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ABSTRACT The genetic diversity and population structure of Formosa landlocked
salmon (Oncorhynchus masou formosanus) in Chichiawan Stream was assessed using
AFLP markers for two consecutive years (2004 and 2005). A total of 196 loci were
generated in 60 individuals using 3 primer pairs, of which 58 were polymorphic with a
proportion of 29.59%. The population has low genetic diversity (Nei’s gene diversity =
0.0565), with average similarity value of 0.9692, and average genetic distance of 0.0312.
Both the NJ dendrogram and the genetic variation revealed by using AFLP markers
indicate a strong spatial and geographic pattern in the existing Formosa landlocked
salmon. We speculate that the Formosa landlocked salmon populations, adapted to the
mainstream of Tachia River, probably were once the core populations for the
metapopulation. Human activities have altered the composition of salmon populations
and consequently damaged the metapopulation structure. Diversities within and among
salmon subpopulations have substantially reduced due to the extinction of many local
populations, as well as a reduction in population size of most extant populations.
Re-establishment of metapopulation structure among Chichiawan Stream salmon
populations would help to slow the loss of diversity in the presently isolated populations.
Restocking advices for fisheries managers are also provided in this paper.
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eEEERVER (GEELHY L
Oncorhynchus masou formosanus) & & &5
HYESHT OB < BN T2 KA Ry A G
PRTE R 5 8 (551959; Gwo et al. 1996, 1999;
[ 2000a) %3 > HPAKEDER ~ #OR T
1858 ~ BEHE ~ MM - Rtk KRR
ERE  GEERAIOERINEE AN  THER
&8 ZlrE bR PEE AR BBk AE
FEREFIm SR EUE(RE 1987; Gwo et al.
1996, 1999; 2008; = 2000a) °

RE IR ERVBRE - S8 AEH AR
A BRI B RN VB IRE - HE
20THEC40FAR LIS » (R Rs NISUEEFAES » i
it SSHUKENBERE ERE - (568
ek FEORY o A B B A B R B R (PR SR 1987,
1988) - H Al F g E R KR B &
FEZIOM B N ENEER R E S
FIEE > HERVREREF=H6GR(Y
2007)

ENGBiEAEREEY VSRR
SEMAEVIEATERY N - BURN IR B BB
75 Ry B BT TORGE(PMREE 1987, 1988,
1990; fE5E 2006) « FTFHK - EEFHEIR AR
HIBS T » B P USRS W T 5
BN TBIEE B ROR - (B4 A0 EE
ARRREHIIE(E S 200058 2007) - ZA1M0 -
B R R A D - XA R R
JELLIAEE R A S (SRR R
B IR A AR R RS E - BEUREE
BRI R G RUGR RS P AR s RN
HEREEE - SRS EEERE NS R
BEAYIE BB DRI RE R S B L RE Tt
[ (FAZE 1987, 1988; Gwo et al. 1996, 1999;
%% 2000; F[ 2006) o K[ - 2 A HIEEZS
Btk IR B AR YR (A - 25
HiEER(L78 )] » R IVEBEHE (R B RIgHY
R

WEE TRV RO RY TR RS I - 1R R
BIE RS T H 4 BT AV & A

TrFEERD MG EIRR A B (H 2 AR 1 RO 4%
B4 BIanEEtEdESY 25 DNARAPD) ~ [R
il PR e B ME(RFLP) e i
& %15 4 (AFLP) ~ fifé 24250 (SSR; simple
sequence repeat ) FIEE A BIHEE(VNTR;
minisatellite) ~Hr47#% DNA (mt DNA)F5I 5347
ZEHT5(Liu and Cordes 2004) - H.1 AFLP {23

W Ry R B AERN sy — B4 S
T RFLP HYAEREMAIE G 22 5 6 S E(PCR)
Hy=RUE - BARTHREARD - BEsEREE
AI5E ~ HEMES - SEMERERSEER - JF
HEGHR TR ST TR - HIEAR
BHZEER ] AFLP 73F-f50 » A 3 &R
1% LI SRR (B e S A AR (AR -

RIS 7A

— ~ PRARA] B RE R ER B F 8 S 7025
CREBRZRBALNEPBRAF RN B
o BRAG 14 AH - EEEEL 9 AR F
PIZRRELY 0.3 AR SRR 0.54 AR Y
Fb o LE7GHE 1700 25 K2 1900 25 KB JREIAHT
FERRBRME: TR, 1 T =5RE 0 RY
4.2 N BRI RIEERAE 0.02 2 0.04 7 [H &
EAZE: (PR 1987, 1988; L& 2000; #k
2000) o =58 I EEE mAE N R
H BRI B s > PREEHUEEV R M e RS RS
ARESATHY T — 5% o A EEEESSN —
SR ) R EURIE S Ry EL - — 2 RS R
&9 2577 AR TR = SEIERE 1601 AR (E]
1) o ZEEFHREERTH B # 0N G ~ Men R AR bAT
IAZE » TGO N T el R AR JRE
FEHAMEAEI NEGSINAHRE > T =
SR8 ) BPHRDIERY 2006 FEE MR E 5 4 b Al AR
f#] (#K 2000; FEFIFHE 2006) - EREZE—F
=R Y R R AR A — 2 SRS
ERURM AL G PSRy £ (41%), R Ry KRG %
it 30%HY R =& I 24.5%: & &+
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100Km

1~ M5B R SR N R bR A PR EE RS - 8
T ARG TS o BRI

24% > JEAT A FSHE D2 14% (F£2000) -

AN (2004 F2 2005 ) E &SR
TIEREN(10~11 F) #ETERE - FET-H4E
(977 EREE 30 RS RAV/INAN 15 5] 26 A5y
2R GEEEaS 60 B - SR BERERE
UG E R > FERETIE R (K= E
%) > WE FRIAE o KIHEfERE AR
BRI 95% 215 » Fiith ZFEEIR T 5y AR K1k -
Bl ERVAS Y =YE N WA S =R =T
FARIFRY -20°C 5 HMERF M -

— ~ DNA %£Hy

FRZR 1/ S TR BR 2L U A R & B i
HYELRIZH DNA - i FH 1%35 A5 fE ¢ 2 2 Dk
(Agarose gel)fg il DNA f5E% M -

= ~ AFLP f54UEREHY

fE48 Vos ZE (1995 )7 AN E g > 65T
S |14 ER AR MEED s E R
BT -

A« HUEER4H DNA fin#% 100ng » Trull
(10w/ul )0.1ud » 10xY+/Tango buffer (57 & 4% {d
M) 4.0ul > FHN ddH,O %7 ELRESHR 20ul © it
PCR &t 65°C H§) 2 /NI - FEfIA EcoR 1
(10wpul ) 0.1ul »ddH,0 1.9l 4 PCR &t 37°C
BED) 2 /NI © A T0°C HiE 15 738 > (HlRA
FIEME  4C T ORFEH -

FAERHE T\ EFE M

B 6 A

#MEE  BEUISEFEY) Sul > 10mM ATP
0.5ul, EcoR I adapter (SuM) 0.5ul > Mse I adapter
(50uM) 0.5ul » T4 DNA ligase (10 u/ul) 0.1pl >
FAIN ddH,O % K7 EREAGTE 20ul < % 37°C MR
JE 4 /NI o B 4C T ORFH -

TR S IE © HBEFEY) 1ul > 10xPCR
buffer plus Mg, + 2ul » ANTP(10mM) > 0.4pl £
10 uM B & 2~ EcoR 1 preamp primer
(5°-GACTGCGTACCAATTC-3%)» 0.4ul #Y 10
WM R JE 2 Mse T
(5°-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAA-3") » 0.4ul Taq
(5wul) » PCR ZFERRM: © E e
94°C 2 43 5 FEE 94°C 30 %) > 56°C 60 )
72°C 60 #b » 3£ 20 {§ cycles : B 4C THRfF
i - 4% 1.5 % BIHE1E RS B A i R TR e
FEPIN A © BZEEYIH ddH,0 Fiks 10 £ - &
Y ACTIRFHH -

BRI RN R E - Y Sl THIBIE MR E &
& > 10xPCR buffer plus Mg2+ 2ul - EcoR I+3
5](27.8ng/ul) 0.4ul > Mse 1+3 5 [F-(27.8ng/ul)
0.4ul » Taq polymerase 0.2ul ~ i ddH,O E445%
TRy 20ul = PCR SZJEMR(: © 5 94°C 2 738
FH94°C 30%) > 65°C 30 %) > (F cycle SR
& 1°C)» 72°C 60 ¥ > 10 {EEHEETR Ly
94°C 30 F) > 56°C 30 b > 72°C 60 b > 26 {f
cycles o S JESEFRAZ ] 1.5%IEHEEEE A i HI TR
T EYIME o RN S EEYIIRIER 4 CH
i -

preamp  primer

polymerase

SRR N IR SERE B K BLERA ¢ DL 6%
By 8 M BN M BR B B B2 (Denaturing
polyacrylamide) ~ 1xTBE &Z{ENR#EITEIK - &
KorER 0 [EE ~ SR - HESRENRE
(Bassam et al. 1991) - [EEREAC T A 20ml
Acetic acid+1980ml ddH,O - [&ERFHE] 30 47
PUE s $RZ% K (silver staining solution)fit 77 : 3ml
Formaldehyde+10g AgNO;+ 400ul 1%Na,S,0;
70 ddH,0 % 2000ml » Z4t 30 53§ DL | 5 5
/& (Developing solution) @ 3ml Formaldehyde
+10g NaOH Jjjif ddH,0 % 2000ml -
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e > TER > RIEE - M55

Rl A FEEENS TR

Primer Total bands Monomorphic bands Polymorphic bands
E-AGC/M-CTT 61 53 (86.89%) 8 (13.11%)
E-AGC/M-CTG 61 43 (70.49%) 18 (29.51%)
E-AAG/M-CTT 74 42 (56.76%) 32 (43.24%)
Total (3 primer pairs) 196 138 (70.41%) 58 (29.59%)

FIESHY AFLP fE4UEFHE R 8 AE b - £
Microsoft Excel #1[) Visual Basic 282 4R HI0Y
xR (£% 2000) - HESEMEHEEBE - %
BEME R BB E R LR TR NS = BRI
Pl Z 8 ( Similarity ) ~ ¥ {HFEHE(Genetic distance)
FEIASH(Nei and Li 1979) - JREN > 8 F B
Ebfl= (R BREBE/ MR BREE)

*x100% - EHFEEED ) = -InS - FAALLZRE(S) >

Sij=2 Nij /(Ni+Nj) - =1 Sij FHIIZE - Nij
FyERS i B j SRR BAYEE 0 Ni v Nj 9371
RERS 1 B j R H2A R BHEE - SIMREIE
B i Y Hardy-Wemberg R RE > A
POPGEN1.32 (Yeh and Boyle 1997) » s+EEEE
1Y 7 5 2% £ 1 45 # (Gene diversity) (Nei
1973) - Egf5orfr (Assignment) HIRE 1~ 0 8
FHEEE A Freetree Ui (Hampl et al. 2001)
tr > DL Nei ZE{EFHERERHEENT © Neighbor
join method) 7 £ B M & - W KF 2 A 2
MEGA3.1(Kumar et al. 2004) #RHS B2 g
H o FIJF Network 4.1 1 MVSP v3.1 #ta i £

B 5 4y 1 (PCA ; Principal component
analysis) o F & A4 N AR BT A4 BB ik FUTR BT

1+ 58 (REEIR S BEVERE F B2 (polymorphic
band ) $F{EELREEASENE - 122 LB AT
s -

&R

— ~ AFLP R {RArAvim s R
REERILE A ERYBE RS [ T8
(E60RE BB ik fa Y S8 FE  DNAKE L - 45
196{EARLEY R BY) (FR1) - Horpr138{H A B
(70.41%) FolfRBery =M (Eg LA © HaRs8(H
FEE (29.59%) ERIE > EES - IS

4

B - {5 7 B A SRR AR L8 E
324 > PIY19.3(H - Z R AL BEEE B AE
13.11%~43.24% 2 5 (F1) - E-AAG/M-CTT
fo i BE S R RV Ry (32)¢43.24%) -
P& LLE-AGC/M-CTT 5[ 3~ ¥ {5 1 H{ HY AFLP
fESUERE R - ERAFLPHRERE R HIa tH4s
SR(E2) - AFLPHYFIEEST 250 /1002350 bp
(BRAEHS) -

= R - BESRMHRRE B ETR
Ko ke Ry

GIEEER AR 60 - [HRIIA
A Fy 58 RV E (HIEERE Ry 0.0312 > HE{HAH

Al AZ A3 A4 AS AG AT AB AD ALD ALL AIZ AI3 AT4 AIS AIGALTAIBAI9N bp
i . | S T N 300
B - = |

S
is.ﬂﬁﬂl

T 4-1

= E s i

- L - =

2~ LI E-AGC/M-CTT 5 | F-¥ &8 {1y AFLP
feaUERY - thEE /s FITRE4RE T AFLP $5
SUEFEM RN © 8 (A1~A19) L& 19
& 2004 &8 AEEARRVERST FiH (V) &
TNHED oy B RS R R R R MR Y R B
(polymorphic band) HJHt 75 - M £ 10bp DNA
S F-EfEscY) (marker) -



Coord. 2 (29.78%)

Clade 2

Mz Clade 1

3~ DA Nei’s JE{EFERE R ATBE(ND) AFTig
HUBTLE - 2004 FERVREAGRSE Fy A 5 2005 4F
HIBEARGRTE R B © 2004 FJREF L2 H AREF
(clade) 1 FIZEE 3 tHAY A 4HEK > 1M 2005 4%
BE B 2B 1 FIZEE 2 AV B 4HAK -

Clade 2 A 02004
a
A8
A
£AB12
B3
DA
BT Clade 3 m ]
#B2 AT
T,
r OA2
% A1
8o a5
Clade T o

Coord. 1 (47.83%)

4 ~ FIFH E R 73 M7 (PCA) FEEWF (o,
2004;/\, 2005) &EREEEEANE —RFE
FRTT e ERUR BN SE — Rl e s
B 47 83%IM 58 = R 29.78% (& 4)
WHUR 58 B A G B AR ER =+
FLZEE (clade) -

BRAEEEE T /\EE W

B 6 A

{LLFE By 0.9692 » Nei 28 {E 2B A5 f 0.0565 -
3 RyDANei’s Z&EpERE R NI AR (L
el e - 58 EE AR ek A T DUy =(E 3
FILEFE (clade) - ZBF 1 37 36 {E{EEE - 55
HE 2004 FHY (A3~ A4~ A9~ Al2~ Al13 -
Al5-A16~A17~A18~A19~A20 A21~A22 -
A23 ~ A24 ~ A25~ A26 ~ A27 ~ A28 ~ A29 ~ A30)
K 2005 4Efy (B2 ~ B7 ~ B8 ~ B9 ~ B13 ~ B15 ~
B18 ~ B20 ~ B21 - B22 - B23 ~ B24 ~ B25 ~ B26 -
B27) - ZEF 2 H 13 {E{EFE - GiEkE 2004
FHY(A8) K 2005 £ (B1-B4-B5-B6~B10~
B1l1 ~ B12 ~ B14 ~ B16 ~ B17 ~ B19 ~ B28) - %
B3 A 9 (E{EAS  BFE 2K H 2004 6T (B3) K
2005 £FHY (A1~A2~A5~A6-A7~A10~All ~
A14)°2004 FIFERFFZHZEE 1| MIZREE 3 FHY
A GHRR T 2005 SEIERE B ARE 1 FI&Ef2
By B 4HEY © koot (PCA) tER 58 &
P4 QB RT RN = T AR B
FRkfs (Coord. 1) fii = ERERERAY 47.83% » [
T F R (Coord. 2) {5 29.78% ([&] 4) - BIZZFN
FEAREY A BB T R R T R Y R M
RN BRI E) - S53HAE 2005 FFATA 58
2RSS R B (polymorphic band) 1 - 22
BR(EV =57 2 — ) R A R R EE AL
M#%EZE (Frequency of band; F = 100%) > 55 21
B (BI=00 2 —)HE SR B AL R R Al
A (F = 0%) - HER 15 (RAYEHER RS A
RFEEES) (E 5)

BRI B O LR (B 2
GER B R S EYITE - it ABUES)
(B3 ~ TR IR ~ fOR ~ EERISE) - Bk
WA S » ORI EF - IR E
TR o5 - B E ha e b IRR R
FRA - SR GEEAGREEE SRR 5k
BEEEAL - ANEZYE - E (A E R E
7 (Gwo et al. 1996,1999;%( 2000a,b; Healey
etal., 2001; & 2007) EEH LRI —(EP)HE
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FHIFESSRAVADE - & T Ireg iy iEE
FIR - R IR R SR AR E 2R
+4r 820 F1E S (Hanski and Gilpin 1997,
Cooper and Mangel 1999; Healey et al. 2001 ) -
ARWFEH] FHAFLP 73 IR R i ilS & 8 et
RUfiE £ 7 25k M A B D ER AR 1929.59% » TR K
K A (Pseudosciaena crocea) BF 4 EEERY
AFLPZ A ML BE IR 77 )1 R 76.6%(E %
2002); E.ff (Pagrus major)(F% 2000) ¥4
i EE Ry 58.4 ~ 64.0%; If §F  (Paralichthys
olivaceus) BF4EHERE F546.2% (GEZE 2004)';%
4L A (Lutjanus argentimaculatus) ¥ 4= e EE By
5714 %( 5k % 2003) - By 4E FH G R
(Gymnocypris przewalskii) £ 69.45 ~ 77.26%
(Chen et al. 2005) #}iz B EEER - (E1ER
H & B B E 2 B MR - T H2005E 5
BEHEAGEHERBENEMUARBEE A
0.9633 - (&G Ay HEERE -39 K 0.0374E0LL
2004 218 CPIIFHIIZREL 0.946 - “FEEE
PEEE 0.055) & - BIRATRERH K Gk Ak
B E EIER B/ NEE -

[EI8F IR O IR AR - 2003
PRI 2o R M AR R A Y AR LR 20044805

100 presies o

Brsaes o 2004
90 | \ \
L] —=— 2005
2 80[

7
60 |

sor \ =0
40+ E [

30+ 1 .

20 b |

10 - 2

IEE TR RRRENRETNRRRRRARY  FRRR RN s x KRR )
30 40 50

Frequency of bands

0 LALLL LRI LIl
10 20
Polymorphic bands

[/]5 ~ AT £E. (200412005 8B A= £ T ek e B
h BRER RE ZEEVE R7T (polymorphic) ¥ i
FLN RS E R S BE - 20054F (o) #EE ik
PR 220/ =002 —) R SRR
HENECEEmEE F = 100%) - 521k
(HI=r2—) SRS EE N E
F(F = 0%) o FER1SHRAVEHEZLRIARE M frEF
A

KL HEEIETEA  BAFERAFETENIE
FEEH AR AR R AVE AR E 1] - &8RS
fiek R LSS SRR HY AR N IR B R RS Y
HS - NI EERS R E R (B5) - BliE
HAVENE (B MRS EEEERET
By 4 BB E AUERRIHRRG A T AR B e
HEBI (SAIFE 2000; FRA1ML 2006c,d;
% 2008) - EHEGREFEE Y SEMRER LR
PERETEEE - BB N BEESRME
SLEEETE -
REFEEREE I (58 —9RFnIEEI s
=REMERE LA BN RIERR) LEA
BRLLCRAT (S L4080 R)KIRBHRE - T
— SRRSO ROYIE] - 58 M 4BIREE
WA EEFE B g d > IR E
N 0 A SEER R AT BE 14 - Sakata 2
(2005) £ HARBI LN EEAR &L EFf » —
B AT AR DI85 T PRl 19 2. 5 2% B B
BB 117258 (fluvial form ) FRfEAETT 7
=R EEN T Raa - MO B
¥ & (mark-release-recapture; mark and
recapture) BHZEJTIA » MAMIEE I DAY
PEE A B A EFEIHERE - KE Y (E 5
(78%) #P AR EEEER RS > LS E R
IR (75~100/3 ) « Nakano % (1990) &5
A)llfE (amago) BB « BIHET]
TEIERE  BEHERS LA F TR
Tt A AR B SRR T E A L
o MR SR iR R FC 5 A BH(Nakano et
al., 1990; Nakamura et al., 2002; Sakata et al.
2005) - = HE R iE AU H AR IR — (oo
i o AMERRAVAI H AR EREE (L) FE
(FFF1/E 2006;FH% 2006) - N EEARKHEL
BRI F R IEUDL H AT UNARIAS N o 6
Kumozu A= UER 2 e ES (Nakano et
al. 1990; #EFIFK 2000 ; Sakata et. al. 2005) » F;
MR E g LR 2 &8 ezt gl
BB AREE SR AR A fEAE S LR fURE
BENTT Rl - #0005 (2006)F1 F & HE
Be - BTN BBk AL RURRLE &
(500 Ry - BT /DB E RS & M) 1 E e
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RIEEE 2.5 H) #E) - B (2006) fHASELR
BN BRI AT N SR B i e DU
FytER o MR EEAEIERE (20~T00R) £ BT
TR ) - Bk A PR K NMEARE
ZRENTS B - 22 A TS S AT
S (ECFIAR 2000) o ABH ST H 48 [ 4 LLAFLP
Sy B REEE SR SHEENE
VESE FEBRRE TR OT R R 22 2B (clade ~ X
JBERE) - ARiH5E 38T DLAFLPIR e 48 iy s b
fEF R B A (& ~ M - PREEHES -
TENEL L HHEZAHR (FERBEREE)

R LB AP0 B AT BN 5B — SR E 26
=R  f AN BB SRR R
TG B A REE I EIAH (B R R
(metapopulation) » 3Ifi B i °] §E LA FH W e A [F]HY
BEREA CE/EMRIEHEM5); resident &
mobile types) » 7553 FI| R [EI L 22 A AH 22
HUREERES - SR TE ANIB B E) -
SEE L ARV R BEN B — 9k
HREIFE =9 2R ANENTEZEZR
o GUEE EIREEHVEE SRR - S9Ah BBT
SRRV 20064 L Be e ek FR (IR

BB AT DA (ZERIBR 2006) » FA T2
FEEE SRS bR - B
T St L S A A1 8 i 2 i Y 28 5 R S
Bl > RSB RS -

RE R 2 — 4B AR B YR IERE
(Subpopulation) #Hfk  JRE[RRIIZREEE HZE A
A RS > AT DhAE b SO A AT R {E DA
VTG FAH R IR RS 2247 (Hanski and
Gilpin 1997)» B IUBEE ~ [EIAVDHRE T 2588
SRR ARV ERSAIATR « R R R aEE T
FIAE S H2SaIReE - EbHr 8 - F
Ay~ AR - BEEMEAVIRIER P (local
adaptation) 4= FEIRIEAYZFIVE (FRE - 406
S ARRE AT R EEE) DUESEERE  E
SIS R RS R R R S B
Y FE Y fE (Cooper and Mangel 1999;
Rieman and Dunham 2000) - {54065 f R e
BYRIEEIRRNG S8 BT A ARE
01 R EA SIS P (fE AV E TS ~ B

g

ROBEEHE T/ \EE—W

B 6 A

B ROGIIMERITE 4 A TE TR —(E
FOBUERFER) - fFEEfEE(Oncorhynchus masou)
FE N Y TR AER} U (Salmonidae) » % &t Ky
I O E R T LA R A i S S R Y
LAY SO (SEAIE 2006a,b ) » [E—P)fE
& 23 A b E AR > B a
(Oncorhynchus nerka) A4 J& 52 5k 7 F 2
W~ R R A R et e Y (kokanee) (AT
7 2006a,b,c,d) o FFRTE ST GRE T 2 52
SURME - A 7 SR B ZIEAL - R EE]E
JEIERE SRS H S8 8 B X DK
(£ I FH 48 7 B2 52 Y {5 4 (Cooper and Mangel
1999; Hilderbrand and Lershner 2000; Rieman
and Dunham 2000; Hofen and Scarnecchia
2006) o FAFHEAELZ LN ARFZE RN G
EPEEER - GBI ROR R S £ SR
R IEREF IR £ B LA IREE -

L e TR M R e R A R B P RE P R
fEsER R4 - (HHA IO R (ERS & 8
AP - & B AEFAE RIGRERAE R FIE R
RILHT KRR - EEERABRRR Y B H M -
Pt LARRM A2 Fh 48 B R B P iAe - B S EE
JE JE T B AR IRBEATRE R —BF () TREE
(Hanski and Gilpin 1997; Cooper and Mangel
1999) - GBS AL EFNEE TAEER
THERERT  REHEEEEHERERE A
TREF AR SRR SR LAY S8 AR
FERUR 29.59%({RATHY AR Ky /b BERGFT
WA BRI B SRR E REF TP Y
PR - B R M 22 4E - (H 5B R
2R E RIS BT Rtz M1V (5
o [EREHRFEN B A E —EEE ST
HERE IR > S EHIRIREF S - Bt
IR A FAR R [EAC RS - 1 EAE 1
—iE - HEEAT I (AR A RS AL ORagiis
HIZ R ME ROt SR AERERTRE RS (in situ)IE2
HEfSF VB E BRI R R K BRI FTEA
P IEZ L A BRI Y S B b - SRR
ik E1 ' 2% Pl 2 S O AL 7 A R JRT a0 A A S 855
At DM IO (E RS T R B R A @

T Rl R N R 22 R RE K - (&



B B i RS B P ) S8 IO B (8 e 2 A2 0E
2 BEENESYEAVERRE - SiEaEkER
BRI E ~ R HAE AR
MENE R R - AR D B SRR B
Bt - B YR SRR AR RSO - BV
TBEERAYEL RS ~ S aEs - [#EY)
EREHRR > (RERFENEEBREAZEBZ

o
o

B TR 5 B E R B ) - B E
EERBEA - Mok AR R - EEERERR
&~ THRCHE - RaRlE TAErh e ReFE—HIEE
BIRISZRY - RN T S e HetE YRR 2507 &l
it ~ BT ARCE/NE  FEYIRT 208 BB AT
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