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Abstract: The objective of this study is to investigate where the infestation of Cephalcia kunyushanica most likely occurs at
different stand characteristics and geographic locations of Pinus densiflora forest communities in Kunyushan region. Using
measurements from 40 permanent sample plots within P. densiflora forests in Kunyushan Forest Farm, we analyzed the
variation of the larval density of Cephalcia kunyushanica with the stand characteristics of forest communities and the diversity
of shrubs and grasses as quantified Shannon diversity index ( H) and evenness index (JS) in those forests from 1996 to
2008. We found that 60% of trees have the diameter at breast height ( DBH) between 5 cm and 25 cm in 2008 , about 51%
higher than that in 1996, and 67% of the trees have tree height between 2m and 10 m in 2008, about 57% higher than that
in 1996. However the mean tree number density decreased from 13000 trees/hm” in 1996 to 2377 trees/hm’ in 2008. Both
H and JS of the shrubs and grasses within the forests decreased from 2. 69 and 0. 85 in 1996 to 2.5 and 0. 79, respectively;
suggesting a decline in diversity in those forest communities. It was found that the larval density of C. kunyushanica is

significantly correlated with the canopy cover (R =0.931, P <0.005), elevation of the forests (R =0.924 P <0.005) ,
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tree number density (R =0. 780, P <0. 05), DBH of the trees (R =0. 816, P =0. 025). The spatial pattern of C.

kunyushanica larval distribution seems to be consistent with the “resource concentration” hypothesis.

Key Words: Cephalcia kunyushanica, Pinus densiflora population, larval density, canopy cover, tree number density
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W R IR S A ETERIAM PR BEAL IR B T — R E B AL, B B R o SR B AR AR A T RIS 1 AU
KAk LAKESE B SR, FEdt X Fh b %t A R S SR AR AE #1798 . Hansen I Goheen'®! F %
JZFLH Phellinus weirii {E R RGEH)— AL, 7047 T RIS R E A X MRS REM N . AFRMIR
FRAETFRRVLA K, AR ARMEAAE S R G5 &R R Z B AR — P A8 ( quasi-equilibrium ) ,
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AR AR R R B SE B A PR AR S R G, IR E AR Wb B K iR URBEE o AR B, KRR
He 58 (Pinus densiflora) et FE TR Z —, N T BN ( Pinus thunbergii) 35 ¥AMK ( Larix gmelinii) 4,
HEKRERMG . FMETER M E AP, IR 5 R A BT L RARMRTE 20 ti42 70 4E4%
rr 1 5% 2 H5 B B ( Dendrolinmus spectabilis) ¥y ( Matsucoccus matsumurae) F) ™58 16 E 1 KB 6T, MG LR
T R RE RS B TR M T M, B 1981 AR R BT, ERARTE RAEE o bEE REFWR, b EH
BLMKE . HTRATEEEA T AT, B8 L KRNI B — E 4T A RBEERE 8]
Z HAT, B IR RAKEAE 30a RBELZTEARERE " . BATILFME BREKRENFITR
SRME R AR K 5 U E B R IR R IR T A . ik, BZRMLR T 2006 4E7E B a7 I TR E
H TME— B AR B A PR AR AR S AL 5T ol R IR R et I A S R A S T RE K
HABERE R, BB T AR 40 3, A FEA R SLHb A ) 20 NFRE RIS [RIAR S 2544 (1) 20 e

T E XA B B B R SFE R A RIE A ST R R AR DR 1E . @ A, R IR &7 1L R
¥ ( Cephalcia kunyushanica) 57§ F A8 LLWA ( Pinus koraiensis) S H4 UM &M F H-FF F RG S R EMF R
] & AR ZS T RE A — N BRAR OB AR

B A7 LU 88, J8 53 H (Hymenoptera)) | i - #88} ( Pamphiliidae ) , & 1983 SFH WA I T ILAR R A7 1L,
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AT RA L™ BREEF FRRN LI, LA P R 0255 & IR B T (P
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5520 BT I R E W E R TR R R, R AR A K,
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hm? , J& BE IR 9% 1 A AKX, EEAEIBEE A  ARARIRAK 1546. 3 hm® s 1 IRIRSSAR I AL 2308. 7 hm ; #:2K
V&I R bk 348. 6 hm” s EE N KA A3 A A 83. 6 hm” R ARAE IR B IR TP M it . SRR, B
B 2= SRR, oA 200—220d , 4E 2453 11. 8°C, 4ERE/K & 800—1000mm . FRAATEZHbIX M 1L 78
—H 2k 800m A5 ERA 4340 , I 5 H AR AR [F] 2 Uiz b X Py bty M R AR UK A BR AR B . AR 91 B % LU Y
B RGN T A8 R IAERE A, B A MR 4D 40 S, B FEHETE R 30m x 30m , A AR 3774 58 BE 4 30m,
FEHLFH GPS &, [F]AF TSR3 BE 1) B3R S HEAR , HZERE IO £ K ah 26 rp sd FIZK PR HEVE AR APERE e br s o

HRAE B 1L 0 Y R A AR 0, A BT B A LIRSS B — 2035 R0 = 00 35 W AR o IR P SEARAE St T R T A
B FEHEAFEESIE 1, M= 0¥0 TR L AREP RN, —2 &8 962.3 hm’ 4
HRHTE AL 777. 1 hm® , oA &F - ARER 257. 9hm? | JEIAK 0. Shm® , 4+ IR ASHK 518. Thm? , £FIEARAZRAS Sy 3,
AERI; RRAS Vo AL LA 5 R AR LABR AR ( Quercus acutissima) g 3, H At 18 I A% 7 A 7K i 42 Wk ( Sorbus
alnifolia) . 418 ( Symplocos paniculata) . [ M § 2= ( Rhamnus globosa) 2%, MRAGE I N KRR, MARBE HE RN
81% , =/ EHAR 935.2 ho® , Holk FIHBTE AR 790. Ohm’ , Hor &t AR TET R 453. 4hm” , | -k 48. 8hm®, 4
WEIVR 3 Ak 288. Thm® , £FIARRAFRAA N 3, V4 A S0 A I BUR 2 5 I A SR DARRAR A K MR BR2
FAF (Elaeagnus pungens) ¥, =4 GRARGIFp LAY, (B2 BB R URANK T T, ROARE R RN
84.6%

F1 FLAWEBFEARES
Table 1 Distribution and details of P. densiflora pure forest sites

L LM Fh

WS WA Wm0/ () s : Moy
Plot Location Latitude Longitude Elevation Gradient Slope aspect DOmll‘lal:lt free Stand type
N E species
1 —5 37°16'39.3"  121°45'57.5" 179 45 ] PN 4jpk
6 —ir 37°15'48.6”  121°45'33.8" 375 35 *® Pinus densiflora Pure forest
18 =40 37°16'23.2"  121°43'34.9" 355 26.5 K
27 =41y 37°15'35.4" 121°43'31.4" 426 24.5 4k
34 avie”] 37°16'31.6"  121°40'44.2" 110 11.9 B[4
35 =40 37°16'36.5"  121°40'50.7" 129 22 K
39 =40 37°15'16.0"  121°45'27.4" 659 14.4 K
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2008 4F 8 H7E LR FEH H X 1S =5 em BB MEIIUF 455 I 50 BHIT EARIE . D REMRIRE A R
P, T BRI AR RO R M A BT R s R E — RN AK T RT A I1E < 5 em T8 = 0.5 m [y
BB RO . R A TR A R SRIDOG Ay BT Sk TR AR A
L3 ST RS E R YR SR
2008 47 8 H 7 bR A U A B X RS (BIFE S A0 ) S BB E 5 A4~ Smox Sm FYHEARHKEDS ZE
FEARETHBRE 14 2m x2m FAARY)RETT , IO REARZ MEAZ Y4 ARBE S B B o B
B o BIBREET IR <5% (FEE <5% MM LA
DA ZHEACE AR T RAR AR T HERE)Z ) Shannon ZFFHESER (H) A3y 5] BEHEH(JS) o
H = - Piy Piln Pi
JS = H/ lns
A, Pi SR i NMYIFR R EE s HYFECH
EEE(P) = AR B (% ) + X HBE(% ) + HRHIBE (%) =
HHRFIRBE (% ) =100 x FEAFPLEGE AR HBLARBY B i i DL S KB
MRS (% ) =100 x A FIREL B J7 3 BT i G AR SR
1.4 PREOEERE
TR L el e A k22 25 T AR SR R, T 2008 4 8 A B 1 P R BB B I
FERL, W B A, ST RN BB . S Gt R I, BUEUR B 2—4 Skdly BUP I RBIL AR — A0
— M RBOR ) UL SRS FRATIR A H AR B2 & B9 7 5, SR N AR AR AR AA Y _E RS s ST I, F
ok 2 R SRR RN 3 TR
L5 HuREsb
55 1996 FFHBUE " BEAT LU, L 132 FARIER R RARASAARNBE 0 AR GO 254K 0 BE S5 1
A ETTE
FH SPSS B (13. 0 ) Xof B i LLi 880 f 1106 8, 11 988 215 AR WAPR 0485 BE K 0 D B B AR A B A L1 93 £
SR B 1 A A 1R BE SR AR SR R R AT T AU B & ERG B o FH Excel 715 Shannon ZAEHEE S (H) (35
SIEARE(JS) MEZRE(P) FF 2 E .
2 EREAMW
2.1 BETIARABE IR 132 KR RRECRAFAE LU
PR S oA (B 1) o, 1996 AR SRAARPREL B (H <1.3m) BRAMZ, G (H > 1.3m,DBH <5cm)
BRBZ , FIEHBIZ ML N 92% ;A (Sem < DBH<33em) FIAM (DBH >33em) FEHB D, RIIFIHF
IEA TR, DR, IR AL THAM BB B ™ o 23d 13a BAREK, 47 (DBH <5cm)
R A BARE 40. 1% , 5 B30 59. 9% IMAR (Sem < DBH <40cm) AEFHEREA KB B (1) o [RIET,
BEEBEN 1996 4R (93T 13000 AR/hm’ B 2] T 2008 4R ) 2377 Hi/hm’ o X —HHERHILE 132 WHL B, F
ol B R BRI SE S, WK T ORI . A, BRTR A AL TEENZT LR
BB
FIEF RO BEAA B B B AR (1B 2) o 1996 4F4 T (H<2m) [ LRIk 90% , HARMR X M FET- R AR
XA RES A PO RARNR R AR, SIMEAENWZG , BOERAAS BIOE TFE TR .
R BE G B R A B R R T JR 2% IR ORI B 858, FRERLAS B A R 3 . 2008 R4 <2m B9
AR 28.6%  =10m BIRAAA G BEH) 3. 7% (17 1996 4F Rt A B i 10m B FRLI-K)
2y 67% Ky FRHA AR BEAE 2 m B 10 m ZJH] . BEAR; BEAAHE UES 1 o
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B2 FREMBENSEEER/EE 13a LR

TR 1 b
Bl FRORMEERENENRE LB MikR Fig. 2 Comparison of the stem height structure of P. densiflora

Fig. 1 Comparison of the DBH structure of P. densiflora after a .
after a 13-year succession

13-year succession

2.2 BATILERAR 13a B KRR 5 N TR EHE R 2 YR ZARE AR

XF BT I RA S IAMREE R Z YR AR AR (R 2) , &0 13a AT, R T MEARFMEA
RO ERERARMERN, 1996 FERE AT H 24 FHER, KR 6 FEA (LG 3K Albizia kalkora
FRZE Prunus japonica . £ K 1 Indigofera kirilowii . K [ © Cocculust rilobus . #] i F Lespedeza bicolor . B} 1¥. #

®2 BEfUHZRHEE Ba RRAFRHTEERUHSHEENE

Table 2 Dynamic of species diversity of shrubs and herbs after a 13-year succession in P. densiflora forest

RIRIFHAMK P. densiflora forest

2 Species
¥ Density 4 J¥ Coverage JiJE Frequency HE{H Important value

AR Lespedeza bicolor 9 8 7 0.18
K7 Spodiopogon sibiricus 64 17 6 0.45
iy Sanguisorba officinalis 22 3 7 0.18
£ B BE Eriophorum russeolum 46 9 7 0.32
AT Indigofera Kirilowii 13 4 5 0.13
WEER Quercus acutissima 8 14 5 0.23
#BZE Prunus japonica 6 6 0.14
B 1L Zanthoxylum simulans 4 3 5 0.10
e BRA Rhus chinensis 4 6 3 0.11
PR3 Lysimachia pentapetala 19 3 3 0.13
Bk Pteridium aquilinum 42 2 3 0.19
WA %K Albizia kalkora 2 2 5 0.08
Ji A Radix grewiae bilobae 2 1 5 0.07
148 Symplocos paniculata 3 7 4 0.12
KRBT, Cocculus trilobus 4 1 3 0.05
B A4F Rosa rubus 2 2 4 0.07
K 0 Rhizoma seu Folium Smilacis 2 1 2 0.04
[ F%E Cleistogenes songorica 16 1 4 0.11
T Euonymus europaeus 1 1 3 0.04
=K1 24 Lindera obtusiloba 1 1 3 0. 04
JKKIAEMK Sorbus alnifolia 1 2 1 0.04
INAKZS A Stephanandra incisa 1 1 2 0. 04
WY E Tripogon chinensis 17 1 1 0.08
W4T 2% Epipactis helleborine 4 1 2 0.04
YyFh LR 55X Shannon diversity index ( H) 2.5009 <2.6875*

YyRh 5] BEHE 5k Evenness index (JS) 0.7869 <0.8456 *

s 118 1996 4% (14
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Zanthoxylum simulans) , Fo'E 18 I BEAS ;2008 SE PR A ARAAKNHEREILTH 23 B, Hop B 1A 7 i TR
I3t 16 T 1996 4Fimf i BLAY 18 FhELAAEY)TE 2008 AF A XTH 2% , B PR LA B8 B i B8 R /N B33 A 2 P
MIESR . Shannon ZHEMFEEL(H) FIXYA EFEEL(JIS) 4351 2. 5009 F1 0. 7869 , 43 Hl/INTF 1996 4 ) Shannon £
FEPETEHC(H) 2. 6875 FNX 5] BEFEH(JS)0. 8465 , GRS FASEAR I M) Fp ZHEMER FRAR M 2

SEHRARR YRR AR R FLET 1996 4 5 AR Fabk i AL F AR50 85 4 B BE, W & /T 2m B #
ARGt SRR 90% , BIHAROGIRFE R , BUE B G T A Y BAT 5% s BEE R R 38 m , Ak B IR SR A4
REWE R BOLHEEA TR E, SBOX SR A Y B WH T, BOMARZ 592 — et B PR S, Wy Sanguisorba
officinalis FPK Pteridium aquilinum %,
2.3 Byl i e 1 BE S SRR B G AR S A IR R

3 Pz o B A L8 S E A [R] AR P9 A L O % BE R AR 25 2R, [R] SB o T A [ R 3l o AR bR 7 25 B2 VR
VA BE 0 R T PR A AR o ML 1 2% BE SR R 1Y) 6 SRR RN 39 St 43 S5l 2 B A B, T e 11 985 de />
HIRE O AE SR A BRI ER A 20 A o 7 250 AR B, R H O 285 B2 S5 ot P A P 388 B 8 1 5 56 RO 3 (9
RKER) o

#3 BHlUSBRMHEROZE. FRARSEREBEEER
Table 3 Investigation data of C. kunyushanica larval density and P. densiflora stand indexes

p—t Lf;: d%& MO i HbH PR Ptz
Plot ensity Tree density Forest age Canopy cover Average stem Average DBH
/ (larvae/tree) /(tree/hm?) /a height/m /em
1 5 1051 45 0.38 7.19 10.3
6 118 1750 31 0.9 7.91 11.3
18 58 2324 32 0.71 6.64 11.4
27 62 1747 31 0.6 7.19 10.6
34 0 798 28 0.27 3.40 7.6
35 6 1434 33 0.55 5.4 10.2
39 135 2664 30 0.88 7.43 12.9

PHRR R /TR B, B a LU B8 I e (9 & A SRR M ARHE 5 0 i8R B B B VIR R IBIR A& W
WRG3 LA TR SRR P B v 0 R 2% B v MR A R A T L

B L 6t P e 119 ER 1 9% E 5 A A PR A0 R ) B R AR B S A DG SR R (181 3) , W Z ] Person 1H 36 R %K
(R)3E%0.924(P=0.003) (£4),

B L 6t P e 1) B 1 9% BE 55 A 0 A TR IR L B AR B A DGR R (B 4) , Wi Z 1] Person 1H 3¢ R %K
(R)3E%0.931(P=0.002) (%£4),

160 - 160 —

y=20831x-74.129
R?*=0.8532

y=0.2545x - 27.664
140 - R>=0.8673 %

LR (O )
Larval density/(larvae-tree™)
£
T
W OB EICLART)
Larval density/(larvae-tree™)
g
T

* | | ) | 1 ]
02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
P4 & Canopy cover YR 5 B8 Elevation /m

I | | .

B3 BEalEEmHEROFESHFRASBAENXR

Fig.3 Correlations between C. kunyushanica larval density and

E4 BalEBmHiER ORESFRIHERHUXER
Fig.4 Correlations between C. kunyushanica larval density and

P. densiflora canopy cover
4 Py elevation of P. densiflora forest
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[, s Hrik R B, B O %5 BE 55 AR AR 43 4% B 2Z (] 160 -
BERBEMKKER(R=0.780,P =0.038) , 3 H 5
RUEBEMXRR(E S, R4); MBAOFEEGSHE 3
BRI R RARE (£ 3) . AWERIAMRSERAE
M EEZEMEXXRBE(R=0.795, P =0.033;
K3 JFEHEMBEZERIERBEHXEXR (R =
0.876, P=0.01;%3).

DL b 25 SR 0B 05 BE 7E B By LU BE S AR A 40 A 000 G0 @b 100 100 100 1600

SR 8 2 TS I, 2 B 5 B 0 Stom dnty e
L AR E A B BERE R = . i, R R AR D Y 2
MIREEARALT 1 3350 1 SHEH IS 351 34 54 B5 BRLRBHELORESFERDBENXR
b AL 110m % 179m = ] G840 51 0. 38 f,_ig;:ns;,::e::::sd:;t?;n C. kunyushanica larval density and
0.27 ,FE Rk B OB RES 18 5. 08 K0 kgl &
RN 4 R 62 #RFN 46 BRI AT Sem MIRARAMA ; REAZE R 87 1L, B AT IRAAMR 7325 BE 35 Hh g T Ak
SYHURREA BE o R P BE S R AR AT S AR AE 1 433519 6 Sifdth (ARFA BE 0. 90) F1 =433 1 39 54 b (R A B2
0.90) BHike , W3k 73 AL T 375m F1 659m , SF-H bk dy 055 BE 43 R 3] 118 S/ R0 134 /R HE ISR
BETE 0.55—0. 71, P38k L A% BEZE 6—62 S/ Mk, X Fp e 0 %5 BE r M A R DL 3 B6  WIRAE S 7R,
BIAE A B SR RE NS & B4 2 b e i 0 27 5 T B AR R AR ] P R B i e 1

F4 BHLSBERMHEROZESHFAMRSERNEAXXRAZEERE
Table 4 Significance test of relations between C. kunyushanica larval density and P. densiflora stand indexes

j—

N3

=3
T

. V=0.0956x - 49.495
R?=0.6083

WO BE/CLART)
Larval density/(larvae-tree™!)
S 8
T T

M HREAT B Mgtz W s
Elevation  Canopy cover Stand density DBH Stem height Stand age
P Y
i U BE Larval density o eSS 0.931**  0.924** 0.780* 0.816* 0.687 -0.384
Person correlation
BEHRL Sig. (2-tailed) 0.002 0.003 0.039 0.025 0.088 0.395

# 5 HRRRMBEKF P=0.01; = HRRKRBEKF P=0.05; AL HEn=7

3 itig

E Al P b 32 156 T KR PRSI 528 fh B B 9 R 43 /2 Oliver Al Larson'™ $82 i f) , i 1Hr KSR BR A9 5h
BN 4 DB, B R B ETERH B AT HHAERBMERERI B, R ZRA
HES B TRARGRAESREMNEREG] ZHIMARMEIET- SN B ZEE Bk AMAR RGN T
WERMBRE T KRR KEICE R EMRLE RS AN TIRERREEEE . BfLAkE
SRIEES 13a L5 SR F200,1996 4EBTARAFREESN T (H <1.3m) A% (H > 1.3m,DBH <5cm) %} 92% ;5| H
AT 5 B8 59. 9% MM ARZS N S5em < DBH <25cm, REAFPHEAL FREB AR B (B 1) . [FE, Fhiess BN
1996 4E {1 13000 #k/hm’ [#2] T 2008 4E () 2377 #k/hm’ . HETZ 5 67% MR AMAR EAE 2 m 3] 10 m
ZIE . FREFRAFPEEC Z MRS AERBHEAZTERIE

T7E R @A X LA A B % G ARV SR S0a ROBFSTIESE , ZE TS R BB X A
HE B — BB D HT. BRASREREE FE WA R R L, & BV IR R, W) AR M
SRR, AR AR/ , AN EIE TS R HERR A, T/IMEAR Z B8] T TEAR R o 765 ILE SRk, lEgh
5—10cm WHEARIET-MREURZ , SET- R WE R , HIKAE 10—15em MR FET 2R, B MRAL T /MR AR B BE B
BHFET . AR B T RFEMIE,

AR ERE BN, L1 13a HRER, MK T FEAMEAFEE L L ERAMER L, 2008 4
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AR A RE R AT 23 i, Hrh B A 7 #1996 SRR I 18 FhEAHE A 7E 2008 4EJH A B IR &
., Y)Fh Shannon ZZREMEFES(H) FHE) EFEE(JS) 435k 2. 5009 F1 0. 7869, 43-H)/NF 1996 4E i) Shannon
ZAEPEFREU(H)2. 6875 FI¥S]BEFE 41 (JS)0. 8465 , 5 /R AR A LEAR I W Fh ZHEVE R FRAR G H . BEE PR
P B BUE N 2R KA, 45 )2 B T 2R T (RS BTG o, a0 2% S F 35 40 i , AR B
Bl AR Ve & B W FEAR, [F] B, B & R A AR I O Fh Z AR HE R IR B 3, RE T €A W BB R = [
12520, MAPEE B R RORE IR IR, Sk B ARSI A TR S B W s, B AT L RARMAH F
RN, F i, BEE BB — R R, B AR RA A fE RN MW RR N EER T, iR
N R B B B TR BE AR/ (B R, R BAUR B /N AR e s B (RS ) | B (8] [ B 20—200a
K/NEE 0.0004—0. 1135 hm® PV 2B 55 B 2IE LAk 5 R R L E R 2 MAREERE 77 4
MITFR G RAMEIESE T B A LU 36 1) A S AR B BE AR 0%, T EL S AR AR BE R REE R . BIER
R, A SR BRI R E R AR AR EBER R MR AL S, B
FE AR FE MR T R T M B B B AR R G R R AN MR EFREARNES? 20, B
L5 e e 42 T R R BE AR PR A3 R B, AR B ) AR ASCR R R B 2 HIIER Y o

B2 i L S P06 1 R 0 95 B2 5 AR A BRI PR B2 % BE AR B A2 A S A A8 0 A R Vg 4 1 BEE 55 22 B A
KRR Hr, g0 0% 5HgHORMR AR A B AR B ARG R, UL BA By O % BE7E B 1L B TR0 40 1
K R R R RTE N, R BEE AR BRI B O TR AP OB R . X —Sie 5 E % L
WA WRAE G TER S A BRI A, 855 5\ B A LU B i e 7E B % LU — MR AR E T8 4R 150—
500m FRAMK, LIS T B ILiss b 32 0 s kg b e 25 i J B B B B AR M bk o 2 A i - 2 o i X
FOR R S50 B E 25 T BB 7E TR M R AV o T8 ((UR T =054 aidk) , AR ERBEAN R
A7 LU b S P A SR R R AR AR L 5 TR ATT A TR 2 bl A B AT LUK I &40, 36 0 i TR RIIER ST A
[F PRy 7. 3l 2% A AR 23 2L, R T BB L St e e B i L 5 it 8 % A ) B4R VB o

A PEAE K AT EARABIREE T AR ST, B A L P e Y 9 BB, R R TR R R SR E
AR 1, RDME He 22 e PR AR 0 25 B T AR P BE v B IR A AR =B . WREE R B, B I 8 ( Cephalcia spp. ) 4))
B HRYBREHRESST 4 AL R AR M s b R A b SRR & Bt AR, B, BT
B B ) B AR B AR R X A R X — SR, B A LU R i 1 M 5 N R AT R 2
AR R, R /NG R R A YRR SR P B X AR R L A L S e 0 o T S AR A %
REAE™,

WHFE WSS, B IE F B A LU P 068 A 35 O8O i WA B8 ZE PRI B o 9 U A o8 G M A2 = Sem
HIRM 5 17 2 Wiz 308 FE BN AR5 BRI 2/ N RAR 4y E 7 E , T HF EWARZE I mst e, (ER 2
SRR A _ER BN MR 4 o BT BN, /NG A BRSSO BAK A B LS R
R, B i L P B8R 5520 5 5 AR A PR P SRR 28 9 78 Ak DA B T | i RRR 265 4 1 72 A i T 5 e o >
FETE IR J7 1) DD REVE FUERR AR AT, X0 R R B AT ILR AR R A E B AR 2B L
Buigt: Bust: BariLAsE MR X & 55U EAREHSES T B AR BBk & B IR T T AR R AT IR L
Bl AR A OB R, b E AR BEBE IR A R E WS X F - R A T A 2
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