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The influence of water conveyance embankments on the Populus euphratica’ s
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Abstract; The natural Populus euphratica forests situated on Kaha, Shazihe, Qiala sections that located in the inner side of
water conveyance embankments and Wusiman, Aqihe, Tieyizi section that located on the outer side were studied in this
research. On the basis of setting sample plots, the study analyzed the Populus euphratica’s communities and populations
structures and the growth information which was from the branches increment of Populus euphratica. Then we analyzed the
influence of water conveyance embankments on the Populus euphratica’s communities and populations. So it will provide
some scientific references for evaluating the influence of water conveyance embankments on the Populus euphratica
objectively and protecting the Populus euphratica forests. The research results showed that; (1) there is great difference
about the structures of Populus euphratica communities in the different section of middle reaches of Tarim River. The plant
species and species diversity indices of Populu euphratica communities in the inner side of water conveyance embankments
were higher than the outer side. And the species to have altogether in six sections were Populus euphratica, Tamarix
ralnosissima, Phragmites australis and Glycyrrhiza uralensis. (2) The Populus euphratica populations in the inner side of
water conveyance embankments had more saplings that were the DBH less than 2. 5centimeter and less on the middle and
old individuals, which belonged to growth-oriented population, when the populations on the outer side lacked saplings and
had more middle and old age individuals, which belonged to declining type population. (3) Except for the Qiala section,

the branch diameter increment of Populus euphratica in the middle reaches increased from 1998 to 2003, and it declined
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from 2004 to 2007. The analysis of the growth of Populus euphratica showed that there was significant difference between the

inner and outer side of water conveyance embankments.

Key Words: Populus euphratica ; communities; populations; water conveyance embankments ;the middle reaches of Tarim
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KBTI SRR BT R R WARIE . ASBESE 6 DMHFFEWTTE b , AL R D 7T W T 0 A ZE 3R 3
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BEARPBIE R 6 B R B E R B HL, 21K 398 km, BB MI&AH —B P32, -5 1—3km,
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EMBTFA ERAMEAEYBEE" . REIFFAFEEH 9 (Populus euphratica) , #EAR EEA L H AR
( Tamarix ramosissma ) BB AAC ( Lycium ruthenwum) #3845 ( Halimodendron halodendron) %% | FAKY) F 5
B ZE ( Phragmites australis) . B i ik ( Apocynum venetum ) . H B ( Glycyrrhiza uralensis) . 3% 3¢ §l| ( Alhagi
sparsifolia) % .
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Fig.1 The investigation sections in the middle reaches of Tarim River

I . DBH<2.5cm ; Il .2.5cm <DBH<7.5cm; I \7.5¢cm < DBH<12.5cm;[V.12.5ecm < DBH<17.5cm; V \17.5
cm <DBH<22.5cm; V[.22.5 em < DBH<27.5cm; V[.27.5¢cm < DBH<32.5cm; [.32.5 cm < DBH<37.5cm;
IX.37.5 cm < DBH<42.5cm; X \42.5cm < DBH<47.5cm; XI \47.5 cm < DBH,

B SRS IR TS kb TR, B (H) < DL 2. 5Sm A NSRRI 9 N5 -

I H<2.5m, N.2.5m<H<5m; M.5m<H<7.5m;V.7.5m<H<10m; V.10m<H <12. 5m; V[,
12.5m<H<15m; VI .15 m<H <17.5m; [ .17.5m<H <20m; [X \H=20m,

WA IR R M K M SE TR AR , LA Sm’ VA 22K w8 (G) R4y 8 %54k

[ .6G<5m*;[1.5m*°<G <10 m*; M, 10m* <G <15 m*; IV, 15m* <6 <20 m*; V \20m* <G <25 m*; VI,
25m’ <G <30 m*; VI .30m’ <G <35 m*; VI.G=35 m®, 7 [l 87 T 5 A R BE AR 700 L 042 IR AT 43, 4l
PRSI IE

2.3 s
Y EZEE HEE = (HXNEE +HYBE +ExEE)/3
AR BER AR A5
FHEEREHK R=35;
Simpson 4 p=1-Y P
Shannon-Wiener $5%§ H =- 2 P, InP;
Pielou 5] BEEFE 5L J = (- Y PlInP,)/InS

KA, P =N/N,i=1,2,3,4,- ,n;S HENHEH N EEGN AN S M2 EZEEZM;
NR% i MR BB PO | MM ERE S Y EEEZ L,
2.4 WABERNTINTTIE

RS BRI E KRS ESOER ™ . MBS ER A KB AT R s S A KGR,
TESLPRIE W E T AR R 207 R, BAE BRI Y 8 WA i X B AR MR AT BOR
BRI E FARR T B AT AT R . TO#I IR S = FAR ARSI ™, 228411 2006—2007 4F 7
SRS PR T UK BOR  IEMIMIE A K S HK R R BT . HIATIRERASAMIEERE KRER
RETHERERBERMTAGHHDEERGER . BT ENTERMET WRE 3 SREHIEL, FTteti e
R ET— BBl BRI Sem B[R 45 51 [ LK = A0 . 7ESC 50 % T MUK R A B 2
YOEITRE G , U R B R G A A B TE B R 2 BTN . 7 Photoshop SZ3F R, ABEL A
L, $E 3 HARSE 4 N T5 FRE 1998—2007 4 F) 448 58 B BOH AR M Ge it 7 W i Zmb e (B 2) o B
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PAFEAE R Excel K SPSS #4740 3
3 RS9
3.1 SGBEIERE T
3.1.1 YRR A

B B TR] h JiE AT R B A R U R 2 R b R R, 3
13 FMiEY (R 1), 508 T 10 B 13 J& , Hp RAR 28
MR 2 F, AL S B3 RA 1 Fp, AEERITTH,
FEAR2 Ffr ,EAR CEVEAR 3 B, ZHFEAFA 6 F,1 454
A2 F o ANIEIT T W R R 22 U, ORI L
Yy dsc /01 Ry BT ECTAT , CUR 2 5 ST s R MK 7, SR B
PR NP FRECE & T IRIMU, - HAMIEE B = —
EAETARMEY . i WiE LA RO 2R B2 N ERE
FEEMHE 4 MHED DA ATIRZE EARZEMEARIZ  Fig.2 The picture of the growth ring of the branches of Populus
HIPLSE R, B AT X ) B 3 T B R B VR A B Q4 euphratica

YEM o
*1 AEETEAGEHEERARRAYEFT
Table 1 Species composition and quantitative characteristics of P. euphratica communities in the different sections
wiE MR i ik A I el
Sections Species Lifeform ensity . Frequency Cover degree  Importance value
/(plant-hm =) /% /% /%

K1 Kaha 114 Populus euphratica 1 1850 100. 0 32.06 12. 14
VI Elaeagnus angustifolia I 67 100. 0 0.39 1.16

ZKiBEM) Tamarix ramosissma I 1533 83.3 8.00 6.98

424 Halimodendron halodendron I 467 16.7 2.40 1.56

#F3F Calamagrostis epigeios v 97500 100. 0 81.58 37.14

‘H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis v 15000 100. 0 12.83 11.22

73 Phragmites australis v 74167 100.0 62.14 29.80

Y % Populus euphratica 1 1175 100.0 25.78 13.01
Shazihe LM Tamarix ramosissma I 8200 100. 0 43, 46 19.93
424 Halimodendron halodendron I 3000 75.0 16.76 10. 05

#F3F Calamagrostis epigeios v 25000 25.0 21.19 16. 86

1425 Phragmites australis v 20000 25.0 17.06 13.85

4 J2 3 Cynanchum auriculatum v 1563 37.5 2.13 3.63

B&Uv | Alhagi sparsifolia mn 3750 37.5 3.94 4.95

B i Bk Apocynum venetum v 2500 12.5 2.34 2.40

¥ B3k Salsola collina \4 1250 12.5 1.31 1.65

B Sonchus oleraceus v 7813 12.5 6.73 5.61

‘H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis v 5938 62.5 6.30 8.06

BN o % Populus euphratica 1 1150 100.0 63.13 31.60
Shazihe ZKiBEM) Tamarix ramosissma I 3200 100.0 33.75 25.92
424 Halimodendron halodendron I 1250 62.5 10. 00 11. 66

H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis v 4688 12.5 1.25 9.07

73 Phragmites australis v 10938 37.5 1.88 21.75

P HoR] Agihe  ##% Populus euphratica 1 1450 100. 0 73.75 39.38
LM Tamarix ramosissma I 1950 100. 0 8.75 16. 33

H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis I\ 938 12.5 1.25 2. 66
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Sections Species Lifeform ensity . Frequency Cover degree  Importance value
/(plant+hm?) /% /% /%
1425 Phragmites australis v 36875 75.0 8.63 41.63
SRR 114 Populus euphratica 1 900 100.0 57.50 32.24
Tieyizi YR Elaeagnus angustifolia. 1 50 12.5 0.63 1.47
Z KM Tamarix ramosissma I 900 75.0 5.63 10. 02
H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis I\ 8125 62.5 10. 00 16. 36
P23 Phragmites australis 1\ 31250 100.0 13.38 39.91
tA+E Qiala 114 Populus euphratica 1 831 100. 0 61.25 34.50
ZKiBEM) Tamarix ramosissma I 550 50.0 6.88 8.09
44| Halimodendron halodendron I 50 12.5 0.25 1.37
P23 Phragmites australis 1\ 29688 75.0 6.38 35.11
B A5 Bk Apocynum venetum 1% 1563 25.0 3.13 5.02
4 [ Cynanchum auriculatum \% 3438 50.0 5.00 9.81
EhH: 55 Halogeton glomeratus v 2500 12.5 1.25 3.85
H ¥ Glycyrrhiza uralensis v 625 12.5 1.25 2.25

LA I AR L B HEA V. BAEAERAR V. 1 AR R

3.1.2 HiHEEMMEZE

W1 PR ALT PSR AMNE-RE S E G 12. 14 R THFF A EMAAEAEY , R %
IKGF AT AR T REA Y E G MEFH, YIS EZERT 2R 19. 93 F# 75
16. 86 , Z A AH Y EZEIA S , UM B 5] BEIE EARE o MRRAE AL T & WF R W oK 3 , 839
HEERT] 34.5, FEEE(E N 35. 11, BREXPIFMAEY S, HABEY) EEAEITE 10 LUF , RUTZE 4
AP ERESAAEF IR . AT 5SMU B 5 i B 5 85RO B R & T 30, FE#E % HE ML
R+ o3 B B, (BRI U EE D B AR TR B MR 2 AT X SR A% BRI ST H BUE R Y5 1R A R
3.1.3 YR T

HIZR 2 W], & W T = 5 R AR R D TR (1), AR BT EAAT (4) , F B 18 HER ISR N
FIRHMERL, Simpson F1 Shanon-Wiener Z24E 435 58 i M ¥ 1777 (0. 871 Fi1 2. 183) , F Al A Pl Ho3m (0. 644,
1. 124) , 534 TAP35 A 3 #E 3t Shanon-Wiener 8%/ TAMU 3 FEd . & Wi 345 BERs o i v S i , B i
I HL BRUDFARI S, 5 SR PR e B ta R b 5] BEFR BO BB SRS MURE HIAIR

F2 TEHEYMSEERER
Table 2 The species diversity indices in different sections

WriH FRBEIREL Simpson $5 %% Shannon-wiener %% o)
Sections Abundance index(R) Simpson index (D) Shannon-wiener index( H') Pielou index (J)
+ ¥ Kaha 7 0.741 1.532 0.787
>F¥ Shazihe 11 0.871 2.183 0.910
1716 Wusiman 5 0.763 1.514 0.941

P H 3 Agihe 4 0.644 1.124 0.811
KT Tieyizi 5 0.700 1.320 0.820
tA+I Qiala 8 0.737 1.586 0.763

3.2 WIGTPRREEA A
HIZR 3 FH, U TG R R foe g s PR PR A S T T T R AR WA AR S R AR 4% W TH
T, RGBT AR AR o 7347 160 v DB T B Ry S5 S0 W T, /N At LT T , S5 o R B Y 3.5 4% o
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*3 TEHTEAGMEIERSES T
Table 3 The typical value statistics of P. euphratica populations in different sections

Wi i P R e Pt -3 e i e T AR
. The mean height ~ The mean basal diameter The mean DBH The mean crown width Basal area
The sections N ) o
/m /cm /cm /m /(m*+hm ™)
+ 1 Kaha 7.32 +£2.86 14.09 +5.96 12.06 +5.83 10.32 +8.0 22.25
>F¥ Shazihe 10.65 +5.05 21.22 +10.81 19.03 +10.31 24.69 £25.79 43.11
515 Wusiman 9.35 +4.57 28.01 +£15.38 24.80 +13.37 28.85 +32.96 71.47
FAl 3] Agihe 9.31+3.40 23.19 £11.69 20.19 +9.68 24.08 £20.93 57.91
BRAKIL Tieyizi 8.14 £2.69 19.05 +7.51 16.51 +7.08 21.44 +14.89 22.76
AL Qiala 7.29 +3.18 18.51 +10.15 15.35 +8.27 17.59 +11.58 19.81

3.2.1 WAYm LS

WME 3 fias, RIEWE A AN EE LR E 1 —M 9%, B &t ol 68.8% , Horp T kLBl K, &
34% . YWFIEG 1 R B ERRE, & 53.0% ; I—XEAMMES RS, WHMAE, RK VR &
9.0% ,HAME 15m LI EAMERT 5 LR 12.0% . SHTH PSR T RAME, 1—V RMEER
W T T o5 A8 4350 g 81.9% F1 87. 9% , FhEEA A 15 KR/ HBEE HE 2. 5—12. Sm JE Bl N s KT 15m AMEKAE
L0 E i 13.8% , BRIy 8. 5% o SRR T BAMASR i EufBil hy 25% , 55 50 V R BT 5 He il 3k 3 25%
R = VI LA EAMA 8B T FAMERET &5 ELloh 39.3% , B3 E/NF 2. 5m A&, TT—VIFT &5 Hufil 59. 8% ,
BTV LA BRI o BRDAKTASD, SR RE USRS I ZE W R 454 LRI B KR E R IR NS AR
W R EERE I —%, MRIME FEEPAET—V X,
3.2.2 MRS

WE 3 s, RIGtA R A E T —VIg, He 1 %5 34% ,M%%,531.3% , 1—IN%889.6%,V
KU EME10.4% . YFITEGIE 1T %05 53% 316 KRE/NMEZ A ; 1 —X R85, HH VR
07 12% s ARVIZR LL B &5 1. 0% Wi T XTI AR T o ST AP EI 8 TE 1 AR 10 , RS2
W FP R SR BT BE 1 T2 2% s W T T T — VLG LRI #4350 8 70. 2% 1 78. 6% , g e s /A R IX ] . BRAR T
FHEHL T ZAMMERS 5 G 25.0% F141.0% , BRI Fod e T FAMERBT & He s, Tk F IV 4%
B o PIWTE 1 —VZAMEEE] 53518 91. 1% F1 89. 2% , Jyiitg ARG Hh 4 A Mo A2 IX 8] ; /MR # IX A~
B 0.6% ERTRIXBAEI . SEN 3 FEHLEA R IR S5 g b bk 5 3G K RIFhEE ; SRS A 3t
BRERAK AR , 22 i o R 45 = BB AN, EBE LA IR MACH 3, iR AU Y
3.2.3 WAEIES

& W S R B IR 25 UL 3, g TR AR BB, 38 43. 2% 5 T —IVELELB 5 91. 6% , 1% Wi I
FENEAE oA X (E] . YRV Eu il B, o 25.5% 5 | —IV R A5, IR 64. 9% , iz i s i
SR IX ] o T AR T RAMRPT &5 BBl /N, 51 RA 3.3% f12.6% . Bl T—V A&
B4k 68.5% F1 67.5% , T VI A A LBl i , 45100 21. 7% 71 18. 8% o BRARTCAINE LA 4% 5 i 25 40 55
AL, B BRI BRI o BRARTRIV G LI , i 20. 6% 5 VIZRIRAR, 15 7. 1% o aH0 T FII K Lol e
5 15.8% , AR A VI, 5 6.8%
3.2.4 WBRE KESHERNXR

Xof A W TE T SR TR B AR R R SRR RIS 40T (B 4) SR RAERE R S5HEE
BRMEXR PR S5WE EIF Ny =0. 2612« +3. 2039, R* =0. 5952, P <0. 01; 2515 i [E5 7
FEH 1y =0.302x +3.2203 ,R* =0. 6204, P <0.01, K R*AI A SHENXRE AR SHEED.
3.3 ABMIEAER T

I P A A 2 A A AR Rk 3 B AR w3 45 U8 T # A B 1998—2007 48 A A5 B #E AT 40 #T, 45 3R
F 4 FE 5, REERMIEE KRR 1998—2007 48 [E) 3 sh K, £ K B REM4 v 2003 4, 5/ Jy 2005 4
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Fig.3 The height, diameter and crown width structure of P. euphratica populations in the different sections

B 0. 74mm , Fx KA K B RHBR/NMEM R 2.2 £%; HH 1998—2003 £ 4 K8 KTF Imm, [{ij 2004—2007 /N F
Imm, YW MA A K& 1999—2002 42 4EHfi,2003—2007 4R 4F T F; Horp 1998—2001 4EA K&
J{E N 0.87mm, ] 2002—2007 4FA KR EIJEXE] 1. Smm, J5ENETHER 1.72 15, SHHAGMEERKE
RIS i £, Horp 2000 4FIE(E Y 1. 24mm, 2003 £FUE(E Y 1. 53mm, BR 2001 4E450, HE & FHERKEY
KT 1mm,2004—2007 4R KB ZAF T o B H ) 4 M A 4% 4F A K BRI, 1998—2007 4E 3 E R A
0.93mm, ZWiHEA K ER AN 2002 4£4 1. 12mm, H/MERE 1998 4E ) 0. 68mm, 2003—2007 44K & K&
FTRES BB ME A KRB HAE D 2003 451 1. 72 mm, £/ 2006 4F#9 0. 71 mm, e R{ER &R/
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Fig.4 Regression curves among the basal diameter DBH and the height

16/ 2.4 f%. M\ 1998—2003 £EMIE A KB 2 IS,

2004—2007 fFA KRB ZF TR faRidmlitE K

B RORMEH BUAE 2001 475 f/IME g 2003 £EF() 1. 09mm, AAEMIAAE K EHRT Tmm, H M 2002—2007 424

KER BN

®4 FRAMHAAGREEKERRBHERRE

Table 4 The annual increment of P. euphratica branches in different sections and the annual flow rate in Yinbazha station

Wi

. 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Sections

it

Flow 27.28 32.24 21.41 20.95 29.99 24.44 10.19 25.55 23.83 -
/( x10%m?) *

A 1.27+0.8 1.08+0.6 1.34+0.37 1.14+0.94 1.15+0.47 1.65+0.85 0.79+0.3 0.74:0.44 0.99+0.65 0.9+0.47
B 0.85+0.57 0.64+0.22 0.77+0.29 1.21+0.64 1.75+0.96 1.65+0.83 1.36+0.56 1.58+0.74 1.34+0.83 1.3x0.85
C 1.01£0.43 1.13+0.35 1.24+0.69 0.97+0.33 1.14+0.87 1.53+0.84 1.45+0.65 1.26+0.72 1.24+0.71 1.04£0.62
D 0.68+0.12 1.1+0.62 0.94+0.54 0.82+0.35 1.12+0.54 1.1+0.48 0.92:0.61 1.0+0.66 0.83+0.48 0.74+0.35
E 0.72+0.18 1.4+0.29 1.13+0.39 1.6+1.02 1.56+0.89 1.72+1.18 1.13+0.56 0.83+0.57 0.71+0.48 0.79 £0.57
F 1.18£0.73 1.3%0.72 1.27+0.67 1.74+0.46 1.15+0.56 1.09+0.94 1.1+0.69 1.21+0.91 1.2+0.91 1.27+0.95

ARy BT C. Bl s D. BUHGR; E. BKEG F.ARRL SEE AR AR R ORI T35 B 0 2

F W TET 1998—2007 AE 7 MR AR 1 B S ELRR AR A B AT I8 T8, HEOR O R G T TG o %o o 30 4% 9 T W 4 A
KREZERIT (R 5) R, W75 R0 BT AR P58 T , BT 5 12 0 BRI 750 b o B T 9 4 A 1K
BEFRMEREE (P <0.01) . RI55 S AAHIWTH 25745 B3 (P <0.05) , HoAh A& Wi 6] 22 7 A B3 .

PSR AMIFISMU 2 4E 5 A K B2 R (P =0.006) .

4 Wit5HR
4.1 HKIPSEX WIAG R T SE A B R

B BT P S bk 2 2 A AE B 1 i X
UTEER TR T BN, S AR AR R B 4
JRE, RSB R E AT T M. B 2000 45
3 AR LR G IR B TR (R 3E P I A SRR E
R RAFRCR , 908 5 BN A B, A4 T RE )
1R o PRI EE A B AP SRR T R AR B
FEE I IR AR X T
WARARETEEAT AT, TT AR BRI 4 52 A DA st 8 A
Ve PP BCR A  R TAMIUAE b , SR 3t A AR ) ol

x5 FAEMEHBEABHRERKEERYE
Table 5 The difference of the increment of P. euphratica branches
in the different sections

%&E A B C D E
Sections
B 0. 000 — - - -

0.034  0.101 - - -
0.109  0.000  0.000 - -
0.341 0.006  0.224  0.007 -
0.019  0.137  0.844  0.000  0.151
AR5 BT C. B D. BIHI; E. 84KHK F.fadE

=oE g O
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KRN HBRZ | FATEAR  RIBGFIRIB R T 525 ¢ A —®—B —a—0C
BGRENMAE IR EAR R BT T T T
Pl SRR T2 B R R a3

IR TR TS KA A R R S5 2]

WER . TIPSR Tk MU E, (oMl &2 (o]

s SE BN FU LSS TS P GO H

SMUHHTRSE R 5 AP 3 BB © oo

Egﬁﬂi{ 30 UL,EETWMH‘E”%ﬂ”&‘?W#ﬂE,% 0 19I98 l9l99 20IOO 20I01 20I02 20IO3 2(;04 20|05 20IO6 20|07
BSR4 8 PR 7R I3 o iy ver

PR TERERIES B5 FRNEAHRSEKE

4.2 f_lzﬁbu' 7](:}}! i}%j({['ﬁﬂ %ﬂ:ﬁ%m E(J%} u['ﬁj Fig.5 The increment of P. euphratica branches in the different

W RS TE A W R B R, P pyfn  sections
A VT R R L DBH <2. Sem 8T &5 Ho AR s B.YF; C. B3HE; D. FIHE; E. RKHG F. 484
B, A g A A 3, B AR D SR R R B . T AL T4 SR M £ -2 S s A ] G TR R A 3 TG
DBH<2.5cm 47345 , FE LA B MR 3, R R AP RE , & A B A SN R EH 4w, Ml i T2 i
WH BB TEM o ALTHIRSMU B BRARPORE PR 54 5 5 i i A BT L) 22 K, A % DBH<2. 5em %))
WLOUEEERFE . HRE FEERNIZAEMAL T 3T K AL b B AR S R M (AR SRR B T4
B b RKA AR, AT LAEFR /- K R B PP SR MO ) , Zad SEiliZ st T 7K A28 2—3m , HEK R,
BB K G A AR S W R BBR M MO X IR 18 . T AT SRR TE IR IE B - B R, TE U
R o B oMK AT K AL iR i 2+ A R TR BE R R B ™ o IR PR b R O 32 3t
KB ML L, AR 4t T AR T RS 142, BT AR FORE s PRI B I Sh il A1, e b
THREH
4.3 HKPRX A EK K

BRI A B K/INAT DA TR S R ARAE R A FOIR B , A MM A= K A5 S0 S Bt B A AP AR KA
B FEF A BEIWE b, A T KT A K R R KR ) IR 2003 48, B A i
B H BULE 2002 48 A B0 HBIAE 2001 4F, MRYEFN DA ORI 45 1, T v st K 934 A A KA 3 K i TR
HIEN, I SHKBABRR . Tl XKL TR BB FRE , T KA EEE 10m DR K8 T
TSR RO R T, IR AR SR R KA R M R T R BROK BRI BB A A AR BRI 4R
RAERKERENM, PERAIMUGEKRIA LB 2R, RWFKPSEEZEE T MERERK . A&
Wi A A K BE B TIRBLWTTE Sb , IR NS &R A K 1 —3,1998—2003 4£ 2 EFFEH, 2004—
2007 N TR, P& RTEG A K BRI L RIME, WA ERZMRSIRAERE 0, N&E
FEFKSOEREBIRE ,1998—2002 FEFEERAE 20 {2 m’ DL L, B R EHR KK 3a £ TIREM B
2003 4ELUE SR ERE SRR, AP B MAEG N 2004 410,19 2 m* . FE i H kK &R i 4
KHRBHRRZ—, MFRMBEENE TR NIMUBH I AR E SR
4.4 #W

B B i K 3P SR R LR HR K S A A RO 1R 2 —  TE B K ZET5 RE 0 P lf AN LK 324t E 2]
FIFAK S, BRI T T UHAERIRE o (HRH K SR 2 [R] i o %o o i A 1 38 AN R 20, AR T 4 SR M5
R VIR ECR AR Y 2R, BT T B KX 525K i IR 18, (S PR 328 T S0 A8 B SR IR A
i, 2 T By 1k H e SE S MU A7 TR 2 ) 2 PR R AR S R X LA SE T, SCBRE Ty il 4P SR M i 4
MRIRPETE Z 3 FRAK I3, MRIEEH AR TE 37 AR PR R E . A RORR RN BUR IR 3R B M A 25 R 4520 B R
B K MBUR , ZEP SRR 2K ETE R 51K O, FEAEFE RN R A KIS ERIER 5K O,
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