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Summer and Winter Avian Communities in Shanghai
Suburban Area
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Abstract: During the winter of 2000 and the summer of 2001 , we studied three typical avian communities the subtrapi-
cal cultivated land, wetland and forestland communities within suburban area of Shanghai. A total of 96 species be-
longing 10 14 orders and 29 families were recorded in the three habitats. Based on the principles of community
ecology , we evaluate and discuss structural characteristics, such as the Shannon-wiener index ( H'), species evenness
{J), superiority ( C), biomass (E,), important index ( IV), and diet, in summer and winter hird community. The
results show that the species, density, diversity and biomass of the winler avian community are obviously higher than
in the summer community. In winter, the avian density in wetland was larger than that of the other two habitats, but
in summer cultivated land had the highest density. Diversity and density will be enhanced by improving habitat quali-
ly, increasing spatial heterogeneity, enlarging the area of conservation and reducing the disturbance of human beings.
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IBEREENERARBRRMEE S — |
B, BETHRMFER TR RRAT LA E
ERE" M FLANYHUETFORRENES
BEPR, B L 2H R 15 4 B SO IR O R AT
DMEANTASREENATAMRGHR TR,
HAETE S T & BB ST T R BOTR,
EAGE -—BRRY . RO LER R S5
KR I FE S Tokimaki 5 B STARIA b 3R M 4 F 4R
WHRHZL AW S XRHFIER BT LR K
MR X ERIX SRR FRR ST HEEREE, HE 2B
BEASHSRTRARR URSRT S L LR
B,

HAEBwRWERTR, EHEIBEREAN L E
HEFTHY— BB AR RE AR, 20 4R 50 E NS B
E LR R TRENRE, MFEHNSHE L%
RH 5% 28 f' B F SR LM KAH 5% 370
B, SEER F B E X SRR B R
WEE ERTR BERSFESTTRESHEY,
{EL 3 0 3 B 8 R R 285 0 A IR 4 38 B9 b B R 5 B RO
HBL. FEFRENSEREMANTEREY 8
F 2000 A FH 2001 FEE ML BREER ZF 4
Bi (2 MR R DX, P O 8 M A0 BB AR ) B O B
FTREMEEHE, UM ARTY BB b
R RG— KR B ERREDT,

1 ARFEHA

EEti T = AN ARES, LRI, Al
g, HBEHNE, 2TREM6340.5km’, LERZE
RMEW, % FEG YR, FMHEKR 1048~ 1 138 mm, F
FHSE 15.7C, 4 H BB 1868 b, LI 223 ~ 235
d HRRE 7% ~83%. LEAMK BB EEE, &
B AR AR5 0 = R e 2 g5
11 RARRELEHE [BEARERLEBRHBEA,
THIFENARES . FPREAKHE A LR BN
HEBRRA, 2000 FHEHFE, LERR KDL HE
H2o09km' FEMEMREDHEL. ZELEMNEK
REATMASHY . FHEAHARERS, B4 KE
( Metasequoia glypiostroboides ) . 3 #& ( Cinnamomum campho-
ra ) B AR Platanus aceriflora ) 3 8 ( Rrobinia psendoaca-
cia ) ERAEWM, BER, BESFNERMIHEN
ERBRXAHLAHRZFR L MEFNERGHE
AN A T AR BT K A
1.2 BHEEHMER LE=mEA BiREdEHEE
N, EEIE W I 1 P B M AR S U 08 0 P R

TR, BB ALY 2202 k' . B PR HL A 2 Ok B2
WIAEEY KEHY IR SEERY, KER T
HEEEMEERS BN,

1.3 EREESRMESR  LEA S o R,
EEEESAEEE, BT X H L RBEH+ JLEAD
WA, AR 2.17 k'’ . KA RIEHE B 1K
BE BEIEARERMATH, B TEHN HHE
iR i VR 3T Ak, £ TR P 48 ( Castanopsis sclerophyl-
la) .B¥E( Quercus fabri) JEFE ( Ehretia thyrsiflore) B
A ( Pistacia chinensis )%, F ¥ FIRHE KR E
TRENFLAEAEFEE.HEAMEERATIH . BX
B— A T2 S DI A TS, BEM 357 k',

2 WMRFBIE

2.1 EEEHE 20004 12 B E 2001 £+ B 2001 4
6 HESH 45 LGB RMSA#TTHE, BE
BEAERSLHETERAR—H. FABEER&EMEE
AERTRE AL HFRXEESHGLE L, 2218
X = o 0 o B OL M R IR R R o R A ad el X
EEREB6~ 0T I~7H,BEPF2-3 A—
#HOBRERER L Ske/h WEREMEICRFEM SOm AT
SR AMB R SN 0.5 kn AR, WERET
B ESEmMENER RETHERE 7x50 N EEE
MIS~60x50 PRAHEE, G TFTHEEY 204

B1 BEHEE(1)EAle)rHhE
2.2 HitAE WHSHEHES(F)RA Shannon-
Wiener R BHEfTiHHHE - =_§P,logP, AR P R
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MER B SR AR ERZ L. BOBEREEH
Pielown 6 ( )X 7B 7= /H, &% FH I,
Hoo s, s RO REFEHRIERARBESE ¢
HATHHE C= B(P), P HLE,
HEED=N2IWHD =N/ 5T E , Eh,
DALEEE N ARHHNELSATCINYEEER. L
HERKE. W AR EI RS, ANEEE. #E
BEXF0l R/’ AR BRER,0.1~0.01 Hy
h HERF KT 0.00 Hibm® H#H #8004
EH(SIRAAA S=2M/(a+ ) E. M BYILER
Boa.b AARFRAEY, AEEYRRA E, =
X(ZD), Kh z A¥ M EHER(g), D, ¥
MeEED . EEM(VRRATHARTE . v-#
MR HEER + HUWHRER, K HMEe
=HMEMMERSBRRE LR E M x 100,
HAER-EHSUT/FEERTHNTAZMEETE «

I{EEFERBEC A XA TR ESMH) . HHR
B =R BAAE B R T < 100, FhE
HBHE PIE=(a/TY{(T-n,(T-D],HP THE
TEE n, R MR,

3 7 B

3.1 BARFEHUREREIF £ 2000 FLFN
2001 FFHFEHES HIDFN 5K 96 B 8547 H, KB
4E298. HbdL£FZHEXTHD L X 285711
HERBHH. EZAERCRALK I H
3054R . ®B9H 198 . AILE A, L FRIEERMAT
REBIHURBRLETFHER(R ). EDBBRER
SGE IR TAFRETREABERFETE.
HEU, LBBEAFULKLRSER L, it 42 #
(58.339%) MEFWMLAERLE L, it 18 #
(40%)(F 1.

Tl LENREMFEAGIHR

& g ® 2000 F A % 2001 SEME
i
"o o ) (fi} (E%ii BE mgz M’;i EEM
H g/hm?) (Hfbo')  (g/hm®}

1./NEABE Tochybaptus ruficollis g # 0.0117 2.4833  13.83
2. FISLBBRE Podiceps cristatus £ & #/1 0.0008 0.5981 21.36
3. HEMEE Phalacrocorax carbo £ # # 0.0467 85.0751 53.17
4. TR’ Ardea cinerea B/ # 0.0426 58.8969  45.73 0.0200 27.7162  127.66
5. KR A purpure 2 # 0.0017 1.6903 80.74
6. 32’ Butorides striatus E K # 0.0017 0.4750  28.12
7. £ FR Bubulcus ibis ¥ % # 0.0676 25.8619 44.60
8. A% Egreia garzetta " % # 0.1928 §3.8773  52.79 0.1169 50.8347 85.99
9. KO E.alba " X # 0.0584 50,3965 93.32
10. FEHR E. intermedia E K # 0.0860 50.4253  30.66 0.0083 4.8957 50.52
11. E¥ A% E. ewdophotes ¥ %K E/ 1l 0.0050 2.4341 39.26
12. ¥ B Ardeole bacchus " % # 0.0543  12.7504 58.71
13. W Nyeticorax nycticorax oo # 0.2030 175.7930  56.06 0.0167 10,0167 63.33
14, WBE¥NE Iobrychus sinensis " =% # 0.0351 2.7170  38.26
15. §t B8 Anas aaua E- # 0.0250 19.9708  25.85
16, BB 4 crecca £ & # 0.0501 16.9032  17.15
17. 838 4. platyrhynchos £ # 0.0384 42,4290 49,58
1. SRR A poecilorhyncha £ # 0.7329 820.8347 117.91
19. FHBE A. penelope £ # 0.1094 76.8723  35.93
20. HEYS A. guerquedula £ @ # 0.0225 7.0430  13.69
21. M Accipiter gensilis A | 0.0008 0.6678  23.41
22, M A, soloensis " % I 0.0008 0.1002 12.45
23. HiERE Buteo buteo % & ] 0.0017 1.3756  24.09
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HE
e 4 " 2000 HF & F 2001 £ MFE
#o% T A wE  AwE % AvE
" o 7 (R/he?)  (g/hm') R e { gihm?) 2R
4. BRBS Circus cyanscus E ) | 0.0017 0.7596  15.04
25. HrEE Faleo peregrinus £ H 2R/ 0.0008 0.6144  21.84 0.0017 1.2287 57.05
26. L8 F . tinnunculus £ 1 0.0042 1.0601  25.18
27. B3 Coturnix coturniz I # 0.0017 0.1519 6.11
28. AL ¥ Grus monacha £ W  CUE] 0.0501 204.1903 108.87
29. B Goillinule chloropus B # 0.0017 0.4516  10.51 0.0050 1.3548 27.39
30. B MRS Rallus siriotus i # 0.0008 0.1064 12.99
31, 8Ui# Charadrius hiaticula & & # 0.0008 0.0576 5.48
2. ZIEM C. dubius oW # 0.0417 1.3860 13.76
13. TG C. alevondrinus ®OH # 0.3339 17.8631  39.47
34, P FIB Numenius phaeopus o # 0.0075 2.9674  36.61
35. AEERS Tringa ochropus £ & # 0.4174 34.8498  48.82
36. B8 T. ervthropus w® h # 0.3506 55.9182  43.79
7. LI R8T, totenus ®oT # 0.0017 0.2120 6.99  0.0017 0.2120 13.03
38. HHE T. nebulorie £ # 0.0008 0.1995 9.65
39. H# T. glareola W # 0.0534  3.5259 20.50
40, ILES T. hypoleucos B W # 0.0008 0.0422 5.03  0.0259%9 1.3068 17.00
41. W Larus canus £ # 0.0008 0.4090  15.81
2. 0 L. argentatus £ & # 0.0359 45.7638  42.38
43 LIOREY L. ridibundus £ ¥ 0.3114 122.0501  49.15
4. WM L. schisisogus £ # 0.0301 36.0601 43.65
45. BEMD Sterna hirundo K W& # 0.0242  2.5502 13.53
46, BHEME 5. albifrons ). # 0.0150 1.1119 14.05
47. HEERY Chlidonias lewcoptera ) ] # 0.0033  0.2371 9.12
48, TRIMIE Strepropelia chinensis B XK # 0.0100  1.6277  16.13 0.0217 3.5267 24.713
49, WM S, orientalis g or # 0.0033 0.8314 21.99
50. PUBT#E B Cucwdus micropterus B O # 0.0058 0.6895 23.85
51. BEEHTE Apus pacificus Mo # 0.0142 0.6102  13.63
52. WERY Aleedo anthis B # 0.0042 0.1231 12.27 0.0075 0.2216 25.00
53. MM Upupa epops T # 0.0017 0.1194 33
54, BM Hirundo rustice "2 - # 0.000% 0.0150 4.23 0.5092 9.1653 108.28
55. T4 Alauda arvensis £ W # 0.0250 0.8514  18.23
56, KHG S Motacilla cinerea ;- 3 # 0.0125 0.2254  20.25
57. ¥4 M. olba - # 0.0451 1.0142  75.57 0.0134  0.3005 32.41
58 WM M. flow i # 0.0008 0.0159 4.26  0.0008 0.0159 5.15
59. K¥E Amhus spinoletta £ & # 0.0050 0.1127 4.77
60. B3 A, hodgsoni £ # 0.0134  (.2738 9,29
61. KIMEPS A. cervinus £ T # 0.0025 0.0526 4.48
62. M3 A. noveeseelandie B K # 0.010%  0.3018 10.62
63. HL® Pycnonotus sinensis B < o# 0.1728 5.9612  48.31 0.0317 1.0943 49,68
64 IFHNH Lanius schach B #® O ¥ 0.0685 5.2362 90.42  0.1127 8.6206 81.94
65. ALY, Siuwrnus cineraceus £ K # 0.0025  0.2129 6.05
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BRI
B 4 = 2000 £ 4 F 200 FHE
Ho% TR I AWE ®WE AR
¥ # (Frhot)  (g/bm?) (FUhnt)  (g/hm?) R
1 H 8
66. /\BY Acridotheres cristatellus B % O ¥ 0.0033  0.3806 6.84 0.0075 0.8564 20.00
67. B¥8 Pica pica g I O o# 0.0008 0.1361 9.26
68. ELMUE BB Tarsiger cyamurus £ H # 0.0008 0.0113 4,12
69. JLZL R Phoenicurus auroreus £ # 0.0050 0.0902 15.77
70. JKH ¥ Turdus hortulorum k& # 0.0025  0.2166 6.08
7. G T. pallidus Mie & # 0.0008 0.0614 5.50
72. B8 T, menle o KR < 0.0326 2.9462  20.39  0.0100 0.9065 18.52
73, B Monticola solitarius oW 0.0000 0.0000 1.3 0.0008 0.0455 7.72
74, BIEW Corrulax perspicillatus B X # 0.0008 0.1002 6.73
75. WL Poradosornis webbianus 2 0.0977 1.0743  36.27 0.0451 0.4958 23.21
76. EIE P. heudel B K NIRO# 0.0025 0.0538 4,49
77. BB E Ceatia robustipes B % 0.0025 0.0175 4.13
78. KEFEX Acrocephalus arundinaceus ) S # 0.0042  0.i1210  15.96 0.0125 0.3631 10.59
79. BHEME Phylloscopus inormarus ® & # 0.0008 0.0063 3.97
80. HEMIE P. proregulus A # 0.0084 0.0501 4.7
81. WAL HIE P. borealis o # 0.0008 0.0079 4.46
82. lIEHRE Cisicola juncidis 8 XK 0.0075 0.0639 19.78
83. BEELEAA R Zosterops japonica " % # 0.0017 0.092 468
84, KILU#% Parus major a5 Co# 0.0033 0.0484  11.81 0.0033  0.0484 8.74
85. HEILE P. palusiris i # 0.0042  0.0301 4.43
86, 41 3 B IIEE Aegithalos concinnus B %K # 0.0000  0.0000 0.15 0.0100  0.0601 5.00
87. WK Passer montanus B o # 0.9691 19.3823 52.34 1.1569 23.1386  160.70
88, AEI L Lonchuro strinta g r 0.0092 0.1102 12.77
89. &8 Corduelis sinica B # 0.0033 0.0618 4.50
90. 3K % Coccothraustes coccothraustes £ K # 0.0075 0.3869 13.15
91. HWRH Emberiza elegans £ & # 0.0067 0.1169 4.82
92. 3L ¥ E. spodocephale £ N # 0.0276 0.5785  40.39
93. ZiEEHE E. cioides B X # 0.0008 0.0196 4.37
94, HES E. rustica ® & # 0.0025 0.0463 11.82
95. EH IS E. fucota B ® # 0.0008 0.0179 4.32
S6. HIBES E. chrysophrys % # 0.0008 0.0163 4,27

BER E(EED) £ 2FS), KOES), (L) ;468 . F(FLR), KRRER). U HH)RPEHN .CORMA)E
(BfE), V(B E), NI RR), RIBE ) L 2CTES R F % T I (HERPHYEID: C(LBTESRPLA); # (F

®AHBRNEFMELSE)

WX EE(FRD), FEBELELBEIHMELH
WEAH, SaB47.22% .85 B8 HRESERK
B, £PRIIRINEHES ST EEIHFHEET
s, EEEHASETLELREES, S88HN
R.2% HERIBERATESHELERME RN
BEL, NERIE XZFLBESHERL BIR
B.5EEHB.3% EEHEREHHEES . 58

PR 592%, £ HENEAN, IEFRELFE -
HEBHEE REHE T, REEEHUELEER
HEAHEREKSEREMUMSGE BFRRE,. L
BEBETIRK(ES). AEFCRIAMWESTE,
HHEG THEMEEFESRXBEEENETMEL
F MKkSTFESSI LEEEEEFFARE HLER
0 3F BIEE 4 db o Bef ) B B T G B (AL R AR S, 2
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RUTHEABRAERSFER L BH. 2HN GMaERIhBEREEY R R RS W e, £
10 30 A R R X B Yy T b R M B TT L BEARPLE7H BEKLRRBEFRANELE.
fEAFEHE YR . ALEWEHES, LD R AR FMES RSt o2 f. MEENEE
AZHBREDHOFH LFTHBEETHE(R ). £% K_ZRP I,

ER— SR 3nY 1 &h, 00 L8, i R A B

F2 LBBEERAFOARHVGITE

Y REY e e BB &it
. Fha 34(47.22) 20(27.78) 15(20.83) 3(4.17) 72
B Wi 2 777(48.63) £ 713{29.99) 886(15.51) 135(5.87) 5711
g Fhak 0 19(42.22) 10(22.22) 16{35.56) 45
e ] 1 808({5%.20) 190(6.22) 1 056(34.58) 31054

RENETHRRHEER SRR T2E(%)

MEEFHTH(FRD EENEELEHEF, AAEMNARSEMHEAREFLUMAR A ENG L,
RAKAEZM N ERNSBBESHERE, 405 375% AN REEHM I BN S RUBLFLETES BEA
#48.88% , X 5 LMK ARAB ERE K. KA L FRBELS HBEEES LERYHEREMNNE, &
PHRELEHEELR. ARAHSENEP, UE EHERFPAREER L,

®3 FEXMRSGHEEHESH

=YW KEFS ANEYHHE B B FE(EHRNE) REMHEERTE) =%
2 27(37.5) 5(6.94) 6(8.33) 23(31.94) 10(13.89) 101.39)
Bz 22{48 88} 2(4.44) 4(8.88) 12(26.67) 3(6.67) 2(4.44)

BEREF ARG RS LRI

A5 8 O 265 1) 6 0 W 1L B U IS, S T B O i EFEONEERTAE, YENWENESNBEER
MER, B V0@ R EERHE, 105 V<50 M AR B E R R O O IR N Bl
H—BHE NV OMEHFEENHED, 2t FWMBEWRET  BFREMRBEE, IR, biEHE
B.ATOEIEE QLW HHE EENF. A% HAFORBAGITEHERFE. FE(DIAKLEY
CERFNE TR, FEMM1.11%; —BFE 36 MELAFTHALETEE AFNAEERHRE TH
ML REM 0% FEEMHE BF, L BO%., B BOEES SRY EFLERERE ZH. A%,
FHADER RE. LA% A8 FEE L MHYE BEERY. £ELX4ENR(ERKARTESZ. AR
BME, RN 24 M — MRS 27 #5609 R EM487 15, RALFLEMNETRE. HEEFE. M
FEEMETFH, H15.56%(F 1), WHABVE (P LR AZNHBNMELAE TE

HERFLEEZRAE T S, LERRK L F 1K 0.900 1{3E 4).,

FUREHME(H) ABNE(NEETESE, MED

4 IBYRE . BFORBEANSTLE

E Rl W HEFH FE p(Himd) H 7 [ PIE Ey
XF 72 10 4.767 1 2.8097 0.6569 0.096 27 0.90¢ 1 27.866 5
B3 45 4 2.549 2 2.1198 0.556 8 0.253 54 0.7467 5.7119

32 TREHRSABESESNLE BT LES REXRFE L MREBHLDIHME I LM%
AR AR = R A b R A e HE. 2B WAL ESHE. 1> 1> 1;:8%
HMMANFROAR KL AREEAHLE FHE, B (D}&FF D>M>1 ,2F. 1 >0>1T;B8%EH)
BTERSM =T SEREES) . DL kAKBR £2F: I>1>0.EF:0>0> [:HYE(NEKE
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FHRED>0> TABRE(OXREFLHFL . I>1
>l £EFRHEREL RS RHEHMUER S,

U2 B R AR .

X5 TRALERGXEETEHAREILER

A AR =T I (%) & F b " I C s
#2 43(59.72 5 3,764 . 452 0.386
RHABRE(L) * ( ) 7 I.686 0.45 0.4359
BEE 36(80.00) 6 4.960 8 1.646 4 0.459 4 0.35172
& 2(44.44) 8200 2.276 0.691 0.142
AEREM ) * 32 ) ? 3820 0.163 3
nE 22(48.89) 1 0.6672 2.65 0.84 0.0927
% 18(25.00 11 4.766 6 1.6667 0.574 0.3539
EEEHMC) * ( ) 0.3076

iE 13(28.89) 9

1.9167 2.1359 0.8327 0.1508

«EEBEH Qb FESREENFEBEENEEWH TS LAY RN ILA

321 RHEREKEEBRE MRSHWH KHE
RESEEEN WOENEAR4HAZLERANHE,
HEFARZHERTLAE.HEREREEZE KELE
HAEMLYS, RESEFEFAEDMERL, g E
BAELEBETHRE + TR + AL+ LB
BEISTHANE+ FE+ TR+ F RS,
L EESABRETHRELHELERE, AEL A
B EEMEAE SN A BEER.UERF AN
MATES—KH., B, HERABFEREEE
RMAKSE, SEERHEN41.60%,
322 BREHEENE EE=MEEK,BREGR
EREN HEEMSEERET. Edhgsdl. &
EEOERELHE HOBNERERTER AR
e, SREELFEEATEE RERMN .24,
KERHLXEFAEETHESE, AAHLE. B
SHEEEHEP UZHARREHYEE FEEHC
RE2OR,FBHEBERM61.7%,
3.2.3 RS BEE MmARh s EEREL
CRHEH 26, A LR LN 0%, HEER
EXPRE RN, LEHEHRSHAEMRS HEEHSH
MM AE R, B EH B aRthdiEn
RAFR. LEFUE AFTENRBESTESE,
ERHEAMYENRTEZ, £FHELENWREE
HELEE FSNERENES L BEMKERY.
BELHHM LR PR D LCFR 2 8 B
ERNTHE.
4 iS5 EIN

ErEBEARARS fOLERERE OF
HHEEE. FEREE LB TEAAABEE S HH0

—.BEZEMRER. UEANTIRAE. B, RRR
AR R A H M X B SRR 0 R L AR

EEEAERSRENYE, SHEARHEE LEHRE
P, R B R E A b E R, B R R 2R A B
v — MHESHWARSHS, EaH L. i F EE
MESHMERE K HMEEESESAGRTERS
HERMRE;KGREEMNEZA4G FTHRIESRAMSE
Mg, TS REMER AEAHEQBFEE
FHEBRESIER. BERESHEY ERET
REBHAFEREHERTEREET, BEiisLm
BMWE AMFBR ML LMEMELNETH.
Hit, g E R M FEA 32 A RER, IHEE
FHPAKERELEEREEN, S EHROH
ERAERETERS, AhEmb iR, ml
W LR R BB REES,

%, TEEENERERBAMTR 4T
—ER W (R E G T D R ) Eain A,
EiTESHHEOCREZANNE, 2HHNEEEHD
REF 2001 F123.5% , FEHH 3R 42 5 Pl 2001 FhY
10.4% . = 6 % b M FHL M 18 4 5 B BESE AR AT
THE TUEE LSS EFSEMEETRM, B
FHELAK SHEEMYSEIESMEHEER
EHMET L8, 2F LEH THM.

6 EBERMHEHOXHERERER

FHMEER BINDEER EED

Y EHT YREE
H J ( B /hm?)
Ll 18 2.66 0.84 1.68
2= L 22 2.65 0,84 0.67
o i M 17 3.05 0.96 4.20

L 3 2,276 0.691 5.82

Cooper F " AT H WM EFR KL A AR MW
BEMWERMRELMAFREBEARENXE. RE
ARTRE, A TR b X A7 5 2 5 00, Bl ar L)
TILFE L — B MRRE K A ERSERE
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MR EE. FEENCAENSRENSIS LRy T
STHRBPX ARE - ERELRPT AL HE
FA R AL E R B 4 A0 B M R PR A
5 R PR 7 R 4P O R B AR B A, LIRS
EMBENSEENESRENSRYE., —RNRE
FEAKELSNARESIHE. BB -THEEME
R, 2 AR A IR XA M T 4R R AR
L S NEERER KIS, = B s
B RKGHEE, 8 Pk EP AN AR EE XM
5 e Fl e 5 3 R MR M T AR B B IE R3S, bt PR o 45
RMAEHY R R EARE, RS ALY
FMA. EEAIRAARELS¥N AL, US +E
AT BSEANA BB, BE R ERE 1
I EFHNEREE LR,

B WETHISRE KIEFFAFRELE.EXE
ERB T REXTAER FERMBEHES . A}
B,

2 £ X W
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