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MmN E, ETHELESREVME 19 AR HAEZE 2005—2015 4 SOCD I MEIMHEE, FIFHHWERER I 88 572,

i T AR H SOCD ZE [ 4r F iR 5 . 45 WK, FREAFELS SR B SOCD “FEALIEE 0.83~4.97 kg'm?, HE

I R 2 XX T R 2 R M X (1 2 8] 3 SRARRAE o ZEAS [l LRI D7 3R, KR SOCD B & e T AR AL A
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Spatial Differentiation of Soil Organic Carbon Density and its Influencing Factors in Typical
Croplands Across China
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(1. College of Horticulture and Plant Protection, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, China; 2. Jiangsu Provincial Key
Laboratory of Agricultural Meteorology, Collaborative Innovation Center on Forecast and Evaluation of Meteorological Disasters,
Nanjing University of Information Science and Technology, Nanjing 210044, China)

Abstract: Cropland soil organic carbon density (SOCD) is an important indicator to measure soil fertility and soil quality. In order to
understand spatial differentiation characteristics of cropland SOCD and its influencing factors across China, a dataset on cropland
SOCD of 19 typical stations during 2005-2015 was collected from the China Ecosystem Research Network. The geodetector method
was used to analyze the influencing factors that affecting spatial patterns of cropland SOCD. The results indicated that the mean
cropland SOCD ranged from 0.83 to 4.97 kg-m in different stations across China, which was higher in humid monsoon regions than
that in arid and semi-arid regions. Under different land use patterns, the SOCD of paddy fields were higher than that of other
croplands and showed the significantly increasing tendency from 2005 to 2015, reaching 0.13 kg-(m?-a)!. The soil physical and
chemical properties and precipitation were important influencing factors that affecting spatial patterns of cropland SOCD, especially
the soil alkaline nitrogen content had the greatest impact on cropland SOCD patterns. Furthermore, the interaction forces were
obviously strengthened between the soil alkaline nitrogen content and latitude, soil type, precipitation and soil pH. The findings can
provide important scientific basis for reducing cropland greenhouse gas emissions and increasing soil carbon sequestration across
China.
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b, BRI AR A A HERAL A G PR FE 101, (R bk, FRARAR FH SOCD AL AEXT A BRAT IR S 5 N AR
iR 2 AR HE LA S ER R g A AL 2 B S

AR, VrE Sl 2R Cn Y A SRR, SCRE U R [E 5K R A AR 0S5
o B AN [ DX 3l sty s R AR B SOC S8 PA K SOCD AR, #EAT TR HI8201, ZE[E K R
FE b, BAR—LR AR IR E R H SOC & & B I A 021220, (HAN[R S5 FEAE 8 I s =R K 2= kg J5 55 7
HAAER K Z SR . A& H SOCD /& SOC FiE. THeFEM T EREMEGA I, VHREPREFE K
TR AR, RIIIRE AR H SOCD RILH A BIX 2R, HAE—ERE FZKRFEREm. HT
REAFERE, NI FA AN AT TR EHRE, I A FISRUR I A A A 52 23 () 7 s T/ SRp
I TAIANGE— | 43 BT TV — S5 1 R i 29 4, 3 DL R SRR AR B SOCD K HE 2L 1) A FidE . b4k,
FEALCH SOCD 5% Ml AT 28 R 40 BT 7 T, —LSRfF 708 SR FHAH OG4BT (R 7725, i B SOCD 5 520 [K 3% 2 [A] [
LPERFR . WRAMXRREARE, NRAZEZMEAEHEMEEXRR, (HXHARRUH TN MR
ekt R L, Wl S ARRE OHERE, SERE. ERRM TR RS W H
SOCD 5 M tH A2 BB BT T iR s i o ) B B ) 2 — o SRSk, MR ES vk e, ot &Fh
TG GRS T LI 2 s R 2 (A AC AR RS, SRt T EZE T R, HAl, ke 2N
FHLEE S ARSI R A UR2720), AHP5 B AR M B 1 KR 2 B S R ATE U A 2

Rk, AT EAS RGN ES (CERN) MLRLR A A vk ], FEFKIH (2005—2015 42
1] SOCD ##i, 73 #r4< H SOCD 7% [A] 43 S4ReAiE s R P M ERERI 25 777, 74k H SOCD =% [A] 43 71
SR ZR, DA AR B = SR8 HE DA S BR 2R G A S PR R A3

1 #RL S5k

1.1 B S418
AHFF AT 2005—2015 4R HEE (0~20 cm) Z4FE SOCD #4E K5 T CERN ] 19 A7 ok H
AR WIF 1 R, RS SUEAR R T REAFASEX . AR SRR HAES RS, EEMT
AT R . N FE . RATIIRCT IR B TR RSP mE oy b X TRBET R )R R
X 3 e JE R R SR [X S50 0k s S S AN R EYI R, TEREZEAE I 1 IR B QUSRI R A
I, FIFH SOCD tHHE AN (1) 1, 5253 A1 SOCD,
SOCD = 0.58 x OM x y x H x 102 (D
A, SOCD A-IEHPREE (kgm?) , OM NEIEHHFREE (gkg!) , y NEHERE (grem?) ,
HNLEEE (cm) .
*1 MRREESHEAES

Table 1 Basic information of typical cropland stations

i g FEEY FiTfE#4 %' g FEEY FITFE4
1 Rl 5, 55 i LiiiZea i 11 IRk KF5 il

2 eV FORFARE ] 12 Ak INEFIEAK IIFN

3 i KGRI ZZ LI 13 R uh INEFIEK |

4 JISTwi INERTK (il 14 & VR 3l IKFEFITEAE pANi]

5 s INERITR K Tl 7 15 SR e i

6 TAG G E S VN BT 16 B R FRLEFI N Wi

7 ZEA INERITR K ik 17 i P INERIE K Tt

8 A N P 18 B BN e
9 THE P IKHE P 19 oIk INERITR K TH
10 VLB EARMAKE U

T PRIAS [F] R 25 0604« FE SOCD 23 [l =) I sE M Y, B 50 S B sz el DR 35 s b B A0 L UM
K2 EYSAV IR P RS, BRI R : &8 (Lon) « 46/ (Lat) FlE#E (DEM) ; A& (Tem)
MK E (Pre) ; YEYIZRAY (Ctyp) ; HI5MY (Styp) : T3ERMKL (Sand) « Fyki (Silt) AZEkL (Clay)
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& 1% pH (SpH) 5 HIEBMA (AN) . W (AP) FEHE (AK) F&. H9, DEM ELE
—fEANBE R [R) A AR AR, MR S [R5 R = (http:/www.gscloud.cn) FUEUFEREAR A, $EHL 19 M
RUR A 5 DEM {38 253l VR AR 2R 18] 1~ 25 IR P 7K & R T 1 5 A o 3R
HAGMHEAL TR, A FRE 19 AN JRR AR ZS 0 md (SRR K BB B Sl A4 /EEaY
TR RIET CERN, {EVIRAUARAFILS 1R, TIBEE— Mt Sa il 1k, BCPFSME A T A6
T M. KT ESEMAAEE Y, AFAER ArcGIS BAFIE 2RI AT B HUL AR, AbFR A 47
R SRR, 3579 9 2K,
1.2 MIBER S

WIHTFTIA, BRI S 2 — PRI 2= 6] o e, B HE BRI giit07%. 5540500
SFOTVEALE, HOERERIN S BA RIS X, AL IRE, feR Ui ] B AR T R AR B I AR
R, EBHEEFHRN. ZEAEREN. ASENED . BAuT.

(D BRI RIBE x5 4 H SOCD (8] 73 S IR /7, FH g (EEERT, BRI E L (2) .

g = 1 — (1/No*) % Y Nuow? (2)

X, g ARIRPRI R R N R IX EEBPEAE: o AT 2 h=1,2, ..., L, h NS
X, LAZXEH. g GRMEBNT 0~1, g K, REZE 7RISR, K2R,

(2) ZHAERTEN T AW R 3L F R 2 S 2 sk g5 & H SOCD MIfEfE /17, i
P B R AR I ) g H S 2 BHAERN ) g 6, ¥R HEAERER S NS E R .

Fx2 REERASRER

Table 2 Types of interaction between two covariates

PR (BT q {HEE

AR 55 ¢(XiNX3) < Min[g(X1), ¢(X2)]

LSS AR Min[g(X1), ¢(X2)] < ¢(XiNX2) < Max[¢(X1)), ¢(X2)]
PSR ¢(XiN X3) > Max[¢(X)), ¢(X2)]

ks gXiNX2) = g(X)) + g(X2)

ARG 5 gXiN X2) > g(X)) + g(X2)

GOABRN T EE R -0 4% H SOCD (17 8] 43 A 5 i 2 15 3 22 7, DL F it 2R,
A W5 F H RStudio 4R A0 Hb 38 ER I 48 19 R 5 5 B C https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/
geodetector/index.html) , MMWEEIAEE . SRR (EYRA, LIERIRE T, WK H SOCD =584
FHIEZI R R

2 &R 50

2.1 FREHAERE SOCD RIS IHHHIE

T E A [R5 5 SOCD I H BH . 1) 2% (8] 2 51 (58 3), SOCD HI-F-3A AR 03 24 0.83~4.97 kg m™2,
WK 3 Fion, 296 31.58%[3k £ SOCD 7 3.0 kg-m™ LA I o, g8 3k SOCD fi i, /T 4.89~5.21 kgrm?
Z 18], “PIMEN 4.97 kgm?; IO HE BSGFIBIER, 505108 4.82 kgrm? F1 3.70 kg'm?. Z9H 52.63%1
Ui 55 SOCD 7F 2.0 kg'm2 LA'F, Hphil &5 Ehuh SOCD ik, “FIHIMELCHN 0.83 kg'm?. AT F, IEHZE
RIX [ SOCD[ (2.96+1.16) kg-m2]H] & T TR TR X[ (1.58+0.39) kgm?], Rl bR
H X () SOCD FHX i, AH [F]— X 385 P AN [A) 35 21 SOCD 7538 30 HH 80K 1) 22 54 o
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#3 TEXEHHEBRE SOCD BIZIHHE

Table 3 Statistical characteristics of typical cropland SOCD in different regions

wAE, RAMES O PRI/ BRAE/ HB/ME/ PHME/
HhER 5y X i 25 PRz HhER 53 X i 25 PR 2
kg-m2 kg-m2 kg-m2 kg:m2 kg:m2 kg-m-2
HAb ek 5.21 4.89 4,97 0.03 LB B 3, 5k 1.70 1.45 1.62 0.04
AR 3.07 2.50 2.74 0.09 7 HE, 1.91 1.61 1.77 0.03
R Ea) 2.42 1.48 1.92 0.06 RN W 2.16 1.94 2.03 0.02
Lo Sbin 5.51 2.99 3.70 0.22 Sl 1.03 0.49 0.83 0.06
R i B 5.57 3.45 4.82 0.14 LR 2.14 1.34 1.78 0.08
T JE PG 3.57 2.41 3.08 0.06 ey 1.36 1.10 1.26 0.03
gk 3.10 1.99 2.53 0.07 Wk 1.94 1.41 1.76 0.07
JH YR 3.22 1.08 1.70 0.11 [l EAa 3.81 3.01 3.26 0.25
]k S 3.99 2.40 3.32 0.09 ThE 211 1.20 1.70 0.07
= 1.88 1.35 1.64 0.05

F 4 BoR TR AR AT R IR B SOCD G HEFIE. MRS, JKFEH SOCD #rm, H
SOCD 41T 1.78~5.57 kgm? Z [i], “F¥ME AN 3.31 kg'm?; HIK N KEH, SOCD AT 1.77~5.0 kgm? 2
W], “FHMEN 3.14 kgm?; Ak, NEFEMEKE SOCD AR E, &K FEI1E 7 58 2.44 kg m?
H12.66 kg'm?. T 4 FOREIEWIN S, FHEEGEVRIAREHFIEAEH SOCD %K, —3 1) SOCD
B0 53 590 1.39 kg m2 AT 1.30 kg-m2.

F4 FRELHFAARTRERE SOCD KISt iTHHHE

Table 4 Statistical characteristics of typical cropland SOCD in different land use patterns

L H R I KA /kg-m™? e/ IME/kg-m? A /kg m™? FrifE 2
IKHE 5.57 1.78 3.31 0.14
N 5.41 1.20 2.66 0.14
ek 521 1.10 2.44 0.12
K& 5.00 1.77 3.14 0.47
L 2.14 0.49 1.39 0.09
A 1.60 1.08 1.30 0.05

2.2 FRESAIREH SOCD FZE{Lias

2005—2015 SR EAH X SOCD Zfkhzk, WK 1 (a) Fiw. BIAEIME, AHXIE SOCD 2
I MEES, BiEZEXIX SOCD MG IE R HE &S T T 2T EHX, Fl2ERX SOCD £ 5%
B (P<0.05) , HEINEZE N 0.09 kg (m?-a)'.

BB, 2005—2015 FEFRE &3k A SOCD 13 2 3 H AN [F) A2 B 34 hniEa 24 & 1(b)], SOCD
38 NI R AT 0~0.33 kg (m?-a)! Z 8. WK 1 (b) AR, £IH 52.63%HI3 A SOCD & & Wit

(P<0.05) o Ho A, Bl 5 2k Az 5% 5 SOCD ik AN X 8 &1, 40 38 0.33.0.17 F10.14 kg-(m?-a) ',

2145 31.58%[13k5 i SOCD ARfbi#a#i i/, AL 0.02 kg-(m*-a)!, FESMETRFLTREMX, FralgK
i A G SOCD s % 4E 0.01 kg-(m?a)' AR

1 (¢) /R TARR MR H 5 30 F 8RR 1 SOCD (ARt sh . a5, ASFEVEYIZEA )& 1
SOCD ¥Rk, KiEH SOCD 2 EEFEH M (P<0.05) HIEEF R, A~ 0.13
kg (m?-a) ' F UK, /NEZ AT R K FH SOCD 3 Jnis 2 thAH X 4 1, 40 1M 0.08 kg (m?-a) ! F10.05 kg-(m?-a) .
TEFEZBAED AR - F, F{EH SOCD M3 IE R E I B TIeEH, —# 1RE R 318 0.04
kg:(m?-a)! A1 0.01 kg:(m?-a)!,



(a) SOCDZE k%4 /kg-(m*-a)™!

—a— 7k: 0.06, P>0.05; —e— H1F: 0.05, P>0.05
6 - —A— H7R:0.09, P<0.05; —v— #£1L: 0.06, P>0.05
—e— 7tk 0.02, P>0.05; —a— [ : 0.06, P>0.05
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o.o.a.?c.'zlﬁ. e ma ...

T
12345678 910111213141516171819
RS

(© SOCDZE 1k %4 /kg-(m*-a)™!

—a— K% 0.13, P<0.05; —8— /N3 0.08, P>0.05
5 —a— TK: 0.05, P>0.05; —y— K 5:0.02, P>0.05
—&— Hi1E: 0.04, P>0.05; —a— 1£4:: 0.01, P>0.05
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Fig.1 Changing characteristics of cropland SOCD from 2005 to 2015

2.3 FhE#AKE SOCD Z a9 S HEE S
BT BRIV, i ARIE R (Lon. Lat %l] DEM; Tem M Pre; Ctyp; Styp; Sand. Silt I

Clay; SpH; AN. AP fil AK) X} #A14 [ SOCD %% [a] 43 S (IS FEEE . fHPE 2 mT 0, ERFHRM A+, R
[ Kl &% SOCD /‘El‘%\%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂmﬁf*mﬁﬁﬁﬁm ,\EP AN Fl SpH X} 4% H SOCD %% [f] 43 i () 5 M 45
K, q a7 0.75, 4514 0.78 F10.76; H XA Styps Pre # Clay, ‘BT g {5515 0.68. 0.64
A10.60, I Hix 5 FpR B AGEL T EEHERE (P<0.05) . HAWEEHT ¢ Q}Eﬁ‘iﬂiLﬁE%‘ Mg 5,
MANAFEAE B I RERE 77, X 3R BH I3 AL RN [ 7K A2 5 Ak FH SOCD 2% (8] 43 A 1Y) EE B[R 35



Lon | ] EAr<0.05

Lat ]
DEM ]
Tem ]

Pre a4

Styp 1 A |
Sand ]
Silt ]

Clay | p |

qfd

E2 AEEZET#RERBSOCDHERE N o
Fig.2 Explanation strength of different factors on typical cropland SOCD
TESEPRM A, A< H SOCD 73 (A% R A AR B 2 AR AL FE A S5 R . Wik 5 R, 7552
FAR B, ATE AR 2R A HJE XK B SOCD (173 (8] 43 A s M S5 R A B R RO, BPAZ L f& % 4 H
SOCD 75 [al 73 A (e e /T B B T & B R R R, R I H U 1 5 Bl A 2 M3 A O RRAiE . A2
A H SOCD & HAFFHHISEEE, AN 5 Lat (58 HAER 2R (0.99) , AN 5 Styp 28 HAEH #20k
Z, N098, A, AN 5 Pre. AN 5 SpH 1 SpH 5 Lat (928 HAF M tB A E] T 0.97.
*x5 TREIEZEXTHERE SOCD WA EERA

Table 5 Interaction of different factors on typical cropland SOCD

Lon Lat DEM  Tem Pre Ctyp Styp Sand Silt Clay SpH AN AP AK

Lon 0.48
Lat 0.95 0.47
DEM  0.59 0.84 0.36
Tem 0.60 0.54 0.61 0.40
Pre 0.91 0.95 0.74 0.92 0.64
Ctyp 0.66 0.71 0.50 0.59 0.68 0.23
Styp 0.88 0.89 0.72 0.85 091 0.90 0.68
Sand 0.84 0.89 0.73 0.84 0.93 0.74 0.87 0.60
Silt 0.84 0.80 0.57 0.72 0.68 0.47 0.79 0.75 0.23
Clay 0.72 0.90 0.64 0.69 091 0.81 0.89 0.82 0.82 0.48
SpH 0.86 0.97 0.87 0.91 0.95 0.93 0.84 0.96 0.85 0.98 0.78
AN 0.89 0.99 0.70 0.72 0.97 0.63 0.98 091 0.91 0.87 0.97 0.78
AP 0.93 0.93 091 0.91 0.93 0.86 0.96 0.90 0.88 0.82 0.92 0.88 0.20
AK 0.90 0.86 0.84 0.85 0.95 0.72 0.96 0.96 0.89 0.95 0.94 0.93 0.96 0.38
NERARAN R R 200 A SOCD 75 8] 73 A1 HOSE M2 R AFAE 35 22 57, RSN, iSRRI
RHI A BEZR (P<0.05) , WHRCH Y, BHHCH N W3k 6 fos, B AN 4b, HABEZRMN
193 Z 18] AR ELAE FI A F SOCD B[] 73 AR S JF R R B — B B2 R, T AN 5AER—PMRR
L5 5 XA H SOCD #F [ 73 A M B B3 22 5, X R AN FE& R R PRI RO R .
F 6 HAEIRME SOCD HERIRUER

Table 6 Results of ecological detection of typical cropland SOCD

Lon Lat DEM Tem Pre Ctyp Styp Sand  Silt Clay SpH AN AP AK

Lon

Lat N

DEM N N

Tem N N N
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Pre

Ctyp
Styp
Sand
Silt
Clay
SpH
AN
AP

Z Z < < 2z Z Z < Z z
Z Z < < 2z Z Z < Z z
Z Z < < Z Z < < Z <
Z z < < 2z Z Z < zZ <
< o< << Z < Z Z
Z zZ < < Z Z =< =<
<o < Z < < Z

Z o< < < Z <

Z oz < =< Z

Z Z < =

AK
3 Wit
3.1 #AIKH SOCD W85 BAFIER T ILias

FT 2005—2015 4 19 4~ CERN HAUR HAEZS vl SOCD i & B, ANk & SOCD R I H B &1 %5
) 2 Sk, A RIUAIRIEZERX K] SOCD & T TR TREMX, FERZEAT BT R XA ]
AT IR, EHHEH SOC I NER/D, 1 HIEh R 2 R & & X AE SOC i bl K i m, #him 'S
# SOCD B30, 55 HAh 2% 35 (I e 45 R LRI, A 5045 H (1 LA B SOCD 73 [W] 43 A AiE 5 2%
& A SFONE S OB TV, 3B FRE SOC 2 (Al 4 AT R B A AR B, BV REPEE 5 R E R L
B A TRl 132 IRE SOCD [ AARHIEAE— BN ESR, FERIMAERILHX SOCD fmiLAI L
HiIX SOCD My, X 325 E K 3 & VORME LR Hh X O BURE S A A AN 346 9%, e b H X Fr EURE 55
FERW R RIP+. KRS F SRR, T iZHIX SOCD {5 -

L5 A A e SR VA e K e A BRI S AR L, AR AR TEAE SOCD HdiE K, AN A
X3k SOCD AR ih £ ik 23 (s, IX1E 2 TR AL s D gl o Bl . gE—0 b K, 1R ZE
KX SOCD Mg 2 B i s T R TR X, FRnl 2R HiX SOCD 2 W& &% (P<0.05) .
IEAR, %k s SOCD W3R I A FIFR LIS Ik, 32T 0~0.33 kg (m?-a)! ZJH.

7K EE R 2 J B R R DL P b R R O 5K e, KA F SOCD B ¥ v T HoAh 2R Y (A
X 55 3E i SR R 3 Ty k03 U ] oK - 5t A ORI A 45 AL, I 1K R B SOC fifif7 RE
7o X FEEFA/KHE — AR A THEACRES, T RH, FH SOC iR Mg, HFIT SOC 1)
R, #Emfl SOCD #mBk2. 3 H, /KAEH SOCD 2B EH IS (P<0.05) , MIERHE ST H
R AR
3.2 #AIRE SOCD FE)5y FHEmEE

RUEABEFLIESE, FRE SOCD M7 [ A AR RHIE KRS Styp (R £ A A — 25033, iyt BRI 28 75
VEATHN, BFE Styp 7EN I — e AL MR, W1 ANL SpH. Clay LUK B&/K &2 54mifk i SOCD 45 ] 7y
kR EER R, FalE AN fESF R H R BARE, kLT LIEH C tHEE N TR MAFAER
PEAAR S SR, I N R E LT DUE S R AE S SR SOC il R &g, MifiAFIT SOC
FURBO, BRI+ N HZM RS SOC MR REY]. Ak C:N HAE N TIERENEZESE, W& CN il
AT SOC JAzB433), Mfi$gm SOCD. SpH —f5 SOC & & RINMAHIR KR, BRIk LB
AEYFIREE T, 520 SOC WIEMNE: R RS mtE LI, TIEREY SRS 5E, /3 SOC
S fEINERBeL,  TFIRFEIK SOCD. Moharana S5E0B73EF K HARLE 45 Rtk I, @A #A N AR, FEES
SpH, TLAFZER SOC AR RB7. B AN 5 SpH #F, 1T Styp AS W& B/KE MR RRER R,
DAL T 7E 77 JABH 70 R A N A& 2 SOCD 28 8] 43 A I B B R 3 2 — 31, Clay 7 & B 52 3R K E < ik,
25 SOC A N- LM E G . 4 Clay S ER AN, X SOC BRI 1EH StEREs . 7Rk
PRAEE&AM R, AN 73755 Lat. Styp. Pre Mt SpH S5 PN 258 B 5 5200 ) 35 1G58, [t 1 4« SOCD %
[ AR AE— B FERE At AN 5 HAWR RS 1E SR,

AR Meta 4T FU R B, REE)Z SOCD "l REEZ BIBHE T 20, FEFFIE 5K & 2 mB,
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{H 32 IR T AR S B SR UL K di b 8 AL SR RER I 2, AW TE H TR REFE 705 S8 IX LRI K AE A H SOCD
2R ) A P BRSO o S5 S TR R G s AN R R X ) 2 AR FH SOCD 8, R ML &2 > it
AR B ERE AR, R AR E NN ZRXTAH SOCD HISEMARLN, I A ] HLESE A& H
SOCD I 22 AL B, 3R E A IR = TR IR RESE AT SEIL “2030 SFHR G E W RFER R H AR, $RALE
BB AR .

4 4k

(1) FREAFSE A H SOCD FRIH B 811 2% (0] 22 ek, R RBUAIRIEZE XX ) SOCD =11
TR, EARREEHAF R, AKREH SOCD W& & T HAb SR A H

(2) 2005—2015 F &3l 1l SOCD ¥R HA FIFEFE I IS, BT 215X SOCD 4 hnik
FAN N, KREH SOCD & Z s (P<0.05) , HBms R e T HAan kR R |

(3) 3EHRAL PR R /K B2 B A I SOCD A A3 A (R R K, 4 5Hl/E AN 76 & [N & R
MIECNR M, H AN 5 HARRF 252 05 IARRE ) W35 1Y 5

Boah RO EAES R FT M Z SR AL 19 > ST FH AR 25 0 A WURR 2 2 1) 0 2580
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