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OB RHZHRE, dB =M RAURIR(TCCA) N HIEM TR, B AR TCCA X Th44 ZHa VRIS LU I aETs 4
IR . TCCA MEFIREBEE 535 : 0(CK), 30 kg/hm’(Ss0), 60 kg/hm’(Seo)Fil 120 kg/hm’(S120) 45K M]: 5 CK ALFAALL, Sq Fl
S0 AbHR 2B AR B 11 pH(P<0.05), 43 HIHRE 0.15 N1 0.26 A8 ; B 2N LR A W &R (P<0.05), HE1R4 314 30.4%
1 83.5%; R H S AU A L(P<0.05), AR 3.3 f5M 9.7 £, [FIBT, Seo Al Siao AbFEE E SN T + IR AW I 5 b B 1Y
AT FEIE(P<0.05) 5 CK AMFRAEL, TEITAKF L, Seo Ml Siag AbFE T H3FARTE B[ ] (Proteobacteria) 3B IEIL 55.3% #1 85.9%, T4k
H [ T(Ascomycota) 34 FIL 16.7% F135.1%; FEJEKFL, Seo Al Sia0 ALFE T B35 FAAR L4 2 800 v 4 25 1 (Streptomyces) B AH X 3=
BE(P<0.05), FEIRIE 35.7% M1 57.1%. FAFR(PCoA) TR, Seo Fll Sioo AFE CK IR AN P AN EL A BB B BRI, BR T
TCCA HAERWMFEN, TUAHI(RDAVE R, 15 pH AIES A & RIS R M WIS 4188 i SR

XA SEREURR; DR, EIER,; MEMBRELN; IR

FESHES: S532 MHAARRERRD: A

Effects of Tarichloroisocyanuric Acid on Soil Microbial Community Composition Under

Potato Continuous Cropping Obstacle

ZHOU Yang'?, SHI Siyu'?, SI Youtao'?, MA Hongliang'*, GAO Ren'?, YIN Yunfeng'?

(1 Institute of Geography, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350007, China; 2 Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory for Plant
Eco-physiology, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350007, China)

Abstract: In this study, a pot experiment was conducted to investigate the effects of different application rates of
trichloroisocyanuric acid (TCCA) used as disinfectant on soil microbial community composition under potato continuous
cropping obstacle. Four treatments of TCCA application rates were designed, including 0 (CK), 30 kg/hm?® (S3,), 60 kg/hm?* (Seo)
and 120 kg/hm? (S120). Compared to CK, S and Siy0 significantly increase soil pH by 0.15 and 0.26 units (P<0.05), increase soil
dissolved organic carbon (DOC) content by 30.4% and 83.5% (P<0.05), increase soil NH4-N content by 3.3 and 9.7 times
(P<0.05), respectively. Sqo and S, significantly shift the relative abundance of dominant microorganism at phylum and genus
levels (P<0.05). Compared to CK, S¢ and S, increase the relative abundances of Proteobacteria and Ascomycota by 55.3% and
85.9%, 16.7% and 35.1% at the phylum level, respectively; while decrease the relative abundance of potato pathogen
Streptomyces by 35.7% and 57.1% (P<0.05) at the genus level, respectively. Principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) shows that Sg,
and S, significantly change the community structures of bacteria and fungi compared to CK. In addition to the direct effects of
TCCA, redundancy analysis (RDA) suggests that soil pH and NH}-N content are also the key factors affecting microbial
community composition.

Key words: Trichloroisocyanuric acid (TCCA); Potato; Continuous cropping obstacle; Microbial community composition;
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A =S TR RN B % 58 A B 1 Sl 2 R v AL AP S 757

RS o KM S B E AR PR A Wi Vs 4514
KA, B IR B8 (Ralstonia) F1 4k 7] 1 &
(Fusarium)%8UREIE 2, ZFFTH & (Bacillus) FAE
INTE I (Bionectria) %S4 fa Wk D, HIEMN “HAPE AL
ARl CELHALY, SRR MR A R O A

BHAS T EhA =l i fre B & e B, 1k W e
B AR AN RE S e AR R FR B | I e S e -3¢
REJPRBE . BRIk, A 3R eE P> | R E MY
AR Ko FLIT 5 RS (R T A DR 5 R A0 1 A Ry 2 i VR B
M EEREZ DO T —Fh AR ISP S 8OR Kok
R HGEEE A X R AT L A2 H R A E
FEttt R )2 N B MR AR AR, i
Ve AAET L A A RESE R K
e RS G EPR I R, MRS R
15 it FH A8 152 5 M0 BT SR (Pseudomonas) %47 4 1A & 1)
F= 5 o AT, O P B R R (Streptomyces)
R REAR, RIREGUCE MR AR A AR, R
FE A B A B Fs R . B A O A R Rk

B Ay AR Ak, A - MR A o 0 40 DR R LT
Fel, wAA AL i VR R A

HEAE LR ZE (T B E K ) Je S BRI Y
KA SCRFE -3 A SR E Y, B i T 755
Jita A ISR BE K, HHE R i R M ik 4%
PERFCR R, —SEXT AR A KA 25 T E 2
[FIFE B R IE , A PRI S5 A A R RO, Taj42:
FECT DI X R BN, LU 55 R A E0R
BRI FEFRRE A PR B A AR AR i, Li
UG K PR, ¥ 2 AT T B 2 S RIS
T AR EL R R IO AR R B, R L 2R AT
TR S DL SRR N T A S PR RS 1 1 i e,
KM — R EE 250, IR AEAE 251 5% B AR 2 e 42 X
3 =S B HURMR  (Trichloroisocyanuric acid,
TCCA) 1Eh—Mg A b A ibm, BAma. 1™
W B EAANIE TR, XTAE . R . R
A AR, VR, TCCA EAEKRS | ARAE
B, R AEVEY) R T 2 MmN PG, (B S8
B B E LRI, G TCCA Jat
eI Wy v el AR AR R AT, Stk ABESELL S,
BEEAERER OIS, Sl AR, 45 A
FEHREIF AR, HBOTAE A TCCA I #EFIXT
AR AT T A MR Al s Rz e, LA oR et
B A ARl AT B A SR AR AR 2 AR

1 #RERE

1.1 RIEw A

R 1T 2020 4F 11 H AR H BT KK
TR E e, RGP A AR RS
Z2W, of 5 mm . REEAME R pH 5.56,
WA (AK) 130.2 mg/kg, BRf#E (AN) 44.23 mg/kg,
RS (AP) 86.81 mg/kg, 4Wk(TC) 10.52 g/kg, &%
(TN) 1.28 g/kg., HHRZYFI A R B &=l 42% 1=
AT FIRFR(TCCA)Y IR PER 7, At 2 B e T
LR R P B PR A
1.2 REigit

R ZEAR I, Mo S TR I KA K
(26°02'11"N,119°18'03"E) ., iR BEE 4 MEHL, 535
Jy: WCK: AJifi TCCA; @8S5: TCCA 30 kg/hm?;
®Sg: TCCA 60 kg/hm?; @S50: TCCA 120 kg/hm?,
AL 3 R B 5.7 kg B 1 (F K 140.9 g/kg)
IR AL (AL 25 cm, &5 25 cm), T 2020
AE 11 A 28 HiffT—IIHEEAL B . TCCA LUFWIE A
B miitife 13k, HEIFBE LRI, CK &b
PRI S K O I RS T 2021 4F 1 A 21 HFR AR ZF
FREE—S R, k& DA AR KRN, &
Brass, #hseoKsr, b E A S, WO MER R
T, 2021 4F 4 H 22 HIFA746 R L dEAb L,
2021 4F 5 7 17 B #EATHIAE IR, PRISAR Y5k
TRFIAR 2 J5 F AR s ORE O e A FL BHAS I o fF Lok
2 mm JE MG — 08T 4 COkFitRAE, —&Bor
PEAT R FE, —FB5r BT 80 CUKAEMRAEH T
DNA $& R A= il o
1.3 MZEFE
1.3.1 B3R o 158 pH RHEHEL
pH it (Mettler FE28, 1) , /K L He(V/im)Hy 2.5 -
1; AT A HLBR (DOC) HLEAT BLAKR 43 #7 42 (TOC-
VCPH/CPN, Shimadzu, HZA)ME, K4 HEIm)H
2 1 15 BASA(NH-N) RIS A (NO5-N)H 2 mol/L (¥
KCl W4, KEHWm)h 4 1, H#ESLRE)
M (Skalar san++, faf 2)ME; 4HK(TC)HILE(TN)
K2 01 (Elementar Vario EL 1T, & [ )il %2 ;
B i U (AN R B 50 0 5 5 SR (AP)R
BB A, ] HCINHGE B3, 466t
(WFJ721, g ot 3% ) 0 5 38 80 #F (AK) R H
CH;COONH, 242, KIELETHEFP6410, LK)
M7

1.3.2 DNA $2HUN i@ ffi /] OMEGA
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M5635-02 Soil DNA Kit i 7] &4 H 11 DNA, {#)H
NanoDrop NC-2000 4363631 (Thermo Scientific,
Wilmington, DE, 3£ )il DNA B 5, FH 1.2%
T R S L VKRS T DNA $REUR &, S
338F(5-ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCA-3") Fl 806R
(5’GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") % 4l [# V3 ~ V4
FARHEAT PCR 978 . FIH S 1TS5(5-GGAA
GTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3")FI ITS2(5-GCTGCG
TTCTTCATCGATGC-3")% F B ITS1 X 17 PCR ¥
B, PCR IUWAKRFR N 25 pl; RN : 98 CHIAR
P 2 min; 98 ‘CAPE 15 s, 55 C&EM:30s, 72 CHE
i1 30s, 325 AMEFR; 72 CHEMH 5 min, JVEEH,
FEYNRA) R AT 2.0% SRS B e H R T 4
B SEEE S R A Tllumina 23 A9 TruSeq Nano DNA LT
Library Prep Kit il £ ¢ C %, >k A Illumina
NovaSeq V-5 %] DNA J Btk 17 3 (Paired-end) ]
J¥ o HHERA Y B DNA SEBCRIN P 246 IR R AR 1A
AR A BR A R S8R
1.4 FIESW

THLIEEZ: QIIME2(Ver 1.8.0) #4755 4
gL MR BHEMEIRSIRGELTR, R BIAR
J¥ 5. {#i ] DADA2 ¥ 5 7= R A~ L BT 51N
ASV(Amplicon Sequence Variants, ASV), >k H
QIIME2 ¥ classify-sklearn 53X FHE1 ASV H4FE

i FH AU E I 250079 Naive Bayes 7028 a b T R i
B, MR HAIAN 28 KENOL 4ER 16S rRNA FERIX Eb
B E A Greenge-nes, HLIA ITS ¥4k H UNITE,
I J5 Xk A QIIME2 f giime feature-table rarefy JJiig
HEATHCT, 3PP UR EE B S A TP 51 51 95% . i
HEXHIT IS ASV #4748, iR 16S rRNA JE45
] 333 156 5751, FA ITS 455 713 424 5551,
SR Excel 2019 1 SPSS 19.0 147454 4b A4
T3, 2R F R R 7 25 00 A LU A BT %) 26 5 b 3
PE(LSD £i4%, P<0.05). KM Origin 2019 Z:iil## %
A RE, R 4.1 A vegan ELFI ggplot 2 41
21 F AR MR, FH Canoco 5.0 2 TUAY M A

2 HERE4SWH

21 TEERMR

f2e 1 a1, AHAS CK AbFE, Sy 403X 133 pH
1 DOC FHIYTCIEFZM, M Seo Al Sipo ALHH P2
$Em T 3 pH(P<0.05), Z0illFHE T 0.15 /~F1 0.26
AL DOC FraJR w3, Zrngm T 30.4%
1 83.5%. 5 CK MIEL, Sso. Seo Ml Sipo AFEA i 2
3 TC, TN, AK., AN Fll AP fy& &, 1H Se
FI S0 AT I 8N T 148 NH,-N BE(P<0.05), 47
BIEERE T 3.3 F5A1 9.7 %, Sipo KB EREAL T £
NO3-N & (P<0.05), KT 56.4%.

x 1 TELETIEEKRMER

Table 1 Basic properties of tested soils under different treatments

izt CK Seo Si20
pH 5.15+0.06 ¢ 5.20 +0.06 be 530+0.10 ab 541+0.05a
DOC(mg/kg) 33.03+£343 ¢ 33.59+533¢ 43.06+3.74b 60.62 +3.39 a
TC(g/kg) 13.84+032a 1456 +0.12 a 14.05 +0.60 a 1458+ 1.16a
TN(g/kg) 135+0.04a 1.42£0.052 138+0.052 1.38+0.04a
AK(mg/kg) 254.98 + 24.59 ab 254.97 + 4.05 ab 248.24+10.17b 287.31+26.50 a
AN(mg/kg) 31.42+4.05a 3226+1.26a 3226+5.042 37.72+634 2
AP(mg/kg) 283.41+18.88 a 288.54 + 14.58 a 306.47+3.88a 289.82 42594 a
NH;-N(mg/kg) 1.82+0.05¢ 423+ 1.13 be 7.88+1.43b 19.53+4.55a
NO;-N(mg/kg) 11.31+5.08a 10.34 +0.87 ab 9.12 +£2.68 ab 493+194b

T RPEIRATIE £ bE2, FATARR/NG FRERR AL B 22 5 .35 (P<0.05).

22 TIEMEMBEEANR

TEANTA T TKFE (R 1A), 3= B s i 4n
W RE V% AR JE W ] (Proteobacteria) . HUZ R[]
(Actinobacteriota), JEBERE | ] (Firmicutes), FEMRTE ]
(Acidobacteriota) . ZFHLHfIE [ ](Gemmatimonadota)Fil
L2511 (Chloroflexi). 5 CK ALFHAHEL, Seo A1 Sino
Qb3 RGN T AT TR AR XS 2 B (P<0.05), 433

PR T 553% F1 85.9%, [RIBFIEHEIN T IRRERT]

WE TR TR IR 2F SN TR T A ARG 2 B (H 22 o ok 1 3
OV W E AR T AT T AR 2 B (P<0.05), 41
BIFEMRT 35.2% Fl 52.3%(P<0.05). 7EE# [ T/KF I
(K 1B), T#H](Ascomycota), H T[]
(Basidiomycota) ., E% [ J(Mucoromycota), 47 # [ ]
(Chytridiomycota) 1 Zoopagomycota & 13 H1 3= 45
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(A) 100 Others 1O w— ——— Ot
o [l Verrucomicrobiota = Zoopagomycota
< 80 Myxococcota < 80 . - I Chytridiomycota
% [ Bacteroidota % Mucoromycota
N Patescibacteria 2 60 I Basidiomycota
i% 60 Il Chioroflexi ?& B Ascomycota
= Gemmatimonadota =
= 40 I Acidobacteriota 40 |
g‘?‘i Firmicutes gﬂi
I il
= =
0 0

(B AR F BE AR A A ER P /N T 1% B Fh, &38R “Others”,

CK S S0 Six
b s

T

B1 TEARAFNERB)IIKEETFEE

Fig. 1

R, AR 71.8%. 13.5%. 5.3%.
0.1% 1 0.1%. AHET CK ZbFH, S50, Seo A1 Sia0ib
PRI T PR T R, it T
14.3%. 16.7% F135.1%, H. S5 bFE Sy Fl S 4k
PR 25 5738 1B 2 K P (P<0.05) .

TEAH B K F(- 24), 5 CK ARFRMEL, Seo
. Sipo AL F I I T B PHT & (Rhodanobacter)
HYAERT B2 (P<0.05), Z30l#gm 1 2.2 f5H0 3.4 £%;
BN T AT AT B R (Chujaibacter) B A1 X 3
IOthers

Pseudomonas

WStreptomyces
\Pseudarthrobacter

W Gemmatimonas
Bryobacter

(A) 100

>®©
S

(o))
(=}

-Paraburkholderia
Mycobacterium
LS8
SC-1-84
67-14
Sphingomonas
W Chujaibacter
CK S3 Seo Sizo Bac?llus
2 BN ocardioides
'Rhodanobacter

'S
S

o]
S

JEAKELLS S AR 3 (%)

(=}

B

W Burkholderia-Caballeronia

Relative abundances of bacteria (A) and fungi (B) at phyla level in soils under different treatments

(P<0.05), /e T 2.4 f5A1 2.3 f5; DERET
BB 1 B (Streptomyces ) AN 2 B (P<0.05), 43l
8T 35.7% F1 57.1%; B30 T 2E 00T B8 (Bacillus)
FE M 1 & (Pseudomonas) WIAXS &, H2ER K
KB FH K 7EE R E K B 2B), AT CK 4b
FH, Seo Al Sy PR FEIRNL T Tausonia . WiAwE MW
J& (Mortierella) fl Solicocozyma T J& W) #H %} £
(P<0.05), fH Sy AbH B FR &G T AT HE
(Trichoderma) A X} = B (P<0.05).

(B)100 B Others
Microthecium
B Aleuria
Aplosporella
B Oidiodendron
Clonostachys
B Pichia
Pseudeurotium
[ Cladorrhinum
Pseudogymnoascus
B Penicillium
Solicoccozyma
B Mortierella
S S S e
g2 Fusarium

o®
(=}

(o)
S

'S
S

o]
S

JE AL AR F B (%)

(e}
&

B2 TERAEAMEEBEKFHEMFEE

Fig. 2 Relative abundances of bacteria (A) and fungi (B) at genera level in soils under different treatments

I BETETE AR AT (PCoA) 2, R E W], HEHUH
A TR T 22 BRI TTIR RN 35.1%(18] 3A). 1£ PC1
L, Ss5 CKARHEIRFE—AL, 1M Seo Al Sip AbHE
CK AbHEUIA3ES, B Sy 5 CK AL fFVE 25
FIARL, T Seo Fll Spao ALFHE CK AL 40 B FEVE 45
M2EFEK ., B PCoA 41T iks, PCL Fil PC2
By ERTTERE N 69.2%(&l 3B), 1E PC1 i [, S35
CK AbPHERAELE—L, 1T Seo Fll Sipo AbHHE CK AbHHHH
BB, IR Sy 5 CK ACHRELEBEIE L5 AR, M
Seo Fl Sip0 AbFRE CK AbFRAY B REIS 54 22 F AR

23 TEREVHEEARSEARERNXER

DL S EEAYE e b o A i, ARSI
JaE B AEGT =F BE Sy [0 78 B HEA T TUAR S0 ATT (RDA) o 45
KWL, eI KB, WA 50 RAEE 2518 89.7%
1 7.3%(K 4A). AL TR R 7 RO BURTEA
[, FEZ 44 pH I NH;-N &80, 3 pH
575 JE B ] (Proteobacteria) . JEBE [ [ ] (Firmicutes) |
W BR W ] (Acidobacteriota) . Zf HL @ B [
(Gemmatimonadota) fll 7 % B | ] (Ascomycota) #H Xf 3
JERIEAHICCR , HIMEHIT ] (Actinobacteriota) FH X

http://soils.issas.ac.cn



760 + 1 5 54
A) I (B) '
0.4 I I
o ! 02 |
| |
L 4
| n [ .
3 I * - I B CK
5 02 S o |
2. ! oln OO ___.____| _________ ¢ .SB()
— () I [ - \
;:" | = I Asso
) ' * o ! S
& 00 - O | 120
[ | . 02 [ A
° I "
- A | AA |
| |
| |
-0.2 : i -0.4 |
-02 0.0 0.2 -02 0.0 02 0.4
0,
PC 1(23.9%) PC 1(58.7%)
El3 BT ASVKFLIRME(A)SEE BRI ELIRSHT
Fig. 3 Principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) of bacteria (A) and fungi (B) in soils under different treatments at ASV level
(=}
A = (B) 2 Chujaibacter
Penicillium
Firmicutes pH
Ascomycota
Rhodanobacter|
S Actinobact 1 e
g ctinobacteriota NH-N S
[ pH oS NO;-N - Bacillus DOC
P NO-N TOC %‘ ——— =N
te Mortierell
@ Basidiomycota  Zoopdgetiycota Gemmatnn(j);rgc[i%(t)gaaén & \‘olicocc:z}:v;;;’e 2 AK Trichoderma
P e Strept S
Mucoromycs)ta( - Avidobacteriota Tausonia Streptomyces
Chytridiomycota Sphingomonas AN
S 0
- T
i

RDAI1(89.7%)
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B4 HBEITAME®B)SLIEEARERH TR
Fig.4 Redundancy analysis (RDA) of dominant phyla (A) and genera (B) with soil basic properties

JERPAMCKR, WA, ZIEE] . JEREET] . IR
BT ZF R TR T TAEXT F2 5 DOC., AK .,
AN I NH;-N S ¥R IEHEKER, 5 NO-N &
ERMSCER ; i E X FES DOC., AK., AN
FINH-N 2 0GR, 5 NOs-N & it 2 IEAH
KR FEEAK L, WA 500 A R AE 5 50 R
88.0% A1 6.7%(& 4B), +1E NHy-N &l pH &5
W HREIE S5 AL X T . B FHAF R R
(Rhodanobacter) M K2 4 J& (Trichoderma) #i ¥ £ 5
pH. DOC 1 NHy-N & 2 IEAMHSE, 5 NOy-N &R
MIE; % 8 (Streptomyces)FHXT F 5 pH, DOC

ANH,-N S 20K, 5 NOs-N FEEIEMHR,
3 e

MEF TCCA Xt 1 1171 4 990 8% % 20 A Y 22 i
AWFE R, TR B RETE LU T TR

JERER] . VERRETT . PR TSRS R .
Seo Ml Syo0 AL PREEAR T LR ER T TR F2 )5, (H IR

31

P TASTE BRI T AR = BRSO AR T, [RIR
AR T RRERA T RERRTA TR ZE A T TR AR X
FE, RUNEH] TCCA R LABG NI LA 25 BT TR AR XS 3=
. WM, KR IAUEE I fiE, B
ARG A E A AT, AT TRES S
Fior . PEEMIEDE T IEAR T K SR RV E R A AL
JERE A MR P IR S L, KR A 20,
fif LAHRHTBE K FAK i PR 45, (]I 30 RE R fidk 2 1 5 L 2T
FRERDTIAED ., RETHIANEA)Z
IR TIRE, eI ZFPIEERIZ IR, PR
LE RIE A A 2 B0 2R TR R AR
Yipiia T, AT AR, W E A ERT AR
WFoE, BREBFE LT RRE] . TR TMBERE ]
i, H 3 A TCCA AbPEYY W EH N T FHE R 1/
MIXFFRE ., FRE R FEsmE™,
] L3 i X VR P AR A 0 40 i BEROC ML IR 42 el
HEIBKF I, Seo Ml Spp AbPR I B AR T HEE H B /)
AR B, 3G B B M R e 2R B R AR R R
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A =S TR RN B % 58 A B 1 Sl 2 R v AL AP S 761

Rt S SUR (R BN O I I
IHAS s s BRI TR B I 22 b 28 A (1 Bt
A, ATMEIRIER A K, A K P
ST TR & AT VR A ], A AR AR,
DAL ERY ) FEEFIE K b, S AEFR R
JE AR R R N kR PR R B, A
B PR 5 A% R R R M K RS SO BT IR A — e R
R 25 T Ja A 2 o ZKORE SR s B T I R T 58 55 2 1) 3L
W, B AN AR R h A AR 1 s
R 88 At R T TR SR R A AR G . BB RIRE L
32 TEREVMBEEARTANZWES

- R W R VTN 1 T AR R A
BRI EERARY . ARBEE Y, Sso AbHENT
A WEEVE ARSI RSB I, H Sgo Al Syp0 AL B i
EUUE T AR AR, HEEAE T R TCCA
Jiti FH 5 7 - S o3 TV Sk SRR T L R R
et Y, IR T R YRR AL, Ak, B
YRR AUNIRZ 3 pH, AP &8 R
Mo, B KA AUESE M R R T, R
FFEHT, Seo Al Sizo AL EEAY + 3% pH, DOC Il NH;-N
TR EIE. EIKFE L, 13 pH 1 NHy-N 7
SR YRR A SRR SR T Liu P05
RI, +4 pH ZSZWFE R TSR T2 —, 18
T2 AT A 32 B+ 1 pHL 35T AR . ATF SRS R 52
ANTE), AR R A P 43 W I A ) i A pHL AT
FEZSRIIE pH RN 3 b Z AL A TS Bl
2, 1 DOC A A A YR HE IR 2 5 + A A0,
PRt 338 pH. DOC & i 5 4 3 - BE A — 7 1Y OCHK
TGRS T P AR TR TR T JERER ] | e
BT TR ZE B TR ] 55 3% pH ., DOC & R IEAH I
. CAMRRERY, HHEHECEZR)GME NH-N &
AN, SR A NHI-N SR AL
A0S LA B VR R e fk o NOS-NPP B33
AR ER 2 SR A R i AR A B B K R
FRAR AR S W 4 e AT B8 I -39 NHG-N & P4 7
HHE, B A SRS SN, A — L R A YR
REZ SRR, MK RERIENEA R A RBS 5 H
o TEARBFFEH, Seo Al Sya0 AL FRIS 5 25 FRAK T ik
P TTROAXTE B, BERINT NHy-N & ik, XM
TCCA M5 & LR IEIEA, 1 RDA 43t
WESE T3k — a5, B S NH-N & a2 0 e
Fo WK, TR TREE 28+ geh VR iR
PR AR, HAEmERYE L Heh KRR, 1+
Herp RASILE R 90% JE TR P, e

NO;3-N i J5 2 N,O, MIMFER -4 NO;-N i, A
TFFEES FAUESE , FE A [ A #1125 A e 3
7T, HS5 NO;-N & EMMHCKR, FEKF L,
HE NH-N S5t pH I 52 0 3 4B i) S5 R
T, JH+HE pH. NH;-N Fl DOC & & 555 E
FEXF RG5O P AR R R A G
ARG i B TR 1A = B B RRAIG, AR T B+
¢ pH A1 NHi-N &b s, A& R —Fh
WAL R T 2 A A LR F & A ek BT, et
THEEFIVBUBEAR, HEnT LA . BFoTRm,
THOHERAEEE BT N EREE , ORI
X A BAT — s AR A, BT A AR AR R Y
25 ZOR R IR R Y . AR IR E B, W&
TCCA Jifi 5 A3, AHG TR J AR =2 B 2 B i |
FHia#,

4 #ie

A TCCA WAy T4 B VR i - 1 1) iy 4%
Bz —, 60 kg/hm? 8, 120 kg/hm? jifi FH (IR 48N
B, AU INT IR 1] TRRER [ ISR 18
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