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Effectiveness of four insecticides against Clanis bilineata
larvaein thefield
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Abstract [Objectives] To investigate the effectiveness of four insecticides on Clanis bilineata larvae in the field.
[Methods] Four commonly used insecticides; Dichlorvos, Chlorfenapyr, Lambda-cyhalothrin and Imidacloprid, were tested
on C. bilineata eggs and 1st to 5th instar larvae, in accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions. The hatch rate of eggs,
rate of population decline, and the corrected control effect on larvae after 1, 3 and 7 days, were measured and compared.
[Results] The hatchability of eggs treated with Imidacloprid, Chlorfenapyr, Dichlorvos or Lambda-cyhalothrin, was 61.11%,
57.78%, 15.56% and 2.22%, respectively. Eggs treated with Lambda-cyhalothrin had a significantly lower hatch rate than
those treated with the other pesticides (P< 0.05). After 7 days, the control effect on 1st instar larvae treated with
Lambda-cyhalothrin, Dichlorvos, Chlorfenapyr or Imidacloprid was 100%, 99.76%, 93.81% and 65.48%, respectively, that on
2" instar larvae was 99.05%, 90.31%, 82.03% and 50.59%, respectively, that on 3“instar larvae was 98.00%, 71.59%, 64.22%
and 35.11%, respectively, that on , 4th instar larvae was 95.71%, 78.53%, 71.37% and 38.24%, respectively, and that on 5th
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instar larvae was 94.21%, 55.69%, 55.29% and 41.12%, respectively. [Conclusion] Lambda-cyhalothrin was the most

effective of the four insecticides tested on eggs and larvae and imidacloprid was the least effective. These results provide an

important reference for C. bilineata control.

Key words Clanis bilineata; insecticide; egg hatching rate; control effect

5K Clanis bilineata J& ## H ( Lepidoptera)
K i B} ( Sphingidee ) = 4 K & W F
( Ambulicinae) S Kk ( Clanis) (5%,
2000), 7Eddb . 7R, VI9h . 28 1 4Ek4 1
&, AL E | VIR S LAER A 248 ( HAER
sk B, 2009; HE4kfi%E, 2019 ), High A FR
S, G (FEfkE, 2001; FhiPESE, 2019),
FEA T KRG TR IR R R AR
SBAMY) (F k5, 2006; HfE, 2009), H
P 4] L2 L NS A YRl 0] -7 i o e E ) | V)
HARCE, ARBRMT, WEERE, BXE
HoME, 1-2 i ETRR sz, —
AiER ., 3-4 WM, Wtk hFE., 5 i
R B, 2 digh R R 90% (XK
214, 2005 ), 7-8 A FE/KFET, 43 AR B 51 A A
SREUTE N F R R E (B TRAE, 2006 ),

BEX G RN F , AR 25 B IR AT 2 2 Wi e
T AR T-B, BHA WA, Biiaaicr
USRS (R, 2004), 77 b R EA LR
HAGEEZS | FRIRE . AP (CREK RS,
2021 ), fHJE, M7= Exbf2 HEREAR—, ff
FAMZRW A AR, AT Bhia A, i H
W T ERMR PTG, s, AHL. &UF
A S R ORI B TR B, AR AR AR
Yoz HORE el R v A AR R Y 1 R K
B, WA, O RE PP DL AR R B
SRPABER AR AP (X, 2020 ),

ShH H T 8 FH 2R 5% 5 R 0 3R SR T
BCE R AR bR, ABTIE e TR . 4
UG | R S S A TR A Ok 4 Fh R R
B, A ETE 4 R BRI LR R R AL
R itizh 1. 38 7.d JEXT 1-5 14l H L I EGR R
IR IEBT Ao 72 Ge M B T8 A B3R 0 5 K 0
MIBTIARCR , A A P 25406 T S 2 A L
P S F, RN e 28 UL 92 25 508 T — 2

H ekl S
1 #R5EHE

1.1 e

111 #EKHIE AR AT A SR ik O 34
HILHAEE 2T o G R GE PRI, 8
H =Y, AN R, B Y 5k
WP M SEI 2 A 25 cmx15 cmx15 cm 4 55 [ 98
R&H, A E THIREE AT (2521) °C4&1F
TREFE, FEHL

112 #HiKKERRE KRHHRKGHF RN
i 1% (gl A RAR ), A%
2R (BB IR 2L T A FRAF] ).
i g (T S E B AR A BR AR ). &
RCEFF AR O RIS IE AR R B 2
Al Mpdk (VIR = IR ZGE BR AT ).

1.1.3 iU E SR R (BN S
IERAEBRAT] ). ForZz—HB TR (RT3
B g A BR A H) ). 200 mL FahikFE e ( 40k
WIEFWZEAE) ). 0.1 mm fLIEL R,

12 K

1.21 #FIEH KN 4 Fk 2 HE
14 BER ORI U0 A 45 B 7 i FH kA Tl
FEAEK, FEILZE 1,
122 4 MRAGNERBOPMLENZI 6
F IR B 34 5y, 2 B A 2575 G i) IRk A 7oK
SR, RGATIExHRE=40 cm x 20 cm, 1] 1E
WML, S R E fF KRG AEK R 20d
iF, IR H— IR 2RI, A=K = 40 d BRI
AT AR

¥ 4 Pl 25 R 2 B 6 mP FT s
R, MERETIEKY, €4% 200 mL, 7EK
Z HBEHLEER 5 M xFE=3 mx2 m [F/hX, L
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Tablel Application instructions of 4 insecticidesin thefield

A 25

AR B

B 667 m? i FH

Insecticide category Active ingredient and content Suggested dosage per 667 m?
#; %2 Dichlorvos 77.5%HH 12 77.5%Dichlorvos 50 mL
FH 4k Bl Chlorfenapyr 19 G Jk ] 24k 4 22 2 FH iR £k 1% Emamectin benzoate; 80 mL
5% 1 iE 5% Chlorfenapyr;
AR R4 Lambda-cyhalothrin - 5%48 58 R 4461 5% Lambda-cyhalothrin 15 mL
i S I midacloprid 10%iH; Hipk 10% I midacloprid 10g

200 mL V&KX HR, K 4 2 A 2 on) B it
Bl R 55 f 0 0l 2 S WA AN [R) /N X PN G K 3
b o TS ST 4 Rk 24 Kok BRAR B S 1 K S
Fr 505678 25 cmx15 cmx15 om 47 55 B SR &
JEHE , A3 Ah A 2 Ko X B AL HR A A T R 3
&, BEHE 6 AR, RSN R L
A 60 R E RURDD, RS TR R IR AR
F%, HH A 9:00 & T4 5:00 10 & M 5K ik
TRIEAL AR L
123 4 MRAIREHEE XL BB
)k SR k40 1.2.2, kT4 KZE 40 d
B, KK 2 H B AL 43 4 x FE=3 mx2 m [/ X
I 754, /NXTAIAIRE 3 m, FEAE DU JE L KR
P4, B 1k 4l ks, 5Kk B e TR P RRSR 5 d
Ji B HA% 60 /4% A — i il £ 1 1) /N 48
SR G T R Ik DR /N ASFE AR AN /N X Y
IR GH R b, BERPE 3 F K S AR AR R iyt
RIRRIEANNASE N, TEFLEE O, Bk P
7% o BN 3/ M4E, 3t 180 T K ik
B, A AE R L N B 20 m?, B 10 P/ NRAY,
VRN JE 2245 /N X B BUTRAR FE

FROR ARG, RS BR/NAS, LRIUE)
PR R . BEALPRIE 15 AS/NX, RhFEi
JR B AR /INX WIFLh 2 180 3k 4 Pk 254
HEREFIR A B 18 mP i, JHIE KRR 2
600 mL , i il 5 B B A 2538 18 T3l 1k 55 2 T
W9 34~/IX, BEAS/NX IR 200 mL, 3 /% /)N
DX IS 258 e /K o M s RS s/ N 11 5
FEES, Bij 155 Ao i Al N X, SR R
IE R P FIAIWEN , 4 RIS fEmiE )R
55 1. 381 7 RArHISeit 15 b BN HE/NX Y

IRAAEEL, Il FEHA/NX G R R AR R
2-5 Wi, I ITIEEEAANAR, AN /N X
HEE 180 3k, MEHEATMIZY, FEitmiziiE 1.
3HNT7 d £&5/NX L HAFIE S, THRA A3 A 199
IR FFNARGKE TR, H A3 (CEMEF 4,
2017 ):

HHWEEERE (%) = (HuZ5HT 8 8-y 5
W) it 2l i E %< 100,

FEBTR (% ) = (Ab3E 171 j85E R B iy
FIER 2 ) /(1% fE A R 48 ) x100%.

1.3 HHEAmE

AR S EEA IR H R R
BB, P Bk i Excel 2013 fil SPSS 17.0
Ab PR EE SRR ZE SR H Oneway
ANOVA J5 2245185 BAIsla] iy e i e B ik AT I
IESZ iR, SR)5 R Duncan's #5822
AT R R AL B 2 6] 22 5 g E PEAG 56

2 HRESHH

21 AFNREGIE R4 P AL B R0

2t AP 2540 R SR O AR AL R A A 1
FirzR, SRR BP 280k bk b 3RS AZ 52 00 /)N, B
AL 61.11%, HCH UG | S A
A FEAGER , 200t 3 Fha 24540 IS Y 5 K 1 O
LR 5l 57.78%. 15.56%F1 2.22%, 4
R SRR AR TG Ah B 11 5 Mk IR AL SR A A1,
FARTHE 3 MNMEH (P<0.05); 4tk s pkoAn
Ak rU I I A RS Y R I B A R 2 N
(P>0.05), {H 5 2 = T H B M~ b 2 ( P<0.05 );
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Dichlorvos Chlorfenapyr Lambda-cyhalothrin Imidacloprid Control

ZHFIFPJE Types of insecticides
E1 4FRAFLEFEREIPAPLEILE
Fig.1 Comparison of eggs hatchability of Clanis bilineata treated with 4 insecticides

KT AR A B 367 25 Duncan's 37 58 1 25 We A 1 2 5 1 3 (P<0.05) .
The different letters above bars indicate significant differences by Duncan's new multiple range test (P<0.05).

4 A4 BT K g 0P 5 AL R X I 2 IR T X R
(92.22% ) ( P<0.05 ),

22 BHEMNAEKHZ XL BB

TP X AN ) i 31 5 K ke 4y e B s i 5 2
Fis o BB X 1-5 i O KR4 U 255 1 d B
R 87.38%-50.94%, Mz 3 d Bzl
98.93%-5259% , M Z /5 7 d B & [ A
99.76%-55.29%,, F{ELHL X A [7] i 1 57 K gk 4y
PRI Bt FH 24 B B4 i B 5 T A
R 2 iRl A W, 2GRN, BG4 i
W JU 158 o A R S B M X6 Ay ) B RS A AR P
By HZYE 1, 3A17 dAf, ECRCEXT 54 H
iRk 85N, 435K 50.94% ., 52.29%71 55.29%,

Py /N TR X BRI B A% ( P<0.05 ),
2.3 FRYE BRI E = X i 4h BB

FH 24 e ol I 0T AN [v) % 11 0 O e 4 T ) I 35K
N 3 Frn . HYERUIIEXT 1-5 1% 5K k4l d
245 1 d JERIEBRGE F 2 68.19%-41.57%; HIZY
3dJEHIEBRGL N 89.74%-49.71%; fZh 7d
Je A TE B AL Rl hy 93.81%-55.69%., F 4 H i fi
XF 5 AN 4 R B A 2R I, B A FH 25 5 T]
T, H 4 B Y B SO W R . 7E 2
AHIFIEE , &) O 03 n , P 2 He b Xk &) e % Bl
RBER. WNE 3 EN, A2 1dE, HagR
WEIEXT 1 Wl BBERCh 68.19%, Xt 5 4l H
Bzl 41.57%; Iz 3 d 5, W4YEREiEx 1

xR 2 BB FEREE X4 BB
Table2 Control effect of dichlorvoson different instar larvae of Clanis bilineata

245 1d 1 day after application
4 Ui A

24J5 3 d 3 days after application

24J5 7 d 7 days after application

Instar of FLAWERR (%) RIEFZ (%)
Declinerate of Correction control

HWOEER R (%) KIERE (%)
Declinerate of Correction control

HOWEE R (%) IEBZ (%)
Declinerate of Correction control

farvee larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%)
1 85.56+£1.96 a 85.14+2.00 a 99.07+£3.98 a 98.93+4.27 a 99.81+2.49 a 990.76+£2.82 a
2 87.59+4.96 a 87.38+5.01 a 90.56+2.77 b 85.66+2.67 b 92.41+2.02 b 90.31+2.30 b
3 75.19+0.94 b 74.48+0.95 b 78.70+0.60 c 74.89+1.89c 79.81+0.23 c 71.59+4.81c
4 77.04£1.30 b 76.22+1.31b 79.44+3.27 ¢ 76.98+3.23 ¢ 80.56+3.32 ¢ 78.53t3.54 ¢
5 51.48+2.48 ¢ 50.94+2.55 ¢ 57.59+3.19d 52.59+1.94 d 58.52+3.39d 55.29+3.61d

B I B bR R FSVEE G bR AN [FE B R R 4 Duncan's B 8 i 2 1k 50 25 5 B 3 (P<0.05), 3 3-% 51[l.
Data are mean+SE, and followed by the different letters in the same column indicate significant differences by Duncan's new

multiple range test (P<0.05). The same for table 3-table 5.
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Table3 Control effect of chlorfenapyr on different instar larvae of Clanis bilineata
s #jJ5 1d 1 day after application #jJ5 3 d 3 days after application ZjJ5 7 d 7 days after application
&2

Instar of HLHTBGIRZE (%) KIEBR (%)
Declinerate of Correction control

HOWGER (%) RIEFZ (%)

Declinerate of Correction control

HITEEE (%) KIERR (%)
Declinerate of Correction control

larvee larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%)
1 69.07+1.45a 68.19+1.48 a 91.11+1.70 a 89.74+1.84 a 95.19+1.53 a 93.81+1.75a
2 60.74+0.83 b 60.08+0.84 b 83.15£1.08 b 80.17+1.19b 85.93+t0.70 b 82.03+0.81 b
3 56.85+2.46 b 55.62+2.52 b 63.33+2.39¢c 60.24+2.56 ¢ 70.19+1.01 ¢ 64.22+1.16 d
4 59.63+1.97 b 58.95+2.00 b 67.04+1.30cC 65.30x1.35¢c 74.07£2.17 c 71.37¥2.32c
5 42.22+1.62 C 41.57+1.65c 52.22+0.85d 49.71+0.89d 58.89+1.49d 55.69+1.59 e

WA Bl 89.74%, Tixt 5 #4hHLBRk K
49.71%; 24 7d )5, H4EHUBERE X 14l BB
Bk 93.81%, XS 5 4 HUBs Rk 55.69%; H
Zif5 1. 3M 7 d¥nIAE N, HYERIEXT 1
4 H B ) 0 TN e 0 B Ak
(P<0.05), TMiX} 5 W44 B &K T X0 H:
BRI BAL (P<0.05 ),

24 BHUERABHEXARRHEXELH R
iR

o A3 S S A TR G AN () 8 U 5 O ik 4y L)
Biscing 4 i, % 1-5 T Rk Iz 1 d
Je B TE B R4 Ll 95.819%-87.08%; JHZ4 3 d )&
KEIEB RGN 99.78%-91.03%; 124 7 d J5i
TEBHAIGHE FEl f 100%-94.21%., 2 450 S S U B Tis vt
5B II4 BB A, Bl FH 25 a] A 3
T, v Ak R A TR Y B RS WG SR . A FH 2
8oy L | il ) Q13 S ) e 2] g3 2
MWFEATA[EH, M2 1d)E, BS30ARESNE
b 1984 Bl 95.81%, Tk 5 4l B RCh

87.08%, {H 5 -Ab#iEITC W E 2% (P>0.05),
25 3d )5, maERE IR 14 BBk
99.78%, %t 5 W 4h HBhACH 91.03%, HZ 7d
J&, ERAFEAERXT LI R BRI 100%,
55Xt 2 i Bk ( 99.05% )G i & P 2= 7 P>0.05 ),
HRZESTHEAM (P<0.05); Mixl 5 #4hH
Bigih 94.21%, 5% 4 @4 dipisk (95.71% )
T ExER, (HEEMLTHELE (P<0.05),

2.5 Wit FR RSO A B 8 B = K U 4 B O B 3L

Mt BT AN ] 6 00 2 R Ik &0y SRR Bl 3k Ak 5
PR o X 1-5 %GR k4l U2 1 d JE A IEB AL
78 [k 59.05%-26.02%; 4 3 d Je Ik Bk
Fily 61.75%-37.43%; 24 7 d J5 K Ik B A0
h 65.48%-41.12%. = AR AR XS 5 A
R BRC R, B P2 R AN, sk
S H AR A B RO W35 o 76 FH 24 B A TR
BF, 4l B ARG, T4 A B, K 5
Al AL, 25 1dJE, mbauskost 184 sk
K, H 59.05%, IMiX}) 5 4l REHRR/N, H

* 4 SUEREHEEXNAEHRHEE REHHIANY
Table4 Control effect of Lambda-cyhalothrin on different instar larvae of Clanis bilineata

24J5 1d 1 day after application
4 H 5 10]

24)5 3d 3 days after application

24J5 7d 7 days after application

Instar of ‘R FBEERAR (%) KIERIAL (%)  HOGRAR (%) RIEF (%) RABER (%) KIEB (%)

Declinerate of Correction control

Declinerate of Correction control

Declinerate of Correction control

larvee larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%)
1 95.93+2.04 a 95.81+2.07 a 99.81+2.49 a 90.78+2.67 a 1.00+0.00 a 1.00+0.00 a
2 93.70+4.77 a 93.60+4.82 a 97.96+5.87 ab 97.60+6.37 ab 99.26+3.75 ab 99.05+4.24 ab
3 94.63+£9.62 a 94.48+9.76 a 97.59+6.46 ab 97.39+6.73 ab 98.33+5.45 bc 98.00+£5.97 bc
4 88.70+£1.07 a 88.51+1.08 a 93.70+£1.66 bc 93.37+1.70 bc 96.11+1.68 cd 95.71+1.77 cd
5 87.22+2.73 a 87.08+2.75 a 91.48+0.87 c 91.03+0.90 c 94.63+1.46 d 94.21+1.52d
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x5 MRS A [E) ¢ B = K i 4h B9 B 3
Table5 Control effect of Imidacloprid on different instar larvae of Clanis bilineata

24)5 1.d 1 day after application

24)5 3 d 3 days after application

24J5 7 d 7 days after application

4y Ui 40

instar of R (9) RIEBIRL (%) IR (%) RIENZ (%)  mOHRE (%) REHK (%)

Declinerate of Correction control

Declinerate of Correction control

Declinerate of Correction control

jarvee larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%) larvae (%) effect (%)
1 60.19+1.30 a 59.05+1.35a 66.85+2.56 a 61.75+2.87 a 73.15+2.08 a 65.48+2.48 a
2 48.15+1.21b 47.27+1.24 b 53.70+0.67 b 45.53+0.79 b 61.30+1.06 b 50.59+1.32 b
3 30.56+2.42 ¢ 28.57+2.78 c 36.30£2.26c  30.92+2.54c 4593+2.37 ¢ 35.11+2.96 ¢
4 28.70£1.03c 27.50+1.18c 35.93+1.18 ¢ 32.55+1.27 cd 44.07+1.13c 38.24+1.28 c
5 26.85+2.08 ¢ 26.02+3.20c 40.56+0.87 c 37.43+0.93d 45.37+0.93 c 41.12+1.01c

26.02%., FHZ4 3dJ)5, %t Likghmpizimk,
61.75%, Xt 5 W4l BRI, N 37.43%.,
W25 7d )5, X 14 MBS K, i 65.48%,
MXT 5 B4 HERGR /N, 41.12%, 251, 3
M 7dJE, MEHIHT 1 %) dpRs KT )
W H A AL FE (P<0.05 ).

MR 2-F 5T EH, HZG 7d)E, A
ST AR XT 1-5 W4 5L R k4l HTE 4 Fhofe 25 B 3%
T, Nk R ACAN AR . HAARI R, EH
25 7dJE, XTEIRE 1884 B0 S R 4
fif ( 100% ) >ELEgE (1 99.76% ) > 2 vy i fif
(93.81% ) >tk Himkk (65.48% ); X & Kifk 2 1%
4y B 8 e AR AR AE R (99.05% ) >R
(190.31% ) >H 4k f i fiF ( 82.03% ) >k HL bk
(50.59% ); X5 Kifk 3§54 Bl S /U
2ME (98.00% ) >ELHHE (71.59% ) >H 2k duih
& (64.22% ) >ntdipk (35.11% ); X & KK 4
14 1)) U 0 R A R A R (95.71% ) >ELEE
(78.53% ) > 4k i i ( 71.37% ) >k HLU Bk
(138.24% ); Xt K ik 5 & A B R S TR
e (94.21% ) >H 4k Ui (55.69% ) >ELEL
& (55.29% ) >tk (41.12% ),

3 itig

ARSCRGRIT T BECR . WP 4EdUgils | msk
SOREAG BRI dmtk 4 Fhers TS HOR)ek B K i
O P9I A SRS S T 4y LR B8 o 2R T T3
P AN [R) 25370 %8 B R0 B 2%, R 2435 13 1 Aol
FESIE FARACET , AT AR 4 R vfErf o L

BT 4R B G R IR IR AL % R[] A 4N
A IE R RN 2255, 79 4 Fok 24 1] B 35 B4R
T2 R BT P AL 8 5 R R S IR U TR T A (] 4 1
T R AL IE B RUAE 4 Tl 245 vh 14738 3 5 KA,
1T EE ERRES) Ay e/ DML, 22 BH 52 R I o) 1 30 SR R
BEERPUIE RN, T A A BRI P 52
AU, R TEE (2021) WFFEHRIA, ML Ak fe
I LR T XREP I B3k 66.30%, i3
T HE 5 A S, A et 06 [ %o nik: r bk
HEGRIPUE

SRR, & AP IRSS , Bl I
K, R XIARINP AT (R 2-K5),
Bian, FHEHEIEAAEL R 7 d)E, BEIEXT 1-5
W% &)y B TE B AL 4 R 99.76% . 90.31% .
71.59%. 78.53%7FI 55.29%. [ 3 Fl 4 #4 Fir it )i
Y BAL2E S AN 2 1, RPN ] o 4] K ik
2y HR B0 A ) 2 S 2, DR 8 A &)y X S
TEHUIE 2 m TARIE I HivE . R O [R] 8
4y VAt 3 P25 b R S R AR .
SRR AR, 4784 (2004 ) WF5E 3R,
FICRAIRPTIE IS, DUtk & T, AT i 1
WP A e R E 2 5, HRE R IR Kbt
HPEARWE R, HARER TR RS, RAgRe
A o 9 4 AR A i O TR ) 3 R R A 2 5
T B 4545 (Perry et al., 2011; Wan et al.,
2016 ), EE AR H A R R EOR A
RR-SH: Rl (GST ), RIRERME (CarE) F4HfE
8, PA50( CYP450 ) 45 ( 224, 2009 ),
SR B X 245 50 1 il BE AU BB 0 G 5 AT e 2
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Ik BB 2GR ( French-Constant et al.,
2007; Lietal., 2007), ik, 4 TAEELkS:
TR [ i 3 5K e & A 2 25 ) b B AR ) 3
e B3 A PR RIS, DT 48 7R 40 i T K A 24
P B a8 ) A E A LR AL

ABEFERIEERGE T JLFR R 255 5K 3k B
S48 14 e AR AN ] 3% S 4 e 1 TR TRD B 88,
o T AR TT it 24 S5 B 1 4 B X6 HH 8] 4 24 %
BA LA SE IR, A5 AN 7] 24 3510 0 5 R 9 4 H) A 28
YERIBHS , gt sr Bl 2 RS2 ik
HEFT AR AR 2G04 U = N B N, 15 317
WA, THREE R | SRR SR
bR, RGIRIE AR 2570 W B A B4 L
AR PY 3l fife R BELE A [ e 8] 0 35 1 S A G
fiff B I P FEIRTE B, DT Sk 0 Ik 4y He 11 v sk
T RIRHE AL — I B AKE

3 A W B 3 T B R A g ) H ) SR
W A o AT 2 R AR B T R S MR IR TR R %))
B S 4l B A BB TS (R
45 2014; ZEMRIESE, 2022), #F—& TAEA]
TRATF M7 i BT, S48 R EE R, I
1210 22 f 1A B S TR I B 2l U BOE R S 5 76
SFAERTF, IR B R R RS e gl 2
5, e 22 SRR DI RESEA , SR UF 3L I DB,
it A A% TR 22 £ 1A B 6 R Mk 4 PR ) EOG HLERL
Ry S IR B 22 FR AR BE B TR TR ik 4y B B
AR A AR S HE
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