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Decomposition and nutrient release characteristics of falling flowers of 12

common tree species in northern cities
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Abstract: The amount of falling flowers of trees in urban greening is increasing. Because falling flowers are rich in
nutrients, the study on the decomposition and nutrient release characteristics of falling flowers can provide scientific basis
for the use of falling flowers as fertilizer materials and the preparation of biomass organic fertilizer and other agricultural
reuse. Taking Cerasus sp., Malus spectabilis, Magnolia denudata, Magnolia liliflora, Amygdalus persica, Prunus cerasifera
I, Prunus cerasifera Il , Michelia figo, Cercis chinensis, Prunus mume, Ginkgo biloba, and Koelreuteria paniculate as the

research object, the falling flowers decomposition simulation experiments were carried out in laboratory. The results show
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that: (1)The crude protein content is higher in flowers of Amygdalus persica and Magnolia denudate(251.44—274.94 mg/
g) (P<0.05) .The lignin content is higher in flowers of Cercis chinensis and Ginkgo biloba (47.35—49.95 pg/g) and the N
content is higher in flowers of Amygdalus persica and Magnolia denudate (40.23—43.99 mg/¢) , but the P content is higher
in flowers of Amygdalus persica and Magnolia denudate (1.37—1.58 mg/g).The K content is higher in flowers of Prunus
cerasifera 1 , Prunus cerasifera Il , and Magnolia denudate (4.53—4.72 mg/g) , while the content of Cu is higher in flowers
of Magnolia denudate (22.74 wg/g). The content of Zn is higher in flowers of Prunus cerasifera I (249.06 wg/g) and the
content of Fe is higher in flowers of Cercis chinensis, Cerasus sp., Prunus cerasifera Il , Prunus mume, Malus spectabilis and
Amygdalus persica (85.81—118.34 jg/g). The Mn content is higher in flowers of Prunus mume, Cerasus sp., Amygdalus
persica and Malus spectabilis (24.09—25.71 pg/g). (2) Among the 12 species of falling flowers, except that the
decomposition of Ginkgo biloba is a little slower (the turnover period as 1.12 a) , the decompositions of other falling flowers
are faster (the turnover period as 1.00—1.05 a). (3) Compared with the decomposition rate, the nutrients release rate of
falling flowers is as following: N in Cerasus sp., Malus spectabilis, Magnolia liliflora, Prunus cerasifera 1 , Michelia figo
and Cercis chinensis show overspeed release state, while in other falling flowers show slow release state. P in Magnolia
denudate , Amygdalus persica, Prunus cerasifera Il , Cercis chinensis and Ginkgo biloba falling flowers show overspeed release
state, while in other falling flowers show slow release state; K, except in Cercis chinensis falling flowers, show slow release
state. (4) The correlation analysis indicates that the higher crude protein, N, P and K contents in falling flowers can
accelerate the decomposition of falling flowers, while the higher lignin content, lignin/N and N/P in falling flowers can
slow down the decomposition of falling flowers. The above results will lay a theoretical foundation for the resourceful

utilization of falling flowers.

Key Words: urban greening; use of falling flowers; litter decomposition; nutrient release
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1.1 FRa RS AL
F 2018 4F 3—5 H A1 9 H EBEVE B M1 WX R TR AL ( Cerasus sp.) 15 ( Malus spectabilis) | F1 1 %
(Magnolia denudata) %8 % % ( Magnolia liliflora) Mk ( Amygdalus persica) \ZLW 2% ( Prunus cerasifera 1) 202
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( Prunus cerasifera 1) 5% ( Michelia figo) 45538 ( Cercis chinensis) 754 ( Prunus mume) AR7 ( Ginkgo biloba)
FIZEMY ( Koelreuteria paniculate) 55 12 Fp 24 A5 8 V& 1) V& A , 18 85 5 22 29 W RS 12 p9 95 48, 1Lk 2290k )5 7
65C FHETIFRAESE ] . FIRE RA AR AR FRERIE (0—10 em) HHE VEBRIR AR A2, Bk
PAEE A0t 5 mm RIS S0 IR A 38 S K (LU T B b ik o) &

1.2 VEAEIM A

IS TE P ACRABIH I A AN LI 2 AT . BRI R ARV A6 U 0.01 g BYH 7 KPR B R 7.00
g JEEARAE N 14 emx20 cm, BIIRFLAE 0.5 mm BYJE e W4 b JF e e e 1, 33 ol o) £ B BE 8 k£ 0 il 4%
TR ERAR B S AR % W RE DRAIE MRV IS R . 20 50 PRI 3.00 kg 79 48 4 ) 3t 07 398, 28 A 20 emx
40 emx20 em MUKE QUSRS FRER b, R R AE I 3 A% 5 4S5 45 JEURPR AR ] BE 24 S) HE 28 (43
A IBT) N PRUETE ARG A DU J) 5 e e a4 . R Ah b BRER A 5 W (RIS MG FRER, Ribk 5 4%)

PR SE e A0 PSS A 24050 TR R 57 4 S9600 3 2 T R) 7 AR 7K B 1Y 509% (39056 I - 18 FH [ 4 F 47 7K
)RR DB R EERS LA 22 K A ik, B AL 1.5 em 38SAL 4 AN LA 2 L3R E W i 2 M ad A
R — R PR RS IR R B i AR SRR O SR A K ORI i B vh - R R 4R — 2, MR Bk
Jrid AR AR (20—25°C) fHIR PIEIRIEAE 91 d Ak,

TOrIEATES 14 28 149 70 AN 91 RNFFEAT I FERE AL FAY 5 N5 FREK N 20 I BEHL IR 1 484K
I, ORI AL R R AR E T 0.15 mm S0 Pt GHTE DR B 2R T Y 0% TR 22 ARS8, T 65°C
NHET S AEEPR AR AR ) T B AR A Rl R AL SR S A, T T ) B2 UM 3R 53 5
1.3 KRNI E

TEAET AR BT 3R % 1R PR PR VR R I i s N SO 1 35 1 VR B R 5 o S A Sl A 8, B IR AL
HEATINAE 5 6 F 508N O EET I E P36 s F IO EE R GE K &5 i 5 B A AR A W 22 5 o P IR AR O fiE
1 mol/L HCL I , S i o Y BT HIN %E V& A Cu Zn Fe £l Mn JUE &, DA LVSFERR AR 3
U A D 25 R B 31
1.4 Hdnibrg

ARG 73 iff a5 v AN [ ][] B P AR o 2t (19 284, 1 6 W ] Excel 2010 47 4048 40 B, #EAR 4 12 1E Olson %
WFEEUEIY R=X/X, =ae™ XVEAMHRAFESS (N P A K) B Sh B AT A, b R Wi e N
P LK BRER A X X 3 R AR TN o3 i ¢ (a) Jo AP AL B N P FI K Bk B i 50 HIBIESEGE R0k (5753
BRI SR 0 A FEETT], FRBSTRY AN, Y ¢ B La B A3 95 6T i e sl NP ALK AR R d =
L—ae " FIJAHE ) T=1/d, PTAEEEIITE SPSS 20.0 Geit o3kt og i, XA [RIAM A 9% 4625 1 b 0] 7D 22 S
TTHLR K J7 2% (one—way ANOVA) 70#r, 2 HLECR e/ B 3 22 5575 (LSD) («=0.05) . R Pearson #¢
FREOE ST W T AL T3 S ) 4 BE B 5 2 [A) A AR DG . SR T Sigmaplot 14.0 fE]
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2.1 TEAERIUGR Y BRI R 355y B B R AIE

12 MR IS LR I 700 & 2 A H OKRER NP K Cu.Zn Fe F1 Mn) fAfERCR 225 (R 1) . A%
EHE AT ENT 91.69—274.94 mg/g Z 0], A E 2 FIBAEHL L & 5 (251.44—274.94 mg/g) 3% = T HiAth
VEAE(P<0.05) AR Ao B2 P AU ML ER [ 5 1 (91.69—97.88 mg/g) H1 5B 2K T HABYE L (P<0.05) . 12 R4 1L
FIARTER &N T 19.36—49.95 pg/g Z 0], AR FI IR VE AR R & & (47.35—49.95 pe/g) BE & T
HALIE AL (P<0.5) , T AT HFHIMAE A 28 & (19.36—21.96 ng/g) BER T HABIE £ (P<0.5) ,

BFICE ™ BB A E 227848 N &1 (40.23—43.99 mg/g) &5 T HAWIE AL (P<0.05) | 1M & 5 FIAR 7Y
VEAE N & 5 (14.67—15.66 mg/g) W FH (K T HABE AL (P<0.05), BEAEFI I £ =7% 48 P & & (1.37—
1.58 mg/g) 3 & THAGE AL (P<0.5) , HUCON S ZEVEIE(0.64 mg/g) WAL MH SR = LM &% &
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IR A HE AT NS4 O FhPEAE P 5 (0.09—0.32 mg/g) B EH K T HABTEAE (P<0.5) , H'EN P S 25
AW (P>0.05) , ZLMZE EHZERIE E 22056 K i (4.53—4.72 mg/g) W35 m T HANIE AL (P<0.5) , 1M %€
FIPEAE K S (111 mg/g) B E MK THABIE AL (P<0.5) .

TR, [ E 227 Cu F 5 (22,74 pe/g) B3 8 T HABE L (P<0.05) 59 &2 R K E
IS FNLLE 223648 Ca &1 (3.03—7.91 pg/g) EMR T HABE AL (P<0.05) , HEA] Cu & HEH 2 7 A B2,
Zn S LIS ZE Y5 6 A (249.06 pg/g) , HKCRARTS | 2 AN HEVE 6 (74.34—91.21 pe/g) |, MITRAE
TR M L2 B L BRAE 2RI ESFRIVE AL Zn FEE(21.03—58.87 pg/g) WEMLTHABIEL(P<0.5) .
eI BRAE EentZs Mg MEEFIREAE Fe i (85.81—118.34 wg/g) W& m T HABIEIE (P<0.5) , HEf] Fe
SREZEFANTE, O L PERTERIEAE Mo S5 (24.09—25.71 png/g) W& m T HAWEE (P<0.5),
M55 R8I R 227646 Mn 5718 (4.76—6.08 pg/g) 1 F R T HABEE(P<0.5)

R LRI H R AR E N P K I Cu S50 & B0 BRAE R HLEE 1 N P (Fe Al Mn 555753
R, R ZEIEAEN) K Zn Fll Fe iR (£ 1),

K1 BRVBFIEE

Table 1 Initial nutrient content of falling flowers

HLEH ABHR

WE Crude protein Lignin/ N/ P/ K/ Cw/ In/ Fe/ Mn/
Falling flower (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (ne/g) (re/s) (ne/g) (ng/s)
(mg/g) (pg/'g)
AL C. 5. 168.94+18.84cd  26.35x2.14bc  27.03%3.14bec 0.24+0.04c 2.86+0.18bc 13.32+2.07b 21.03x2.24c 94.76+10.12a  24.56+2.25a
TS M. spectabilis 193.38+15.51bc ~ 26.14x1.87bc  30.94%2.84b 0.30£0.1lc 3.20£0.54bc 10.04+1.44b 91.21+10.44b106.26+12.24a  25.71+3.42a
ME% M. denudata  274.94£20.99a  31.7824.77bc  43.99+4.97a 1.58+0.25a 4.72:0.47a 22.74+2.27a 84.81x7.70b 16.42+2.77b  6.08+0.74d
2522 M. liliflora 188.25+21.04bc  24.98+2.54bc  30.1242.25b 0.32+¢0.09c 3.58+0.20h  5.38:1.12c 44.54x4.6lc 37.24+3.15b  10.09+1.34c
B A. persica 25144222470 21.96:1.96c  40.23:4.16a 1.370.17a 3.6720.50b 10.84x1.08b 45.09+5.06c 118.34£9.96a  24.89+3.64a

ZIMZE P, cerasifera 1 148.69+15.58de  25.54=1.85bc  23.79+1.93cd 0.27£0.05¢ 4.53£0.33a  3.03x0.61c 37.47+4.19¢c 37.38+4.37b 8.21+1.41cd
BRIH2E P cerasifera 1T 197.00+16.09b 24.08+3.07be 31.52+3.55b  0.64+0.04b  4.56+058a  13.65+147b 249.06+20.90a  97.90+8.92a 20.80+2.34b

EHEM. figo 91.69+8.76f 34.11£3.32b  14.67+2.57e  0.11+0.04c  2.73+0.19bc  6.71+0.93¢ 32.65+3.77¢  14.50+1.09b 4.76+0.58d
S50 C. chinensis 124.69+10.36e 47.35£5.88a  19.95+2.82de 0.13+0.06c 1.11x0.24d  7.91x1.31c 58.87+6.32¢ 85.81x11.97a  20.73+1.06b
4G P. mume 135.63+15.40e 19.36+2.49¢  21.70+1.73d  0.15+0.07c¢ 2.83+0.29bc 12.06+2.90b 34.16+4.99c 105.28+9.78a 24.09+2.16a
A G. biloba 97.88+7.72f 49.95+4.12a  15.66x1.66e  0.09+0.0lc 2.45:0.34c  6.47+0.47c 74.34+7.65b 46.21+3.58b 10.08+0.83¢
259 K. paniculate 184.25+£20.56bc ~ 30.83+4.15bc  29.48+3.30b  0.24+0.05¢  2.92+0.30bc  5.19+0.73¢ 56.94+6.11c 21.45+3.11b 5.14+0.79d

RARH A FIIE MR . RIIARR/NG FRFOR A& LR 2% %2 5% (P<0.05)

2.2 ALY R KL i BhAs

MG AF IR 5% B 450005 , R FHAB IE Olson FEIRFE BB A5 12 FpI& A6 1Y 43 R il 2k, 15 3] 40 A 5 50 &
AR A TEAE YA i d RS 7, RIS R as B (R 2) , ER S ME IR LE T R T
RAVE AL AN N2 (A 112 o) oA P 18 53 38 3 e (JR 6 91 1.00—1.05 a)

VEAET IR B R ARVE AL 1(a) 5 MUVE AT i 5 20 i v 46 T 3 L 0 HUAE, B AL RE RS I 431
I FR R AL T S A AR 3B T LARAETE AL o R 12 FREARTE A6 ) T S 5% B SR AE 0—91 d 1940 fifkad
> (B 1) o FTRAE A 5000 R AR 4R 5% x5, T WA 9 43S A IF 101, B3 T I (0—14 d)
ARG (15—91 d) , Z50ff AL o B AE (R IR 49.57% ) 5 (0l %k 39.71%) H £ 2% (g%
1K 59.46% ) 25 E 2 (S1fFFRIR 57.06% ) BRAL (53ffFEIK 49.00% ) (LL2E (53535 52.09% ) 58245 (43 fiFk
RIK 49.00% ) FE(RRIE 37.57%) VEI(RIK 46.86% ) T (MR IK 42.74%) BT (R RA
36.54% ) IS (/36335 44.71%) 55 12 P ALY 06 T3 RA) 1/3 DL L A0 s BIL 1 12 Rk ik
() 53 fff TR R R BT U1 28 00 il 25 R, A TR AR IR 40 i R R 0 F 47.80% (AR VEAL) , e Ko il Rk 3 T
76.46% (175 2754E) .
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Table 2 Decomposition rate of different falling flowers

TE A M FEEEEL InR=Ina~ht AR d=1-e" SR T=1/d/a
Falling flower Decay model Annual decay rate Turnover period
ML C. sp. InR=-3.3031:-0.3422 0.9739 1.0268¢
W5 M. spectabilis InR=-3.5706:-0.2062 0.9771 1.0234¢

M E 2 M. denudata InR=-4.7186:-0.5204 0.9947 1.0053¢
£ M. liliflora InR=-3.8117:-0.4270 0.9856 1.0146¢

Bk A. persica InR=-4.7262:-0.2961 0.9934 1.0066¢
ZILM2E P. cerasifera 1 InR=-3.3752¢-0.3802 0.9766 1.0240¢
L2 P, cerasifera 11 InR =-4.4436:-0.2365 0.9907 1.0094¢
R M. figo InR=-2.7611¢-0.2579 0.9511 1.0514b
530 C. chinensis InR=-2.8015¢-0.3122 0.9556 1.0465b
Mg P mume InR=-2.9213¢-0.2397 0.9576 1.0443b
WA G. biloba InR=-2.0057:-0.2332 0.8934 1.1193a
5B K. paniculate InR=-3.3117:-0.3361 0.9740 1.0267¢

R VEAEFR B R | residue ratio of falling flower;a: ABTES S, correction parameter;k i
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Fig.1 Dynamic change of mass residual rate in falling flower decomposition
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Table 3 N release rate of different falling flowers

EIE PR InR =Ina~kt ERHOR d=1-e" JAEN T=1/d /a
Falling flower Release model Annual release rate Turnover period
AL C. sp. InR =-7.63061+0.5248 0.9992 1.0008h
M5 M. spectabilis InR =-9.9981¢+0.2202 0.9999 1.0001b

FE 2% M. denudata InR =-4.4800:+0.0927 0.9876 1.0126b
%22 M. liliflora InR =-3.4465:+0.2815 0.9578 1.0441b

Bk A. persica InR=-4.5278:+0.0255 0.9889 1.0112b
£LM2E P. cerasifera 1 InR =-6.6629:+0.0700 0.9986 1.0014b
228 P, cerasifera I InR=-4.36261+0.2128 0.9842 1.0160b
TE M. figo InR=-10.1800¢+0.3865 0.9999 1.0001b
296 C. chinensis InR=-5.7717:+0.3138 0.9957 1.0043b

5 HF P. mume InR=-2.0291:+0.2999 0.8226 1.2157a
A G. biloba InR=-1.9078:+0.5075 0.7535 1.3272a
250} K. paniculate InR=-1.9176:+0.3278 0.7880 1.2690a

R: 3’%%9}2 5)71 nutrient residual rateya: ﬂk—F 7;& correction parameter; k. ?Fﬁ}*xﬁﬂl Kﬁ—;’fﬂl nutrient release rate constant;t:ﬁ’fﬁ@ﬂﬂtlﬁl, time
of decay

A FIIEAE L R P ORI (36 4) RTLUE W, BB A 2 I 58 AL 5 R 25 AR V50901
SR R 2L HFIRRAE (S 1.00—1.09 a) , HUK L2546 (JE G 1.37 a) , B2 1 R A Mg A1 5 22
(JEFEW 1.54—1.56 a) ,

ZEEFR2ME 4 ETFE N, FIEE BRE ErH2E SRR 5 AL P REIGE SRR T sl 3 AR AE |
TR SR AN 1 S IO (3 I R R 91 8T W N RS o 7 R T TE{E AR gkt %
IR FIAR AT P& AL b SR s B DRSS I 7EARAE M5 5 22 20 2E 28 A e FNZSm 75 46 b 18 s B HDIR S

x4 FEELHPEHRE

Table 4 P release rate of different falling flowers

VB TR InR = Ina~kt ERBOR d=1-e JAEI T=1/d /a
Falling flower Release model Annual release rate Turnover period
WAL C. sp. InR =-3.82961+0.2262 0.9728 1.0280¢
R34 M. spectabilis InR =-2.5308:-0.0017 0.9205 1.0863¢
FE2% M. denudata InR=-7.6554t-0.0572 0.9996 1.0004¢
£E % M. liliflora InR =-4.1068:+0.3293 0.9771 1.0234¢

Bk A. persica InR=-11.038:+0.0825 0.9999 1.0000¢
ZLM2E P. cerasifera | InR=-1.38741+0.0888 0.7271 1.3754b
2= P, cerasifera 11 InR=-7.1679:-0.0285 0.9993 1.0007¢
G M. figo InR =-1.4409:+0.3893 0.6506 1.5370a
236 C. chinensis InR=-4.28471+0.4513 0.9784 1.0221¢
At P mume InR=-1.2510:+0.2220 0.6426 1.5561a
R4 G. biloba InR =-4.30481+0.5265 0.9771 1.0234¢
2t K. paniculate InR=-2.4305:-0.0722 0.9181 1.0892¢

FRYE S FhIE AL A ad ARG K BRI (36 5) rT 0, S0 5 2% S0 20002 1 6 22 B K BiOHE S
FRT HABIEAE (JBE ] 1.02—1.10 a) (P<0.05) AR5 FIAS AR K BRH0H B I 2518 T HAb % A6 (5% 1.72—
1.96 a) (P<0.05) .
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LG 2 N S AL BR TSGR AL K BRI AR T i A AP A8 K RE0E R 5/ N T i
R R K S AL SRR RS | e A y% A8 P 2 1 s B RS

K5 FREEFLH K BEE

Table 5 K release rate of different falling flowers

BAE FEHAEAS InR=Ina—kt R d=1-¢ JAEIN T=1/d /a
Falling flower Release model Annual release rate Turnover period
BAE C. sp. InR=-1.2157:-0.0214 0.7098 1.4089b
3% M. spectabilis InR=-1.5214:-0.0240 0.7868 1.2710b
% M. denudata InR=-3.3987:-0.0735 0.9690 1.0320¢
2524 M. liliflora InR=-2.4185:+0.0338 0.9079 1.1015¢
B A. persica InR="-1.4567:-0.1684 0.8031 1.2452b
ZLM2E P. cerasifera 1 InR=-2.7878t-0.1049 0.9446 1.0587¢
L2 P, cerasifera 11 InR =-2.1808:-0.3069 0.9169 1.0906¢
M. figo InR =-1.1520¢+0.0006 0.6838 1.4624b
2556 C. chinensis InR=-3.7158:-0.0212 0.9762 1.0244¢
A4 P. mume InR=-0.8500t-0.0170 0.5798 1.7248a
A G. biloba InR=-0.7187:+0.0067 0.5093 1.9633a
250 K. paniculate InR =-1.4285:+0.0078 0.7585 1.3185b

2.4 JEACSES R R SPIIR2E AN Z ROC R

XTIEACE R (d) SIEEIR A A AR AE AT MM /AT (3% 6) , 25 SRR I VR AL B9 4F- 40 ff R 540 Ui kL
HH NP ALK S 2 EAHDC(P<0.05) , S ARBTR & it ARBTER/N F N/P #5257 AH 56 (P<0.01)
5 Cu.Zn Fe 1 Mn 7t 22 [0] W) JC & A0 M (P>0.05) .

R6 BERESWE() SWBLFEERBXYE

Table 6 Correlation between annual decomposition rate (d) and initial chemical properties of falling flowers

. HEH
TP N N
il de  FER N P K Cu In Fe woREEN N/P
Index R Lignin Lignin/N
protein
HCRE
Correlation 0.789 ** -0.729 ** 0.789 ** 0.586 * 0.600 * 0.380 0.202 0.161 0.179 -0.901 ** -0.827 **
coefficient

* .P<0.05; * * ,P<0.01

3 e

3.1 FRAEWIR AL I X i AR A

TERHIRI B ERBE 2T A& 0 1) B O S S SR HC AR X o3 Ry B 1 N e P i R
R ARR/N BB 5 T A3 DL AR . o C/N MR E /N d5c e S R A Vi 490 20 ik i
BT W, RYE IR AR N S S R R A A R N AR SR A N
A P 2 BR A A P v 1 Sl B2, BSOS T N 5 e 2 B e Bl A 0 T sl T R R
Gt ASHERE T BRAE B S R AR TR R (26 2) X TT AR S HAIAA N A R T HABEAE (P<0.05)
AR, MO R TRAL T RENE (P<0.05) ATRE S H S AR (P<0.05) W1th N AL, MiEk6
AL SR S50 hG N A i i 38 A DE (P<0.01) , 3X 53 2@ s AR &5 i se 45 S — 35, ml R
TR N SRR U C/N BRI T3 A A P i e D R T A R

Ky Yo B b N 2t A i i E N R Z — HiR T N U, 2 SR/ G N B

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



14 S5 A5 AT 12 P WS AL SO IR S BEURFAE 55

AR E 1 P WA EE ARG R AL R RN, PI46 P &5 (P<0.05) A K 22 A
BEAE HAR M R R R S AEAR MR 5006 P &8 3 IEAR 52 (P<0.05) (£ 6) ,JRH 5 N 244, A A
EYIAR AT B S SR 03 P A S sR E  BO T s oI AR A, X SR E Y BB o
LR, ATRE TR AP AR RSB F AR RTS8, P &% & IF R 0 w4k 7% W) o3 f 3l % N/P Xk 159
(I3t LA — RE RO RAERE T, & G TS A0 37 0 PR O L ER AR ASHIF5E K BRIEAERI LR N/P ik
TEAE S — B B TURIE (P<0.01) SRR AOFos th S B SRR LA, A RFoE R N/P
<10 B, 5332 2] N BRI s N/P>14 B, 4052 245720 P AgRRSI, I N/P SR Al v 4 e 1 o3 i ) — A

MRIEF 6 AT JEALAE iR K i 3 IEAH DG (P<0.05) , iX 5282 20 X i i i JE 4 Rl LRy Ad 4
BETE MG TS A TR 98 T AS 25 SR A — B0, B S 08 37 e WV T 55 W0 3 L MRS %t 7 b & vl b o 0 A 9 S T
TSGR —EE R, X TR S WM AV IRAFRA G, SRS, BRTENANET K & (i
JE ) X5 i 78 1 it R A S R PO AR G SR 30 A R, PR AT BT XX T R AR &

AR E Bt R MR E W) AR A B bR, B AE IR N R I B R R TR e R
JRZR /N ST o R 2 B 2 A5G, ARSCIFRES SR (3 6) AT & Lk, oM R & oK &R /N
Tk 7o A R T B A0 A 2 KA R O B Bk TR 28 1 A9 0 o BRI ARl A 7= o | i R e R
JRE S BRI T 2 /N AR H 25 & A m W) SRR R AR AL KL, 0Bk A6 1 T 2295 4855
3.2 ShfRmt I Lo e TR A R

W AGTE Y0 53 f o RS B B« BRI 3B B A ML | TV A R TCATL AR 2y o ) PR o i B B R
O A o 28 2 MO it LA R D8 S A A B B 00 L BRI B, AT el N S B ARG YR M o R N S
FIRGTE D o T N B IR ARG T8 4 5 1 o3t 5 B 0 P R B3R & i sl T 2 /N L 24 70 fiff s 6, LR N &
S IEZREE YRR Y iR L AT, 3R R (0—14 d) IEAE AR, S (15—91 d) Al
B X SRR RS A AR — S JRIR AT RESE RTIVEAE T NP SR 5 A I A,
ARG BT, (A s R B 3G, o3 R 5 B o s 9, KT T KoK A B 5 5 o3 i
L7/ A RRZs ¥ S A B N i e (e 8 7 i oy B ) [ PSR = R

4 Zig

(1) 12 FIEAERIIR IR S AFE 25 5. o R 1 & it IR AR AT 1 B 22 P8 48 Th 3 (251.44—274.94
mg/g) , AR JFE & LS AR A 75 46 T A 55 (47.35—49.95 wg/g) , N &= LIBKAE A E 2298 b b i
(40.23—43.99 mg/g) ,P FmIMIER H £ =K AE P8R (1.37—1.58 mg/g) K & & LAZLAH 42 5822
T EVEAE PR (4.53—4.72 mg/g) , Cu 8 DA B 2L R A (22.74 pe/e) ,Zn S LR 2206 16 R i
11(249.06 ng/g) ,Fe Frim USSR PRAE 528 A5 My TR S RIBRAE T4 (85.81—118.34 pg/g) ,Mn % & LA
Mg AL BRAE RSP AL T S (24.09—25.71 pe/g) .

(2)XF 12 &AL IG5t B R BEATIBIE olson BLALRIA 25 W B TARAS /A 18 (JE I 1,12 ) , 1
&AL i e e (A5 1.00—1.05 a) .

(3) /M B rp NP A K B A bR P8 A6 45 5 22 20t s 2 S s gr 2R R, i
Hoy % AR 5 S E 2 ot FREIE T N 2R R R 22 BkIE gt
25 VEHIRARAEIE G P S EORE RS SRR TR K BB R

() FCHE TR, AL T R SHEN S/ N S5 P A K FEEEFEEMX(P<
0.05) , 5ARFIZE &t ABTE/N A N/P R W E A C(P<0.01),5 Cu & Zn &t Fe 8 A Mn &
T2 (AT 35 A G (P>0.05) o RIAVE AL & B R (1 ON PR K & R I A8 A i v e
EHBEESNARRE SR AEE/N A N/P WXL AR,
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