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Regional forest ecosystem services assessment: A Case Study of Ningxia Hui Autonomous

WEI Dong'? , YANG Yang’ NI Xi-lu*" , LI Zhi-gang” , LI Long’
(1. Ningxia Forestry Investigation and Planning Institute ,Yinchuan , Ningzia 750001, China; 2. State Key Laboratory of the Seedling

Bioengineering ,Yinchuan , Ningxia 750004 ,,Chinas 3. College of Forestry , Northwest A& F University ,Yangling , Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: Followed by the “Specifications for Assessment of Forest Ecosystem Services in China (LY/
T1721-2008)”, the value quantity of the forest ecosystem services of Ningxia was systematically and fully
evaluated based on the data of forest resources inventory (2015) and those of position observation. The re-
sults indicated that the total value of forest service function in Ningxia was 515 188. 07 million in 2015,
with 33 200 yuan « hm * « a~ ! in unit area. For different services, the values were in the order of biodiversi-
ty protection>water conservation_>atmosphere purification™conservation of soil>>carbon fixation>accu-
mulate nutrients. For values of diverse forest types,the order was hardwood forest™ polar > larch > soft
broad-leaved forest™spruce>>o0ak>>Chinese pine>>birch>>cypress>>Chinese white pine>Mongolian scotch
pine; while from the perspective of the values in unit area, the order was cypress™birch™soft broad-leaved
forest>>spruce>Mongolian scotch pine>Chinese pine=>oak>>Chinese white pine>>polar>>hardwood forest
>larch. The results indicated that forest ecosystem services of Yinchuan were huge, which could improve
people’s understanding of forest ecological benefit and play an important role in acceleration of ecological
civilization construction.
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AR Rl A A R AR AL O Nt R
AR AE 27 i ARAROOT Bl 3t AR 25 2R 8 B0 A g R kS
BEERERMMER . WS SIS 350%
s AT R RRbR AR 25 2R 0 1 F M AT BR AR 2E
BRGSO RS iz — o X T &
T B R DT 5 B M DL SR R Y i A DR
TS A SIS L T XK TR R
PR A R VD 224 2R A5 BR B B0 fE 559 » AR AR AR 25 &
G IR 55 D RE VAl 0 77 B b DX Y PR DR 4 R 22 5 K
HAREME L, A5y T a2 477
T EAT 70 A 6 3 I [ 36 KR 2R bR A 25 IR 55 20
AEEAT 1 A PPAY - L BT T A9 1 X B Jon 2 U0 4t e B
ARARIIR 55 2 BE A A 6L . 7T LA B2 v AT A A2 25 SO 38
P AR — 20 5 T 7 B X AR AR IR A O .
PSS GDP BB R AR S

1 B 5% K s

T E WG A A XA TR i AT R E P
ZRAHR A T B R a5 R R T s D ) S T
M, HBERHARAR 104°17" —107°39'E, 35°14" —39°23'
N, THEmMMBHE+ EKRIFEK 2 000 m A4, h#FH
M5 1A R 1 300~1 500 m, J6HF R 1 100 ~
1200 m, HIEFZEDIKE MBI +8E, B

A Bl PR S, AR KR 5. 3~9. 9°C L AE Y BT A
166.9~647.3 mm,4EHZE K & 2 512. 6 ~1 432.3
mm,FE¥ R 1. 8 ~3.0 m « s ', 4 H A4
2 254.9~3112.3 h, BA H BFE L HR 58 R
I TR AR Rr . R EAE PR AL A £
LN N3 Y N e NN 1= R N 5 2
HEFEAR AR IR . AR % RS T E
DXCH) D0 B Ao 2H B, 4 F2 SRR AL A3 S LA 11 A
PR &N (Lariz spp. ) (21 700 hm*) . = #2 (Pi-
cea asperata) (10 400 hm®) W ¥ (Pinus tabulae-
formis) (7 600 hm*) Ff1JE(2 000 hm®) Ag 1L (P.
armandii) (800 hm?®) | #& T # (P. sylvestris var.
mongholica) (400 hm?®) . 4% 28 (Populus) (28 400
hm?) k2% (Quercus) (11 200 hm?) . M2 (Betula)
(5 200 hm”) . % fd (11 600 hm®) il i g (55 800
hm?),

2 HtRFE

2.1 BIERIE

T BCHE e U8 T 2015 4F 7 B 2R bR IR 7 A Al
7 MO B 5 B 4 300 X000 R BT 9 Bk S [ MR
Jry B A B AR S R GE IR 55 D RE PR AR AL 25 2 28 e
KEERD,

Rl FRESERERSYEITGAHSALHE

Table 1 Social public data of forest ecological service functional assessment

25 B

R4

AR 1993 — 1999 AECH [ K FIl 4F %) - 34 K B FE AR #5022, 17 56+ ¢, 2005

APEIRE i (Ce) 6 LM0 TTE = U0 i keSO 2. 816 M2 510 263 1 6. 110 7 76 » ¢
KL R (KO 20958 + ] %E@%%%ﬂ%WT%Eﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmmﬁﬁm¥ﬁﬁjwﬁ9ﬁ
WA B (C ) 12.6 JG + m ° ANTHE0 TR £264 100 m® & 42 A~ T, B4 AN T4 R 30 i3
WElR & A i (R 14%
IR B i (R 15.01% AR AT 7= 5 3 B
SALHE E R (Ry) 50 %
WElR — B AL A% (C) 2 400 JC » t!
FALE LN HS (Co) 2 200 76 * t' 2007 FHEF M ks
H LB (Cs) 320 JG + t!
JE8 5% A 4% (Cae) 120070« t! R FH B R BB F A 150 SEoT (A AR 1 200 J©)
il & A A (Ca) 1 000G« t ! SR T v A N TR ] TLA 3B 9 3l vh 2007 4R 2 R A S g
AR E P B (K =) 1.27C « kg
AL (K spesn) 1.38 5 kg~ giiﬁﬁiﬁﬂiﬁ%f%mﬁémmﬁﬁ3H%Nmmﬁmwwﬁ&w
AEAYIA PR (Kgawn) 1.26 G » kg™!
[ 22 v B 2% (Kgra) 0.37C « kg ™!
T DL B 5 O IR T AR A S R G IR 55 Th B EAS MLYE (LY T1721-2008)L7)

2.2 HEERER

ARBEFE AT X T B X 11 A i BR324 R (G i
A A2 AL RS AR AL e RS L
B I FVREE ] AT RRAR AR 25 R GE IR 55 D REVE A 1355 18R

FRAKUR [E B A R E R E Y R AR
IEE RN W) Z R R A4 6 THIIRE 12 46 Pr .

2.3 EEFHE
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2.3. 1.1 AEPTKEMNE
Uy =10C, A(P—E—C) 1)
K Uy HBHRMAER T KEMEOT < a D3P R
MAMEE K (mm » a ') E AR ZE B (mm -
a ')C NIRRT E (mm - a ')A R R
(hm*),
2.3.1.2 bk EMmE
Uyr =10KA(P—E—C) (2)
KUy HRMAEGAOK M EOCT »a .
2.3.2 BmBEA AMREMNERK ER 2 MR
T2 TR R PR 61 Bl R SR T RE O
2.3.2.1 AEMREBRME
U =1.63Cy Ry AB 4F (3
KB Upe HARSFEEBRMAE(OT a5 Ry A
CO, W C & &5 By AR I3 (t e hm ? »
a ',
2.3.2.2 AERAEME
U =1. 19Cy ABy 4)
K U IMTEREMEOCT < a D,
2.3.3 HREEE AT EME RN 2 45
B LR BRI B LI RE .
2.3.3.1 [E+M{E
U =ACE (X, — X)) /p 5)
K U ISR EMEOT < a5 Xy bk
TR MBI (t - hm * « a ') X, R Jo AR 1 1
RO (t« hm ? = a )0 HLIERE (- m *),
2.3.3.2 ARAEME
Up=AX,—X)(NC,/R,+PC,/R,+
KC,/R;+MC,) (6)
K Up IR ERIEMNEOT « a5 N R
TS AR (%) PO AR AR B
(%) s K R R bR £ 6735 3 B i (000 s M S #f bk +
AN &0,
2.3.4 BREBRMAK
Usy =ABy (Nggy Cr /Ry + Py Co /Ry + Ko Co /Ry
(7
KA Uy IS B BB IAN(E (T » 2 D) s
Nypr WHRAKEITCEFG R (Y0 s Py WA TR &
() s Ky AIMAARARF TR S0,
2.3.5 HFAKXAIHRKE EHEMGFLE TR
T EEAFELLT 4 M55
2.3.5.1 AEWIR SO, #r {H
U-som =K s * A Qosm (3
KU =m0 R 23 48 W2 W0 — 480 Ak i f 1 (T

a ') s Q spem A IR TH AR AR OMRAE W IR AR Ak B i
(kg e hm ?+a '),
2.3.5.2 AEWCEALY N (E
Usien = Ksen *© A * Qunw (9

K Ugny IS AE R IBCRAL I (5T » a5
Qsiesn A ER A THTFRSE DU AR 43 4F W S SR AL ) £ (kg
hm 2 +a '),
2.3.5.3 EMWA ALY M E

Ugsien = Kusn * A * Quaen (10)

X Usoen AR AWM EOCT 2 s

Qs H AL THT AR 73 48 W i /A AL W i (kg -
hm *+a '),
2.3.5.4 AEMH#EEEAMNE

Uae =Kga © A Qua an

A U A ERBRMIEOT « a5 Qua N
PETE MR EH A (kg e hm™2 < a™!),
2.3.6 A4 3 HMEAY

Upy =Sy + A a2
KA Uy WY REMMEOT «a D35Sy N
B TH FRAE ) B B R AL 2 AR (JT + hm P .

a '),
3 HXRGM

3.1 HRRETRESTRS TR

3011 ERARKR RRMRIR IR K JE AN (E R R AR R
ARPRATF . AR T R A A KOO 5T B 1
ORI 2 A6k LA B A G SCRRE™ 45 B 45 AR 1) 28 iR 4y
A = AZ R 5500, T I BA 8000, W B L BE T R
T1V6 A #y TAYe, BR 2 6900, HER 710, # #t
75 %0 BRIEAR T4 Y0 RERAAR 7700 6 (2D W SR KR
BB 148 359.554 2 JT T,

3.1.2 BHmBA X IREMWEC LS OMY
3 6RO DAL
P I o FEAE AR e RS T A 9 AR
ARG IEE A BORAT B A 6] AR SE ALY 4R 2 K (R
3) o AT 2 (3) (4D e Al B3 4% ol 2R bR IS 7R [ e 1 R
S (R 3D [ R BE EUSMEL Dl 35 025, 53 Tt
3.1.3  tRE B ARMATARDE R MM 5 R JE B
e Vg 2 K i i AR AR AR R AR K A R [ 4R
FORGER THRE EEMOEMRY . RI\ERELSKE
PR Ry S E s 8 T H B IR XS MR AT 7
B ICARH 4 R A 30 t e hm e a TR 4,
MRARIRL eV R AR N L2 tem P (R DR
HEHERME N 62 779.41 JT G,
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Table 2 The value of water conservation in different forest types
ik TN e b N R
T FA 21 700 1766. 81 10 796. 47 3692. 64 14 489. 11
PN 10 400 1.905. 23 11 642. 28 3981.93 15 624. 20
LT 7 600 897. 25 5 482. 82 1875.25 7 358.06
iEES 2 000 236.12 1 442, 85 493. 49 1 936.33
ESITpVN 800 84. 68 517.43 176. 97 694. 41
T T 400 47. 22 288.57 98.70 387.27
IS 28 400 2 892. 54 17 675. 44 6 045. 41 23 720. 85
(e 11 200 1413.45 8 637.18 2 954,11 11 591. 29
M 5 200 613.91 3 751. 40 1283.07 5 034. 47
B 11 600 3009. 16 18 388.05 6 289. 14 24 677.19
i ¥ 55 800 5 224,72 31 926.71 10 919. 67 42 846. 37
%3 ARAFMRELBPHERBRINE
Table 3 The value of carbon fixation in different forest types (X10* g+ a1
PR AR A T ik e i T Bl A 18 BEME i ik g S AN
AR N 4.30 1.91 5.12 2 294. 77 5119. 56 7 414, 33
P 0. 64 0.28 0.76 341. 55 761.98 1103.53
I 0. 90 0. 40 1.07 480. 30 1071.54 1551.84
iEES 0.01 0.01 0.02 7.12 15. 87 22.99
LR 0.09 0. 04 0.10 16. 25 103.18 149, 44
[/ 0.05 0.02 0. 06 24. 90 55.56 80. 47
L7ES 7.36 3.27 8.75 3924, 24 8 754. 84 12 679.08
BE2 0.13 0.06 0.15 67. 60 150. 81 218.41
ek 1. 40 0. 62 1.67 747. 14 1 666. 83 2 413.97
L7 2.23 0.99 2.65 1188.30 2 651.06 3 839. 36
i 3.22 1.43 3.83 1718. 41 3833.72 5552.13
4 TAHZMEENRELENE
Table 4 The value of soil conservation in different forest types
. FERN st 14 135 135 T [ - g PR AT & i ¢ 18 FRAE A 1B RE 18
ZE 13 T A5 HR TRE SR OSHE OAPURILE /(X100 te /(X10%te /(XT10Y JE e /(X100 JE + /(X 10" TG
/(t e hm ?) /% /% /%% /% al) a ) a ) a ) a )
AN 6.00 0.28 0.1 1.58 0.05 52.08 104. 68 546. 84 6 961.5 7 508. 34
= 6.00 0. 62 0.11 1.74 0.12 24. 96 64. 65 262. 08 5012.42 5 274.5
HEVS 4,30 0.28 0.1 1.58 0.05 19.53 39. 26 205. 09 2 610.83 2 815.92
% 4. 90 3.62 0.28 0.1 0.02 5.02 20. 18 52,71 3362.42  3415.13
LTI 4. 50 0.28 0.1 1.35 0.09 2.04 3.71 21.42 252.3 273.72
(AN 4. 30 0.28 0.1 1.58 0.05 1.03 2.07 10. 79 137. 41 148. 21
(7B 2.00 0.35 0.09 2.13 0.08 79.52 210.73 834.96 13388.5 14 223.46
BE2 6.00 0.24 0.06 1.96 0.05 26. 88 62.09 282. 24 3686.23 3 968.47
S 7.50 0.35 0.09 2.13 0.08 11.7 31.01 122. 85 1969.89  2092.74
N 8.20 0.35 0.09 2.13 0.08 25.29 67.01 265. 52 4257.65  4523.17
1 i 7.50 0.24 0.06 1.96 0.05 125.55 290. 02 1318.28 17 217.48 18 535.76
3.1.4 REFHRMK FHEEFEAR A T AT FFE S B oI VT AR V™ S5 I AR 5T MRS VR

I F7 40 T AE A0 1 P9 B0 35 o o AR OR B AL
B B AR W AR MR R E SR A . AN
ARMRI R MOR & R W VAT L EE L3R 5, Pk
AR A2 B OF 5T 3 22 i S5 i WF 5 L AL A
2 RIS VBT BRSO R IR TR T AR

PIARY

Bt ) B R TR TN SR ST . PGSR L S5,
RERYRMAE N 5 797. 23 1T,

3.1.5 BRKATBE BEEABORICA F L
RIS 24 o MTIT B B e A A PR 2. SRt

A5 B R AR U SO, TR AL P W i/ A
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33 %

Py Az 4 A bn . R T E AT ST B B 2 5
B o A AN TR bR 2 A7 T AR IR SO, IR AL R

YR RE T LA S A BE 1 (R 6) . R KRR
#r{H >N 102 926. 30 J1JC.

x5 TRAFHREBRRZEFRYRNE

Table 5 The value of accumulate nutrients in different forest types
e oA oA oA HAMNE  HAMPR HamKkR OO
RRER g% aBR/% BWE/Y% JGeah  JGeah  Jaean PR
J(X10* g e a D)
FEAE /S 3.10 0.74 0.29 133 366. 65 31 835.91 12 476. 24 2 850. 22
N 7 3.10 0. 74 0.29 19 849. 92 4 738,37 1856.93 424, 22
LT 0.43 0.06 0.35 3871.94 540. 27 3151.58 88. 88
iiES 0. 54 0. 04 0. 30 72.04 5.34 40. 02 1.50
LSITEA 0.43 0.06 0.35 372. 85 52.03 303. 49 8.56
T T 0.43 0.06 0.35 200. 77 28.01 163. 42 4.61
7B 0.48 0.07 0.61 35 313. 65 5 149. 91 44 877.76 885.18
(e S 0.59 0.06 0.32 747.71 76. 04 405. 54 15. 82
(S 1.13 0.07 0. 32 15 827.91 980. 49 4 482.24 306.73
L g 1.05 0.10 0.29 23 391. 69 2227.78 6 460. 56 465. 05
1 1. 20 0.08 0. 30 38 659. 32 2 577.29 9 664. 83 746. 47
F6 ARHFMERMELXSNE
Table 6 The value of pollution purification in different forest types(kg «+ hm™2 « a=1),(X10* Jt » a~ 1)
P T R DATTEA DATTEA . - - ,
aHEm BARE AR %ﬁ;w ik W 20 o
SO; it AL ALY
TE AR 840 20 6 32 000 59. 89 16.41 20 832,00 23 095. 66
Zh 620 20 6 32 000 28.70 7.86 9 984,00 10 794. 33
A 510 20 6 52 000 20.98 5.75 11 856. 00 12 347. 84
[TiES 534 11 5 56 200 3.04 1.26 3372.00 3504. 46
LIRS 840 20 6 36 400 2.21 0. 60 873. 60 957.05
(RN 620 20 6 52 000 1. 10 0. 30 624. 00 655.17
[7ES 107 4.2 5 9 800 16. 46 17. 89 8 349. 60 8 748. 61
BR 90 6.8 5 43 200 10.51 7.06 14 515. 20 14 653.73
Mk 310 7.4 6 43 000 5.31 3.93 6 708. 00 6 910. 68
L7 89 4.9 6 10 110 7.84 8. 77 3518.28 3 658.78
i [ 89 4.9 6 10 110 37.73 42,18 16 924. 14 17 600. 00
3.1.6 A SHRKY BMELEYZHMER ®7 AEAHZMEREYSHEERPNE

R M AL i  AE AR Z R A T
Sy EE AR Y RS o E AR Y 2 R M R
D BOR TR M4 B9 Shannon-Wiener 48 50 WL %
7 LAY Z R RN (5 160 300 7T,
3.2 ZEMEBTRESTRESHEMESLLER

2015 4, T E [l A 36 X AR S R G0 55 T
BRI EN 515 188. 07 J7 T . B4 1 AL AR M AR 55 )
EM{E R 3.32 700 « hm >« a ' (K 8)., 6 FiflR5s
Dige (& WK BVNHEY A W Z FEVE OR3P > TR
FRKPE > H L KRB > R F L3> R >
MEERYII,

6 Fft il 55 Ty e A = AT o5 LLEE A I ks AR

Z # . 160 300 J7 JG, 31. 11%; i & /K U5
148 359. 55J7 J6,28. 80 % s i fb K< : 102 926. 31 Jj
JC.19. 98 % s F 1162 779.42 T I5,12.19%;

N
H
2
H

Table 7 Biodiversity conservation value according to

different forest types

Shannon- B T B AR A R Y 2

Mgy Wiener WK MHLLs A M E
Eig 1 J(GEehm 2 +a ) /(X10* TG +a D)

PRI 1.26 10 000 21 700
Py A 1.75 10 000 10 400
IS 1.91 10 000 7 600
2 1. 86 10 000 2 000
LITE/N 1.95 10 000 800
T 1.91 10 000 400
IS 1.47 10 000 28 400
BRE 1.54 10 000 11 200
HER 2.1 20 000 10 400
| 1.74 10 000 11 600
i i@l 1.54 10 000 55 800
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[i] B ¢ 4 - 35 025. 55 J7 I, 6. 8000 5 FL R E F2 W) it
5797.24576,1. 13% (E 1),

L) % R AR

31.11% L

28.80%

[ B R

7 6.80%

R H
NG S YR 12.19%
19.98% 1 13%

1 EWMBEMRESEERSIREBNELR

Fig.1 Value comparison of different forest ecological service

11 Fofobf o3 4 418 0% il 55 Dy g S A0 18 R0 BT 5 1e
. B R 141 080. 73 J7 UG, 27. 38%; # 2K
88 657. 18J7JG,17. 21 %0 Y& IT#A - 77 057. 66 T JG »
14.96% ; ¥k [ : 48 763. 55 J7 9. 9. 47% s = 4%+
43 620.78,8. 74 % s BE S . 41 647.72,8. 08 %0 sl #A
31 762. 54 JiJG, 6. 17% s #E 2. 27 158. 59 Jj Jt,
5.27% ; f125:10 880. 41 J5 g6, 2. 11% ; 4 11 4 »
2 883. 1877 JG, 0. 56 % ; #%& F #4: 1 675. 73 Ji JC,
0.33% (K 2),

if i
27.38

I
14.96%

|
3.3 BHESREREARSXBNERLE i;;“
RS, TE B BIR X 11 Fh s Rk IR 55 - L{i“"/g
IR RSN B > K> R > o 0365
B> 2540 = BR 2K  RA  HE>HK  A L b> h sov %/ ks 033%
TR (3 TR 5303 S < K MK B o8 o
o ‘ , B2 REHSHKESRGR SN E LB
>2:$}>*E¥AM§>(EE M&>H§%>ﬂé th M}>%H+)VA> Fig. 2 Value comparison of forest ecological service
*ﬁ;’é>ﬁf@ I{E o of differen forests
£8 FEMKBBEX 2015 EHZMESTRESIEMNE
Table 8 The value of forest ecological service of Ningxia in 2015
WRAR BB RN S Wbk 9 ai R
Wasm /o jo:k;t Cex 10?;‘; o '11011 % Plakicey /(iw?:;- FRIRE ) x'fo:+ . MBI
a 1) a 1) a 1) a1 a ) a a b hm % ea 1)
LN 14 489,11 7 414. 33 7 508. 34 2 850. 22 23 095. 66 21 700 77 057. 66 3.55
=~k 15 624. 20 1103.53 5 274.50 424,22 10 794. 33 10 400 43 620,78 4.19
MRV 7 358.06 1 551. 84 2 815.92 88. 88 12 347. 84 7 600 31 762. 54 4.18
ViSES 1 936.33 22.99 3 415.13 1.50 3 504. 46 2 000 10 880. 41 5.44
81 694. 41 149. 44 273.72 8.56 957. 05 800 2 883.18 3. 60
& 387.27 80. 47 148. 21 4.61 655,17 400 1675.73 4.19
7B 23 720. 85 12 679.08 14 223. 46 885.18 8 748.61 28 400 88 657.18 3.12
MR 11 591. 29 218. 41 3 968.47 15. 82 14 653.73 11 200 41 647.72 3.72
M 5 034.47 2 413.97 2092.74 306.73 6 910. 68 10 400 27 158.59 5.22
R 24 677.19 3 839. 36 4 523.17 465. 05 3 658.78 11 600 48 763. 55 4. 20
T 7] 42 846. 37 5552.13 18 535.76 746,47 17 600. 00 55 800 141 080.73 2.53
Ait 148 359. 55 35 025.55 62 779.42 5 797. 24 102 926. 31 160 300 515 188.07 3. 32 1))

% 5T

TR A G X RS RS 6 TR 55 Y fE
Hir{E >l 515 188. 07 J3 oG, B4 1 BN (L & 3. 32
Jigt e hm™* = a ', 6 Wik 55 D ag b AR 2 R AR
71 TR S KR RN Ak R ASORT B AR B (B RN RN
(1 79.89%  BLEAIX 3 WIDIREFE T E M AES R 5
Ik 55 Dige S A T A AL, b T
FKBENFEX TREEMESREEARENE XL,
AT 5 BRI A D K BT IR B = 8k i 2T Uk
F1%) T L R 2 7T I 7 A U T A 1 A (L v s X X T

T b XK TR B R S RS R AR A T ) R S A D A=
S,

T M X T2 B AR RIS AR B A S R o
P BRAE Y AR 55 T Ag B {E 43 9 A 141 080. 73,
88 657. 18 JLHI 77 057. 66 J1 I 4 IR 55 T g
{8 He A9 43 30 27. 38 %6 .17, 21 % Fl1 14. 96 % 3% T L
2 TIX 3 A AR Y T AR R . TR S RS
F18 T R L A 488 /0 AL JF B 7 T R B 4t 1 IR 45 ) e A
EEHEAE T 2 057 1 5 Bt Ry I 2 bR oy b 437 5
HR B A3

FE 2015 4F, T E A 77 AE (GDP) o2& 2 911, 77
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{8 T RBRMES RGNS e M0 51. 52
{28, 2015 AF iR 55 fr fB & A7 4 XA 7R (1Y
176 %6 X R W AR A 5 R 0 2 XA R &5 &
JERA — MRS SRR B RS M EE
PO IF AN i B L A i RS8R X ZRbK [ 98 B U A A
B RE 5 BT R A B0 2R 20 (6 LA SE B A XA
(T R R

ABFFEEE S LA L T RS R GRS U
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