fig.3 Loglog plots of lacunarity versus gliding box size for identifying
ST M ERENEZ LB MPENL ™, different landscape patterns(Redrawn from Plotnick et al.!**)

QOEXMPHM B ERER/N FTHRAEFEE, RELSREB KRB~ K/ ¢ BHATFHBET B, IFER
EELTE,WNEH SRENTF (N, ENEXLHBHNRELSF RERMEZEH R DEEEEMRK; M
REREN ¢ WHARKT, s AIRMBERNFERE (W FHRERKDN), BNBEEFREH YREKRT q
Bt RUMEREMEN . B, W TEENMERE ¢ ULETAMISHTHNRNER, HERERBRE
FHRRARESHERE ¢ ZEBKDERD,

QEMBHEBRER KKRALEERTR NEXHERNEZERIRUFHRESBEN, T EH D X
-ELMRR, ZMANUNEEMNREBSNEEL TR WEHRNBEREZRERNAE RSN MEE
AR BA F RGN, dh 5 7 40 B3 B R AR ES

HWAT R, EREMREELHEMNENSRERBEERIZUR FTHFELNAREFAR, ZHERHK
A PR B R T R B P RS AL AR i S e

HWNFRE—-SEFE, SHRERHEAEHMBFNAR  FERAE OB T M HEMSEH —EEL
T b 160 R (O [0 B 23 4% SR L MR B 98 47) 2% s @ JE IR T ¥ 25 8030 4B 48 00 BF 5 IX st SR ORI kB
QOREFE Y BREBRIF R BARSHNE LR  BHMBMER B R RE LW, s RERER
TR BB ST BN SHIEENBRRREEEANZS % ONERNBEZEE R
HREARLAEEE /DB S 1% ~2%), WEHREBR, MAMEANTELER FTERETENERNE
B, MERNERNFELXES ;O BNRMHATELIE, R Z 3R IASHK D 4150 SR R AL
HRZUEN, XEBERMEREE) EERMN . RBEET MR REEEHTEERITNERER
BEVNEZEAHNTZRBAFER MAAELARNERN A HFEUAR T EHRE.

(B)REF AW (scale variance) MEHE - RBILBLEENREFZHATRENZEHF LR
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RAERY, URKT R AR EKEARR, - FEA UK SR EZRE L2 MR, 5 —
DI A R X R S R, — R REFERERTHREURS AT RERHORE,F
B A A S RKF EMBFERE. 550 RARARE EREFEE & ZEHMMN MR RRRE LR
BRI AR A AR X A R WA S TR A X Kb B, RUBE 7 25 40 0 45 3R 7T F SRR B BR S ZE D R | (878
ERARMERK TSR R,

REFEZAMERFIBRERLBER HEANRARHERYERERBEFHR, EALE &
HERTREFTES JTEE ER B HRRRES) R b 2 R R R a5, REE 7 2 0058 86 65 5
WA, ZEFEFERATFEREBRRAFBRASHRNTR, — SRR WMELRWA SR RA, AE
GHHTERRBREFZANGRERGRNIITRMYZRERRD, M H5REFZ 080481808, 6
Wu 3¢ —ME R BERESREF T EZ MW R RERI L R R El, EH R EATEER
RHEFABWEREH, B0 Wo S MEXE AR MOBER . B, TRt BN RNy
(I AT FUNBT) , REF ZANEBHENEFE N EER LB E (X H P L0 E s,

REFEMEERBRABRPER LAY BHEEASEFHRBIMEHER, G2 ™, B
B, 3B B RE AT LR MIFH R B R TH— B RAEFHRE™

(4)/DULSY BT (wavelet analysis) EEFEBRPEPDEHBRTIBREE A FRAR(ZERE)NEAE
o MEAHEE B WRESEEEEN /D ERREE, PR RIB P MERAZIERE LY
AP EERR SRR ERBEANE . BEEXERE EWBRANEIRUR B EmE R, B, RBR
ERFEUWNFLERE CEFEFEWRRWORE, 3 HLBEARRE /D BHEBAE T LIRS R X/
B GREMEE., E/DEERERRRE, CRE KRS, Bk, BT R E JH B G X E X T/
BHEMAREMER, GMNBXX, ERIIGERELEMERMFE, MEFEMREZAWREER
(scalogram) B 5 18 7 48 FUBE b B JR 28 AL 81 5 TR 4G R0 B2 ) o T SRR

BADEFERAEL/PME T EREEDRIEESAORER S RROBRIFILE, BIMRELHA
BRE/DMEFZER TS EERBEZRENRBERR (S BHEAR) - RENRRERR(NEREN
ARER) , 4L BRI /IS B 7 28 B A% R BB A9 BE I 45 -8 3O0E , B A0 bR B BT o L 490 B 5 IR (WK S MO BB A B ) R AR R B |
IR LR R M S5 R, BB B/ D BT 2 18 /8 B HO PR BR EL B SRR B AR AR PR E o 7 23 A/ U8 T 22 9 [ B
R R R A B TR A EANRE BB R R EENRRS,

NEFEWEEATREAERE - ITRELNREL, THARSUE R FEREHRE (MXSHEHRBEH
K/NBBERKAD) R XERERNHEMEEE, TEFUTLHEL: OBENEREFE - MREL,M
EHERELHEETE , XEATRUHERERD (B 42); QEENHRAEFE - TREL, BEHER
EEPNEFERBER, X—FEHERTHRBIEREWFIYRE, AN &R BEERE LR R #EAN TR
R EHEAMEREE R RTI(E 4b);OF MM HE N IEE, X1ER T RMUKNERER R (B 4c); OFTH
BHIEE, ERAMREEEAYREREN DR EZ , XESTRUANEERRREELZNRE L, flin
WEH —RIIAR KD (E 4d), QLA WEE, MEELFHREHRE LB BEFRIEK/DEE %,
IR T RS RE LSRN EE BB MKR[IFLES,

BRELAS /DB 2 B LASH, AT & AN /DB 2 B 43 0 # LB IR B A8 B AR 4E . 1 40, Bradshaw A0
Spies”™ THE T 3 MG 4 Fibksr 3t 12 MEHRMRBREBIK DB T Z. BESEFZE BEELH 4 X
K IBR TR HEE T R BRI B LR FARES X ARBR /N4> F R

NEAHEEARBHERPE T ZN A EEESZE R E R AR T 20 42 90 R4, Bradshaw 1 Spies'™ Xt
FHRARBRHARRED ESFEPREW AL X —FFHFE, DESTEMEESEPHNAMN
IS N 40T FE AR R A5 RUBE 4 o B R PR B T 5 O LBt G P — RS AN AT R I B 2
ZHER, BRI TR ETHLE KEMREEEEE R/ DESTRUERMEES; RZX K RETES
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— 60 — 60 - 60

) ® © I @

50 |- 50 50 - 50
7 40| 40 | sl a0
e
3 30 30 |- 30 - 30
-
® 20 20 - 20 - 20 [

10 | 10| 10 10 -

1 o 1 Ji J R J I |

0 0
0 100 200300 400 0 100 200 300400 O 100 200 300400 0 100 200 300 400
JNBEH 2 Wavelet variance (%2)

B4 PEEHEESRILE R KRB

Fig.4 Wavelet variance scalogram for identifying different landscape patterns

EHMETRER. B2, /NESTESBSROTNAH LB IERGEAS RE Bk, %D RIWT R
B T4, SR R T A AR R/ B R R, T BB A AT ZAk R s A,
3.2.2 BT %5 (landscape metrics/index) EMFEHUFE R WA TR NRREER., sSEHT
HARBREE R AR REFENTER, EEABESAEER FEERR ONERR MBERK.
REFEREBEEREMBR LIRS, TE 3 NRREHE  BK T B 53 RKE MRk,
5= EFEAR, RREREGER TR EEEE W MR E R (ERER R HEFT S HE) M= EEE
(ZEHEEF R ER BEEMLE REFEEENSNRERLS) AEA T REREENELE
#i,

7E3d % 202, B BEE R RO R EMBLME RERHE ERETERERS2227, BRI
BOHERERE, FEAGUHAREREN, ATEIERAWREEEAESTEXLEEE, W HHETES
RESHFAFIRERFHNE, REMEREBEHRERMRIBEELE TRIF AR, BB R KB
FEENIS T RMERMEERNNAE, UEFAIFATEERMEEERENTALIRERETLEARE R
e, ERRHREVEN, EFLMELHER, LLEARFE R R A R3S 25 8 5 W15 B R BN, &
FHEBFEMBEEWRERGE, FR I RMBERRERZN - BXAN, BESERUERERE R BEFR
EREBEFE, Wa R Wu S EERT 4~5 MRWE 17 DMEEAKFR 19N RRKERHRRER,E
FMEHWRERN T ERT RENARMNEENER.

EMEBERENTURTERAL MR, HATREES? IRAH, -~ ERMNERBEREN
AL S TR BT R (A0 Costanza F1 Maxwell ™ F1 Wu 2555 B y = ax’ , Hit v HEUMIEE, x I RE K/D,
a BEE, b R REHTF (scaling exponent) , 5 i & b A2 (scale-invariant) . BRRXRE—MEFXEBHAZR,
AT PE g — 43 18] 5 B R BK (spatial allometry) , (X F > B R BE R A MR R ATEBRE EHER T #, B
EREZMEEBET, RFHHIHAETEZ, BEMEABERAIBOTH IMHEREXANEEFALA
BB R BILA RN RN BA GRS RS A B REEEAERESRFAXHRERFA
TH EEERENKRRD PRE—-NSABRNBHNE, FEH SR, RUBRERNFEERRSE
MM EMEUSTEEN BRASRENRALFR, BARIRET —ERL, BITERE - THUHER, X
BRBRF EWIERA, B4, 50HR,. BERERMEZEFNEAE-TMERON=HENAN, 59 ARE
B—ERE RERFUEREDA5, RERES, F R HFERE N TN ERRHE SR
EHER, FAEARBRABZ MERMZERABRAIBE AHETHTFRERSE., £F - LRAERE
B BER, REIEE FRE, FERME T RERERE FELEAARE LHBEKRER™ .,

RMERERERMA EHERABTS R, BB AATEE BE AR REHE L RE LiE AR %
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RESRERR? TR—NEFEBFITRRE, EXEEL FTRINES, MUBEMER, MHE T EM
HMAXR EBMRERCEEN, BUBELARBROREMEFH>Y QPR ERENHERE
HWo BE, W iEH , ERMERWRERPXFHEEMERTLEOL, EE WA ERETHRESRE
HHEERERBERKF. BE ARFEHRNESERRE B H S REMIFE, B AR BRI BB
ERRHBBEMEMK AR E, EITHREZ LM BE TR R E 2K, E R R SR AW
TRRMIER, ENRBHEREVOKEATEHFFEEREYS . RE YT S RNEEEENSRBRK
FEHEERTMERN ARAZVTERAFTESREN I AXERTMER AR T ARSEKELR
FAERE ,BNX %L HMTE2AEMERNT RIS T EFERRBIE.

3.2.3 SRS (fracta) DESFER—HBESHSARESN T E. ANMSERTURTANRT
BRI B VLB S S iy JL T TR A et L BB A AT A M B TE R R ROBE B i A A, AT AS B R A AR e LR
EAEERREKEE FREMK S TEEHRLE, BB STREIHTF T ERBUNER.

BRI B TEEENREMEETUTES . NRESARE WK BRI BISE LA AU,
TEXEHEEERENEER, T, B 5REFATAC, BRPHERAZEESBYIENEH
I, BB EEARIR B ERB B RNF MU, R, MEHFILFRHREH, BNF RESESBHE RS
FEH B A DS IE @R AU R — MR ER L, ERREBENG T ER D BEARE EFHARMWEES
REET % (scale-invariant); (A& Mt MR ES, D LR ERT, ESHLW R ERKB T RE (scale-
dependent) . HE—FEREHWN,D A, RALEE NETRUREALEMBEEE - EREEHN,D
RAESREA, FRHESHE, NERENTELESREN, TEETAYETSNERTRSEKT LR
SRIE RS,

DAUEANRERSREZAMRNFEREENERER, BEEHTRE S RE DAL, R
EH MM ERER D, AT ERRREREFRN, B%AFTARRNAR(P)SHER(A)ZENER
HitE D:P=kA" 5 logP= K+ DlogA (kK FIK ¥ AER). HTFHZFET AR K/PHRESR, D RBTHHR
BV R E R B B4R AE o B4, Krammel %1% F JE /T BRBE T8 T 3% B 95 79 79 He 3 494 5% 2% MO — A 96 o 2R 4K
EMHSER, ERER, MIRELZARTROEZW, BRHOE—THAN,D=1.20+0.02; TAHEHE
£F ARSENMEM L ERBAG I HE)NEE, BREFNEHTMAMN,D=1.52+0.02, HHHREHRY
% 60 ~ 70hm® Y, D HZAE{L I B IR E S, MR R A RS RER ZAKHF :

VAR, M E B B AERRSMREMFFS " BT REASR, MRk T —HHE,
(BF B 24t BT , BB RATR.

Boh MU AETELANER(REZENERAREVY AR, UHEB-ESRE-BN-REERE
), AEETFTHAT ZE LIRS REMIES>,

4 5%

ERRWRE L ARRRRES FEFRESERE, RN 2 %R TR R HERRE, £ HEM
BHMELEERRRE. FEit, BN B SV R A 72 20 05 T A8 [ B0 B 254 BE 5008 B 5 0F 8 00 4% &
HEAERIRG BRI ANEREERE, MARERER ., ZREFREE B TMRUT RS, #fm, %
R MR S BB S RERAEN? EEREWRS, BMARMBLERE FRHREREE
MEEK? HETAERMFRESEETZRESTE R SOWE 2 A& BRI, B30 ENE 24 02 ) RE #
R R, DR AR AR R A AR X RBE K

HTHEERSHMMNT T EE G BRE, HARFTEES REA P AN E 6 = R REEH S5 EhRIER
FAF, B, 36 5 X 4 O B IE R AR T 25 (1S SR 4 1E (0 B h 4T T80 b I VRAG L IR IT SRR . X T EF
FHEE A BN RR DR, 542 AWM R D B 5 B R R R R B E A R, X T g
BN ERENEN TR, ERERRET, SAZABLAH T EREIIRFNRIMR FEERNE N, £
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—MEFEBFRTHEE, B4 BMFARESIBHERAWHFLTTEARMER, EMNSRRER[HEF
REHIFHE AT BB — 3K, BT LATE B 40 5 B 58 5 T EL 33X L4 4IE 2 B Pt 11 R AL B o

V2 B S SURER W K B R B B, B R R U R R R BT R A g B A R MR, R F g e
EEGFEIE, EAT AR ED RN AN ESF IR TAFARETEF T RTT M AER S, AR #ERE
RIS AR R R R o

REM%2HRRIREEELT RERSMREIFNEREM, MREEENTENELUEMXRE,
FRRERNENFERVAEERT FESHFENRR: T EL FEES N AERMN GIS BA ZRGEITHM
S RMERERERRKRENER B L FERIREESFHIERERLE REAARERES
ABZAEXREH—BAR, HEEREBERRERIR. RERERGFHERERE T ZEMRXXF RO LEENE
B, ENEERRBEBTEEEAMBESAR L L% (ARESH ) WEFTSE, I WHRANLR 2
BRI LIRER
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