)
EF0E 5 2L 4

; 15 % 55119 2020 452
Eco-Environmental . .
Knowledge Web Asian Journal of Ecotoxicology Vol. 13, No.1 Feb. 2020

DOI:10.7524/AJE.1673-5897 20190829002
B, NV, KT, 45 FEK A 28U T 7 TR S FAE PR A B o A i [0]. A= A3 441, 2020, 15(1): 2-16
Liao W, Liu N, Feng C L, et al. Overview of population-level ecological risk assessment and its application in environmental management [J]. Asian Jour-

nal of Ecotoxicology, 2020, 15(1): 2-16 (in Chinese)

MBI EESKXEITEN T ESR R R EEREEE PR
Rz A

BAB'? xR R E? T, BT, AR

L EERFRBEIFES NI FR, BEHAES FREAAATHELELRE,H S 330031
2. PEFGERFHEIR, A HLE SN IPFERE A LR E, LR 100012

3. P EA A ASITEA R T8, AL 100085

4. W EFRE I E 3k, db T 100012

W fRHE:2019-08-29 RFHHA:2019-10-29

WE . AEREITHN R H RIS RATIRER S E U MR M S FREE XU & B R (AR . SR, B AT DL
B FH T R4 2 0 ) A2 75 G vk BE I R 22 02 LA (AK ST 1Y) 8 PR U0 45 2R Dy BR il Z2m 1 4 b 7 Bsf (] R0 25 () A B A FH 45
B ARE TSR AESHREZ LA RRIREMEZNE , A SCANAZ KBS PEN FEE B 8RR 5] LA AT AR R
WS P 6 PR B AE PN, FH A B, 2553 T R A T A A RURSE PPN A2 ) AT a2 B A0S | 3t A% A S 1 2 (R 5 A 45 ) DA 40 T b
KT XU T 2 AR 10 Jy ik Je LR I (40 Buler-Lotka J5 R UM HE B AR | 245 (B AR R0 S 25 BB B TR AR AU 55) B 26 T
2 E A AR IR P O T AR AT AR A U PN AR RLAE | LA A A e /K T A 25 RS TP (0 A 5 B A A 45 A5 38 v 1 g P 42
XTI

SR PR A SRR TEH 5 AR A5 4 5 25 (] G5 ) s A5 A

MERS: 1673-5897(2020)1-002-15 HESES. X1715 XHFRIRE: A

Overview of Population-Level Ecological Risk Assessment and Its Applica-
tion in Environmental Management

Liao Wei'?, Liu Na’, Feng Chenglian®, Xu Jian>, Wang Zijian’, Jin Xiaowei*"

1. Key Laboratory of Poyang Lake Environment and Resource Utilization, Ministry of Education, School of Environmental and Chemi-
cal Engineering, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330031, China

2. State Key Laboratory of Environmental Criteria and Risk Assessment, Chinese Research Academy of Environmental Sciences, Bei-
jing 100012, China

3. Research Center for Eco-Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100085, China

4. China National Environmental Monitoring Center, Beijing 100012, China

Received 29 August 2019 accepted 29 October 2019

Abstract; The purpose of ecological risk assessment is to protect an integrated, stable and sustainable ecosystem

E&WE . HRH AR AT H @1977364); AL st i 75 A KE3= BB H ; B GOk it dedzs il 5 1A 3HRH: TR % 151(20172X07302-001)
TEHE®N BEA1987—), B WL st A, 55 7 W) R /K s B E AN A SRS PEA , E- mail: lovy21 @163.com
* @ W4E2 ( Corresponding author) , E-mail: jxw85@126.com



551 1) AR  FRE KA 25 KU P 7 s B3k B AR B 358 B e 1) 197 3

and provide a theoretical basis for environmental risk management. However, in the commonly used approach for
the protection of organisms, the so-called toxicity threshold of chemical substance is mainly based on individual-
level toxicity test data, which ignores the interaction of species in time and space, and fails to fully protect ecologi-
cal environment safety and ecosystem functions continuity. This paper mainly summarizes the importance of popu-
lation-level ecological risk assessment in environmental management application from the concept, purpose and sig-
nificance of ecological risk assessment. Several key scientific issues of population-level ecological risk assessment
(such as density dependence, genetic variation and spatial structure) were reviewed, and the main model methods of
population-level ecological risk assessment and their applications (e.g. Euler-Lotka equation, matrix models, indi-
vidual-based models, spatial models, and dynamic energy budget models, etc.) were summarized in this paper. We
list some laws and regulations of different countries on the ecological risk assessment at population levels, in order

to provide a basis for the study of population-level ecological risk assessment methods and applications in the envi-

ronmental management.

Keywords: population; ecological risk assessment; biologically structure; spatial structure; models
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T BAMAR R EAE e ) s A T A R A — 2 Y
25 MRBE AR A P AR , S BT
A KA 0 A A AR ik 5 R AR T A B
XPRCE BTSN Sl i E AT BB AL, e 3 ) Fof
BE R /K SO B, IBM RS RRIRA 35 T R 2 10
A TR /NS i w5 182
AR RS B RN AC B REIAR G DL OB, SR AR
WA RGIE B R S i 5

S AMARBIRL R Iy vE B A 2 A4, — iR S
FERISAALL, o — > s 7 R 0 b ik . b i
BT A1 0 245 S T LA 5 0l M | 45 B 56 UE A
AR AT AR TR — i PR A= BRARR AR, A A= K Rk
SRR B S5, B IBM 5 A T AR
TR K-SR R T Koo-
ijman 1 Metz' 1 YR Hoiz H iR o )12,
A BB P X KAV ( Daphnia magna) P&
A RN BT A2 e, O R R B T EL
MGETH2E ) K e W 5 i B C R T2
AMBEAIAH G, Hallam S VRAZ007 0740 8, 39 m
T U g 2E B i K v T e AR U AL IR AR
P f (075 G W vk 5 7 BB T %5 Martin 55 57
T DEB-IBM %Y (dynamic energy budget- individu-

al-based models)EAH AT K & FhHE AR £k A HLEEAIL
il s Muller VI F IBM #2854 Az BRE5 A R R
7 ( physiologically structured population models,
PSPMs), 15 2R RESh AR T FE

3.4 Z3[a]f5E Y (Spatial models)

A RERRE X4 T ARG H LB R A= ) 454
A RLFIAS AL (5] 2), 3k SRR B 18 R 1 1) o 2
[ S5 N AT 00, e A v B 52 Z 2 (a1 5 4t Bl
HITEHLAHIRE S R A FE AN LR, W5 H X
HEWIREALIERS W B RIS e ) 5 55 19 25 [0) S P
AT 22 (0 RN kB I R R L P 2
73 (A AR A Ay 4 A B AR BY (metapopulation models) 1
23 ] il 7 AR 7 (spatially explicit models, SEMs),
3.4.1 AT

LGPV B 28 (8] B PR B, i ZE D he 1
AHEIR Z A 2 A3 2 A DAL RS ApAE 2H R ) b 1 X
RGO SR A PR AR A A S R A Y A
(B A0 JRy RN, B 1SR () A= AR B A A T i)
A 23 () AR 8 A2 2 5 0P A U2, T2 R) s B Ak PR v
RS0 A5 REPR 8 /N B B 2 3 R A
EH [E] T AL R ARSI X, L SRR A e Y
(I LR R UL AR A AR BFRL LA Levins A%
AI(Levins models) , fifi #% 15 & (lattice models) , JCHK PR
BUFEAY (the incidence function model) -1 5 25 4%
i (source-sink dynamics models), H: "' Levins #&71 J&
I S AE BRI Ny T 45 A )R] Y R —
7 AR A3 L o R 2R T XS BT R AR A B
R 2Z AR N 6).

dPAt = cP(1-P)—cP ©)
Ko, PSR — b A 3 B BB o5 R B Y S
LW, ¢ R RIEEAE A 16 X B0 O | e IR REE A TR
DX I % | ¢ A SR

A ARMER PR EE b B K B O 2 [A)E )
FhiE R BAHER R, Z 0 T B Z |y 22 50, ik
/N RS B BEE ], PERRESTS  PRP ErE
BEH 7 Le g (5 7)

P=1-(er) ™)
PRI, B AR BREE DA ) S 3 38 K T K 4 i
(elc<l), WAPHERL & — BAFAE

Levins #5125 J& 1 A 3o 18 15 70 s AR O A=
Wp2F B BEAS RS SR X LS ) A R4S PR 1L
i TR IR A, Spromberg 287 7E 2 (7) Y 3
fili b ST T — R SR SRR RIS T
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BEHCY e A A B 15 e Wy FT B A WL TS G5
AT DX 2 (0] HE 51 5 3% 4R A FlORE Y 5
Chaumot 25" 1" J T Leslie i Bk, 4 A Fh i
RIS 1 IR0 ) 4% R HE ik CEE S AR R B S
W EE 1 oK B X B A — 5 A5 18] 3 A 1 s B8 (Salmo
trutta) R IS0 SRS () 8 58 45 1 40 8 1) o
A AR ARG 5 A5 8 A, R R HE R AN )
TRLIAL 2 1 T B A T e A 1 4 23 LA A (] B Ak AR
INE  ATSER 25 52 e i B A (%) 23 (8] 73 A
3.4.2 #S[A) g R R

23 ] R AV S S A B S AR AR Y TR
BAT IR EITALE G A — B, F L5 5 mT il i A
SSHBAREAE DCIR , HE 049G B b A8 A0 X B B %) 52 ) 5 %)
AL S LSRRI (R HERR T o AR R S A A LS
X g 3 S X Jaf i A () 2 28 g 2 A % XA G, L
A TR AL, SEGFIEAAIALL, SEMs
RESTAf MO AR SEBR AV RE SIS . TR T 5ol A 45
A B | i AR SRR DL RO SR IR A A5
] 431, BB B K ) S 80 4 1 B ok
WP MEE AL R R EFH AR KR, =
i) BTS2 TR R SRR ., 754 FEEF
Yyl »S A BT I, Linkov S5V HFSE T 1 H B #E1E
BV A AL 7 o 1) 2 () S s AT A 0 2 A
Y5 A Yy 25 B TR AR Rl 3 A8 A A
545 UIAHIR G IS IE W) S it 5 4L W) 25 18] 43 A AN BT
1500 B I TR X Lo H R K 520,
3.5 shARERE i (Dynamic energy budget, DEB)

SASRE R PR N 2 W A= W i i o i
IS SR A AR Y 2 i B D B R T s Y
TGRS A P-4, 2 W A AD SR ) Jox A fiE
T R E AR IE T A B iRy R
KAEFH, Kooijman 777 & i 7 5T k AL Y
S E IR B (k-rule DEB model), $2 H i it Lo
B k RS AERE AR R BER (-0 TR B A
Bh, N TSI AL, A i i e A S
F AR RV A AR Y B R TC LU R I X A A ER A
O DEB AMCHAE YA ) AR BRI SRR AE K
BRI AT R AE— R, [AIB), R 2 B v FE A
B AE VR R Y 54 (R A BURRAE I R A — 2™
AUt , DEB 7] TR A S804 5, . m] LLVE R
— MR AR T IO AR A V5 K RIS AL,
U Rose 1 Cowan™ LI AEK B E1T I IS
VERRSF SRR T M 2 A B B RAR 8 1 O e, 3L

HOG TR L MR | TR AT N S
YIS 1) 75 5 i DEB AR SEHII 7 1 K AT AL
2IE . DEB A 5 %57 ] F 75 S5 26 A A0 BR355 o
P 37 R R 7 2R 10 7K 2 2 E 520 28 FBF A S
I3 TR H . Klanjscek %F DEB #5 %4 1
TR REEDT ST, Chizinski 25V 4R 18 T #5445
T {0y LS SK AR 11 A e AR R P
YIRS A TRRE S 1 S5 A T e iR
I8 BT 2 2 A T 5 A O
5 BT K T HE S

4 FREEKE R TG FEIRE XS B R R A
( Application of population-level ecological risk as-
sessment in environmental risk management)

WA PR B 2 H A2 IR R A S R G RER 5E
Rk AR MERE AN, FREZKF KU P4 7512 A
2 R PR A A E A O E EE L R THE S R G R
A LA o A B R e i BEAE R T S S
1 RIS A 1 52 S 1) 45 B e SR Bt T AR 2 1Y
SR, )z TR AR S KU A A
a7 37/ K= B I NG e e ody. &7/ DR 5 N S 7/ AR T
DLV BRI 54 B UR I IE KU 23 # LA AR fb 7
JE IR PRANGE DA PO P45 . 178 20 (22 40 4F
R, BRI ZO E 2T 0 FEAT Pl e 2K 1 A IXURS: 3t
WFEER 1), S E PR 20 BITE 1993 4E5H 1998
AFEET XU i8 F PR R XU DA 91 O A 25 X
BN ATk Z— 2003 AFK LR IP R MK S R
N BFRHK PR HEREITIIA T IR, HARTE
I TR TT T R REKF KU PP ™

I [ PR R DA D TR E K B AR 285 XU A 7T LA
SR ML LR IR A 2 it ARG 7 B B0 %) XU B R 3R
FEI 5 1 5 e e 4 A 2 XU AR 21 PTG 52 i e
S PRI RE RV (2 1) A A S PR A4 Y
SR, 1993 4F 3¢ [F B Of Ja) i 45 52 R R Rl i
BRRITAL T 32 CA B W o vk ) 22 1 B S Ak A i
X AT SRR R/ IN RS IR ™) 1994 4F S [ 1 £ SRy 6
PPl T — TR URIK P i 50 H A A= 2 XURE T
HIZI A W] BE S BURA IR M A S 2R R RE K 4
PR M AR AR T 37 /K7 ) 55 404 45 A5k T 00 H i
BEVFATIE™ 0 o ity AU A8 P — B O 7 P
AR B AR S R G, INE RN B
FOEAS A K | 3R A RGP R it 735 Y37 10
HAERE RN, 1% M5 3w 2T = ARSI
B EAL PG R — TR R B (e % &



%15 %

10

'sdnoi3 orwouoxe) Jofew oy [[e 1oy oeudordde Sureq se syurodpud Jusussasse

12a9] uoneindod paygnuopt pue ‘syonpoid jonuod 3sad jo uonensidar ay I0j [eoT JudW uonensisal pue (VdDd) 1V
€00T Ul paysIquIsg epeue)
[e6'T1] -03euew © se  AJISIOAIPOIq PUBR JUSUWIUOINAUS oy} JO uondajoid | soynuapl yddod YL [eaoxdde [eoruayd MaN $1oNpoId [01NU0)) 1S9J
- . . 4y €00 Y
B VM ANCR L GH S I T 3 =F B A - B ST MY [ R T L 5 ) ek S ol [ T e
S5 O R Y e (55 VT 5 O Y W S o 2 I T M B ) BT SR ol [ R
'sa10ads paroSuepud 1o} sysLI djen[ead 0) pasn yoeordde ue osfe si sisAjeue Arjiqera
uonendod ‘syromawely 3101dxd A[[eneds oyur A1onseyoo)s [eIUSWUONAUS pue ‘orydeld 1V Aeal] pug A1oyeiSin
-owdp ‘onoudd jo uonerdojul Y} U0 paseq SWI) UOHOUNXD JO suonnquusip 3o1paid JuoWoTeURW SOLIOYSL) FEZY )
€L61 Ul paysiqeisg BoLIWY
[z6'11] jey sjopow 9onpord 0} YoIedsal PIpPUIWILIOIdI SBY [IOUNO)) [OIBdsy [eUOnEN YL pue SJIPIIM (VSH) 1V soradg
_ dy €L61 EEES
LR TN i S AN [ 7 4 paroSuepuy
e 7 TV oAt — B g LA BB T b Bk o RN RS [ 52 W A48 Pl gk
ety 7 BTG R R Gt 40 [ fit o7 0 AL TS TN D W R e [ 3
(B101q JO SanIunwuwion (VIVS) pY
pue suonendod [eoo] Ayjeay Jo douBUIUIBW PUB AIIA0OI Y} UI J[NSAI [[IM JBY} S[O UOIRUIIIRIUOD JLIOISIY uoneZLIOYINedy pue
6661 Ul paystqeisg BoLIWY
[16°11] -A9] 0} SYSUI [e0130]099 donpal 0} st o[diounid | roqunu s pungradng | sajes ydd SN puUB SOSBI[AI [RIUIPIOIY syjuowpudwy punyredng
) A& 6661 B
AL I AL o T N B FR I
TRl o W (0 2 TP ek 07 00 2 300 O o 31 sl Sl S92 o Y I 8 e L G110 07 B ERIR RA R
(V¥ALD) 0V
‘suonendod Suissaippe sjustussasse onsiiqeqoid pauljar ale f I, pue ¢ ALY, A
uonensidar pue (9661 ul pasirax) 9pIoNuUIpoY pue oprordun,g
pue ‘ssa001d Judwssasse ysu paton e Surdo[aaap st (ddO) sweiSo1d apronsad Jo 0 BOLIOUIY
[06-68°11] [eAoxdde Teorwoyd MaN L¥61 Ul paysIqelsy ‘OPIONASUT [2I0P3]
) A W e Y G B [ 26
o ; N o TR L L 1 T A (L1 ghdy 9661) =y LY6T PO 20 I e B
SUEHH X v S € S ol WO L I 7 H M 73 NP
[i86 V7 S sk T el 26
*S[BOIWIAYD YoNs Jo [esodsip pue ‘osn ‘uonnquysip [eroIowwod ‘guissaooid ‘drmoejnue
uonensiger pue (910 ur pasiaa) (VDSL) 1V 10nu0)
oy nqryoxd 10 | ‘ee[n3ar Aew ydg SN Indoo suonendod 0y sysLI 9jqeuoseaIun Ji BOLIOWY
[88°11] [eaoxdde [eoruayd MaN 9,61 Ul paysijqeisq sduR)ISqNg JIX0J,
E I ) RO R T BT EEES
. . _ . o - o R T G 5 T e (11%hy 9100y 9L61 P A B
(i ™ 5 LB T 2 SE YA [ 2 b el S ™ T B BT O b N Bt fox R
uoneziuesio
so[na [e39[
SOIUAIJY snooj [9A9[-uone[ndog BIAIY e [euoOnRUIU]
‘1oe[ngoy
WxXEZ A GRS A i Y B I B fH 10 suoneN
Wk o
17 Hz Wi 2 [
SIIUNOO pado[oAdp OWIOS UI SIQALIP IS0 pue ‘[e39[ ‘Aioje[n3ar pajear [oad[-uonendod jJo Arewmung [ 9[qel

RFBHYRBWSF AN X HBLHELEEAY TFE



11

A T MR B AR PR A B e ) L

¥

AN
VA

26 BT 25

LA U

‘(DLVIN) uonenuaouod orxo)-a[qeydod
-0B-WNWIXEW 9y} pue ‘(DFON) UOHENUIOUOD J0JJO-PIAIdSqo-0u oy ‘(DFOT) uon

-BI)USOUO0D J09JJO-PIAIISO JSOMO] AT} SE [[om st (T = ojer ypmoi1s uonendod) uopen

-UQOUO09 pIoysaIy) oy} uo paseq joedur joas[-uonendod exepowr 10f (DINJ) UONEHUD S[eOTaYd JO (£00T ur pasiaax) MeT [0Nuo) d
uede
[ps11] -U09 199JJ2-0u-pa3orpaid Ay Jo uoneALIdp Ay} papnjour [oudydjAuou se yons s[eINUAYO juowrageur ySryY €161 Ul paysiqeisg soourISqNS [eOTWAY)) r
Auoud ySiy swos Jo syuswissasse ysu oy 01 pardde usaq aary 1y soyovorddy T, T i (M1g)dy €000 €L61 PR 5 ¥
ORI RIGLEA A N A
o T 5L R T B 2 [ Y R R AORE N EOR T 3 (1
= she ST Br Al ) ZH ) Dl < 2 0 Yl S0 S o O 8 S T 305 T T e o U
‘A19A0921 Apnys 0} ssado1d sy 1661 Toquaydog 17
JO 9[ppru oy} I Jeymotos dre sayoeordde Jeorndwo uonendod 's1Se} Plolj-TOS M uonensisal pue JO DH/LS/L6
L661 Ul paysIjqesg uoru() ueadoing
[¥6 1T Spuo pue s10j0e} Ajofes pue soIpmys saroads o[Surs ym spres yoeordde paron Ng oyl Teaordde eoroyo moN QATIOAII(] [IOUNO))
. Ay L661 iy
B PO R [ T Y ER I LR T A ’ SHEE OF/LS/L6 !
R R TR NG A5 oA 2 A 27 e el A SO B e i
"BIqQUIN[OD) YSHII UI SOJIS PAJEUNEIUOD [[8 JO 9] > Amus 10V JUSWOSEUBIA 9ISBA\
-u0d AreordAy (sorweuAp uonerndod IOpISUOd pinom YdIyM) [9A9] ¢ JOLL Y} Je Sjuout UOIRUIIBIUOD OLIOISIY ‘erquinjo)
9661 Ul paystjqelsyg epeue)
[og°TT] -ssosse Surnnbar s)IS ‘saIs oIoads JOJ Pajen[eAd Uedq JABY S}OJO [9A9] uonendod pUE SISEI[AI [EJUIPIOOY yspig Jo oduIAoIg
¢ . i 4y 9661 Y&
WA GHAOK M Y AOG €LY AL S R ST v
(% GH G Grafi et 2 Bl Sl S8 BOLH Gr ¥ am 3 Joc 2 5 AR Q) 6 g 3 S AH I g s
UONRUIUEIUOD OLIOJSIY 10y U0NI3}01J
uowrdo[oasp erroyuo oy ur parjdun st uonodjord uonemndod [eonsnels Jo asn oy 9661 Ul PaysIqelsg epeue)
[o8°11] puB SISBI[AI [BJUIPIIOY [BIUSWIUOIIAUF UBIPRURD)
S 1 5 T B T - 7 9661 N
v RS L M Tl Mrda Y 1 e
uonezuegio
soqn1 [eS9[ o
SQOUSIJOY snooy [oAs[-uonendog BOIY aeq [euoneuIU]
‘1oe[nSoy
WX kg A GHRSE AN by Yer iy B Y [ 10 suoneN
T o
117 17 0 X2
125



12 s B OB ¥ i 15 %
RIEACT A A5 XU A, 95 e 2 ORI IALE WOBRIE,

e RS R | LR 2 A B D, R
SR KU A-BE A 7 o B A Sh A K P K
S A 2 AN TRI 01 AR 25 KBS PR HE R e ] 4 1
2R HUFR) 00 B 358 XS Al i A5 2 PR 3P B AR R A
Yy, XAERZHAG LT W R BRI, H
AN T B IER S RGERAFIE I, CAETT 8 E
TG E SR (UK AROIESHEs, HARTERREZ
T AT UG AL B 28 — D SR PR AL~y A B, $
T TR Sl 2 AR =T R KU A B A
PR KT 1A J2 THT PR SR A DAURH R 39 1SR A D A K
A S KU PR 2 a5

5 R (Expectation)

MBVEER R, A AR T s i 4 2 1%
AR, B 28R R AR R A D
AR S Re s B i K v, B S8 8 i A i SR 0
NATTE 3k DA A AR 09 T 5 AR A& R 1Y T 5K
55 2 v I g B AR S U ERAAT & SEPRTE AL, IE
T H SRR 22 A D b A A DR A2 B P A B
7R S (AN LB SRR KRR R RS PR 55 45 G ) Tl
KREIET, PR 50 A P 0 T 12 90 0 7K
SR SR ) 502 A s A ) AR K- 52 5
B SRR S KA DGR, 2 A S I E S
] o PR IR 7 B A A O A T 0 i A AR i 1 fR
P AR T Wil KA A A B R AR
AR, XUR A HIE N E B 2 T 25 AR R K
RS P 5, A A 2 b DURP R 7K T KU
PRI 58 25 A Ry AU 45 B ) E B S 5 K A

TR A 25 RS T 32 22 DL R R ASS 28 Sy At 17
TR (R ST e B 20 aek W O S R R K O 1 BT A1 K
it HEREA S AR L AT S80S — R R X
— PR AR e e R 2 BRI T HAEAS
KBS AN BN R KA S KBS AN 7 22
—AEHORZ IR DL RS

(DB FEFRHE 7K T A 25 KU DA 7 28 1 X
XU N IEAS B 8 7R RICR, T e Hh s A L & Tl i
HPPEAN 28 555

()R S5 5 RSS2 00 ) 55 22, oK 4 b
FEHEZS B TN | K 205 BEARHG | 35t 1% 78 5 1 2 (] 354
ST AT A 25 XU DA Hh Rl 25 L ) S SHER) 2% ] it
TIOABITEAN T kv, 3580 A 28 KURS T A 2 S M
AIHEVE;

(3) T35 FE AL TR ) Fa 1 AN o 1 P S s o

PR A2 25 B A A 57 G — RIS A i 530
1, ARG — 2D 2 BE TP AR K P A= 25 XU 712
HIFTE RIS ST, 3 DA AU A B R 54 v 2% JE b
I RS BRI TSR o KRR KT A 25 KU
VRO IR S5 T RS R I, T B — B E PR T
VBRI RS LR T 2232 P, A AR S E W o
(PR S RO SR AR | 38 XU (EL 9 SRR, DLARAIE
TAERSRE S W I L 08 AR AP RO, LA, B 9 IR
KA 25 ZRGE R AE 2K 1 A 25 XU P4 B 1 8
FIEE AT IRUBS: PEA 1) Ll 5 IR 2 A8 B2 1 1
RUEME A, BEF A 2 11 XSS A B Xl A 7K
SRS PP 7 ik A R A AT R4 B P A
IR R K P A 2 XU S 27 8l 14 SO
KM NANTIHEAZ . I, 72— R e 5 07
LR /R K X LR SRR N LR ZS U A, A
AMAAEAE CERANESE, 5| ERREE AR, A A
IR ERY R8I 25 ST AR i

BIREEE N2 04$1985—), 8, H+, 5B TETF, %
TR T e A AR FEBASREEN,
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