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Fine root morphological characteristics and its functions in mature Chinese fir

plantations along an elevation gradient in Dabie Mountains

LI Aiqin, ZHANG Shasha, WANG Huirong, ZHANG Dandan, ZHAO Xiaoya, GUAN Mengran, XU Xiaoniu "
School of Forestry & Landscape of Architecture, Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei 230036, China

Abstract: In order to reveal the adaptation strategies of plants to environmental changes, the mature Chinese fir
( Cunninghamia lanceolata) plantations along an elevation gradient (750, 850, 1000 m, 1150 m a.s.l.) were selected in
Tianma National Nature Reserve in Anhui Province. Their fine roots at different layers (0—10 cm, 10—20 cm, and 20—
30 cm) were sampled to determine the biomass, characteristic parameters, C and N contents. The results showed that fine
root biomass, length density, specific root length, surface area density, and volume density at 0—30 cm soil depth initially
decreased and then increased with the increase in elevation. The fine root biomass peaked at 750 m, and the other indices
showed the maximum values at 1150 m. Fine root biomass, length density, surface area density, and volume density
decreased with soil depth at each elevation. The C and N contents of fine root at 0—30 cm soil depth initially increased and
then decreased with the increase in elevation. While the C/N decreased at first, and increased later, but decreased again.
The C contents of the fine roots decreased over the elevation gradient, however they decreased more in N content. This
resulted in increase of C/N ratio. Fine root N content positively significant correlated with biomass, root length density, and
volume density. However, C/N ratio negatively correlated with biomass, root length density, surface area density, and

volume density. The soil moisture was positively significant correlation with fine roots biomass and its configuration.

Key Words: Chinese fir; elevation gradient; fine root biomass; fine-root characteristic index; soil moisture
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720 JAE = 40 %

MR (A< 2 mm) ZAEYWAHOKR I TR0 B FZERRE , HARE AR )™ FR A0 A2 28 RGeS S - IR 7%
G AR R AR R AR AR AR AR o PR 25 fh ) 1o e RN 5 T BR 3 43 JOB S S 83743
F A AN AR A B SR I IR A RO IR R TR AR R R fE A
BRAUAEAL H 25 IR A IRHRTS 52T, BIF 70 A AR A X B8 A A 3 R AL ) A S B L

VR HROBR B AR AL g —Fh [ SR 3R ARAE , 2 G ARk A PR AR S 1 L R R 4 % AN )
B PATE AR S AR ERE B B T A& RS, LA A D AR B TR T
WF5E , 9020 RN IR AR B AR B 1 et 5 MR AR A W) 0 2 AR AR ML) [l B 3K SR B0 2
PRBE 1A T i R 2 — |, KA 2D SO AR AE K DEPE R 2 {H 52 b3 25 1 i R R 3
BERIFFE AN G R T AN [RTTRFR B AN TR] L ARMRAE VR | 105 AN [T BB B2 L [ — AR i S TR ) A AR AR TR P S 5 A
XoF N TARAAR A T35 L B8 SO A5 B e i DA

F2A (Cunninghamia lanceolata) 2 &l g 5 B PAMK DX B A 0T AR g 7 B4 FH A RS Ao, 7 3 1N T2
GEU R AL WAL AR AE A [ AR AR ATy T R RHIE B Y O A b kR
X AR AR B 1 A8 AR i ANV BT o 41 DAL ERL X ] — XA [ ¥ 4 () 2K A e AR (9 F 50, 7
BT T AR IR AR IR DL . AR SCET X 2RI LU 5 Z20 A2 AR TARARAR A= Wi B 2598 hm MR 205 i
FRTREPRORR B2 7 S R AT T R, H B RA T AR A 0 AR S R I35 728 A A 1 AL ) 488 BRI AR, Sy Rl
DXAZARMBL 2 28 4 P Z 3 n AE LR b A2 AR MR RO B AR 7 T8 AL 4 BERERE kL

1 ARMREHARAE

1.1 W5 IXHENL

ARWFFEHAN T 28R S FE B K D E R A REYIX (31°10'—31°20'N Fl 115°31'—115°50'E) , BT £
34.7 km® JREG X I BFLLIARST. I I AR, 30°—40°BENE #5245 25 7 i S BT W Vi 2 XU
fige , TUZA3 B AR R 13—15 °C L AE K2 1510 mm, 4R 28 & & 1266 mm , FXT IR EE 80% , TCRE Y 210 d.,
P XA 2 R R FER AT I AR A, AR B R Bk A AL A KA, 5 o VA R 1 R R
PE, IR B A AR VAR 800 m LATF A LM B AE 800 m LA b Ll FRIEE , 1400 m LA b 5y it XA L
Mo ) = FVEEE HAFAE . BRMISRLE R R 55 30K 94% AER AR TR EHARLI . XN EEM R 2
A H K HE ( Cyclobalanopsis glauca ) . ¥ LI ¥ ( Pinus tawanensis ) . =5 & # ( Pinus massoniana ) | %8 1 ( Phoebe
shearer) %5 .
1.2 W5k
1.2.1 FEHiE

FRIEBFSE X A A N TARA RIS 0, 356 4% 26—35 a Az B9 RLEARKSY, T 2018 4E 7 H, 3% 750 m 850
m 1000 m F1 1150 m PUANTERAR I B LR A AE b, B N4 = B I B 3 AN FEAR R IE — BUWM S E AR M, B
MUY 20 m x 20 m, AS[EEESRR BERE T NAZ A BB A B L2 1,

F1 BAKBEHBEAER
Tablel Basic situation of sampling plots of Chinese fir plantations

MR G5 B Rl IE SR

Elevation Stand density/ Mean diameter at Mean height . ig%ﬁ, ke j:fi% P
. s ) . ) Soil moisture/ % Soil pH
gradient/m (#£/hm?) breast height/cm of tree/m
750 1129+49 20.0+1.58 13.5+1.02 35.95+0.61 4.64+0.02
850 2216+145 17.6+0.63 12.5+0.87 17.28+2.63 5.07+0.06
1000 1584+129 17.5+£0.94 12.1+0.24 32.16+1.06 4.80+0.04
1150 2150+58 17.7+2.03 11.6+0.66 42.45+4.03 4.70+0.03
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1.2.2  FEACRAE b

MR AR P BEATLE R O AR A B 2R 08 3 038 22 T4 s, AR 5.50 em 19+ 554 0—10
em  10—20 cm F1 20—30 em +JZ57ZHRE A A B4 FRIC g5 UK G IR RAEH M L0 =, f i A iR
FERY LS ARIR (1—2 C) KB 7K 1 d, 5 60 B LR SR S = Ve 38 , AR R 5 24 i e
oy E, YRR BT bR RS T BRI AR < 2 mm BITA BAR ARG AR (RIER RAME Hif S
MR AR BRPESEIX ) BIBR AR R RAT S AR AR YR ARRIC AR 19 B A8 A VAR AR

IR S AR R IURE () RIS, FE AR RE B ALE R 3 A6, BN SCR 2 SR A E R B
(A2 K 3 em) #% 0—10 cm 10—20 cm F120—30 em + 2 HBURE, A B B48 R FRIC S5, 3131 108 17 4k
i, 5 AR R — [l ] S S AR
1.2.3  4UARFE LS BRI

PEIRAS A RE S T Microtek 307 4354% (MRS-600A3LED) #4749 4 (R A EIME , LB R0 &
4t WinRhizo #E1T0 B8 8 3 A8 AR R RFUSESEAR . 5 A MR 22 3098 78 05 K AR AR B A B3
e, T 65 CHUARME T 2 E T (72 h) , & & FE S AEY R (mg/em’ ), S 0B HLI F 5 18 50 2 43 B A
(EA3000 CNHSO Analysis, Euro Vector) Ml 7€ 48 (C) , &% (N) . B ASWEERK B L mA AR 5Bk DLEBURE
TP A AR (em/em® ) R (em®/em®) (KT (mm®/em® ) SFAHARFFAEFE AR ; 45 2% 1L
FEANAR A B2 B LR M) A5 8 S ARFE A UAR K (m/g)
1.2.4  FHEEEKIE

K FBETVERITE 105 °C 264 T LT ZAE i I 5 7K0R THR AR TIEEIKR(SWC, %) = (& 1
Jo R =+ F ) /i - B < 100%
1.3 Hdnabs

SR FHOSLR 2R 5 25 53 BT 1% 43 W AS [ s P8 R0 R 3 X6 AR 25 RN 5% 40 1% 12 5%, £ A Duncan £
LA AT 22 5 b 2R 55 5 SR FH B2 Itk ( Pearson ) A SC A BT HEA T AHAR 25 H B a1 A DG A 5 5 U9 1 1A 7 4
MR HEFE bR AN 398 35 7K (S 3848, R A 4 A 98 AR 45 FR bR 5 - S ORI G SE R, BT A B b B
228 Biit A TAE Excel 2016 F1 SPSS 20.0 FP5E .

2 ERES

2.1 AR AR A Y 5 I SR bR AR

Bl AS FERE N ,0—30 cm LRI AR A PR K R CE IR K SRR MRS
SRR Y R A D S S I AR AR S (L 1) o SRR T 2250 I R W (38 2) |, T HA0O0T A ARAR K 9% B Fn 3
AT FHU% B A W S 35 52 ) (P<0.01) , XTIR R A B & 52 (P <0.05) , 6 A9 Al EU AR K T fB 35 52 ) (P>
0.05) ; T2 X ZHAR L AR TC i 35200 (P>0.05) R ARTE SRR BA M 0 2 5 0 (P<0.01) ;14K 5 HE M3
HAEF R AR AR B A 35 0 (P<0.05) X AIAR A Wi AR T | HUARS  RRR B 35 TG I 35 5 1)
(P>0.05) ,
211 AYE

] — )2 A R AR A Y BAFAE 225 ,0—10 em Al 10—20 em )2 41AR A4 9 82 R 544 850 m< 1000
m<1150 m<750 m( &l 1) ,20—30 cm +)Z40ARE Wi R ik 1000 m<850 m< 1150 m<750 m, [A]—iHkAN[A]
TR AR A YR BE R TR EE RS IR I s D kS AR R ] 25 KPR ], o YR 1000 m A,
=T )RR 2R B (P<0.05) ,UFK 1150 m Ab,0—10 em +)25 20—30 em )2 R B E (P<0.05), 20—
30 cm TJZMFARAY ETE 0—30 ecm T2 MM AP stk e/, 76 750,850 ,1000 1150 m 4k 43 54X 4
0—30 cm A BAYI Y 18.5% .20.9% 16.8% . 17.0%
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R2 BHBENLIERINEREME, BEFHE,CN SEZMHNFTEST

Table 2 ANOVA results for the effects of elevational gradient and soil layer on fine root biomass, morphology and C, N contents

; M % g . . -
AR R v Root LM RmBlEE pRBEE - N K
Source . " Specific Surface Volume " " K
. Biomass length i K C content N content C/N ratio
of various densit root length  area density density
ensity
MR Elevation 0.081 0.007 ** 0.110 <0.001 " 0.044 " 0.001 "~ 0.013* 0.651
T2 Soil layer <0.001**  <0.001** 0.163 <0.001**  <0.001** 0.298 <0.001 ** <0.001 **
TR LR
B ij%J; o 0.982 0.888 0.938 0.049 * 0.878 0.813 0.980 0.689
ElevationXSoil layer
#, P<0.05; * %, P<0.01
o >
4 2 24 Aa
8 Aa 2 | ABa
oS 251 ABa b
g Aab 5}2’ éo 54, Ab Ba Ab
H#H g Ab 2E ABb Ab
g 22 6 Aop ABe
2 S 0 : : :
1150 & 750 850 1000 1150
s 14 Aa
2 12 Aa Aa 2 oa
w50 3 B2 s Aa
mED8 g5 E 03 AB 5 ABa Ad
Rg<$ EET 02 [T EBb Bb Ab
£ 4 8 01t Be Bc Bc
3 o ®E<O
& oU : : - R - - -
5 750 850 1000 1150 “ 750 850 1000 1150
> i 3 .
" z) ~ 4l Aa ABa Aa b #§4k Elevation/m
s 3 § 3t Aab Ba Ab » o 0—I10cm
ol E 2y Ab Aab Ac Ab = 10—20 cm
£2E | Ab a 20—30 cm
> o L
750 850 1000 1150
#F#k Elevation/m

B 1 AREEBEZANEREEIREL
Fig.1 Changes of fine root indices of Chinese fir plantations along the elevation gradient

RRIKE FRER IR [l — LR RS 0 22 57 3 A F)/NG TR R [’ — B3O R 42 2 )28 53 .35 (P<0.05)

212 WK#HE

BEVFHAL B IN,0—30 em + 2 HIRFEIMRK B ELE 1150 m ZbH K, 850 m Abdie/N, i34 2 [0 25 55 i 3%
(P<0.05) . =1 JZAIHEAR K %5 B Y 034K 850 m<1000 m<750 m<1150 m( & 1) . [Rl—F4k 0 B 4R AR K
B B+ R B S ] R A TR 750 mAb 10—20 em F120—30 em HEZ MR KB E L F AL
F(P>0.05) {H#5 0—10 em 227 B3 (P<0.05) , [Al— 2 AR [RAEKHLEEE , 850 m Al 1000 m ¥k kb
34+ 2 AR S 22 3 5 (P<0.01) o MK 1150 m 4k 0—10 em )25 20—30 em + 2 A1 IR R K %
JE 25 W 3E (P<0.05) .
213 HREK

0—30 cm + 24 AR KAEHETR 1150 m £ K, 850 m /)y, i Z 0] 25 7 . 3% (P<0.05) . [A—+
JEAARAR A 25 B AR N R R TR i AR A 22 55 (B 1) . 0—10 em F120—30 em 2 40HR HAR K g4k
850 m<750 m<1000 m<1150 m,10—20 em 2R WARK AL 750 m<850 m<1000 m<1150 m, [A]—¥dk
ANT] A J2 R AR PUARES 22 5 Y98 1835 (P>0.05) , BLAE 2 [ B 284 4R — 20, 14K 850 m AR FE AR Bl +
JEURBEYE I 2980/ i) B LA TR Bk UARA F I 23 TR B 1 in 22 2 i D JS B i a3
2.1.4 FREPEE

W E MR N ,0—30 em 1 2 4HAR V34 R AR BEFE 4K 1150 m Ab5 K, 750 m IRZ, 0—10 cm 12
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2 4 BRI A AR BEABRANARIY 2515 D BRI AR SR BE AL S 45 i 723

KR 2% R AR % E M 134K 850 m<1000 m<750 m<1150 m,10—20 cm F1 20—30 em /22 HR 32 1hi TR 5 B 1 0 1
4 850 m<750 m<1000 m<1150 m( [l 1) . [A]—VEk AN 7] 4 J2 40 AR 2 1 A% B AR AL e A A — 35, 3528 20—
30 em<10—20 em<0—10 em, ¥E4K 750 m 850 m 1 1000 m [ 42 [H] 2% F B3 ( P<0.05) ; 4K 1150 m b
0—10 cm 5 10—20 cm + 2R T AT EAEZEF AR E (HHS 20—30 em 1225 B3 (P<0.05)
2.1.5 (KRR

L AT LA ) AR AR BEAE K 1150 m oK, MK 750 m IRZ . 0—10 em 1 10—20 em 1 JZ4H#E
TRFREE B 4R 850 m<1000 m<750 m<1150 m,20—30 cm + /2 4NHIAFREE B AL 3K 750 m fe K, H84K 850 m
e/, RV A AR A RR 28 i i 23 TR B o 22 sk 20 1y a3 T 4K 750,850 T 1150 m 4b,0—10 em +)Z 4R
PRFHSE B 25 T 20—30 em +J2 MK 1000 m Ab45 4 )2 0] 22 5 8 % (P<0.05) ,
2.2 NIRIVEPRS FE ANAR A 2 1 iR SRR

BEVEEPR A BE RGN, ANAR -3 C N 5 i 2 53 5 0l i A8 A a4 S35 C/N HL2 Je i/ b Ja G s/ i)
B AR Z0IrEs R s (£ 2) IR AR C & 8A B E 0 (P<0.01) X N A B#¥
Ml (P<0.05) , %t C/N LTG50 (P>0.05) ; ZXT4IAR N & & C/N AR E 520 (P<0.01) ,XF C &
TCREF (P>0.05) ;5 2 EAEAXT C N S C/N ¥ B &5 (P>0.05)
221 REE

HERERE T 0—30 em )2 4IRS C & E7E 850 m iz K, 1000 m RZ, 0—10 em +JZ40HR C & & Kk
4 1150 m<1000 m<850 m<750 m,10—20 + 24 C & MK 1150 m<750 m<850 m<1000 m,20—30 cm
Y C i AR 1150 m<750 m<1000 m<850 m( &l 2) . [Fl—MF4k A6 - Z 40 C & &R —3,
4K 750 m 850 m 1000 m 1150 m ZHAR C & & ¥BE )2 IR 2 Seml A 5 B i a3 41 R R 2 R 4R
C FEERARE(P>0.05),

500 ¢ =161 Aa Aa 4
v Aa Aay.Aa o
L 400 FPAaaBa ARE, AlAahs < 12} rHas AbAD Aa Aa
> 300 | fAaBa g 2 Xl (Ba fAag,
41 E M E 8 -
S8 200¢ % 2
8 100 | g 4
© ) i i i Z 0 . ; ;
750 850 1000 1150 750 850 1000 1150
o 50¢ A ¥4 Elevation gradient/m
S 40}  AaAa Aa Aand AabAa
Z 5l Aa AaAa Ab Ab 2 0—10 cm
o o 10—20 cm
:§ 20 20—30 cm
<10
Q 0 ) ) )
750 850 1000 1150

¥§1K Elevation gradient/m

B2 FREEEZAHAR CNEEMC/NL

Fig.2 The C and N Concentrations and C/N ratio in fine root of Chinese fir along the elevation gradient

222 AGHE

TR EE | 0—30 em )24 N S E7E 850 m Fe Kk, 1150 m e/, Wi 2 18] 22 54l 8.3 (P<0.01) .
0—10 c¢m H110—20 em /2404 N & HiEIK 1150 m<750 m<1000 m<850 m,20—30 cm + /240 N &K
TR 1150 m<1000 m<750 m<850 m, [f]—TF4R A [A] L2 40 N & 5l - 2 iR 2 s 3 (E 2) , 750 m
F1850 m HEARANMR N & AR L AR —F, BT 10—20 em 5 20—30 em 22548 83 (P>0.05) ,{H#B5 0—10 cm
5 (P<0.05), 1000 m 1 1150 m A+ 28 JC % 25 (P>0.05) .
223 C/NIt

& 2 AT RVE H,0—30 em 324073 C/N LUFETEFK 1000 m 5K, 4K 850 m Fx/h, 0—10 em )2
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724 JAE = 40 %

4K C/N HAEHEIR 750 m K, 10—20 em F1 20—30 em 2404 C/N HAEHFK 1000 m e K, [7]—iik A
[ )2 AR AT C/N LBl + 2R BE G 2 g2 g ke, Horp 4K 1000 m,0—10 em 5 10—20 cm ,20—30
em T 240 C/N 255 8.3 (P<0.05) , 4K 1150 m 4 0—10 em 5 20—30 cm +JZ I 40HR C/N HAELE
B#FH 2R (P<0.05)
2.3 MBS MYIRERHE S RHOK R

XAZAR AR A Y& JEBSEhR SRR S 5 IS /K E T Pearson MG AT (K 3) o 4 REH] . LIS
KBS HRAEY) & RS | AR S TEACCR (P<0.01) , 5 MRS B (AR 25 B 5 Wk 28 TEAH G
KR (P<0.05) ; AR C & i C/N LR AR (HEARE (P>0.05) , 540 N &5 2 IEAAHCCHR W
AIEAFEN R E K (P>0.05) o XA [FHHEERAS FEAZ AR AIARTEAN [A] 1 )2 TR EE th 2 B 848 br 5 & K kA7 [m]
H53 0T ( 3) o A5 FIA . AR A TR AT bn bl 118 5 /K S0 iy 2 I U 34 (HILE BER & o
HRK 2% 3 1 [ U1 7 R0 AR X8 18 (R = 0.445) | SR TR B B0 B fe (R (R* = 0.182) .

®3 BARAIRERFSMIEEFFIER X

Table 3 Correlations between fine root morphological characteristics and its function for Chinese fir plantations

o FIE R
+ 3 WK - -
o H: . R Ri 2 - o C/N H:
akw emit R JORK S EECCERERoLp o vam
i R Specific Surface Volume C/N
Soil Biomass length . C Content N Content .
. . root length area density Ratio
moisture density .
density
+ 35 K F Soil moisture 1
H: Wi Biomass 0.366" 1
M E Root length density 0.607**  0.811° 1
FLAR & Specific root length 0.529** -0.210 0.332 1
FH L Surface area density 0.440"  0.626™"  0.763**  0.250 1
AR Volume density 0.393*  0.812""  0.865""  0.138 0.777** 1
C % C content -0.076 -0.020 0.010 0.060 -0.228 -0.103 1
N & N content 0.078 0.382" 0.427* 0.065 0.220 0.374**  0.700*" 1
C/N [t C/N ratio -0.192 -0.592*" -0.621"* -0.004 -0.557"" -0.652**  0.79 -0.644"" 1

* P <0.05; = %, P<0.01

3 Wit

3.1 ARRNEHRAZ AR AW i 5 S HE bR Y AR SRR E

AHFFE LG RS ) 820 K 1 [ SRR KA AP 0—30 em 2 AR TE A [RHF 3R 16 2 1T 44 25 i
3.13 mg/em’(313.70 kg/m”) , 4T Jackson %52 LR Bt L b A7 56 0 G BRARANAR A9 A 1 Sy BB N (1.1—5.8
t/ha™') . W XU XSG AR AR A= W R O BT AT 45 2R (268.75 ¢/m’) (HEZE MK TACH S5 3 31l
EF I ARAIAR AW i (7.45 kg/m’) AW 5% BURE IS [B] S AR 28 A K HE 6 2 A 4 T A A 25 9 58 o0 o ol e s A T
A= s A AR e T X R A AR 45 SR, Tk 3 LU A IR AR S P AR 2 R 1 AR Y 22 R K
MR ELRA , BIFSE R BUAS IGO0 B AR AR My A7 A 22 57 IR 22 S S LT 7 - ). i) R Ay LA
T B B AR AT Y SRR T X L P AR A VIR T (1400—2000 m ) YT S AIF5E S RS )4k
AR A ) AEAE 25 5 B B IR /IME 43 5] BRAE 1800 m 1 1400 m, ASWFSY ik 750 m 40 A= 1 e 5
XS PR AR IR A RO 25 5 A B0 B R R A A MR LT . 5 S N TR 9% v e BRI AR A= 47y i Bt bR 43 1B 84 i
P R R A7 850 m AR AR e Fe MK, PR B R, 0 PR A R 4 A R MORE B R Y
SEPRANT S IEF AR B , 20 FC 2 3R 3543 A3 R =40/ bR AR R AR K 28 1) R 4, 35 4 Ju ki, S:3K
A ARG, DR AR 5 A e s B A0/ e 4 i

A TR ] SR 1 o [ A 0 30 7 A B B AR A ) — B EE AR AR A K BRI AR % i AR A T R
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o A A CRRERE < HRK
B ORISR A RGBT
24 -
»=0.0003x - 0.0026x +0.8066 <

R?>=0.1448

o <
<&
& g <§> o
<&

©® O oy &

—
o]
T

H: i
Biomass/(mg/cm?)
o =
P
T T

y=0.0007x* - 0.0242x + 0.862 |

K &
Length density/(cm/cm?)
[} w

T
X
X
X
X
P XXX
I v
oy
o< y
]
A&
Specifio root length/(m/g)

a AL, 2 R = 0.4455
0 I ‘ : - L ] I

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0

% T »=0.0009x2 - 0.027x + 1.9482 A 706 8

= 4r R>=0.1821 {os 3

> t

BE 31 {oa s

-4 H03E £

gzZ L =3
i=

=2 o2 g

e y=4X 1052 +0.0028 +0.0667] 0.1

3 R =0.1941 8

=0 ' : ‘ ] L L ! 0 5

0 10 20 30 40 50 50 - L a

3547k % Soil moisture/%
3 MAERESIERS TESKENXR

Fig.3 Regression analysis of fine root indices and soil moisture in Chinese fir plantation

1150 m fi 3 & FARME 3, 5 Girardin 557 76 W T b 4K 1000 m DL _F A3 Y 1) R bR 41 AR 26 1 ALt K
Metcalfe 55 ZE I Hb I AR B SO (0 45 SR — 350, L 5 MaRE ) ZERIF 9T P 4R Hh ) 3 S K i S AR S TE S S8
Z BN TR R B O AE AR DGR I 2 R — B, 32 PR ANAR R T R by 5 - 48 B R ok T, A2 397K 49-5% mi B
. AR R YA Y RARET , FL AR S DS B4 (4 R ISOK 53 FISR 43 AR B ST Sk AR LU AR S5 2B ) ik
BHAAMKRAREE 5 Alvarezuria F 7 XFFI/RELITIL 3 FhRLE 8 FRIA AR FE BB FEAR KR4
i A FEE ) A 2 A IR 8 AR Ak Y 48 SR AT — B, AT AL AR FE AR K 15 A W 22 ) ) BB S ML sk ot 7 ol 2
JE BT SE DG B FEER 850 m HHARASTE B AR B, 5 b Ab MRob g B e , 38 B /K SRR BE AR, BRI T
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