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A AT HIFSKIT AR E R % A 1 Bt
TR R
KO BB, & #, £RF. I F, 2T, FRK HEE

(LAl R MegBe, DAL AR 6111305 2. PUIAR PR SE B Tl 5 5 TR DU A8 20 T B S0
=, DI AR 6111305 3. PUJIAON RS AR B AR RS SR B IR B S0 %, U1 AR 611130)

WE: (B8] AT HRBELARNSAESKENH A, RN ZTW 0 KT Schima superba K A AREEZ T A K T H gk
B [ F#] EEesse s b, RARRENEN2EETH, FEFHRAPEETHNZTOL AT R EARBEZ Y
LA LR TR, (4R )] OFFRR LR EEMY 1554, F5& 7248 115 B; QAN FHZFH%
YA SRR A G @R, MARSIREGR M, HAtFE EI84 (D). Shannon-Wiener % #1454 (H). Simpson
B JE 3 5 (H') F= Pielou 3 4 E 384 (J,,) A&, OFRF 6 LIEIRAIARARE FHIBE T LA RRGHAE, AKbTik
BHEERT LA RERAR ., 24, ARHRANR R ESH (P<0.05), ¥mT LEET, st HA4T,
pH & A 2% % (P>0.05); @DLEE4, &K E. ANAAG ARG RERBEEDF S HRORELRE, [&#R]
AR TFRITARAT KA S AR LIERARROH L 66, B2 444527

KRR ARAESSE; AATH; A SN, K BEREARE; wIl2T0b

hESES: ST718.5 XRAFRERD: A XERS: 2095-0756(2020)05-0867-09

Effects of human disturbance on species diversity and soil physiochemical
properties of Schima superba community in Mengding Mountain

ZHANG Rong', LI Tingting', JIN Suo', YU Shunyao', WANG Yu', LI Yujiang', QI Jingiu'?, HAO Jianfeng'?

(1. College of Forestry, Sichuan Agricultural University, Chengdu 611130, Sichuan, China; 2. Wood Industry and
Furniture Engineering Key Laboratory of Sichuan Provincial Department of Education, Sichuan Agricultural University,
Chengdu 611130, Sichuan, China; 3. Key Laboratory of Soil & Water Conservation and Desertification Combating,
Sichuan Agricultural University, Chengdu 611130, Sichuan, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The objective of this study is to explore the impact of tourist development on the
ecological environment and to investigate the response of the secondary forest community of Schima superba to
human disturbance in Mengding Mountain, Sichuan Province. [Method] The species diversity and soil
physiochemical properties of S. superba community with mild, moderate and severe human disturbance were
studied using typical plot sampling. [Result] (1)A total of 155 species of vascular plants were recorded in the
study area, belonging to 72 families and 115 genera. (2)Human disturbance had a negative impact on the level
of species diversity in the community. With the increase of disturbance intensity, the species richness index (D),
the Shannon-Wiener diversity index (H), the Simpson diversity index (H') and the Pielou index (Jy,) of S.

superba community all decreased. (3)The soil physiochemical properties varied under different disturbance
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intensity. Human disturbance significantly reduced soil water content, total nitrogen, total potassium, available
phosphorus, and soil organic matter mass fraction (P<<0.05), increased soil bulk density value, and had no
significant effect on soil total phosphorus, available potassium and pH (P> 0.05). (4)Correlation studies showed
that soil total potassium, water content and organic matter were the most important factors affecting the species
diversity of S. superba community. [Conclusion] The impact of human disturbance on the biodiversity and soil
physiochemical properties of S. superba community is negative. [Ch, 2 fig. 4 tab. 27 ref.]

Key words: forest ecology; human disturbance; species diversity; Schima superba; soil physicochemical

properties; Mengding Mountain in Sichuan

A A 2RV 2B R GRS 1A, SRS i BN IR S . BATIRS . SRR
N i 20 DR WPNE S RGPS 7/IDiVNE R e NS PAN AR ST e oo Wi & iDL S VRSN
St Bk DAY AT RO ERT, AW GISNT . AR AR A AURER 7 —— W R Z AR PR RS 2R A 0 HL
HERf PN VS AR S R G R RFIE AN RE B4, Ao — MR 2R B AR BE R, AN OGE MR A&
A REAMER, T EX YRS AT DI RE R R, e ER LA S R SRR S S e R I SR AT
FECT, YR 2R S SRR R AR IR, MU T — R XU BB B S LS, Pk, B RR 2R
5+ e EAE R A AL S A B T T RS AR S R G IRE, AR RO R Bk b 809% AYfTi
HEBERGAZ R 7ok A ANKS AR, KSR T ARESREN —FHZ T
A, PR AT A a2, INTSE IR A ZRE el T TR BRI AR, BTN
AL, (HHFADR R A EW I AIAZ O A PRt 2 —0 2 A8 T AE AR A S R e
S5 S UIRERYREMAPLE] , X 2P 25 RGeS 0 o AL ) B A A H S A
R E X TNAE ST EZR SR R —, Wil EF AT XKL AR ) e
FRFEANEX, eI & R FEI, Qe 17 Y PR 5 R TP s, 454 SR E ok 17—
SERYE . HAT, A CE TR R 2 W R 2k b TR i oo 3R 28 [ A e e, ST A THXHE
WIRE TS R 25 B WEFE M JC S ] o ASBIRZE LA I )1 48 ] 22 T SR THULLUXUS IXOR AT Schima superba WA= MR 1F
FEXSG, WA SRR TN REE YR Z R S A BT, 3 i A [m)J2 0O A TRy
HZSIERL . AN, BIRIE TR TR 2R R B B OC AR, DU i DX A A A U
HE RIS AR A D RE LRI AR SR THU L XS XA R JR AR} = 2 S R AR

1 B R 5 B R 7 %

1.1 HREER

2T (30°04'47"~30°04'59"N, 103°02'50"~103°02'57"E) £ T-PU 1| & 7638, Medemiz i HEEhy, B
BIRVEAEY 6 km, ESHF 54 km?®, AR R VYR —ARIEE ), ST 1 R )1 VS DERERE A, R TR
1456 m; JE GRS, PSR 13.5 °C, 44F HBBEPEL 1000.0 h 2247, 4FRE7KE =1 800.0 mm,
SRR, FIOCIEH D, 5K SR FEONEE LB M B S A . ARME R
ik 90%, H.A A B Davidia involucrata M1 G A2 Taxus chinensis SFZ Rt Fh . WF5E XA T LU 25 Bl X
VT, BEAR L@ T T VA 25 RS A o SR R AR, 2B R KA} Schima superba YRR . ZET0 L X5 X 45
PRI K, il it —2 k. ARG s dE s A BT B R AR . e DR BRI . PR
M, Y E RCRAZE S . BEAR . MER S
1.2 iRt
12,1 Hik#FELEE AT A A [, MY ST X I 2 2 el LA S i AR i, SR
PR S5O RS e A X TSR B R o3 O vk, TR AR Ao 3 ARG GR 1), BVREE T Kb
FEZE P S il =600 m, JOhRIENG SN, AJSWESNIEIEF T, RARMOMs; hEETH. ML
bel S JiFiE 300~600 m, Wezeie /b, ULk, ARV MRS EE T AR
KAfEE <300 m, ViEFEK, AFIEIRTHE, R L, RARJZ 2 8™ H IR
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R 1 KTBULATSEDR £ WEETIR
Table 1 General characteristics of the sample plot of S. superba secondary forest in Mengding Mountain

HEH R/m ENC) Werm/(%) SRS em FHJHi/m /(B hm ) AR TR

1 1180 22 SE63 9.6 7.8 1500 0.9 B
2 1185 25 SW53 143 10.1 1250 0.8 7R
3 1181 23 SW69 11.8 9.4 1 400 0.9 BEZ
4 1183 22 SW53 12.7 9.1 1350 0.9 L35
5 1231 24 SW51 11.7 9.3 1350 0.8 U
6 1236 27 SWe4 19.0 11.4 900 0.8 rhE
7 1233 26 SW46 14.1 9.7 1275 0.7 iz
8 1239 27 SW64 15.1 9.9 1150 0.8 U
9 1283 25 SW63 153 13.2 1175 0.8 HF
10 1287 24 SW49 17.7 15.7 1175 0.7 Gt s
11 1291 26 NW52 11.6 10.4 1300 0.7 iy
12 1285 27 SW49 16.7 12.7 1250 0.8 i

KM AIRE YL, ERENEEEE R, A3 4 4 20 m x 20 m A HLRURE M, Jh 12 B SREUHARA% T
AR BURRE M N IR 4 AN TRARKE ST, AR 10 m x 10 m, SOV 28 70 4> BLEURE iy PN 14 8 6 4>
WEARET . 12 EARET, WS SmxSm Al 1l mx 1m, HITEEH 264 4. TERFAMEAR, EH)
CSR BB TURE M VAR . R BRI SE RS R AR, I B TR AR AR AR R, 430 S T A
E=3m TR ARYR AR, . bR EiE AR, BEARYRN (BHE <3 m TR ARG B gh )RR
IR AR . B . ST RN FE AR N IR “S” BUIRR VAR IR 5 AN AR, BRI
Y SRR TG, TR 0~20 ecm RIE + 2 HHIHR G, MAFEHIIUEE £ 4 2 kg 2247 IRA AR [A15E
6 % HCE T I GE KL BT (VL2 R BHZRI), BUX T HAERR A% SS SR X A 4 DU 20 BE B — 43 KL T 2%
e b, B S fdTHGE I 2.000 F10.149 mm FLAS G o K 0 09 W] - AR R A e 4% L B ERIC . R
fE, TG 2L fb 246 b5
122 #¥EAE 38 FHEAF Excel 2016 A1 SPSS 22.0 X B #E AT G AL FE, SR FH 8K K 7 22 73 M i Fl i
/N 25 R (LSD) TR IR AT o R 52 T LL AR faf YR AE MRBEVE 745 TR FREE R Wb Z e85, 135
PRI bR 25 5 0 &1 (P = 0.05); iz F SPSS 22.0 1 fF 1 () Correlation analysis 43 #r - EFALPE T 5 )
Fh Z HEPEZ R AHOCHE 3 fdFH Origin 9.1 7EIAL,

1.2.3 Ak SApmm e 7 EZEM SRS B (R R T, IR ZREE T Digish SR, Ho
S AT UAE D B A B E S R . FBEH (V) WWRINET . FoARJZ Vg = X + AR
R + AR )/3 % 100% . HEAR)ZE Vigs CEA)Z Vi) = CRHXTEE B + FEXS 35 B HAHXT AL )/3 % 100% .

ZHTIHE = 50T X A PR v R A b 0 B R RVA R, LR EE SR bR . WA R A
(D). Shannon-Wiener £ #£ 4 +§ %4 (H). Simpson {f; #\ & +§ % (H') F1 Pielou 4 2] & 8 ¥ (J,) 4 1>
Febn i BEIE R Z A . MR E R R R (D) FAEXT AN S ok R IR D = S. Simpson £ #

s s
FEIEE . H=1- ZP?O Shannon-Wiener 2 FE £ 5 %51 . H= —ZP,-lnPio Pielou 3 2] JE 58 % . J,, =
S i=1 i=1

—ZP,'IDP,'

i:11TO Hr. Pr=nine n N i NIFAEREG o HITE YR SRS =1, 2, 3, -0

S b R A R

124 XEEAKAFMNE A EE NIEAENDE SRR S B E MO AT LR ET, Hd, - HER R
S YL RE RIR A s SRR G - L kil s 28R IR - SO ke ; A
RO R FHER IR -G R I VA A 5 SRR SR LR B2 4R - KM E BE TR 2 5 396 MLITOR 4% R4 -
TR R AR s IS KRR T s R TR A T, I A2 SR, R R P Al
T FE; pH (R HLALEME
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2 HREHARH

2.1 AAFHIFRTLARFE R E R T SRR

211 AEAAR S TETEARY 264 DR OSBRI 155 0, SR8 115 )8 72 8. AEHE
w2 R AN, Hrp IR 2 47 8, SRR 24 B 33 &, LAE EA#F} Daphniphyllaceae . f#F}
Lauraceae, LLIZSBIF} Cornaceae, LIZSH} Theaceae HY) NI ; HEARJZA 43 F, KJE 198} 26 )&, DAILZs
B, 4 Fl Aquifoliaceae, 2L 4F} Caprifoliaceae fHY)fE 2 ; BAZEA 65 Fh, )& 38 %L 59 )&, LIFHE
B} Urticaceae. JEIHF} Gentianaceae . #j%4 £} Vitaceae. 3524 F Rosaceae 25 F . A WL ELAR E L HEEY)
P DT R, TRARZREARZRERG . FEARRIREE A TP, ST AR AR Y 4
AR KD, BETIAEA 108 Y, K& 88 )8 64 B, A THAEMA 66 MYy, K&
57 )& 43 Bt, EmETHAEHAT 59 Y, SRIE 52 )8 40 Bl BEE THREE RN, WRhE . JRECRRHEL
BIREAR . T ZEar R . FeAR)ZE M A A, JE 8. BHECEE B B LT I AR
(P<<0.05), VEARZAMMHIREL . BEERIATE T TR, #EARZE LM S EARZNRE
FVECE 3 DT IR T 2R ARE (P>0.05). ATLEN: REB MRS ZE R A RE, B2
YRR RN Z B D ANRIUN R E T PR, mEE T,

0r oAk milEARE B AR

50

40t
I8 30 F
20}

10 -

Wi

# J& J& Fif el J& Fif
BETH T HETH

ARG EREFRFZRAE. ML BEIEARF TR R 2 57 8% (P<0.05)
B1 REAATHRBREFRELERGF, B, FAHE
Figure | Number of family, genus, species in different layers of community under different disturbance

2,12 MMBEE SAFA AT KIS A TS TR RGN 2. Bk BE, KRk
HEMBETE 10 4 4 Z R AR A R A8 T H00R BE B3 imi BEAIS (8] 2) 1R TPk b 57 T 25% el R i /)N
FER I, TRIEICIE AR, A T4 XS s ™ 5, — i 52 P A 2 1 A PR AN ) 2
ARSI HEBR T IR, Br A B4R (D) fedlk s B T U0 By o bl it o, JLP A2
THm, WrllFE EfE; Shannon-Winner ZFEFEE (H) 5 D WAL EH—2, RINEEE T
W EAG, PETRKZ, BETHEE; EE TR T IARZEAREARZN Simpson ILHETEE (H) B%
(P<<0.05) FEAR, HAZM H 7R84 THRB D 22 F AR, J A ] G825 A T PRI 8 52 AR IR ™
#, FOMER . BRI TS UK T /NIRRT A RO R TR RE T, AR RN AR
B, BRI TN RA S E IR B IR, DVIREE B2 B THREA X M/, Pielou
BISTEEHRE (Vo) OWLEEVE TR 0 A W3 5040, i H A D LY . — M H F1 D K, J,, H#CK .
B E T TR Jo 8K, B 7 D # K EETIT RIS H M D o, b B
T TRIEN Jg e/, VLB B TP T Fh7E il 2 b 3 A i m AR 45 o L ES5 R AT LUE
the BEE N THSREEAIE I, BEEYR 2K SRR TGS, WRBVMRUCHRE T
T HETYE, S TR YR Z R 2 R . 1R
213 ERAisAr HEEAEWEAA T YMTERRES PRI FAL, T LATE RS TPy 3 S
SR S /% P N T RS S <3 I N 1 92 NS /e e 7/ W7 N CTR YA 20 ¥ -2 7 i S S BN ) 8
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25 a 3r a
20 a ! A b
—_ ra
3 - 3 C
g b #
DA c e C Cc
2ot ¢ £
T w1t
# | &
0 0
BE HhEE HE L Hh R
TR TR E
1.0 b 1.0
a a al a
— a a a a a
i a ] el
s0.8— b ~08F b b
~ 3 b Y b
®0.6F b 0.6
i i
o4t 041
o2t =02t
0 0
R v HE R i HE
TR TR
COARE O #EARE B AR
RN T FARBE 5 18 (P<0.05)
B2 REREAATIRT KA RAEMBE R GG AF S IR A
Figure 2 Species diversity of S. superba community under different level of disturbance
K2 KREAREREEXOHREEEE
Table 2 Importance values of species in different layers of S. superba secondary forest community
A TR EE PEFA T K A
2 ARA7(0.188 5)+25EM Lindera megaphylla(0.066 4) +%I &8 Bothrocaryum controversum(0.058 5)+ii 7
i Liquidambar formosana(0.056 $)+dMachilus pingii(0.042 9)
ok s AA1(0.253 8)+Ifk JE K H-A% Carpinus omeiensis (0.141 6)+1LALSymplocos sumuntia (0.131 2)+H4il#k
- - Kalopanax septemlobus (0.116 8)+75 [X] Cyclobalanopsis glauca(0.056 8)
s A7 (0.494 7)+HdHR(0.132 1)+42 K Cunninghamia lanceolata(0.060 0)+7 [X1(0.049 8)-+pk#kQuercus
e acutissima (0.046 6)
i X% Camellia sinensis(0.133 6)HR &% Michelia maudiae(0.102 6) +47(0.090 6)+F2A(0.087 1)+l 4%
S Camellia japonica(0.082 0)
i N o 25(0.178 5)+4T Ilex chinensis(0.124 8)+Z.4&Lonicera japonica(0.111 6) +£2K(0.074 3)+FM ¥4 Ficus
heteromorpha(0.073 8)
HE AT5(0.174 5)+25(0.102 8)+FZAK(0.087 7)+7KAT Phyllostachys heteroclada(0.087 4)+IR 111 7%£(0.068 8)
2 Y IKAEPilea japonica(0.152 3)+ 8% Cayratia japonica(0.071 1)+ & XU WE Tripterospermum
= cordatum (0.060 1)+ Iris tectorum(0.058 3) +R&E5: Phlomis umbrosa(0.049 4)
2 - K4 Chrysosplenium macrophyllum (0.171 0)+4&75(0.131 3)+ % % Hosta plantaginea(0.100 0)+4¢ i i
e - Gynostemma pentaphyllum(0.075 6) +1L1¥% 7K 1£(0.057 3)
i I JE 5 Eragrostis pilosa(0.267 7)+117&7K4£(0.179 0)+H [ Hicriopteris glauca(0.123 7) +A4T Dianthus
2

chinensis(0.047 0) +ii2RTE 3% Cyclosorus acuminatus(0.045 8)

FEFRARZE T, AR7E4 THFRE T EEE W THAY A, RaxiEHia, HEZEERETIRT R
0.188 5, MR THLFHAE LFAE N 0494 7, UEHIICHTHLEm TYFARN, fHARA L, XEHTA
TREREME S R LA AR A, S AR A SE G e N B R T IR A A B A AR A T, U
Wi, EATEZEE TR TEAR IR, BAENES TIMRENGES . EAZT, K. BAREZEME
B, AHEEEME TR ER N, SISO SR, FARZE T, IR IKAETE 3 FhoR
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TR TOL R BEE TIRSREERE, FEMEmE A S, S eih . BB SmYNE
ARSI R . SRS, AR TP AR T [F— PR LA IR, AN [ A% A5 11435
PEOAE, Ah, FETRARZFEARZ R WA, . HXES TR, SRR B e R RhE )
22 AAFHIFRIA AT R A& b 2R % R A 20

THORAEY A KR E W EESA, IS AR 0T DURAE AR S SRR, 3 KB RREIM+
PR PRTEA R TR0 N HA RNR A (LERIE . RIS, &8, AR, AVUR. SKREMNKH
BRI BRE T, hETH. EETHR, HRETIR T ErERES TEE T ERME (P<
0.05); 13 pH # 3.96~4.10, ¥JREGRIRYE, £ THRENICEE 2R (P>0.05); T2, S0 R
HOBEA TP TR E 25 (P>0.05); A B BUe EE T T 28m K0, Xnlfeh T
WG, K TEVE PR TE I R IR, IR T R . A E R A S RN AR (R PR
SHR0, AR E BT AN T A E (P<<0.05), FEUE M TR RS -0, SR s
e, S HEEEEAK, RS TE R AR

F3 AAFHRARTULASE R E L EBU SRR

Table 3  Effects of human disturbance on the soil physiochemical of S. superba secondary forest in Mengding Mountain

T H/ S/ i R/ B HHLF/ Bk R/ " K/
T (grkg) (g-kg™h) (grkg)  (mgkg!)  (mgkg)  (grkg™) % P (grem™)

B 2.8140.11a 3.7440.09a 13.21+0.70a 8.83+0.76a 130.8+20.43a 79.29+2.48a 43.66+0.68a 4.10+0.02a 1.04+0.02a
rhjEz 1.86£0.13b  3.5740.16a 12.5120.94a 5.18+0.04b 94.33+5.46 a 49.9846.87 b 25.38+0.24b 3.96+0.02a 1.0140.04 a
Gl 1.73+0.06 b 3.62+0.02a 9.19+0.18 b 4.35+0.32b 101.23+7.67 a 37.64+0.04b 17.81+0.51 ¢ 4.10+0.02a 1.21+0.06 b
B [FESIARFEVNE FRFRR 2R BE (P<0.05)

23 BEYMESHEMSTEEAERIEXES T

Sy ik — LRGN R T ARRE AT R AE AR PR Z R PR R 2 B OC R, R Pearson AHC R
Bl IR R SRR BEA . B 3 J2H0% 4 AP SRR B TR S AR S 0T (36 4), 4
KBV HELSR . AU STERE 3 EZNHEREZHEERECH, YF 35 ER 5 D ¥ 20 WA ¢
(P<0.01), HHEARZMEARZHIEHEERSE I TER B E (P>0.05), S5HAZFEMEREIIR BE
DG (P<<0.05); HHESBE . SAH | pH 58 ZAEMREINHICHE AR B3 (P>0.05); 8 KE KA
BT S BREEAR . FEARMILA R H AP AR A Z AR A0S 2 A W AHOC (P<<0.01); 28 5T 34X
SRRIZZHMEREH. H . Jy,, ERZZFWEIEEH,. D, J, MEARZ M5 H (H5 20 5%

F4 ANATITEEDF ST EBEAERAEXE

Table 4 Correlation between species diversity index and soil physicochemical properties under the human disturbance

45K B 25 e a3l AR A AP IESKE pH T
H 0.79%* 0.20 0.84** 0.78** 0.40 0.88** 0.92%* —-0.09 —0.61*
Tk H' 0.57* 0.09 0.81%* 0.59% 0.29 0.71%** 0.74** —-0.28 —0.65%*
D 0.93%* 0.33 0.64* 0.88** 0.49 0.94** 0.96** 0.24 -0.43
Jsw 0.60* 0.08 0.87%* 0.63* 0.27 0.73%* 0.78** —0.31 —0.68*
H 0.83%* 0.18 0.78%* 0.85%* 0.34 0.86** 0.93%* —0.11 —0.61*
HEAR H' 0.51 —-0.07 0.56* 0.53 —0.12 0.60* 0.54 -0.25 —0.61*
D 0.71%* —0.01 0.79%* 0.76%* 0.11 0.77** 0.80** —0.22 —0.64*
Jsw 0.84** 0.24 0.76** 0.85%* 0.42 0.86** 0.94** —-0.07 —0.57*
H 0.81** 0.29 0.77%* 0.78%* 0.52 0.89%* 0.92%* 0.04 —0.48
HA H' 0.36 0.02 0.51 0.36 0.28 0.50 0.48 —-0.01 —-0.34
D 0.78%* 0.38 0.68* 0.77%%* 0.51 0.82%** 0.88%* —0.08 —0.63%*
Jsw 0.65%* 0.18 0.67* 0.61* 0.48 0.75%* 0.75%* 0.13 —-0.26

P *FRP<0.05, **FRP<0.01
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IEAISE (P<0.01); HIEAMBERE DSBS TIAZ 4 HEREETR B B B8 i B E EME, SHEAZEE
FEVEIR R H. D Jg IR IEASE (P<<0.01), SHAZ SRS H B2 R IEMH K (P<0.01);
TIRAE G BREFERECIERACOCR, Kb, SRR 4 AT E. AR F 5 R
TARZH, H. J,, 2RENHE P<0.05). iTLEH: HEFESEARSZ . TARZHEY M LRE
Ul; Heas . AU . pH 54 2R BUNAHCA B3 (P>0.05),
3 ZwhHitib

Y ZHEM R R 2R ARG S, AT 2R A I A W RIS S5 A AR s A R R AR E
PRI YR 2R AR S AR B R B A O, AR W IR U R A Sy T X AR A ) o 2 1 A S
K, ARG, AR TR YR A T — R B AT R AR RV 1 4 2 2 R TR B
(D . H. H M Jy) ¥R RBEE NN TP B R mbE(%, B9 R 2R oK 2 TR,
LA A AR XA I AR AREEIE 0 Fh Z RS2 2 i ) 1 o X SR SR R R P
Pl ” HE R —B, BEE YIRS AE b2 b N R R I8 PR AR AL LRI R T A 25 SR, Rl T35
JERYIGIN, ARFT AR h R R R AL, WA SRk, X TR RS AR S A A
ME—F, XK A SEY AR . XTEEEOIR R A — R AR E SRS, 7
BETHT, RrEE(EA 0.1885, TETH T XM R 02538, MAEREE T, RgHEEMHE HHA
F0.494 7. XL E T I AME G 4a %) £ S AR EF, nIeRm TEE T, AKEEITH
%, MR BERRPE RO AT AT ORAP T AR AU LA AR B, [ s S5 A )3 1 R DA OG5 FEAR A rh A R
WIS, ATREE R THER . BB EMACH T, SBOURAFA KA RTIRRE ) 2RI 2 02
P WA, EEETIRT, TARBAERZTE AR FXES LWF LN, UL X e E
A VEAER KRR B e 1 HLRBE N AN TS RIS AR L . 7812 X AR S b, T s 1 3R S
R AE 5 R

TR A RS IR RN R, — ER SRR T A RS e 52 T LA
WAMB YRR e, B2 A S R HIEEAL T . AP, A SR
T T 20N, HEERTEE T TFOME, XS50ERFED MR R0, F2E R TR
fiifS F R R, MBS T HIEAE, AR TIE H RS KRR R E PR, F2EH T
K. BREEEIT N SR RN R RR, MREEMZIG R, UK ARG REE, B TFE/E. F
BF, MTPAET G, BHEARGES, HEABRIBEMI, il BEEKEEIL, X520 Ra R —
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