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Soil nitrogen mineralization characteristics of the natural coniferous forest in

Northern Daxing’ an Mountains, Northeast China

XTAO Ruihan, MAN Xiuling*, DING Lingzhi
College of Forestry, Northeast Forest University, Harbin 150040, China

Abstract; The characteristics of the ammonium nitrogen (NH}-N) , nitrate nitrogen (NO;-N) , and nitrogen mineralization
rate were investigated using the method of in situ top—closed incubation in natural coniferous forests ( Pinus sylvestris var.
mongolica forest, Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica-Larix gmelinii mixed forest, and Larix gmelini forest) in Daxing’ an
Mountains. This study was aimed at comparing the characteristics of soil nitrogen mineralization in different forest types, and
exploring the correlation between soil physical and chemical properties and nitrogen mineralization, which will help to
improve soil nutrient and forest management in the Daxing’an Mountains. The results showed that the soil inorganic nitrogen
in three forest types ranged from 31.51 to 70.42 mg kg ™', of which > 90% was in the form of NH}-N during the observation
period (5—10 months). The soil inorganic nitrogen content in the mixed forest was higher than that in the pure forest. The
net nitrogen mineralization, ammonization, and nitrification rates of the three forest types were all negative in July and
August and positive in other months with a clear seasonal pattern of a V —type change. The range of net nitrogen
mineralization rate of the three forest types was —0.54 to 1.28 mg kg™ d™'( Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica forest) , —0.13 to
0.55 mg kg ™" d™'( Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica—Larix gmelinii mixed forest) , and —0.80 to 1.05 mg kg™" d™'( Larix gmelini

forest) , respectively. The soil net ammonization dominated in the process of the soil nitrogen mineralization, and accounted
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for > 60% of the total amount of soil nitrogen mineralization. The vertical net nitrogen mineralization, net ammonization,
and net nitrification rates were significantly different among the three forest types, with a significantly higher rate (P <
0.05) in the 0—10 cm soil layer than that in the 10—20 c¢m soil layer. Soil nitrogen mineralization rates were significantly
correlated (P < 0.05) with soil moisture content, organic matter content, soil C/N, total nitrogen content, and C/N of the
litter. We concluded that the characteristics of soil nitrogen mineralization were affected by the different quality of soils and

litter in different forest types in the Daxing’an Mountains.

Key Words: Pinus sylvestris var. mongolia forest; Larix gmelini forest; ammonium nitrogen; nitrate nitrogen; nitrogen

mineralization rate
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R ZEW JU TR 23 [l M — ) ey £ P TR AT ML X, & 08 RUEWS B B RCR 25 80K, AR
HAE 0°C LU Y H 31k 8 M H Z A, AR KA M - SR A (B bk 4, 3R B0, 21 20—30 cm, £7 3R
BZ , HAZAFREAE, T RURIES ER PRI, IR Y03 sh A HLTO 52 2 R 3+ 557
ML ISR A DAY A R E AN A 1, ARARTE LIRS 20 AL DX R AR B MR B ST B, BT AR AR
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1.1 BFFEHsts

FFE M AL T I 22 Uty DX L 35 A B V8] AR A 285 22 G [ 50 S WL A 5 ity | b B AR Ry 1220
07'—122°27'E,53°22'—53°30" N, 131 IX Ja& FE i KB, AT B S g Lt SRR A, 46 2o il T 32 R
Rl AR FEVe TR IS | AR RIS A2 e T L R, AR 4R - 4.9°C , 24T Bk &
350—500 mm, ZEEHTE 7 A0y, 24ETCFE 80—90 d, BFFEIX M PEAB B Sy 244 7 HEFAMK , 3 S A R 14
PR FEFHA-TE AR ISR | FAME ( Betula platyphylla) #K 1A% ( Populus davidiana ) BREEFRMIETY PR A4 LA 2%
LB ( Rhododendron dauricum ) RV Hr#AE ( Vaccinium uliginosum) i 3, Mo P+ M FE @& ML, J5E8
MBS A AT VR A 4 A KR Z AT
1.2 MR E MBSk

TE T B A (0 Sl B e XA BT IO BIFTE RS G, RIS T AAAR D622 T8 I FAMRRIRE 1 #0422 T A%
ST AR B B IURHE EAT 2 3 R 20 mx20 m HUREHL T REMBIE T S A S ISR 1, A5
R B H BRI 3 ARG 35 A5, SR T AP T A I R0 R AL % A SR TT IR A HE A AP 4K 20 em, NAR
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5 emff) PVC 45 SR UDAT AR 18, AR ERRERHE 3 4> PVC 453 ELHT A L, SR 5 /IO B 2538 R
PVC &, BB PVC & T S A A 0, RS0 FH 20 A5 4 I FHAR B 737 181 2 i e [0 54k 5 TV Esk i 53 A0 3 A4
PVC B BUFUIR £ B 353 0—10 em F1 10—20 em F)2 , 20 BI1%8 A A8 b A5 (0] SE06 28 03 N 40 by, 87
HNREFRITIRL 30 R, AR UCHURE R SIS b Uk B RS b i 3 35 | [RIRE (%) D v A S JBOKH IO 7 SR 5 [l
EHE, TER—FEHA T LR L3k 3 1 50 emx50 em BYARETT, AR RORHA 7 400 %) JE B 0 2 9§ 5%, [R) At
SRR RE T N BRSPS A R RE 55 (0—10 em . 10—20 cm) 38, S5 EF [ 528628 4047, SEIR M 2017
45 H 5 HIFGAZE 2017 4E 10 H 5 HE5R, 3L T 5 MIFBEES 7

F1 3 MARBEEAREIR
Table 1 The basic situation of three forest types

Al 2H AR - . ABEA T EZAEDY)
R WEHR Altitude/m ﬁ; ecies Riely Tl Clinn . Understory s ecije*
Forest type P . Mean height/m Mean DBH/cm ‘PY ’ ry.‘.p s
composition density composition
% PN
ﬁ%ybﬁ tris Vi 532 91 % % 16.03 #21.03 0.6 1.2.3.4,5.11.12
inus s? vestris var. 1Y % 12.92 % 13.23 6 12345, \
mongolica forest
TRAE
Hi 18.69 1% 25.37
Pm?ta 5ylve'5tr'1'a ‘Vdr. mongolica 468 6 1 4 7% 9% 14.56 9% 19.91 0.8 1.234.6.10.11
Larix gmelinii forest
N L " "
NEZBIAA 332 10 7% % 13.13 % 14.13 0.8 2.6.10.11

Larix gmelini forest

1. XLURNHL 2. 249 F:HS ( Rhododendron dauricum) 3. 75 BE ( Gymnocarpium Jessoense ) (4. AL E £ 5 ( Vacciniumwitis-idaea) 5. &M B8 T
(Rubus clivicola) 6. Z AL 7. X4 (Saussurea amurensis ) 8. £ A€ FE B W ( Pyrola incarnata) \9. R J5 %55 ( Fragaria orientalis) \10. fh7F
(Ledum palustre) 11. #84# ( V. vitis-idaea)

N I K i NH;-N NOS-N | -8 R T WA BB 40 it | 39 LB Ak 1 o 1
Mg, EHESACRR BT (105°C ,24 h) M . 8P NH,-NFI NOS-N i & H 1 mol/L KCI =272 , I
W LR S AT ( BRAN+LUEBBE-AA3, Germany ) M %E , 138 K AK & 9076 HLAK . 2= Z R F MultiC/N 3000
53 A HT1500SolidsModule [ ARIH A G FC O AL E . 3 pH RAHBEIS R ik ( £oK 1 1:2.5)
FE, T FLBE SEY RS bR ER DI I S5 R LR 2,

F2 3 MBI R
Table 2 Soil properities of three forest types
R T HA-T5 A TR ZE AR

(LSRN . . U
A , . ., Pinus sylvestris var. A
Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica forest . R L Larch gmelini forest
Forest type mongolica-Larix gmelinii forest
0—10 cm 10—20 cm 0—10 cm 10—20 cm 0—10 cm 10—20 cm
ﬁﬁ . 3 0.69 1.05 0.97 1.19 0.47 0.89
Soil bulk density/ (g/cm’)
- g7l o e

€ H:ﬂ‘%&‘ . 37.63 23.96 45.24 38.36 60.76 53.40
Capillary porosity/ %
B FLB R
. %L@E . 41.43 26.39 50.04 42.34 64.46 56.9
Soil total porosity/%
pH 5.22 5.35 5.39 5.52 5.22 5.46
A LB

23.27 13. 18.7 2 18.14 .87
Organic carbon/ (g/kg) 3 335 8.76 9.20 8 8.8

o

ER 2.82 1.91 2.48 1.68 4.02 2.32

Total nitrogen/ (g/kg)

R HCRITH AN . M=[(1,'+1,")=(1,+ 1,)]/D (1)
M1=|:(IO/—]0:|/D (2)
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M,=[ 1,'-1,1/D (3)

Ko, M R AR MR M, R AR R mg kg™ T L R 1A SR R R A R
B mgN/kg; 1, F1 1, R ARXS A 35 R H0 5 A A B EE , meN/kg; D ARG FRREL, d.
1.3 Bdaatr

SEEBHR ST 3 MR SPSS 19.0 F) A, SR AR 2R 07 25 70 A i 3 Afr A [R] 2 B R SRR B AN [] 4 J2 T 38 B
AA(NH;-N) fHAZ(NO;-N) G b s F 0] 19 22 50 H Tukey K30 3F4T & 25 5 10 2 PEAG 95 (P<0.05)
K Pearson AHXE REE /T 1R (R 5 + 2 ARG Y2 00 A MLk A A b R -85 /K & pH
HATALREFFRIRIOC R UL P<0.05 25703 .

2 ERE5S

2.1 HIENH]-NAYASALRFAE

HI 1 ATAT, 5—10 H R AAMRFIR ASAR B NH  -NAZ b AAE 0L, 34k g A2 4k, BI7E 5—7 A 3ENH;-N
SEAAKR,8.9 AARE ETF, 10 AMA TR, MBI AR 0—10 em +JZHINH-N& &850 5I7E 8
H ((55.18+7.88) mgN/kg) 19 H ( (66.55+4.61 ) mgN/kg) IKFNIEAE ; i 10—20 em +ZNH]-N&EHEE 9 H
KB, 43904 (53.91£10.79 ) mgN/kg H1(44.87+2.68) mgN/kg, WL P, 242295 HFAbK 0—10 em + )2
NH -N & 4582 FTHEa%, NH)-NS K E N 89.38%,10—20 cm + )2 5—10 A NH}-N& & 2 i sh A28
fhitash, FEFHAMK 8 H 0—10 em +)2NH; N & T 10—20 em +)2(P<0.05) . IRZEHIES .9 H 0—10 em
+JENH;-NEBE & F 10—20 em £)2(P<0.01),10 H 0—10 em +JZENH;-N& T 10—20 em 12 (P<0.05) .
PR FEM AR L IETE 9 H 0—10 em 1JENH,-NEF & E T 10—20 ecm 12 (P<0.05) , HAbH 3 -2 22 7 A
¥ (P>0.05)

F LT 0L, AW Y 3 FREF AR 0—10 em +ZENH;-NF &2 & F 10—20 em +)2(P<0.05) ,{H
AR 42 - ENH G -N & B AEARE 2 B 1 22 53R B3 (P>0.05)

O REFRAAR W RASHR B Dbk

75.0
_ a - -
%o ba 10—20 cmt 2 a
al
g ab 60.0 ab a
\: bc ab
Eﬂg ab ab b 45.0 ab ab a ab
z S : ba a ab b
+ € bab
= 2 b b b
g 30.0
%
+Iv 15.0
z
0
05-05 06-05 07-05 08-05 09-05 10-05 05-05 06-05 07-05 08-05 09-05 10-05

H A Date

B 1 3FAENH-NETLHE
Fig.1 Monthly changes of NH;-N concentration in the three forests

a.b.c Fl d HARBLPORF A 3 1 IENHE -N& i 25 IWERER (P < 0.05)

2.2 NO;-N FZAALHFIE

3 FbRA 1 NOS-N S 22 k&l 2 fos, i LA ), 5—10 A & FFAFk 0—10 em M 10—20 em +)2
NO;-N 7 5t 52 B G (%) PG AR A b 4 IR E I HHBIAE 9 L 23000 (5.79+0.89) mgN/kg F1(3.56+0.71 ) mgN/kg;
RS 0—10 em 1) NO;-N & E L B B ) PR I8 Ah e 44 HLAE 9 7 M SR ( (5.86+0.46) mgN/kg) ,
10—20 em 2 M BB I 2 A5 4k, 76 7.9 45 30— IR W AH 5 D44 P AR 0—10 em 2 10—20 em +)3

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



8 F RS A RS L R IRAT AR L R LRI S 5

NO;-N i il sha b, BFImmMAE 6.8.9 F110 H 0—10 em /2 NO;-N & &I & & F 10—20
em 12 (P<0.05) ; IRAH 9 Ay 0—10 em 12 NOJ-N & B & H T 10—20 cm 12 (P<0.05) ; 24% AL
PR ZE NOS-N &0 B EE2 5+ (P>0.05)
zi BTk, 5—10 AEEFAAHK 0—10 em +)2 NOJ-N &8 8 5 F 10—20 cm )2 (P<0.05) , (HIR A AN
MAZPEHFAMR L 2R NOS-N & 22 H R B3 (P>0.05) , 3 FpbfRl[a]— 1 )2 14 NOS-N At i i i 2
#£5(P>0.05)
O RETHABE WAk @ M2t bk

751 0—10em 12 500 1 10—20 em 1 J2
&b a a
i a b aa a
2 60 a s a
£ 3.75 a aba
i g ab
ag 45 b L D ab ab
Z & b
« E ab ab 2.50 ab
S e be be be| be
25 30¢ ab ab be Wb
Z
v cch 125 |
& m
Z
0 -
05-05 06-05 07-05 08-05 09-05 10-05 05-05 06-05 07-05 08-05 09-05 10-05
H i Date

2 3 ##E NO;-N T
Fig.2 Monthly changes of NO3-N concentration in the three forests
a.b.c Al d AR AR E A £y 1€ NOS-N 23 45 3R (P<0.05)

2.3 HHESE LR AR
231 HaEfbEF

Al 3 AT, 3 AR R 2V B ARl g, B A AR b B3 (P<0.05) ,7 .8 H i a bR RN
FUE, WA A 0y WA B, 5—10 H 8 7 0 bR | TR 58 PR S 24 22 T4 s b 114 v 22 A 3 26 725 i 143 3310
-0.34—0.89 mg kg ™' d™' . -0.15—0.32 mg kg™' d"'F1-0.51—0.60 mg kg™' d™', 3 FAKBUALE] 2 H @ AL R
TE 325 5 (P<0.05) A E AR EE R ETE 0—10 em 12, WK 3 FhAkA 0—10 em + 2 ALVEM 5
0—20 cm + 2 MBI 65.3%—85.8% 57.5%—67.8%F1 59.3%—69.3% , 1fij 10—20 em +J2 & 351
14.2%—35.7% .33.2%—42.5% 1 30.7%—40.7% , e i FFAMAE 6 7.9 H 0—10 em L2 E AR & T
10—20 em )2 IR ZEHTE 6 H 0—10 em + 2520 F P B & T 10—20 em 12,11 8 J 10—20 em + 2
FAEI R E T 0—10 em )2 (P<0.05) ,

FH O] L RSN PN 3 FAR A 0—10 em 12z b3 R 5 T 10—20 em +J2(P<0.05) , 411
HRAEH FELEATE 0—10 ecm )2, 54 0—20 em T2 60% VA I,
2.3.2  AiisfbiEeR

FEFFAPK 10—20 em T 25 AL 33 A A2 425 7 W3 (P<0.05) , oA} 25 ik i 2 (P<0.01) (K1 4) , 3
Tl bR HR v i A ok R e KA AR 6 ) EIRASARAE 9 A SO B— R B8 BTt 3 Rl 1k 4 R 7E 5.6.9
10 A HIEM, H 0—10 em HEEALHEF KT 10—20 em T2 (P<0.05) ; 7.8 H il Ab s 357 45 i 3h 1
PR, H IR 10—20 em HJ2ERALE R KT 0—10 em )2 3 FlvbRIE ) 3507 2440 Al A0 3 R A7 70 W] 5 Y
25 (P<0.05) ,0—10 em )25 04 A6 3 RAK U TRASH((0.026+0.010) mg kg™ d™') >24 295 A bK
((0.017+0.0028) mg kg™ d™") >HEFHAMK( (0.0014+0.011) mg kg™ d™') ;10—20 em + 245w 1k 3 AR/
HRUCA BT AR ((0.02320.010) mg kg™ d™') SIRACHR( (0.013£0.0064) mg kg™ d™") >4 P& AR ((0.0090
+0.011)mg kg™ d™') . 3 FAKE 0—20 em +JZ S AL A0 B 43 31 : —0.022—0.084 mg kg™ d™' (Fi T
FABK) (~0.040—0.099 mg kg™ d™'(JRZEHK) ,~0.064—0.044 mg kg™' d™'( M4LTEMFIBK) |
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B3 3fMBEEENERATUHE
Fig.3 Monthly changes of net ammonium rates in the three forests

[ A3 BIFEIR 0—10 em ,10—20 em )25 R A0 R 2 5 1 2 (P<0.05) FIH 2 % (P<0.01)

25 B TR 3 Ao T A LR 7 .8 AN A 4y A IEME H 0—10 em 1)2PIRE T 10—20 em 1
JZ(P<0.05),7.8 H A H 8 A#y 10—20 ecm )2 T 0—10 em 12J2(P<0.05) . 3 Flopk AU [i] 4- e 114
T Ak R A AE I i 1Y 22 5% (P<0.05)

2.3.3 HARWfER

HE 5 AIAL,5—10 A 3 R s A L R AR L 34 5 v s fb R AL B 5 6 H 2 Tk,

7.8 AR TR AT R R B0E,9.10 H XA B ETF, Bk 0—20 em 27 6 A5 A0 1k

R B RAE N (1.28+0.11)mg kg™ d7',8 H B/ IME ] (-0.54+0.18) mg kg™ d™" ; TR ACHRAN DL T5 A
ARITE O A HIRAR AR, 73051049 (0.55+0.13) mg kg™ d ™' FI(1.05+0.12) mg kg™ d™', 76 7 A I &/IMES 5 N
(-0.13+0.086) mg kg™ d™' F1(-0.80+0.088) mg kg™' d™', 3 PRI SR A R F 3 19 B 25 Fbk (P<
0.05) , {15 - e s fh sl R4 (L 30 L Lo B 22 SRR RIS . 3 AL R B s R 22 FoR
F(P>0.05),

F L AT AL, 7SI P 3 FhbR R 4 B R A R R VR AR fb ke A L E SR R A TR B 28 R (P<
0.05) . H 3 Flvbfd (] - 24504 R fb 3 32 JC B 2k 25 7 (P>0.05) .

2.4 HERRGIE YR A R R A AR A 5

H 2 3 AT LUE AR 2 B e s R 5 m 74 B R [R] (BRI & 0 /0 R 5 R3Sk
R TG R, U 5K 4 A B BRI — e R LR R R HEAR (4 5K B e — R [
{Eﬁﬂ‘/z\iﬂlﬁﬂj:i%%ﬁﬁkﬁ’ﬂki;i%%ﬁf&iﬁ%%i%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁ%(P<0.05) , B PR

B A R BN 5 A R S A A A C/N 2 B TAHDE(P<0.05) , Ui C/N
o, BRGNS, B D S A 0 b, EHOS AL RS 1 pH (H | H e Z AR Y
A CHEA 2 (P>0.05) o D351 ,0—10em T Z2E AN L ERIA S H1E C/N 2 1B IEAMAHX(P<0.05),5
TV YIA DL & B 5 3 UM 58 (P<0.05) .
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Fig.4 Monthly changes of net nitrification rates in the three forests
# Fl o 43 HIFIR 0—10 cm 10—20 em 2 EHhi LR 22 57 8 35 (P<0.05) Mk 2 3% (P<0.01)
0.60 ;
e ETHAMK BN
*k
* 0.40
o0—10cm o0—10cm
®10—20 cm 0.20 =10—20cm *
i *
*- F °
-0.20
5 6 7 8 9 ~0.40 5 6 7 8 9
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R RRB R
S VY7 N
0 0—10 cm 1.00 " SRR
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Fig.5 Monthly changes of net mineralization rates in the three forests

# Fl s 43BN 0—10 cm 10—20 em 12 fLE R 22 573 35 (P<0.05) FIHk 2 3% ( P<0.01)
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3 e

3.1 HEETHLAEERE

ARWFSE 3 PRI TCHLE & 28 ALTE FE h 31.51—70.42 mgN/ kg, 53X — 78 4k 7 Bl %5 H Al 1l 1XC 1 728 Ak 70 Bl A
g H A m Y, 0—10 em R THA ST R B E®T 10—20 em +2 & F B2 EHEORMUE LR & =
o, T L R R e v, fol A 0 T sl e E T R, PRI = T LR 7 i B 2 iR LA A
NH;-NJERXAFTE R 3, & ARBINHL-N & &2 LA S 5 1Y 89.63%—96.21% , i — 245 R 5AR ZWF 50 45 R A
] 2020 5T WA R N A R IR R R S 5 2 S R 3 R Y NOS-N 45 8 ) NOS-N A4 4%
AT RS O G A AR A I HL AT AN -N LT Y NOS-N B 25 5 38 3k kv A4 FH RS2 s Ak A A i
TR, S 3 NH -NYR B 4, FE ad NH-NTE U RS 3 P A R W & K5 5 51842  Tan
SN R PR HETCHL AU DL NOS-N JE 0 E MR 52 45 R ARYE . NH;-N NO;-N E S BHLA & 'k
EPIMBLE 9,10 A, iX—45 5 Raghubanshi™ 22 (R 7T 45 AR, B+ HE AR & 8 S5 H6 V6 90 10 /I 8
AR,

£3 HEAUERS T EERANEENELEST

Table 3 Relationships of soil nitrogen mineralization rate with soil matrix and litter

&Y

A LA

o FHEEKE TR o ¥ HEYER e
phgmg LA sl R oy AMRRERER oomon pmta
Soil layer ) b organic . Soil C/N . N Litter C/N Litter size
content nitrogen organic nitrogen
carbon
carbon
HHERTEE 0—10 em 0.679 * -0.298 0.733** 0.381 0.555* -0.613* -0.812*  -0.697** 0.245
Net nitroge: )
GO 020 em 0.626 -0.231 0.565* 0.420 0.390 ~0.142 -0753%  -0.641" 0.202

mineralization rate

Ferps il w w M RIFRARRMK T B3 (P<0.05) 1% 8.3 (P<0.01)

TCHUA & Bobr b 5 30 T B P BOR B B R K, 20 H g A RE iy — I s B AR
A E LA R YA Y IR A3, L B S A R S A R T SR X WL AT e T A
Hiy DXF- 27K 10 B2 b X - 4 LA AR I HE AR T . A TRIARBY ] TCAL U i B A A — 25 5, iX R B
AR FMEI R SRR EAREAZRD ) HERAZ BT A YRR R 500k, 5
M 1R RS R HAR R PTG 5 55 BRI, S [R) AR RIS AR ) - 19 75 o A - L B i S5 P
Jo s R - S TC ML e S AR R 42204 i DX T A B ) b BN, T N AR o A A i X A
KA, e B TCALRUK - RAIE T 38X A A R RUR BN, 58 13X — b DR AR SR A 7 07 B g R
M S RGPS L B TR IR o TR
32 SR ER

3 Rk IR A PR B B H BR 22 5 (P<0.05) , H. 0—10 em 2 AT LAVE I B8 T 10—
20 em +JZ(P<0.05) , — MU, HHEA AT LR 5 R YR A ¢, HIEMUA E SR B TR e
HESET R, MY S A VUR MR S EA LT, 3 MM 0—10 em H 2 EA KA
PUR AR &, P A6 SR T O, ik 3 AR B3 T R 22 3 Rl bR s ) 49
P R Ak R I 2 T PR AR AR R —0.54—1.28 mg kg™ d™' BEFHA- DL TR MR AS AR N -0.13—
0.55 mg kg™ d™" 24EIEMFAMHA-0.80—1.05 mg kg™ d7' . RILLE L IRASHE AL R AR IR B R/ X SR
MR & R O, I A S BT AR LR ARG 3 FioR 5 6 A HHER kR
B, R TE BRI Y Wi 7.8 Ay RS Rk G, LR R n] B K P R AR R K - HEk
EEAR, MRS RN, HIERERTER S T RCEY N A BN, R LR & R
HFEM M, RZ EHAD A G B 3eh 3Ry = | R AR OVE R BB & TR A R E A, ek
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PN TCHLR R B A, B R A

3 PRl + e B b R A AN A A ARtk A A, B 7.8 A a8 i, 5 H A X+ e/ 1k
MR RE A FTANTE] 1 7.8 F AR Az X K Fe 46 rh i B 38 156 B 76 AS ) b DX PR 3 AR B 3R K
ASAHTE W IR AR ]  FRbR - A AR AR Y e B2 [R) S o, 62 3 R b A o o, it i
R A R R T MR TS e R L T A 2 M R LR A VRIS R
3.3 RIS E LRSI

S+ e A AR R I R AR 2 WAR R 2, A A AR X (1 LU R N A b i AT 5, R
SRR REY " AR T, £ R RS K R KM S R BRI 1 4
IKAE B, K 5314 0, 3= 385 /0 AL R 1 345, (H 247K o 8 2k — 2 B AR5 R 2 B0 ) 1 38 - fe i
FRUST L AR L R S R A MR B (P>0.05) |, 31X AT A5 R 2 I 1l X FE W 1Y S A S5
Fx, HEEAPURSRM I /N AL amen + e s b St Sos B fp R R
HOR ERE Y RS C/N A 3 A SE , C/N ARG B Ak | 08 A A 7 4 ok R i) - S e (R R L
S (R AR ) R A R T I R S A U ) e 0 TG B A DG | 3k D AV R e
AR 32 2R BN T P ), i AR il ad X 0—10 em & 10—20 em )2 HHEAEH"
A3 5 0 R AH DG A3 R, 0—10 em + 2 EH LH 507 R ALVE Wik AL & 1 S C/N sEmioR, R A
IR T LR R, B R B RN B R GE KRR 3R A BT At &k

4 it

(1) ROLZEBAL RS AR 3T A AL TG R 31.51—70.42 me/ke, H LANH -NJERAAAE K 5 £ HHR
AR AT B 2 5 T Elb 5 LI 30 PR WA P B TR A MR TE ML AR B i 2 L iy R A AL R 3 T % Y s
RO B 35X Tk g

(2)3 FiobA AL K 2+ 0 R Mk s A Ve iR 2 v ARk o/ MEAE 7.8 A, HoR i,
+HEs A b R A b AR ) EEIE A, & EAE 60% LA I

(3) BRI 2 LN RE AR, RHOK SR AR S R S A S R AREA
U AE 498 R At A ke S B 5 i R | 48 pH | - 8 A SURURG 95 W Bt KA ML 7 0 U b
SRR/, AR 25 R G0 A 59 KRG VE 0 %) 5 i 52 T - S R0 AL R AE S % R0 3 B MMSOR

Brigt: AR UMl R BB VT R A 25 AR 408 [ 5 UL AIE 5 s 412 (AL P A A S8 o
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