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YOO DHBIARICERICRS. F2ICIE, H5EFFDHHDEREFIAD
BHEORTEERLE. LB CE DOMICEEZ2AERITZ2HPENEFEET S IX
TTHD. ZOYEITNV—TEHL =30 %KF5, RN 0.0125FTD2EDHD
THD. (MEHOREOEFIET 3IDOOHTELL 2V, EXTHTVS)

ZHOULTC, ®EINEED ZLICE Y, SAEHRYE > EEICHERIIC,
BICBORTZ2ZENTES. (20 L ERIEE Q, & Q, 3B RATHE 2%
ABDT, & P ERRBHEARTV,) M3 LB4ICZD&D Rz W<
OMRLTENE, B30 —FBLEDONXIVICE 2B H OEHRMNT TICEhEHR
Ko R R EHET 2B EHYTVWS. ZOND 2, 3FHDONNR )V, &
SICIRE4DNR NV EEG . RVWEFIE LOXNIET 25 ZMEHRENFZ S,
FEENENOEKICHETHHEBFFHNEHICEZRAATEVWE, EEL, &
D2DDNKXITEHMAL T ECHBFN2EZEEZhAd ok

B 5 — MR E b o LREHICRLUE. BX 10,11, B& U 12075
FefWE BVWEBIEZASOMICAZNAEBRLUE. £, B2 KVE
FHINLR/ONLHMEEABLE 2L OBIETZ L BIAEATETCLED.
SRR A T, Schubart BB 2R U, S HICHEBIE (¢ = q0) 280 T
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BEHEHAEALTERDE - ERERVWE BB T ERERLEDICE - EHIE
(200 f#) &, €9 ¥ Schubart SHE D I A &2 HHE L 3% . Schubart HHIEK D 2
ENHBHTWS THIfR] BRPERNERFLTWE LI B THo T, ZM4EEIHT
MOMDZEREES. UL, BETE O KK 0 F IS 180° ZF 5 L THW
EZeEEFRLTSBL. @EEHAEL B BT Lo LTEBOHEE, (4
A A, EH, Schubart), #BHE €3, UL, REWAE VRS S, bhbh
DHE THHEOBEBE LTORRKD ) ADIEEWEGERT S, —7F, Hhl
mOHEE, THESINEHEOREE] 23E2. LEN ST, HOH X, BEDFH
MEFELELEI/OSND BKEHICHIGT SR ERT. 4), 5)RID
ODMBEIIC, ZhF R ISCPETFTBTZL, HE2VWEIEEHEDHE DX
HEY =90 ICEHLTREIBEZLERBKTSE. Z0TFB L E{ThabARW
BRY, 5D &> —REEER5ZL3TERN, FHIRVWE, A4 RH
EMNER (TR =) HRICAYVRAATLED ) EALARVWESS & B%
T5L, MHTE2EMEHREBMILALABEA T, 5 ORELHEHEEK 2 D T
W<, Schubart S D# < T, BB FEFAHHPEDO L DICH 2 F W, ZEH
D _AREROME, BEHHHE e OB ERD. —7 EREKROE LD, KD
HUMNRWEREEIT FERIC)RWHHICES. KF1REeALEZ AT —T



U, ZOMBY OEEIZ, KT 1 AR TRS £ TIC (ERIC) K E REIRE T
WREKYIEST. ZOBEBET, TR — FHEK L OB R Tl =458 22 dhpi A %
BICHEE - TWBZENHOHTHS. AL, ZNERBATZI01E, FEHI
BEVWEBIEHETOHEND S

4 BPRREWiE

RKEVBELZMRERIKIHENBEETS. 0% 180° —ICBEEE R TH T
EANBRADERREBENANEDLLEINS ME )=90°ICBHLTRIET S
ECHBEDEHICHT L2 ZMAEHRMHRER/LIZLATES. DL ORICKE
LERZERTHBORERETE, ZhIERREBRICHY > TE2EEHRE
BZFTHEOHHEOGH AR/ O NS EH L (AEHEE R T) — RIS
BCTERWHDS, 2D OHEIERIETH S . ZMAEHZRHE N E 2RO B
AT T 2 R WEEICDOWTIE McGehee (1974) 2K ICEH R L
TW3,
BIGICIERREBED, RS TETRHEINDLH/ONEDTNTOZhELE
iR \WE. XA, bbb ERPEDOHHME, 2=HATRLE.
H7EES 2ETORBILOBOAZIRTOHBOREERT. BR
HEDBIRHLBEFOEISLLDICARICHEILZLNRTENS.

5 =AKEZEEWIEDOER

WEXTORRMOFD L2 MEE, HERICE T 2 ZARERPUE D HE DM
ETHd. 3,4, BLE52BT2L AWBEFORIPVHEAD &, ZhEeH
WMOBIEALAMA L. R5OBBTEAHDHEE (KOA) DWIFnIdHER
Y, U WIilid, Schubart SR o 5% 57 X R g5k D HR DAL R ICH < £ T Hifg
DHLUFEDLELDICRAS. ZOHOHBMOBMNERRS EHRADVEND X
TIAEBKEWHBOZ MM B 24T RO PENHNEFETH S ), Th b
DHFRNFABEIC D L Z 2 TRERBERAH 21X T TH L. BERIEHIT AR
W, ZNAHRILEBEDITH S,

=7, ERMIOX)EO M RZ L THEA, MI O BH TEHETRY
(BREERMOL ZATORFAE). ZOZLiF, BHEHS L THSIRLE Th
AR PEEZBEITNTHRTEEDTH L. ZHMEEIERITHERERE LU Rk
e, BEH IO G e EM Wl THS. $hbs BHMEL
R ANEIE N R HE TN T ZOPERE6FREGE RV
5, b3 A, SHEHRICERICEL TV, EXD, =087 3mSR s
EHANSARBRKCEATY, PEOLLEHERHEICKNE>TLES. 25
ULTHHEDOE OV ICBEENMION T, 22 2 BT 2 HEIC T EM4ERH
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EAGENARN, EAD SEHLNEINELDOREICEWTOHWET
BB, LWAs, ARIC, HRPED T (dust, B 7) RIEY D OEE & K
WTWEBLZABTHE LFHT S,

6 faim

AFDZ LB U CHIEM R 245 7= .
Schubart 8%, SAEZ2 MR, B & OERHKIC & > THZM 24 O #E
MRS o 7= (B0 5).
A A A D R FHRAEAROBITER DRy — THEDH
ROFL CHHENTFRFECRAT—-TTHY, ZORTFPR-TL 3
ECOREBHEBO AERNHVEL)TH LA, FWHETIE RV, HIRH
EICELTHEBOEHNERENTES (K 7),

ZZTORRICEY, A AHETOMBRMEICET 2 BURRRGFE 2 6
BLE, ZHhiE, HREEXTIEAMETE T, BT ER O T v 4R %E22H
1 (McGehee 1974) DFLEIC & S . £ D E,| Schubart 88 — &5 %€ HEH D
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