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Effects of body size on the population biology of insects
HUANG Yunshan,ZHANG Jingyu,JIANG Mingxing *

Institute of Insect Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China

Abstract: Body size is one of the most important life-history traits of insects. As demonstrated in numerous studies, insect
body size can have substantial effects on a number of biological characters, which in turn may influence population
development as well as community structure and functions. In this paper, based on the studies published in the past two
decades, we reviewed the major findings in this field, and focused on the effects of body size on following traits: 1)
courtship, mating, fecundity of females and males, and fitness of their offspring; 2) flight performance, and the relevant
behaviors such as foraging, aerial courting and mating; 3) food-uptake capacity and the type of preferred diets; 4)
competition and defense capacity; 5) resistance to environment stress; and 6) labor division in social insects. In most
cases, larger individuals are superior to small ones in certain aspects, reproduction, flight and adaptation to adverse
environments in particular, which subsequently favors the increase of population fitness. We presented some viewpoints as to
future studies, such as taking more biological traits into consideration when evaluating associations between body size and
insect reproduction, and paying more attention on the ecological results of body size variance at the community level. From
the practical perspective, it is suggested to take body size into account when developing insect-pest control or beneficial-

insect utilization strategies.
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Table 1 Effects of body size on biological traits of insects
YR bR Ed PALE TSIV INGA E =P UN
Biological traits Insects Specific effects or outcomes References
W ke A R S AR A B
Wt A 5 T3 FAMARME Y A B TR T3
T4 Stator limbatus( Horn) SRARME AR s AR 5 [11]
R MR Diabrotica virgifers 31 oy e sh s (e [12]
virgifera LeConte
T KMRH M H D, virgifera virgifera; b
A HC St ) EEKMHH Diabrotica barberi Smith R ANAME H s ] 58 [12-13]
& Lawrence
. B Yk A5 T [ A B
ST R R Pieris napi 1. B Til] Z\XEEE’JW P A A AR 1 f14]
PNINE A
=B AT % M4 Isoperla aizuana Kohno KA RS = [15]
W 5 £ L(U;H(i)i%ﬂlﬂiﬁi% Aphaereta minuta AR [16]
AR : R R A
ARV iy PR 40 P HE SRSUE M e 17187
phaereta genevensis Fischer
GRURL RIS L3 AR H = A Bk R L3
Je ACHERE L SR UF M W% Diaeretiella rapae( M'Intosh ) §§¢1¢iﬁﬂi S BT 4 i I AL [19]
Ja A S M D. rapae BCA XU A KA I F J5 A7 [19]
Tt A A5 e S5 AR A B
SRAR SEHBC AT 4 RE W3 AR H o A3 W3
s < N e 7 HE Trichogramma euproctidis N N N
R SR R/NFIRE TR Girault; 74 2 5 RAMA IR NEAR G [20-21]
ek bt - TR S, limbatus; 20 Fham i, L€ T N N
SRS R EORS (A SKHRIFH D, barberi S AR KN IER [22-24]
RS TR Hﬂ,qﬁﬁi%ﬂ% Ceratitis capitata 5 e A eI [25]
( Wiedemann)
K a4 WK RE P. napi At A5 [14]
e f e T R L SEAT Mk Utetheisa ornatrix(L.) 5 TN B Uih e s
P B R e IS CUR e e 26.27]
A iR £ s (1] A6IE ERARMH D. barberi JINAN A RS TT AR [13]
S BO IR B ¥ Colletes perforator L. KA A ) R B % [28]
& P W Schistocerca eric N . )
T R 0 K (o TR Sl amerietn® e oA R [29]
KAT B AHRAT R
DI&E istinae [’ A~
S B AL e PR Polisinac (12 R0 gy g [30]
RITILE & 5k W B LR Mnais costalis Selys KA E KK [31]
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7 BRI A BRI R A P 1 5
ERYES a0 2 S E R PR 27 3k
Biological traits Insects Specific effects or outcomes References
MLF #1 SCLF WA R M8 M. costalis MLF B AJE 38 K34 K, SCLF R 2 [31]
i BE ¢ Bombus terrestris L. | 41 J& ¥ N ; o .
R AT 25 B LR e i st Bombus lapidarius L. Ko 5 — b pE e L ﬁfu&fw ﬁiﬁh‘j( NRZ S0IR [32]
. PN B33 0]
Bombus pascuorum( Scopoli)
s IR B R B R . s B B
S 4 - R HLREWE B. terrestris KR L v B [33]
6 BF (MR} R S AL B
P WA} U i W A o R ) 1Y 62 Fil .
RATH B B SRR T W6 FBERE Osmia spp. 5 0 55 iF RAE [34-36]
Tettigonia viridissima L.
REHES HifEWE B. terrestris KRR A 2 1 5 B e ) 05 [37]
) W25 .
IR Podisus maculiventris( Say) KA [38]
. ” Kb X
AR 51T Deinacrida connectens Ander KAkt [39]
) o e i R BRIN I SR A, minuta ; 75 B ARk /N .
A e A ERRCE ¥ Dirhinus giffardii Silvestr RA M E % [16,40]
2 FAHYE I .
A ZRIE TCAER Ficus R B0 JERK ANRE/N 1 Fh 27 A8 4 0 1 A2 (41-42]
A AR 105 F RUBER} B FARIBRE
g loigiiling
13255 TR Bl A A B 55 14 BE T4 Megachile apicalis Spinola T A [43]
SR i (— R T FeJE MW Oreina gloriosa F. FAAHE & B [44]
L . BNy - WA hr/ N Aphidius (BRI ) 8K, B A A T R I
RECE L colemani ( Viereck ) EIFESS [45]
I 20 X 25 A W SO R B L BEE KRR Acheta domesticus( L.) ; EHRAK .
JHIRES WY Formica exsecta Nylander KA e [46-47]
L i s s AR R W BT W% Lysiphlebus fabarum KA 55 A 3 B (MF IR A
SR EF 7= A B AT o AT fg (Marshall) PSR [48]
ik .
I Asobara tabida( Nees) ; HE -+ 20 i
[ERwal WY Leptothorax acervorum ( Fabricius ) ;  KAMAREKGE [49-51]
KAPEE Notonecta maculata Fabricius
REE Bombus impatiens Cresson TN B 5 [52]
it 9 4y j%j:?ﬂﬂﬂ@!ﬁ)‘( L ac-emorum;ﬁl‘ﬂ Jo A A 150,53
Iphitobius diaperinus Panzer,
By ) Laperinus ; 2 BE ik .
PCH BOMRIGE Pkt o A daperinuss SRR [53-54]
ypolimnas bolina(L.)
- oo A hor o X X
THILHE R 1 RS Antolore lnies A Ee e e [55]
U TRGE AL 7 Az 4 f0 R Trogidae I RAMAE SR [56]

T R R B AR IINAT OB SCR B2 45 R AR S AA TR s AR/ X R 23 43 T 52 e BF 9T 2 AR P AE S 3 L Camponotus mus
(Roger) FIEEME Bombus spp. ', TEILICH

" ZEFLA B (Refractory Period ) : 45 Bl W Y38 B A 13 W 1]

1 AMEXA R REFEN N

AP/ N B B A SRR V26 7T TR () ST A 175, T L6 T A5 AR F 2 75 A48 7

i,
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L1 XM A B 52 )

VFZ BRI TE R Rl B B, 5 AE N ME R RAR L AR BV 2 A Bl AR, A58 185
T A T A T R T A, e PR VR TR (AR 3R 5 1, SCTRC ARt T A 7 AR 3 e fo 4 12204 e
H XGRS F A A R — LR o ISV AR TR AR RS R IR 2T BT S AR EECR,
AN INTT Ay A e ME A= BELRE ) RS 5 B 1 — A B AR AR

TE bIRTE Z 50 | B2 AR ITE T MR M R B DA B, X R 2R R b,
HE SCWE Ceratitis capitata ( Wiedemann ) "> | H 1 4> 8, Antitrogus parvulus Britton™™ | [ %8 7 T Agrilus
planipennis Fairmaire ™ |, 4 Stator limbatus ( Horn) """ | Fk 19 R i Epirrita autumnata ( Borkhausen ) LT BE A A
W Pararge aegeria(L.) " KRBk Anagyrus kamali Moursi'® | #HR ¥ Trichogramma euproctidis Girault'™"
BT B2 0 8 ¥ Aphaereta minuta ( Nees ) '™ | B ¥ Asobara tabida ( Nees )™ T5 Y] M % Megachile apicalis
Spinola* , fFLI] B, — S5 AR B A 1A M ML A1) 2 B0 3 AE S SE E 0 vl REAE AL # . X AE FORAR 3
M-H Diabrotica virgifera virgifera LeConte "1 A A BLAY . RASAME Bt B SR A 5 1l e e B S A, JF HLAS D
RIETE S8 SO (E RSP N N Sl S M ol U 5% @S e W T A | o' LT

AT NI B S W W RO AR FE B IR A T R, XA LR R T O B A A AR e I SIS A A B 1 O
T RAHEHREL( Ovigeny Index , M HUPI AR I A P I O - (10 850 SR AR B8 0 Z LUAED) S5 MR OR/IN RO OG /)
EAEBOR AR R AP AMRBRE LG, AN ME 7R 8 3 A v A sl A B BT DR, e P A i
5L P BIVA A v L BB ) B

B 15 H BB AR FEAR OGO BN AREOGE AT B g S ACRYIE G B, TRV B P R B, A A M el
B BIRARXT AR I 4 S, limbatus' ", JRAR#& T euproctidis”m B B R S AL minwta ' T RS MO 04
Lysiphlebus fabarum (Marshall) " TR -840 Ak gk n] S J5 AR A R0 & B IR I8 78 =W 0, 72 LA
FUSATT A HIARLE B AL AR | Jn PR B e A7 3R R A X
THOLTFARSE AN, B0 , 7 SIAWRE I S v BRI B e 7 A BRSO (EUR AR IMACR B
X2 A A R i R — A A A i R AR TR T 32 UKL IR AR RS A BE R T b A2 W A R
AN TR SRR SR, SRR/ NS e s AN/ DG R AR I 50
1.2 X A E B S

T AN AN T 3o AR E A AT O 77 HE R ), A — 4 B bt rp L 238 0 s 52 T RE 5 G 2 1 S B A
FO BT AR W e s AR R AR | ST B A R T oE R A T A R XE R T
FhES L 41 €4 88 Hetaerina americana ( Fabricius ) ' | S 5E WA Ischnura graellsii ( Rambur ) "' | 8% 8 Gryllus
campestris L."™ | JK W Cercopis sanguinolenta ( Scopoli ) 7" | G % S. limbatus'™', V4 EJ  H 2 % B Euscepes
postfasciatus ( Fairmaire ) ' ¥ K4 Phoracantha semipunctata ¥.'™ |18 &I ¥ Amegilla dawsoni Rayment' |
AWRYEIE Sphecius speciosus Drury' ™ 17 HL, 3 s A ST i) T BEF G A M s HEA T 5T, DASR e AR RIS 5 B2, 2
BREBBRM IR e BRI I B 1 BAA S i 3= B R BAE LA R B i

— o, IMRER A e A B i AR BRSO 2 RO TS D5, LA R Y S IEE S S 4 RE
302 Wedell %) 20 Fhas i i ATE A TE & I, AR I b BU7E 32 O SRS Je 5K, ply LB 580KS 52 4 7
AR AT B RS PR RIS S - R BT B T B 55 2 RS I 3 L Gage FEMRESS vh R B, M AN PR R /N5 BT 7 AR
RS (KB 52 TR ARG, TS RS ¥ E 3 1 B0, We sh B, TERE F3a 4 i DR3P X s p e — 32
Z2 R B Har 1439 1Y < 1 2I I ol it ol e 28 R N T 1 A 22 S M OO 7, 227 DRI A 3205, kS ) 1)
Se A I IREN ARG DL R, AN s PR BB 7= A 38 4 7 SR RS - 117 5 ZE S RC 58 4 rh BB

TR MRER B M HUE FRAR DU B TR AR B O BE 45 M R SR BEAI X B0 2 B BUE IR R
& IRAL(Nuptial Gift) , S HATSRABFIACHES LA PEEA Y VP 22 M 7 52 E A 388 2o RSB0 4 2 AL A% 338 405 ol
AL RS ANE S AT — LRI IR 53 WA B 3R ST S IR AR A 1 — LA 2 T X SR £ ) T

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



74 B A R HCNR I N AR AR ) B S 5

A PR ME R O R A, R BI85, H LBt v e R AR B 0 A 1 DU 4 o e ek e s [ Py
bl SRR AR FRRACIE 2 L Ah  FED B s A RS ) TR B (AP TR . i, BT — B AR
WA Diabrotica undecimpunctata howardi Barber RO RAEF T RS — PR Y DU R = stk &9 )5 |, BEl i 38
Fic 46 1 3o 2 fE R PR ) ST 45 5 R IR ARAP SR S sz 7 S, SEJE M H Oreina gloriosa F. 11
T He B8 AR RO 8 ) B AR A R e e b i R R v, B ik S T % 368 2 e e, 7 o e S 0 AU A 4l
B RE R EE R

WA ANAR /NS T e Hh A 87 A A T 52, {510, A AR 05 A e e R SR i 75 L 38 5 AT R A
B B R, A A TR R BB ) Sl o 2 0 A%

A A AR N B et B AR A AC I 3 4 AR B 0 J5 AN (5 3 (B AT R 3 i At 78 X I i A 7
SRAN, B G R T AR AR TG H7 7 SRARAT N S A S S AR T RS R ] Y A

2 MERAN AT RABXIT AR

FEVFZ AR foh  AMAKN SR BT ATIUL B ROAFAEB VIR | I 5 m B dU AT & 5%
FIAHSC A HABAT R B0 B 45 PR 5 S8 e S Y — S R 0

MAEFNG RATRESI R R B — D I BB 7 T W e (RE PR R ) oh PR AT DX, AN () b 2 A 1] e
A GBI & 2P s AT TR, HAMA /N 22 5 AR K B T B A i SR 5, R R U4 iE T
MER/NE RITRE T KRBT, Garcia I Sarmiento 73047 T H i e AL 12 4@ 56 A~F 526 A4 1) 4
TSI Wi LA 22 (s sl ) 7 A 1 2R UR) W SC R, R BN/ AR S T AR O A5 1), 3 Dk e 4
FEIEAN DX, LT, B L PA) T o T A5 DK 5 T I A 55 A A OS82 A 3 Dk 5 A2 e ] XA AL A
N BOTRILIA BT o5 H A8 /N0 o DA KBl 0 2 B4 B SR A3 AT S e S R R AR T S [l A /N B B 6
A1 ERE R . BRI, NI 1 [ 205 1) T4 s g R Ui, B AR AL PR 38 226 ) TR s sl )
YA Bl T /NS R SRR AT T A R BT X — A TR A 5 AL RN AT B T R S e, g KO A R
PR A BLAR , TORIMAE R A ETT 5, SEAAT ) T A 7 S AR AN 2 38000 AT, BT "RA T JIL A A
NI A 1] T 5 AR A R A B S04 28 T T A 5 328 Jok A e ) XA A B 0 X6 28 SRt i g, B I RSB ZE A4 T i
R AR RN I, AR KRS RN R R BT B MO R 2 A R T A H O TIES
450,

B 75 BT ATV A OCAT AR IN 5 IR I T BB A O IS e B AT AT R R
fan  FEREEH B B A AR AR BB, AR R R 1 BE 0 B, A A T L RO SR T bR M
L

PN 5 PR ST O |, DU EORE A R0 5, AP SR Tetigonia
viridissima L. % B HUBIFSE A 30, A 1A /NI B8, € BE B =2 TR 7 7E — 2 0 LA DGk, A pAl O, AT I s
I, TR R, T AR

A KA/ NI 1 B B RATRE Ty HE MR MR A SSC A B BB RE D A Eb . A TSR,
KARFN NS RAE X BT T 45 B AL, BN, Samejima 1 Tsubaki XJ 4 H 2% (448 Mnais costalis Selys #f 5% K&
B, RARHE B R AT WU R BOR A ) T2 i B R 26 T ) (Maximum Lifting Force , MLF , 2 i "€ ATRE I Y
RS TER 23 b, AT T A iz sl 2 T g A SR A A TS Bl A
FLAEME AR X 28 vp A B pY e 4 0 9 — T in, RATHLEE i 54K E 22 [ ( Flight Muscle Ratio) B9 [ FH 7] &
FHOHAAIE R IEZ4 T} T ( Size—Corrected Lifting Force , SCLF, & MLF 5 SR+ 2 b, 2 — I EEFE A, 7T S Bk
RATI S SRR R ) R A AT RO BE RN, AHLLZ R /M AR MLF B AT RE
S BN FR , HHRR) SCLF A7 B T 52 i Houk AT A4l B8 ) A as tho s BERE 5, b AR AR 550 1) AT BRI
BARRIEAT A 23 AR U RO R SO e Re Y
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A KR HARR/NE IR % B TSR 2 R AE K, X5 5 B Camponotus mus (Roger ) T UG5 %
B, R 1 ) O T R R S R B IEAR DG B R A AR 1 T B 1 T e R A
PRIERG , SR BRBEZ AN FE , S B BEE AR A — S0 A FRES R S BN £ 52 20 AR B0 BLAR S R AR L3 O, SR ing
SkEBARSCHL A ™ A i B S A R AR AR ™% SRR AR B AT SRS LA, /N IAR E b 2x A
— e SR A OGS A BEAMEA TN, WX #5208 Scathophaga stercoraria (L.) IRFFE R, 5 KA H, B 8%
AN R A E B (ERE SR B RS | BRCOR R B RIS 0 i 2 i) e e /N SO e AL o E
FHCE TR A i e A5 S B 45 (Time Budget Advantage ) , BN 1A 0 i) i 20 BCES ki) Sk 38 Jon
SRR P IE] , LA AR 5SS I T T (3 45 BE ) X R FBE Aquarius remigis (Say ) M S RFFE & L T R B
B

AMRKNTE— e RERE e 4 B TR R T BN 2 il dn AR I 5 T WGE & TR R
195 A AL B DA S0 DR B R AH LU 2R /NS PR 5 1 My B AR T /1, R BBORY B2 v ) 0, T R0
A REERG AR HL 2 A2 ™

4 MEXNX TSI #E N

BFFE L, AR Y B S e 5 A () A2 o DR TS0 | 9 0 O 6 45 Dy T 2 R B — i AR 3
XN S A A2 B A ) B SRR T, A i 45 SE AL g, e SR MY 0. gloriosa 1, 5L IGHE
IS AR RE 3 R O B ) JS5RCo FE AR R ) A ol v 3 e sy, DAL, SR A el B LS e 8, T EL M phe A
1] T LR RBC A e R T2 I, LA i B R A B A B M R B e 1

GRTI, MR T HARE ., 25 5 0 BOR By, % R B B 35 0 &) S B9y 38U 17 A= B 1
Lo BN, Ameri 25 % LI EZ0F Aphis fabae Scopoli 23 MR 2 A= 8 AR JRT I0F A AN A/ IV P, 2438
BB A7 AR e I HR B 2 Ar A 2 B i B

5 AMEXRNIHUSE R R

ST TRl A B B RN R ST . BN, IMAR S R AR A7 1 RE 1 W) SRR X 2 | 4L A
TSR A, AR AR TE PR IR (TR A2 B A . R RS M R AR (AR S IR
F) B/ BB PERROR , BRI, 5 R 1o V8 [ M 2% 1, TBOBRA A1 g 1 #5394, Baranovska
Knapp Xf 25 /! Anchomenus dorsalis( Pontoppidan ) §F57 % B, 4 2= R FE 1Y & 5 MMA HE b — Bk R AR 1 R 2L
TR, AT A D PR R B A 5 0] AN AR 1) A 8 AR X AR v TR, AN R R 1 B TRk 8 YR 4 5 32 1t A S
B,

FEGEEHCE AT B BAF AE IR B8 30 1 S5 1R R, [l e R A P T B SR B Hh 2R A7 5 34 il
Couvillon 1 Dornhaus X} B&#% Bombus impatiens Cresson WY & B, KR T8 (i UL HE 1 A an /AR T | =
AT HE A SRR KA T8 T 5k, LA R DU SEA A 3% 3 1 R i T AE AT 8K . Yasuda il Dixon
X Z R Adalia bipunctata (L.) BFFERM B Y56 2 I, AR RN 1E R AZ B BE ) 022 57 T 4 B ik 4n
A BRI A R T 2 2 R RERORAERF IR DI RE , & T4 A 22 1 Ik [E] 0K g 5 AR IR 25 fE it AL R
B A& b, AT S SO L P i R S I M s ek AR R R BRE IR A1, e KA e s T
TNATRERINAET R, LA ALK/ NG IR Zeiraphera canadensis Mut. & Free. ], 636 FARBEIR L T, Mk 1y
SARIE I/ IEAR G, (H 2 BRIRE R RE Ao I, DRI A M 56 1% A T o W 8 S8 28 DT/ A AR e, il v v 1
e 543 i T 5 4O /N 2 SR DG
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6 MERNEHSUERTZTHSTIHXER

Xt PR B, ARG S5 3y TAFAE S VI SC AR . (A, £ RR e s fie by, T8 ] (R 0E 22 S AR
R R TR /N T8 10 52 22, R R ST M TR, /N ) 32 24 e SR N S S 7 40 L T s
SRR FETAE 272 BRI T2 i IR TAEAM L, SRR A 270 OME I B AR G & B (A
) LA ECAS , H g o i 2 e AR, W A 8 110 B o AR, S A ) B ] 19 RER: I A 22 1 AR 2 QL
RGN, A S IR T BN 5/ AR L, A A T R IR, /MR B B 22 | MR A A T AR 4
R ORGSR AT M TS = B ML S S 2R AF D /AT BB IR S BB B IR ( HF 2B T R
23 VAL I (5] BEAT S o B AE SR A o ) |, B 7 LAl B R B S B A5 s DX IR 3 B AE e s OWRSE R S8
S8 AR TR T BNAEA R BU il M WLSE SR A2 A B B 22 | S R, R U™ A A D8 SO A g (L L A1
(@REBIF 155 AR DAETE BRI B T T8 AT A A4 AR HORAMR L B 7R PRI IR B T v R TS BB ZE 7
FTIH (AR O ARGl &, N T T RS M R BESE ™

X ST 3, A A BB RIAEI i ST 0 AR RAE A5 O AN W5 M, b R A T e i O A PR AG H
LIt 2 SRR RS R DL F 1A BB AL BOR MR 1 1 I B A R A 15 T ) 5 DR oy

7 INESREZE

TEfRIE 20 ZAF A AT B MR NS R AE Y2 1 G R EAT TR 05T, WIe 1R S AR 0 )
17 S SE B POl E AL S TR T NI EEA G R (R 1) o BRI 7E R Fp R SN (R BOR )
AAEVEZ T3 AU A B TR R ARG AR . P i A R BUR S ABOR I A B T i e M HU A
B3, LA Bt BURAE A HE S A GRS T 3a 4 RE T o X At Ty T 522 0 £ 5 T AF Xof A /b, LA 3R B PR o T S
(EAFTE R AR RAE TR AP N BRI HAVF 2 A2 16 LA H (AT IR AE R a1 50 T, AR E
AATREAL T A A g e X UL B AR /N AL S B P A R — 5 A E AL B #% ( Stabilizing Selection )
o WARRE T — L MAR NS RIS G I AR R,

A e, WA 2207 1 BT TEA s . BN, 78 25 SR/ LR S22 BN I A o BE 22 3t 2Ptk
PEATERGETE . WAEPPOEE HOR /NS AR SR N G AR I, oSS UCR SR S 1384 ) SCBCRp4Emt ] 52 S
PRIZ I 6] 55 Z2 A AR AR AR R R AT B 48, SR RO AN R OR /N A B R AR X S T7 T 2% A Tk, MR B e S
W R S RE AR S HC RO T o5 A DL S, TS A/ INE AT BEAE SRS RE AR 22 IR TR AR RS B A2 K5 s %
ST A R A BRI — AR R SR R AR

SN BR T AERRREKF RSN B 75 5 5 R/ NEREE KF L7 AL 52 . DR R, AMAR /N rT i
1R L AR AR Sh A GBAL A R R A I S TR - AR B 2 TR DG AR AN T2 Rl T OB A
W5 T PASE S A AR AT 0 M) 5T B2 A A sh ) , S 2 1) D B S RERE Wi 22 MO AE R B9 2B B
it | DTS AR ol R 1438 A2 210 7 A SR S SR SR b b T A= S 0y FEL AL e I

AR L T 1 2 O B AR /N A MR G SR (R, 0 T R ) SR A (HROIR B
a0, AT TR REA ) 7 ORI A A BT AT IME R 25 R A1 e AR L U I
R BE (Y — R bR 1, X SEBIF 50T B T AT A 2 3 Afp 1 1A /NI B A BIL ) B AH DG AR 25 240
DL, 4= BRI U AR

TERL L A7 SR R AN AR/ NS AR A 27 5 R Y BRI, X 4 UM AT 3 A HOR O BIF A sl sl itk H
AEEAE PO, FIN, 7o N T EIRE U 55 & Se I PR 25 0 AR I N IRR DL | LSRR /NS
AEHE AT AR AUIE A BRI RN, SR AL FEIR A A B e MR N R L 7R T R SRS B BOAR
F RN X — L, IR D, I AR 4 2 R BE i e R ) A 7 e B A M e Y S P e
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