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T IBIS &R B g R AL 7R w05 55 — 1 & 7= A1 & 40
ER

(ARIALHRL R2EMRERE, IF/REE 150040)

FEE 5 A W) BB B (the integrated biosphere simulator, IBIS) fE % H RIS M5 F ol SEMER M EAYERZ — B4
FABE AR R B (23R X IR) AR R 370 58— AR 7 0 R A B 0 AR 28 A Bl b A S R GE W IE R W i A 3 T
B, B IBIS #EAIXF 2004 ~2005 4K /NMAEUWe FIAE B 1455 —E2E 7 7 (net primary productivity, NPP) #47 T & 55, il 5
AR T R/NNZIE TR R GG, NPP (1975 [B] 43 A% J5) LA SO [FIAE A 2R B B NPP 15 AR fLARAE , 45 SRR HH . K/ RIS FR
HRAEBEAE ) NPP 4 494.7 gCm 2™ 4EHLI 0. 06Pg By KRS Bk BFSE X 434 NPP 725 [a] 40 A 5 B3 IR AR AR R B Wi, K%
FUAH X B b S E A ) R AR, AN 3 X R B TET B4R 3 NPP KT 1. 1kgCm % a ™' FE /N6 B2 S EF P 22 0
I AN, Fe A E BRI ARREE INREREERE BT R E AT AR AR o E R SE PR S B E AR R SR, AR AT
REMAER RGN AR EEHE RN

KB : KNI TRAR B BAE W BB RY 85— AR 7= 0 s & IR 43 A s 7R Ak
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Simulation of forest net primary productivity in northeastern China with IBIS
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College of Forestry, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China
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Abstract; The Integrated Biosphere Simulator ( IBIS) is one of the most sophisticated models in simulating terrestrial
biosphere processes based on dynamic vegetation schemes. IBIS have become a common means to simulate large-scale ( from
regional to global) vegetation distribution, net primary production and carbon cycle, and to predict potential consequences
of climate change on the structure and functions of terrestrial ecosystems. In this study, using the inventory and
meteorological data in Daxingéanling and Xiaoxinganling of northeastern China during 2004 —2005 and IBIS, we quantified
the net primary production ( NPP) and its spatio-temporal distribution in this region. The mean NPP was 494.7gCm *a ™",
absorbing 0.06 PgC-a ™' from the atmosphere in the whole region. The spatial distribution of the mean NPP was affected by
heat regime, which increased from north to south in Daxinganling region, and well-distributed in Xiaoxinganling region
except Sunwu and Xunke. Further studies are needed on rationally determining the IBIS model’ s parameters for application

of the IBIS model to typical ecosystems in China.

Key Words: forests in Daxing’ anling and Xiaoxing’ anling ; IBIS model; net primary productivity; spatial distribution;

seasonal change
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B {37 B A BT T AR b G A VE R AR BB WL A B R R B SRS ORISRy ERAES R MRS
BERLB FEBTIT ISR, B R WO BEVE 76 A R A T AN . BB SRR LB A BTIREA,
HE Y — A 72 I TERTF ST R AR AL X A 25 R G (R M Wi B RO S8 v, B — TR A i 2> (AR A% 0 N
o FREEBRENHAESRE NPP IRAEE T AEENEL, FAESBRIZEZEEHHEME R
ARG ER SR 3h |+ MR AR (b VSRR B AR IR AS TR IO BT A B TR R, T AR X 65
THERHEERZ ",

A 20 42 90 AR, X — MBI ST BUE T EAHEE, F 2R NE AR R KBRS T —
BRIV HE S IEFI BT, 3z AR BT T8 % R 5 AR A0 32 R T DA Sy e s B D AR W IR AL A R
It T £ 9y 0 S 0 R R A 410 AR 3 M AR U . BEPS'®” | BIOME-BGC™ |, AVIM™ | IBIS!*" |
TEM">"™) FOREST-BGC'' %, Hirh 48 i A= Wy BB K7 (IBIS ) K5 b 3 5 7K 3G 8 i b A 0 W BR AL 224 B, A
B s SE AT — N — AR B T YB3 PR AR i TIREE RS R A ik 8
T RBRBRAEI R R Zd 1, B S BRERGIRT 252 2 Ak My Wy B 2 A Wy HBR A2 A0 3h 25 4 i ) R ARAR A
[l i B SRR R, 1B BB IZ I

B Foley'"* 387 IBIS BZI LR , 55 4% B iR ZABF T A R B S8 S5 7E A A X 3%t IBIS B2 3647 T 36
E CHERIRE o Foley 251) X670 r fif T 1 A2 AR W B 72 4[] — {b AR BEKF TBISI. O AR M IR FAR S,
GENESIS2. 0 BHTH#EA , HAELBRR BEVEEHEAT T 30a MRS . Delire 21 F1| I @ BRVEREI P 5 A [F] H
A (A FE 2 E R HAPEX-MOBILHY . 3 H /) FIFE 25655 16 S 3k & fif 22 4 Cabauw ., % % 7 #) Valday-
Usadievskiy FIE 75 [¥) Reserva Jaru, i35 T Foih R FHRIBRARSFAE R RG) M9 A YW BRI /K S0 #2 X IBIS HEAY
BEILRE 17 BEATPRMY o Kucharik 2 MURRS-5  7K SF- 465 A % 45 44 75 TG % IBIS MR 9E4T 10 4iF , 3@ i 1965 ~
1994 SELBRREE FRGHEIIE I : NPP AW RV T ARSE 50, T — UL B 45 R U 5 SE R
W 2 [EIFF R B — Btk o Maayar 261170 7E I 9% AR AL IR A 61 AR X 0T IBIS BRI BE4T T B0, 4%
REIEHEIE TIRANRZRIBOT , S R ARS8 Ak Pl B Bl 45 1 L B8, Li K. Y.
U8 1 AR IR A T 52 T 5 X I AT il bk SCBEARL (1950 ~2002 4E ), I -4 1 F | - 3 78 35 A8 b A<,
15788 A LA B 7K SCAS B 4 7 T ot TBIS MR BEAT AL MEANAT N IRIE . Snyder 1% IBIS #i%1 5 CCM3 7 AT
FEE FF R T AR X 3R, S P 3 X B PR R AR ZRAMGR fU Xt KBRS AR M . R, 5 Z B3 A ROE T IR
T 445 IBIS HERIZE AR LS 9E  Cramer 2570 i@ 38 6 A2 BR 3 A48 #4525 ( SDGVM, LPJ, TRIFFID
VECODE .HYBRID il IBIS ) % — 4 Al vie B B A A58 A S o7 FROASS 400 Ll , W IBIS AR RIAE Bk R B b %
BT A AR, X TS TEAL B A0 AN R AR AR . 2 BRAE B K 4 525631 R ( WCRP/GEWEX ) T
2002 4E 3 3h T — AN 0 i b 22 T R AR Y R, X 22 Loobos ZRARE UL T 4F (1906 ~ 1998 4F ) fry k. |
VI R ST B B (NEE) 38R A NPP NEP 3y | % st T2 98 |+ 398 M A B 5 ML 45 1 5 5
TUBCAE B EL 8, 45 5 B IBIS MERY X JRHGE B | ¥ P B R 48 S O B CR 2 B AR b e % £ B S 5
BRI, FRE S E IR R 2 MR B F T CEOP 2k 22 — (438 My WL 345 1 ChinaFLUX
R L 3 Ab FRbkl 5, BT T AR B BB AR bR 3 R KBRS RS CO, i B RIGE B RIS HGE
2450,

A SR PRAE A W) FEI AR B (the integrated biosphere simulator, IBIS ) fE NIRFLSE & , AT E ALK/
e %t G2 , X6F 2004 ~2005 45 [8] /NI ZE FRARA: 25 R G 5E — AR P 1 (NPP) HEAT T8 £ W K E &
5 B S B KNP FRARAE S RS 5 55 —MEAE 7= 71 (NPP) 25 [8] 70 A A Ja LA SO [RIAE 9 2 B 1)
NPP Z45 AL A , #R15 IBIS 7EFR H R A B R GG ABE N R ik o

@ ZLW N YY) - A RGN A R LA R R G A ARBRK Hal & (Y BB SE ( Simulation of CO, , sensible and latent heat fluxes
in typical ecosystems using a coupled biophysical/dynamical vegetation model) . 1§ 5 4%\l k2% ,2006.
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1 HREER

KNS TR E AR ACHS , R R B FERMEMZ —  ETB BB NS BRI M X, K
PR JCERTERE B X R E A& T IR BT bRAT , R 220 B BOR R 708 TR Y W iy, 4 IX 8 98
TR RBEEZE SR, KNZIRER -4 ~ -2°C , FIRZER K, FEFE/KE 350 ~500mm, FRARGEH L H
—, AXSZTE AN ( Larix gmelini) g 5 48X R H , HUR AEF-HA (Pinus sylvestris) JERS ( Betula) A% ( Populus)
%, DIEFEARAFOS AL ERE KA L A L RE SRR LS, DRI TE T E AR X R
FBTF B RIR SRR IR” P9 ALK, B /N2 SEIR I LT AR BB ASARIK " ) /NG AR 3
H-1~2.6C, KT 10°CFIE N 1900 ~2500°C , £EfE7K B 460 ~610mm , TLFERIK 95 ~130d, 4~ XIRA] 43K
B, KBLLAILSS 49 A, JLFR R AKX, BE BB £0As R R ASAK 5 U3 , E AR AR BB 7T 35 500m’/
hm® 2245 o AR E N RS 73, JEEEE 50em, JE J7 8
2 HARFAE
2.1 IBIS BRIA-25

IBIS HEAY S 5% B R B 3 K222 3l b SRR BEF 53 BT Foley #4% %5') FF & WF ] i — AN 3 T sh A M gt
RIRRG T AE PR AL . 42 BAE W BB R ALK bR 5 /K SO AR | il b A W IR AL 22 9R 3F , LA B A # sh S S5 8 5 3] —
MR B T A Y-S SRR SR, R 2 — B Zh S A B AL o S8 0L T AR B A B 11
BB A R FE T R R A0 5 BEUXo 8 5 218 2 1) R B A T, T < 5% T A ) ) B o AR S AR D) 5 7 e A oy L A
A SBI 24, AT AT LA TR S RGE RO K 0 Rl B , 38 1 4 i R T K 43 BB 55 A2 ol BT
B LA BAEE B S R A R BB LR -G M R IR Bl b A 25250 2, 1B P LUK GCM 7E I K S AUHE & R R 61T
i 3t A= ) L R AR SR B 707 o IBIS ARELR FY 0 R F A B 07 AT 800, 3% JR IS AT I 8] 25K AN [R] A 43
NIt TR Y AW AT BRP- HrB AAE B S AR R4S 4 ST IR R B R RS
P PR TR P IV RSN 528 o 4 AR TR, 65780 f) LR 63K AT 2% Foley!'™
2.2 FHERESEASHL

IBIS MR 1 AR £ B A R EAG R, KR PR AE MR A R . M REAE B RE TRE M
BRI AN UOE B RHR TR, ERFR X N R 8km 3 &, EVEE 1699 MEAM . KRR KBUELIE
KGR KA 2 400 3 i GV BAEE S ZAl, (36 1976 ~ 2006 4232 H IR FEK RS HER S, 43
FAE 22 NS0k s IREK R BEBUE , 20 dnii A0 385 , T ELAG 1 3R AL A A L BE KA 7K LR SRR P ,
WUk A BETE ArcGIS HIE iU [H] /- AR o M BCEERARYE o ERL Bt b B R IR PR R 2 9 1:400 7
TR PR E KRR —RE AR R AU A HTEMG T2 315 B Excel #1 SPSS #{4
FE o

ARG SR EARICH X E D, K IBIS #H47 T AN GG . SRR A 9y P8 i RBE W Bifi . b A 4 2 B
BRIy R 12 Fo RER T HAH 7 FIyRERL, BNE H SR R (temperate evergreen conifer trees) | IR &
- [i# 44 F ( temperate deciduous broadleaf trees) |3t J5 & &4} A4 ( boreal evergreen conifer trees) .3t 75 ¥
Y% % F (boreal broadleaf cold-deciduous trees) At 75 %t H 7% H#4 # ( boreal conifer cold-deciduous trees) . % -
H#EK (cold-deciduous shrubs) \C3 FEZ (cool grasses) . [ ARG il A M) BEVE 700 15 BB, A SC4 w44k
JEFRSEPRIE AT T EH R4, K A 56 i 2B 1R 8 S04 K (temperate evergreen coniferous forest) | &
& K IR 3C AR (temperate mixed coniferous and broad-leaf forest) . I 7 % & I #K ( temperate hardwood forest) . &
75K ¥E M AR (temperate softwood forest) 5% 1 #EAK ( quercus mongolica forest)  FE 1R 7% M4 MK ( cold temperate
deciduous coniferous forest) | Z& J5 H7 £ N IR 32 #K ( cold temperate mixed coniferous and broad-leaf forest) . J# M
(shrub) ,

F AR IBIS [ E5H TR BE AL 2%, ST 0 — S0 AR 2R B AT T A BUN 2 1, (E X St 23 72 i A B A 2o T 1R 4 o
e IBIS b R A HLECR B T UMEEENREY SR TR R, X — 8B EETT 2 —W RN
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0 fHIY, LG B AR, . XFEXT NPP (R IR Z R B & 45 IR I . K HA I E SO SRS B Y i & .
RERL P ) 1R 45 14 8] CO, ¥k BE \SFL R B L S A 4 e 2 I 3 IR BE | 45 ek 2 i I 3T 36 L i A & (heat
capacity) M BIK (F) BB S AR AW E A E.
3 GRS
3.1 HEPFEERE—MET AR

HHE IBIS BERIBE I LS5 , K /NS I8 ZRARAEY NPP (B 62.593 x 10°tC-a ' #H24F 0. 06PgC-a ', %
4 AR NPP B (1. 69PgC-a ™' ) P 3. 67% . BBIRTLA K /N4 FRARBE 9 K AN 12. 37 x 10°
km? , {7 AR 2] NPP {52 494. 7gCm > a ™' 4 E P 7K F 176gCm > a "> [ 2.8 £, K/NL 2 R AR
HEA R G NPP 7E 4 NPP Hh BB, 153064 ih R RIS R SRR B R G G 85 — M 7= h i
FEIH 261.9 ~724.95gCm *a ™', ARBFFELERAL T H %K. MR EES NPP [Pk ERE (£ 1), L
R O B R, R 577. 2gC-m ™, VAR NPP [ BBk E , LR 4T W IR S MAE B A 4F NPP i, b
17.001 x 10°tC-a~ ', 5§ NPP &1 27.16% ,

F1 RMXREAFALBERNESRE—EEFN
Table 1 Annual net primary productivity of different vegetation types in Daxing’anling and Xiaoxing’anling

HEBK EflAea SRR e perge
Vegetation type (km*) NPP( x10°tC-a™") (6C+m2) (%)
TR H 441 AR Temperate evergreen coniferous forest 7353. 88 4.038 549.1 6.45
T BB A AR Temperate mixed coniferous and broad-leaf forest 29706.75 17.001 572.3 27.16
R FE Ak Temperate hardwood forest 18202. 67 10.086 554.1 16.11
TRHF K FE H AR Temperate softwood forest 18348.29 10.591 577.2 16.92
SZAHBERAK Quercus mongolica forest 5387.99 2.668 495.1 4.26
FER & M4 Ak Cold temperate deciduous coniferous forest 32619.18 14.199 435.3 22.63
iﬁ:ﬂiﬁﬁﬁw coniferous and broad-leaf forest 1092.16 0.497 454.8 0.79
WM Shrub 10994. 41 3.514 319.6 5.61
St Total 123705.3 62.593 494.7 100

3.2 AR P A

K NTW K A1 NPP (25 B 5015 T 1, KB M X 3 S0 g b ] R A 2 B
#37 TREEH9 NPP 75 0.2 ~0. SkgCm ™" FESMGTEBETHL X ; B3 F B4R £ NPP 76 0.5 ~ 1. LkgCm *a”'
EEAMLEP R SHLIX 366 FBUER) NPP KT 1. 1kgCm e ZERMK K AIIAE A A0 /D%
W X B B R TRV 44 NPP KT 1. LkgCm a2/ N MM LS S FEHBIK 515 51, 3 S0 25)
SIS S, B G TETRAR 9 NPP 7505 ~ 1. TkgCm 2 a ™' EBEH S 51 10/ B08 15 G106 F 75 AR
HBIX . 3 A4 ST MODITAS TS Ve 7 B AR 5 S0 0 35 45 PR A 3
US4 KRR NPP 104 REAE Lt — 3.

ARG NPP BOLHEB AR (2 3] ) 20 2 TS 0 PR 552 B M £ ML R A K T B S
Wl X R ATR TS R, ShAIRBE CREE K 5 K CO, A %) XF AR MR v 35 — VA 7 ) By R W
2 2 2, AR LB W K PR SRR B NPP B0 o AR I ZEAC G, R X AR 0055
AR SIREE MK R PR A 4 B T RIS HE ST, NPP 595 BE AR R BOK 0. 6384, K (016
RHON 0.3298, 5 K FIEATIOAREREOH 0.7681 (LA LAREAMHFHERL T 0.05 BIFSRERI) o ARKHEA AT
FW) BRI HRE NPP 5 K AR AT T A, HASE R BGR T 5 R BEAIME K B A3 R, KNS i
B — A P MR, e R ELA R BSR4 R A B
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- N
- A
LR ATy Ak b g U Yy
Annual average NPP in unit area (kgCm™2-a™")
0~0.2 0.2~0.5
# 05~1.1 ® 1.1-14
M_ L ool ™ =
e e
Vix D
of Ay s
L 3 -
% - -®
«
(" !"-{
-

0 200 400 km
R B

Bl RSB EANLTE F4E Y NPP 23 [ 43- 1
Fig.1 Spatial distribution of vegetation annual average NPP in Daxing’anling and Xiaoxing’anling

3.3 MHgRE A= hEVRK

BERICLZU (BT AR U4 /N8 3 S8 AN T 2 5 MR IX (38 2) ), S04 Al M e 3
— PR T 5% X IR SRR T AR R A R (B 2) e 2 7.8 A iR Kt R oK B4R
SHRBIER A, HoR— A Ik Bl KME, LG BEE KFHRRE S , R S Fks/ N, 8142 11 ~4 A, <
IR SRR PR ST R B R A, M 3R — PR A = I R R 00 AAIEI 2 1B T Y, b TR B B AUBT AR AL 1
BHEAR B A KR, AL NPP AL Rz, 11 ~4 A Y E 1A K NPP 25 0,4 ~6 H {5
AL AR NPP B E 8 H kB AME 0. 272keC-m *,9 A il TR THE, NPP SR T RE. AAME FIHD
SRARLRE B K ZENA AE 11 A4,7.8 AR AEIRAMEO. 261kgCom ™ FJF f TR T e, NPP X
SR TR, TEHIX NPP 224l SARIR Ak e U , =1 2L B fe /), {H NPP {E B B LB IX A, 7 H 5%
KAE R 0.1242kgC-m 2,

R2 WMREXER
Table 2 Some information about simulated sites
Uk 5 Site A Mohe FiAk Xinlin FAIE Songling # 7 Xunke TE Wuying
25 Latitude ( °N ) 53.28 51.42 50.78 49.38 48.07
25 Longitude ( °E ) 122.22 124.20 124.07 128.28 129.15
¥§4% Elevation ( m ) 296.0 494.9 420 300 390
AFE93 Annual -3.3 -1.9 0.21 1.3 1.1
average temperature ( °C )
PR R Annual 407.95 423.8 456.8 407.75 586.65
average precipitation ( mm )
—— AUV AN & i i bR ¥ it i bRk RPN
Vesetation t Deciduous coniferous Deciduous coniferous Deciduous broad- Deciduous broad Mixed coniferous
SBeTation pe forest forest leaf forest -leaf forest and broad-leaf forest

http ; //www. ecologica. cn



3218 B ¥ R 29 &

7EH NPP HHEER b, R B R, SRR —o— W Mohe  —e s Xunke
HOET -4 NPP, 3645 th R [ #3578 NPP By 030 F o Pk gty T wayine
FAHHL (F 3) o M 3 TTIL, IR et i bk 025
TR R SR TR T8 bR L O v L B o jj;’
BEPR FEIEAE JE I £ AR E NPP 2545 75 1k il 28 45 5L 2

W22, ZEEZ(7.8 A ) NPP 3ABHR A M, & (11 ~
3 A4 WM B AR, SEIR A5 VIR AR M1
NPP 25745735 {1 2% 22 WUl 2% , FEIRAF 4T IR S HR Al
VEMTE AR L 8 0, KT BAE 5 1, 11 ~ 4 O T s

0.10
0.05

SR — A JINPP (kgC-m™?)

-0.05

I
7 8 9 10 11 12

6
AR E O BT 7]t FT 6, 7 R i e T At Month
NPP 235 MR A 2 0, FERAF T T ik 25 1t -
mgfgﬁj( s ﬁﬁ\ﬁ%ﬁ%%fﬁ?ﬁ&% \%ﬁﬁ% \‘Zﬁﬁ;ﬁ’ Fig.2 Seasonal change of NPP in typical areas
W] B SR TR 2 R b | T RS ) K IR At
R TE AP 2B AL M BE R/ o
o R REI AR -0 WA IR bk - SR -0 P FE A
= AR - AR bR - MR <~ WM
018 ~ 030
=016 025
Q0141 S 020
ot S ols
L 006 y Lo
;@ 0.04 |- o 0
002} 1 -0.05
Y S N & -0
002 b0 v . B 5 O I M T N
1 234 56 7 8 91011 12 1234 56 7 8 91011 12
H 4 Month H 4 Month

* B g AU ] 1 Vegetation type as table 1

B3 RFEMEIA NPP ({1528 h ARk
Fig.3 Seasonal change of NPP for different vegetation types
w [ RER 2R E] 3 1 Vegetation type as table 1

TEARMAEE TR T EH AR A KR de, NPP e {24, 11 ~4 H a1k 2 NPP 5 0,4
~6 F 1 NPP AR/ 46,8 F ik B K fH 0. 2755kgC-m™*,9 A iy f TR T W, NPP SRR T B
SEAMRRER TR 6 ~ 10 A4, QUK TEERAE it Ak, 8 A kBB (H 0. 1885kgC-m ™9 AHr I TR
T R, NPP USRI T o FEIRAF T RSS2 —PRAE 7= J AR AL B 2 — WUl 28, SR R AE 8 A 3, I
WETES Ao XM T 8 A M AP A A KRS , B K ROt IR AR 1 B X e & FR 4F B9 2547, NPP
K, P NPP 35 0.2765kgC-m ;5 F AR MR R HE A KRR , i TAEWE = RE R
R KR, B NPP L), FHI7E 0. 0949keCom > /47,6 H Bk &L 5 H s/, B i NPP L/, 9
H A BEE <R AT B, NPP g R, 78 11 A B4R 4 AEWIEILAER NPP O 0, M NPP HLED/IN, 284k
EEE /N, 8 H A B RAEHEE 0. 0662kgCm > W4T IIRSCARE T3 6.7 A MRk i, AR R £, Blik
Ho R B K BHAR ST ELBL/ N, NPP HBA IR B R (E 8 A R FK X8> (B 0K 7 T2 , i BB AR AR E 6.7
AFE4r, Bk NPP SR B KAE, 2K 0. 1554keCom > Ay o IR H5 ARG bk L 57 A8 IV o IR 7 26 o otk
AR, KT 4 ~ 10 A6y,7 ABrAEIERAME S5 0. 1167 0. 1283kgC-m > 0. 1292kgC-m 2,
4 ZR5it
TEX IBIS LRI AR | , 456 U FIAE PEE B X 2004 ~ 2005 4[] 78 V148 35 AR R /N 220 7R
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AR — AR = BT T R B L ST RN 2208 B AR 25 R A O S5 — 2R 7 41 (NPP) 1Y
25 (8] 43 A k8 R LA S [RAE G 2R T () NPP 235 AR (L RRAIE o BN SRR B, KU/ Z I FRARME W 4R 1 NPP (B
494.7gCm *a™'  4EWZ Yz 0. 06Pg ) RSBk M NPP f)F- /K 3R F , LAIR A 40 M Ak b &85, o 577. 2
gC-m %, \AE NPP [ B R E , LAEAF 4 IR A B9 4F NPP %75, 24 17.001 x 10%tC-a ™', f NPP E & A
27.16% . BFFEIX AR NPP )75 [6] 534 3 B B A R RN, K% 2204 b X S A | 5 B H b i B 3 A )
REH, /NLAG b X R B T RRAE S NPP KT 1. 1kgCm ™™ a ™' 25/ 22 LR A0 2 FIEh 50 b X 43 A b, B A
RIS R, NPP {21578 (b5 B 70 b X AR B MK i 2845 78 AL A A IR , R R AR 25 %0 NPP
FIZENT AR LR B 22 51, DAZEIR AT & I bR R AR A0 e B B K

M H UL RTINS B A B R Rk AR R S BB R PR IBIS RS TR EA R LB S
B, MRS KBNS HRB AR , I H -SSR N H KRR . A XERDSETZMAERT , K
S SH S BAH R I SCHER A SRR B B S8, NG BEE 7 R UL, BT Iri IR K Fiig B 504
SR b T SR A5 LS5 VR B S S VR A S 7 B T B R AR (S B, 763X I MUS B T it A P, R AT
G A T ROBE R T AR 2, O T X R 25, A5 0 T A ST B R S T 2 R BE R ek
OMESR RE ARG E RO RS o AL, BT S VISR B BB ERRAS , BFSE FP i Bk = 5 SE I B8R 14
LT LRI o

IBIS /& H R B FIeh) 12 S R B M BRIEFAEL , 3T 10a RISRBIEL 1% 2 0 uF F R BRI T4E &
BLAE PRSI YN RN FNAEIFR /0 e X, 76 P9 X 358, JUHL IR [ 58 N R SR B B . AR SCRAR /NN R Ny
1], % IBIS 73k [ AT BN IR SL/E TR, 45 R R W% R 3 B bk AR 25 R S BAG 3R A U BT ST 4R
WTHERT R, 4R, BT BRI 28 R R HUBRAIEFME T T K 0% 8 G B A B 3R BRI 7 S e
0 PRI , BF T AR 75 B MR RY F S 8501k | X8R BE 1 W R B 3R B 0 45 0 TS DA HE R 52 38, 764
SCTAE R FEAS T, s 3R E A BT , ARYE B 1 S & R S50 Bt I AL S RS TR
(GCM) HITHEE , LRI TR E M A A R R G b N B 4T
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