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R & (Gambusia spp. ) \REEFHAHE

REAE,ANE K AR

(BEAREAKEEYTRT, KEEEFLSHHOB REHFTERLRE, N 510632)

1 B A (Gambusia spp. ) RIE=TILEWHEBZABRYR, EXEEL) M BARBHHEED  BIEVERBBEY TR
TZE 2t SR ARG X 38, IE 20 BRI, B AEL YRS NE S BMS | AL TEHESI Y. A
R FHHERNAER, BERWSIABKED RN . ENEAT ZMARENE A KT RA AR AR S K0
TRHRERERE . AN ENHNMEEFSAEGAED 20, FIFHEHFTRER, HBENEREESNESHEHEME AR
FREEAY R  EMEREXNEREH., 8L, Ba L7 R RERKHFRF RS, SRR it w2
FERUN o X LR T Y RS B LT R — E R R R R . AT, B TR NAATER N T/EPEEARATER
BIFER, BB T A RERMSALEY 8. HBRTEMNIE X fIE EinEd R m, NE— S RATREARESE
5.

KR AW A (Gambusia spp. ) ; BRYEY 2 A BABRIGLHE FRES
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Recent progress in the invasion ecology of mosquito fish ( Gambusia spp. )
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Abstract: Mosquito fish( Gambusia spp. ) were native to North America and had been regarded as evil invasion species.
For the great predation pressure on mosquito larvae ,they were introduced into temperate and tropic area to control mosquito
population in wild since early 20* centuries. The intensive investigations indicated that mosquito fish invasion had great
threat on the survival of native invertebrate, fish and amphibian in field through predation and competition, thus having
great risk on native aquatic ecosystem.

Mosquito fish had large habitat niches, rapid growth rate, ovoviviparity, high reproduction rate and large adaptation
reproduction conditions. In wild, their population sizes increased rapidly, and the individual span were no more than 2
years. In reproduction season, the population formed spring and summer reproduction groups, and they had different
reproduction strategy, resulting in complex population structure. In addition, the female had the ability to store sperms from
different males for a long time and use these sperms to release several broods in a reproduction season. Such broods had
relative high inheritance diversity. By this way, the introduced population could easily to pass through bottle neck to exhibit

rapid evolution and form different geo-population. For the sake of mosquito control, mosquito fish dispersal will be
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continued in the future, and the ecological invasion risk of such fish needs further study.

Key Words: mosquito fish ( Gambusia spp. ) ; foundation biology; ecological invasion mechanism; predation; inter-

specific competition

HZZ AR (ecological invasion) B4 B A K45 —NEENAERKEFRE,20 #HE 50 F£RLKRELT|E
AR R Y ZEKAESIY T , B (Gambusia spp. ) RIRE=TILEWHEZARYFH B
#J% B ( Cyprinodontiformes ) , & #5} (Poeciliidae ) , £ B /& (Gambusia) . 1ENKBBHIGEREARMAEY T
B R s R R 2R P N T Rk iy 20 3E 20 KAERIBRE N, B
A BEXE| A TCRHESIY) 25 BT KI0 AE 77  BAR R B 0 2 O B E AR B BK A TS
REP, BA 127 EFNDG RIS EEIIAFE, LHERBSEKITUBEK XX &84
AR 2B P A BT R A B AR A MR T R R A R B

Eir R a” B EER G affinis (western mosquito fish) F1 G. holbrooki ( eastern mosquito
fish) 71 E R —BAEFRI R G. affinis™ o X EFIAMEHFI LB TSR, B 7EMR K B — B 5] L Rl 4
A— TR TR, HP) 1988 4F Wooten 4 A4 FB- YK B X 43 A WAL B 35 B ZHBF R E IR
@172 FER PR, B B A IE 7E 55 E AR F R P R AR R G F AR AL R Y VR AR S A 3, AR AR T A TR
TEXG IS Ry — e, BT RINZE RSB AR . ARSCB AR A M2 XA B A Y
ZHENERMARIHEILS T EHNENEAANRESERREREFALR, BT G ofinis A 6.
holbrooki 14 2 A4S HI R AR H T TR BUAR SO0 B B HE BT SO —3E3| R, XX
H AN JEAF AR G. affinis,

1 EfiEy=

BB RPN R A A, A RA B LTI B SR , BBk s F EHk A MR, B0 F7EHK
W R T BAFaE S BB b — B R UG %, KB, IR 7E M
PRPIRg K B B EIAE 20 ~ 50 dp9AEEE" . ZE—EKIRAREE T (20 ~34C) AF4a7= 1 18 d 5, Mtk ANk h B4
PE R IFTESS 40 d BR, R h 17mm;45 ~ 50 d WM B, MRy 23 ~ 25 mm, (K% 2 B Bk F i
@5 MFRIME AT EE ) TR, BB REAY , KR SR I ZHE W, SERFHAGEZ
S e i A B IS, TR E ZHRENA, M 5 E NS MR B S
117t BEEW Y,

PP ERIER R NEESHEER WA THAE EREE  EFRBHIEF—RIESE (fimess) T
BUNRAEEPHER—NEESH Y, AR, M 7E B %1 R MK R38R 8 8 i S 50 T b 1k
ERMHATIRRE, A TBRAM TN ENER™ , X ERREERSNR T E A5 RERME—
MFEANERLRENFARAESNFERNEAR, FREEHEEZNENR, XM EENEH R
B,

BB AR BEETAEZER, B SRl X SEFMMEEN SR R X EDPELZ Y
X, i mpg B 3 AB9 B9 TR BRI X M AR SR P, %% F Mondengo A H#IX 4 A3 8
AEERBH" . &R — AR RMKE Heviz Birp , EEEBIN 4 A7 B4, 39 BOMTFAKIFMF
TS 18% Y, ZEHAPEMBK , AR EREBANM S B 10 B4, Ere) M X b %
FEH R 3 ARE 11 AJE, 1 R SR R 2 240 d A5 HHERARMTE 18C UL s RBUBIX A ARk
BAMT 5 ~10 AB#RTEE™,

BB AR EMEEAREFE. ZHMETHEEEENEEANSEREENEERANMEHEZ
SR BB, K ESEEBRAET 3 ~5 itiFaRAR ST, KRR T Y FENE S EMAE KR, m
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EFEHRREBLWw AT, AN ERNESL R, TE2ENERER T HNES EHE
PRIGIOADT - BRA B AT R A 1 2R 34 A VR A7 30 W0 PR A R KN A i ST ) AR 1 B
PEUMAK S SRS S GFAREZER™  — B S, P X AR T REEEY . SR REHK
PR BT R R SRR 1O T R S R L B A BRI A BB B8
EARTBHAL ., RN atige BB R S, SORm EER KA A 5 P R i A
BRAT G,

Bl M 1905 4EFTJE BT I AR R B A T AT 3 80 B EE R R EEFE N ek
S BARENBRRER D, ELBREBHRKHETHEAER R, BNARABENEYHHEL BT L
32. 8% , WirE4h Ei A LB ik 64. 8% ™ . BB ERR BN ,23CHIKBAM FIRE 1.1 g e 24
h WA DEE AT 1.6g B9 438 B4 h, RFABRKRBATEL" . ES5HMHHEETES T, EHE
AR BRRE, AAERNBRERERDS? , it KIPHEE AN 8, 78 B BT 256 Fia 3624 s 56 1
A YRS SR AE N — M EENAEY R TR, BRI i, bR Bk ok ER R R4
R R B R AR S B R R R RN A MK AR A R B
2 RINBAEBRELSHM
2.1 BEEEIKESRENEM

TR TR IR B T | A, BB ZHHBRRAE R TR & M TH MK AESRE, T LUER
TATRR RGE T RIVEI Y o BN, E— N A TR RS REH , &5 E E i M e AR R
& T HIEES ARG P S e siYAUKAE B R AR P, (513 R I WA RSN K, QR T 28 T 7Kk
HABRANERYRSE™ MRS T BB R, 28 TKR, BIKT TR &, in T A0es
B%, AN, ENHEEEARENT RALTKEMYRENESIR™, MIEFBESRET, BRAK
B AR FA MR ESF LR, SEaT ABPAE GO TR HIRE SRS b %4 A
e gepssz ™,

HHUEZRGES , RN ALEYREF AR RIBD RAEEEN, EHET PHE Mondego 4
TR BXBTHHR B, G. holbrooki TEX BRI AERRETHE T BEEAR, ENAEETEMLER
3.101g/(m’-a) (FE) M 12.63 g/(m’-a) (BE) , FHAYER 2.8% g/ (m’-a) (BE, A 126.26 kg/
(hm’-a)) A=K BREYE H(P/B) 2 1.071, 5HAFIEYE N A (LYE 9 ~24kg/(hm® -a) 18
F;P/B 0.7 ~0.8) X b BN tH B AR K Rk e SR B & A 16 s St A A
2.2 g E YN

REWPIREYN, B AR T ZYFMEYZ M ERH, 723X E BN LM Santa
Monica U} [X 10 ZEMHITE BR,5IA T B K JLFZER A8 WERYE Taricha torosa BTH K, R A
REIARRI A B & DUGGEA 00 SR AR . Ariesa 95t T BRESI 3 36 B I A48 AL A9 £ BE 75
% ( Rana aurora draytonii) (Red-legged Frog) FEFAMEFE® . K EvEMhik ( Hyla regilla) (Pacific tree frog) f1H}
B 7ERGR B ARG I TR BRI 65% 2 FEBKFITES| AR 6. holbrooki X — i fi i ek 2 43 4 R ek
Litoria. aurea W8} AOTHEL FE SR FT RERLIA T HLBAE AP REROADE R . 6. holbrooki B A X PG HESF 47 H A 2
S 5 W BT F 14 B8 toothcarp B BFAMEF WA EBM ™" . BIANTIABRSEE EMIERMEFH,
HRE, HXH PR MER AL, H 20 L 60 ENRNEWE G ofins FIACTEHE, EZ T E5FH
(Oryzias latipes) RHE FEF , 3X 2oy X HFHE BB, B T8RS, S B PRI 7E 3 BRp IR ) /DR SR
B MX B REHET. Flan, Fte— A RasE (R =R IFR ILILRRN—BRIRE) 78 1973 £ F IR v
., 1986 4F B 3B A U BT 4
2.3 ARWLH

E+ZENMRAAN BENAEIEYRFNBESFNIAMR T ZYMHNEDZHEET LR
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mS RSB B AL B — R Y AR MR B LRI A BN EERE,
2.3.1 fpE=ES

SIABFAILFF PV A S G. holbrooki 5 Aphanius iberus F1 Valencia hispanica WiFp +E R A&
Y4 B BEARRL , ZE P B AR R R G LI A LI MRS AR T T ##2 G. holbrooki 5 1H +ZEFEY)
BB AMEL, ERFART, RETRIEFEFIAER LD, B LEMHEAR S LR A HA
B EHEALSR; MTERENARANRAERARAERERNBRERNBERE, RN ERARELEY
WRESHHXFA L E R,

SRT , BT TE G. holbrooki AR TR EARM/NEI AR IIFA—ESHEEFBNA . WEENX G.
holbrooki FIRR KA. —/NE + 22K Galaxias maculatus B)TEF R RIEATHIIEE R IR, FEXTEE R A1 B M BT IR
AT AL BMEE R AYE 3 BT EEMNNBL T RRANRES X L L ERHSRE Y, L ERHAE
ESURBRTHENREZESEL . Bl TEZ TR AR (IR AKEM) i ESRH B
R A BUE®
2.3.2 HE

AR REEEEN T EZEAREENENE, R RAFEAHEEXN LENE AARBRNEREE
HUSTER g mnt 7 MR FARRINER A B A5, XA A MK PR b R B R S A L E R
I B KR 7= R B RS B2 D X 5 A R IR R BB 0 R 0%, B 7 AR A KR T IR R KA SEREE
IR B I (egg capsule) ™, M FEA T A E AR G. holbrooki BT | A\ B — Ho7E Mo EFA A REJS A 1Rt
0 X4 e 33 e 68 o B B A RO B, AR P AT RO SR AR B, 4R 4 B L SN WE kR Bufo
americanus 44k Rana catesbeiana (¥ BH7E FA AR B0 H BRAY BB BOA R BLHH 15 24 B BERL ST , 31X 7R 7T B
T AR A X SRR SS R A R A B R R A MRE Y . RS T , B mA I SR
BRI B A SR 1 4 X IR HEAT B (I 3E A= 5% Suboptimal environments , 40125 5 T B IfG B K 4 ) ARE XA
RERARE RS, X Lo — BRREE R A A NIRRT HEM AN T SRR E TR . 755
HIE, G. holbrooki B TE I+ A 2 B el 5% & JIF gk X BEFH K SR 6%, L 3 5 2 3L R Y A [/ — 4k
U R APE L T RS RS ABE R T RS WA, 6. holbrooki 78434 S WG A 4R
At AR AAEA T EE,

T —Se IR A 2RI B K ke, ) — SRR, 1R LL TR RK B, BRI , 5 A0 FHAIRFR 4 FR K
&, ARMBI SRS RERABEDSN, EATEROEESRE P SEENARER T I K K]
ANERHIBIG, X R KR —Fh I 5228 Linderiella occidentalis % WHYR , REME G AR A, WEAE
REFIARWARPMHEILT L. occidentalis FAEFRAERKER . AT EBAKEETAT L occidentalis
ISR RAE 16% , A 7| A BB B X IRAFTE X 64. 0% . 73X MRS & & H I LR HESD
VIR BE T, e METHEIR SR S, HAG YR R F AN A E BV L. occidentalis, 555
BFAMBRIEAE S, & WA S| AT E I R A M A — koK R B Ay R R R T

B ANHEEERAREEARE T F /NI AREE THRMIEE, FlI0,6. holbrooki &L & FIBLF /)N
B A. iberus FI V. hispanica BSIE T SECENBE TR 725 —KRAESEHITF P, C. holbrooki i
%t Heterandria formosa K1 BEAR AR TR R T R SLAPRE R JB'® . ZEMKAITE , 2 BIR G. holbrooki X
It EELXNFAREREAA™ . TREVNFRES, ARANREEEBROHEALEA
Tanichihys albonubes WF B ATRRIVREES , W E A EARMBERAEENBDO, BT REAREY G.
affinis f1 G. holbrooki i A EG ARMEW G. geiseri f1 G. hispaniolae W E T NIGIANAEE ABHH YT
B4 BRI & %R (Feeding rate) FI 5 55 9 £ 74 A3 ( Diet breadth) ',

O BREE, /NG REEARMES BRMRKERERY. TRESHWEES 2007 EARZMEILIE,2007. 60.
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ERAEENREE IR REEREE TR A LR EN, ERAMNERIR IR, ERANT]
AT R Culex tarsalis \—IEHABVEERINAFTE 2820 , HIRE R EWARTIARKEET 5EBHTR
SHKEBE . BN, S F B Hes M2 (Kairmones) B8 42 (13 M6 B 25 1 s B AR B, A,
BB R RIK Daphnia longispina 724 B 21 J5 A, 1X 28 5 A58 B B0 R R R I 20 | BT
7= R AR PR EE /N T X B A 1 S B 078 2 B o X KRG 38 o g — R R %o, DA R R RN R i 5
A,

2.3.3 AR

(1) FhRE8 1% SR B -5 B FERUN (Founder effects)

BREG ZTIABSRA SR, B H X B ER R A A SR K, AR EEE W B B R S0 A 2 B IR
RAF BB, B PRI R B] BELR 11 B T 38 % L SRR AL, X Se R 1 T R 538 B ok S %
AT N 1968 AERE, B AR RRITR T X i MER A T E T . BRI 6. offinis YRS
B4 2n =48, Mt Rl BA R Rt e ik, i WZ, 6N 77 X R B AR A BAZ R Ak
SERGIF, BEIEREIR G. holbrooki 55 G. affinis AT AEZR " X EBFHT Jak Wooten SR Kj 4
MEFFARALEDARFH

B AR AN TERCEREHRT, A AR TR ENE R P RE¥FE4 T AL ER,
) P ek e AR ek A 3 T R ORIAR A — N P - HE O S R M v A1 KK FE OKTE ALK 24 2000 hm® ) H 9 £
B 5 WS RS ML HEATR 3 MRE R (35 ~41°C,25 ~30°C 1 17 ~22°C) B 5 4~ SR RE BT B
Z IR ALE B, BT R34 808 Hardy-weinberg SERE, MEATIX 2637 il BRI 2 BRALARA 1k L S 4E
WAERNZREE, R MRS MAMEAKER, 24 AR K RPEIRRRIBD,, XK 55
PR R 56 7R J L R RUSRRTE M MR 40 £0 [8) B9 43R AR BT RE R By TIPSR 1648 5 S @ ad BE ML A S ;™. B
JaXt G. holbrooki 757 [ iy i W BT 52 38 & TR £ 0 £ R F 70 23 1) b oRE A 9 3 0 18 B A 8 9 3t % 7 AL R
IOV EMEAE R 10 km K AR DY, bR IR IS ROR R i R ARV BAOAMET

R RENAER PRI R, S AR R R 8 2R A5 AR R S T 2 (110 KR K SCHR
HASREESS), EXEEEMAREFRE MK Savannah FIHEW RS0 70 M AR BEETHEER, B
WK BEARD IR ] PP R 2 B SRR B B R, BT W B 6 AN R s 7 & PP RE DR IR i A B IR 7
(excesses or deficiencies of heterozygotes) , A= TE7ETRI HH £ 0 E R RS2 A SRR 9 4340 7] BE 2 5 B /K I 3 7T
HEEB ARG, Fn, TR, 78 F —i AR FR AR R R R R & B S B R R B R T B3
AL, X RIS BRI 3 AN 17 SRR RRE R BT B R, S B 2K SCRERE KK R H M £
55k B 3 K 35 i M A 7 R (35, 1vs 32. 8 mm) (ERAREFE S (11.9 vs 15.2 ) (K L (18. 2% vs
22.8% ) JERGR/N(1.95 vs 1.67 mg) MEA IR E (0. 134 vs 0. 158 ) FHEITH B& 257 T HMA 540
R ARGE BENER, MR REMMOTUEERNEE™ . ERNOTISES, EIREEAR
B A (55 ~ 58a) AR R At AL ™

BREBRK B AR, R AR TR AWNIEM G afinis affinis F G. affinis holbrookit®>* =31
Wooten 554 T X ML BUE X I WA 432K R, 3T RE R EAR 76 M3 SR B i A 1T T e 22K
&, 7 B3 AEBRMAT, WELEIVMLAFEEBAN XA, 256 R ARRIEAE AR FOR ] LUH B &
BFAEEEERE, FAMEAEZERETMNBRIHEARRT . b AT N R 25K B & K E A R B P
AR, 53 BB RIS G. holbrooki FIF R RIE G. affinis,

i BA AR IR A, 3T B A AR F I 7 2 M MA R T T 2 AL 85, H i
HOEE| THEMREEES" ", SRERMFT RS aKEA AR AR T 51 4 ~6 #tiFa,
XS ok B A AAREY LB R A Y S, R T 2 (Microsatellite) DNA £ AR T3 G. holbrooki £ 1R 3L
B AR THATMASEEHED . SRR TREEASRERARKRESEENEETE™™ A

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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e JE A TR A BB A i A 0 TR — BRI R G 4 Ak TR B R e SR e MR R T BB R A T 77 4
ot 1 PR 1 O R T T HEA T 384 T BUR M B R R B0 4, S5 R XU AL T A P2 DNA #a il £ 0 R 33K
R . REBABHIEABYIES LS HE T (Bottle neck) , 13 2 B g B4 BEMBLE ¥R
I, TP A B SRR N ™ o e £ W4 BT ELAT F) 9 S0 R -1 B IR 7 e £ 0 T B 4 S R R BRI B T I b e Y
RO 7 530 — B R B B M £ B AT K VRS 4 S R R T DA g ST S ST T R R T O R TR B A B
5%,

B L, ARER R A RN AN S, A il B g S A AR, B e 2
P WA Hof KBB4, 3F BLAEY BOS R AR R B A 3 P AR B A S BE PR AR R 404 1™ o b R T
Bt HAEA B R AR R B E B, 50— BT 5 AR A E i ok P LR S A R AR
R ERIOR B TEEEFIFEHM Texas HIBHE M P EEM Nevada B JLAFI ARBE(FI AT 55 ~58a) 77
RN IR BEETME RN K SRR & 85 L MHE BT B B0k, ARIEX SR B FARSH
A EA MR R R HEAL A B , X LA 2 MR I R E M AR RN ARG T AR, ERE
BRIk R RN B SR AR & B ANME s AR R B X, BT DAB e X 25 | AR R 5L
FEBINJG R A T BB L™ o M1, B HE Al X33 e 5| A b BE B2 8 U LA R 9 1k L5 1 K 4 4 ik
B,

(2) #&%F

SHE R B R, e J S T R i , S R R K AR B IS 1 S T LA AR RIT B K P
BHYEE, EXBENRER, BB G. holbrooki BEFL I 43345 , 7070 BE B W0 B £ 2 i i 45
AR, M R M et W £ AR, 6. affinis 2] A WA % 35 R BUR 57 1Y 2 hE 1
W™ BRIRBCY R T B A a R, AR B TR A Bk e AL
HApEE e aE e

MEEBBMEN, BNATETIATEE, EEN YR FEREEN T HFEEYNFEE. &5
MR E RSB REREN BENE FRE L, XHFEREEFEEANEL, B
T BB R AR R 97. 5% , JBRGLSR B BBK, FFREE FARK 3G MmN, R T & Bl X & BB R B
Gt (BRI EMFRE  A RR A, ENEERR, B E E, BN AR S £ E kg
Enhydris chinensis f538 B EE 3, F v E R EKIGTZE YHBE w2 — %, S d i PR
2 Fustrongylides wenrichi {7 5] 8 3 TS B M 20 e 52 BRI 1 | TSC Rk the S i AR B SR M 3F
AKH,

(3) HESEEmM M

LR 1907 4F b 1 3o 2 i £ B A 15 76 35 B VA G B4 Kk K 3R ™7 T G- holbrooki M BB 32 B i 25%oH
YEKERRE ™ FFREEN R R AT o A A IR O TR S M A 2R, X AR S FE R AR FE M Aiken
P I — PEAZ B G S K FE R Y G, holbrooki BT B , 75 35 ~41°C,25 ~30°C,17 ~22C Y 3 MEHLE& B
TR T 5 B RAE R A AP R TASAE 5 T2 4R T ML BBEA'S . BRE N B i X I 1 38 4 PR B
FERFKF, HBAEMENIBIE S (fitness) ™, EEIAMM 1932 ~ 1933 4L KXk fa HATH L, RA
T MATER R RS B A, T8 T i, E HAMY S A B A B A B A RRL ML .
JETE 1945 W2 2 B, £ e 78 BV 0°C B bt BB, ML) B BN 24 X5 E0FR P, ER
B, 23 A THIBI BERTERE , R Tk R4 B AS vk i) R X B i At BB AR AR Y o o YR 3 DT 78 S B
FRREAETE B LRIV EOVI R, 7R IR A B BER , BB T DUR4E B0, T 7E FAth O 2= 78 41 B & iy 30 X 0)
AR LB AT EREESY  RAE BAT RSB . AR IR AT, G. holbrooki
HEPE RS T4 B RS 2RI, Y6 IR R4 48 S 0 T A RO SER B W B

B X TS LI TE N RE 7R 458 , ) A7E — BE R K AR R PR B VS e KR G holbrooki {5 RE %

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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P i XK BT BN BERE I RE ) BGR , ZE AN 4mg/ L IR BETTA B ARE R B Y
3 MNaERE

BB 1856 EH R IT 44 , HEA 20 HH4R )5 —E R g R T4 W B V6 T A T 7E Tt 7 &3l 8, = H)
Y HGEZE N AS . B Elton 1958 & K3 T H 443 (The Ecology of Invasions by Animals and Plants) 5 , A ¥ A &
BEA NN ZRE, EREARTEANWERNZIEA 20 #HE 00 FRLUGHERE. B, A
NBESRE G MR 2RO a8,

BHAA AR R a T AESERR TR RN RAENARESFHARR T EESE M TAE
P AW AR AR Y AT O ES B EES T EEE — MBI RX S, X SR R
BPmENEESARIGIN T . BRAIEREREAEREARNKMARH, REMN, EAHLEE
X A GG B AE S F B MR Z TRARNAENR, S B R LEMRX T HMHRNE. B—FH,
BRI SRR E A SR 5 2 RS XTI R EMIAZ R, BT EARKESR
BERAKES T YR (FIN& R R B EBREEMATHESS) , BEEX AR P RYE4 4
HRAESAA? EYEZHEREUU=EAREN? XEGHEMEFRN. B, A XEBarpitmyfm
FEHIPIFR D, 5 R ELe Sl inFh F SRR R P TS 808 R, BB S8 7R H 2L
R RE (BB ITE AR FRE) ML R EEENEMEATNERSSAERE SR, EXET
YEZERY X B 3 U™ B G F AR SKE TGN SB LR,

LA A G Y KB P, R AT E BT A MRSy 8, By mpiER M- fh e
RARTERIER. XH, EMARRKENZEE RN, P EAXERABANREREIEHRTRRGHN
5. REBMENAARNHSEFMEREAHE, BERENESAEEAETZR. ABREXFEER
X A BARE YRR, TN E A RESEFREANE,
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