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Macrobenthic functional groups in different habitats in the reclaimed wetland

Xuanmen Bay

GONG Kun, BAO Yixin“ , REN Peng, FANG Pingfu, LI Haihong, WANG Hua
Institute of Ecology, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua 321004, China

Abstract; Functional groups of macrobenthos are vital for the assessment of changes in the ecological functions of wetlands.
This is especially true for reclaimed wetlands. To better understand the functional groups of macrobenthos in reclaimed
wetlands, we performed seasonal surveys of three different habitats in the reclaimed wetland Xuanmen Bay from October
2010 to July 2012. Forty-nine macrobenthic species were identified, belonging to 29 families, 5 classes, and 5 phyla.
Macrobenthos were classified into five functional groups according to food preference, including the planktophagous( P1) ,
phytophagous( Ph) , camivorous(C), omnivorous (O) and detritivorous( D). The number of species collected was 6, 10,
13, 6 and 5 in the Spartina alterniflora tidal flat (HH) ; 4, 8, 12, 11 and 6 in the natural tidal flat(GT) ; and 5, 8, 12,
7 and 4 in the mangrove forests tidal flat (HS) , respectively. The Pl and Ph exhibited higher density and biomass, and
therefore occupied the dominant position among the five functional groups in all three habitats in both years. In addition, the
average value for density and biomass of the Pl was consistently higher than that of the Ph. Density, biomass and the

biodiversity indices ( Margalef S, Shannon-Wiener H' and Pielou J) for each functional group in the three habitats changed

E&WA: &M EABUFEH
Wr#s B #:2015-04-26 ; W 4% tH kR B A : 2015-00- 00
# W IRAER Corresponding author. E-mail ; sky90@ zjnu.cn

http ://www.ecologica.cn



2 A E = 36 &

across years. Two—way ANOVAs were used to analyze the effect of habitats and functional groups on the biodiversity indices.
The results indicated no significant difference among habitats ( P>0.05); S was significantly different among different
functional groups in both years (P<0.01); H'(P>0.05) and J (P>0.05) indicated no significant difference among
different functional groups during the first year; and H' (P<0.01) and J (P<0.05) were significantly different among

different functional groups during the second year.

Key Words: functional groups; macrobenthos; mangrove forests; natural tidal flat; reclamation; Spartina alterniflora
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1 #RE5FE

1.1 AFFEIXHESL

Wer VBT WA G M B B 31.48 km®, i W HHE 28 KU e, AR SR 16.9—17.6°C L 4F
R 7K B 1300—1400 mm , 2977148 VH I s DX 7R AR b 2 7Y 0 1998 4F 10 H 3l 178 — IR B TR T T ik,
%2005 4 12 H 5ERL, LU B B i el A BH S ) s e AR )y DX 531, s 5 B 24 8 250—300 m, it
JERGIR P BRE R, R EEECR, MBI TURY . RIZ AP &N 1.38%, 2% 0.090% | i
fif & 45 ppm B 1030 ppm pH {H 8.2—8.4, A il o] 4y (48 B ALK HROME( HH) | H ZAMER EIE(GT)
N T LI TEHE(HS) 3 FpAsE . HA B AEK # (Spartina alterniflora) AR, T AR FLAE K el B8R
Z 0 R E A, AT VA A, IR DX P B AR OK B 56 B R 25%—35% ; BRI ZL A ( Kandelia candel ) ) FIAE i T
2010 4F, g IR LIR iR T 52 BPY AR BT UM, KRR 5 A G RS 81k A .
1.2 FEERES T

2010 4F 10 H &2 2012 45 7 H ,B4E 10 H (BcF) (1 H(4F) 4 H(FEFR) 7T A (EF) 5000 3 Mab
(HH GT 1 HS) H3E4T 8 AN FE M KRB Sh Y i 2 . 3 FhAESE&E 2 55 515 5 el B 0 IR IBT 18D, 45 BT 1
Vs ARES (1) ZER AR, 25 emx25 emx30 em BAR 158 S RAE S RAETRARE  SREEIRE N 20 em; |
IRBAFE SR 4 T, BT 120 M7
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Fig.1 Sketch map of sampling sites of macrobenthos in the

( Detritivorous group, D) ,
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reclaimed wetland Xuanmen Bay

Margalef =& FEF5 %K S=(S-1)/InN
N
Shanno-Wiener ZFEPEFE 5L H =- 2 PilnPi
s
N
Pielou 5] BEHE L J== (Y PilnPi)/InS
s

A, S MR, N R SRR POMEE AR BRI R
2 #R

2.1 UifefEd

5 ATIRERF I AU W3R 1, 25— J84FE  HH (GT F1 HS A58 B T PLIIRERFI N 5 A, 2t HURE
RIS FREC S50 R 5 4 A0 5, Horp HH AR R AP R A7 W WA ( Potamocorbula ustulata ) F1F T BHAR WA ( Moerella
iridescen)) , T GT F1 HS A &Fh ¥4 Ay £ 7] 15 s G 4LV 2 ( Assiminea brevicula) ; Ph UJRERERIA 12 B, 0 UEE
AR5 8 .6 Fl 6, HH ARRFN Ay Bk VY IR ( Cerithidea cingulata) ,GT AR BRI |
HIRJESE (H. Wuana) FIYRAHEE (Uca arcuata) , i HS ARFEFP R BRHT $L88 <P IR AR & (Llyoplax sp.) ;C TIRERE
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YA i 6.9 F1 10, HH JrA Wy i) A8 /N T AR 1% 100 GT ARSI A48 21808 ( Nassarius
semiplicatus) ,HS fCFRFN A YLD PEME T 2] WA LR ( Nassarius dealbatus) ;O IREREYAA 11 Fh | 2 8 BURE SRS B9
YR E o0 2.7 F1 5, H A PR g ASAREA N T SRR 195D DHRERFIA 7 F, 1€ 2 BURE 345 1)
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Table 1 Functional groups and species of macrobenthic in the reclaimed wetland Xuanmen Bay
o . HH $ 9% Number GT 9% Number HS F 9% Number
Ij] He FPZ“S st fep — et Sy — P Sty —
Functional groups Species A A4 Hi— R4 5 R HFH—JR4E R4
1™ year 2™ year 1 year 2™ year 1% year 2 year
AEH YE HEWE Retusa boenesis ++ — ++ + + +4+
Camivorous group, C T HT o . . . B B
Epitonium clementinum
ARGEEAESE
. . + + + + + +
Nassarius succinctus
M WLEREE N, dealbatus + — + + + T4
AERELIBUR N, semiplicatus + + + T4 + +
FMMALIR N. dealbatus — — — — _ _
A% 42 Pyrene bella + — — _ _ _
PETMR Natica tigrina + — + _ _ ¥
TSR B Lunatia gilva + + + + — +
H A Charybdis japonica — — — + + +
KWV AR Glycera chirori — + — + _ +
HAHNVPAE Neanthes japonica + — — — + +
HARVD % Nereis japonica + + — + + +
A1 Cerebratulina sp. — — — — — _
WHEEHE YRt Tegillarca granosa + + + + + +
Detritivorous group,D 18U Didimacar tenebrica + + + + + +
HIEFWE Vignadula atrata — + — + — _
¥RE 8 Typhlocarcinus nudus — — — + — _
HiSk L Gaudryina sp. + + — — — _
/NS Capitella capitata — + — + — +
CIENEX 73
+ ++ — + — —
Phascolosoma esculenda
HEH f1i Onchidium verruculatum — + — + — +
Omnivorous group, O TIVZEME Philyra pisum — — + — _ _
W2 P. olivacea — — — + _ _
e I 25 B B B ) B )
Paguristes sinensis
K Wi af B Pagurus geminus — — — + _ -
KR SEEE P. dubius — — _ + _ -
FEEUER Acetes chinensis — — — + + _
HAGLIF Alpheus japonicus + — — — + +
EAMEL
) + — + — + +
Exopalaemon annandalei
FAISEL . . o B - B
Exopalaemon modestus
VBIR Bullacta exarata + + + + + +
TP H 4i0% Sinonovacula constricta + + + — + _
Planktophagous group, — /NJJUE Cultellus attenuatus + — — — + _
SR 0
Pl +++ — +++ . e+ ++
Potamocorbula ustulata
AT IR
++ + + + + —
Moerella iridescen
HFHATANE Assiminea brevicula + +++ +++ +++ +++ ++4
R DL TP
MEH *WU&*E e+ et ++ ++ ++ et
Cerithidea cingulata
Phytophagous group, RHESVIESFIR C. largillierti + — — _ . o

Ph

FelE B R Stenothyra glabra
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e ) HH %0 Number GT "% Number HS P19 %0E Number
B2l [ iES ~ — — —— —
Functional groups Species BRAE ETRESE H—RE BTRE B-RAE 5 HAE

1" year 2" year 1*! year 2" year 1" year 2" year

WICJESE Helice sheni + ++ + ++ — +
AL T Sesarma sinensis — + — — — _
{HICEEE H. wuana + ++ ++ 4+ + e+
KK TTE Metaplax longipes + + + + + +
WK TTEE Metaplax sheni — + — + + +
H AR 5

+ + + + + +
Macrophthalmus japonicus
IGAFRE] Uca arcuata + ++ — — — +
B Iiyoplax sp. + ++ ++ +4+ ++ St
SR ) B B B . B B

Hemigrapsus penicillatus
HH: HAEKE Spartina alterniflora ; GT; Y6 Natural tidal flat; HS; ZEF#K Mangrove forests; +++: RS BAMAER) 10% D) 1 +
+1 ZPRAREOE BB 5+ ZWRNREOS BAMEREUNT 1% —. E RIS

22 IHREREE AR R
PR AR 3 R AE ST LLE s A W) B PLRE &5 Ph oy = DU RERE, H V- X% 5 AP 249 A Wy 44 02 P>
Ph, Ui 2 PHDREME 0 BE A Wi K oy FLARP- 2 B 2 ANAE 3 b A 5 rp R 2 — SR AR > 28 —JR4F
JRAEF R DL HS HO R, GT IRZ HH $edl 4RV ¥ A Wi Z FI7E HH R GT R 5 —JRAF > 55— i
AR HS AR — JRAR S5 AR PR LD HS HO B HH IRZ, GT i fIX,
R2 FAREREREREINNELBZENENENSTTE

Table 2 Seasonal variation of inhabited density and biomass of macrobenthos in different habitats
C D 0 Ph Pl

EROREE FN HE Yk W YR HE Y B Yk wE AR
Habitats ~ Years ~ Seasons  Density/ Biomass/ Density/ Biomass/ Density/ Biomass/ Density/ Biomass/ Density/  Biomass/
(ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?)

HH SE—J4E & 37.20 3.75 2.00 3.00 3.20 0.13 74.00 21.67 609.20  11.62
)=} 5.60 1.91 4.00 0.81 1.60 0.17 118.40 60.84 120.40 6.63

Fk 65.60 2.45 4.40 1.59 — — 128.00 16.19 460.40 8.24

s 17.60 2.18 2.40 0.28 0.40 0.01 0.80 0.01 161.60 7.22

HME R 2.40 0.28 20.00 2.95 2.00 0.11 22.00 10.85 121.20 3.80
)=} 4.00 0.55 22.40 3.79 1.60 0.09 78.40 37.37 124.80 9.49

Fk 4.80 1.05 8.80 11.42 — — 164.80 70.13 218.80 5.38

S 2.00 0.53 6.80 3.73 — — 68.80 20.78 113.60 2.58

GT SH—JE & 44.00 4.22 2.40 0.72 1.20 0.20 19.60 1.23 320640  31.46
)=} 5.80 0.12 — — 0.40 0.02 101.00 7.32 31640  15.18

A 12.80 0.98 — — — — 7.60 0.19 196.40 8.42

£ 50.40 5.05 — — 0.40 0.01 52.00 12.08 236.40 9.75

BHE K 12.80 2.84 3.60 3.74 2.40 0.11 94.00 6.66 273.60  16.19
" 12.00 4.36 4.00 9.32 6.80 2.89 46.00 10.73 496.40  30.02

Fk 29.2 3.50 1.20 0.14 1.20 0.04 116.40 7.07 149.60 1139

% 2.00 0.13 3.60 0.43 2.00 0.09 23.20 1.66 11120 1042

HS S—RE & 23.60 0.74 — — 1.60 0.18 64.80 2.58 354040  21.63
" 14.00 3.14 1.60 5.17 1.20 0.10 81.60 29.32 920.80  48.61

Fk 3.20 0.03 — — 0.80 0.14 148.40 51.19 205.20 6.38

% 9.20 1.19 1.20 2.59 0.80 0.03 50.80 271 31520 13.75
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C D 0 Ph Pl
BEORE N W Yk W Y i Y W Y wWE O AR
Habitats ~ Years  Seasons  Density/ Biomass/ Density/ Biomass/ Density/ Biomass/ Density/ Biomass/ Density/  Biomass/
(ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (¢/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?) (ind./m?) (g/m?)

BoRE K 12.00 6.98 2.40 8.16 2.80 0.08 73.20 24.86 29.20 0.63

)=} 8.40 1.62 4.00 2.03 5.60 0.59 100.40 23.96 250.80 13.66

&k 24.40 11.73 1.20 0.04 0.80 0.05 165.20 72.68 267.60 7.19

% 32.00 2.57 3.20 0.16 0.80 0.14 26.40 7.17 62.40 2.39

— B (Value) <0.01

3 P AR AN R REAE 2% B A o A P AT (] S O [ ) 2 AR A . D REAE 2 B IhT . B —
JE4E HH A5, C D M Ph (92 BERK A K, 0 Fl Pl 45 K GT A28 H , D .0 M1 PL EZ Ak, C Al Ph
Iy RIEA TR d K HS AEBEH, €0 A Pl BFE K, D F Ph W43 78 B B ARk a5k, 28 — S8 4F HH
A:$dr, € Ph Al PLAKRAR K, D F1O M43 76 5 B MR B K GT AE B, D0 Al L 4 K, C Ml Ph 7E
BB HS AR, C &k, D M0 5 50K, 1 Ph 1 PLAK Sk, A9y Il 5 — JE4F HH A= 5%
i, C.D Al Pl AR AR S, 0 Al Ph R Zedg & GT A 45, DO A Pl B2 Aw 5, C Al Ph B 2805 5
HS B85 C D F Pl & 2855, 1l O 1 Ph 43l fE B/ 2= fIAk i i . 55 ZJ84F HH A= 55, C D F1 Ph Bk
i, 1 O F1 PL AR BIFE B Z R Z i i GT AR s, 45 DI RERF 397 . e die i s 1S AR B, € A Ph Bk F i
i, D BB, 0 O A PLAKR R,

I X PR AR 2 DO RE R AT U EE S AR 3R 7 22004 (3R 3) L 4 R SR W] 55— 38 4R D i AR A 45 ]
Ze 5 2 RS I RERE A0 2 e AR BRI 1Y 0 35 vk 25 5 5 5 —BI4F Ph I PL B e A B i) 25 57 i 3, 1
RAADIBERE R EY AR A A e B E 225 B4 O Fl PLSE ZJH4F O Fl Ph B EEE R 2 5
F AR DI RERE RS BEAE 1 ) AT 0 B 22 s A DI RERE R A W i e A SR IR 0 o R 2R R

R3 BURBTE EYEEERNEVTALEENEZAFESTEIT

Table 3 Two-way ANOVA analysis of data on inhabited density and biomass of functional groups in different habitats and seasons

JE4E BH ThhERE 4155 [8] Different habitats Z=45[] Different seasons
Years Parameters Functional groups Fy6 P Fy6 P
B—JEAE 1% year I/ (ind./m?) C 0.94 >0.05 0.85 >0.05
D 5.29 <0.05" 0.14 >0.05
0 1.95 >0.05 4.94 <0.05"
Ph 1.02 >0.05 1.58 >0.05
Pl 1.38 >0.05 5.39 <0.05"
Y/ (g/m?) C 0.75 >0.05 0.72 >0.05
1.01 >0.05 0.35 >0.05
0 0.87 >0.05 3.73 >0.05
Ph 1.15 >0.05 1.29 >0.05
Pl 1.50 >0.05 1.41 >0.05
o5 T JA4E 2™ year S/ (ind./m*) C 3.11 >0.05 0.94 >0.05
10.14 <0.05" 1.65 >0.05
0 4.10 >0.05 7.98 <0.05"
Ph 0.46 >0.05 6.49 <0.05"
Pl 1.22 >0.05 1.66 >0.05
AW/ (g/m?) C 3.66 >0.05 1.43 >0.05
0.44 >0.05 0.42 >0.05
0 1.17 >0.05 1.06 >0.05
Ph 5.58 <0.05" 1.13 >0.05
Pl 10.38 <0.05" 1.77 >0.05

# 2253 [ 3 (Significant differences) , P<0.05
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2.3 TIREREZREIESR BN b

PIJEIAE 3 FlAESS N OIRERE A PEFR BUE 0 UL 3R 4 FLAR AL ) SV G 3502 . 58 — JRAE 3 Fh 2R PEFR BUfE 25
A S5 (RIS AR, T 36 R AR B AR X 2%, S —JRAE S H B RAE X EAE HH | J SR8 BLAE HS
1M GT 3 Fh ZAEVEFS RO AR 58 —JA4E B J BRI BAE HS b, S S KB H BUAE GT b, 1 HH th 3 Fif
PSR B BAIR,

A RAE BEAN R AR 458 5 DI RERE 9 2R BN 7, SUAB (LG HUE Ca (1 3 P 2 FEPERE R TE R =
K- PTG, PIRI4E S S RAE H TR SR — A 4E HS 19 Ca b, S/ ME L BUTESE A4 GT 1 P1 v H B K
(B BRAESE —JA4E GT (19 Om H, S5/ IMELH IRAESE —JA4E HH (9 P1 b J S R(E H RAESE — FA4E HS 19 De
die/MEH BRAESE ZJA4F HH 1 PL P 3@ %0 9 Ji 4 4 S BE RE W) b 2 e M4 BOdE AT Do 8 8 WUH R 5 22 0 i,
SEIFRW P JRAE T 3 P AR S AR B A1 T 2 25 5 (P>0.05) 5 W JRAE S ZE T RERE (] 34 4 1 B 2%
25 (P<0.01) S —JH4F H' J EDRERERII 0 W 5 P 2252 (P>0.05) 5 —JH4F H' AR & 225+ (F, ,=7.83,
P=0.007),] AREER(F, =437, P=0.036),

F4 WAESERXBEWERNY IR S HIEEHE
Table 4 The diversity of functional groups of different habitats during two years

JE4E Hed C D 0 Ph Pl
Years Habitat S H' J S H J S H J S ik J S ik J
H—JE4E 1 year HH 1.24 125 057 0.72 1.14 0.82 0.61 093 0.84 095 054 0.26 045 0.81 0.50

GT 095 139 0.72 040 0.64 092 0.87 1.05 09 0.73 140 0.78 0.30 0.46 0.33
HS 1.09 153 0.79 0.38 0.68 099 097 035 026 0.67 091 051 040 045 0.28
55 AR 2 year HH 1.19 1.68 094 088 093 052 035 053 076 1.08 130 0.5 0.25 0.10 0.09
GT 142 155 071 1.21 153 086 145 1.78 092 097 1.28 0.62 0.23 0.70 0.63
HS 1.51 159 0.69 0.75 1.12 081 1.02 1.19 0.74 093 1.18 0.57 0.25 0.33 0.30

3 e

3.1 ThRERFRYZLAL

RIS ) Dy RE R A2 A B RV it A 2 A S e 24200 A DX Sl ) 2B B AR T), S RERF 25 Y
P A S IR ST BEALAN[F] TV T S A A AR AT ORI B 49 B Hrh PLAT S Bl PhoA S B
CH 14 F;0 A 11 F;D A 78, AR 3 FAEEELL PLA Ph T RESEHE , Horp P1 AR TR £5
T W R IR, Ph (AR R R BRA LS S IR RR M L S KT O LB Y SRR AR R
DX 2R MM VA VP A S A S ) A S AR (ORISR AN 1L s A PL R RS AR 3Pl Sy 4 g
( Sinonovacula constricta) FIAFF W4T ( Ruditapes philippiuarum) 3 R B ARMER R X UL Ph L #ESEHE L HAFF N
PR PV ST IR RN AR P8 SF U2 ( Cerithidea largillierti) . THSAAMMESE BIBFGE R, C D BERETE 2L LI 7 48
KA FA FAT SR Sy ZE R W) VD 7 ( Nephtys oligobranchia ) FNAL B ( Cerebratulina sp. ) %5 3 25/ 3L 228 (I BIF 5% ik
7N, LRI RERERIRE R C, B R EL R 42.37% , AR T A FEBE G W) VD% ( Nephtys oligobranchia ) IR V)%
(Aphrodita australis) ;%5#,@—7&%“91 R s C THRERE A FR S B Ll e i, o5 BBy 33.3% AR 3R
B KWV A ( Glycera chirori) FIUNUEE PN 414 4% ( Aglaophamus dibranchisa) o 33X 7 BE 5 I 1] 725 ¥k 1% 1 3 1) R R IS
oA D%, TR BT 32 H B A OR ORI A B, ORI 38 K B I B 8 Ak T s At =z v BRI T AT
K BT A AL AT R (AN 2 B2 M U h W55 ) 1A RSN A /N | LATTTER Y Ay £ Y B 1 5l )
(IR AR SR 523 W 5 F R £
3.2 UIRERFRY A Y

KAV S BE A= Wi LA S I RERE 2 REPE 2 Z R0 R R B 52 e, Qnok IR RS BT K A6 2% S5 R R
AU H B 5 R AR NI S D RE R ARSI AE—E R Y BRI S AR A B DL
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WG 7= 3 (0 R I B B B FR IR 4 3 A RV 45 4 , DT — 25 5 i S sh i Dh BERE R 4544 L
B ANMEG AR B AR TR, (AW Sh A S RERE O A e 25 EAFAE 225, AWM AR P i m RS R G2k
W7 U ISR Ay W ZORARCA JE IR S i T KR A AL, T AR A A B N - A
LR R DL BB SR I S i A R SR AL T R A Rk BT RN 2 M S T S e IR A 2 0 1 2L kA
IRV KR BT ik BOAR ZRRORDHE AR , KA B REVE N < AR BRI, KRR T LA B
SR TR E = S R A AAS . SRS, BARK R AT 58 AR E RV TR BE ), MK i B B I Vb ik A H 4K
KB, K AZ BH, YRV E AR K B A ZE i BELRY , UL T B A K i Y (H AR R BT BRI AR
RET, BEME KRR AR RS TG ME Sl 14 2 RV A 2 3 B 0 A L B AR R e 2 X, L 4R 11
Hby 1A TN % s A MR AR R E R R TR Sh AR R AR RO R S PR TR P O sh i i AR
A7 I — S BRAR S Y1 AR ER AN R ISR AT S 1 TRP 2 . X 5 T IR S BERT 1) KT 5% A R M i .+
FJ PE AL E AR RO A ZT 48 AL, T UL A K B ARG IS, (R 0 i iV 3 B0 AR 4, Jir 7
A= BRI K HE T A USRS ] s /b AEAR X R R ERER , g B 2 1 sl (AR sh 1 1R IS 2 R 28 ) 42
BET U R A AR A7 2, A LR o B0, DRI B AR B AR 1T RIS RS R 70 2l M o, 38 % R A1 45 1)
REREIEAT LI B WU R 20 £ 5 — 56 T J84F D s e AR BE i) 22 9 3 S — A4 O A PLUsE
4RI O F Ph B PEEAEZE 1) 22 S 35 45— F14F Ph FI Pl YR W B 7 AR BE 6] 22 5 B3, A& I RERE (10 2% )i
o A YA AR R R 2T ) 0 S P22 5 R T LRI | 4% D B 0 4 B A W e e R TR A JE 22 TR T o
PR LLBIASE . HH, GT 1 HS %% B i RAE ) AL 5 — R AE B 2209 PLIREHRF, H HS(3540.40 ind./m*) >
GT(3206.40 ind./m*) >HH(609.20 ind./m”) ; HH Fll HS 4= ¥ B KAE T HIRAESE — AR RK 21 Ph S RER:
GT NE5—E4ER) Pl IIRERE, H HS(72.68 ¢/m?) >HH(70.13 g/m?)>GT(31.46 g/m?) . 55 H 25— F4E
AR BT A LA T AR T M A LA TE A (4 A ) 1 WG 8 % B TE HS HhdR i Tl 3k 3402.
00 ind./m? ; 55 JEI AP R IAT 5 A A 5285 B i (B IAE 2R GT A 118.40 ind./m?*, 1fij H AR VAT 06 76 4=
Yrie T b7 A FL AN 25 RIAE HS WP e AR i i o L ER ROR AR L SRR 2 A W R R ik 67.
53 g/m’ X FLAHAT HS Ho 8 B AN A W doe K AE 20 301 HH BAE 2 — R AR A A — SR AR AR, (R L UCRAE X I
ZIRARER 2010 AR5 IR BOIR LA B, f AR AR BR B, A= AL e & & 003, 1o A 6 L S5 o 1k 7 A K )
SO BEAD , SRAFERT—AF L0 MG 32 75 8, AR KRB, 30 HS B GT 7855 — JE4F PL D REREAY 2 B flA: 4
WAHZEA K, HH AEBErf Pl % AR, (AR R R, 1 HS AHZEAS K 33X 02 PR Sk Bty 008 <1 I A6 2
WREAE HH WA (113.6 g¢/m”) T HAE W RO,
3.3 LineHER A

Tl B 224 AT e 5 ) B 5 3 T2 ol A e v R AT T v, S I 2 M A R R 22 R i B
FE 9% 3h 145 R 2 A RO SR S D BE R A 43 A & AR B AR AR TR RS AR VA R g s Bk dn
N TG Bl ZEREAR A0 K e sk el 1, Sl (B ol AR B 3 DA SR B AR TR IR A B E Rt T FEE M E Yk
TR AR E A AEERER | DRITT I PP DI B A 1 = B R 22 R PR ] BRI Ak T 2 7K o MR UCRAE TR A A 21
MAIE 2010 4FRI5 1A BRI 2R, T — BN , Z0 R MRORE B8 i T AR 85 00 R 2=k, e R BRI 35 T
WS P 1 AR X S ARG M ES SR & B Z 5, BAGK R 4 m I S (0 6 4 2z A
LT AEAR I T RF , AR DY S 1 S A BEHOIR B, — BB E AR 9t b AR TR AR & AR AR B B TR R
P RMR Y 5K, IR T BOLAE LR B ALK R () AR 728 (R R iR 2D, M & AR E Y &
H RN, A LA D RERE HL IR X FP AR AL B 2 AT 58 3 B0 E R A 7R SR T R X 5 RV 10
AE KT R V0 A PRl B2 3 v A 2% SR AL, TR0 G2 7 T R BT R B T BE R A T I RERE Y S B T &
BEAE™ L A e Y s th R B, AR B B AR AE — AR R AR T W 5T 3 S A W 2R
P AT D RERE YA AP FR SO0 H B WU F 5 22 3 P S5 R W, 3 Fh ZAEPE R SE A SR ) 34 J0 b Pk 2
St UL LRSS HE B 3 R A SE R R B N, T 2R BTE A I RERE Z IR 22 5 B, K

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



24 4] FRAE A e T P X ANME VR AN [ A 355 R T SR B 49 S BEARE R HE 9
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W AW AR IIA A AR 2 r BTN TY B2 R I B M Uk 38 M 5 A AT A A TR B B
F IR LA AR B E
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