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Impact of Land Use/Cover Change on the Ecological
Carrying Capacity in Loess Hilly Region
—A Case Study in Shanghuang Test Area in Guyuan

HAO Shi-Long, LI Chun-Jing

(School of Resources and Environment , North China University

of Water Conservancy and Electric Power, Zhengzhou 450011, China)

Abstract ; Land eco-efficiency is the key of land resources in loess hilly region. Based on the theory of ecologi-
cal footprint, and as land use/cover change the breakthrough point in loess hilly area, the ecological carrying
capacity analysis method was used to calculate the ecological carrying capacity of Shanghuang experimental
area. The results showed that the total ecological carrying capacity in 1982, 2000 and 2010 were 242, 47,
750.53, 929. 68 hm®, respectively. Meanwhile, the ecological carrying capacity per capita in 1982, 2000 and
2010 were 0. 67, 1. 47, 1. 86 hm®, respectively, the ecological carrying capacity was growing up year by
year, which showed that the ecological carrying capacity of the study area steadily increased. The expansion
of productive land area and the improvement of the production of ecological land were the causes, in particu-
lar, the latter was the key. This study provides a feasible method of quantitative evaluation of land use im-
pact on the ecological environment.

Key words:land use/cover change; ecological footprint; ecological carrying capacity; Loess hilly region

e b R AR A 3 R A e A R B X
RS A R R DR s AT 4 b A A2 e 5 4
B R — ], R/ 55 AR R — R
VA R AR S A AT R AR A M Ty BRI A
o 25 RN B AT ] — b Bk AR A . R/ B
A (LUCC) BEJe: 4= BRER B 28 AL 1 I [N L 2 2 Bk 3

B EAC RIS R BEE N B R R R 5T Y R T R BT R
FRH ARG - oM /48 5 A8 AR AT 5 B A 4 Bk AZ AR AT 5
AR AR R . AR SRR AR Al A BR R AL A 4
JRCHR S+ - AT/ BT A A X A AR IR B A AR
Wi o 72 4R bl M) /B o A A XA A ER B Y
S — H RV A E W R RS R R

W #s BHH#E.2012-09-18 f& B HH#§.2012-10-22

FENI B /KR w8 UK 3 o R s ) T S 06 A RO AR WS B3 H (201305 54— 07 B SR S R T ) ORI O o
TR 1 b KR AE D R G 5A 8 B R ML (2006 BACO1A0T)
PEE BN M (1972, 5 VT 0E A At AR EE R 7 1 R/ b 5 AR A AR A 45 45 . E-mail: haoshilong @ ne-

wu. edu. cn



136 /e o S 1

%20 &

— P AR A R EE R R PR R B0 R R R RE 1 1Y
AT

B g A S v bR /7 5 AR AR R B
XZ— AR X, TR0 X L%
TR X 8 A R RN R 2 — 3l A 5
Zh X LUCC X A= 8 7K 48 ) 28 A6 1 5% A B 1
18 7 8 - e DL 55 X T BRI AR BL ) A R TR
NATTRE HE 55 1 B, DL S HE s 45 3 AR RN SCIR R
XiF A R FH A] R S M R

1 WFSEDXI . Bl o i Be T 1

(D WX . 7 2 e b R S g X
LT 7 E A 4 A X I £ R Ak
B I P A A B B I AR X, M A B R &
106°26'—106°30", db 2 35°59'—36°02", + Hb i Ifj A
7.61 km®, J@ B R TR IX . R EEKE R
415, 1 mm, ¥4 1 534, 3~1 822 m,

(2) Bk, S8l XAE 1982 4 4] 1 1 b
FIFHE NSRS — 7 IR T 6 3 4 i f
KAy 28 5 At 23 1 52 M i A L B B T B T SE AL
28U A A A R R R R PR R R LR
W3 Xk #E AT T A MU A R A dm i T
1+ 5 000 IE B2 AR I W] LU A K5 i L S B 3 — X
B AV AL . RS TEAL SRR T, 2 W
VA BB 2 TR A Y 1 R A S &
O T AR AR R R A
DL SRR IR B3 S i Bl 5 . R I XA & 48
T 8 78 A 1 8 E AN ) s S0 A 3 o

) R I, ESRBZEHRMERERET
2% Rees 3% T 1992 4 Se 2 I Wakernagel
T 1996 4E5E 5 . DN AE W) W B0 A A B8 S D R RT R 2
KR —Fh 7k B DL AERE N2 AR A7 0 R e i) B3 T
Dt ) AN 2 77 26 Y 02 5 ) T s B A A 2 A 7
KNP AR BB R G Mm-S AN
TR ASE R AN 7 v BAT MR R 2 W T LB AR A T B R AE
LA A [ DX 1) bE B 2 P s A ST AT B R 75
B TENEEN ZREMM T ESEEY
Bas CERRE D 2SR B ISR OCNEZ —,
8 — 08 AN AR RGN NS B A A W) A A B e
R 2 SR LAY e KA 5 IR 55 B 0« e i) B UL 5 PR B 1Y
KRB RE T . ERR — A X rpe et 2n A2y
HE S A TR M 4 Rl T R A, R AR X R A
L WGP N R RN W

EC=2>la, Xr; Xy, (D
A EC— R AES KRBT 50— KB EE

A P TR R A A B b PR | R K R S
CO, MW M s ry—— 3 N 15 5, —230 j AW
Az B A P

2 iS50

2.1 TFATUSWH

(D JGHEEM . bl X A Hh ) AR 4k 32 28 m] &)
53 R WA [R) 1 B 48 o B 36 2 R AR AR L A A R
M 1982 AF 57 S5l s FF AR 2 2000 4F X — BT
FEAES R HITERETILGEA IR, R X — X3,
25V B IR RN S PR B Ak i TS PR, X — B B 2
B3 gk A iR A 5 0 el s b R 25 R 08 A £k
KELIMAREWHIRGR D . AW m, %
il 2 0 3 I e b TR B o SR VA R ) S 1 R B AR
A AR K B e R R 2R 39 hm® 1Y
WeB AT TR A O AR BE R OGRS T 41,3
hm? (N T FEHb, 76 %55 1LY el 3 F2 P A 148, 9
hm® (57 L5 A8 M bRl . G BRIR . K £ 3K 15 5
FRE ] HERIMBEA G EERTAY 6 000 t/ (km® « a)
[ 22 2000 4Ef8 2 000 t/(km? « a) , bR 557 25 B 36 B
AR 1. 87 % LT 2000 4FHY 56. 9% . A IR 5545 F)
TAHBMNEGR 2,

TEL TR 5 T, 322 Ry o B A A H i) e ik
PR A RN TR Rl R R R Ol L
A AR LA 41, 3 hm? A9 KSR B b G A8 g A T B8
Mo 53 AN A4 hm® () B M A AR R el B, kR EE e 28
Ur TR E R m AR .

(2) iBFFH, b8 XX — B A 4 b R AR 4
PR AR IR 32 2 2 ) 1 (] 508 A I BRGA B IBUOR  AE aX — B
W, R AR AR oh B 35 (3R 1), 5 I 3 B b
BRI /D BB (R LA 142, 3 hm® [ 3% B b 76 F)
7 B R A T k38,140, 8 hm® (S #F b iE 47 T8
HER MR B, A 60. 8 hm® 14 35 Bk b 775 78 hy i 2
M, B N T RE M 80 hm® 1 3 Ak 1 7 748 Ay Akt
LA A AR R, 4 24 FH b % R ARG, B R B
el b T RS A B L IR BE S A 6.3 hm” 91 & M FE 7AE
Shy bl M, 3 X B A B M A 11 1 hm, AR HF AT Y
2.3M% . A 0.4 hm” (9)1] 5 1% 28 o J B 050 FH b, Bl
2B B A ] M T 11, 2 hm?®, KoKk 3 Tk
X F) 38 6 A2 1 50 . AN A FH 25 0 L v AR
ST HE T 30% FRE S 10. 4%, bR 57 36 5% MR B
HIRY 57 % LTk k75,5 % , Ak b 0 55 L BT o HE B 43 )
PEE T 10. 5% F 8. 0% ., AEBABEME T ok H . AT
T B S A 60. 8 hm® [ 3 B M B4 A Ny
N B H, O3 it 2 B BFRT Y 1.3 4.



%2 T T A% . 38 4 el X R /7 55 A8 A e A 25 R R 7 B B2 137
F£1 2000—2008 £ FERKX T HF FITL hm?
+ i ) ) 2K 70 1982 4F 2000 4F 2010 4F 1982—2000 4F 20002010 4F BAR LR /Y
N 279.7 228. 4 79.4 —51.3 —149 —71.6
I Hh b 239.0 155. 6 13.3 —83.4 —142.3 —94.4
B BEH 0.0 39.0 39.0 39.0 0
Al 65 H 9.6 8.8 8.8 —0.8 0 —8.3
JI| & 4 31.1 25.0 18. 3 —6.1 —6.7 —41.2
N 9.4 158. 3 238.3 148.9 80 2435.1
o b N S 4.0 103.0 103.0 99 0 2475.0
A AR R K 0.0 48.1 128. 1 48.1 80
B HE 5.4 7.2 7.2 1.8 0 33.3
N 374.6 275. 3 326. 4 —99.3 51.1 —12.9
PR RARE M 369.6 229.0 219.3 —140.6 —9.7 —40.7
AT H i 5.0 46.3 107.1 41.3 60. 8 2042. 0
JE B A5 3.9 9.2 9.6 5.3 0.4 146. 2
2218 FH 10. 1 20. 3 31.5 10. 2 11.2 211.9
IK 38, 5.6 12.6 12.6 7 0 125.0
] 4 0.4 4.8 11.1 4.4 6.3 2675.0
R F) I He 77.3 52.1 10. 2 —25.2 —41.9 —86.8
%2 AEAMBRES . EFRUESHBETN A F| 4 500 kg/hm” ; #F 57 W97, FL Hb 3= 22 R R AR L
kR WHEET 2000 4 2010 4F Mo NTRE Ml A A IR R Ml 11 S 2 7 R D 2 100
PR/ (1 e km 2+ a ') 6000 2000 1000 kg/hm® -3 1. 23 hm® [ 7L A GE R — A F B0 5
wE - WEBLERE/ Y 187 56.9 742 N THEMEEHEF-4 0.6 hm? 35— 847, H K AR 8
b 2% 22 /0 N 1y IR 4 )
At iﬁﬁfgﬁ?f% 832-1 6:‘61 12-98 OB T 1A% % E BBk 8 2 7 ) AR A 1L A
e AT 15 kg TR 1993 4 B8 0 i 4 BROF 1 77 It
oL H/k 230 550 684. 6 . \ - . ;
2% *E;\ng/ffmg i) 645 20250 1500 33 ke PRSP (U 0. 37, 3 KU K
ZE 0T Fe m - /
N e YH 4 e =3 f DA IGA
M WREIY Less 1etos 1e1s  BBHSLOCIRRHLEAT T BOR R R N 4
I ali A/ IE 47,2 1846 2093, 2 B b St T R B R L R Y A AR R TR

2.2 EBEZASGW

(D W7 s W7o dr. Bk
[l PR &8 — bR, Sy 1 A8 T oA, 5™ i R AR 41 A [ i
145 2 1 52 BR e R S 1993 44 BROM S B9 A [A] Hi 26
R W AN AR (£ IR A e - AR <2 N U I N v B
T ARG A 1l A T S SR M 4 A P
238 L FE e Hl 2 DS B T R E AT 15 B VR M
2 R WA A R BT HE T Y CO, o DA R 3 A ot AR
Wy LR O] A R IR A b (0 B AT IS %A 1 bk (Y
IR W CO, 335 %b 78 4k A #8558 BT 3t 2% 1 A 9 1k
SEREUR . ST I B R B AT 3 R U 645
kg/hm®, M2 r=& R 2 744 kg/hm*, & 2000
AL 2t ZAF 0IA B B MO B S 4 7 a Ak E) 2 250
kg/hm?, & 2000 4F, X — Hb X 7F [§ 5 1B B if MRk &
BRI 5 AT KA Bk € B B R MR &, R T
() R i L AR SR 1 65 M, = M AR 7 0 A A 2 iR
GRS NTE AU/ T () | NS L 3 N E AN
WEESH 73— WS, 2010 FRE 5™

K EYHE 2000 4F J2 2010 4F RE Ml 9 77 5 K5 43 1) £
wE] 0.9 FI L. 2 M i AR e DU LA B O AR R
AT WF S ) LI A 1 7= AR 1 650 kg/hm”®,
I6 PR [R)CEAR M HE AT T Rk R, DA R A AR R
bR RS S R A A L R TR
PEiE a5 F] 2 100 kg/hm® , iR #f 14 35 53 i Bk i 17
TR BRI (bR M 0 A T R R T — o AR
Hp= Bk #] 2 800 kg/hm” i 1993 4F 4 BR A 44 (1) 11
SEOFH e R 3 500 kg/hm” . UL, AF 58 19) IR B
91 B AR B 30 K Ml i) 7 A BT 40 R 0.47,0.6,0. 8
(& 3), WK b bR b 18 A 7 0 41K F 4 BRob Bl 9 A= 7
T 5 KA 7 ) A BROF- 2 7 R A A 5T b
A 7 4 B R A

(2) BASERI . RIEAR D RITE L
B XA [ B 0 A SRR IR BT TH T4
22 R AR A 1) TR AR R AH DG AR v DL 1 2B S R 3R
HTBR 1226 TR R0 000 SR R A 2 R R TR
IFREEE R 3k 3 Fros, 1982 4F,2000 4F K& 2010 4F I
O R 1 AR AR 2 ) e il 242, 47, 852. 87,



138

/N o & 0

%20 &

1 .056. 45 hm” , 5 JAS By 39 4 19 28 95, AN 35 28 280K
kB 1982 4 LKA A0 363 A, A4
AERE SR 0. 67 hm?,2000 4F K 2010 4E %R XA H
G5 R 512 N 501 N NSRS AR #4390 R 1. 47
hm? 1 1. 86 hm?, 7 A K 5 B8 K 915 &5 F . 2010

AF b DR Y A SR B B S D 3 T 2. 8
P NSRBI KT L8 5. X T E 1993
NI R E S 0.8 hm” i 7 5 1 8 3K X A4 A5 7Rk 2%
Ty 2 T EPEEKCE A X T R E E AL an
ERANE 9.6 hm' M5 %X R IR T X — K.

®3 LERRAENEARESRRS

. 1982 4 2000 4F 2010 4F
MR /hm? B P EE T SR/ hm’ WER T RN BEA/hm® BN T RN T
i 284 2.8 0.24 241. 4 2.8 0. 82 100. 1 2.8 1.64
o 374.6 0.5 0.37 275.3 0.5 0.9 326. 4 0.5 1.2
M 9.4 1.1 0.47 158. 3 1.1 0.6 238.3 1.1 0.8
K 38, 5.6 0.2 1 12.6 0.2 1 12.6 0.2 1
A b 14.0 2.8 0.24 29.5 2.8 0.82 41.1 2.8 1. 64
CO, Wk 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SE A TR 275. 54 852. 87 1056. 45
W) 2R (1200) 33.07 102. 34 126.77
SO A SR 242. 47 750. 53 929. 68
NI R ) 0.67 1. 47 1.86

AT R AN O R R B I S B,
XA SR NSRBI A g, X 3%
1545 F BA A AA = M 28 SO B AN BT K, 1982—
2000 4, R ] H #9820 T 25. 2 hm?, [fij 2000—2010
TEEA AT AR M L o BN T 41,9
hm? . Bk Hl AR 2528 77 T AR AR W20, 2010 4F Hf M
R T A AT 1982 ARk i TR AR A 35. 350 (H B b A 3
RE R K. 2010 FEH AT KRR TR
459.66 hm”, i 1982 4F # Hi iy £ B & 4 J1 LA
190. 85 hm” 34K T 1. 4 £, McHl 09 A= 28 4 7 A 2
IS AS BB 38 < A A B, 1982 AF Ak M T AL 9. 4
hm? 1 2010 4F bk Hb i A= 25 A= 77 1 B3k 2] 238, 3
hm? KT 24,4 4%, BB BAR A — & 1,
E N T2 R A AN W 1 A el A R b 7 A 7 R AN
W 4 g o BF 5 A0, 3 XN T B b g ALY R 5. 0 hm®
2010 4 N TR M ALGA #) 101, 7 hm” , 54 0 A= 25 7K
Sy 1982 419 69. 3 hm® 4K 3| 2010 4E (1% 195. 8
hm? 84T 1.8 f5. B b, KA AR 8 00 # 5 1
WEREELAWRE, — BV REAESAETRINE
i 2 B TR, bR R ) b 2w FRCA B S T DL X
RV Ny NP /- =17 N1 B L S e oA C k1| - I
AT R A HE R Ty AN [ M 2 e
TREE .

3 4

(1) P 3 7 A 2 R 3 RO 1 A 25 7R 380 ) o3 i
Tk b s DA R I 0] 1) A 25 R 3 4T TR
Oy BT AR L X A SR O (R A £

FEPER PR BD FERRP K B A SR T A
A AR T DA ST 242,47 ,0. 67 hm® 3 fin 3|
2010 4EAY 929.68,1. 86 hm®,

(2) A MR /78 55 28 AR 3k % ok F
b B I A o B AR S AR 7 O Y b 2 T RRUAS T 4
s R R b AR A SR T 77,3 hm® g /b B
2010 4Ff9 10. 2 hm?* , 5 b [ B, 38 35 %oF 4 b 45 449 1 9%
H DL KR B I AR R B SR ) S it T 4K DX R
T E RS B R A 4R e 25 M 2 Y AR S A 7 e O A
IV NI Y =1

(3) WA HZER ™ i N+ K F . T+ H
PG R AN DB 38 5t L I 2 A G, 4525 - 2 R
B 7 1 R R A B R I 4 o R ) B A 7 e R
AR A W L L R AR S AR AL O 0. 24,3
WIIZ B 30 AR B b 2B 25 A 7 R 0 AR 6T 1993 4FE 23k F
PRSP RE I 5 AN B 1/4 410 2010 4, #F i 1y
Fra R IR B 1. 64, Uh B X — B 0T A b Y AR AR A
HE T2 1993 4AE 2Bk AR E R I L2 %5, 1k
AR PE & 4 £, BEAWEoR AN, FAR B b ) B
A7 BT D AR M P 8 A S R 3R AN W TR
A5 LR AR T 2 7 i TR AR R Y 4 L X R
AFF 8 X A S AR 3 T 4 e YOG

5% STk -

(1] 2z K%, FT GIS Ml Markov # 51 f 4 52 1h 4k 1
A 1 M A AR AT . Aol T/ 2% 4, 2009,25(12) .
291-298.

AR AR, B e AT i IX A MR AR A K 3 A ).

2l T 247 ,2008,24(10) :56-62.

[2]

(F#% 144 70



144 /N o & 0 %20 %

(3] FEEVL. AT MR . KLl XUT 40 4R 4F FE /K R iE & S AT L], kIR £, 2000,22(2) :121-127.

S AL He R [T ], R A . 2004,24(2) : 220-226. (141 REEW. 3 T Kbl XL 40 4 4 7 B K 22 Al 45 fiF

(4] i HE R Pk P 50 Y B8 75 6 A% 2 T 1) B D 5% LAY g dvsmmy e ] TR X E 538 ,2005,19(2)

fR 5 W AT S0 22 B L) ] kO PR £, 2002,24(3) 87-90.
219-226. (16 REEE . HCH. hE Kl X 40 4F 19 452 A

(5] B P 7K P o 25 MR 3% 45 ol [l 9 b A fie ol B2 T ) 2 [J]. TE X #3H,2006,23(1):115-118.

105 AL R AR R B SR [T ], S AL A 5Y . 2003, 23(2) [16] HEAH,ZEIF . HF. % 2T EEE T KL XK
152-164. A LRI R ], T8 XRS5 M85, 2008, 22

(6] WAVLME, 22380, T W AR, 55, B s <kt & T 1 B % (6):99-104.

s S Kgm )] T 5 X ,2002,25(3) :194-200. (17]  E o w], ok I . 22 bk, 45, 3 36 4F i it K1l il X

(7] x0fEAR. B M AT 60 4F o B /K A8 fk K7 AE 2 28 28 43 #r ik 2 0 AL AR Ak e HORRAE 3 B ()], T 5 X Hh BT, 2008, 31

(77K AR5 0F 5T, 2011, 18(5) : 236-238. (3):409-415.
(8] ZEIEW BT, BLM . 144 19572009 4F [ /K B (18]  EMM &5 BRE IR 55, W5 58 8010 5% A9 R 1L AR B
ZEARACHE AR 23 A [T ] K 2 SR F5 5T, 2010, 17(6) - 237- r 200 a TR ASALLT . vk P £,2007,29(2) . 209-216.
241. (191 #RSCH .52 BT MR e, o [ Rl X 235 4R M A2
09 XUHEF-, o] £ B, B 2% 5, 55, BHRID V0 Hh 4% 2 dh X K b B R oK e (], H B vb 8, 2008, 28 (5) £ 804-
AACHFAE A3 M LT ] K LA 5E . 2011, 18(2) - 156-158. 808.

[10] REWE =2, T &4, sk BRI, S5, b 38 V0 I S8 R W o A0 A2 Uik [20] ZHKZE MASBERITSHSHTWEARLMI 2 7. b
AERRAR AT [T 7K 2 RIS, 2010,17(5) - 30-34. ARG R, 2007,

(117 240k 200, 72 1k, 4. 19612008 4F B P 44 4F bR K, (217 BRSCHE ATH X W, 55, k0 R 754 0 <0 A8 1k 5 5
bRt N = VR A - R 1 o /T I e R S 2 I B EATFEL) ] E PP, 2003,23(2) :101-104.
2011,18(1) :197-200. [22] BEIRLLHME . B EOF J5 #4347 7 i e Kk 22 1k

(12] % VL2700 B ML A5 R A AR 45 5 7 4 R 1 v 3 FRAELT DL P P 98E,2003,25(2) :554-559.

VT 350 4ESk By K = [T, vk +,2001,23(1) ; 34~ [23] Allan R, Lindesay J, Parker D. E1 Nino Southern Os-
40. cillation and Climatic Variability[ M]. Victoria: CSIRO

[13] mEIT.HHEH,.EER. RINTEIHF R X 314 4K Publishing,1996.

(L% 138 3

[3] Rees W E. Ecological footprints and appropriated carry- T K HARFFIFSE . 2007,14(2) : 246-248.

ing capacity: what urban economics leave out[ ]J]. Envi- [11]  FMAF . F XA BBt 25, b A S 2 7 A= 257K
ron. Urban,1992,4(2) :120-130. HI 0 B A AR A [T ] B A 25 % 4. 2006, 17 (11D ¢

[4] Wackernagel M. Ecological Footprints of Nations[ EB/ 2153-2157.

OL] http: / www. encouncil. ac. cr/rio/focus/report/ [12]  BRRE ARIR L. o E A A R 54 & 3k Ak
English/footprint/,1997. i) EMD 4387 B 16 S B0 (1], A= 2524 . 2007, 27(12) .
[5] Wackernagel M, Onisto L, Bello P, et al. National natural 5291-5299.
capacity accounting with the ecological footprint concept[ ] ]. [13] s, RydA  ARAK 45, AR 25 2 3 4 A i F X Je mT
Ecological Economics,1999,29(3):375-390. Bk RAESIEM I EE T ] A& S %H.2006,26(8)
[6] Bicknell K B, Ball R J, Ross C, et al. New methodology 2716-2722.
for the ecological footprint with an application to the [14] AEAH[E , ff 2240 . oK AR, AR 25 R 300 B9 7 X 48k ] 5 4
New Zealand economy[ J]. Ecological Economics, 1998, K RVEM T B L B b [T ], s BB 2F 0 R L 2003, 22
27(2) :149-160. (6):618-626.
(7] R akaE®R, BEE HRNA 1998 448 2kt 5 [15] SR RZE. B3 & PMIE. BEVT 4 £ 4 38 TR AR SR 4
553 Hr[J]. B4z . 2000,55(5) :607-615. TR ). gk TR~ . 2008, 24(8) : 80-83.

(8] bR, B E M, sk &R, A 38 2 3 7 i i B fig A L) . (16] HEEREE, 7 . BIp v 8o i + b 2F 255045 PEAN B
%R 5 BRI 2006, 16 (6) :69-78. el K AR FFFFE,2010,17(5) 1 114-117.

(9] A48 . Sdk XTARRED A THEIR STk (17 1R, (d BC A, B T AR 25 8 300 09 7% 1l A+ Ml 3% 07 R

WA BT b5t K24 A AR R 2 IR, 2008, 44 L] K £ AR 5E,2010,17(5) :105-109.
(3):493-500. (18] A, Bronk, EFHah. %5, LT 2001—2006 44

[10]

MG TR B 5 BE AR 2SR M 5 AR A ER R R

AT K AR ERFSY,2009,16(6) :143-146.



