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Understanding Darwin’s naturalization conundrum of alien species
invasion based on the multidimensional nature of functional traits
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Abstract: Darwin’s naturalization conundrum provides an important theoretical basis for predicting the invasion of alien species.
However, Darwin’s naturalization and pre-adaptation hypotheses predicted two different results. Darwin’s naturalization conundrum
debates whether differences or similarities among species promote the successful invasion of alien species, which may be due to the
neglect of the multidimensional nature of functional traits. The multidimensional nature of functional traits implies that different func-
tional traits represent different ecological functional axes. Invasion by alien species is the result of different ecological processes in
multiple dimensions. According to the modern species coexistence theory, this study constructed a model framework for invasion pre-
diction based on the two dimensions of environmental filtering and fitness differences. Different dimensions correspond to different
functional traits and species-similarity relationships. The prediction model showed that alien species that tended to be similar to n-
ative species in terms of environmental dimensions and different from native species in terms of fitness dimensions were potentially
invasive species, and their damage mainly depended on the community assembly of native communities. The model framework can
provide a theoretical basis for the early warning of alien species invasion and practical guidance for biodiversity protection and man-
agement.
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S BRI G (RS 3GIN DA Je 42 BRA A AR AL 45 41
kW AL R A ST S T 25 A FIHLIE (Seebens et
al.,2015; Sheppard et al.,2014) , T30 T &KW
ZHEIETTTAA 1224 (B Ak FZ5 12017 ; Molnar
et al., 2008) , FIMSNAAFf VS AEAAR LT A
Y Z RGP ) BRI N 2 R 45,2018 5
Mack et al., 2000; Sheppard,2019) . F|FHPFFHR
FRROE S AR DT S R AT A R Wy ol 5 A AR T AT LA
B 3 1K /R SR (Lemoine et al.,2016) , i8R 3C
IHAbARE ( Darwin’s naturalization hypothesis, DNH)
W TESA W B A MY M A B3 07, bR Py il
KA Ty 7 H IR AERF 9 AT R Z2 70 ( Daehler,
2001) . PRG3R 506 R R I BRI Y Rl
RIS R IR A ik Z ) Ao ] 5 4 | e fm] 1) K A B
AL T . PRI, ZE5 ARG LA TS i ) o
VA I3 0 FR W A1 K ) o o7 32 A 8 v B AR L)
% (Darwin,, 1859) , 3% A LA F 28 R A S A i 1] 55 4
WD DL K R B Z Ok i B ( Sheppard , 2019) , [F]
I, SRR SCW AR F SR YR TE & A 85 2 ) JE A
Hu I Y AR 55 B A2 AT RE Y . AHARL 1Y AR 2
FRE R AR B A= 2555 oK, A5 Zh R M Aoxt 24 b
RIS ST A B G g kPR A A T A R
(Proches et al.,2008) , X 5l J2 Tiiidi W {156 ( pre-ad-
aptation hypothesis, PAH) , % B 15 7] D3 15 2345 4o
DAL AR , R 2 Y BRI 25 1 25 e 40 DX Sl o )2 v .
A AL E B R B 0 8 F 4 (Lemoine et al.
2016) . ATAK, EEAINIX 2 MRUEHEAT T I,
WHEa R W 2 B T Z o0l ahie (T 3CE M B4
M ,2020) . —&FB 7 WF 58 2 B, FOAS 1 1y b 2 BE MR
ARABL I A1 > ) B 25 B WL B A 1= ( E1-Barougy et
al.,2020) , 53— 5r WF 52 A1 A AR B9 2598 ( Es-
coriza & Ruhi,2016) ; LA WL, IR YI R 54K
Hu AT RE P AR B 25 S R AR WA AR B R e S 1
WA, FEAS R A AR B Be A 6 S [A] B9 A F ( Divigek
et al.,2018) , ML SIRYIFHRIA LY Ff i) D e
PEAR 22 5 anAn] 52 e A= ) AARAR TH & — > FE 6 4 1Y
FOAS 8 7 P A9 1] 81 ( Jones et al.,2013; Li et al.,
2015; Park et al.,2020) , 35 /R SCIAPR AR LRI FIUE B
R A FR A 3K R S A ME BT ( Darwin’s conun-
drum) (FPIIEE 2018 ; Diez et al.,2008) .

FSL b IR SO AR G 18 1) FE RS P i ]
(22 S AL PR 2 T AP R A U A 4R .

SCE UL, AINHC W ol R0 AR 4 ol () 1 25 5 1 ( A A
P ) Al it RS A M Bl g A AR LA B A st B, 3
SEUR— B 2510 58 LR DR AT R 2 T ARk 4 il
ARSI e R Y Z 4Pk, Y Y RE TR
IS 2 N SN - N A EI PN
o AR 27 Hp 4 A1 5 ARG 56 B IR B ( Palma et al. ,
2021) , AN B — MR 2 B | 2w Ho Atttk A i
(Ao E , 23 BRI T BE R & W b 3L A7 1Y
R RERE ST (Wang et al.,2022) . ANRAEYIAY LI A
1R EIHBREMIR B YIRS, AR 4 FAR T A 7] A9 2
REMRAL & (5F H Je 45,2019, X # 4% 2010), —
SepiR (WA S AR BA R R B
XiF AR AN [ 46 B A B AR a0 BELAR P s
50 (Palma et al.,2021) , a0, KR E
(14 IR 5 (1 0 R B 1 P PR A S, T e B
JE MR R S GRS DA, R,
— BB RG I AR R TSR T A7 0 AR S B AR 2
SR R I T 55 74 1 ) P A S 1) AH AP ( Liao et
al.,2021) o PyFPAEHE e Az 28 258 {0 SR ms AT
RESEAT T e 1, (R IR AR T AR 25 25 1 T R A
1, P AR AR R 2 4t S 1A Y
A= B T2 A= 1 s SR 1 T R MR 1) 2 4k RRAE
HX ZR R R 1T B M s JR SO P RS A 5068 42
FELER AT AN BCR Y SERE B ARBF 4R H T —A
ST YRR RE R « B Bt 55 45 5 43 25 0 A1k
IR AR W FEESE B RUAE ZE R N APk Y
NAZ AR AL B AR 3l , AT A 2 W 2R PR
SRR RYIFIBT IG5 B R R =

1 NEITRENZ%N

W NARAE — E R E B 1T LU I A1 e ) Fil
A Hb 4 A 1) F A7 B (T S R ZE 2R TS, 20205
Latombe et al.,2021) , AW AAR 3L F2 0] DA A —
AL PEaR T TR AR (E 1),

FEDBRUEE b 9 BR i 2 e SR W AR
(R —TE i JE 2 (Funk er al.,2008) , " HHIk
A DL g MRz A A A WS v e AR A, i,
NPT AT e A S B 2 9 BN S I RRAE , 1M A
o Fp HA SO A etk 7R R R | BR
Beid UENG RSP R YA AR EE 3B “ 1T IR RS (Ked-
dy,1992; Kraft et al.,2015) . fJa, MR 6 5
GrflER Bl 08, & AR TR /NS L I 4B X
B, BUR S ISR AR S =l i IR ER .
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THLBRAE L ( Abrams, 1983 ; Divigek et al.,2018;
Violle et al.,2011) , A7 ()4 22 [6) 45 HY BLAHIR 22
5o TIERG AL EA A Yy pE YL g T HRLE )

REPER SR AL (B T4 2 Y IR e LAy, X L
P 23 BRI R AT A A 2SR Y L O
P fEvE AR YA [R50 A (Funk er al.,2008)

+ * x A+ < & + * *
R OAAQAA0A+ " KR
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o = °® 4 ‘t A 4% 2
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Fig.1 Invasion process of alien species and its multidimensional nature

IREE AL UE A Y R AR A ) AR T
A T 5, PREE b 8 2 0 o0 420 T PR 8 A dd R
A HA A TR LA ) Fh T R BT A S e R
AR . AR SE G HERR AR — P A
B A At U, B o) e (] o B b 0 P PR AR L | 3F
P VAR B ST 34 5] 3 A ( Franzén, 2004;
Weiher et al.,1998) , i3 45 FEBLFR by A= 2507 B ) 5
P BRARAANE o RV AL & B 2R, A 2540 25 (]
RSN, 3K — WA A 1 T R R
MMZAHT I BB R At ( Case, 1990) i 12 B A 2L
AR HUGEUR , D RE A4 1 AR H A V& 1T LAY B 50
> N2 T R 2 A 2547 (Moore et al.,2001)

SR, MR A AR EBEAL R, A EAT S A
HE T YOG RAEAE LU R 22/ | IX R 5 A b
PRI 5 02 AP R PR AR BT ) T e R R
(Lemoine et al.,2016) , B AP ILAFH BN N,
YRR S A TS Z R AGE A E R 2

4 B ( Chesson, 2000; MacDougall et al.,2009) .
R ARSI, AT & BLA ) AR AT LA
TEIAC RS BIS X A G0 —HE SR N ik — 2D i 52
FRE A, Ho ) AR 2507 22 S 9 ] 1Y 2 ) R 7E BT
23 (A] | I (] R WA A R b Al (At A
2017) o Wb Z 18] 0 Az A4 28 S BOR, M E] 55 4 1Y
SRE BN UM By A, S B 2 S iR
AR WP AE BT ISR R RO AR K
FERE ) 25 AT LAE A H B A S b e S e
12 5 (T SCERERZAMG ,2020) . 36 G2 F MK
(R T SR LA AT | TR S 3 5 8 s 1) ) o 5 2 1 )
TR G AR A e SRR . PRI, S AR b A
FHEG , I AR R i i HAA 38 5 A #al
AL 2E S AHIE RIS G LA XA A 7%
F':EEE 521 ( Sheppard ,2019)
WO, IF AN BT A AR 2145
5#4\%‘?%@%%(M30Dougaﬂ et al.,2009), 7Eff



- 196 -

YRR Journal of Biosafety

o532 4

R TR -5 ARZYF A R R 25 AR P AR K
FIRES H3E e MU, RIAE 2547 22 AL ( Carboni
et al.,2021) , WeAh FE2FILIR GEUR A P Ah b X4k
HUGEURAE I 55 22 A W, gl 2 7 5 S S P
TRAAS 1 B | AR 7T BE S5 e B AR 0 11 75 52 5 ) o
B, BISE A 3L HI ( Carboni er al.,2021) . G5
A MBS ST A SR EE Y, Rk — A4k
Y SA I — PR i A S R S AT
SZPF T G B, YR I & AR I A H
YIRS 22 8] 38 A B 22 S e T TR LE A il

A A
HhKPFh Alien species

S NIZES
Competitive
difference

FE
Fitness difference

AN ZE 5 Niche dissimilarity

RSP (B 2A) o QRA HURE 7% f) A0 2 2 i
T RPR 1 A5 bl R A 2 100 R A b A V% 1
AL AR, RES R YR 5 A s ) R A
B B B 22 57, AR W 1) I A {2 7T e
), 0F H— B AR, 1 S BEL 2 A MY Tl 52 4
HEFe , T 70 BRI G 3 ( 2B) 1% 2 AL
1l (AR AL 25 S AT A I ) g s ol WAR e 1 e S HC A
RIS H 5 PR R ILA T RS YRR R RS, AT
R AR T DI HE AR B AT F50I0 22 £k ( Kuebbing et
al.,2018; Mouillot et al.,2013) ,

4
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x R NER

Competitive

difference

EEEER
Fitness difference

HEANZESR Niche dissimilarity

2 NI THE AR FhiE KB E(ERLE
Fig.2 The interaction mechanisms between alien species and native species in the process of invasion
A 2E AL B SR RFEDLH

A: Niche dissimilarity mechanism; B: Competitive superiority mechanism.

2 IfeEEREY S 4

T REMHERIE 5 ) A A 3R I B3 M T 2
Al AR PR S5 W LA T O R AE (Roscher et al.,
2018) , HtksE TR AR AT AR AR S0 ( Ad-
ler et al.,2014) LI Xy Fh (] AH EAE FH 0 58 BE FAR 25
(Kunstler et al.,2016) , 7] LIAE Ry 2 & W Fh Az 25400
BHNA R T H (Violle & Jiang,2009) . FrifshfiE
PEAR Y 22 4874 ( multidimensional nature of functional
traits) , {2 [A) B D REHIR P BEAR R 6 AN [m] 9 2
STt H 2 m MR WS 5T AT RERAEA
[F]4: &5 T HE ( Bittebiere et al.,2019) , WFFE KR, 5
AN MEIR 22 5 5 3K S W) A HE R B9S2 S A X R Z
[Epee-F i O QU R Z .2 RSE ~yiek 7/ Ui el
He 540 22 546 5% ( Pérez-Ramos et al.,2019) ;{H 2,
B MRS 5 B 2 il CAn e BT RO
JE ARG ) I AR S 22 R A O I, X R R 2
FEVERYZE R AT Z2 451 (Kraft et al.,2015) , 1ELE
BRI PEARAE 2 A 45 2R dif = — 138 3k — 0
B X R REMRAEAR AR BE B e T 2% &
MRS, IR X S Z H IR, Yy I DI fig:
RS Z4E 0y, WA RE TR Ak o 5 B £ U 215 A1

F i) —4EHH ( Valverde-Barrantes & Blackwood ,2016) .

Bk, AR FEEPTERS(Z2h
M AR ) AR PR R 3 e R 25 2 T £ BT 42 3K
B P 2 5 AR T 1 At — S8 G B PRIk
TERIIEAE P 2, Rl I Se PR AT g L%
TET AR — 4R AR YA AR I 2 4
o TEARFLERE b, Dyae R g/ R —FE
TEASEHERE b SRR A ) ] 1) 2 BE A A
PEXS AR I AR 2 H Y, A S, 7R 55 A — 2
YEFE b SRR A s i ] (1) D) BEAH S M A
W, W9, SR AR ) AN ] B = A
B, I AR B DD REPE AR B 9K 5J) ( Liao et al.,2021) .
AE 0 Il A M AR ) 22 FE B AR A B B R
F AR, BV R S Y B R AR BCRE ) AR B Bl
TR A S ML, — SE7E A i 7 rh LA sl ™
A B KA ENISRIEY)H 2 5 AR ML AR YKL,
SR FH T SR MR 3E T 52 R0 DR ST P B IR B R G , ZhRE
PRAR Z2 2P 0 i 2k 7 0. 1 R BT R LI ) b B
REPEIR NI A R i b oM DA B T8 T2
YA A5 GEBE | 45 REASAG I R 1X 53 D) BE P RAE hy Hb
P/ LLUNCE SIS ESIE LS A I 3 A0
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G IR IR SCHY 2 M S AR BRI A — & A B HE R
(Carboni et al.,2013; Park et al.,2020; Proches et
al.,2008) , FHEC, BEFM BB AT DL IE A b 00 A
MRS 2 [ RUEE T 945 5 ( Molnar et al.
2008) . AL, EEEDIRE PR Y 48 B 1 i MRS P iR
ARG AR DG, LA S MR SE R 2 5 R i AR 2
K2 (Holdaway et al.,2011)

3 ETIREERSHEMERNNETIEEIES

S L, AT RLAE Y BLBR PR A 8 A0 A it
I8 3 B B EHEAT AR B AR R BN AT T, E
IR BRI B B, Sk bl e AT 5 i
IHOR 5% B9 A PRl R R R TR AR AT BEE
PO b A PEPR A S T AR Al o2 UAS )
PTG HAT AN HAT ISR, IR AT 2 L AAS
Aot R0 50 S 0y Aof 1] ) IO AR 25 S AL RE 400 25
I TR, 3o — Al L % S0 o A 1 T RE AN i DR
PRSI Bl 5™ B — 3 - OB T A B 9§ i
R —FRI T HABVEAR , N fE 6 RSN
AR UFRIE , DU A A R 5 | 2 SR W Rl
ALY E BER AR

USRS R RES SR HCR ], AR 4 D5 Ak
HKPFFRETT IR 14 B S R A B 2 B A
A=W v (LA AR AL AR A B 25 S 2 4
FE)2 BB, ARSI ARSI AR i
JEE R (H AR AL T Y, T IE P SR W B E
Ja R A AR ™ H 6 T 1) o ) 9 5 4 0 25 5%
BIE 5 BE 22 SR s B S AU s . IR, X T Aok My ol
A AR T ] L — 20 T 4 O #0350 5 20 R B
ZE5 2 YR (K 3)

RN EREs

Trait divergence

A AKX *
e+t 4.

.3 .yl
% 5 L 1) A R
jJS( & Potential invasive species
3{ 3

2
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Fig.3 Prediction model of species invasion based on the
multidimensional nature of functional traits

ALATRO . AE A B oty 4 B b 75 B AN Sk Fh
A PR AR [ 3 A SR YRl T fE LA
Hi ) B REAE DT A, T Bk W R R R S T
RN s AHR M, RIS G B 25 S 4R b SRR AESL
KRG A M FhSE S Sy PR B S, 25 SO
SRR TE S TR, B AR ol () T i
K, FIEE, AR BTG i fe 35 R i ok, R,
TEFRBE L IR 2 1 b 5 s gy Al R4 ] TR B 7
WG REERE T 5 A My AR ROk R 1 A1 SR W) R AR
AFTRERBTEM AR R (B 3) . R, X% 7E
AR i 116 35 A8 B B TS MR 7% ) A ek 7
WA M TS I T A A1 Ak B BE V5 P i 7
XUEEAE AR R e R & S80S HAE SN & E
B WA O FPSE A HE R B0 K4 (&1 2A) 5 T AR AR
RV R 5L T R 1 4 M B A Y IR A X
SETRTE I AR YRR T R BOR M TS 5 AR
DN E SR ZEDFP T8 FrHE R EL 2 K 4, V%
SRR E (B 2B) . WF5 B, 7 b KR
X [ 6 AR RS IF 4R IR SR Py Rl AR B 7E Ty
REMER L5 IRl — A= B S0 Hp () A b 4 oA AR AL
1B AR YFh 5 A sy b LA B U AR 1 A1 Sk B Fh R A
FRASTE, EATT G 4 T R A 35 b e A e i 4 T e
ARAS AL 1B, B AR 25 8] 19 321 2% ( Divigek et al.,
2018) . FbAAR MY AN IH AL ISR DR R AAR )
TR P bR 22 5 I, AR P AE A= HAT W B 7 v B
g iy F 2 PE R R E B LR, 2RI, AR
FRELAE B AR YIRS A R 2 SR 5
Pt i A 254 23 6] ( Divigek et al.,2018) , X 1F— &
FRIE 1 EPUE T AR ZE B Hh 00 OIS AU HE SR

4 HREE

AT T I BEVEIR A Z ik 23 T — 1
B T A0 R W R AR T A S RE 4 (H 2, B
SEIAN SRR REA B AR R HERR T, AR SR A TR
FRZW,, FEFRMAEWT I,
4.1 DheetE RS

JRUE D) R IR A 0 SR I v ) A0 A AR A
I, (ELJE: K D RE DR 7 P 0 AR 350 5 K
FIPE R AE T UM SRR AR BE T rh P 3 s g PR
KIALLK , AT F AR A A0F 58 A A A5 BE 7 e
JUANFIT VR 1 < DG bR (s ok 35 2 | L i i AR
S5 AW T BRBE AR A 5 bR w S A X 7 P LA R A
RS TIREAG A X, — Lo i F T Pl s 8 S
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THREHEAR A0 A A BRI A FRAR LI (Sheley &
James,2017; Tilman, 1997 ) , {H X S P 4R 2 75 B4
I T PIr Z3RAE A D RE R A k20 BH Aty )4k SCFE
WAL, MR A 2 9 0 22 25 JEC AR ) e 1 1 St AR
P, G, 5 IR RAOR AR G i IR TE B 38 2%
TEY RPN B B TE AL (AR R BRI
TIHA—E R X FE T8 P L (Pérez-Ramos et
al.,2019) . PRI, A R0 3 A2 e I o Rt A9 T e
ARG e — 2D O e, Bl an, Lo AR s R
JE R B DL RS AR TR R A OC Y D RE IR
(N ) S5 Y PIE W 5 4 ) A AR AH OC (Byun et
al.,2013; Westoby,1998) , iX S6 P IR EREAE S T W)
Pl REME R AR AR BB 50 P B OG T it 20T )
M7k (ARSI BL 73 BT 45 ) Xof e bR A7 0 2
TR AR 5 A 25 T B 4 E R) Y S RN G &R
XF 8 ) D REVEAR AT T — D RS A R T
PIFPPEAR AT AP R Tl AR TR 5 (1) HE Al
4.2 ThEEMEREV AT 224

A FE 3 I P b VAR 1) 22 PR AR S SR P Rp A
R E A (B R TR E B DD RE MR AR B
HZAR S B R T 98 M (trait plasticity ) H 2 P E
SPRYIFHRE TS M A B BRI R, AR T 2 1
] DU RGHRE G 80 G nh i N 55, S R A A SR
AR, ELAT g0 B S 0 AR R AR 2527 S (Mac-
kay et al.,2009) , X $EPR K HAT I P ] DL o
Az A 28 S BUCE I A BE L AR R ] 7 A 55
R AR HE T PR TE A RN EIREE 254 T Ry SL A7 B E A
1% (Pérez-Ramos et al.,2019) . F5TREHIR I Fh
G AR SN RYIFAAZ , AR LUK R $2 = A1
Ky AR L FR A Y R AR (Jung et al.,2010;
Paine et al.,2011) , 1 H. 0T LA 2048 7~ A A=z HL
(Albert et al.,2011; Clark et al.,2011)

W B MR AT PR RE S5 4 i A AR ) ) 5%
PR ARIRE Sy S AT RIS g A= W i A 4 A
ZOhE, T s A RESE P RE 1. AR YA
Lo, ARAE) H R AT BRG] 28 (3 B4
4%, 2017; Daehler, 2003; Mozdzer & Megonigal
2012) , 294 50% B AR I AR E 1 5 =R R
ATSAPEAR G (XS5, 20105 R FIEE ST, 2018
Ren & Zhang,2009) , FRAIA] SEPEHE AL R UG (evolu-
tion of plasticity hypothesis ) A 4 KA P 7E A = Hb
FTREHEAL T SR Y A AT S DT 2 i )

Ao HYPERAAS T2 45 K4 KRB BA 3R
RURT SR AR IAAE P AR 205 S LT S P 3R
ik PRARAGRN P AR S 5 A ]S40 = AR R B
S AESE ST AR AN [FE AN P I 14 3R
W RIS, PR D e IR () 22 i Pk 5 ] Sk ) ] g
R HAEM, Wik, F—4, Bzt —4 iR
[ R X S Py i BT A AR AR XS TR
4.3 EEERMESHE

ST IR MR A AR TINAR 5T, S5 BR 1k
S BRI OC B T e M IR A SR 3 R BR B AR E 1Y
Fe R URE LA AN [F) T B R (8] 1 P9 7 156 3R RN A
KR (MUt 418 ,2017) . RIS PE (ait inte-
gration) , iE SCHAN AR AR Z 18] AU OC & | SR KT
AR AR 1) B LR AE ( Godoy et al.,2012)
FERUAE AP AL O IE B 2 fR 2E A= ) 1 1 T
2 (Richards et al.,2006) , WFFEFEW], TR A1
(HAFII AR NF ER IR AR A A BN B A A4, 7 A X B
35 B W B WA Y ( Waitt & Levin, 1993) , M4k, %
TR AP T LA TE 2o B AR AN 38 7 1 3 3 0 T 98
PR ) AR SR 2 12 4715 8 ( Poot & Lambers, 2008 )
SR, HETC T RAVE SN 25 MR D> %
9O Z2 1 TR Ok B 22 RV A MR R R AR T 1Y)
YEFH . Ban , LART A SEHERT 2 % 20 26 280 ] S
RIS AV 2 (B A7 7E 1A OC 56 R (Gianoli & Palacio-
Lopez,2009) , 32— >4 N5 UF 1 30, 1K 2 DA
WLk, WA AT AR B35 W (Godoy et al.,
2012) , P, FEARRIARYEEE b4 SO a5, A
B SR AR D RE MR ) 22 S M Bl AR R | A 22
KX LT BE IR H] B A A S e B B B —
Aoy e AR PR T B DA R R A A A
AR AAR R AT DR
5 4iE

YT NRYF 2R S 38 U5 2 0 A
SRYIFTEAE AR YE BB A ) Z RV i
BEWFFENEY o F FH ) Fh ) 8 1 R AR AE B L A g
SOEIEA TR YRR AAZ T (0 B AR IR
IRSCFARME AT T 2 MR ARl 25 5, A
SCREAT T 38 IR SCUAARMERST ) PR, 38 1 8 21 >R 4 ol
NR ISR Z B Btk SR Y Fp AR 3 OB &SRR
1 SR B ) R MR B 22 A RRAE BB ZR R R 1T BE S
ik IR SCUA AR ME LI A S80E A, FELE R AT ABIEST
BRI FERE T AR — A T IR BT A U RS
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V2SS I P AE AR A U A SR, G2 Y i )
R IS B e L 5 Yy B bR ] TR
I 7RG S BEHERE b SR Yy R S 1 Sk B
MORTEAE R AR 0 HAG 3 B Bk T AR M e
BRI R L BRI SR ] S Sk W Bl AR Tl
LR B, W] N Y ZREPE R SR RA
YR EIBIA 5 B AR S R T . B, Aok
PR A A ST SR AT BT I O, AR R 3
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