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Synopsis

Supplying sediment below dams may change algal biomass on stone surfaces by not
only promoting detaching algae but also decreasing exposed stone surface area for algae
growth. This study is aiming to predict the algal biomass per unit area. Attached algae
growth and detaching rate were measured in the prototype flume to make a prediction
model focusing sand height and algal biomass. We also developed a new model to
estimate the average height of exposed stones and their distribution. The result showed
that the production rate was higher after sediment supply. Especially, the highest rate was
recorded in case that the sand height was the just before the stone surface area start to
decrease by sediment covering. If sediment will not reduce exposed area, higher
production rate can be expected under the increasing sediment supply condition. The
estimation of the exposed height or the riverbed covered degree should contribute to
evaluate the effects of sediment supply on the habitat of attached algae.
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A ATFHTHE, BT Eh A ST & Uik
W TR HEFE T2 2 & T, AR F2NER L, IR
7 —~—{L ST 5 (Erskine, 1985) . 22 LV,
{375 BERFE DS MR 1 & T2 U B S D i 03 el
THTEBRMEINTHD (BE)IS,2007). 5T
& BEN RS TEREHE AR VERET TR, &
WEREBL LW T T 2B OHRENE LT <,
MEBEEZEE 357 2EOKEAEMII S KB
ERIEIETBEARDD. UKL, RrKHLI HERE
L7 bW a NTANC T mICHG 2 2 & T, R
BRI 2 R S & 5340 B REN THEME I
TWa. 6T, s Skl I3 & LT

YT —a VIEEIL, Z O/
FEE AR L, BREERELMHT 20K b6 T
EHIRHENTWD. Z OHIRL DO X 5 155w
ORI, W OEE O TEENICE A4EH
BEBEMfTOND 2 ENHmESR TS (D,
2000) . &5, ZOMRED LI, RRWICX DA
EWBOREEE TTHET VEMEL, FEW)I
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HdH D (HISG, 2003) .
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&, 2008) . —fRM9IC, (THFBBEITRIRNRE L%
E LA RICEEE LT L, MRS L
LTV E EICEEE LIS WEENS (B - N
M, 2000) . 2D, LRI X VKR E O
ERENELT D, BARNICIPEE R LES
RSN T 22 T, MEBENES - L5 FTHE
REMEIID R B EZEZ NG, LR LB ES
X, MRL 7 OAE IE T AU, HERE L 7o MR -8
HEN5 Z & THWMKRET 52, LR aET & ([
UWEHEICRE Y ZET D EEFRL20. 207,
T BRI & 2 B BEBAR~DO R AL ERMNIC
THT 5 LT, BABOBENC L SHEHROART
i, MNEREIGEORD ZB/NMNIREDL BTN
NbD. Fi-, (IEBEOEREHRET, AERBOBE
BeL i LT BB L TR ZEPAREINTEY
(Hill - Boston, 1991) , ki (2 & - THIEfE S =%
OAEEREN BT E TR 2SS D, L
A DO IRICIH T 5 Z D25 DH L % [ U W il
TREEMICIMT 5 720120, iR Im2H 7= 0 i2 5
LEAEMOFE (LT, #amEHE) &a boft
ERHEBFREOEE (mg-chl.a/m?) & OENPOETE S
LD WIRImM? B 72V OfF & EEEBAFRE (mg-chl.a/m?)
EHETOMLENRD S, LavL, BEMETIE, AL
D EBREBRAFAREOEEOHICED LT bDR£EL,
TR ISR T DI R DA HFEE & O 38 X

UM BB O R EHE O E B[ LT, 58
BFERZTHLESEATIIEAL RN, &b,
KOREMGE I EE T T, KOG
BLiEIC L DMIMIZ L s TSN TS, 207D,
R OSREHEE O 2L & & BIICETITIE, RO
MMZBE T 2R EFELHTICERTILERD D.
2 TCARMETIE, LRI X DK O R EAE
EOEA, T bbb s O 2L & FIHI R o MY
EEE LT BT, TR A REE RO KIE
TORE TS 2 HEEZREET D, 3B, 20k
EEAWT, /Ekoa EoMEBEEAGFROEEIC
Mz, BAEREEER X OWRIm S 7= 0 O 25858
RERLEN L, EFBESAFREL L0 BRI TR
T 5[Fig.1]. £72, ZOTHET L OKEEDRIED -
O, LW EWFRICEXFEO B OIS, T
BLOMERERFREORBENZITV, T—F%
IWHE L. 2oL &, FEEEO MR RIS
TR oMM A BT 5720, EB
L OVINIE A Fa— 2 D Gtk T CTHEBRD W a7 A L
JIiss CELIN A T > 7=, F72, Wmmas 25 M
WERIZCKAERBREOAEYNEE LN, Th
LOEMIZ L DA ERFOBROEBIIFTEAL L
WHo s L7,
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| 1 ed materia \
L) H R . 1
Light / Nutrient N, P Wiéter Dissolved ::| Flow velocity u | ‘ Depth h | distribution !
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(Julian etal., phosphate rdT (Kawashima+ | ! i
2008, etc.) (Dodds et.al ; i "1 FlowD Sedi D, Self i
,etc. al., (Hill,j096) || suzuki, 1984%) | }if Flow Dy, (| Sediment Dy.y i
i 1997, etc.) 11| Higher with u Higher with detachment :
i ¥ ¢ 1| (Laurtiu, 1993, [| bedload sediment : Doy :
! 1! etc.) volume g Bouletreau |,
] f o 1 s
1 ifzmed (I_(awashlma (/{ i shape | | Monad | " (Kitamura et.al., et. al., 2006) ||
! Suzuki, 1984%) L H & i
! ' J, i 2000*) H
! ¢ [l H * |
: : Rmax :: !
]
i P rax 1| Changed by water n (A i et B e Y !
H Changed by algal biomass(Hill - Boston, : temperature :: (Kitamura et.al., 2000, etc.) 1
! 1991) and water temperature ' (Uehilinger - Brock, ! ! W=y q,d"Pu? H
: (Kayaba, 2007*) : 2005,etc.) i i
1
i H H Dyow=DetOM= M) Dooy=p M Diy= Corgo By (M—Myg)
| Pr=MPv 1 Re = MRy :!‘ pe=pw !
i _ DO 1
\‘ Pr=P_ 1.047¢20 I N . P I'i Rv =Ry 1.047(T720) m: \\ De= Dﬂmr +D:ed+DseJ'f [’
\, I, +L{N,+N P.+P N\ FARN ;
\\n_ ¢’, AN P4 ~ —’,
Increase rate of algal biomass a _ Re —De | x ‘ - . p——
) —_=ir— - xposed area of materials per square
(Uehlinger et.al., 1996, Toda et.al., 2001) dt P per =q

: Effects of sediment replenishment
M : New method in the paper

‘ Algal biomass per square

Fig.1 The process of calculating algal biomass in this study
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2. ARRBOHKEBEDEILDETILE

A TIET —~—(b L7z RICHRL 7 23 ik S
5, b b IEERI A DN B mm R FE DRI 1
F— =Ll B R MRS S A oS EAE
EOEIZHONT, T NVEANTERMNICHEE S
DHERRETS.

ETNOHMAEHRAT HITHZY, ZLDIT,
WRERE IS T 2 AHEDSRE ST I OELE DR E 7 ik
ICOWTERT 5. 2D & &, SHOBH D=0,
RO KE2BELTCHATS. £/, Lo
IR R R B I BHERE L CWARVIREEZ lET D
(2.1) . Wiz, BHOWEKRORG E LT, BRERER
DR EZRBE LR EHFEEHAT 5 (2.2) . Ktk
(2, IRFEEOMMIZOWT, KRB A T 5
LGHEOWENOBEHLTWDES (LT, BHE) ©
AR E LCERETRIT S (2.3) .

Flo, R TIEBEG R THLE T D20, BT
k2 RO AL, —HORFEERERT HM
REELPILTWD., &51C, B CITE o g &
RORBBOABITEEEEZ 2 L (B¥ 5, 2010),
HEAE L LEZ NN, TOLEEITE
WICHERET D - RO RS ED D &, AED
FWIBE R R & AT (B RE8) Th D Ll
EL, ETVEMELRL.

2.1 AREREOREOMBEAMDEEDETE
XU DIT, WKRERBIZEWT, AN AW B
L 72 > TWAIREEZ E LT [Fig2l. 2D & &, %
AEEOENE T O HLALE (LR, Fb@E) 288725
ZET, MIRFBOMMMBERINDS E VWD, £
72, TNHDOABKE XY TOEHYOMEILEE L
QAR NIR e a

WIS, ZNHOREDOHFLEDFEEEEz (m) &
L, fHxor#EORLEz (m) &, F kS OBEE
ZhG EI, w2 EEE LT, ERMMHML TS L
E LT (Fig2, A k5, 1992) . Z oL &, EE
BB WT, b5 AEEOTLENz (m) ThHHMER

P, MeREEEOXLEHWTEEND KX (1) .

P(z) =

1 1,z — 2,2
e (5) o

ZIT, ol EHEREER L, AESE RO
REREROLA L, GOk (m) OR03FLE SH
5 (M Es, 1992) .

T, BHEx (m, >0) &, AEEO KIS Szp (m)
ETRHMAEDO R Zz0 (m) EDOELEFET D (K(Q),
Fig3) . 22T, MKRHEOE Sz00%, WIREREO

Normal distribution

[~

) - ) I Zp
V| Zbr Zp2

Zpis equal to the average of z,

Fig.2 The configuration of riverbed material distribution
in this study (Reference: Murakami et al., 1992)

LHEDEFR D E &z, (m) OVHIME & T 5 [Fig.2].
lFzE R RO ER M LIRS 2 &b, [
UteREgEREcRaNd (XQB) . H2AHOE
&S (m) & Lgs (@), K@) iFnlnriHE
L, BHExZ L E LRGN ER IS, 2T,
A OB S, AHBORESSE YL L ER
DA LTeH 5 2 & KT [Fig3l. TORABEDEIS
X, AEEEERERIRE D LG E TR EROM & 7
208 (B E6, 1992) , BUGIZEN L THIFIR & RE L
725 A [Fig.2, 3], BIfRICR FHE % DT 55 ORIEN
MBETHD.

X=2zZn—20 2

P(z,) = i exp(—l(zb_zo)z) 3)

oV 2m 2 a

S=zy—2zp 4)

1 1 /x — S\*
P(x)=amexp(—§( p )) (5)

Wiz, BHEOFEEfExAE, x&R(S)E OO
SENSHET LTV ERHEE L= (K(6), x>0) .

f 1 ( 1()(—5')2) ©
X, =] x exp| —=
S A oV 21 PAT2\%
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The exposed

height of
stones x
Xy
oy X =, —Zp
0 ; t =
= -
[-%
e

Buried stones (z, < z,) were excluded

Fig.3 The exposed height distribution of riverbed stones

2.2 BEHBOARKIZCETS2AEOZELHED
EHES L URHKREDFE

21T —RBROWMKEHFDO b &, WMKRKE DA
BEOMERE AR E LA, BB OMKREITHE~
RO ABETHERIN TS, L, RERF
OFBIE, ERSMA LTS EFRS 22N, 2.1
DX efeRBEERECRTLIIREETHD. £
ZCABIETIE, FEEOMEEIHAEMND LW
Wentworth O B2 £& K 43 12 H -3 & (Wentworth et al.,
1922), A% E A (257 mmEl b)), A (65~256 mm),
BLOBE (17~64mm) D3OI HEL, ThEND
MREBEFOFEHETRLEZ. Z0LEDEA,
i, BEOBFEEIGF)E, TNETNFQ1), FQ2), FG)&
L7z, $7, RBREPEERH O « R OFEEIE T
FAE L. LT, boORRKS ((=1~3) 128
D BEHE O E L O b, IRERED
TRICHE T 2 & & O oMl L OCES X E T3 L
7.

BARJIZIX, Fig2ORERBOABEDOREL b &
12, 32Xy SNT=HRBEO AL, RERETIZ
BW TR ERRS ZEICIERSMA L TND EE L
(Fig.4, M - &, 2012) . 2D & & O ER
HixrFrmcRansd (K@), 8) . XKFoax, H5
RRX BT 2B HEE BRI TH D
(BH - &k, 2012) .

P(a;) : ( 1@13 (7)

;) = ————¢eX ——\—

O'iS[VZTT p 2’ Ji

xi—Si
S

(®)

a; =

T, SITRBRR Y IOLHEOE S ORKRBTH S .
FT, KT L OEER AT, SB/MSWIEERE
<, 0435~0.60CEET S (KH - &M, 2012) .
ZLTC AT, Q) EERFDABDIFIERIEGFG) &L D
2B, BARRICE T 2 HHRxDEE 54 P(x)$
LR EXE RIS D ET L EBE L (K(©9),
(10)) .

o F@) - Pa)
P() = Z F(1) + F(2) + F(3) ©

3
X = ;m)L % P(a;) dx; (10)

72120, ZO%E, RERGIZTEDOABEDERO
Sz, THROBIKMBOFGEBNRRZ-TLES. £
2T, BHESODNMEEZR—T D720, FKHE DS
Szok BA A - BED RIS D Y& D Zbal, Zba2y Zba3 &
FIH~Q)&MAabEXTREL (K11) , Th
WHSE RN~ DT FExizx IS E Lz (X
(12), Fig4) .

1S R3S )
~(n = 20) =35 = LF) +F2) +F(3) (11
Xi'= Xi - (zbi - z0) (12)

The exposed height x
v,: Boulder

¢_’ )
i “
/
/

T~ Zpai 2

"% Normal distribution and x; — x,’

Fig.4 The configuration of exposed height if the riverbed

materials are mixed particle size

2.3 BPERRLUVEEEEISDRE
ARFFECIE, HREREO RN, s hi
TWOLD LR TIA—F -l ERE L,
PR R R E O MBI A VAT EZBEL TV
5 (EES, 1994) . F7=, AVIAATE R, WK
FETHBEL TSI HOL LTHBHSN S DI, 2.1
TRRE LR AR O | & 29 (|0 mm) Ed & Lz,
Thbh, WERHBOE ST 50 HOE S %
WOHRE L L, WHmze EFR L. £72, WK
FRITETEHRICGRE L. 2ok, 23TERLEA
BEoOBEMEXL, 20 EADZTETROT 5L 5.
ZTLTC, WHEzE 2 TOLABEDO LD E Sz 5
L, A0 LEHNG RZBEAETBEAG, 2)%,
HEMEERERE LT, RA3)TERE L7=[Fig.5]
DL EOROERE, PRZ, ER (BI) Ok,

(f (v
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Z CUIRBEFE SR 2> 51:0.7:0.5 & € L (Michikami et
al., 2016) , ADELXEZYE LT, ZTNThoR%LY,
0.7Y, 0.5Y& %7€ L7=[Fig.5]

zs<z: A(zs,z)=m* 0.5Y-035Y
z <zy<z+0.25Y:
(zs - Z)z
A(z,z)=m - 0.5Y -035Y (1 ———
(z,2) = ( (0.25Y)2

zs>z+0.25Y 1 A(zs,z)=0 (13)

BHIC, TRODOIREBLIUOREDD &, WiHFzE
oL LT, BARMEIARGE, )& RO Tz, BARAIT
X, AEEOFLEPzTHIMEPREZDEXDFE
Az, z) & O A FHEN GO TR L, bk
PO RICADHEMICHT d2ESEL RO (X
(14)) . ZDO L EOWEIL, 22TRE LIRS ZE L
HELTWD. 2720, WKROA &GRS 2 Mk
ORiIERDZE 1A —7—FE) 25E LT, REz)DF
REZ0.1C&RE LR (K14) .

3
R(z; z) =

=

Jo P(2)A(z, z)dz
m - 0.5Y -0.35Y

F(i) (14)
1

(72721, 0.1<R(zs,2)<1)

Betglc, Wi OB E BRuAl - — kT 57
W, 2.2THE LI HE O SEEX AT 5 i
2D B A TR L ER L, RO fzll kT B RO
BAbE 77 7L Uiz T, xilc 7 Bz BIC A L
THEEBEEEROENEZ ST L.

zmz 0.25Y

Short diameter

Major axis
Y

Intermediate

diameter 0.7Y

Major axis
Y

(z,—2)*

—
b= o035y [1- 22 L
)= J “02sY)?

~(025v)?

Ellipse area : mab

X oo
Wz T Gy =1
A :
ozsy [T, 5 — -
| o _(zs-2)
057 X"”O‘SY{ (0.257)?

1
N

Calculation of
aandb

Fig.5 The method of calculating the exposed area of
particularly buried stone (z <z;<z+0.25Y)

3 ERBIUNIAE

KL TIL, 20T NORBELREET D70, I

BIRKBIE T O BRILENIEE o ¥ — ORI KGR
SNTZ2AR DO N TI)IFERR I T EBR AT - 7. RBRIL,
FAT)N O EFERIALE 3 A2 m, FEEHKI60 mODHE
XM TITo 7. Z o)L, KBEJKROFJIK
ZEAL, BEOKKAONDL —EOHEZTT I &
WATREZL MEGE Td 5. FEBH, WE 134904 m/s, K
13490.25 miCHERF L 7=,

3.1 ERL2EKDEN

LU DIT, (EBEEZAEE I L4 %22KOR)IO
FIRICRRE Lz, BELEAIRES - FRIZOTY
2349260 - 220 mm, £ (F &) OFHMEK160
mmoObL O (LT, K &, B - PREO LR
#J130+ 110 mm, B D FHE)3K80 mmad & @ (LATF,
) oML L. LT TR T —v—
L LR 2 BT 5720, K L O o &
1IM2H 70T EDDEANENEN20~30%FEE 1T
705 K90, WIRIM?H 7= 0 T K Z K450, iz
FLSE R Lz, SEEOBRENORL, AR L,
AT ERENET L LR R L%, ERE
BAdG L7=. BARAIZIE, 1KMW (BLF, FEEBRKX)
OXMeE, BEFRE LZEZEI0mE LT,
ZIMBHR200mmOE & F T, EWRIZENFI2 mmo
WEEHE L. bOLROWII (LLF, X)X
WEHE Lo, Z LT, OB HENL-4, 1,
3, 7, 11BRBIZ2ARDW)INZ B W TR R L O
AW OFNEER L7z GHUOFEMES. 220) .
ZDEE, WORAENPTIKREIRR L 0 1A —&—LL B/
SFE, FEA U7 iR A e R R BRI A D A
TelHEINDZ END GAEED, 1994) , kL7
W CEBRAEN2mm) 1T50E L2 CEYRiEN
100mmel b)) OMBRIZAZ D E L, EOT O
CEXPRIZED10 mm) KV FIZiF FLZ2ndH o
ERE LTz,

3.2 YEIREOFA

FHHI L 72 BB BRI, Wi, R OBEEIA, it
TEWETHD. UTICKHEOHGTEERT.
a) WESz

2.3% % L, WEBEERT HETOHE (LI, K
A% ZEmEomE L EOHB LEBOESE L
THEBRXCTHM L. BEMICE, BoBEkaicd
BRI L3R, i, TR (FBRX o Lifm» b 2n 2
115, 30, 45 MTFOHA) OF NI E  ZRE L
72[Fig.6]. L T, EVE, B UM EICH-
T mifed 72 240 5 0> BF3 LA & G M LS B E LT
[Fig.6]. Wb OBk %, & L7-#AICL mmoEt4
ERRMBICH-DFTHL, Zo#EETLEL
THEZRK50 mmo = AR 2 i E o TS 7.
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FLMABEIWEETETTL200L LT, #4&TF
i (PR HBR ) & = 2B (WiE) ETomsz
FHI L 72[Fig.6]. AL 1E1L, BRANNEARBREIC X
D RIKE DO RE T E 2B BITEML TWD (K
5, 2011) .
b) FIKDWEERE

FHHENTRBR X & BRI CTEME L. #50E, a)T
B L7z B3, e, FHo s Es s b RS 1 mif

AT EET (Lo OB HIRR IS E 266 FT) & L72[Fig.6].

Z LT, TOHRIZEIT 205X0.5mP O FREEIC
B HWEE S ZFH Lm., BEKSE, BEfEDSC
fik%2%12 (Bainetal., 1985) , KEtOk %K T4
L LT®257mmel L, HhEEORREERTHEEL L
T@65~256 mm, ] K Hifx DAk ORI % 2K TR
ELTO@3~64mm, W& LI-ORRERTIIZEL
LT@2mmll T &fE LTz,
c) MTLHWE

FEBRX O e T2 & FAZHKI5m T it o LBz
TIAF v ARy 7 A (1380 mm, H17264 mm, &

&155mm) & L, i F L7z b &R E L 7= [Fig.6].

Ry 7 2%, WEEHHFL TG, 3, 7, 11AZOF
ATc— BB L, WE%T ICEILRsToR v 7
A % HER CEPTICERE L.

60m
The reference area -,
= 1
° upstream : : downstre
2 Q Q. ! Q
— T
3 15m | 1
L
E ==
ES

The experiment area _Sltf f _SBE_B_

' 1 + 1
1 1 i 1
1 1
. 10m i (@) 'l O
- ! 40m i | 5
7 T T 1
2 T T . ;
! Measuring sediment amount
-~ Pole

WIWIpas

by trapping it in the box

Wire Q—Rubber plate

. Im im \L

i E Dropped the plate

i i and measuring the
[ | | | sand height between

I\\I\‘easur\'ng riverbed wire tip and plate

Measuring z, = AR
material size distribution

Fig.6 Measuring sites of the physical parameters (the
orange colored round point) and the algal biomass

(site A and B) in the experiment

3.3 [MEEEREEDEE
FEERX O BRI 55110, 36 mEE - @At E Eh
ZTHHAEA, BE L, THhHOHEANIC THEORILE
L OB o EBRE ORI E £ L 72 [Fig6]. 1L U
WIZ, MBI ZET 9 IR & HUSA, BN TERENILE
L, ZOHM EDERE, Wl, ZREHOININICH D

K, FEEZ1>T > (FH6fE) BE L. KIZ, &F
L7 BT 5 b L TR Wi sy (a5
DERFE, T, B (WE) skl 2L T,

BELEBOBEBSIICAET LEMNEREZ 2T
FUTEDED, T ELTERRLE. 201,

ek R, HHEE, B2 (BS) Z3ekl, $RE
Lo icgEhnbchlag %, (35 EBE
B0 L LT, SCOR/UNESCO (1966) ® Jrikic
S&MlE L7 (SCOR-UNESCO,1966) . £7z, %
X CIiE i 55936 mEE 72 @Atz v T, Ehx
X ERBED T PR LEEIT- 7=,

3.4 pmEm, EAEBEIER (2,2 BLURK
RBWEDDHT
DT 8 D AU 3 B S T RN B S RIE T 5 & AT
T 5D, HHWHEHEICEIT D ERBROWERE %
L7z BT, B ofkERIEFs2 FV T, S AT
ARZ TRORXNLRD- (K(15) . Z ORZEH
lE26HH Lo BE RS & ER L.

R'=1- Fs (15)

ZLT, RE2.ITHRE - tHE L BEEHH A
R(zs) & il L, R(zs) DRICKIT 5 AR 2 Wik L7-.
BARBIICIX, H B m B8 DR (BLRANE) & R(zs)

(FRE) DWW THENFSHT 21TV, W& 23110
BEFRICUT < 22 B D& Bk L=, ATHIZEB W T, R(z) D
FHHE (FK14) THWAPEIE, fEiSMcR@)E AW
7. ZZT, BHETANT DY, nlk, BEGOYIHIN
IRORIE A [Fig.7]% H &2, ZF4AE4200 mm, 50
mmTCEE L7,

100
80

60
40

Percentage (%)

20 A

0 T
1 10 100

1000
Diameter (mm)
Fig.7 The particle size distribution curve before

supplying sediment in the artificial river

HHWHE BT 2 REW &L, U TFTOHET
HEELTZ. 2L, B Dl D Deod BEE 4L
RN OHEE LT-. WIT, FRRORD HIRA RN
FIZBWTH DRERSTOR FI2137- 5 < Tkt
iR S (GR(16)) , & BRI XSO RF O MR TR
FARTE N (GRA7)) B L O D EEEE B ue* (m/s,
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R(18) ZHMH LA FH -EE, 1972) . "R Ho
BN B e B R U™ (m/s) 1X, Heyd =& v
THEH L (R(19), Hey, 1979) .

u*?
T.*: (16)
' Rgd,
7. *=Hi - Tcm*'dl 17)
1 di
Y _60+5.75l0g,— (18)
u,* d,[@+2z,*)
u 11.16h
— =5.75I — (19)
u* 0910{35[@4}

T, u R (mis) , Re: Wb DKL (=
1.65) , g: EINHE (=9.8m/s?) , di: H DREEX
STOFEPRIR (B OYE, =2mm) , Hi: #iktaik

(di=2mmo & =, 0.85) , wem™ : {MRA B D FEEPHL
BORE S ORAFmOER TR S (= 0.05)
dm : FIRFEFOSEYIRIZE (M), ™ @ {WIREEL O
BIRIED K& S ORFmiidiz & < |ER TR,
h: SEHKEE (M), Dea : 1T BRAS AL 0O L EEANFE d AR 23
84% L7 ki FH: (m) KT, ZD& & DdmiEDeo
WRE L. 2L T, FH-E LOX) HRARAD
FIRIZE T 2 H D RAERZTIOR T2 L 2 BALIE H
720 Off b Eg (m?s) ORHIZEZHEE Lz (X
20, M -3E L, 1974) . R#%IC, HUEA, BIZKIT
LR e faia, qis (M2s) ZENEFhHEE L7z (X
(21)) .

Ll R b S 7" 1_£
F(iu, *d; ! 5* 5*
Ti* < 76i* gi=20 (20)
Qa=017-a-q, Q=06 a-q; (21)

ZIT, i HDOHRRERFIOR AT B < TR
Wi (kgim?fs) ZZF9 (H(22) .

N (22
ei Rgdl

KLU OF R BB 2/ ER e, HH Lz
2, 3. 2C)DHIETHB L=k T W EICKR biIT-S<
LaOE%, 0.05BTRET 2L TR, £z
gia, qsH10.17, 0.61FEBRX Mt (RBRX O Lyt
MNHE0MTHE) ETHWTF LD 5 HHLEA, B (5E

BRIX D b b2 Z410, 36 m i) Z i L
rtW oG ERY.

3.0 WEASLNERERFELOEFROSH

RS X OVRHEE EDchlag& 0BT — % 2 8E5 L
ok, MEBERGFEO TRXE, BRI E b &
WCAEPE R, UHHEEE, FEOHEE OIS TREE L
((23), B - 88K, 1984). = & = DHALIT,
LTLEM SN Hehlazk (mg-chlaim?) & L7z, =2
T, PreReld, BEERIFE CIZRBBIBE D=0, chla
BB ICHE L7z (X003, X(23)) .

dM
- 0.03(Pr — Re) + De (23)

ZIT, M: fHEEEBFE (mg-chl.a/im?) , Pr:
BRI X HAEEHEE (mg-chl.a/m¥hr) , Re : fA#H#
JE (mg-chl.a/m?/hr) , De : HIBE#HE (mg-chl.a/m?/hr)
R, Pr- Reld, 358D —RAEREOHEE
KThv (IS - A, 1984) , RIFIETIE, T DO
MZEMOLE O REEE S &I ERERFREDH
EAbE TR

Pric X O'Reld, ¥EfFMeRIRENEFIRED LS,
Je BT HREE, KR, RBEREIC XL 2H0 2%,
Z OfilKIEMonodBIZHE S D L LT, TRTHRT
zenTEs (IS - &k, 1984) .

I, N P
Il +1, Ne+N P +P

Pr=M:- P, 10470 (24)

Re=M - R, 1.047729 (25)

T 2T, Pmax: A O KK APEEFE (), b:
AR IS < Y67 3% BE (umol/m2/s), N : IRTFREZE 35
TR (E T I TR B S R IREE, molL), P ISFREY
WHEE(E 21T UEERE Y VIR, mg/L), T: KIE(C),
Rmax : B K FLAREHTEEFE (/hr), 1k, Nk, Px: SMEICXT 5
PAIFIER AR T, N, P, BEEMEEZ L L2 h
2110 umol/L(0.14 mg/L), 1umol/L (0.031 mg/L) (Z
% E L7z (Borchardt, 1996) . EEREE, JJIIFONE
X OPIZ, £90.81mg/L, 0.072mg/LA&#ERF L Tz 2
EnD, MNEBEOERICHE R RBE IR ITER
o, MRRFIRETh T2 EXDNRA. EBIT, ]
JIH ORTFIE SRR L 13H9 mg/L&E#EFFL Tz 2 &
Nh, AU fafkiELExond. L8>, T,
lb, Pmax, Rmax, W&HHT 5 LT, EREDOEE
HELRPEELZEHAETHD. EL, £ERE
PEIZ I U T EWE O Pnax B X O IT R 25729
(Hill - Boston, 1991), AT 0> {35 BEFH D Pmaxds &
Chkx ZnEhHEE L.
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—J7, HEEHEDelX, I L O LIz
B K D HI B 5 Dsea & A4 5 B2 5 D B | B & Deerr
TR LZ., 2oL, ERPoFEITFEKIRE
THDHK0.4 mSIHERFLTEY, JRADOHRIZE D

HEDriowds L HEAIC X D FBEIZAE LRV b D L LT,

DserlZBouletreau > ® B RO B E ¢ L i, K
(26)72> 5% H L7z (Bouletreau et al., 2006) .

Dself = Cauto * Bo * (M - Myo) (26)
2 Z T, Cauo: H CHIBEIZEIT 5 4R%k (=1.0X 101 mg-
chl.a/cells/hr) , Bp : BN A SEBGFESH =D ON
77 VT OMiaEk (=cellsimg-chl.a) , Moo : /X7 T U
T OIEERRB I N AT ERENTR (=0 mg-
chl.a/im?) Z£7. BuldBEEMZEZ S &1, KIROBE

b LT, @B HEH L= (Bouletreau et al., 2006) .

Bo=3 - 1010 - exp(0.5 * (T - 20)) (27)

*ji, Dsed! 3 3. 4“(?&7]2 Lf:f%(ﬁﬁ&‘im%)ﬁb‘fft
(28)THREh D bk H, 2000) .

D,y =3600(M ~ Dy )- £+ 7+ g+ d/5 u’s  (28)

2T, B RHEED LT I EE TR (=3.0x10
LRE) , y: AT — g VRTFIZ X AR
T HLRER (=4.94X 1058 3% E) £ T (LA &, 2000) .
ZoLE, BWEATH D (m¥s) % R(23)DHFRH]H
MATHE T 5728, 3600% T TWA. £/, HOH
BEC L AT D EAHBERICEE LWL S, F
FHIHEBIFEEMD 5 Dselte TOBRW TV S,

Z T, WOBEREE) S KBRS EH2E
L, RMCIESHBE L TWATPENCIE, BRSNS H
LZRERERT L OO AEET LI L0 LREL
7o, LT, WOBERBEROKREOLEES (19160
mm) &P (9200 mm) DR S, T AR
100 mm® & E |\ ZHEE (FEXJE K980 mm) ~o Rk
DB END LERELE. £72, BEOREE2EE
L LT (Aueletal,2016) , BbiEi o> K> H#I20 mm
OEIFECTCERBAVOBBT LA LHZEL, 2
LB TIZRIBEN L U S RE L. ER
H, 2O L R KEIEHFEETIERE LRV R KEET
WEFRAET D72, K o35 8E O HEkE# EDe %
TR (29) THIIE L.

Zh > 175+ 20
z,+20
Z,

De'= De - (zn<zs+20,De’=De) (29)

2T, nIREEORmS (=160mm) XK T.
FHEIC LR ERBIE, WRICE S LE T REBE LS
FOKEBTTHA. 2N, RIS ETF (MDS-
MKV/L, JFE7 K N> 7 v 7 4H8) 8 L OVKIR
(Tidbitv2, Onset#¥) Z 5% L, FERPIC 1 KeHHIRE
THBRAE L.

RKETNVEHNT, [ ZUDICKBROELEORE
MEHARAFE L, BUIME kT D 2 & CRIEE
ANCEBIT 5 ET VOEEGE 2 MG L, HIBERnCIs T
% Pmax, Rmax3 L OO HE 21T o 72, BARMIZIE, 8l
B UM B REATREO EHEICR LSS HED
Pmax, Rmaxd3 & Olkx £ E410.5, 0.5, 50HfE CHE
THZLETRDE. IZLDIL, ETNLVHEOBOA
ERESGREONNELZ, DOHZKANG-40HIC
B ESNIZEOVYE S LICRE L. RIZ, BEE
BOET L ERANT, ERXOKEL I OHEED
M EBESFREZ DR A £ CHEL, Bk
T 5DeDBEAE A MIE LIz, KBS, EREOWEK
BB D LM EBRERTFRAFEL, B
ML T 52 LT, HEERICBITDETLVOME
JEXMRFEL, FIBERIZEBIT D Pnak L QD FH 1T
o270, ZDEE, RmadTRIFERT E A B 72200 & L, Proax
B X O HEERT & RO JFIETHRE L TR 7z,
51T, AfLE, BHLAIZ R B KIm2d 72 0 O ff
EREBFREY B AT AR EHWZET Vi
RCRY, BUANE (5 BERAROBBEIHER L O
) DORHLAEERKRTLHIET, ET LD
BEEAMR L., Zobx, BUSORES L UK
A% b oo fF %5 BEE AT #1320 mg-chl.a/m2& L CHE
L7z, F70, BamBEEARE)DEBICHNEL 2D
I = s D RFRT 28, SEBR KN O Wb T =) & 22 R e —
BELREL, Wi T B oA 2 BIE D S HE
ELEET, HORMICBT 2GR ELR T
WELEDENSHEE LT,

BB, WO & AR IM2H 72 0 O3 B R &
WCRIE T 528 %, Wi & 2 B, IR 1m26 72 o
BT B O I At & U7 BB L
ST LT, 20 & & O E EEIEBLE & O BN,
MEBEREELOLOICKET S L, ALEH) (5
WCHM KR ARENZ &S, BT H ORFZN %
TOHMEEDOEFE (%) TRDI.
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4. #BR

4.1 BRlShf-7T—4%

Wi Fs L OVTER OB EEEIA 2 Bl L7245 R, k
W, R, ThE bW EEER L EE» LA
L, 3HBICLE LI-[Fig8,9]. £7-, LEKDOIE

ii*?m@$ﬁfﬁmmmkﬁw,m%®%ﬁ

AR EEREICES D, LR TFiE b

o%ﬁﬁ%ﬁbt.ﬁﬁ%fm i i DM 5
WARIZB T DA EBREBEAROZLTIC OV THHTT
Lz, W D-4, 1, SHHEOT — X # 5K

TR TR UTo. — 07, B - K o35 EEE B
FEAZBNL-ER, EFREKTIIMX ERZ2Y, A
Mo e BHUR L BT, WEEO1IAKIZ4AAFE D b

R T 200, 1~3A%KICHT TN 58
[\ 23 B 472 [Fig.10].
200 &
T -e- Up
é 160 .:'\‘ -~ Mlddle
= . -=- Down
.%ﬂ 120 % The average
= FS B
T 80 ; T T
g “::: i @
o 40 :‘“""“""“:—- """""" :
-
'_
0 L&
-4 01 3 7 11

Days after the sediment supply (days)

Fig.8 The daily change of sand height in the experiment

Middle Down

Percentage (%)
3

4013711 -401 3711 40 13711

Days after the sediment supply (days)

Fig.9 The daily change of riverbed material distributions

in the experiment

4.2 BES #HEBIE, R BLUR(Z) DEEZR

WHEDOEHA K EZ WL, 3AZITEBIT DB S
EHOBMER & THMERE) & b L=, £ LT, &
15)2> 6, WHEFHNH1, 3SHRICEI AWH Ez & &
EHEBEEASOBMMR E 7 e v b LIRS, RITW
HiEzsD LR EEBCEADTIHEMPAR N
[Fig.11]. & 5, #BRIER & TRMER(zs) & O H.[E])F
I EAT - ok 3R, WA IR LIOBER AL
7= (Fig.12, R(z) =0.8951R’+0.0261, R2=0.8803).

H3~64mm

100 m>257mm
80 65~256mm
40 | <2mm
20
0

140
120 - Cobbles

100 : l

I [ e
40 | r :

20 e
0 T

Algal biomass on the stone (mg-chl.a/m?)

140 - Asite
120 Boulders B B it
100 l Reference
80 site

60 &

40 L

20 T

0

-4 01 3 b 11
Days after the sediment supply (days)

Fig.10 The daily change of algal biomass on the
cobbles or the boulders in the artificial river
(The dotted lines show the day when

sediment was supplied)

1.2

| = The calculated R

" The measured R’

0.8

0.6 A
0.4 A1
0.2 A1

The ratio of exposed area

0 50 100 150 200
The sand height (mm)

Fig.11 Comparing the calculated R and the measured

R’ in the experiment (0 shows the outlier)

=

o
0o
L

o
B
L

y=0.8951x+ 0.0261
-~ R?=10.8803

The calculated R(zs)
o
()]

o
N
L
.
Y
A\
)
\Y
*»

o
\

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

The measured R’
Fig.12 The relationship between calculated R and
measured R’ in the experiment

(&> shows the outlier)

—%, Bl LS R LR iz il

EL7ZFESE, Q1) Dan’0.200 & =, BIE) HHEE

L7t E il —E| T 2R L o7,
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4.3 BESLMAERERFELOBRK

S RRIXAC 31T 5 B b o> (6 s BT B O BLIE &
TT S LD TRMEZ S U, 38 6 2 RRGE L 72
R, Pract X URna? 2N EHN35, 1, k3200 CTET
JASBLIE O3 & — B L 72 [Fig.13]. & 51,
BEER DOET V&2 ANT, RRIX OB O A
WSR2 T L7oRR, W I Prad36, 1)

100°CE 7 /W X BLRIE 00 -1 & 2 — B L 7= [Fig.14].

Z LT, TWHEE®%RIZBIT DA, BHUE DI KIM? S
720 O ERIERAA RO T T M & BT RIE & B
fif 2 PEl U7/ R, WBER %2 H1H % O T RIEITHE
HE & 0 ARWE & 72 o 7228, 38 #% o TRME R
—3 L 7= [Fig.15].

[0}

£ 140

-+

g 120 A B Calculated
o~

= iz 100 1 B o ¢ Measured
S & 80 A 5]

2% 60 = ¢

£ 2 .

s E 40 A

= 20 -

& 0

= -4 1 3

Days after the sediment supply (days)

Fig.13 Comparing calculated algal biomass and
measured one on the stone in the reference
area (Pmaxr=3.5, Rmax=1.0, Ir=200)

F72, Fig.ll%x b &2, WREEE & SR mAEH A
R(zs), fR7imb &, B X ONKRIM2% 7= v O fF 35 B
TFROBME L OB E LB LR, A BHifL
BT, JTPRHEE FEAY0.5~ 1A T S BETGF RO
BN IF2~3% L HEWRTO1I~2% L0 bE< otz
[Fig.16]. L 2L, RIEE: EEANLEfTA Tid, A
TIXIFIE0%, BHS CIIAIC - 7=[Fig.16]. —J7,
R(zs) 17T R PR BE AN0.5~ L CHFICTRD L, fa bbbl
0.8LA ETHAET DHER & 72 > 7= [Fig.16].

B W Calculated
L 2 Measured

120
100 - BoulderiSite A

1 .t
sifrre-t

0
-4 0 1 3
‘E 120 -
= 100 4 Boulder:Site B
S 80 {4 m
50 B m
60
E
3 40 A u &
]
% 20 A ;
) 0 ' '
< -4 0 1 3
i)
o 120 -
S 100 A Cobble iSite A
wn
< 80 A
.g 60 '+ O m g e
o 40 A ;
T{S ]
& 20 A
Z o0
-4 0 1 3
120 -
100 A4 Cobble Site B
80 - +
-]
=] ]
60 - c = +
40 A =
20 4
0 ;
-4 0 1 3

Days after the sediment supply (days)

Fig.14 Comparing calculated algal biomass and measured
one on the stone in the experimental area
(Before the sediment supply: Pmax = 3.5, Rmax =
1, k=200, Afterthe sediment supply: Pumax=
6, Rmax=1, Ix=100)

-4

% 50
g _ . |
n 40 1 o u
5 &
@ )
S 30-. Q‘
% =
s ©
20 A
g o
.S g
< >~ 10 A
—
&
— 0
<

200 R
é ® Calculated :Site A
150 bt B Calculated :Site B
<
.00 Measured : Site A
¢ F 100 (5]
° < [] Measured : Site B
u E
=] L so = The sand height
[}
f ©
o
0 =
1 3

Days after the sediment supply (days)

Fig.15 Comparing the calculated algal biomass per square with the measured one in the experimental area

(Pmax, Rmax, Ir was the same to those in Fig.14. Sand height was the average value in the experimental

area)
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i 6 1.2 .
% . Increasing percentage
E > [ SiteA Lo of algal biomass (%6)
S 4 A - 0.8 g
2 m )
- 3 | ‘ - 0.6 @ g X 10°(m?/s)

S 2 m L 0.4
82 2§ .
0 2 1 . L 0.2
=8 = 0 — 0.0
s 2 T 0.2

o) - T T -U.
(<]
5 c:? \g 0 0.5 1 1.5 2

©
N 2 =
g < x 5 - Site B - 1.0
Zc:é) g S 4 A - 0.8
= J ] A
5 & 3 u ., 0.6
° 2 : u ’,/ * L 0.4
2 18 / L 0.2
= 0 - 0.0
& -1 T T 0.2
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Riverbed covered degree (in the case of armored riverbeds)

Fig.16 The relationships between riverbed covered degree, the percentage of increasing algal biomass from the

day before, the bed-load sediment volume, and the ratio of exposed area on riverbed materials

5 EE

5.1 MES HOREINEELIURRWEL
DA%

KRR DOFERD S, WIKKREN —HEHICHD TEDLI
A TS, PO R T3 A RERE T IR A
WL, WHEPHLIBREORHISCRET HI LN
REAT-[Fig8l. ZOWHEEMBLZET D ETORIC
HEHT 2L, DEERDDIEIEZHZ D EWIKRERE
DOHEEIG DA LIhod 51Eh, R HHEAELIZL
W, KL DOBENC K D FIHES R & HEREIC K 2B

ERTEIS OB IRN L BITHET LI EEZOND.

Z LT, ZHIC X D RImM23 7= 0 DA 35 A &
BRELWL T2 LIRS N D[Fig15]. Z DO
W E BamEEH S & ORI, AECHRELEE
FMCEVERBENTERTHS. SHIC, BE&EE
WRME O T HE & O s CRIR TTAb U 7= ] R HE %
BIZEHRT HZ LT, WMIKORRIZL RN —KN
RETINELTHWSZ ERA[RETH H[Fig.16]. A
ETFVITBEE E OB S, BOTHEEEL A
% &z B[Fig.13, 14].

FH B B CHA LR Eqloxt L, BEE
(FETFTEWE) »OHEE LENDLRVEE (o=
0.20) IZ2oWTHIRET H. AT, KEoms% —
L, TN L0 EWEbHE &S TIIROMERA %

100% & L7z 7=, WhBaR e A% 13 it 203 B
Shilz. LaL, REREIREOEGSITELSETHDH
D, —HOEHLEREBICLY, BEREEZNS K
WrbIBREOHERIGE EDD, RIS
R < i hs/h &<, T B &EN D727
Sl EZLND. £, FH - E BT ERBE)RN
FHERETOTFHETH Y, AERTIEIWHEZRE,
LN/ EToTE LT, WHRER LY L
o D7 B IEFHPRIBIZ 2 o722 &, 3t F LR
BEOBIENFREEL VDR ot BB EEZD
no.

5.2 MESLHEEERGFELOHER

A TR & 72 Prax, Rmaxds £ ONkD E 13588 5
WA U CRll S o FRoME E R —% L Tk
n (&Y, 2007) , HHRHEH LB OND . WHEGEK
B OPmadd, BEABLIOHBROL O L E_TH
LY, WIEL 2oz, ZHIIOEERICE Y, &
EBMG D AR CAEEE KT L5
B (PoaME L, W EWER) ABREIN, Hizl
AERZEIULOIEWVEREBRELFT L5 8E
(Pmax3 1 <, WDMEVWMER) ICEH SN/ &5
AHND. ThDDNEBRBEOERERIZIN L2
Pmax, OIS O E®RE & b —8T 5
(Hill - Boston, 1991) .
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FRAELZ L 0 ARG 2SR S 7o B0 A B A R(2e),
BLOEELOMNERERGFRED TRIET NV EMG
O, WRRIM2H 72 0 OF AR RS EH L
B, BWEENOIA®BERE, TT ML THIEE
BURME S 2 —E L= [Fig.15]. Z D=8, KEF L
W R XN R IM2 G 72 ) D S REBR A E DT
MK L, mOWBEZAEL TS ENnWR 5. 2L,
5. 1Lk, PHME CHARBEORSIBLUOWREZ —
L LD, EBEIINDOOEICKERITLDEN
BOLZELICHETOIVERDD LN ZD.

FE 7, R & O BfRH 5 [Fig.16], THE D
X D05~1.0fF DO & £ THHE LW N HERE
Wi, 7—~— b L7eiIRKRIBIZHB 1T 2T A mER
AROBA BT H1ED, WEIMES 12 Y O 257
HHGFROAEREDR, LWHRATL Y bmEd 5
ZEMNRIB I D[Fig16]. LT, 08FM EoE S
IR WK T H IR B FAE LIAYD, L5EDE
IFETELLEGE, MEBRERFROBEINEN0% E

TIKTFT5LEZOND[Figl6]l. UEEFEEDHD
L, [Figl7]lo L 50 .
Riverbed covered degree
15 *Most riverbed materials are buried

+Algal biomass wasn't increased

Bed-load sediment is increased

/
e

R is decreased
« Algal biomass per square is
increased

Fig.17 The relationship between river-bed covered degree
and vertical riverbed structure

5.3 AREEEOHS~ADERALZTOBER
AMFIETIE, WIROFREAEE DI L D&
HHFESORZ IR E L L OFE S mEE S
D XD pmEROub Lo e Cffi bk - — kL, &
BIICHEET 5 FIEEFRE L. LIFIE, AFED
BIP~DOBEMFTIEE TOREIC O VW TERRT 5.
AR, ETIVORBEOHBEHNE L TTo 7%
BrciX, EHARKRHMEIC AL —EOEIS TRE
L, R LRROMMEFE Lz, Z 054, A
BEDOEFOE S (IR SE) X—ED7®, KM
BEORMICLERBHEOEYHEIL, RELLA
BEDNEL RN LG IR IEB AR TH o7z, Z0D
FAZOWT, WIHOBG TIIAET L ICETO &S
BERDZEOD, 2. 10 L ) ITABIETOR S DY)
EEFMKMERE L THRETDHI LT, ABOEN
EOELMEL LSRR EHEET H Z & B HEET
D, IbI, ABOBRREOEEEELHES HIC
WX, WROHEEIGNMNEL 2508, W)IIOBET

W&, RO BT — N NOYEEIS E - IR NS
MR DT — 2 NHRERRETH D (F)IH, 2018).
F7o, ABRIOERTIHIAMBERZ0 mé LT,
EBNRE AR L 2RI E O WIE Hik%E &
BT (AR D, 2011) , AbTH @ OB FTRE T o 72
—J5, OB TIE, Lo RKE 2 574 5 %
OBEEF/EITCRET 52 LT, REBOWDHSZHEE
THZENHRRTHD. 7L, RET VL, 6L
1Y ORI AT R AL O B BRITIFIE A VAT I E A
WEWIFMHERMEOL LHEAFIRETH D Z LITHE
TAHAVENDS. E5I2, EB IR LW RHK
HAE LD FIZIEB VAT RWEGETH o722, Wl
OB T, WREREICEH L TV A O &
SEVLWHENMETFL WD r—2b5H5. 20D
BA, =7V EommEiTA L 22503, B TIE0 mn
PUF OWRIKEIZIE TS onied, 7 VEEHE

TR TERNWZ LICHLREERMETH .
SHOBELE LT, AETIEID - R EVoT
HIRLF DR 2 S FEIC T T LV OREEE 21T - 7278,
L VRO R E VKA, T8RRI ISR T
¥5k5, ETNVOEBERMT LI EnEZ LN
5. E T, AR TIET —~— kA &I, KA E
ER EARE LTS, B T R 3 8 < B D
WAKLECLRZERNH B0, BEIKRZE L
EOTHUHEOKRFT LB X OND. S HIT, KM
BENED XS el (72188 Thhix, B5Go
TR FS & OV s 23 Ml 2 0 % 31l 9~ 5 FIEIC S0
T, KVEMEED DL TETHS. BRI, FHE
DO, B L OTFTREOHE N (Bl 21X, & DHERD
&, & 2RI 1T 2 S EHE F 721380 E, %) 122
WTC, BIZMEEZEDDLTETHD.

6. F&H

AWFZE T, WRIM2H 72 ) O E ERTFEEOLE
{ba TR 25720, Wikm L O RIEEEIZIS U
TR R OSREMEE O BB 2 HE(L T2 FEE#N
F& LTz, BAREIZIE, WIKRERE O &zt & UK
HEEEZEHE LT, BAmEHARE)EZHEMT 5
EFNTHDL. AETNOBELHRBRT L0, F
KB, i, KEN—EORMETEZRELT, 7T—~
—fE L= RICEE N T R E O 2 L=
B O R, BEOWKEEmE, BLoMNEEEIGFE
EBML. 2LTC, BEEEZHNTETAMICLD
THEORE 2R L, RTT AN LBHGTTH%O
FAEBEREEO TG L TEWEEEZAE TS 2
LR L.

F 7z, WRIM H 72 ) O FBEEBFRICOVWTD,
BEA S EICEH LB EET VI L D THIME S
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FIIRL, MOWKEZATLZ 2R L. L
T, KET VA S L2, WiHEmEmR X OV RHEEE I
] BWERIME S 7= 0 OfF 5 WIEB G RO MR %
HH L.

INbORER, 77—~ —{b LK TIE, AR
BEEN05~1.0IC B W CHEAEEESGRNA T 5 &
LT, (A MEREREORMEN LG LY
EL A A R I NIz, T, KRB 530.8L4
TR SIEAE LIZ U 7213, LM TH 5 R
HHEBEORMEBENR0% & 7o 7.

Db, KECTHRELEZTTVICEY, BAm
FHEG OWD D b FEBREOABTEE OB % E&
B TRIL, ERMIEIC X 2 A5 BB T B o]
HREIVERCTFHTEDZEBRENTEEVR
. RETNADS L, FRCK O EMEE % 1o
BHEOSA L L TERNIZRTEHSOET VT
WU, 20 TEXT -BREFEEZTEL, 4. 2055
MERICTHEZER L ET, 5. 2ICTHE~DEH
FHEBIXOZEOEBER R L. KT 7o —F13,
MROBHRE B L OB AEFEEGICONT, BT
WESTBHEERETHHLOTHD.
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