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Changing characteristics of phosphorus in the rhizosphere soil of the xeromorphic

shrubs in arid deserts
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Abstract: Seven native xeromorphic shrub species inhabiting in the Alashan desert, including Nitraria tangutorum,
Zygophyllum xanthoxylum, Reaumuria soongorica, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus, Atraphaxis bractata, Haloxylon
ammodendron and Ceratoides lateens, are used to investigate and compare differences in contents of total P, available P,
and P fractions between bulk and rhizosphere soils. It is found that there is a higher available P concentration in the
rhizosphere soil than in the bulk soil for all seven shrubs, but concentrations of total P, DHCI-Pi and HHCI-Pi are lower in
the rhizosphere soil than in the bulk soil in all shrubs except A. bracteata. Our results also showed that the H,O-P
concentration is lower in the rhizosphere soil than in the bulk soil in all shrubs except H. ammodendron, whereas
concentrations of NaHCO,-Pi,DHCI-Pi and HHCI-Pi are lower in the rhizosphere soil than in the bulk soil in C. lateens and
that the NaOH-Po concentration is lower in the rhizosphere soil than in the bulk soil in all shrubs except A. mongolicus, as
well as the HHCI-Po concentration is lower in the rhizosphere soil than in the bulk soil in all shrubs. Regression analyses
indicated a significant relationship between available P concentration and pH, but no significant relationships are found

between total P concentration and pH in both the rhizosphere and bulk soils.
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BN E AN R 2RI R AR K Y E AR R WA LR MU IR RIE B ST R
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H AT, B NRERR RS FZE T FELM AR 5 T, XS T T R IR X A A AE Y AR R & SR AFAE
BFFE A BRI . ok &N FERTIE AR AR S T & B, AR BR a4 N f4 C 4RI AEIR FR +
S Y 549% F176% , AR PR -1 3% pH 2 LARARBRIE 0. 19 B s IR IRAE " B ST R U1, A0 TR AR B -4,
W TSR SR AT E H 24.9% 24.5% 65. 1% ; Byt % ko 3 Aa o i 25 9 %t
A JRYE HIRTCABER 73 R 5 AT REARAR B LB SR 2R W, BF A W TCH LB 70 #0 A T BE A ) FL  , E4%
PN B BAER AR Cayo-P F1 O-P U A REAEAR B th B 5 Bk, TSR A8 JB30 25 0 %o A AR 1 S TO ML P 43
Tk, FEEDEFRAEY A BEEA AT B b, TR AV, 285 R A Sui FEANBIEE B
Tiessen BER 7R IT 15, BT EREA TR T A3 9 05 5 T SR HLBE AR DL B R A

TR TR, RAEGWBER SR ERMR LIEPBHRENES, N TER LERRRAAAE
BRSBTS T HIEBERITE TR 5 EE R A Olsen-P {75 15l 5 Hh PESRME 3 P A RS T
B, % A Chang F1 Jackson PR TCHLE 7348 75 12 LA B AN 20 53 8 %o iy ks ) el ik R 3R [ he A o BBt A0 %) IR
P IRTCAUBE I 207, EBEE PEPIFRAEY AT EHA AR T8 —B 45 F,20 42 80 F4X47], Hedley
KBRS BT T 009, T A SR T AME S R 5 B o s R T BE A LB I R . B
3T+ JLAR , Tiessen'™! Sui ! AR Guppy'™*! 2 AR W7 ¥ HEAT T B 1E , HHAR YR 45 4L AR R Mo R 4R i 1O
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RAYXF + R R, AR R R T S TEAR PRI 3R 5% M RRE , X T AR FIH, LR T8
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1 #RITTE
1.1 HREX ASRRE

PR X AL F B hr 3 A0 T B E TR m TR 2R . IR X g4k 1370m, 4R3I/ 8 °C 24, iR iR - 32.2°C,
=10°C BUR—M A 3200—3600°C , 4 ¢ K & 100—150mm, FEEHE 7,8,9 =1 H, §2FEHFEKEM
59% —T75% ., “E7% K% B 3000—4700mm , BERf XGHE > 17m/s, KT 7.8 LRI R IXH Bk 47d, A Y 4H R FEZE LU
B BRAEEAR CEEARRNE, ZEERARMERHEYE D, FEEFEY URER FR BEREL, ]
PR TR IR, RASR AT K 73 5 BT W R R X o5 P, T B R AR . K B R
BN R AR RIR, BREE BT 1L 5RO R 2R T 52 o
1.2 BT

R X E LA FIREAR g F 0 7 A, B RE D 100m x 100m |, 7R3 A R B 7 A Hh 46 K/ B K
ERERRBLRAE 23, BUREE A TE SR AE R A3 A L3R 1 & AR 43 51 AR R (H. ammodendron) (i E (Z.
xanthoxylum) ZLH} ( R. soongorica) [ K| ( N. tangutorum ) \SEGHZE ( C. lateens) Y024 T5 (A. mongolicus) \YPARSE
(A. bracteata) ¥, 57 J& 5 LT NEIL 7 FhREAFEAR, SCARMT &M Z, 45 F L35 ] ME MBI
RBE BREER EEE L BER R R M, AR ERBI AR ER 2, 35 T 2k BRR P EE TR R
FEMRFR A58, RS EEAR b B AR PR 358, B R e B AR A S R 1
1.3 T3EHESR AT

TS XTI , 28 0. Smm §f, AT T A WE : (1) 28, HNO,-HF 1345 I #4886 bt b 6k I
o (2)F W, H Olsen 1 ,NaHCO, (pH 8. 5) 2 4& , HEHL L B EIE . (3) F3BER S fbad 0. 15mm ff , 8%
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Table 1 Distribution and morphological traits of seven shrubs
N = T
e B il A s RRIRE
It Famil Heizht/ Crown Number of Growing condition
em amly eight/em diameter/cm shoots
F1# N. tangutorum PEHP} Zygophyllaceae 57—60 738—745 380—392 FE 5% Luxuriance
B E Z. xanthoxylum PPl Zygophyllaceae 94—99 119—120 5—8 [FE % Luxuriance
ZL%% R. soongorica FAJ IR} Tamaricaceae 38—41 139—157 61—65 HE % Luxuriance
YA A. mongolicus A} Leguminosae 106—110 242—250 13—15 IE % Luxuriance
VWA A. bracteata #Pl Polygonaceae 33—38 66—76 14—16 FE % Luxuriance
M H. ammodendron #EB} Chenopodiaceae 76—82 85—100 8—9 5% Luxuriance
Tpgh#E C. lateens #EB} Chenopodiaceae 50—53 57—63 24—29 5% Luxuriance
13 0.5¢
50ml 85048 F A 30mI 2585 7K, fZ#%16h, 8.t § .
i > kit Pi
Bt . sy 3 .
fn30ml 0.5mol/L NaHCOs B4 16h, 8.0, T4k, Wl EPt;
| mme gt bR, WP —_—
¢ I T )
B
fn30ml 0.1mol/L NaOH §&#%16h, B.0», W4k, W EPt;
55— R ST A P, W EPi )
P JEAETEE Pi Po

| fm30ml 1 mol/L HCI, fZ{%16h, ., il ECa-Pi

Ca-associated Pi

<
v

fin10ml & HCL, ¥k 20min, N Smigk HCL, {44k, B0,
P 53 I —PHZIERITIE A LT, W Pi . )
HEVHE Piv Po

v

| Jmsml ¥ H,SO 1 H0,, W4k

Pt P

v

B1 TEBSRRER
Fig.1 Phosphorus fractionation chart

1.4 uEaba

B0 ) SPSS14. 0 BEFTSEVHAMT , R IR AT RIARIR 5 5 TR AR IR £ 92 4 F 40 025 SR P A
TR AT o TR A BT B2 4Bl A T AR R pH 85 R BRA MO 2 6 R R B AR
TR T Bl A AR 1 BT SRR

B = [ GRIG P AR - JEMRBE P A /AEREE P &) x100%

2 BRNH
2.1 SR SHMRE A RASE

M2 ST, T R RO RS AR 20 o B TIRARERAN, 24 6 A AR &R A RIS IE T4
IR (AR AR IR T 20 A i B B TARDG (P <0.05) 50, 40Rb Wb AT  F1) JE AR B T ARG 54
IR AT S R E SR B2 (P >0.05), A% T LR 2B &, £ 90 0B & B AR ( <

http ://www. ecologica. cn



344

30 &

10mg/kg) o HI3KR 3 AT, 7 FRAEARMR PR LA Bk & B3R TIRR PR L3, R ER PR E . ERBE.
RARARPR 1A 3 & B B3 TARRPR 4R (P <0.05) Sb, HAUBEAAMRER 5 A-AR Pr 1 3 2500 & B 22 R bk
AEZE(P>0.05) . HRER A BBES B R/MRKION 4080 > JEHEE > FHE > QR > VWL F>RR >V

ARE,
*2 WRESERELESBHIEHE
Table 2 The characteristics of total P in bulk and rhizosphere soils

Wi H WARE R AR WEF H# LI HE

Test item A. bracteata  H. ammodendron  R. soongorica  A. mongolicus  N. tangutorum C. lateens Z. xanthoxylum

WEr 2B &/ %

Total phosphorus 0.021 = 0.021 = 0.015 = 0.014 + 0.011 + 0.022 + 0.021 +

concentrations in 0.004a 0.001a 0.001a 0.002a 0.001a 0.001a 0.001a

rhizospere soil/%

AR 2B E R/ %

Total phosphorus 0.019 = 0.023 + 0.017 £ 0.016 + 0.014 + 0.024 + 0.022 +

concentrations in bulk 0.003a 0.001b 0.001a 0.004a 0.002a 0.001a 0.001a

s0il/ %

T + sk PR R FRRR 2R BE(P< 0.05), T
®3 FEEARERSIERERETETURES BT
Table 3 The characteristics of available P in bulk and rhizosphere soils
Wik H WA R amh V&H FR L% HE
Test item A. bracteata  H. ammodendron  R. soongorica  A. mongolicus  N. tangutorum C. lateens Z. xanthoxylum
MR RO
Available phosphorus
L 2.57+0.45a 3.72+0.40a 6.53+0.44a 3.78 +0.43a 5.76 +0.84a 6.46 +0.51a  6.12 +0.23a

concentrations in
thizospere soil/ ( mg/kg)
AR R A RO & i
Available phosphorus 2.03£0.26a 2.77+0.09b 6.2840.28a 3.43+0.58a 4.67+0.19a 6.22+0.63a  4.50 £0.50b
concentrations in
thizospere soil/ ( mg/kg)
AR 26.6 34.2 3.98 10.2 23.3 3.85 36.0

Enrichment rate/ %

ME 2 T LA, BRRAR IR PR 135 pH 5 TARRPR 3840, o 6 FhEAMR PR 135 pH BR TARRPR -
e, A RIEAMR PRERIGRR BE A HE ], pH REAIIE BE7E 0. 04—0.29 Z Ji] , HR/INBUT Ky : 408D > B > BegiEE
>UARE > AT > Bl M AT % pH HEATHRPE T (R 4) 2R E i, 7EBE K 0 =0.05
Hﬁ,ﬂkm%ﬁiﬁ@é'—ﬁj?ﬁ% pH 2 B3 UK, £ B KF 0 =0. 01 B ARPRA S8 SR PR pH A B3 50AHC

pH

94

9.2
9.0
8.8
8.6
8.4
8.2
8.0
7.8

2 RER5IERFR L pH
Fig.2 pH in bulk and rhizosphere soils

IE 7 =
L a b
I a Fna _
L a b a 4 a
[ ”ﬂ% ”mé b
| ”n’a%

=] #HE FAR ) UZ S A RIR Liae 3

F#] N. tangutorum , i F. Z. xanthoxylum , 2L} R. soongorica , P23 A. mongolicus , P /K3 A. bracteata , {12 H. ammodendron , 53¢ 4538 C. latens
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Table 4 Correlation coefficients among total P, available P and pH

FEARERAT 2% MR 2% JEMBR 2B

3T r pH r pH

u ﬁi.J\ H iﬂiﬂl&]—* P . Az p . Available phosphorus Available phosphorus Total phosphorus

Test item Bulk soil pH Rhizosphere soil pH K X R K . R .
in bulk soil in rhizosphere soil in bulk soil

AR Fx pH Rhizosphere soil 0.712( *x )

pH

AR A

Available phosphorus in bulk soil 0-0388( =) 0.0584( )

R Available phosph

ARIRATHE Available phosphorus o0 0 L0 06ag( ) 0.719( ##)

in thizosphere soil

aF#8 57 294 Total phosphorus in ~0.0029 0.047 0.008 0.273

bulk soil

b %2 B Total phosphorus in 0.222 0.173 -0.0152 -0.0113 0.486( *x )

rhizosphere soil

* , #x SPRIFRIR B2 FKFA 0.05,0.01, T

2.3 B EERE
2.3.1 FTHLBE S BRHE

T FMEARR SRR LIRS B L 5. LER A5 RERW, BRRBIL, HoAth 6 7 AR IR
H,0-PE EXMEFIEMRPR , R Fs Hy0-P & & A/IMRIKCN S8 43E > BHl > WA F >R > T E > a8 > YK
3 SRR PR NaHCO,-Pi, DHCI-Pi #1 HHCI-Pi ¥ 58 2N T HAEAR PR 138 ; BR & £5h, T H AR 6 Fp#E K NaOH-Pi
BTERPR I E &, KA F 400251 83 ; DHCI-Pi, HHCI-Pi 2 XEFHERRIER , ARERR, R
F R PR DHCI-Pi, HHCI-Pi & &5 FIEMR PRSI, HR 6 FEARMRFR DHCI-Pi, HHCI-Pi & & ¥R FIERFR, H
DHCI-Pi 7R MR AR BRFEARME B B K, AR S 453 > B fll > £ > 4080 > WA, 1 HHCI-Pi fESE 453
AR PR R MR B e K, oA AK IR Oy : 475 > 408 > B E > B > Al
2.3.2 AHBESEFHE

T FEAMRR SRR L EE RS R ILE 5. BRIPAFIN, HR 6 F#EARMRPR NaOH-Po (K FIEMR R
138 ,NaOH-Po FEAR PRI & B KAMRIR N : 4080 > WAF > BIR > BE > BHl > BBHEE > VWA ;7 FEARIR
Fr HHCI-Po & B 3K TFIEARPR 138 , HHCI-Po ZEAR PRI & B K/MKIKh : WA E > 48 > BB > WWAE > 3
YF# > FHE > AMl. #Pr NaOH-Po F1 HHCI-Po & &K TFIEMR PR, UL VS 7E 1) . AT LU AL A ML B E 18D .
2.4 PIEABBEMSHAS SEZEINER

AR TR A B 2 & BT T (KR 6) . HE6 ATLUFE N, FERE KT « =0.05 B, 17
PR+ 3A 3% 5 H,0-P,NaHCO,-Pi ,NaOH-Pi & & B EMC, Wi 5 HEBA &AM, SRR LTS
MM S BT AR (KR T) , A BEKF a =0.05 B, JEAR Fr + 3 %W 5 NaHCO,-Po,
DHCI-Po & & BEHM X ; B E/KF 0 =0.01 5, JEMRFr LA @5 H,0-P,NaHCO,-Pi,NaOH-Pi, NaOH-Po
SRR EEMRL,
3 oi5itie

RIHFT G R R, T FEARBRID KRR bR 285 TIER RSN, R 6 F#EARRBRIKTIERRR. &
Hph—iE R SRR S BERSARE " . I TRASWA VY WA ED LR RH
BT, BAEAR R LAY & BN R, BARAXEE Y I A SN e & & B S meE +
Ferh st . RFR IR SRR T IEARFR 135, UL 7E (B LA T ARPRIMUIR & A 1 — R 5128k xt +
BB, BRI E RS — B
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Table 5 The characteristics of P fractionations in bulk and rhizosphere soils

AT Shrub species H,0-P NaHCO;-Pi NaOH-Pi DHCI-Pi® HHCI-Pi® NaHCO;-Po NaOH-Po HHCl-Po  Residual P
1 #| N. tangutorum R 8.54a 2.92a 6.71a 46.34a 31.08a 13.71a 5.44a 8.52a 60.07a
B 9.25a 3.66a 6.03a 59.41a 31.14a 10.32a 5.64a 8.5%a 48.93a
M H. ammodendron R 5.34a 3.81a 4.24a 192.18a 19.87a 5.30a 6.44a 12.28a 86.356a
B 4.46a 4.35a 3.79a  243.70b 21.72a 6.31a  10.22a 12.58a 76.86a
VPR A. bracteata R 3.69a 1.62a 2.80a 169.31a 17.51a 8.41a 2.30a 11.89a 54.93a
B 3.79a 1.87a 2.63a  138.17a 12.83a 5.99a 3.54a 12.08a 33.93a
e 3L C. lateens R 8.64a 5.3%a 6.39a  133.64a 36.42a 13.84a 5.39a 9.34a 76.19a
B 16.69b 6.74b 6.39a  163.86b 55.80b 10.43a  15.54b 21.84b 62.42a
YA A. mongolicus R 6.65a 2.56a 5.01a 59.50a 31.63a 8.02a 8.23a 15.33a 104.20a
B 9.04a 2.06a 4.25b 61.45a 37.68a 9.62a 3.73a 15.33a 88.97a
L% R. soongorica R 3.95a 5.66a 8.15a 116.25a 30.25a 9.01a 16.42a 14.30a 89.71a
B 4.27a 5.18a 6.83b  120.21a 34.85b 10.35a  21.76a 19.68b 75.07a
Wi E Z. xanthoxylum R 4.73a 6.21a 7.60a 91.78a 30.29a 7.41a 5.50a 9.25a 36.80a
B 4.74a 5.52a 8.29b  103.10a 33.91a 8.31a 5.50a 12.61a 26.50a

(D DHCI A 1. 0 mol/ L HC1, F[H]; @HHCI A#¥k HCl, F[H

®6 WEIEAUBESBHENEXRN

Table 6 Correlation coefficients between available P and P fractionations in rhizosphere soils

Olsen-P H,0-P NaHCO;-Pi NaOH-Pi DHCI-Pi HHCI-Pi Residual P NaCO5-Po NaOH-Po
H,0-P 0.279( *)
NaHCO,-Pi 0.867( %% ) 0.186
NaOH-Pi 0.565( %% ) 0.133 0.556( %% )
DHCI-Pi -0.0143 -0.0046  -0.0017 -0.0349( %)
HHCI-Pi 0.203 0.450( ##)0.130 0.501( %)  -0.0201
Residual P -0.0049 -0.0086  -0.0047 -0.0075 -0.0116 0.124
NaHCO5-Po -0.0049 0.304( = )-0.0139 0.079 -0.0207 0.380( %) 0.109
NaOH-Po 0.100 -0.0149  0.280( )  -0.0498( %)  -0.0155 0.256 0.255 -0.0108
DHCI-Po 0.141 -0.0168  -0.0204 -0.0024 0.032 -0.0007 0.287( x)  -0.0168 0.217

®7 FRELEEYABHEHASBXAN

Table 7 Correlation coefficients between available P and P fractionations in bulk soils

Olsen-P H,0-P NaHCO,-Pi NaOH-Pi DHCI-Pi HHCI-Pi Residual P NaCO3-Po NaOH-Po
H,0-P 0.486( #x )
NaHCO,-Pi 0.724( %%)  0.506( %)
NaOH-Pi 0.622( %) 0.130 0.663( *)
DHCI-Pi -0.0033 0.059 0.209 -0.0295( %)
HHCI-Pi 0.247 0.355( )  0.251 0.117 0.107
Residual P 0.167 0.224 0.071 -0.0223 0.116 -0.045
NaHCO;-Po 0.315( *)  -0.0025 0.132 0.361( %)  —0.0165 0.119 0.198
NaOH-Po 0.465( %)  0.132 0.393( #%) -0.0376( ) -0.0109 0.028 0.263( %) 0.715( %%)
DHCI-Po 0.286( *) 351( %) 0.274( *)  0.165 0.138 0.955( %) -0.0022  0.208 0.138

IR BB B R SRR, B A A, AR PR A R A R AR B T B (R AR
— A EIAREIIN YR —E ER R IR . A BERPA I E RS ZMES AR,
AR AR W) ARFRBRBR B AR PRI E I 3 (BAR SF I R AL 1L, T e & S B MR & . ST
FEAERFI,ARFR LA R0 S BRSBTS R 4 R B AR PR A R S
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P AR , WA MR TEAR PR Bl — i B R B4, 1X AT BB th TAE oAU LASS Wi 1 10 1338 b  ARBR
BRAL T RAR RN UA ) H B8 FOS I LB ) LE WA 2t o SR PR A EAR B Bl A A0 & B BE47 A0
ENREI(F4) T EFERREFAMIERER A MBS BHXEYAEE ., ZUETRBK,
T MBS B AT S BN, X R N BARTERK 8] RUEE L, B A 32 Bk Al AR 11 7R

QRN RS T 3 PY , HAR R I SR AR R pHL B H A SR R, LA SAR 0 3o e Y IR A, B S i 4
BEFE BRI KRR

PR 13 pH 20X 38 A B MR L, JUH R 58 rh AR B B BR AL 7T LA S 32 3 o 4 8wl 1)
AR o — AN, WA P ES TN P52 30 pH A8 EBR A . tesh AR PR S N IR R
T 0 9 A BRI CO, , NTI7E 38 P TR AR CO3 ™, Bk ph AR 2R AR B 0 Bk i A AL R A
H* | TR TR PR pH' ™) o B 2 FRTT A H, BRAR R AR R 138 pH B3 8 THEARFR 44N (P <0.05),
HoA 6 FEAMRER 1% pH SR TR 18, Hh H £ 40 JERELREEBE (P <0.05) . FEHIRE
B, AR S A (NO; 5% NH, ) XHRBR pH B R RN, 24 LA A EE AR, B TRk & 7
RS, AR A, AR R NS H £2F OH ™ 8% HCO; , SBURFR LML, R, YHMYUMSANE
FRURR ARPR LR . RRARER pH & TIEARBR, X 7T BB i TAH Hb T At 6 FhalEA, MR T 8 %
HIREAS A, BUSAR RBA B 7, T S ER R ARFR pH B0 ' o 7EMRPR S IEMRPR, G 400k 5 pH 3 8.3 5k
3, KM pH FEARxT +ER iA AMEAR A BRI, BRI N pH MR, 75 3 h SRS 1L, 4275 T 45
B RS,

FRBEARIR SRR HESBA S S B ERIER K. H,0-P EXHEYRAKNBEREE, FETITH 7
FHEEAR AR ERARR SN R PR H,0-P MR FAEMRPR, X 5 Zoysa ST SR 45 R — 3" o e RIEHIRAMF T, M
PIRRER H,0-P )& BAR T AR AR B 7T E iy TR 4 Wl A B 32 0 1 R B Fe 1 AL 4804k 490 Xl 16 12 B 5]
9% . NaOH-Pi J&—Fh¥s7E 5 P OB (PR T Fe, AL R T RIBE ) , 78 LA BB /KF T M 915 5L , NaOH-P,
VeI EVERE IR T A0 LTI AN 7S 3 b A 2™ o AR EL FIEMR B 1398, AR BR 398 pH. (9T M S B0R I
BB AL A e (i B T M TR AL 4R T, T B2 NaOH-Pi 7EMR PR B 4E )R . DHCI-Pi Fl HHCI-Pi
Yol Bxd RS HE YR T IR . (BAEA TS b, BV AR AR B DHCI-Pi, HHCI-Pi & & & T AR R Px
Hh, HA 6 FHEAMR PR DHCI-Pi , HHCI-Pi & XK FIER PR . RAEMBEE ARG T , B AEAT DL#E T
F A R OV AL, SR B R AR RO, TR [RIAE 0 B 0 1 AL B AR, X S5 O BE 2175 56 Zheng
%5\ NaHCO, -Pi YA IIBEIE ™ o A FREAMR PR 5 IEMR PR 2 18] NaHCO,-Pi & B AF(LAHE AT R i T
T RIREAARPRIE S 922 T B, Rl , 3004 HLSRE -5 B o ol Ak 38 3wl i e ™

THCE LB & BBOR T TR A VURECR R A YRR . BE403E NaOH-Po I HHCI-Po, 4T
) NaOH-Po # & K TARARBR , Ud BV TE 1 L AT AR AL BB WU SRR . ZEARBRIMUER , AR 2R 1 A 2
5 ShAE B AR HUBE R A AN BE , S EOR BR SRR bR D P B BRI 2 a2 7 o Hedley BRI
THIEAERHE 35d J5 , £ ARBR 1 rh B R EE A T HE R AR BR T80 10 457 SR T LI B HIBHL & 4>
fi#e, ETGAED MR o RIS AR B2 P 7= A AR 2K 6 AL PRI FIBE R I B N o T R LR BRI 5 5 ik
B HULE W 5% , 1 NaOH-Po F1 HHCI-Po 7EMRBR H B 5 B R H 2 — .

FEMPR + 58 , A 35 H,0-P,NaHCO,-Pi, NaOH-Pi 7 IEH561E , Ui B ZEAR PR IK , H, O-P, NaHCO, -
Pi,NaOH-Pi BAR & BB, B7E TR R AR P RS TEERIER, EIERE LSS, A 3455 H,0-
P,NaHCO,-Pi,NaOH-Pi,NaHCO3-Po,NaOH-Po #{l HHCI-Po B & FAHX(FK 7)., HELTHRPr +358, JER IR 3%
AR SENBAI LR E . X T RERFE IEAR BRI IR, A 5 T Y i SRR T, SBURBR L3 B
IR AR B TAERBR 13 A2 TR E IB L& WM , AR T B WLBR A 280
4 Zig

(1) BRUDARSAR PR 28 S B TARRPRAN, A 6 Ml AR RBR & BIRTIERFR. 7 Fhili ARARBRA 200k
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SRR TIERRER I,

(2) 7 FA R, BRARHHIR pH B FAERIBRSD, Bk 6 IR pH 9 IEFIEARNR

(3) T 3EBE I H AR, BRRIRSD, HoAth 6 FHEAMPR H,0-P & B IR TIEMRER ; SEHFE MR FR NaHCO; -
Pi, DHCI-Pi Fil HHCI-Pi 3 8 ZR T IEARPR 1398 BR B £4b, T4 6 il K NaOH-Pi S 7EARFR i 8L 42, oo
VAT LIRSt B3 B RS RR DHCI-Pi, HHCL-Pi 45 5 TAEARBR S, 304 6 FRMAARBR DHCLPS,
HHCI-Pi & BHYE T AR

(4) b 2775, 34k 6 FMEAMRIG NaOH-Po JE F A AR PR 48,7 R AR HHCI-Po & R T4
HRPr 3%,

(5) WP R SR ER pH AR ER B3 , JERFRA B8k SIEMRER pH HHR R .
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