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Positive and negative effects of the non-native plant,
Spartina alterniflora and its ecological control

Pei QIN™, Si-yu LI
Halophyte Research Laboratory, Nanjing University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210093, China

Abstract: Spartina alterniflora Loisel is a native plant along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts in America. With its high productivity,
propagation, tolerance, dense and vigorous belowground parts, this species colonizes new mudflats, forms a monoculture in intro-
duced areas, and shows strong invasion potential,, thus has negative ecological effects. This study aims to synthesize information on
the positive and negative effects of S. alterniflora. Information on naturalization trends of this species is available from Willapa Bay,
USA, with an introduction history of more than 100 years, in the San Francisco Bay, USA (introduction history of nearly 40 y) ,
and on Chinese coasts (introduction history of >30 y). There are also positive effects: protecting the seashore from storms, modif-
ying the landscape of mudflats ; accelerating land formation, changing the hydrological regime of estuaries; fixing carbon, decreasing
the release of greenhouse gasses; providing habitat and nutrients for some species. However, invsion by this plant also threatens re-
gional biodiversity. S. alterniflora should be managed considering the possible benefits. For example, in some coastal regions with
serious erosion, the eradication of this exotic should proceed prudently. In shoreline areas with higher sedimentation rate, and in
polder reclamation areas, ways of utilisation would be an effective method. Using the vast biomass of this plant as new food source,
health products, and biogas could limit its spreading and propagation, and such an ecological engineering could benefit both natural
biodiversity and local people’s income.

Key words: Spartina alterniflora; invasive plant; enantiomorph; positive and negative effects; ecological control
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FERIAAE (Ayres et al. ,2004) o 1979 419 TR A
KRB MG WA BLIA 55 3 T 3 B
[F] AR S B AB K B, DUBRAE R /N AR ) 1 85
B KK Spartina anglica Hubbard (443 [F J7 F1 5
o2 ,1985)

FRIE G HEH ALK B 5 Y 10 A34F, 25 b DA K
(R RRAF SN ALK R 5 I Fh e, e 0l T o B A0 £
FEAP R AR VR K Bl A AR AR TR (R, 1997
TREJT4E,1993; Qin, 1997) 4R AN T H L3
BHAES TR (QIn, 1998) o i 1992 4FfYALE.,
] VA AR R N TR 14 K J T ALk 6000 hm /2
A (A AE ,2008) o Z S5, AR KR 2002 AFEFEFR[H
(¥ 43+ 10 ARG B 5 112000 hm* (X8 [ & A2 3

H,2006) o 48 [ GEMETE Jay ST I R D, 3K [ v
it ALK SR 3 T A 34451 hm?, oo LAV
HEA HAUR K, 7K 18711 hm® (76745 ,2009) .

20 itz 80 4EAX, 51 Fh 2 36 = P4 AR IH 4 117 1Y
HACKFPUESE5 HH N K 5L Spartina foliosa
Trin. 2852, W75 H o £ 09 AR A0 3, 38 o Pk S50
PBK B T 24 Ml A i K R ¥ R F) 793 hm®
(Zaremba & McGowan,2004 ) ., BfiZE 20 {40 80 4F
Rt ARAEZS 2GR , AT IR T BAE K B
TE 3 [ VG &R, 4502 [H 4 v A4 19 7™ 8 1 ( Call-
away & Josselyn, 1992) ; 8K, L2 90 AL )5 A%
HALKFIE N SE R ARA A T B N IRZIHIA
iH (Anttila et al. ,1998 ; Sloop et al. ,2011) , SEE
FX B ACK B A AR B FAR P52 e 2 TR, — %
o HACK B2 AR B R . AR, B
FER T AR &7 1 R T AR e BOGRE, o5 4 1 I
KIFA AL, DT UM 21 DL 28K 7™ 5258, ik
TR IR DX YR AR RS S e H A 3B
DXCERFI T I, 38 BB R Y 22 55 4 2k AL 2352 1 ( An
et al. ,2007; Chen et al. ,2004) ; T &, 4 A\ R It
FIEPREE LR 470 2003 45K B ALK FLHIA b [ 5 41t
16 M ARF BHZHT

20k 20 RAERHILFI A GHE , 22 FON B ALK Y
TAHURIE o7 B e, J1R) 25 G R A 8 g o T
ASCE A AT 10 40 [ N S 56 B ALK B0 B
FEVCSC, o3BT HEAE 5 A 2800, PR it 58 iR & A
HA A A, IF X HAR A dl e @ e %

1 k10 £FREREFENE
HARKEG| AT 10 47245 (10— Be it i,
FE T F2 B AE i 2 ROK B R e TT 2% F ¢ o
(Ja B 45 N R AR BT BT ) ST, H 32 2
SRR BESE T 2 ASKHE T AR B936 SCHE 1985 4R RUR
el R A K B BIE S B R ——22 4 Sk i
TR SCAE) (3 Tk R B E A K BT e S 11
T ) 5 1992 AR H RS H R COR B0 118 o7 IR 5% )
SR (E TR E AR RIS RIIE 29 B .
J 5 IR 2003 4R F AR K BRI A P E B AR
Tl B B IS R T2 R AR B AR K B (1 A f5
FIIE $7 A4 25300 RO WSS ok i Z2 . 2003 ~2012 4,
Tk A% 001 T K 22 00 G AR K B 38 S0k 320
. RFEACI SCBHER T 5 44 1 SRR R R
(75 ) FERIME AR (52 5% P BB (30
) R RUBI R (18 5) H B R (17 5) .

BRI IE A SRV A 194 R, EEW K
AR ARV B g 80 et T B HL % 1 AR B 1)

46 Ji (b FE M P A S BcE L 1) o ] I,
2005 4 LA 3 2 0T BARK B G oR # 2
T 2010 4FIRBNEAE , Z )5 R EA P . 2006
AN AR AR 2 A50N, A BIF9E 18 SC A T AR ARV .
B BT, P47 % L IE AR RO MR R £
AV Bk e NN 3 7/ E a9
] B AR S50 LA MY P T 1 9 AR Bl B AR
KEEA HHE R HN . 2003 ~ 2012 4F, BRI R
FA K ALK SCI i3 1062 F . Horp, 26 [H i
2,35 620 Ji s FERZ, hy 148 Ji s HoAth 5 5K Fl i,
X 3R 204 T, HEBUHT S 44 092 HIA A (30 )
BARAE (25 ) B (23 ) (R VU RFFIEL Y (4% 22
B ) INEER (20 45) (P LR 434 Science Cita-
tion Index Expanded, 3 1), T EFH L H ALK IF
SRV SCLE SCHUR T AE BRI 2 5%, 5

llj\ﬂ‘? CH AR 5 ﬁ'ﬁ%lﬁﬁﬁ%‘zﬁ’]ﬁ%*@ﬁi

AN P SCEUR T AR AR BN 1Y 3 9 . 3K AT
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Fig. 1
in Chinese Core Journals during the period 2003 ~2012
1E : W R AE AR SO 18 SCRG B s 32 R 6 AR AR Y
ISR 15 - R A AR BR 18 SO

P Papers detailing positive effects; N: Papers reporting negative effects;

The number of papers on S. alterniflora published

C: Papers regarding control and eradication.

F1 2003 ~2012 F£H[E EELRE
BRERKRER SCI g
Table 1 ~ The number of papers on S. alterniflora published

in SCI journals during the period 2003 ~2012

iEP i N & C

6y Wit

Year HHE EEH  pE EE  PE KE Tl
China USA  China USA  China USA

2003 1 62 0 8 0 4 75
2004 3 50 1 8 0 4 66
2005 0 54 0 6 0 5 65
2006 6 63 2 5 1 1 78
2007 8 60 7 6 1 1 83
2008 12 54 5 5 2 2 80
2009 23 57 9 8 3 1 101
2010 16 52 7 7 3 3 88
2011 17 46 7 6 3 1 80
2012 4 38 5 2 2 1 52

B3t Total 90 536 43 61 15 23 768

TE : 2 FOE A BN A8 SCR B 88 T 51 A SO Y
W SCH 15 - R LA AR BR 18 SC8
P. Papers detailing positive effects; N: Papers reporting negative

effects; C: Papers regarding control and eradication.

2 HERAKREWIEAESA
2.1 mRBREIESHE=MHRIER

2004 47 12 F B Je Mg MLAT 20 ARE 1 19
Vi V2 1 DX A2 B () o R AR A /N e BFSEHR L 4T
PR ELAT B feb RN TR A FH Bt ) 2T AR 5 B R
P R I . 2T AR TE B RS N E] 1000 m,
Werm HA 0.12 m, JLT-A] P ZWE AT (Barbier et al. |
2008) T H ALK FAREE i K2 S AR, THIR1EH]

B —% . Knutson et al. (1982 ) & ¥, JZ IR (LA
HAEKE 1 m, JERERAI R 2 26% 5 40 m Bl H ALK
FOR AT 2 mo i, TRV 37 Yk
0,5 m F XN T 100 m 58 B AL KRR I, B
T TRBE SN 97% (FRIMAE 2008 ) , i et LA BRI
IRAESIMY 10 £, 1994 4F 17 5 & WAE IR M BB, 1
T8 TH 45 i AR RIS , AR 7 m, B TR 10 ~
11 m, 70% FIHA RIS FRAERESE B, A 15 km
KA SERF B2 i T34 200 m F5 1Y B ALK =
R T A RIEIRIE T (Wan et al. ,2009) ,

SR RT3 e DR %8 1 B TEL AE K B AR
i LA s 1) A= iy ) FTE G A0 B0 7 AT K, B
U T IR AL DR M Y SO0 5 o A, LA KA
WP A TS SR AR AN R G 0B SR G5 (Levin,
2006) , =5 T EAMTHIA S H (Ma er al. ,2011) L
Z U B AEHBACEAT, eV B A8 B 3
Phragmites australis Trin. ex Steud I = #F #E &L
Scirpus mariqueter Tang et Wang (Li et al. ,2009) , 7%
TACERTE B AL BRI TE Suaeda glauca Bge ([R1FE 5
&2 2011)
2.2 (RRMERERIIN S A Ak SR S E R

HAEKR BT IR Y [R] ), 250 B8 6% 26k B 7K
SRRV , 3 SEJIe Vb 5 2 U v 2 e T, DT A2
HE T WETTAY 2l 3 TRRE T, i3 2 Bl 3% B ( Stumpf,
1983) o Haill 4 , pz A it () — Ak B AR K B REVR I E
AEPMC B AR 61 em (FNERHb I T UL, R KN
31 em) T 55— A0 R E 1Y DU IRV B AR K B T Y
YK HE ZE K 45 em (Mitsch & Gosselink , 2000 ) .
FEFR E IR AU IR F VLR YR B K, B K
AL IRRCR BB o, AR AR 65 U 2 Ah e S D
PHAY 56 Abiagm s, B AR K FEME 3.4 AE IR
BN 48.5 ~ 52,1 em, 17 [F] 451 516 3k %) J < 3 Oy
10.5 ~16.9 cm ( Chung et al. ,2004) , WiiLFhfE K
AR I BT R - ik 11333.33 hm? ( ZEAER,
1998 ) ; VLI 1 H.AE A B 5L T8 348 HoOGRE 2 It AR
I 900 J7 m® YE Ty, AR F A £ 4 1000 hm® L) I,
PRI RS P (P B ,2001)

TE R I A U8 VD AR R A T A, B AR OK BT
AT ASE PR A ] 1 7K SR SRy, T R U R R S X Y
TR B, e A AT AL ( Daehler & Strong,
1996 ) , 38 (i 76 DX 48 FiF T AF, 35 B > LR 1Y 22 5F
Pk o
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2.3 EmMMERMEESENGER

H T B AEK R BA B A K 2 R i T
FREEE 5 e B VR HT R AR 1 | |
TR R AR AR R R . AR
JUBETD 3 e 4 [k | [ R0 R5CR B 0 FE A, B AR
K FA [ B L [ VR W] S 0 T A A Al ) 35 it
— MR FEE (Liao et al. ,2007 ) , H. H ALK ¥ R 55
88 7 R e B HE R A AR IR T AR AR o
IR A B, {1 AR KRG Bl 11 147 1 S A Ty
540 ( Liao et al. ,2008)

BT A T2 R T AR Gk T IR B 45k 52
Z, WA 25 1)) )2l A TR () P A B A 1 (] Bk
PEAYIE RIS o X B R b A R R BUR e
HABKFLR P 25 AR RE R KR 5 v 7 A 0 T e S5 IR =
SR I S S R 2%, WK R i i A Y
HEfCHE F (Chen et al. ,2007 ; Ding et al. ,2010) , H.
A=y R AR K ) W R i W TR
(Cheng et al. ,2007 ) , A it W Bb 27 DA% B ALK B
ER VRO I SRR Y TR, X0 S T s Y A
A B E o
2.4 A—EYRIREEF S E A RE X H i
P0G 2 IR AR SR 1

VER ISR TR IR M A R AR B, B AE K B — T
T AT AE Sy 33X A4S BR8P L | SRR R R4S Y IS A B
Y 2 g EL s PR AL E I MR R
T35 TR Ay O3 U v e b B b B K S g%
PEHRVE FREG A, AT BERT I 5 LA S PR 2. B 5E
FBRA ARSI 2845 7 A AR R, 2 xt
XAV P BAR K

e MY ) SO T ME R IG5 ) . Netto et all.
(2009) BF5% T [ 74 75 %K Paranagu’a Bay 5] [A] 17 K
RUEAR S 5945 R oA, ZE AR A 0 T 2 3 59
FRRAE Y, Horb, BAE KR FEEhVE oA 47 F, Ot
H HA 36 B, HLIX 2 A R 48 32250 A 1Y AW 3l
PR SE AN o RIIAH , B ALK B I6 K S A
BLHE TS A it v K A sh 4 it 1 R A A9 78 72 F
ZEZS ] BRrh LA (2005 ) B E 1 ISR
R B AP SR = b R A IS Sh TR E T &5
g, R IR ARS: X8 A6 K Rk DN A 3 ) %85 %y
3119 A4~ + m ™ SR T BB RERE (3459 4 - m ™) 5
WL 7, HARK B AR BUE T R R G E

FREEHE , AL R IR b, 08 & R 3 K
Ty =R B ERIE Y A R R R
BFNT M = AR . TES R ) — T
WI5ERE, BAT 10 45 B ALK R 5] 7 52 /b /A
HARKRBER B R BUR A Sh Yy AR A R A
Vi Wy s R A T R M XY
S TEA S 51 R P s iy 5 —FEHL AR RE YD, BR
TR E R, HAb e B AR T B A (S &
45,2008 o SKELIYARIGIN T OGREA BT 5
[vi) oy 95 27K RIS 91 v ) T2 ME Sl i b 32 31
B, DTG R B I B W A 2B P 2
JE R m TAROEME . PUARAE(2010) AIFSE 30, 5
JEEAEK R AR R A R 2 B, RS 3h )
BEIE WL b - FEE R 2 RV S 1 e ik T A8
€ Brusati & Grosholz (2007) #FFiESE, IH4x 1L %5
) —Fh s Macoma petalum L. 786 - i) % T
i TARELRE, Zhou et al. (2009) BF5E T J5 AL
MRS RIS 25 3 A, e B H AR K FEER T IR
WIsh ¥ A= i W1 8 1O, (B R RO R ROk
W2 DRGEPIREWAAF . W, BAEK
A RS T e A B A R R B R e Y
BRI LRI, 9% 2R G0 v & 43 SIS G 3l ) 35 4 1
B, T3 SIS B0 W) AN 38 0L T 22 R M T I 5 Tk 4 52
fis FEHEFINSZ 0 e 2 Bl I 2= AR AL R B R
BEEZIHEBA

BeAh, BARKE W] LR S A L3 R P Fh A AR 2
B, IFE LB ENT. MEARIBE I, 51
MK B 2% 52 IF 5 AU E (Zaremba & McGowan,
2004 ) ; TESERAZARME , BAE K B 58 4 1 =12 E R R
FIHZEL I B AL H (Chen et al. ,2004) ; 7275
b, FARK F R B 5 K A B TR 1 B AR K
FEBEHRL A= o % AR S A, X B 7= A HERE AR AR
ROV (PRIE S5 ,2011) 55, B AEK B Y58 AL A
THRTER P, X8 BT | e BT RIR G A B Y ) 3
T8 R, DL R HE s A 1 (Wang et al. ,2006)

KTX ML, REZBFEH NN, BAEK
T A 1 R T AR B G, %/ 22 LG RE
A S 3 A TR B 5 2K 43 R ) (Daehler &
Strong,1996; Ma et al. ,2011) , {H A5 — 2L i T,
fift o Ma et al. (2011) 7E Fe B 5% B 2R e &8 70 1
A= SR e PRI 2 R, B A0 A K e R = A A
AL BUa AR . Nordby et al. (2009) &3, T
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TV R T T &, TH A Ll % By oK s R R
Melospiza melodia Wilson 2T ¥ fG, , EATEPE 2 FhiAx
+ ¥ FpER M B Salicornia virginica Fern. & Brack. | Ji
¥ Grindelia stricta D. C. FIH ALK EHETE M 50 51
HAESG# RS ERAOUNHT# 1 30% , KN 5 %
ASAAET AT, A T Z BIWIOK R 28, (HZ, BT
PR R TAE L AR K B V5 S AL, R Rz A
W58 Z K I ZR . I — I Wi e 5 2 K e
A Rallus longirostris Boddaert { i Y645 b 46 K BE
FEVX 51 ( Daehler & Strong,1996) , H H 8 /X0 7F
125 H ALK B #52 TEAH C (Foin & Brenchley-
Jackson,1991)

SRS SEN, DL Li et al. (2009) 43 5
IR R E o bfiliz AR e A R 87 C AT 8N J7
PR Ay TRV O 4 Fh R K B R
£ Chelon haematocheilus Temminck & Schlegel \ B 2
SR Synechogobius ommaturus Richardson | fifi ff1
Lateolabrax japonicus Cuvier et Valenciennes E B
H ¥R Exopalaemon carinicauda Holthuis A& IR,
Hor 48% ~68% S H ALK SR {LRY , miAs L AHY) T
SRR TR I ST AN T 20% o Chen et al.
(2007 ) X B ALK FEH = 10 5 4 b Y & R v
T LTS, R B T A S AR AL, B
FEOK B A e o i () AV ) R DL S, S 4
T HACAKREERH TR 2 B R SRS

ARSI UERT SR Bl BAE K B AR S
LTI M AR 22784k, A% A= )l ox 3k 6 725 A 1 1 257
AR S e 1 5 BR80T et £ 02
MIOCER , WA T AR KR E 7 A SR A BT

3 BERAREMARTHER

Wy B BE AU T VA 2 1 R I 3 7 5 A
A IERA Wy AT R R B A, MY
IR CALR) B9k (4L ) 2 ix s B4 v Yy —
oo IHAAE Y A RAE Y B — A7 4 i A
— AN A X Z 5, G K A AR, 2 &
BT AR RS RGEA T EIR— 03, A SR
A 355 L A MR I 35 22001
31 #HRMZERKREZRTSEAK
31 BEAUMAES RS 1894 4RSS PYILRAE
SR B AR S T HAR 2 MK 4T W5 Ostrea
gigas Thunberg FE5H 7\l , 765 | A 5[5 45 & U) ZE UL

5L ( Chesepeack Bay ) AW fIt Bt Ff 14 [] i, TG 25
P E ALK AT AGERIIATE . 20 T2 40 4RAX, 4EHE
WAV B BLAEOK R AT 4B, kA 20 122 80 4EAX,
H ALK NI 58 A Y B AT 2552, B A0 E AP 5K
I (Sayce,1991) . FRHE 1996 4E W Ge 1], AL K B R
TEAELERLIAVE 0SB 7 W T8 B 2000 ~ 2500 hm?,
[ G )9 1T BLEA B 6000 hm, $23/T 17000 hm?
2R MA TS REIR M A9 1/3 (Reeves, 1998 ) , Ferraro
& Cole (2007) P& 1 HERLIFE 7 Fft A= 58 o i) JEE A
SWIZERE , K ALK B A 355 v IS G Bl ) 1) A= ) e
B (IR A B T 0 Z A S b, HELE R
¥ Zostera marina L. FHWGHE S H 2 )5 -
3.1.2 xf Y B AR A4l A A IR 7 R A R
HERLMAYE B A LW Fp R 2 A KRR 0.9 ~
1.2 m (Borse et al. ,2005) , Fy T K-35 04 it s 4 b
HLAEKFRR DR HAV 2 b A 38 53 4 B AR K
{5 i s ORI 3 2040 1 4ERLIA 7 00 05 77
A R L M R 4 A B H & (Simenstad &
Fresh, 1995) , SR 7L 005 728 5 10 005 22 B
T 0.5 ~ 1.1 m BRI, BN HCE AER SR i 4
(Simenstad & Thom,1995) . iz GIS & 4%
#} (http: // depts. washington. edu/natmap/explorer/
Begin. html) HoXF , AERIMATE SUAT 4+ 85 57 5837 52 H.AE
KB 1 LYK 10% ~15% | T3k Se 3258 37
ZARA TR GE ( Campbell et al. ,2009) , A UL, .
AEOK 0T AR V25 0 5 5 B R AN R 2 Y
WG FRFE G T E AR K B 1) ¥ 5 1], 5 HAE K
ISt s B el T B AE K B4 B AR T, vl T
FRIE D BTIE K, 48 v 7 ARG s BT, PRI, 2002 A
HE TP BURT SRy PR 47 A 37 W 725 D W A 20 55 2
B MR ER BAEK REHRIFR B0 2 RAR R BOxt, 24
TR 57 R A B8ORS AR 1T 28 25 4E 3R ( Camp-
bell et al. ,2009) ,
3.1.3 #1314  Thom et al. (2003) HFFEUERA,
RIS BALK BAFTER) AR SRR AR T
ORI S5 F8) AR A 2K T, 00 B A0 7R SCORTARG J2, 3t 34 455
HOXTH & A F, Magnussen & Hilborn (2003 ) if
WF T S [ PH AL AR ORI B2 20 AT Y R By 1 £
Oncorhynchus keta Walbaum [ A= 773R , 45 SR B, 4
FLMAYE ) Coho K Ut 3 A fe R /71 46 (3.9% )
PR AR 5R] DL R 2 SR AL e 4 B A B A s, e
TRV HERA R ,20 T4 90 4EFRLOK , 4ERLIMATE £h
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A VTR R LA 2.4 ~ 4.8 mm - 457" (Thom,
1992) , A% T 5% [ A4S jE T (13 mm « 4F7") (Si-
menstad & Thom,1995) , 5 H 16K ¥ & e 2218 19 R
A AR VA VTR R (2.5 ~6.0 mm - A7)
#H31% ( Bricker-Urso et al. ,1989)

25 LR AERLIATE () AR K B SR BB A0 H
NUHERRG NENZR G EZ L E 5 S
VFZ A - H 2R AR B N b Ia] A Je A g4k 5 HE
Ry R AR B e 4 (4 9 A2 S I 55 T fg , an i Ak K
BT BB I SE , AR R O AR
32 BLWEERAXERALLERE

Py, SEE VAR ARG 31 A H b A 6 A
WK F R [ 53 TOKEFL IR F Spartina pat-
ens (Aiton) Muhl Fl1 Spartina densiflora Brogn. ] A
12, HAEK AR LR [X s HA 2 R0 A H 42 10
7% (Daehler & Strong,1996)

T 40 AFk , BAE K FEAE IH 4 1LV (1) & IR ZS
KM THERMATE , Josselyn et al. (1993) WF5E K& BE,
HAERFEER TE AU N K B R T8 b i AT B P S
WA .35 22 5, RS B AE AR BRI K B — 3%
A R WR B R R TR A S BT 4k o A KW
FILRXGAE 5C [E] ZR AR U I 22 55 VG BRI ) Ry 4 A, (7R
PR AYEE Hh oA L IH 42 L0V © 2090 N R YA, AL
£ 1000 ~ 1500 H, K BEBRY LLH ALK TR VA i
PR AN B U B S, PR Y B A K R
HR IR A2 T 3t bt A 5t Py ok 2 7 22 3t 2% (htep : //
en. wikipedia. org) o MMMEEE AR PR H LU A T
2004 ~2010 4FA 45 H 4 1T 7E N Y 60 /> i W
MG R S B AR R T AR, K R R IR
FAOROC R, BB TH 4 LUV B A6 K B AR B | 42 1
3 A TR (DA 2005 4EAK (Y 120 hm Ji /b 5
2009 4ERKAYAS L 30 hm? ) | K BE B B Al SRR
K ( DA 2007 4EFR9 500 4 K % 2010 4EF 1A
B 200 H ) (McBroom et al. ,2010)

EH N T H ALK E s il 2 AR /) i AR
AR T L2, e — 2B ) R0 A Al fit 1] 49F 5 1 [+
AT , DI — B 047 2 A 7 385 Al B3 A R
PRI HE TR AT ) A4 WX F T, B e e A
THEBRG MR RE,

3.3 HAEEXERARTLEE
33.1 RHEMBEESRARSIREE AN A
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