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FHHMERI o RBEFEEARNKREN T, TR HENNIRERTD A 4 &,
REMINRER S, Bk, MALR_BH—=BLMHMERN A 6 FTHAE, A
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AR EVMFE, RMRTFEALESHRIFHX, BT ARERNHTHE, AXKERTEA
MBERRRIIDN 4 s BT RAR 3 MAERRY, 4 MFBAEEDE; NAFHAHE
FHABERAB BN ASGERMBTR T I AR Z L, EET AR
EAMBREESMANERFRZ— ' :

AXREZER LRI —8D, EREDENHINZEERBETNBOERTRR
PR ETRAEHES N TEIN LR, ET XN EE B AT K, T EHIERERT K
W0 B R4 RO I, SRR S AT R B R o M ROK 2 (B 50 IRAE Z 0 A5 A AR
EEELERE LR, |

F A BB R AR AR SR R

BEE AR R R, AAELT BN T A LTNRETR BB T, X RBERI#
e (Lindstrom, 1973, 1974; Conway-Morris, 1976; Briggs ez al., 1983; Sweet, 1981),
FRA MR AR SEMAIE A I MBI,  Lindstuom (1964) A FR A& B
B DI B 25 T B H i gk, AR X FRESMAK AT R B TR I, L E R WY, Lane (1968) Tt
BT FHA MR, RO TFRAN 4 M ENFRY. | Druce (1973) ¥4k
RE=ZBLOANTHAZBIBHEA Lane B4 MRS, RIEMABI B 3 FF ALY
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Mk, E R KR T AP Rk R BOGHEE, 8 1T (38 50m D B) DL — 3 #RAEFI — 4 5t ik
HX AR R B R R g 3, 48 1T QFF 50m DU R TR HREM=H T HRE,

ANEEAWRTHAFIELGE (gondolellids) F1 Hindeodus & Isarcicells HEN B E
AR HRATIBTIRYE, BB 4 MK BFBELENMEKBERE S GBS
HAMEERGERZILTREREZNAENS ZGORMAMAGOR, DA, ALK T
EWE, ZMAM BN LR, EMALEAGE SRR T HA RS E S RE, X
I AR B thEB 5 R 3SR A , 475 PR 00 £ B 20 028 10 28 0 AR JE R A 35 O RO S R B
Hindeodus R Isarcicelle WERIB B Sweer (1981) F1 Matsuda (1981) £E2HFiBR,
XBEAHEE,

HE 1 Neogondolelle BEEHEXHRIIE
A text-figure of the systematic series of Neogondolella apparatus
a. /BN, b RHHENE, o HAMNHE MK
L—B B, 2. HMHRE, 3. ZHXHRE

4 LXIFRRBAET 3 ZARF AL —ENRBUENRTERONENTRT; —HH
FRENFE R PR AR SARK IR MR RIS E R FRR T =R FRBAR X FRAME R A R o R o
MR RREIA AN FRAR T BEEN R Hindeodus X5 FRENE R, K Isarci-
cella HOEEIGMRNE S FRERRT. THIRRBZT K AEEWRAFRERERZ)
WERIEN T EERE, TEXX 4 ZNRBEEENERILE L

#1 FHREREHRENIER

Conodont division on the apparatus symmetries

— 4 %d BT TR HRE =/ 2o g%yl PH R 3 PR
Neogondolella N. parallela Neogondolella de- | Neogondolella ida- Hindeodus minutus
carinata . flecta hoensis
N. Planata N. mediconstricta | N. cf. deflecta N. serrata H. typicalis
N. nevadensis N. leveni N. postserrata Diceragondolella H. parvus
prorosenkrantzi
N. guangyuanensis | N. birteri N. aserrata Isarcicella
N. xigngxienés N. changxingensis | N, babcocki
N. postwangi N, liangshanensis | Dicerogondolella
dicerocarinaia
N. subcarinaza N. wilcoxi D. monoica
N. wangi N. denticulaza D. sp.
N, orientalis D, rosenkrantzi
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THERHNEZEZEZT =28 ENUBFETHERTE —RAF 54 2 MHK, mGif
A R - KM, DR B SRR SE O R R R R E-RMMEX, DIEFR
SRERHEXNREE;, FERRMUNEERDARETHHEGRE AXRARBENER
RS EERF,1981), 5% T Willson (1975) BRERTLMAE RIS bR, 65 A KT L TR M
EREMEE KT 6 FiBliH. ‘

g AMMESHETEE-KEMEXARE R ETOAEE LB, S4LI#E Rk
HE . BHIVEAE, RAENRRKEER K. BERERE-ERAE-HTEB3ENY
BEAR. RV BHNLEE, EMEATEARHRE, A FEA B R CEERER
HAVNERBRER S, BNAXBOENBEE Chondrites sp-, X3 H LT
A, BREREAE . MENESEFENEE SR, CEHBNEET L, HPENNE
WIREHYEEREA S, BRI AR ETRENE—FENR%T B, B0 A R D&%
b, LR BHMA D e XEMWZEEE /)N, MNERRFECHES 9.3m, L% 5.17m);
DUBIT 45 AR AU PETAL ZR 3 6, L BRHA B B I BR R, SN BEAT 4 TR T R O TR, {08
AR LW #S, 3 25 I A H A B 2R

BE-GWE X—HETR—HERIBS R BERKE, REAEEHRSE, &
SRS EEMERMEDIT, TTHRYANBERELEFIE. BFHETEREKREATHRKMA
THe EHLE., PERRRKEXBRIENFIE, EEADERS-MERKA-TUE N
BABR.AEBEE,, REXBNKEBFAMNBEERBERERNUBERIKE R, BELFMNR
SE KR BITURRRHEs A A& B AR, B35 A T oA VO da RN R 245,08
WA BEAFEENRER, ZHEWELE-REHXBEE(CHITS.2m), MAEE (5%
34 14.49m),

R EH AR 2% - B BAHRIRBUKER , MIBAR A B R IO BERL o] DA . MR PEILIX
RENKEMREZENRG R EREKEWEH, X%H Entactina parapycnoclada Nazarov
et Omiston, E. tyrrelli Nazarov et Omiston, Polyentactine cf. centrata Ngzarov et
Omiston, Ocratormentum? sp. %, XENAT HTEEH _BLRNKRAIHATR, ZRE_BL
B IR R R (RR B, 1977, B R P, 19855 &4, 1987)IFH& X K4 R R
BT AT 100—300m,  BURHIK BT H BB HIsEIZE BREDREXH, BUNT 200m
WEE (Brasier, 1980), ph4h, &XBPUH HAKEBBARBONGERT 150—200m RKUTF
HIFM R R A B (Mullins ez al., 19805 Jenkyns, 1974)c HFEALIX Bt 5345 L A 4k -
BERARFE(RELSEANS0%—60%), 1R TS RS SR BV S, & B0
15%—25%0 BZ,ET LRTH, MALR SR RAMRE X 150—250m £4, S%-85%K
B4 100—150m, '

Fiaa#E EFTREMENRE, TESGTRME LT, REFEHEHMBEHT o
AP EEREOKE BREKENE. AAAGHBBORERT, AW, BEk, &
HhBEE B LEEMTBAS,

n&EERE BEHRRMTRASMEN. 26 TEEARSMREFITHT, £
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The distribution of facies from the Upper Permian to the lowermost

Triassic in the northwest of Hunan
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Statistics on the richness percentages of ecologic types (ecologic type/specimeris)

REECHT Rk BRI B REG
X B A 0.06 0.92 | 0.04 0.93 1.00 1.00
PN 2] £ |0.48 | 0.07 0.57 | 0.05 0.65 | 0.15 | 0.03 | 0.31 | 0.08 | 0.38
A | F& |0.77]0.02 0.52 0.72 | 0.03 | 0.04 | 0.94 | 0.05 | 0.02
A rB 0.62 | 0.004| 0.03 | 0.89 | 0.006| 0.03
-
mEy | 0.75 0.05 | 0.89 | 0.006/ 0.003! 0.84 | 0.02 | 0.02
/ REmE | FR | 0.71 0.08 | 0.69 0.04 | 0.87 | 0.03 | 0.04

D) ASRR: — BHBRS(EE—HEE), =, PHEEESEETSRNESSANFE), =, EE%

(BEEEMNHRE) ;T HHER.

wM FREAEEFEEAVHBESITRDBHH/ HERH

Statisties on the species densities of ecologic types (species/samples)

RELCHE FENE L E=¥sIba: 4 ERRER
K& A 2/10 4/10 | 3/22 3/22 3/7 3/8
Fe B B | 4/8 | 2/8 3/8 |1/8 5/2 | 2/2 |12 | 4/25 | 2725 | 1725
// Ky FE |3/3 |2/3 3/6 8/12 | 2/12 | 1/12 | 6/15 | 2/15 | 1/15
P
EEE B 4/6 | 1/6 |1/6 | 6/9 |2/9 |1/9
/ hEr | 4/9 1/9 | 3/2 |1/2 |12 |47 |17 |1/7
RRTA
/ FE | 2/6 1/6 | 3/5 1/5 | 2/5 |2/5 |1/5
BE—RNHREANMELZS-SHEMERESHANREKEPEERS . ERELH

SR INE SR IR LR BB AR IE W SR B OTTR IR B A /D U B, ZE R AT SIS R i A e 8
HRERE NIRRT E R WX R4 sl i 1R AVE BB, AR, Bl
AUSHEIERRERNSEMERETE. RS54 ENMAEZBERSERS, HE
MW BERD, SHENEWRTERRH EX AW BN TRANE, FkEHE .



3 1 HERR: i — sttt —R=8HBAFEATES 337

HIWV FREBEESLIMMFEERIROFEEH/HRE)

Statistics on the specimen richnesses of ecologic types (specimens/samples)

ZRECNE FHENRK = pdFank B HER
1 7 1 9 7 26
12 2 5 1 27 7 1 5 2 7
gxm | FR | 64 1 28 124 6 7 30 | 12 2
EAEH / B 750 18 30 {187 1 6
BBt 82 6 | 160 1 1 60 1 1
RFLA
T | 20 1 58 3 54 2 2

59, AT BE R TR AR TS, DR W, B A s IR REIAME S B R T SRR, A
BEEBSREAENNRR A P DB, AESHLLT G KIRE /D LE
I E BN T B K R S 3R 88, S A R R , T AR e vk A 3%, BT Shite ko B74E
EBOEIRIRE, R NBHF A, BRARES FHIWE L.

L G E R, ME KT HE A LS A0 TR ¢ NFHEHEE:

BBRATFHER SETEKEBEREFRENRH . FHGLRHRE N —2Hhp%
THE; Sk RN B SRS, A RERNRER TRERA FRERESE L,

BARTHER SHTRE-CEAGESHTRE. FHADEHERER St
W, IRHRBR RN T ER Do MM Hindeodus MR QMBS /D BB,
(BRI R RS, I B, X— AW I HEREE, RBE, 05, BRI BT HE
Lkg B &b 8 BT Mk

Hindeodus 38 HHETHENFEGHINE. FHEL Hindeodus BHAE SRS,
K F AL NN DL, Hindeodus BH Pa S TFHRK MERE =/, REEA;E
B F R

Hindeodus-Isarcicella 3§ 4 TRIBESHARHHRTRE. LIEWHNKN Hindeo-
dus 1 Isarcicella T3 B IE, E R D BE RS, SR T EIREN
EEER

3. ¥R EMAES R

REBHRERENTHEDDAAOEEER, Merriel (1965) ¥ SRERE W
HOHHREZ—, Seddon (1970) BHMFHANKEE Y EAKELEERHELH E K.
Druce (1973) W\¥ SEBERMAERREFHARESENEE. EZUNFHENESY
A MARERGAEHOAR, SRE IR G BEMA AN SERBEEHEE,



338 & £ #®m ® R 327’%7

—it—H, —H-HAEREHERFHAL AT KRB AEBMEERE = REBEERH
W LA BER T RA RO R, IR A 1® K Hindeodus F Isarcicella g
HAME T X B S BRI EE Mo VAN E A R A N R M T Bk TURR AT
FAREL, LS F AL S B 5 &=, Hindeodus BNME SRR S :
5 F G HOME A AR, BTG BIffEiS.  Druce(1973), Seddon F1 Sweet (1971) %
AT A I kBRI 78 > A TR REE S EREE R F BB T, T HIT & MR Bar-
nes A7 Fhraeus (1975) ZiNXFHAH EHEREURIER %, R BT EAEME—
ALSBROBES, TR R B, £ R T A NS A R, ZE AR S RS SI SR
RIS IR, HEE— g . Hik, EERFE MR '

t4
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Conodont biofacies and distribution

I. Hindeodus-lsarcicella ¥, 11. Hindeodus 38, Ill. {FikMFHAME, V. BESFELHE

A R LA B A R A 2 S

FRAWBBREFRARETWARNEFER S RTIRELZERMEY LA R
EEYEHRAR, ERMERCONUBRAEFIERE Y ELETE. FEANTERSZ
B, RE G EERTEEREANBRBRAER, EMNAtEo B, MUFHAEZR
BEEERR/DN, SRR R RIERT & IR LR B vl o

EELFEMEILR 3 MURZIEN—ERA, 8 F B4 eI 0E RS Hep, o
WEREE AR BE-KEAR,, T E AR I EME, SRR ERRERIE-KMAE, AR
BEFRBEM SHREMEDER3ITERE, CASERILEEEIE 2 #35R FH Neogondolella BRI
I FRBIERA, FHEIRFHHE LA Hindeodus & Pa ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁi, LR AT e s /D e 4k 2
e RIS IRES R KA SR A A (R 4—6), AR B X T, AXNEART
ENEAZRINT.

1.3 (P)

BMEFELANEEAR TR, SRSERN20—30%, BERATHIGEEEZEIE S
BUPE, BB TIRIEN AR &, S ERK; KE I, 290, B S BN, o,k
KNG, CO, R BIERBERAVREMN, HBL2EH Ca,(PO,) WAIEFME, Cau(PO,)
DB EMADNBEOSE, FELGRBNSE, HAERME RGNS, '—T:.l:ﬁi%ﬂfi
Mo

2. 4% (Ca)
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The percentage curves of conodont chemical elements (oxides) in the section
of Rencunpin, Sangzhi County
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The percentage curves of conodont chemical elements (oxides) in the section
of Jiangya, Cili County
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The percentage curves of conodont chemical elements (oxides) in the
section of Huanglianyu, Cili County

i, BAPRFHATREESES, BAPHME&ERK,

3.48 (sr)

BEFEATEIREANMETE, 55%2—10%. ZWEKPTESTENEREES:
XAFHRARNEE 6 BFEM#E G BTFREY, B c B1, Ry PHL
FBREE), R ENORRER BEMSHES. —BRKOBE, CRRTBARD, BERRK, &
MIHETRZ  ENEESHS, EFHAaNESESX—AEMER, I E R AKhH MK, 4
FEHS, X8R EKTRISI X B R 2RISR Y.

4.5 (S)

HEFHATE—E&R(<1%)0 Lﬁ{ﬁﬁﬁqﬂﬂk K2 150m DL T st dasR &, 180m DL
THGHI HS, H,S £REERASEFEN S B, AEEENIRIBEEZ NG
%o RHEMBHANREENTES, REERXRENS., EFRATHNEESE KD
MR EHMR, X8R5SR ERERE X

5. AETHR

FRADBEELEE (M), 18 (AD. ¥l (Ba) Fgk (Fe) Fo XELEEF AT
HEBMRE RRELREARET, BNIIAET HATESR, BRMETNHNFEE, BES
FHREERENRE, AR BHSHERERAFNRE & R IEABANEHET, £XEK
BES. M ERSRBMETH, URERESBBIEAE, BEBE KR BRER,EIFN
BRETWIRBE, FHABR, KhXETENSEBS, KPXELRNER, BAEE
RAEEMO BB L, TEIX LT R BHRIEERE
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RYBRAWNILEWEE (P/Ca,Ca/Sr, $/Sr) RRITESENLME, XREEDL
MR REF RSB HIAN —ERE, M3 THEEGER 4—6) LFLIEH, HiTE
ML EIS R LR — L RS B IR F R TR MR IRREA L, RARAFTALE
R BRI EE RS

R A AR F RN SRR BB U TN FE. BARARAESENNT ]
AN, BEERE—-FE D, BEfINETESELAH. EHERKBIEETERAKNILES
B, TEBREAZEREETETRAOCESRE. 0&R V, A—RERONT AR, &
WEiEk T Hindeodus % Ca, Sr, S, Mg, Al, Mn, HHI{kHRY Neogondolella % Py iX
ARSI ERA AR ERN. KRBT EANARERRELELEASEARH, 4
ERBEBETRANTESR, RENBEETRANTESR. & VIERBIVGEE

%V FHREOTEAESERARTETFSRMLE

The content contrast between the chemical elements of conodonts

in different ecological types

E=4 1L 7} (%)
= B £
P Ca Sr S Mg Al Mn
H13-4 Neagondolella 21.45 68.56 8.43 0.07 0.70
Hindeodus (Pa) 21.28 67.08 9.58 0.78 0.78 0.42
J15-2 Neogondolella 29.92 64.16 5.88
Hindeodus (Pa) 25.91 65.36 8.51 0.22

#Vl FEEFRAEENRMARTETS SRMLEE

The content contrast among the chemical elements of conodonts

in different growth stages

# it 4’2 (%)
- B =4 & ERME
P Ca Sr S Mg Al Mn
BRE 29.92 | 64.16 | 5.88
Neogondolella 4 29.91 | 64.04| 6.05
HE 29.85 | 63.96 | 6.06
J15-2
BRAE 25.91 | 65.36 | 8.51 0.22
Hindeodus (Pa) Hr4E 10.34 | 68.99 { 11.74 0.92 3.51 0.51 3.83
e 17.30 | 70.79 | 8.37 0.65 1.43

ARERE, \—TRANY L, ARESMUR ST, SERASRENBENTRERER
%, BRARERNBELETRESBARNER, REREESIUAH, BREBLFE
REAR, B— 1 HEEH R A=,

Bz, MRIEAFBANHRGESBOHELEERBRBRARNES, BREENA
B, A RABREFRESTER A EERENEEFRZ—
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LATE PERMIAN—EARLIEST TRIASSIC CONODONT
PALAEOECOLOGY IN NORTHWESTERN HUNAN

Tian Shu-gang

(China University of Geosciences, Beljing 100083)

Key words conodont, facies, geochemistry, palaececology

Summary

Northwestern Hunan is one of the best areas for studying conodont palaececology, provided
‘with abundant conodonts and other kinds of fossils, well-developed Permian and Triassic strata
wunder varied sedimentary environments. This paper makes a discourse on the conodont biofacies
«distribution and the available geochemical characters.

Based on the apparatus classification of conodonts, the symmetries of the apparatus series have
been divided into four grades. The former three grades are erected for gondolellids, including the
first-grade symmetric series arranged by the units only with the symmetric posterior-end of platform,
the second-grade symmetric series formed by two 'kinds of units with symmetrio and asymmetric
posterior-ends of platforms; and the third grade symmetric series composed of three kinds of units
with symmetric, asymmetric and extra-asymmetric posterior-ends of platforms. The fourth-grade sym-
metric series includes some complex series, i.e. the six-element series of Hindeodus and the multi-
-element series of Isarcicella with different oral ornaments. The apparatus symmetry can reflect
moving abilities of the animal.

Six facies have been recognized in the working area based on characters of fossil assemblages,
rocks and sedimentary structures, namely, basin f cies, b sin margin and slope facies, open platform
facies, tidal bank facies, restricted platform facies and mud flat facies.

By observing the distribution of conodonts in the four symmetric grades (Tables II, III, 1V),
it can be found that the four symmetric grades represent three ecologic types, i.e. free swimmer type
(first-grade), plankton-benthonic swimmer type (second and third grades), and benthonic swimmer
type (fourth grade). Moreover, four conodont biofacies have been distinguished as follows: 1. Hin-
deadus-Isarcicella biofacies, 1. Hindeodus biofacies, 1Il. free swimming gondolellids biofacies and
IV. plaktonic gondolellids biofacies. The distributional model of these biofacies is shown in Text-
fig. 3. As for the model, this paper considers that there exists the benthonic swimming community
among the conodonts, and one conodont assemblage can be replaced by another horizontally.

Through probing the chemical elements of conodonts, a study have been made on their geoche-
mical characters. The phosphorus content of concdonts is getting higher with the deepening of water
mass, while the contents of calcium, sulf)hur and stronium are rising with the shallowing of sea
water. ‘The contents of aluminium, iron and barium are rich only in the nearshore shallow water,
and the abundance of magnesium content indicates the high salt contained in the water body. The
.content curves coincide with the curves of environment changes. In short, to make dear the geoche-
mical characters of conodonts is an important method in palaeoecological research.
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1—4. Neogondolella serrata (Clark et Ethington)
R5LEHMHRAT 1LHKRER, 2.3 KA KRER, 4. RAWNKAR; F4S: HRO-1, ZREACHTPEBHRTR

o
5,6. Ncogondolella changxingensis Wang et Z. H. Wang fn Neogondolells deflecta Wang et Z, H. Wang

X50, AR LB AR EH RN KRR 5. HHRER, 6. AUKER, ¥/H5: HHII-2, HFEREBKNX

B £#o
7—10. Neogondolella babcocks Clark et Behnken

X50, TR KRR 7510 RHIREHR 8,9 M REHR, B/MS: HRIZ-1, FEECHPEFOALER.
11,12, Neogondolella subcarinata Sweet
X50,—HEHHRHRF, 1 WHRER12. 8 KREGR S HIIS5-3, BRBETTEMH KRR,
13—21, Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet)
X60,AHH KA 13. Pa HTFERHIS: HHI2-1; 14,15.M » T2, 58,5450 5: HHI2-1; 16,21.Pb 45
EHEL,BHMS: HHI2-1; 17.5a 5 F>8 405 HHS-4; 18.5b HFAHRLENS: HHI-3; 19,20.5¢ 4T EH
BL,E50E: HHI2-1, BRIEEHE N0 L.
2225, Isarcicella isarcica (Huckriede)
TR B RN 22.5MUREERS 23,24 SMURGE AR B4 HH3-3, [RERADEKBHEHN. 25.5
e AR B NS HI22-3; BFRETHEBHREHR

R I

1. Entactinia parapycnoclada Nazarov et Ormiston
X130,%4505: HR25-2, RESCHPABEATR.
2—4. Entactinia tyrrelli Nazarov et Ormiston
X130,8405: HR25-2, HIEAR b,
5—7. Polyentactinia cf. centrata Nazarov et Ormiston
X150,84h5: HR25-2, R b,
8,9, Octatormentum? sp.
X90,5F4h5: HH7-2, BFIRHEIBKNA Tl
10,11, Entactinia sp.
X150,% 405 HH7-2, ~HIEAR ko
12, 14, Robuloides sp.
X50,5F 55 HR24-6, REEEMITREH,
13, Geinstzia sp.
X85,8 505 HHI1-1, ZFEFHHIFENA K.
15, Eolasiodiscus sp.
X50,85p5: HR26-2, FEELCHIPAESE,
16, Geinstzia sp.
X85,84h S HHIL-1, BFIEZEBENMA LS,
17. Dagmarita sp.
X85,8 50T HHIl-1, FHEArRE E.
18. Glomospira sp.
X40,5505: HHIL-1, PHIEMR B,
19. Endothyranopsis sp.
X120,8505: HHI11-1, PHIRAFA Lz,
20, Nodosorinea
X85,84M5: HHII-1, FHEARR L,
21, Nodosaria sp.
X85,85h S HHU-1, P#iEfRE L,
22,23, Chondrites Von Sternberg (MEZ)
MEUNE LT HBEKENERTES HHS: HR-27, FEELCAEAEA,
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24, Ophimorpha Lundgren (#EF3k)
RREKRGEHNG: Hb-2, BEELPBARAKS.
5. RBE
TP B4 S: HR-21, ZEECHTILZEA LS,

B i W

1. SEAROEHEKE-RREHHE
BB 5—10%, A=A E 109% £4;: 5405 HR28-10, REBCHEXRABES.
RAFINE =5 - BT
FERB MG 10—20%, A 80% 206354505 HR22-2, REECRTFREA LK.
3. AVEREENAZE-LHRERER
AYE A 20-25%H il 15— 80% 5 AR S5 aa B TS S HR13-1, REBCHFEAHIRT.
4. RBAEMBIRE-FEE A
‘ EWIE 50% A TFHRATN 30% A 7B ;TN HH13-4, 2RI B EIG K MATIE,
5. AEMERERE-GREESHA
EBE 30—40%, B2 &5 60—70%;: 545 HRI5-2, SEECHTEZRATIE.
6. ESHHRKE-ZE-SHE
W YIRS 50—60%,T8 & i 40—50%3 8505 HHT-2, BMFIEREREKNATH.
7. BRAEREE[RIKEGEEA)- 2 AR
RIS R 35—40%F Tl &5 5% B4 S HR25-3, 2EACHEAEAT R,
8, BERERNIREESK
BE-GHMTIS: HX-3, SHB/NELAEA T,
9. mERETHEREERE
BE-SWHENS: HH-3, BREFEBKIATH.
10, BEREPHERKEESEE
HIMAEFIS: HR-26, FEEEFIFABATL,

o
.
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