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Macroinvertebrates community structure and its relationship with
environmental factors in Sun Island Bund Wetland of Harbin in spring

MENG Yao', CAl Yan', GENG Feifei', LIU Manhong” . CHEN Fei?
(1. College of Wildlife Resources, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China;
2. College of Forestry, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China)

Abstract To investigate the structure of macroinvertebrates community and its relationship with environmental factors
in Sun Island Bund Wetland of Harbin in spring, a survey was carried out on May, 2016. A total of 34 species of
macroinvertebrates, which belonged to 10 orders and 12 families, were collected. The aquatic insect class had the
highest number of 19 species contributing 55. 88% of the total species, which was followed by mollusk 9 species
contributing 26.47 % . Four species of annelid and 2 species of crustacean accounted for 11.76% and 5.88% of the
total species,respectively. Polypedilum pedestre, P. flavum and Unio douglasiae were the most dominant species of
all. The density of the macroinvertebrates in the Sun Island Bund Wetland was 157. 44 = 103. 28 ind/m?, and the
biomass was 229.61+517.29 g/m?. The Simpson diversity index,Margalef richness index and Shannon-Weiner index
were 4.11%£1.85,0.83+0.48,and 1.35 £ 0.66, respectively. The main water physical and chemical factors affecting
the distribution of macroinvertebrates were total phosphorus and oxidation — reduction potential. The study showed that
pH had the closest relationship with the species composition and density of macroinvertebrates in Sun Island Bund
Wetland of Harbin,while the nitrite displayed the greatest impact on biomass.

Keywords macroinvertebrates; community structure; biological diversity; environmental factors; Sun Island Bund
Wetland of Harbin
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NEY 7R 5% A T B ] 5 3 % el ey 0K 35 Tl LD i
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Fig. 1 Distribution of sampling sites
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Table 1

Geographic coordinates and environmental characteristics of SIBW

RAE A

Sampling site

iy PR AR BR

Geographic coordinate

PRI AL

Environmental characteristic

1% ZHHF 45°47'44. 6" N,126°35'00. 4" E

2F  mEM 45°47'54. 2" N,126°34'52. 8" E

3 AN 45°47'56. 5" N,126°34'50. 6" E

47 far R 45°48'07.6" N,126°35'04. 1" E
5% mKE 45°48'10. 9" N,126°35'21. 3" E
6% WFEE 45°48'13.2" N,126°35'27. 8" E
77 MR 45°48'13. 9" N,126°35'26. 5" E
8% HMLAF 45°47'54, 8" N,126°35'16. 7" E
9% TiE 45°48'03. 6" N,126°34'34. 3" E

TATRNE B FE A2 5 R AL E RO
TRVRIE & B FE5T 5 $E K T K UUK A A7 7
TRRDJEE 5 B BB 5 7 25 Bk I L RRAT & 7o &
TR T 0 B8 T8 &2 s UK IR K LK R S A A
VRHD I B FE BT 42 5 9 AT SRR O &
JERDJE s 135 TP &

VRRDJEE o J 78 5 =F 5 HEOK PR K L TUK A B A7 1E

WA s Al O

IR &l BN E

WFFEAE SR B A I 2 DI . AL 4G 37
HIA.57 =KW .67 B 22 A 77 R 4 A AL
TG BT PR R K A 4 R AR Y P 2R AL £ 1 DAHE K
MY R E, B U F E (Typha orientalis ), F5 2
( Phragmites australias ). #k W 28 ( Polygonum
persicaria) I AT & ¥ (Carex kirganica) % ; 1% 7K
MHYIR Z 3 AR I6ZE (Trapa manshurica) | 33 3¢
(Nymphoides peltatum) F1iZ P (Lemna minor) %5 ;
W PE e UK IR R 3 (Myriophyllum spicatum) |
iR 132 (Potamogeton distinctus ) %5 — L6 1T K K5 W) 5
RZEA 6 I 5 T, AL 67 B 352 ) A 25 58 5 5
Horp 17 2RIy 27 = B WA 47 faf B 11 o T D i
— el F A YR BE BT K AR 4R R AR ) LA
L HER TR UUKAE W) YA R A AL 87 R uL Al N
AR 97 VLE A PR, H 2 AR VA B 5 58
JBT s K AR A AR ) % R A K DLW K X R 2
AXCAT /> 78 3l R 25 45 A AR T A
2.2 HmRESLE

B T B 200 D-RIAP R (42 0. 3 m» 40
HeJegh) AR R e (1/16 m*) A 2 A JC
HHESH B AE . 78RR X R A KB IS WG TG 5 4 5l
Py i I D-HL9D A 0D e B i IR 7K XAl I AR A AR
FKeUeas R AL IR IEEI A 40 H 53 FE T b IE U
UE T 42 T 53 A U B b s P HR DR AR I A TG A
Y DRAEAE VR B D 85 V0 TR V5 I T

A FE BT B At T A R B RS A T 6 HE 3h )15 4R

A8 — PR AT VR A B A% BLAS Sl 40 em X
20 em, fLAR R 1 mm, H #5245 KB 0 FF HE3h
Py il 8 — A 2 3 I 48 ) 4 IS B B R SR R 1 7K 8k
rh, HIHL e e 28 48 16 B 30 i [ ) b o TCE I )
K14 d KL b RS SR EERT B4, 245 40 H 5
FEG 5 Pk ) R AL AN TCF HE S W) B TR 40
85 V0 I A Vs W T HEAT ORAF AR S 08

TE IR R AL 1 [) Bf 4 ) Hi8424 {5 #5 X R 3t
S PR B 7K T R AR K 8 D A . O SR R KRR
500 ml & A A 680 s [0 5250 %, 24 h YAl AT K
[ £ 280 BT AL (s % DRB200, DR1900) Il 5 @ iR
VB NH, IV R I A IR b A B AR AR
2.3 XBERWBELEHIYEES I

WAy ek e 7E R A ) R o B B T
= SRR K B A TG HE B ) B AR S AT %
L WP g 4 SOLDAN  Merritt 25077 1 &
RIS KEREAR S B DR 2 R EF Y
YoE 2R EUR

R SR A T 1 1T AR R AR B0 B T o 0 B AR
R AR W o O 3 BROAS [R) SR AR AR AT G 1 A0 L 3
I3
2.4 HERBESHH

ABIE 5T R FH W) ol A0 35 82 48 280 (YD) 5 o R 7R i AV
ToHHE S ) 1Y L #FP 25, H Shannon-Weiner £ #
PR 0 CHDY Rl Margalef ¥ Ff £ & J¥ 45 #«
(d\)™ \Simpson £ £ M35 £ (D)™ 43 #1 K AL
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TCHMESh Y ) ZREMED . BRI E AT . (mg/L) % TN(mg/L) . % 1t i JF i {7 Eh(mv)

Y =P, Xf
H =— > P.InP,
dy = (S—1/InN
D=1/> P
Kb P Al (A R B BT A Bl R R T
s fi 0 HBUR @ BORE R R0 VR S A ROy B
S g EMREG N B A R SR R
Y OL A B FE 2 Y =>0. 02 L Fift ¢ B (L 35 Fif
BT SE 1 OK I R L N R R L
PR LR B LR S AN S AL UL 3 3t 7 AR B
PEAE bR 55 B & S0 W 3t b BUIRAE 150 LA I
(9 K 28 JEE A G 5 HE Sl 4y B 26 AT S8 X B 0 A
(CCA) i 45 H1 55 IR - % K R A6 IG5 Mk 3 40 14
SO R /IR KA SER 34 » 20 0l HT CANOCO 4. 5
1 DPS 12. 0 #EAT43H7

3 BREHSMH

3.1 HREREBKEELEF
AR BOUKIE WTCC) .pH #1 NH, &1
B (mg/L) RS Rt NO; (mg/L) . #i 2 £ PO~

L7 AR AFE AR SEAT W . XF oK PH 5 A0 I
A FE SRR AR N R AT LB A0 AT . 47 (2005 °CH AN
67 (21.2 “CHKMREL & M HARFE I AE 18 °C R LU
T T AR H A K S 5 A AR VT 38 2R VLK R R
] AN s 7 TR A AE S TTEX 2 A SR A R 2 A R A ST 17 /7
LA SR E (2 1 B o W DO =R A
FESR KR pH O LE B 4 i, 47 (8. 34) fe Al 17
(7. 93) FARAH 22 - A 2 8 pH $>7 By 55 i 5
NH, Bk el 37 (1.6 mg/L).27 (67 il
TF AR A B ARAE (0.9 mg/L), H HAX 3 A
NH B > 1 mg/L; 9 Ak & AT il R £h
VR BE L RCA T, o 17 027 (47 067 F1 87 d i
(0.003 mg/L),3% .77 1 97 Ak (0. 001 mg/L), {
57 R[] 0. 002 mg/ L) ; BT A A 5 B ol 1R 6 o7 1 vk &2
WA R, & iy 87 (1,37 mg/L) , e ARy
S 770,87 mg/L) s MUA & EAY 17 (2.6 mg/L) .27
(2.9 mg/1D2 ANEE S ME>2 mg/L, LAY & 57 F1
77 (1.4 mg/ L) s WFFERE 21 A8 AL I 5T H 67 (B A 25 388
KA s A E B K2 67 (—98. 6 mv) . i/
M 27 (—41. 3 mv) , HEME—— A~ B 48 XHE <70
HYRE R M A IR I R A Ak, (BR 2D,

F2 RESKEELETF

Table 2 Physical and chemical factors of water at the sampling sites

. . NH, FitfE/ WaHmEh/ Wik / BAR/ AL
PR3 K/ C ,
) ) pH (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) HLf7 /mv
Sampling site wT )
NH;/ NO, PO;~ TN Eh
17 14.8 7.93 1.2 0.003 0.99 2.6 —80. 4
27 14.9 8.12 0.9 0.003 0.92 2.9 —41.3
37 18.4 7.97 1.6 0.010 1. 04 1.8 —84.2
47 20.5 8. 34 1.1 0.003 0.97 1.8 —90.7
5% 14. 4 8.09 1.0 0.020 1.16 1.4 —95.1
67 21.2 8.23 0.9 0.003 1.08 1.5 —98.6
77 14.1 8.02 0.9 0.010 0. 87 1.4 —79.6
87 17.2 7.96 1.3 0.003 1.37 1.6 —76.3
97 15.2 7.99 1.0 0.010 1.17 1.7 —72.5
i+ A2
” 16. 744+ 8.0724+ 1.100+ 0.007+ 1.063+ 1. 856+ —79.856+
Average=
2.715 0.138 0.235 0. 006 0.153 0.534 16. 859

Standard deviation
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S

AN 3 Iz s 18 K B B A0 e R 4R 31 R A
IR HEMESI Y 10 H 12 BF 34 Ff, AL E K AR R L,
BARZh Y W e s R S O . oK AR
ERF 2.2k 3 7 4 B 19 Fr & S0 R 80
55. 8820, JUHE XA H £ BRI Fh Bt £ . 0y 15
Pl o5 SRR 44, 1200 KBS 3 B 4 B9

i, b 26,4700 o SRR H MESSIRBLA 5 Al 5 B
PIFhECEY 14 100 IR Eh Y 2 A 2 BE 4 Fb. 5
11.76 % HFesh® 2 H 2 Bk 2 Fh, 5 5.88%., il id
DB 5 B0 B - R BB SE s L AR A 3 i, 5351 o
47 £ B % B (Polypedilum pedestre) (ff Fv &
Y=0.037).# £ LW (Polypedilum flavum)
(Y =0.031), B T B (Unio douglasiae) (Y =
0.020),

K3 KHEBHMEEMEFSKERBLEEINER

Table 3

Macroinvetebrates list of SIBW in spring

e

Group

H Order

il

Family

fif

Specie

XA H

kA R

5 W0R}

~EL RFEI Polypedilum nubi fer
HAT L R Polypedilum pedestre

WA R Polypedilum flavum

S NRREIL Micropsectra chuzeprima

IR EH R Orthocladius thienemanni
WO PR R HE 0 Rheocricotopus e f fusus
PRI SE MR Diamesa zernyi

HICEIT KW Eukief feriella fittkaui
3 R B Cricotopus albi forceps
IR Cricotopus annulator
[t it B IF K Eukief feriella lobi fera

FH H B Orthocladius roussellae soponis
i UL M PE B Diamesa insigni pes

YK BRI Orthocladius frigidus
TFAS B IF RFEM Eukief feriella fuldensis

KR

Dicranomyia sp.

TR B

Wb W Sialis sibirica

FUER

M5 H & Nihonogom phus ruptus
Y HNEHFEYE Stylurus flavipes

Hoeshyy

K Ur R

L HUF Exopalaemon annandalei

HURRE

RIKEIUF Gammarus pulex

SR B
AR s

Al 52 SR

IR % N2 Radix swinhoei

B O+ Galba truncatula
N Galba pervia

P8 MR Radix lagotis Schrank
Y8 M2 Radix ovata

LR

TLIRR

SVAMR Para fossarulus striatulus

IR G MR Bithynia fuchsiana

MR}

U IR Bellamya puri ficata

IEH

IR

[ 0 2k i Unio douglasiae

B 45 H

i 5]

Tt K 228 Limnodrilus helveticus

g
vz 5

e R

BRFEEE Helobdella nuda
BENE Helobdella stagnalis

S U8 Glossi phonia heteroclita
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R 4 BT s oK BRI A E R 3 A% R A R B R
WTCAFHE S 4 A 28T 0 55 B K P o0 A s Herpok AR
B HUA A e N )z AR R R O LR
FEBOR U 67 BF 22 WA 87 R AT MR AUAF 7K AR R
B H YOS EAR Yy T 17 LR 27 E 3T 1

JUIA A7 i 3 3R 97 VL3E 47 70 A 2% 8 L A
KBRS o3 A T7 LRI 57 KA 77 ek
R HE /M HE BRI A 5 e W S s Ao A 1
LP RN 57 25 KW AH 2 SR 500 8 B2 22 B AR
KU/NA 26 ind. /m® ;& KK 104 ind. /m*),

R4 AHEBIEEMEIHEIRBERELEHESY 4 N KBEEEKRTEDH

Table 4 Horizontal distribution for groups’density of macroinvetebrates in SIBW  ind. /m’
By
17 27 37 47 57 67 77 87 97
Group
KA B 78 52 13 52 195 182 117 26 39
Waeshy 26 104
WK B Y 13 117 26 39 260
WA Y 13 26 39

3.3 XERWBABEMINHL BZERENETH
DHEFEST T
W 5 Fr s K PH By A e R 3 A5 2 R R R A
TAMESN Y MR B 57 mok R Z .38 9 F. 7
87 WML b AT 1 Ff, R FI{EC 157, 44+
103.28 ind. /m* , B E R KEMIHE S =/KE. N

325 ind. /m*, B /N H B 7E 8% B UL A, k26
ind. /m*, YK 229. 61517, 29 g/m*, =W
ERKEHIAE 97 VLE, H 1 603.26 g/m”, fiz/)
EHIAE 87 HUHr, I 0.13 g/m*, 97 VI.i& B 4=
Yy W1 I8 O T HAh SR A R R RO R A A
Tl Ay 52 T K B

RS KARMHEBEHERARERBLEEIYHE ZTEREYNE

Table 5 Species,density and biomass of macroinvetebrates in SIBW
S 5 Sampling site PIE AR
e/l
Average® Standard
Item i N . " . N . N
17 2% 37 47 5% 6 7 87 97 deviation

Fh 2% 7 6 3 5 5 7 1 3 5.114+2.47
P/ (ind. /m*) 130 169 39 91 32 182 156 26 299 157. 44+103. 28
Y/ (g/m?) 80.73 141.64 84.54 97. 84 28.47 4.26 25.59 0.13 1603.26 229.61+517.29

3.4 RERWELEHEDMEY S HEESHT

X K B 5 470 M 1 b, A 7R AV I 5 A 3h ) 22 e
FREGHEAT 43 . 3K 6 Jir 7R . Simpson 22 FF M 45 4L
(D)Jy 4. 11+£1. 85,78 17 ZH i &, N 6. 25, 1F
87 MMy fic fI . O 15 Margalel =& B 45 % (dv)
0.8340.48,7E 5% = /KM e . o4 1. 383, 7 87 BT
Wi, 24 0; Shannon-weiner ZFEPE 83 (H ) N
1.3540. 66,75 58 ~ /KIS Em . 1. 912,76 87 %
WA ARy 00 87 LA B Margalel =5 2 45 4
1 Shannon-Weiner ZFE1EFEEE I N 0, 2 K K H

TR0 E AT TG 5 M 2h i 1) Rl AR 2D B AR /N L AR AE
FECRHGl L BT LUBUE Dy 0 248 8F BRI AEY £
REPE AR O T AR S 0N S TR 2 4 HOR B AT AT
KA A TCHHE B4
3.5 REKBEEEDIUERBERFHXER

CCA HFy I 4 17 3 1Y 28 BE K B8 I H 3% 36
B 7 X MR 4 A B 52 R, Al 2 Ko, 5
K P I A1 IR b A R G G I A B 0 4 A 1) R R
Bi R J& 0 R £h (POT ) R Ak a8 JF L 37 (Eh) L 52
i) 5z /N A2 pHL
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Table 6 Diversity index of macroinvetebrates in SIBW
Ff: & Sampling site Y {E £ br i 22
g E|
Average® Standard
Item N B " N N L N . .
17 27 37 47 57 67 77 87 97 deviation
D 6.250 5.121 3. 000 4. 455 5.435 3.920 6. 000 1. 000 1. 800 4,11+1.85
dy 1. 233 1. 181 0. 546 0. 887 1. 383 0.769 1. 188 0. 000 0.273 0.8340. 48
H’ 1. 887 1.698 1. 099 1. 550 1.912 1. 470 1. 864 0. 000 0.637 1.3540.66
08 T L R 8, 7R G IR BE 43 BT s K B % A1 i 1 b 7K
R Crl AS bfe — ewr e
! IA I 5 R AR TCF HESh ) Rl 28 3 AR
Yy Z 18] 1Y O IR B 2 AN — FE 119, 15 B HG 5 ey R R
ANTA] o %k R AL AW T HE Bl 4 il 288 B85 ) e K ) 2
H . 5200 fe /N 1 72 PR R £k (N O, ) 5 X %5 B 52 i) fix
j(lﬁ"Jm pH . 5 0 d5 /N B 2 EVR (TN)-X#E%@?‘}
W 5 KGR Al TR £ (NO, ) L 52 10 e /N B9 R B A
(TNY(FE D,
A, YN
~0.6 Si Po2 4 -'I- e
-1.0 0 1.0

Crl-f {4 3 & % B0 Cricotopus albi forceps; Cr2-%¢ ¥ & 4% I

Cricotopus annulator ; Pol-# {6, £

JE B W Polypedilum flavum ;

Po2-#: 47 £ J& #& B Polypedilum pedestre; Po3-= % £ & 1 I
Polypedilum nubi fer ; Or-42 & H & ¥ W Orthocladius thienemanni ;
Mi-Z /N %8
Sialissibirica; Ra-ffi[l 8 M2 Radix swinhoei

& 2

W I Micropsectra

chuzeprima ;

Si-ify db 9 8%

BEFRBRELEHENY SIMEE FEH CCA HFE
Fig. 2

CCA sort graph between macroinvetebrates and

environmental factors in spring

A S5 2 A M TR DR E RO IS WG T A S ) £ R
P SCHE D 2R L [ 9 Ah 56 T 3R 8 I 5 R Y I G X
HHES Y Z R C R AT T AL Z L A KA G TS
5 HE Bl W A K 45 R K 5 L RS B AR B TR A R
SN A T

A5 LA 208 15 K H 85 A/ R0 28 1 A 251 P G TG 5
HESh ¥y A BEFERS 52 4 2R %kﬁ”kﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁm
Wiy o 4 FRISHE B e A L L AR R

F7T AHBIMEHMABERELEEIYERERFENLEE
Table 7 Correlation between macroinvetebrates and environmental factors in SIBW
e iy R YR
¥ i3
REEAT Specie Density Biomass
Environmental
. XHRE  MF OKKRE HFE XERR HF
Correlation Sort Correlation Sort Correlation Sort
JK IR 0.588 0 6 0.561 0 3 0.434 2 5
pH 0.670 9 1 0.603 3 1 0.429 8 6
NH" i it vk i 0.617 2 4 0.499 0 6 0.437 4 4
WAS R £E NO; 0.546 9 7 0.512 5 5 0.543 9 1
BEmh POL 0.632 1 3 0.569 5 2 0.446 5 2
BA TN 0.669 5 2 0.475 0 7 0.423 2 7
AL IE R L Eh 0.612 1 5 0.559 0 4 0.439 0 3
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B R B2 F 6 (19 P L B R R, 40 A B
J7L e IR R R4 (15 B AR A R
HARAMRU A BRAR B Py (9 FiO RT3 (4 Fio) K W52
EIE7/ACA LD = k7B T S (2 S L e 7 3N
57 ZIKTE 77 MR MR S0 W R B S 22 R MR Y
AR 8 iRy 5 T 8% U HF 97 VLI AE M BAR . 3 Al
XA ZREEERE LT 2 A . D KAEEY) 2
T b, 3R G v i W) 0 0 A R AE S O T 2 R R AR
SR AR A R G WRE T R RS T A ME S
(o3 . 17 LRI 57 K 77 MR 3 A AR
FRI7K A 4E 4 SRR W 28 R L B A HE K HE ) A
(Typha orientalis) . 2 (Phragmites australias) Mk
& ( Polygonum persicaria ) F K FF & ¥ (Carex
kirganica) , XA PR KAEY) AR ALEE (Trapa manshurica) |
7132 (Nymphoides peltatum) FIVFE 3 (Lemna minor) , 1,
AL FE R IR R 3 (Myriophyllum spicatum) | R T
F(Potamogeton distinctus ) % — 26 H Ah A5 9y Fh 2%,
i A 55 2 A A L A AN () DK AR i A T 5 A 3 0 1 2R
KBTS T 2 Fh 2 FE B0 B R EOR . 2) RAIR
A7 TG HE Bl W 4 301 AR T T KA IR B RS BT B 2 B
X R I A T HE Bl W B0 i 28 20 AL B K 2 R A
A& HH W 255 R A R PR AR AE 43 BT
AL B 67 B 22 R 87 R T M i BT LA Ve P Sk 3=
AN AT JE BRI R B A TG A Sh A 2R B — HLE
WE /N AR LR IR B e 5 17 R AT 57 =K
TSRS B (] o E 249 i 58 o 2 A HE K TR KA
I JF A T A5 ME S W 3 7 4 A LU B 2R 5 97 L
TH R BT VDI ASE K AR O 3, BR800 Hoad & 2R
R s FEAR R B B 5T e B R T R R IE G T A 3
YIREB AR S 2% A W i Js b o B 5 3R WIS o B 45
TR WA K RY JEC G JC o ME B W 4 A ) IR
WA ASBIF 5 S NG SBT3 355 36 52 W) 4 DR 24 IS A O
e Sh P Z2 REPEFE B, T 97 VIIE (I B PSR
TN R AN 2 BOR K R 26 1 R AL AN C
HMESh Wy A A SR, RS e Z R .

AN T 7K 355K R B A TR = 5% R 78 DG A9 I 5 2
Tl 28 03 A1 3% BE B A2 ) S el AN S AR [) S R[] —
IR, FE A [ B3 5 KA Ak DR % TR IR A JE 5 M
Y AL AT 25 5 QNP 4B VL U S AR P K B
KR S5 15 1 A 0w 97 B (Hepragenia) . 5 DO,
pH . BOD A # 35 A9 1E A 5 5& & 5 i 78 K 37, KRR
Gy I I AP # 5 WT L CODe, Al CODy, # 56 1 45
i SN P s A PN ERHE R RS PN

T JEC A JC 5 HE 3l ¥ 0 A 19 T 2 BR8N 5 2 i R AR
(POF ) FE AL I8 J5HL A7 (CEhD & 5% 1) Fie /) 1) 95 58 (A
T pHo 7R R RS A IG5 HE S0 ) % R A
TR LA X R AETT G IR I BB SR W R TR
G AR PN RS- BN E/E AR SN
NH sk 522 A F 50 45 5 O % 2% B2 5% i di
KA S pH X Az Wy 5 5 W) die R4 2 0 il 7R » X ol
PO R R e pH T IR BH By 1 i 25
A M ERASE B AR AT A UK (R BRAE TN 1 3 B 3 25 5%
Jit LUV 26 T BELAL [N 7 5 9 B L AR W i A DG R AR KK
A—FE IR R FE 2. IS K B B A
e Y0 b 25 AR 1] R P G TG M sl 0 i 245 4 1) O
AR B — oK A B A PR T LA K R AR B LA
T YRS TR PN A AR S5 AR A L 3 2 TR BN R L
79 T A 30 W 1 B R o AR A A ok — 2D B RIE S

W IR 5 R B 8 94 X A1 9 3 % el e — A A SR
e Do AR AP 55 DX ASBIE 50 60 4 M PAY O 28 A7 5 A 5l
W 1) 3 A I T R B I A A LMD A ) 22 R 1 £
FEHE T BRI .
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