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WE: AT MR R EIEKF 38124 Cinnamomum japonicum var. chenii ¥ KA K B Ix BOK A A Loy %ok, K E
T 3AKF® K, B REI(ck), ¥4 (T50,50 g-m™)F= 3% 3642 (T100,100 ¢-m™>), F 2012 46 A £
9 AMMG FHAe 2, TMREESHELERHMIHER, EREAV.: EREVAGY S, R, REFERLEDEY
[ 36 JE & 69 3§ m i 38 e (P<0.05); dmet A M ERE AWM EL 6 A NG T MM A ZH(P<005), 39 A 2
It G Bt A % (P<0.05), % AR NIRRT SR A LI 4 F AN S 63 i 3 m (P<0.05), REALEH
At B R B HR B A B AA R F A 8 89 38 e 4K (P<<0.05), TS0 A= T100 4 22 & 7T % 84 Ho Al
RAMERHR B4, 3RSk, TSOR B EER 2> RESHE X T HF, TI00 &L=srRE, ck 3l
ARAPT B, ABERERA, TSOGARKARIRR, A THIRE, R LR P4 W TI00 ok 5.
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Responses of Cinnamomum japonicum var. chenii growth and nutrient

uptake to fertilization

CHEN Wen'?, WANG Jing', YE Zhengqgian®, FEI Xinghai', SUN Zhen', WANG Guoming'

(1. Zhoushan Forestry Academy, Zhoushan 316000, Zhejiang, China; 2. School of Environmental and Resource
Sciences, Zhejiang A & F University, Lin’an 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: A field experiment was conducted on nursery land of Zhoushan Forestry Academy in 2012 to com-
pare three fertilizer treatments: no fertilizer (ck), a normal rate with 50 g-m™ of 15-15-15 compound fertiliz-
er (T50), and twice the normal rate (T100), on growth, nutrient uptake and utilization of Cinnamomum
Japonicum var. chenit seedlings. Results showed that sapling growth of root and stem biomass as well as height
and ground diameter significantly increased with increasing rate of fertilizer (P<<0.05) . Increasing the rate of
fertilizer also significantly increased (P<<0.05) nutrient concentrations in leaves and nutrient uptake by the
plants. By contrast, both nutrient use efficiency and fertilization efficiency decreased significantly (P<<0.05)
with increasing fertilizer rate, being the same order in T50 and T100: N >P >K. By the end of the experi-
ment, soil available nutrient levels of TS0 remained similar to the initial ones; whereas, T100 caused K in-
creased, and ck caused K depleted. For the survival rate, TS0 resulted optimal nutrient status in the plants,
which was best for transplanting, but T100 induced luxury nutrient supply. Therefore, the optimum fertilizer
rate for C. japonicum var. chenii was 50-100 g-m™=. [Ch, 1 fig. 5 tab. 24 ref. |
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AR B 5 T ARASCR Y E EPR , RE R  EE OR AN RE AR R i MO 3R, T ELRE A B R 4F
(1) 3 AR AR o it A R R A R — T L AR, A O AR AR A 5 ) i R 2
B o R AFE DX M R Choerospondias axillaris 55 7 FpEiy F n A Fh g BE S R 0T . 26 L A8 W) Il 4 e 4% 4% el
EORR R AR AR, P DU 1.0%2 S IE M ACR e fl, — &L 0.5%~1.0% 8, JREX
RIERKBARIEH, PL0.3%~0.5%KFH . MIMEESDFIAN: ZE . B HEE LY 184 kg-hm™
(R), 120 kg-hm>(F %846 Z8E)I), A F| T HIBE Robinia pseudoacacia T AN A R 8 F5 W) i e 1L AR
B, MARMAEMAEY BRI . A XA SRR &P B A HGE, B RERFE DRI AR
X BB Fraxinus chinensis [ A2 TR G DTk B oK, HLUCHBENE,, PRICSAR, HER A B AR 2 5r Ak
% il AT 2 433 4 0.091 kg #R7' (&), 0.023 kg #k~' (FLEL 8% ), 0.056 kg- ¥k (AMLH) . 52 Mk SE
TR, WA Ginkgo biloba Wi KRG TR/ R M &, (R )N 2.79~3.47 g- @7 BHIE (AL
W)k 2.44~2.59 g- 457 BRI CGAALEN) R 1.51~1.98 g- 57", Bl 4 31 it S AN IS RE B /5 17 AR X 73 40 14 W
ORI, TR E AR A EY B R, 1 ELIE B8k g IERHR 3% A Bevs 7 ik, e
FARNE 55 B R B SR R W W 2 BT T M E M, W PEARE Cinnamomum japonicum var.
chenii Z1EF} Lauraceae 1% J& Cinnamomum ¥ 4 K, J& E K R E S RT Y, KR AAETELE I
S T | 70 A 110 N /113 SN (1 R S (/N = 2 /N 5 S R R o (o N O LB 6 R P e
PR, JUH R MER T E S DORLE Lo, AL, SRS ik, GROKORIEHEZE , ARG R
i, AERRBIFAREM, HPEREAREMNG, RS R TEAN, TR, 0z AR ) 58 4 52 i A
NE SRR 55 [0 )2 AP AE , TERGMNEH AR T BB ARG ARSCR G285 . BT, A 8% PR i A IE 42
REESE, LT A, B — BB TIUE AR IE X, I B 2808 @ i s ie, ZEm~»e
BAE, 2= ThAl . it s ) SRR 26t A G — B AR e, AR GE 3R o 48 BT ORI A S B 48 & 1
KRBT MER, OB HIR 2% 7 AER, B, IRz it i S R B AR A MR Rz — &
W B A R AL AL B, B TR s B AR 2R KR 40 0 T AR SR B e R T, S AR E
A AR B AR AR T AR, [ B A 4R v A R R 1 55 43 KRR AL IR R

1 M5 7 &*

11 A

PR A FERE 1 4R 1, FIIRRE M 6.08 cm, 142 2.76 mm, ¥kt 1.44 o R 50 H HHEN
8 Ao I 3% pH 6,17, A HLIN 21.23 gekg, BlfE AL 95.89 mg-kg, A RUHE 44.17 mg-kg,
R 105.50 mg-kg™',
1.2 it

BRI TR I T AR B2 W B g S M AT, B 3 A HEAL AL FE . AHEAL O B L HRLE AL (50 g-
m?) FI3E AL (100 g-m™), 4351 ck, T50 fil T100 o~ , SE4abPLX 43, 3 KER ., T 2012 4F
5 AR R, 50 /NX, AN 1.0 mx1.0 m, /NI J] A 9 6 K R A B T, K TR A
A LHETREE Dy 50 em, SRS PEAE A ARERL T/NX N, 16 Bk -/NXT, BRATHE DY 30 em x 30 em, 5
St FARERE S S B0 52 5 HE [ (580) s (RS 8 ) rm (R AL HT ) =15:15:15 ], 1E 5 AJRM 7 A K2 2 Wit
A RS TERCHEAT B . TR, BRRAOBEAL 4% 5 BT A 50% . 4% 40 PEAARHE R & W3R 1,
1.3 #HmRESWERZ

AR AR i AR RO e pE e 1A (CERBIHD) 2 A AN - 3 A4S (A 530 i
I PR R RIS, T 6 A9 H 2 KEENLPRIE 4 Bk /N X RS — (9 R EA T ISR IBORE L[] B R
BERJZ(0~20 cm) T IEFE M o AHYAE GG ACK e 105, o BRI 3Ry, BCE AR N T 65
CHET A5, WES T EY R, 9 A 0350 45 o iR a2 I 2 AR W )5 1 E AT B JR T R I .
LA AL A ) 73 W S IR AR AL 24 0 7 TR )
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Table 1 Fertilizer rate of different treatments

e it A 2/ (g e m™?) BFS R/ (gom?)

5H 7H St A AR AL
ck 0 0 0 0 0 0
T50 25 25 50 7.5 7.5 7.5
T100 50 50 100 15.0 15.0 15.0

Yl RAN m(F)m (TR =8 m AL )=15:15:15,

1.4 HiEsHRALE

AER LT 28, RS FRTR RO AR, AR R ZEVE R 9543 PRS0 R (ap-
parent use efficiency, Eyy)= (i I 4b B 5 73 1Y 5 —Xf B R 70 1 5 ) /4 57 73 1 x100%, AL B . B R
WA Exons Exes Ex 758 5 T AERLE (fertilization efficiency,  Ey)= (it AL 45 A5 B9 64 ) B i HE
A S A P )/ SR s AR RO 4R 8 (biomass harvest index,  Tyy) =it L 45 95 (9 8 4R 7 B/ R
iy SRR R AR BI, FNAR TR £ (nitrogen harvest index,  Tv) =it HE 45 9 /5 #Y £ %0 /4l i x
100% , . BRBCHRFEECST B T T Ly 218

FIT AR 5 B H R F Excel #1 SPSS #4647 58170 -

2 HR5p4

21 AEHERLENEEESRERKNZIT

B LR B R E S 3G, S RO B R (b s A AR G . T L, R0 R A T R
B AR . K. R KORE (B 1A), TSO AbHfEEMEL, 2, 3 A A 20 5 Hext B (ck)#im T
25.40%, 14.33%F1 9.48%; T100 43 Bl H ck & H 48.23%, 34.29%F1 19.39% ; T100 43 B4 T50 34 fn 1
18.20%, 17.54%#1 9.05% ., MJ5 24 as RAF, TS0 Fl ck Z [0 L K& T50 A1 T100 Z [ i & %A B 2%
255, M T100 Fick Z[a], 7EEAEG 1AM 24, PE 2SS 8 E K (P<0.05), 5 34
ABE, PERN &SRR B2 AR ARE (& 1B), TI00 AFfEEME 1, 2, 3 % ck 1
T, 4 3k26.06%, 16.62%F1 20.17%; TS0 ¥ 4> 314 19.70%, 6.34%F1 12.95%; T100 %5 TS0 (34 i
I3 5.32%, 9.66%F 6.39% ., J7 255N, 3 FAb BRI AL E A IS 1A i L 3 25 S (P<<0.05),
ZIE A AR 25 TN B

— 8 —
40 A Ock ETS50 ETI00 B Ock ETS0 ETI100
30 6 I L8
§ : 1=
= a >
Moo b ab Mgt
# Ry 2
10 2k
0 L i L O 3 >
1 2 3 1 2 3
T M A B0 H €8 H 8 H

JEHE & ck, TS0, T100y 5 40, 50, 100 g« m *5 o [al — KA A 6 b B 6] 73 AN )
NS SRR Ry A B S 2 R IR 5 % . 3 K K .

B 1 FRERERESAH®REG. zERGHW

Figure 1 Effects of different treatments on height and diameter of Cinnamomum japonicum var. chenii seedlings

22 AEMEEEFEEERENENZIE

AN Tr] it S Ak 0 38 B A A 2R ) (R S e 4 SR AR (3R 2) « PR v R A Wk I it S i 1% 39 o 4
fne Horb, 6 3 TS0 MR 25 LS A g o) i R (k) 36.00% , 58.82%, 71.77%F1 61.06% ,
HWi ik f S AR R B 3K 25 5 (P<<0.05) 5 T100 25 B F1E AR 9 4 20 0l 55 ck Wi 25 319 i 78.00%
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85.29%, 79.03%F1 79.81%(P<<0.05); 9 F T50 FIT100 fi i H F1 b Af i 45 5 2 5 s IR (k) (P<<0.053)
MR . ZEPIE0 o A & BRI & F ok, (HEFIFARE . M TS0 A1 T100 X 2 N bHXFHORE, 6 H
T100 & 25 B Mo s A Wy I 205 T TS50, 3% 43 )3k 30.88%, 16.67%, 4.23%F1 11.64%; 15| 9 H #y ik
I ZEgOIE, T100 By FF0 S A 15 43 B 1 TSO T [ 7.56%F1 1.82%, #& AKXk #, TS0 F1 T100 22 i) &
R EEET,

x2 ARMEMNEREERENENF T

Table 2 Effects of different treatments on biomass of Cinnamomum japonicum var. chenii seedlings

B 45 2 D ik
iy ~ ‘
m = it Y R
6 J] 91 6 9H 6 J] 9H 6H 9H
ck 124 £+ 006 b 3.60+£0.14b 034 +0.09b 1.19 £ 020a 050+0.13b 1.12+ 026 a 2.08 + 028 b 591 +0.33 b

0.68 + 0.02 ab
0.89 + 0.01 a

157+025a 335+0.16a 877 +0.17 a
172 +0.07a 3.74+£020a 8.61 £0.37 a

T50 213+013a 542+0.02a 054+002ab 1.78+0.36a
T100 222 +0.15a 5.01+026a 0.63+0.07a 1.88+0.09a

VLT R B N B E AR MERR o [R]— 9RO A A [R5 307 R I8 BB I 22 A g 5% F KK

23 ARAEEMNLEREERAFTSIREIBRERFNSENFTIT

MR 3 ATLIE L A I S A3, AR & AR 00 T A B R IR A R Ay B . A
K5t , T100 B 35 43 22 R4 bk 00 ik 43 504 5185 TSO @5t 3.76% 1 16.80% 5 Bk 75 % ik 43 1) s b
20.19%F1 15.09% ., T100 3243 i il 5 5 40 550 0% B bk 4 i 40 145 TS0 14 A 11.81%F0 30.10% 5 4=k 4>
SR 14.40%F1 11.83% , B 5T 5 40 BOR SRR & B i SR I 5 AU 28 LA BEAE , T100 77 43 R B 5T o 73 5K
JRR T AR TSO B 19.40%F1 40.96% ;4= BRIGE 7359124 16.29%F1 13.93% , M F= 534 BL ALK F
FEFRICEBEZHAMN PR, KR ARZRIB >R >, mskE MR R >Z2>0
DR EE

WTT 22 A a5 Rk R, 3 AN AL SR] A it R B 2 R Y U5 A BORIELRR % o 2 25 7 (P<<0.05) 5 A
T Ak 0 ) S 4 R 22 S Mk R R B, {HL TS0 1 T100 B B J% 4 bRl o 52 5 % 25 T ek (P<<0.05); T100
IEFRR ., MR FRAME B AR TR BOE 2 T TS0 Fi ek (P<<0.05), i TSO A1 T100 2 [a] 4 & 25 5
HEIHFARE .

®3 AREEIEMEREEKFDRESHHF N

Table 3 Effects of different treatments on nutrients contents and concentrations of C. japonicum var. chenii seedlings

EiERaN b P - 2 i IR XS
ck 1425 £ 0.33 b 7.16 = 0.89 a 1144 £ 022 a 920+ 043 a 1227 £ 0.18 b
A/ (mg-g™) T50 1574 £ 0.55 b 830+ 1.65a 12.88 + 0.84 a 1037 + 1.01 a 13.69 £ 0.71 b
T100 1965+ 1.15a 838 +£1.05a 13.44 £ 0.89 a 10.76 + 0.59 a 1599 + 0.88 a
e ck 5121 £3.32 ¢ 8.43 £3.50 a 12.66 + 3.12 a 21.09 + 6.66 a 7230 £4.95 ¢
(mg- H) T50 85.03 £ 2.08 b 1415 +243a 2035 +3.88a 3235 +6.57 a 119.53 £ 248 b
T100 98.52 + 398 a 16.09 + 1.07a 2297 +£0.50 a 38.88 + 0.61 a 137.57 + 452 a
ck 292 +041 a 318 £0.99 a 424 +035a 3.69 + 0.10 a 323+£023b
Wi/ (mg-g™) T50 370 £ 0.15 a 378 £ 040 a 382+029a 3.64 £ 0.61 a 3.68 + 0.10 ab
T100 429 +£0.38 a 417 +0.14 a 397 £ 051 a 407 +0.23 a 421 £0.24 a
b ck 1049 £ 235 b 380+ 150 a 479+ 133 a 859 +241b 19.08 + 091 b
(mg- H) T50 20.10 + 1.64 a 6.43 £ 055 a 575 +027 a 11.13 + 1.48 ab 3228 + 1.90 a
T100 2157 +132a 7.63 +0.36 a 6.90 = 0.67 a 1448 + 1.03 a 36.10 + 1.46 a
ck 493 £0.18 b 450+035a 481 +0.23 a 464 £0.13 b 481 £0.10 b
A/ (mg-g™) T50 495 +0.10 b 459 +042a 5.06 £ 0.71 a 4.69 £ 0.11 b 4.85 = 0.09 b
T100 5.65+0.10 a 537+043 a 590 £ 044 a 5.60 +0.31 a 5.64 +0.17 a
ck 1773 £ 1.52 b 531+13la 531 +1.18b 10.62 £ 2.53 b 2835+ 096 b
i/ (mg- k) T50 2685+ 1.82a 8.06 + 1.46 a 7.66 £0.77 ab 1421 + 149D 42.57 £ 2.66 a
T100 2838 +0.31 a 10.10 + 042 a 10.02 + 0.17 a 20.03 +0.25 a 4850 £ 0.14 a
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24 AEHEEEPEEEARTSRER BHEE

F 4 TS SRR FAE T AR I35 WBCR 16 B8, o Ex RO T B AR X8 5% 00 2 A W I B
1M Er, Do, Dy Ton B2 Lan 7RISR S CR A G DL, th3 4 AT0: FR243 00 R R MM | il B AL
R WA B B R A BT A . 2 FROEAR AL FE R, T100 kRA . BE . MR K Ew 235 T50 T
W& 30.88% , 35.47% 1 29.16% ; T100 4: ¥k i Er L TSO F [ 51.16% . Lo, Lw, Ln F1 I FE S 3 50 35
5091%, 42.47%, 44.09%%1 42.99% . L 3 FhE 3% 70 2 19 2 W OSCR FIBCRF8 80T LR B, FLR/NVHE
FERR > >, 2T as R 2 Bt AR Ak B 3743 BEAL Lo A1 Lo Y BLE 25 22 57 (P<<0.05) 5 1fij
T100 4 kR4 28034 W2 & T T50(P<<0.05),

R4 AE)HERE X PR AR IR 4 IR R F B =2

Table 4  Effects of different treatments on nutrient uptake and utilization of Cinnamomum japonicum var. chenii seedlings

5‘55 Allilﬂ EALN 1% EAUP/% E»\UK 1% EF /(g'g") Im[/(g'g?l) INTI 1% ]PH 1% ]KH 1%
=5 T50 371 £042a 287 +£087a 126 £0.04a 241 £0.11a 3.15+x0.11a 690+140a 540+0.72a 3.67+0.39a
- T100 1.89+0.7la 208+ 1.46a 121 +032a 1.32+021a 1.69+021b 415+071a 3.51+058b 258+033a

Lok T50 1007 +0.53 a 640 + 1.53 a 3.67+0.71 a 6.90 £ 035a 825+035a 2550+ 091 a 1565+ 0.92a 1098+068a
T100 6.96 +039b 413+024b 260+0.11b 337+0.15b 405+0.15b 1467 +091b 875+022b 626+0.12b

2.5 AEMEAERT 155 KR

S ATRAE s i+ R AR S S RYE, Ber pH 6.33, Seff0 pH 5.62,  HLBfA i [a] A9 4ERS Al
it B R, 19 pH {EHESE TR, TS0 1 T100 (¥ K i 43 591 Ry 4.12% 1 8.62% . 2 Flvjiti JIE Ak 3 + ¢
ATHLE Bl L A A R AR S B TR IR (ck), B9 T IR AT AU, ck A1 T100 6 fik %0
J5 3 B0 0 R B 13.22% A1 13.59% , TS50 341 3.16% 5 ck il T100 (1) A5 %4 Wk 1 i 43 53] Oy 19.85% Hl
21.25%, T50 W' 20.29%; 3 A~ b FHLA sl sl B 2 R B T B a3, B i) Dy 40.00% , 28.02% Al
12.83% . 75 72 oy M 45 R AR W 389 T s JES i 8% A0 L) pHL 0 0 R 0BT o A 0 B AR B 2R S (P<S
0.05), 6 H T100%ff & 5 it 73 85 3 e T TS0(P<<0.05), A 300k 0. 3% = T ck (P<<0.05), {H i jiti AT
REIF AR A LT 53 0™ A 3 R

£5 AREMEIEXLESRS M

Table 5 Effects of different treatments on soil nutrient

Aty B pH PR/ (g-kg™) B i &/ (mg-kg™) B (mg-kg™) B/ (mg-kg™)
ck 633 +0.12 a 22.51 + 6.57 a 106.35 + 1.87 ab 40.30 +3.32 b 106.67 = 12.94 ¢
6 T50 6.07 £0.01 b 30.65 + 526 a 102.74 + 042 b 58.56 + 8.73 ab 144.83 + 5.67 b
T100 6.15 = 0.04 ab 2935 +6.12 a 11320 + 3.12 a 60.06 + 1.19 a 181.83 +4.70 a
ck 6.27 £ 0.16 a 19.90 + 8.94 a 92.29 + 697 a 4830 £ 1.11 a 64.00 = 8.61 ¢
9 T50 582 +0.09 b 2484 + 549 a 10599 = 1.25 a 46.68 + 12.03 a 104.25 + 043 b
T100 5.62 +0.26 ¢ 2540 £ 0.75 a 97.82 + 1.25 a 72.82 +3.03 a 158.50 + 2.89 a
3

31 #EAS. REKELEYE

e AN R . BAERKEMEE R EIE Mg m. e 1 HE2 1, e gig, g
FROPIENN, BCEE R ORIEAL T A, XA R IR, B TSO A1 T100 4b 3R FR o0 fE R 58 2, AR
K BEIER, 3 AAbFEE ARk AR B 2%, B THE3ANH, BBRMEEERHE, XEE
2R M B AR AR AR ST, AR R ISR, AR I TR b o DU b 3 R A A I T LA
A, ARGRTIEAR, BARVIIXS R (ck) LB AR AE KR, (H G 01 A 4 SR i bR, it A %
Rt R A2 A K R R A T AR A K TR W, S TR) A B ) 7= A= ) 22 5 o 2 B ) %) 4 % 3% 47 B HE AR
SR E TS, Lok, BRI FEAL F RSB, B Sl R o R ks XS 2 ANt
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JIES Ak 3 5% 20 W MR T 3R A 3 TR

IR (6 H ), B BEAR i A & 58 ALY A P o 15 Bl it I 5t A 166 i 36 hn, - if #8825 e (9 H)
T100 i F 72 Wy ik 43 %L TSO R % 7.56%H1 1.82%, MAMEL E&, M4 Y& EEEPIE A, L
XFHE (ck) o, S 45 i (9 H ), i AW 0 o ZE AR 1 3.03 A5 A 3.21 % i Uy 25 A3 dr s
RN FE 2538, T100 oA . 22498 HAE 6 H it 5 ok 774 3 22 =% (P<<0.05), 1 T100 ity iy A&
WEIRA L ERET ck(P<0.05), AKEAE T100 40 H T A K AP EIF G T B, Hif £k3 8% K
-, HLJE B AT B & T100 119 7iti 12 & (100 g-m™) £ 2888 35 B A 1 S FE R I8 2, 1K 32 BRIk B 55
M, A FECEY = TR, Xt 524 EHEE MBS RS IeH— 8 B, S FERE A ik
IEHEFR R A 50 g-m™ F] 100 g-m™,
32 EAZMUFIRENBRERFNESE

B vt A 5 RE B = 1 R IR O3 E A RS B - O AR SR o S i, ARSI T, BB R S
F 43 B AE S 0T T AN P A B A 0 AR K 2 B RN A 0 B T a A RE o ARG b, A8 TS0 i
T100 Zb ¥ T, & FBAL & At A $ B S AIRHE P >R > 25 bk i o > 22> X RWTA.
W, PERICR FEAAMN P IRR . BAEAERKEN, FRaMN R, W, 370 PRI B 3R o
KB, SR EFRITTRAWMER, Hi R YRS EYEIFGE TR, R — A AR E
FIOUR MM B LI, A B, WooR S IRHE R A > >0, U0 B AR AR 1YW WOR] b
PRRZ . BEREAN, X EZEREAREE KR AR TR ER KA, PR &R 5% 4y i
ARAEY R, B R AP 2R R BRI, A AR T B e T A A, WL BRI
MEZIR, AR, FAREE R, # e IEEHR 7
3.3 HEAFHRKH AR

IR F MR S T B R XT B TR0 R B MIE BL, iit AERLEE O B e Y SR R 43 0 R A
Bl o 2 AN [) il I b BB PP 75 93 PR AR A RO 260 . Wi L B G 2 A ORI R AN | ™, IE B R T100 5
S WMSCR I 22 R i /T TS50, T100 fy i IE R0 5 R A= 40 et WO 48 B R TS0 1) 48.88% 1 49.09% , 3 W3k
it A I N BB = AR B SR T R RS A, RO s R R IR RRIR 2R 0 H R4S 3R A T B I IR IR
FATE LI, 3 At T AL E35 R 60 > 0 > 81, 302 BT I R AE AR KW 3R W 5 SR S A, T ko g A A
KRB, MR FRE, 3 FEFR TR RIBCR R WAL, XATaeEm THRaICRE K.
&K, IR E S R T
34 tEHESH

B it S 2 P B R (] 4 RS, R4 pH (H B 25 TR, REMRME. [F—mHH A E A 2 E] 1
LB AH2E 5~8 g-kg™', HGEIERBREA ZES, R TEAVRAAE—ENsmZESs. N6 HFH 9
THEA PR T R 3~7 g-kg™!, SALFE LA PUTE A TR, AR SR B WA RA X, Rl
23t BIBEE A AR 0 R B0 A5 A, X BR (k) AT T100 1) Bk i 20 0 22 43 85053 ) T B 13.22%
f113.59%, T100 &b #4358 /D A R E R EALY R, R DA TR 7S kb, A RFsr R,
SR I I 2R B A FES A P I B . ek A T100 f) A5 %5008 o et 0 50 i 43 391 o4 19.85% 11 21.25%, T50
MR 20.29%, X ATRE MR 2 g HHEY Rk . BRSO R e, TR RASCENR, F w8t T AE
HE R R, SR A BE R e, R R SR B R RER R, B89 H s
W, TS0 Zb3 3R . # . BRI IF R IR, T100 A FREHAR R, ok M 56, WA BIGEKE,
TS0 W AN FE SR, AR TR, Rf BHEFRS-F4; 1M T100 377378 5% .

4 #ip

ABEFEA R R, AR (T100) 40 BT 3 FERT B AR B R A e Ko . AREEEY) 2 DL SR
Or TR oy BOM BRSO A R RS A R IT R T R, R 2 0 R Wl S M R EE B /N T TS0,
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