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1. Original Research Articles. Research papers report the results of original
research , including policy assessments. The material must not have been previous-
ly published elsewhere. Original research articles are usually up to 8,000 words.

2. Short Communications. Short Communications report the results of prelimi-
nary studies, partial research results from an ongoing study , results from studies
limited in scope ., or raise a critical issue or question based on such results. Short
communications should follow all the basic requirements of full paper manu-
seripts s but must not exceed 3,000 words.

3. Review Articles. Reviews (including policy reviews) should address topics
or issues of current interest. Theymay be submitted or invited. Review articles are
usually up to 12,000 words and must include a Methods section ex plaining how the
literature for review was selected.

4. Views and Commentaries. Commentaries are short pieces commenting on top-
ics of interest to the wide readership or present a novel , distinctive, or even per-
sonal viewpoint on any subject within the journal’s scope. The article should be
adequately supported by citations but may focus on a stimulating and thought-pro-
voking line o f argument that represents a signi ficant advance in thinking about E-

cosystem Services. They can be submitted after discussion with the Editor-in-

O® AUTHOR INFORMATION PACK 11 Apr 2017, www. elsevier. com/locate/ecoser
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Chief. Maximum 1,000 words.

5. Letters to the Editor. Letters to the editor are written in response to a recent
article ap pearing in the journal. Letters should be less than 800 words, with ref-
erences kept to a minimum (three or fewer references). Authors will also be given
an opportunity to respond.

6. Special Issue Articles. The journal is open to Special Issues. Please contact
the Editor-in-Chief if you would like to submit a proposal. Special Issue papers
should not exceed 8,000 words.

WU Landscape and Urban Planning © 1 4e35 AT B0 S0 0 — MR 2R .

Landscape and Urban Planning publishes original , empirical research on im-
portant international and regional issues in landscape science , with an emphasis on
applied work that provides solutions for landscape design. Most manuscript sub-
missions take the form of full-length Research Papers. Shorter Research Notes are
also encouraged as described below. To facilitate the discourse of landscape sci-
ence and design . alimited number of articles of other types will also be considered
for peer review upon approval by one of the Co-Editors-in-Chief prior to submis-

sion.
BEJG 45 T 8 RhIETUIE SCE X

1. Research Papers. Given the problem-driven nature of landscape science and
the journal’s commitment to linking research and practice , most Research Paper
submissions will fall within the area of applied research. Purely conceptual or
theoretical work will be considered on a limited basis under the Perspective Essay
article type (see below). Otherwise, Research Papers focused on modeling and
other “basic” research ef forts should include at least a small sample of data to
demonstrate proof-of-concept. Whether basic or applied, all Research Papers
should describe the relevance of the work and its implications for landscape and
urban planning ., design, management and /or policy. Research Papers are typi-
cally between 4,000 and 8,000 words, including manuscript text and references
(use 25-60 references as a guideline). Some exceptions to the upper length limit
may be allowed for reports of large-scale interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary
projects or for qualitative research where in-text quotations provide evidence in
lieu of tables and figures. An abstract (250 words or less) , keywords (3-6), and
research highlights (3-5) are also required. Tables and figures should be used
with economy to convey essential aspects about study concepts and findings. One or
two contextual photos may be optionally included as figures to convey to readers

the essential nature of the landscape and issues examined in the article. Other in-

O AUTHOR INFORMATION PACK 10 Apr 2017, www. elsevier. com/locate/landurbplan
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formative materials may also be optionally submitted , including Appendices, Ac-
knowledgments, short Author Biographies, Graphical Abstracts, Google Maps
(KML files), Embedded Audio and Video files, and Supplementary Material
for online-only publication.

2. Research Notes. A Research Note is a concise but complete description of a
limited investigation that will not be included in a later paper. It provides one of
the following functions: (1) presenting initial proof-of-concept results on new i-
deas , timely issues , or innovative approaches; (2) reporting replications or exten-
sions of previously published research that does not merit another full-length
treatment yet provides results that contribute to a greater understanding of the
phenomena under study. Research Notes should typically be limited to 2, 000
words and a total of 3 tables and figures, yet be suf ficiently documented , both by
re ference to the essential literature and description of methods employed, for
readers to be able to assess the scholarly rigor of the research. A Research Note
should include a brief (150 words or less) abstract, keywords (3-6), and research
highlights (3-5). The title of the submission should be prefaced with the words
“Research Note.”

3. Review Articles. Review Articles examine a coherent and comprehensive set
of published research studies or other works (e. g. s policies, reports, case studies)
covering a subject area of current or emerging interest. They can take one of two
forms: (1) Narrative Reviews identify, synthesize, and/or of fer critical assess-
ments of the state-o f-the-art in knowledge about a subject , highlighting important
concepts, variables, and theories under study , problems and knowledge gaps yet to
be addressed » and guidance for future research. (2) Analytical Reviews involve
systematic assessments of the literature, often using bibliographic database search
and retrieval systems such as Scopus or Web of Science, alone or in combination
with full-text searching , mining, and analysis so ftware. These include Systemat-
ic Reviews and meta-analyses that follow a standardized format aimed at build-
ing a base of knowledge for evidence-based design (e. g. , http://www. environ-
mentalevidence. org/EBConservation. htm). They also include quantitative, bib-
liometric techniques such as citation analysis and qualitative analyses of content
themes aimed at identi fying the structure of and trends in knowled ge about an are-
a of inquiry. Review Articles are typically between 6,000 and 10,000 words in
length , including re ferences and tables. Please include an abstract (250 words or
less) s keywords (3-6), and research highlights (3-5), and follow APA 6th Edi-
tion guidelines for referencing documents included in your analysis. Review Arti-
cles may be invited or of fered but must be approved by one of the Co-Editors-in-
Chief prior to submission. Those considering submitting a Review Article to the

journal are encouraged to send a prospectus or attach a cover letter with their sub-
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mission outlining the topic and scope of coverage; originality and need for the re-
view ; number, type (i.e. , peerreviewed journals vs. other document types) ., and
international range of citations included ; and a brief assessment of previously
published reviews related to the topic.

4. Perspective Essays. Perspective Essays present new ideas or frameworks ;
challenge current thinking , policies, or approaches; or otherwise of fer thought-
ful reflections aimed at improving our understanding of the interactions between
people and natural and built environments and their implications for landscape
planning , design, management, and policy. Perspective Essays should be
grounded in the existing literature and adequately referenced but with an empha-
sis on original thought rather than an exhaustive accounting of the ideas of others.
Perspective Essays may range from 2,000 to 8,000 words in length with a limited
number of tables and figures. Except for short essays, submissions should be
structured with section headings that convey to readers key themes and a logical
flow of ideas. An abstract (250 words or less), keywords (3-6), and highlights
(3-5) arerequired. Perspective Essays may be invited or proposed but must be ap-
proved by one of the Co-Editors-in-Chief prior to submission.

5. Comments and Rejoinders. A Comment is a critical or explanatory note on
an article published in Landscape and Urban Planning. It may be invited or pro-
posed but must be approved by one of the Co-Editors-in-Chief prior to submission.
Comments should typically be of 2000 words or less with a limited number of ref-
erences. Please include a short abstract (150 words or less), 3-5 highlights, and
3-6 keywords. The title of the submission should be prefaced with the words:

i

“Comment on”, followed by the title of the previously published article and the
authors’ names. Should one or more Comments be accepted for publication, the
handling editor may invite the author (s) of the previously published article to
write a Rejoinder , which may be published along with the Comments.

6. Editorials. The Co-Editors-in-Chief, Associate Editors, Editorial Board
members , and invited guests may occasionally provide brief commentaries on sig-
ni ficant issues of relevance to the journal’s aims and scope , introductory essays to
special issues, as well as news and information relevant to the journal and its
readers.

7. Book Reviews. The editorial team is not accepting books for review at this
time. Please consult the online Guide for Authors for future updates.

8. Special Issues. A Special Issue (SI) in Landscape and Urban Planning is a
coherent collection of 10-15 paperson a speci fic theme of research and scholarship
that falls within the aims and scope of the journal and has a broad international
appeal. Research Papers form the core of a Special Issue, but Sls are also given

breadth and depth by an introductory Editorial and other article types which may
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include a Perspective Essay ., Review Article, Research Notes , and Comments. Sls
are proposed and orchestrated by a guest editor under the guidance of a member of the
journal’s editorial team , and are selected for development through a competitive process
of proposal submission and evaluation. The journal’s editors welcome innovative propos-
als of high quality and relevance from prospective individuals or teams , and may pub-
lish up to four Sls per year. Proposalsare due July lst of each year with selections an-
nounced in October. Information and proposal guidelines are available on the journal’s

web page: http://www. journals. elsevier. com/landsca pe-and-urban- planning / policies/
N 0 Biological Conservation® 4y Hy T 32U L 200 9 FhZE AL ST & X

1. Full Length Articles (Research Papers). Research papers report the results
of original research. The material must not have been previously published else-
where. Full length articles are usually up to 8,000 words.

2. Review Articles. Reviews should address topics or issues of current interest.
They may be submitted or invited. Review articles are usually up to 12,000 words
and must include a Methods section explaining how the literature for review was
selected.

3. Systematic Reviews. A systematic review applies a methodology to collect to-
gether and appraise the scientific evidence on a specific question or hypothesis. Its
main strengths are the transparent approach to minimizing bias in considering im por-
tance of data. Fora more elaborate explanation of systematic reviews, please check
the following link : http://www. environmentalevidence. org/Authors. html.

Systematic reviews should not exceed 8,000 words. Although the manuscript
should report the main outcomes of the systematic review, it is expected that the
full review and associated data will be made available online.

4. Perspectives. These articles provide an opportunity for authors to present a
novel , distinctive, or even personal viewpoint on any subject within the journal’s
scope. The article should be well grounded in evidence and adequately sup ported
by citations but may focus on a stimulating and thought-provoking line of argu-
ment that represents a signi ficant advance in thinking about conservation problems
and solutions. Perspectives articles should not exceed 8,000 words.

5. Short Communications. Short communications are meant to highlight impor-
tant research that is novel or represents highly signi ficant preliminary findings ,
and should be less than 4,000 words.

6. Book Reviews. Book reviews will be included in the journal on a range of
relevant titles that are not more than two years old. These are usually less than

2,000 words. Please submit your requests/ideasto Philip Ca faro at philip. cafaro

O® AUTHOR INFORMATION PACK 28 May, 2016 www. elsevier. com/locate/biocon
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@colostate. edu.

7. Letters to the Editor. Letters to the editor are written in response to a recent
article ap pearing in the journal. Letters should be less than 800 words, with ref-
erences kept to a minimum (three or fewer references).

8. Special Issue Papers. Biological Conservation accepts special issue propos-
als. Please complete the special issue proposal form and send it to the Editor-in-
Chief Richard Primack at primack @bu. edu

9. Reviewer Commentary. A Reviewer Commentary is an elaboration on a re-
view report , written by a referee upon invitation by the Editor only. It expresses
an interesting or use ful view on the article that the referee reviewed. A reviewer

commentary contains a maximum of 1,500 words and 6 references.
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(=) Dif ferent nation, dif ferent ecology: Comparison of ecological research features

in China and the US during the recent three decades®

1. ¥k T B . We used SCOPUS (https://www. scopus. com) to download in-
formation from ESA journals and used Web of Science (www. isiknowledge. com)
and Wiley Online Library (https://esajournals. onlinelibrary. wiley. com/) to
complete data coverage when information was missing from SCOPUS. For ESC
journals s we used VIP (http://www. cquip. com/) which covers all of the target
journals’ in formation since their first publications.

2. # & 36 B : Shared the mission to publish and make broadly available the
most signi ficant results of ecological research , publicationsof ESA could well re-
present the development of ecology in the US. Among various publications, the
peer-reviewed journals (including Ecology . Ecological Applications, Ecological
Monographs, Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment and Ecosphere) of ESA
are all high-level professional academic journal of ecology, they have great in-
Sfluence on the ecological communities at the US and abroad.

Local peer-reviewed journals reviewed by ESC include Acta Ecological Sini-
ca, Chinese Journal of Ecology and Chinese Journal of Applied Ecology. Acta
Ecological Sinica now has an English-language international version published by
Elsevier, but the local version is still running as be fore. All these three journals a-
dopted papers written in Chinese . which could well re flect the national ecological
development of China. In 2017, these journals made the top 3 most cited journals
of ecology according to Chinese S&T Journal Citation Reports (ISTIC 2018).
They have great impacts in ecological communities in China, which make good
source to explore the research features of Chinese ecologists.

For both ESA and ESC journals. published year, journal name and author
keywords were selected as features of interests within a time span of three dec-
ades, from 1988 to 2017.

3. k&R The final text corpus includes 15,706 articles from ESA jour-
nals and 28,756 articles from ESC journals.

RV IO ST F B SRR SCHRISCEE A0 R W W] R AR AR RS . WD T O R AR Y
D7 LB G AL A « (1) — P R 28 SOk BR 5 e Y500 T 1Rl A9 7 3 o 3 AT LA i ) 332 RS I AR
BB A0 BRE A AF T SCHRRL 2 A J7 25 0 i B R UM T leading professors’ research
group 5 world famous labs S BT FEHE I . (2) LA b = A Z2 401148 I Xof e — SRR 50 (19 3 1 L T
6] | B A HEAT LB T B SRR 2 SR . 1) 1A R B0 SCHR B0 5 /0 A 3 e o 4 SOk a2, R

@® Huang T. Y., et al., 2018. Different nation, different ecology: Comparison of ecological research features in Chi-
na and the US during the recent three decades. Global Ecology and Conservation 16 (2018) e00509, https://doi. org/
10. 1016/j. gecco. 2018. 00509
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(W) 100 articles every ecologist should read®

1. BF % B 47 :Our aim was to collect a list of objectively chosen and ranked se-
minal papers deemed to be of major importance in ecology . thus providing a gen-
eral ‘must-read’ list for any ecologist, regardless of particular topic or expert-
ise. Wedefined a paper as one that should be read because it provides in formation
that is particularly relevant for today’s ecologists. These can include well-known
classics s lesser-known methodological gems ., general demonstrations of fundamen-
tal principles or philosophical essays on ecological science.

2. Bt % 7 % : Our approach was to solicit a candidate list from ecology ex-
perts (journal editorial members) and then rank those papers according to a ran-
dom-sample voting process done by an even larger sample of ecological experts.

To generate a list of ‘mustread’ papers, we faced two major challenges.
(a) How does one de fine whether a published article is ‘important’? (b) How can
we compare such articles objectively? The importance of scientific articles is dif-
ficult to assess and requires ex perience and knowledge ; it is also a subjective de fi-
nition by nature and requires refraining from biasing choices towards one’s own ,
necessarily restricted field of expertise, despite familiarity being a necessary
precursor to selection. For these reasons, we decided to rely on the expertise of ac-
knowledged experts in ecology and asked them directly, as a community , which
scienti fic articles they deemed most ‘important’ inthe context described above. We
thus contacted the editorial members of some of the most renowned journals in gen-
eral ecology (those with highest impact factors and avoiding journals that are ei-
ther specialized or multidisciplinary). We contacted all the editorial members of
the following journals: Trendsin Ecology and Evolution, Ecology Letters , Ecol-
ogys Oikos, The American Naturalist, Ecology and Evolution and Ecography.
We also contacted all the members of the faculty of 1000 Ecology section
(f1000. com/ prime/the faculty/ecol). The common point of all these scientists is
that they have normally been selected as editors for their wide knowledge o f ecolo-
gy and their ability to assess the novelty, importance and potential disciplinary
impact of submitted ecology research papers; by virtue of their appointment to
such editorial boards , these people are ipso facto ecology ‘experts’.

We conducted all 665 of these editors by email to describe the project and ask

them first to send us the details of three to five peer-reviewed papers (or more if

@ Franck Courchamp and Corey J. A. Bradshaw. 2017. 100 articles every ecologist should read. Nature Ecology &-
Evolution. https://doi. org/10. 1038/541559-017-0370-9, ¥ : AFAE S X G B T & M AEE L kLA 3K
SCARRAEF R R IR S UL ARAR TS B %25,
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they wished ). This selection was based on the criterion that these scientists “deemed
each postgraduate student in ecology-regardless of their particular topic-should
read by the time they finish their dissertation”, and that “any ecologist should al-
so probably read”. We also specified that these could include “any type of re-
search paper”, and that they need not be strictly ‘ecological’ if still deemed essen-
tial to a general knowledge in ecology.

Collectively, the editorial members (147 respondents of the 665 contacted)
nominated 544 dif ferent articles to include in primary list (that is, 3. 70 articles
on average suggested by each person who replied). Once we obtained the list of
nominated articles, we asked these same 665 ex perts to vote on each of them to ob-
tain a ranking provided collegially by the community. As there were so many pa-
pers to assess and score s participants could not reasonably be requested to examine
all 544 proposed articles and suggest a relative rank of each. This trade-of f ne-
cessitated a re-sampling approach to tally the relative rank of each article. There-
fore, we provided voter with a randomly generated sample of 20 papers from all
the nominated papers in the original list. We asked surveyed scientists to vote on
the papers provided in at least one randomly generated sample of 20 papers and
preferably on five or more randomly generated samples of 20 papers. Participa-
ntscould vote on as many papers as they wanted in each sample. In the randomly
generated samples, each paper was presented with its full reference, an abstract
(available by hovering the curser over the entry) and a downloaded PDF of the
full article. The Ethics Committee of the Centre National de la RechercheScien-
tifique agreed that no ethics approval was deemed necessary for such a voluntary
and anonymous survey.

We requested that the voter first provide for each of the 20 papers an ‘im-
portance’ score, assigning each to one of four categories: Top 10, Between 11-25,
Between 26-100 or Not in the top “100”. We also instructed respondents to provide
in formation on how well they knew each paper wvia the responses “Read it”,
“Know it” or “Don’t know it”. For each voter , we also asked her or his gender,
country of education and scientific experience (<10 years, between 10 and 25
years or > 25 years). We gave one point for each selection of the Top 10 catego-
ry, two points for Between 11-25, three points for Between 26-100 and four
points for Not in the Top “100”.

We also classified each of the 544 proposed papers into one of six types (re-
view, case study , methodology, concept, career or opinion) , one 17 fields (gener-
al ecology s biodiversity distribution, community ecology, conservation biology .
Sfunctional ecology . evolutionary ecology, population ecology, palaeoecology,
molecular ecology/microbiology/genetics, behavioral ecology, chemical ecology .

ecophysiology, landscape/spatial ecology . soil ecology . aquatic ecology, plant e-
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cology, or macroecology/biogeography) and one of six approaches (laboratory
experiment , field experiment, modelling, argumentation, data analysis or obser-
vation). Of course, some papers could belong to several types, fields or approa-

ches, so we allow repeat categories.

FEVT < SO X R 2R g e U vk BRI 0 A L T LU AT B A LA ARSI Y I M ) B
)27 R B A8 I S T A B A T 10 Fi S U AR TR T BRI e 0 P

(Z) Tkt &k & R4

34 (Edanz Group China) Y#5 H T — AN BAR L 4], A — A~ 438 S8 By Region-
specific neuronal degeneration after okadaic acid administration, #X J5 % & BF 7% N & 2 « R E /)
A — i3 R okadoic(OA) , Z 5 & i B 2 ouiB AL ; [ I . IR BLE R 2 5 T M iR
Frtepdin . SR O0HE ISR 2 40 i A2 A 5 D RE ke 2k Z W] AE D RE bR AE AR DGR L I AT I 2 il
A5 AR B B ARMESRAG K Rl 2x . (HIE QRAE AT A A 5E, A5 R Won /) AR A B
RIa R T A RS R BV A T S AR A AT Dy 2 B A A T RE SR A K R AL
2% o DR S A DG SCHIRAG: 2%, A6 56 T A 33

Fp b R DGR R R Pubmed K88 2 19 77 V5 K A SCWF TSR . DO 25 B R H
JE RE AR IR PR IA SR WA AT R AN R SRR SOk R R A A . (HR R RS R A N EE
RALT 5 H B8 AH 52 9 JLAS B 7E B ) (potential jornals for submission) , 41 Journal of
Neuroscience s European Journal of Neuroscience , Neuroscience , Biochemical and Biophysi-
cal Research Communications s Neurobiology of Learning and Memory , Neuropharmacology
Ml Journal of the Neurological Sciences

T 3 0 S ) T R O TR M o ) 5 e L B AN A S R AT T IR DLS L BT
LIPS B LT 5 B iR %

(1) Journal of Neuroscience 1 European Journal of Neuroscience B] HE 25K 8 L2 54k,
Fb A0 i 7 5 58 N 2 E 14 AH DG M R/ S0 B A T A DG AL 0 BRI 43 AT

(2) Journal of the Neurological Sciences B ITENG K, T A R A 24 OA 4b BB A2 H A4
PRI Y RSB IR, ] 25 R B X o A SRR ST S R R A AR X R G IR L 1248 )
WK & — DR G HY H bR )

(3)Biochemical and Biophysical Research Communications WL B . K BEFEY)
ST IS S P R W JE T SR, HOZd PRI B 30 TR AR R . X T A
GRS N G 8 T AR A [ 7 5 Ay B R R R IR SCRIME R L X AT BRI — MR AR B AR T

O RAT F2F BG83 7 , Neurobiology of Learning and Memory 0] DL & — 1R
b iy B AR 5 32 IR 1 A 5 2R R R R

(5 A7 5 2R P 48 7R 1 22 2R 8 o IR s VR 87 25 T T 28 5 Newroscience 1 43 5 — R4
SRR LRI

(6) 157 Al LAAR A 28 i Cmanuscript) 90 F &G CANIIR R vs #1224 )77 vs 17 057 FIE#
SR CRZ M) A B9 e AR E RS A T o] 30 00 1 R 25 ), b it e o 30 1) 5 AT 5 BRI

@ http://www. liwenbianji. cn
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SV A RO SCRRAG: 2807 125 AN 3235 4 4 1 A B2 0 DAY T80 SCRR o (] 3 b ) 27 5 42
e TR R E BAR T, DL EREIRE R R ITEB RS BRI AR E R 1) %35
WL W 2R %) XL E 2R ER, BEAEET,

B T oG TR 2R SCHR N2 LA W2 3 30 B iz o W Al 2 — 28 T . il Author Guideline,
PR RN S H R R0 OG0 A SRR R A S . R AR S S AR LA AR R X TR E R AR IR 3
S JLEE 46 0 R 3R R s A AR R Y S Bl

Ve — B 017 H R R BB 2 058 07 125 1) B8 TR ) 2 X D IBUSEL AL AN IR e AR, AR 2
XA B B AR AT TS AT 5 AR AR R A (HR T T TG T AR .
Tk R A D3 SR R SCRR 18] 52 2 sl T AT A0 % A s 0 B0 v B A S R A B R
12 SN R 22 1H 4 1l 4388 (University of California, San Francisco, UCSF)Ron Vale # {% V7
How lucky can one be? A perspective from a young scientist at the right place at the right

time® — 3L T IR SRR Y CRM I «

This essay is aimed at young scientists who are starting their own jouwrneys. I will
provide a perspective and ten lessons learned from my own experiences in graduate
school and travels to the discovery of kinesin. Here is my top-ten list of what 1 learned
from this experience , most which only became obvious in retrospect.

1. As a young scientist, you need to be exposed to dif ferent ways of doing
science s absorbing the ideas and attitudes of more senior scientists. The net result is
a maturation of a hybrid style that best suits you and is a composite of the charac-
teristics that you admire in dif ferent individuals.

2. Pragmatics dictate getting results in a defined time period in order to ob-
tain a degree, job or grand. As a result, most of us are not always working on
grand issues in biology all of the time. However, you should be vigilant and
thought ful , looking for a wedge or an opening to tackle an important problem , e-
ven if it is not your area of research or expertise. 1f the opportunity comes along ,
seize it. Inmost cases, you cannot make an important discovery if you are not ask-
ing an important question from the start.

3. Read the literature but don’t be crippled by it. It can be daunting to enter a
new field because of its considerable history and literature. You have to be knowl-
edgeable about prior work , but it is also good to avoid getting caught in the trap
of doing variations of prior experiments and thinking along the lines of existing
models. Fresh eyes and some naiveté can be a good thing.

4. Persistence is more important than brilliance. 1f you are not naturally
brilliant (my case) , you can still do well in ex perimental science i f you are persis-

tent. The converse is harder.

O PHOFERBMMETH . 26 F—FK 45 Cell M BREMFZE AT, 2019-01-04
® Ron D. Vale. Nature Medicine. 2012,18(10): 1486-8. DOI. 10. 1038/nm. 2925
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W IR R R AR CNS A [ BRI T L L 216 1F BAR a0 75 Lok 1 1) B .

2. W T ARRAIE SCE T RCZ R SCH A 41 BIE AR P8 B A e LS RE A 2 O v 2 Bk .
A Al B AR R T SCHIR D) 352 X B 5 A 5 38 RAR &R 19 38 Bl A AR B A0 8 /N . W58 e X
P A 27 BN AE B B9 4 /0 R T HR R 22 AR AR TR

3o H T AW 5T AU ik = ME SRR ) R UM AR 2 Ak M R TR 22 D A D) 1 STk
LoV BB AN SR L T0 A A B A R R BB () R B A2 RS TS e AR DR 1) BT ) O vk
ol R A T R ORI L O O T SCRRER R T 25587 . 3l W R BN L HE AT I AE A 498 3 L
R AR E) T A A58 T AW S0 8 R A A LR B2 T A AR ]
BB 7R T A R B AR B TR A A 2 00/ B TR 2R Y 58 3 MO AT A RE B TTRR

BRVRSE T LA RS 4585 B R E SCE BNy B BT A 8 3 I R AN 5 L O BB AE o
LIRUNRGIOY &N

X KB R Al e B Al ) A) A AR 222 A AR AR RS 2 AL B e Ml Al DR ) AN S L
SEVLEF RN TT R L B I LB BORMIE IS Ak = ) o NSO TG A5 B A I 5 1R A R B S R
WO ZBT 1o 2 e 2T (19 77 SCEDH AR Ll 1) 2 ) S it B9 L o5 RE BT 98 A G Y 2
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R Gy MR A R AR B B A 1) — T RS IR e R 2 LS A B TR
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2. Wit D) T2 2 10 4 R Xk A U AIT S A 4 ) T 1 L B T A T R A% D IR Y 98 S T A
AT RE A BIHT » L BGZAE TR T A GRS R R B A AT RERY STk . T 5 T4 A B B SRR
il S R SR AT 52 T5 1) AL B ol S L AR R R

FOT BE54%3

—RER%E
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