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ABSTRACT  The R/V Ocean Researcher Il and the R/V New Ocean Researcher 111
were used to collect trawling data in Taiwan during 2007-2010 (preliminary phase) and
2016-2021 (final phase). In total, the vessels collected 24 taxa that belonged to 12 genera
and 6 families, covering 34% of coastal cephalopods in Taiwan. The species number of
cephalopods in Taijiang National Park was different, with 20 species found in Chiku
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coastal waters (MEUA1) and nine species in Penghu Channel (MEUA2), and they were
mostly rare and non-commercial species. Cephalopod assemblages in Taijiang National
Park could be divided into two groups: “Coastal group” (12-76 m in water depth) and
“Channel group” (96-173 m in water depth). The dominant species in the two groups
varied, which were Sepia lycidas and Euprymna morsei, respectively. In terms of temporal
changes, the abundance of Inioteuthis japonica, Loliolus beka, and Uroteuthis duvaucelii
decreased significantly (p < 0.05) in the final phase. In addition, Amphioctopus
marginatus appeared to have migrated to deeper waters of Penghu Channel in recent years.
The differences in cephalopod assemblage reflect the results of environmental tolerance
of various species, whereas the variation in abundance in different phases could be related
to global environmental changes or decreasing fisheries resources in the Taiwan Strait.

Keywords: water temperature, water depth, Penghu Channel, Taijiang National Park,

cephalopod, spatiotemporal variation
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BE—, MEUAI) » DK EEH.FTEE 225780 o 5 1
£ 54 NEE S NBEAEHKERE > B2k
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2. ARFE R B P B e SR B R A

R AW GRS BUHE I B e B 2 MR IO U (ind /10° m*) 3R

E HE
Site SHIBE Cl C2 C3 Tl T2 T3 T4
Net e 31 40 8 6 7 4 4
Depth (m) K 12- 21-  40- 11- 139- 150- 96-
27 59 76 160 173 162 116
Species 3744
Sepia lycidas EIS 1.655 1282  0.450
Inioteuthis japonica H AR H. Sl 0.726 1237 0.562
Euprymna berryi HInR O E S 0.174  0.540  0.900
51
Amphioctopus marginatus fER& 0.022 0.787 0.150 0.225
Amphioctopus aegina b 0.232 0495 0.225
Loliolus beka A& 0.552  0.247
Euprymna morsei B VU B SR 0.029  0.022 0.675
Sepia hirunda e B 0.112 0.450
Sepia pharaonis [cAzi=14 0.087 0.337
Hapalochlaena cf. B N SILUY 0.112 0.225
maculosa
Sepia spp. 0.058  0.090 0.129
Euprymna spp. 0.232
Sepia filibrachia 2 B =S 0 0.225
Octopus SP1 0.225
Octopus SP2 0.225
Uroteuthis duvaucelii AL 0.058 0.157
Abralia multihamata B A AL N 0.150
Amphioctopus fangsiao L] 0.112
Sepiadarium kochii I 0.112
Sepia esculenta B 0.087
Metasepia tullbergi P =11 0.029
Abdopus SP1 0.029
Uroteuthis chinensis el i=son 0.022
Loliolus SP1 0.022
Total 3.948 4477 3375 0.300 0.129 0.450 1.800
Total species (taxa) 13 12 9 2 1 2 5
4 i SR O S =+ A
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metric multidimensional scaling > nMDS) @ [l
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SIMPER)ZRE T ¥ 73 B 2 EIRZE © DAAHAEL
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B EE 2 [EIRYEEE M - Significance level < 5%
FoRE4ETEEE - Global R fH it 0-1 i » &X
SN AR Y ZE SR AR o it R (B BA TR [
FEITEER » KERILAIEITHR (Square root)
B > stress {EH/NY 0.2 FoRatREA RS
HEEN - WA t & (Independent
sample t-test) * I LATT AT BT 12 HHEE 2 ST
SEFESE > p-value < 0.05 TR -

&R

— ~ BRI
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FHI2 [ 24 57 (taxa) - FHY)TE R AAIE A
TMEEE— (79 #ORYIIEECEREERRE
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ORERRE » IR - VIS &Ry
arin (e 2) -
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B} 20 i - g = (BB A BEISIK (Sepia
lycidas) ~ HARBEE. S (Inioteuthis japonica)
B QIR P HLUSHK (Euprymna berryi) - J87E
THE 4R 9 1 IERERHEERM (S
hirunda)~ 4 S8 (S. filibrachia)~ Sepia spp.
LEARIAIREUY (Amphioctopus marginatus) ~
BUINERSISY (Hapalochlaena cf. maculosa) ~
Octopus SP1 f1 Octopus SP2 » E.EWIFHVRK,
VUt HISHK (E. morsei) » FIEACHLRIAY 2 #4054
Weftk (Abralia multihamata) (% 1) »
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BB A N B 2 R 3 A1 A B EERY
2[R o S —(C1-C3 JUIBh) > FESEAH AL
FEL (8 3) - i SEE —(T1-T4 JHI%:)TE 45
HITEARAHRCA BHE 52 - MRS 97.68%
(& 2)° BL ANOSIM J3AfrH & SR AE R/ I 70
B 3% 4% 51 28 3 (Significance level = 0.1%
GlobalR =0.723) - (Rt » &L EIR A ENHITH
Ry By TR B T OKERE, B e S
R I T B 22 A RT U B AR T R B
HRSSH - HAREELS M - EE QI B S
Wi (Amphioctopus aegina) » 2 El& NI Rl
VUEEIE - RETEBUEAS 51.70% (& 2) -

By 5 S SR e S D BRI AR A& - B:
K M8 ik (Loliolus beka) ~ FE3E 5 I (S.
pharaonis) {1 A&k (Uroteuthis duvaucelii)
FEMETRILAEE (C1-C2) R HEE:
5 (Sepiadarium  kochii) F1 %5 14
(Amphioctopus fangsiao) RIIFE-CREEIHIAY C3 Hi
BE o AEIZHVYIEEEE R IR E S - /£
TRALANE R (CL~ CORDEZEKE (THIEH
FHE o RRGUERI AR 1E C2 ~ C3 B /KIE Y
T1 1 T4 JHIRG - 8/ NRSVESUR AR SR 7>
A AE T B FE IR (C3) B /KB Vg I S M (T4)
E1-[E4-

=~ e R AR (L

BILE R A B R R SHY Y
Tl 4H B AE AT HA (2007-2010 4F) B 7% H1 (2016-
2021 )G AR BRI ]2 (8 3~ [ 5) - BL
ANOSIM #gfll oy BREEE M - 45 5RTRABE
(Significance level = 96.8%) °

2RI BB B B A B AT H S R
HYZE5E - E IR IIETATHHR PRI S (R 3)-
B AR H Sy S ERTIIRY 1.39-1.65
ind./ 10* m? JE&/)' s 0.36-0.90 ind./ 10* m? (p-
value = 0.046, p < 0.05) » KAEELAVEE (0.45-
1.55 ind./ 10* m?)J&/V* & 0.08 ind./ 10* m? (p-
value = 0.031, p < 0.05) » f [ #& fif (1 & &g
(0.16-0.30 ind./ 10* m?)J5/V* £ 0.04 ind./ 10* m?
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22017

Transform: Square root
Resemblance: S17 Bray Curtis similarity

2D Stress: 0.01

Site

oCc1oT
C2 AT2

€C3+T3
T4

2017 N

2020

Transform: Square root
Resemblance: S17 Bray Curtis similarity

Similarity: - 3
2D Stress: 0.09
Site
oct1oT
2021 2009 C2 AT2
Q 2018 ¢ C3+4T3
2017
e 2019 (0] © T4
. 2008 2018
2017
o QU;wa 2019
2007 4018 20070 2018
a0 © 2 *
2008
2010
2016 o
m 2020

3. AWZERN GBIz A BRI ETE e Y IR & 2 4 K 0 i (aMDS)&E R - [B 8

Fy R BV ERER 1
F 2. AW TEIZ S BN IR & 8 2 oy BEERVE B 53 EL(SIMPER) 73 Hr45 58
HE— HE

Species F 4 Av.Abund  Av.Abund  Av.Diss Diss/SD  Contrib% Cum.%
Sepia lycidas TS 0.93 0.00 18.99 1.27 19.44 19.44
Inioteuthis japonica H AR H Bl 0.69 0.00 13.06 0.87 13.37 32.81
Euprymna berryi H G Uz B E 0.45 0.00 10.87 0.64 11.13 43.94
Amphioctopus aegina T 0.37 0.00 7.58 0.82 7.76 51.70
Amphioctopus marginatus or&sin 0.07 0.27 6.83 0.57 6.99 58.69
Sepia hirunda e S 0.02 0.22 5.27 0.55 5.40 64.09
Sepia spp. 0.12 0.07 4.80 0.53 4.92 69.00
Loliolus beka gt 0.26 0.00 4.56 0.61 4.67 73.67
Sepia pharaonis [iats =11 0.22 0.00 3.71 0.66 3.80 77.48
Abralia multihamata % A AL T 0.00 0.11 3.48 0.37 3.56 81.04
Euprymna morsei B DU EH B 0.04 0.19 3.33 0.51 3.41 84.44
Octopus SP1 0.00 0.11 2.73 0.39 2.80 87.24
Octopus SP2 0.00 0.11 2.73 0.39 2.80 90.04

Average dissimilarity = 97.68

(p-value = 0.027, p <0.05) o FLBaTI= » LY
g Cl -~ C2 HIEEHYUE B e E S AR 1% 1
(3.15-3.80 ind./ 10* m?)#ZHIHA (5.30-5.40 ind./
104 m?) Rl {H R B&RETIVEE M (p-value

=0.103) (& 3) > 554h > FR&UHAE 2007-2010 4
(FTHAEFE/KZE 40 ARy C2 JIEERE >
2016-2021 4F (& E)A A EROERH(CL F1 C2
LR - T EREHI C3 B (K% 63
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O Sepia filibrachia O Octopus SP1 B Octopus SP2
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8 Abdopus SP1 O Uroteuthis chinensis O Loliolus SP1

4.2007 £ 2021 £ GITEIZ N BEERTEE R G4 JCT B (ind /10% m?) i AR & - C1-C3
Ry — %S > T1-T4 RiEE B,

Cephalopod Assemblage

Group average
Transform: Square root
Resemblance: S17 Bray Curtis similari

A 201773
A2017T1 Year
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= 3. BVLEZEA EHUEH(2007 2010 )Bi{%HA(2016-2021 F))E— C1 ~ C2 ARG~ AR
FE & B Y I (ind./10* m?)EA t £ 7E (Independent sample t-test) 5345 5
HTEA2007-2010) % HA(2016-2021)
HE— HE—

Site pillEeh Cl C2 Cl C2
Net “HEkE 11 18 20 22 P-value
Scientific name [aivg-A
Sepia lycidas =3 = 1.064 0.850 1.980 1.636 0.230
Inioteuthis japonica HAREE S 1.391 1.650 0.360 0.900  0.046*
Euprymna berryi HIC Uz B 5 0.082 0.750 0.225 0.368 0.604
Amphioctopus aegina Trbisf 0.245 0.600 0.225 0409 0521
Amphioctopus marginatus {EREY Y 0.050 0.231
Loliolus beka KAEfE 1.554 0.450 0.082 0.031*
Sepia pharaonis FEBL S 0.450 0.135 0245  0.617
Euprymna spp. 0.654 0.174
Uroteuthis duvaucelii HKfafE 0.164 0.300 0.041 0.027*
Sepia spp. 0.082 0.150 0.045 0.041 0.256
Euprymna morsei SR E S 0.045 0.041 0239
Sepia esculenta E=1"4 0.164 0.045 0.482
Abdopus SP1 0.045 0.410
Metasepia tullbergi TEE b 0.045 0.410
Loliolus SP1 0.050 0.231
Uroteuthis chinensis h R 0.041 0.410
Total 5.400 5.300 3.150 3.804 0.103
Total species (taxa) 9 10 10 10

*F2R p-value < 0.05 » BL4ETHEEESE

4

?E 4. RIHFEIR GBI ARSI 2 & MIREEREE R+ - R Ry 7K &I [E] (Depth Range, m) ~ 7K
Z&(Depth, m) ~ JEE7K B & (Temperature, °C) ~ JEE7KEEE (Salinity, psu) ~ JEE/KE & (Dissolved Oxygen,
mg/l)
HE— e
Site Cl C2 C3 Tl T2 T3 T4
Depth Range (m) 1227 21-59 40-76 111-118 139-173 150-162 96-116
Depth (m) 17.3743.5  29.97+8.5  53.00+12.8 115.0043.0  161.57411.7 15625450  103.00£9.2
8 6 5 8 5 6 0
Temperature (°C) 27.04+18 267421 25494283 21734106 19.17£095  19.19:0.60  19.9120.49
7 4
Salinity (psu) 340404  3405+04  34.14+0.32 34545012 3464:007 3463004  34.6420.06
3 2
Dissolved Oxygen 6514026  6.54£026  6.10£0.52 5588025 519017 530£021  537+0.18

(mg/1)

i T RPYE MESD Ry {EAARAE

ROSUKZEEZEHT T1 R T4 %S (96-113 4 R)
& > HEZN H ATAYEEE R B AR B E
(p-value =0.231) » {EHFRILHARF RO 1T RERS
BEWKENFKRE (R 1-% 3) -

'd -~ WEEARE R

R K SR F- IR AR [E] < E —HYSE
HJE /KB (25.49-27.04°C) ) % —.(19.17-
21.73°C) = (2 4~ [ 6A) ; SEHE/KEEfE
(34.04-34.14 psu) HIESEAS — (34.54-34.64 psu)

B(E (2 4[]8 6B): FHIE/KAES (6.10-6.54
mg/DEEE — (5.19-5.58 mg/l) B (5 4
6C) °

8

T~ HiT& SIESATE e S AR B A e
AINESTELUB IS - DA H S -
B Ei B TR B ORIRD IS AE (& S AR B JER 7K
R LAY BT - REUSATK AR IEAN B I -
HKRREE X LAREUHHY 28.3-20.3°C Ry
([ 7A) - BKEEE(E L BIRSHE - 0
NI HL IS IRARD U 18 7T 14 S0 48 Y B ) B 2
S (& 7B) - 2RI > &IHET R R VU HIS K
FOK AL [0 73 A 7 JER 7K B P R (B Yk - {6k
SUFHRIER AR B RS A Es (18 7B) -
MEHAE SN - FREUMATK AE LR B
FEBIEE AR [E (B 7A ~ B) - REUMIERTTR
SRR B E S HAE R KR B 0K (R
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SV EHIES EARRBEARE - TR REIME

22 R R BERHE © T BTl

Fod =08 (Q3) ~ % (Q2) ~ FH—Hsrfir# (Q1)

1~ 2% 3IREAEEE =R -
B &

B LR A BN EEHEE HHI RS
HRTECERAVER e 6 B 12 J& 24 Sy fEkeE - (5
BTG I SRR 34% 2B EETH T
BUWIESSE 2 24% » B2 15% (R 5) (BE
% 2008, Norman et al. 2016, $2=Z 2019) °
AN TR AR B 2 2 N AR R B IR R
(Sepiidae) (39.95%) - H.E W Tl (Sepiolidae)
(35.98%)F1Z= & F] (Octopodidae) (12.70%) ; £
o BEEEKGEBHAVIRELR (Loliginidae)(5
g 10.85% » K#EBEN KRG
(Enoploteuthidae)HI| (L&Y 0.26% » H 4
(LM S AR (Ommastrephidae) iy R
fif fi1 (Oceanic squid) » BUTRERIEAY R VB ME

=

R ANEFR O =FE =1+ =6% "

SAPRERBRI R SR © SN - BB 2IRE
I ESRAVIR R > R YRR RS
JE > NI H ATATEC Sk % g5 e SRR Bl
HARRE  RECEE ISR FTRE S
ELHIYIE AT
HILERAE Aﬂéf“@ﬁ%*ﬁﬂ’]ﬁ*ﬁiﬂ
AR ZE 2R W By LR EE R OK
HEE ) WAHERHY ?TE%%@%EJ Fo B S ikl
SRR ESH MEELPKRHREZE
JEC R B e SRR AT A I Y SRR - R

REEIKZE 12-76 AR [RE BKIEEVIEE
PREVIEIE - 8 2% B S o R B S R

(Jereb and Roper 2005) > EFEEHESIK « FEHT
%E&' H A B S A H 5 LG DU B S R
o T KHERE ) BEIA/KHE 96-173 A RV
o ﬁﬁﬁ‘j@ﬁ*ﬂ’fﬁ WiREE (MEEHES
2020) » SRR 2K R R H S
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ST o BRI T53 Al By(A) 7K (Temperature, °C) ~ (B)JE/KE & (Salinity, psu) © P EIHIEE
SR ERAME - MRy IME > Z2 0B REEREE - J7= B N ol RysE = U ir#(Q3) ~ o

r#(Q2) ~ U ir#(Ql)

FRARIPRSTIR 5 - /KR B e S AR RIS NS
FA(1) Collins et al. (2001)FAEALKPEAEYH.

BRI /KAEZESE » Hth Sepiola atlantica ~

Sepietta oweniana F1 Rondeletiola minor 3 AR}
7K4E 300 2\ R LSRRI, » Neorossia caroli B
Rossia macrosoma 73AGFY 500-1000 2\ AT
Y& 5 (2) Visser et al. (2021)2$ R ai il EE B T
GHR B AN A KRR Z 5 R
Loligo forbesii 537G (E 500 2\ R DL TitR&RF!
(Histioteuthis dispar F1 H. reversa) ~ EREEfLF}

10

(Enoploteutthis leptura F1 Abralia redfieldi)ZHI]
AR ZKEEAE S 500 /3 RDUREATE - AHHT
FUE KB 2T BT e AR g R
KT 52 - ZRIT PR TR B 7 S A ol B e S A
FRAHRCAARTE - 25 FINGAA FHER SRR & -
ERNC EIN NS NEE LSk RiNE
e SR Y TR Y B L2 5 (HIFIZRR
H (2016-2021 ) A] A5 R B E BRI ER BT
BORSRE RS AT I BV TR S
SRS o T sE B iR H AR HLS

p=t
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RS, AT e e U L & B SO Z PR

. Bk Eif 2 theAsE Pt
HE— HEZ =8 - L ZEEE =ERER
A e o - W EE o EUED s
£ - T VR

7K (m) 12-59 40-76 96-173 10-800 10-109

Scientific name Fr Total

SRR
Metasepia tullbergi TEE 1 1 + 1 45 +
Sepia esculenta EA=11 3 3 + 13 159 +
Sepia filibrachia Lt s 1 1 + 7 +
Sepia hirunda MRS 1 2 3 + 1 +
Sepia lycidas (=223 114 4 118 + 35 64 +
Sepia pharaonis PEBE SR 18 18 + 2 344 +
Sepia spp. 6 1 7 + 22 49

HEMR
Euprymna berryi HERR YA S 30 8 38 + 62 +
Euprymna morsei LU B S 2 3 5 + 1 +
Inioteuthis japonica — HAKEE S 80 5 85 + 81 +
Euprymna spp. 8 8

BEE SR
Sepiadarium kochii & H S 1 1 + +

=tonEs
Loliolus beka KA 30 30 + 84 +
Loliolus SP1 1 1 + 3

Uroteuthis chinensis HHEbe fik 1 1 + 137 1 +
Uroteuthisn - Atk 9 9 + 305 30 +
duvaucelii

AR
Abralia St 1 I + S8 +

multihamata

AR

Amphioctopus b 30 2 32 + 44 +
aegina

Amphioctopus g

faﬁgsiao P ol 1 1 + +

Amphi{)ctopus ] 1 7 2 10 + 24 +
marginatus

Hapalochlaena  cf. Ny 1 1 2 4
maculosa )

Abdopus SP1 1 1

Octopus spp. 2 2 + 12 2

Number of other 51 6 6 84

species

Tr())tal species (taxa) 16 9 8 23 71 15 23 102

Number of 335 30 13 378 - 1427 1095

individuals

JA ~ BV A SR BV R K e RO A R AE R
FERIE T % - BB RV B L g 8
SHEM (BRLBDRVEE - B4 (1) 35 (East
China Sea)fV &K £t (Todarodes pacificus)s
K - AF HR % (Pacific Decadal Oscillation,
PDO)AYFZEE - 71 i FH 3 5 = e ok £ Ay 28 O
SrEEE A > (&S L7 (Liveral. 2021)
(2) ZEBKEHEIREELL (U chinensis)
BRI KRS TS ~ BT R AR
N BB AEEE TE (RIRF
2014) - BEZNA EREREE Ry KT R FTRE N ZR5H
BB R BRI o (R EEAY S B
(Doubleday et al. 2016, Pang et al. 2022) > {HH

e

R ANEEH O =FE =+ =65 "

TLEIZR A B SR KA LA AR AT
FEAEATAE AR T % - AT AR B BRI R R
FEFHS  EER N (FUR/KEE 2004) AR
FAZESE 2011-2021 F4REHFEIRAVAE R
2016 FFLAR AN smiH B FRHE R E &
s 2 Fi N (6 8) o BHEEESEAT 2015 £
DIATI(E 10 EAMERL E - 281 2016 G155
2021 FFEHMNRZARRY 10 EAME (& 8A) - Al
IR EE 2 AE 2011-2015 F57R49 5 120
B 4 BN 2016 F1RTNEE R LY 100 &
INWER1 2 5 S TAME (B 8B) - B SR LR
FEAEREHY HRFERE - M e U (Clarke 1996)
FIEHREE (Piatkowski et al. 2001) » [RIFLELEEE

11



SRESY > IS BRI - BREE - (REAE eral

(A)

300,000 -

mm Cephalopod Production

250,000 -

200,000 4

(tonne)

150,000 A

1on

Producti

100,000 -

50,000

mmm Cephalopod Production
mmm Crustacean Production

(B)

——Production Value of Fishes

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Year

Production Value of Cephalopods
- 12,000,000

- 10,000,000

L 8,000,000

L 6,000,000

L 4,000,000

L 2,000,000

Production Value (Thoundsand NT $)

Fish Production
Production Value of Cephalopods
——Production Value of Crustaceans

1,600,000 - - 120,000,000
1,400,000

L 100,000,000
&
1,200,000 g
Z
— L 80,000,000 2
2 4 000,000 o
5 3
S £
: i | —
§ 800,000 60000000 o
° =
3 M
=
8 600000 | -
o L 40,000000 S
S
400,000 - B
S
T

L 20,000,000

200,000 |
. I
0 IIIIII n I.|| in B B e Ba 0ol

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Year

8.2011-2021 HE s HE ) ~ 208 F ZOK A Y A BB - (A)2011-2021 £ERT -
B RSN SR AR B KA (E ] - (B)2011-2021 4R > BE S - FHRSEN AN S EZ HEEH
RE(EE (BRI A RSEIASES 20112021 SEECEGETFH)

S0 B BLH A= B S g Y s 29 EUEAH
8 (Rodhouse et al. 2014) » JAFEEIFHIAEEA]
RE SRR T R N B - &7 BRIl S22
SRR SRR AR REUE—HER

12

N

B4 TSRS R BB T A D2
S B R Y — -

KR BT R R T
9t (Cheung et al. 2009) » AFTE & SEBUREL

i%
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1% (Amphioctopus marginatus)7NE RS - H
TERITHA (2007-2010 FF)73AfHA 40 A RAVER
C2 MIRLE (R /KR4y 28.3°C) » MifE1& HA
(2016-2021 4 )fEEEE AT /K% 63 /3 KUY C3 HIES
AIKORAT 100 2 RISHMKIE (SRR
4 20.3°C) - ERHBRE R VRIS
ST B 01T R+ BI04 0
(Parapenaeopsis hardwickii)< Z & BIR /K H &
WY 0 iR 20 FEAMAAIIE LB
(23°09°N)[AJLEBHE 0.5°N ZF IS (Chen et
al. 2021) - BIHNNEIHE & R IE RS 8
TEHIAHRANTSE « GlA1E0E (Yellow Sea)dViH &
Blomit @R o KREAEM (Todarodes
pacificus) ~ f8E58 (Loliolus spp.)B1H. S FHE
(Euprymna spp. )RS » 71 2000-2017 4
AHZHALBAE S (in et al. 2020) 3 IL7E
(North Sea)){yFEEIKAIIFTHRE - 5% /BTG
LRl (Alloteuthis subulata ~ Loligo forbesii F1
Loligo vulgaris)~ BELF} (Lllex coindetii)BAZE
®} (Todaropsis eblanae)E1FH#TH (2016-2020
F)ZREEEBNE T 20 LRI EE
A By EEAAY)fE (Oesterwind ef al. 2022)
RREUIF 7B RS 225200 /K 28 e /K Y R G2 By AR 52
BHREW HERERAHEHTILESS - DL
TERREHEREHENRE 2% -
RS » BV LBz A B N & SRR
A RO S8 T Y R 2 B3 A b R B 5 B B B R
&2 &7 X O REARIGER - BE— N ime
SRS ~ EACEERIK Y SIS AR
KEAMARNZER  HIERERF XPUKFRE
RO A Ry N [ (S W PR e R Y B 4
R R Y22 B L B S T [ P e
HIKZE B S - IR b b VITEAH RS
HIRBNFRE L - BRI EN S EAE
AUEE o il N B EATE T PR IR EUS S M E AR T
B [EIE YR (2016-2021 F)7310
HIEACREZ 2 ETF (B 7TA)EYERHEN - H
HIT 87K S 5 AT RE 4 7 e 22 8 e ey 7
it o AELERETIERT K bR Sk Fy i 6 20 R ) S B At
1B EARE A [F] > A REIRE S I e R R B B

=

B NEER O =ZFE =1 =6 T

B LB A B R e SRR e I 22 2 b

FEE(E L - SERANISERIEATR - fA 2
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iy o

ok

wa

=14

BILER AENEASE 2B HER
(=BT IRHETH e JHMY 34%  FEEH e JHHY
15% > 7 6 T 12 J&§ 24 /3P0 - A/~ (ESSTE
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HISH ~ w00 - PREUHEDKAEHL - EE YR
R e SR A R K2 R, TR
BE L By 12-76 S RURAVYITE > B BEESTE RS
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REEE R R I B S - piig 4R >
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Do SRR A KB R AR KBRS Y
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KSR SZEN B S B G LR A E
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