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BARE, X It I !
(1 G TS K R R R S % (T R A e st HIRUPSRT), mist 2100085 2 FERLEBEAS, dEaT 100049)

#OE: KRG TRAESKUAL L EAREE RBURPRBLE R H KR AR NE R Z — ARBFFETEKE 44T 38 b AN [
ﬂﬂésn_’i LRGN (40 . RGN . AR AUTAR IR R R RO A K . AR TR . IR NIE A LR F (FLEREE) AN
B RPRES RO, S5 R, ASRIE T LU Y R o FHOE S LUK B BB AR bR S R 58 DT (2 T K R 2R I
HoAiti i 0.01 mmol/L WAL AL PR R fef:, MMk TR . A ER . *E?Lf@F&*EM%G%%%U&KMMU?%i $1) g %o Ak
PPN 36.7% . 16.1% . 57.3% AFl 39.9%, JLILEAYRILEAMRE SKBEEIEIUS L FREFAE—HBHRZH
E(42%), SALBREE/INTZBMERS, fLBREEEIEIN 1% B, PRBoKFRAY) AR R i ﬁ%llﬁ%iﬁﬁﬂuss mg 1 0.2 mg; M4+l
PR R A, T TR RS, BRI, P DA N 3 B 1Y 3 S A S RIEGR T L o 4 i AR R I I A B K R AR B A
B v s e SR IR X KRS 2 75 RO, T Aot kg R s 7R 20 2 R SR 11 Y S

KRR KAE; ERAL MARWE; AEWIIG MR

hE 43S, S511; S154.4; Q1429 XEktRERD: A

Effects of Root Aerenchyma Development Degree on Rice Growth and Nitrogen Absorption at

Seedling Stage

SHI Chengzhi®?, WANG Ruit?, SHI Weiming?, LI Yilin**

(1 State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable Agriculture, Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing
210008, China; 2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Lack of dissolved oxygen in the rhizosphere environment induced from underdeveloped root aerenchyma of rice at the
seedling stage is one of the factors limiting rice growth. Different kinds of aerenchyma stimulants (sodium nitroprusside, sodium
selenite and sodium hydrosulfide) were used to determine the biomass, nitrogen accumulation, root aerenchyma development
(porosity), root external morphology, and rhizosphere dissolved oxygen at the seedling stage under hydroponic cultivation. The
results show that all treatments can enhance rice growth by stimulating the development of root aerenchyma, and improve
rhizosphere oxygen content at the seedling stage. Among all stimulants, 0.01 mmol/L sodium selenite treatment has the best effect,
rice dry matter, nitrogen accumulation, root porosity and rhizosphere oxygen content are significantly increased by 36.7%, 16.1%,
57.3% and 39.9% compared with control treatment (without stimulant addition), respectively. An obvious threshold (42%) is
observed in root porosity no matter with rice growth or nitrogen accumulation at the seedling stage. When root porosity is less
than the threshold value, rice dry matter and nitrogen accumulation are significantly increased 8.8 and 0.2 mg per plant for each
1% increase in porosity, respectively. When porosity is more than the threshold, the above indicators are both rapidly decreased.
Therefore, a suitable concentration of aerenchyma stimulant can alleviate the inhibition of rice development caused by
insufficient dissolved oxygen in the rhizosphere environment at the seedling stage, by increasing the root oxygen loss of roots,
which provides a new way for improving rice nitrogen use efficiency.

Key words: Rice; Aerenchyma; Root radial oxygen loss; Nitrogen absorption; Rhizosphere environment
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i 3l TR IAL TR ACIRES , S8 A
ARG, PR i S R a R, (] Ao it
S A 398 21 rp SR AR TR A BRI, SO I R
VI LTt SRR E KRR R M, WK B RS
FH B R 22—, R 1 7 e B 43 g A AN R S, 7K
FE AR 2RI 8 AL S AR AN I B RS, TR PR
4T P R 28 i /K e Bl 4L 360 AT 24 437 /K RS I 6 A
Ko AU LATE IR SE KRB, 7= /KR Rl S 41
BURE AR ™ SRR N o8 35 , IR ™ SR AR L IR
JE(RAEETHLUL FRE) & 5 TR™ & Fh, fEfS
AR R AR T R RN, HFIMAE AR R A K
FrE AR TARR KA, ERALNETEMEE, 17
AU TR, AR BR 3 U s A R A i 2 5
it ik — 2L A SE & BR, AR PR U4 P B R 6% A Akl A i
IKFEAR AR PR e AR, (AR PR S A S i
e, NI K FEAR WSO A U b o bl oK R X
IS A 1 25 S e AT RE S BUK R AE K AR
IR 22 530 ST E#F9E, KRR Bl < 4H 4
—J7 T AT AR SR o 4R b P 0 i v /K o s 1) S 3
55— 5 T AT DA W S AR W) A R AR B 35 430 A8
fhidfe, S A RIS A ML, i, KRR
F I SR PR A F S5 K R AR KRR R B IR N %
VIR . FLITEWRIIR RN, LRI AL
FIHOK RS E A LUR T, H R B T = A
SR IN 3 . Yamauchi ZEBI7E X /INZE S i AR A 4R
i s b R B, B ATETESE S S TN S
AL R, [RIBTHE S T H B 4% 1 138 N e
T FWEGE R IR ARG A ) A AR P25
(Phomopsis liquidambari)j& , @i vEE < HLUE S
W5 A (R R 1 RO AR 2R R BUE i I
WARKE, @ TKREERAKSM T abl, Xt
WF5E L5 SR B, AT LUE i AR 45 K AR 2Rl < 2
KB M A3 M B S PR B O e AR K R 2B R A3
AW, (EAR Rl LUk B SRR A
e T R ZE WS ) 4 5 0% 2R 0 A DL AR

AT T 5 2 3R 35700 o R e A R R R 4
2R B AR B AR S S A b, DR AR AR 5 6t T3l
TR A B e S 22 - (D H A L 4G 1 BB fE i K
FE AR 08 S ZUR B B = W SRR 0 I RIEGR) s @]
AR B K AR AR PR IR b Ak A D AL IR . 2
R AT S 20 7 RO 0 2 D) ) st ) 3
FIAY Ty R MO S5E  2, A ST SRR AH 40 . UG 7% M
FIBL AP A 16 fofT FH 9 38 A SRR - A5 hy
NO fifA, 383 8 /K A% A Bt B Ak 1 & B a i A e

i PR SRR R DAL RE T , [RIIHBRERE SC P AR <
FLoR R AL BB AE T, EANRR AN A it iR, wl DL 3%
P KRR PR A 1, fe b AR BB A A2 BB T
SALIVE TR AL A, LA i S K R AR AR i A 2R
K BRI R IEA R, AT ST i SN AR AN [ Fh
e T ANl B2 RIGR A 45 il AU &, T 14
V) B R 20 L SR R B X KR AR K S R R ik
iE- AT

1 #R57EZE

1.1 Ry

HEK K FE (Oryza sativa L) EH 3 5 0 Mk
R AR, W FVLIRAE H N T w2 58 T
1.2 Rt

T E B B g o AR IO IR R =
LT, BRRE N 28 'CI25 °C, ¥ N 65%,
HYEHE 14 ho X5 RAKIE A, & 3 d i —KH
FeWi . EFEWEN Kimura B, FE M (mmol/L) K :
0.5 (NH4),S04, 0.18 KH2PO,4, 0.54 MgSO,4 7H;0, 0.18
KCI, 0.25 Ca(NOs), 4H,0, 0.11 CaCl, 2H,0, 4x10*
CuSO, 5H20, 1103 MnCl, 4H;0, 8103 ZnSO, 7H0,
61073 H3BO3, 2102 (NH4)sM07024 4H;0,0.08 Na,EDTA-
Fe. B3 pH & 5.8, [RIAFHAIN 0.1 g/L MES fEH
pH ZZohif . I BRI NS 11 em, & 11 cm,
RAREE W L kg, FIAKRT 4 ¥R. FEFH 10%
H20, il 7 30 min, 7&K yE/RIEH 24 h, 7%
A 0.5 mmol/L CaCly ¥ ¥ 1 A I 1 e B2 1 )
I O £ L e = O R e S 1L 0 ol 2 S
25 3 dJek i A R B T 12 MR Y Kimura B & 57
R TFE6 T (64T, 100 pmol/(m? s))k53:—N.
B ES 2 M)A, RS E N Kimura B &
W o Ryl Gl SRR 25 S0 T, AN B 77 0 1)
TCAT AT 1 S8 A it

R E 10 ALEE . ASUSIEIEGR (CK) . Al
BI(A). WANFREN(B) . TR fLAN(C), A, B, C At
I EAL. Lo 3 MR (K 1), MR
W 3ANEE, HHLHES .
1.3 HmEiE&E

MOKFEAE A 5 30 KE, ARURE S SRR AT IR
PREEGA] , I 53 AR KRR i A K5 36 RCRAEI 1)
FIEE 42 R CRAEIA NI HEATRAE, BRI Ak R b
K35k 6 d 112 d, 7E5S 36 K EHRE FRUHT, I
SEE IR pH, EECE SR 12 h 5, IIE S SRR R
A, SRR, AR IS BE AL O
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R 1 TREICEEXT R A0 REH R E K E
Table 1  Stimulants and their concentrations corresponding to
different treatments

Qb F bl e B (mmol/L)
CK ANE -
Al Tl -4 0.005
A2 TiF 4 0.025
A3 TiF 4 0.05
B1 R ATGE 0.001
B2 AR AR 0.002 5
B3 AR AR 0.01
c1 T A k4 0.1
c2 AL 0.25
c3 AL 1.0

o2 BRE T HR T 105 CTRAEH 30 min, 70 C it
TR E TR, BriE FER S il e .
W AR FE ARV 5 il 2 AR RIS H6 5 , SR 1
TBUHT Az AR R4 A 2R LB 3 0 D AR A< 2 L
NI Fr o SRAEI T 55 R T A SR AR BRAH R
M FE IR 3 d B —ik, HUKFER R A B TAR
FrAa & i S pH B 520, DRI A0 35 A 00 s SR
FIA B4 FE SR WA & 1 S pH 5%
1.4 Mo

KRG A R E R AR . R
WInRHIZO #3 &4 #F & 4t (Regent Instruments Inc,
Canada) =i /AT AR A AE A, DU RAEIA T AR R 4845
YRR R K4y 4 ~ 6 om BUHTA AR , 5 IR 3 00 7 v
Wil VE K FEAR R R U1 R, Y 2R U0 #L (Thermo
NXT70)iEAT Y F (R 45 pum), VI H 3 B A REAR 22 20 ~
30 mm 4k, FOLE R (Nikon Ti-S)WLEERAEN] 1T AR
RIBARALUR BRI 1 3 MR R A& 1
T2 2R FHAILAH B EL 57 (H2S04-H20, THH#&). E M

0.8

(A)

0.6

04+ a

R A (¢/plant)

0.2n

0.0

CK Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 C3
Ak

AR R FI A2 Unisense A3l B A7 0 78 R 48
(OX50, =40 ~ 60 um)IME . KM pH 1T (plus FE28)
W72 5 SR pH o ZKFEHRFLER B (porosity of root, POR)
W 5E 2 BT 0t Kludze S50 5k #KAREAR 25
Bk e T A E PR K 400K HE 3 T K 1) I
T BEBURH AR AEAR , IR R AR YT 2 ~ 2.5 cm
INBEZ G A B 50 mL HE A ELAY 24 h i
FETKGHRE, FREL0.5 g A4, BTk
CEIR S, FRE; R AR L E AR 2 h
J&i W AR U T B A T AT R A F
JE LT AR FRA LB IR RRE . POR THAAR
wr:

POR(%) =[(Pgr —Pr)/(r + P—Pr)]x100
K. POR MHRFLBREE (%), Pgr Mo AR Fns
WK H A S E R (g), Pr AR BT (AR A
K LR B A (g), 1 MAREE(Q), P MTEIIK
{14 b E O 2 ()
1.5 HELE

BT A KA SR ] SPSS 26.0 #E 4T 7 25 4y B
(ANOVA), LSD ¥k bEAbBE] iy 22 5 i k. B3R
#51H15% ] Origin 2022 #cf4: .

2 HBREHSH

21 AEFHERBFFABEKEZENZW
AN [ ol S 00 3 59 ok 35 MR K R AR K & B R I A A
E5, HAFAEAR FEACHM: , R FR]— S350 76 AS ] e
SAF R X KRG A i i R S R AR TR R A R
FERA T (36 d)A, bR T /K REAR AR AR /)N HLX S 35450 fg o
o7 S B ARG 500 CRIBEH 6 d), 5 v B Ay Ak
FKREA Y CK ALEIAH b 3 in, oAb Py
5 CK LR # Mz (K 1A). REE I (42 d)if, A
0.8

(B)
— ab p 2
= L ab Al
ER A A '
) d é cd B OEH AT e d
o 7 B
gz 041
3?‘_‘-?
H-
ﬁ
= 02F
0.0 L YRR T OHH H
CK Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 C3

el

(/NS =PRI () 2R [ — SRAE A [+ b 2 ] 22 e (. 35 (P<0.05), T I#])
1 REIFRSER)E XK FEERAEL T (A)FRAEE I (BB EM FH R E RS0
Fig. 1 Effects of different stimulants on rice dry weights during sampling periods I (A) and I (B)
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[vi) e S SRR e K R A K e B A AR EAE T, LR A
i 0 A R S 7 S RS v R e o 2 A A FH RS T
e E AN B LA ) A A OB A (1B 1B) . 5 CK A
Fb, AN e 3 SV A7t i 4 Ak T4 350 3 B M A 0 o I 2
T, g A R A R A S A A D) G b e 2
S o AT A R v SIS R A Ak B AR R e, I
FE 30 A A B YR 2 e v B VAT i ik Ak B B K R A )
W EL CK N 36.7%, IRk B g ik Ak R %) 7K R A
YIS T 34.1%(/% 1B).
2.2 AREFMERBFIIIKBRARMBESLER

A

H 2 2 FiR, SRR TR, N[ Rl 2m < 4120
WA A U KRR AR RAMIE &S L H , Horp
G 7 i X 4 v KRB AR R AN 25 & T AR SR e
o 5 CKAMIEL, e B 0 i o Ak B A0 MR 400 J
BARK | IREMA, ARER . RAERBURIRISE S 53
JIT 69.5% . 62.4% . 48.9% . 10.9%. 53.3% £l 79.7%.

[RJESF o 0 118 3 R Ak B X K AR R AR TE
BERE TSRO BT A BT T B, 2 AE i an
WY, BARK . ARRmIR, R AR ARG
BSOS BRI . 5 CK ML, mikEm Ak
PACFEAR T R . AR | R F WAL, HRAAEIAAR
IR BIEAR 6.10% . 17.2% . 27.6% . 24.4%
7.82%(3 2).
2.3 ARMERBFFIKBRAEAANBESALRAL

BRI

IKREAR R ALBR B R/ NI B RS A B 2 LT
B ORAS IR 4 7K RE AR 2R LB A T 0K 2 2y
£ 20% ~ 30% FYTE N (Bl 2)o SREER T B, B
[ b 25 S SURIRI AL R S CK M EE, FLEBREE S E
A AR, U8B RIEGR RE AT U i K R AR R
WAL R LT, ELFLBRE B 3R R a2 4 e i
HEIN(E 2A), RAE T RF, FLERE & & M0 s R
ESSRABET T AEARL, I it o) 35 ) e 8 1 o R A SRR

® 2 FEFRERIHTI K FE SRR RIS X G

Table 2 Effects of different stimulants on external morphological development of rice roots at seedling stage

AbE T4y o i SR R M M EAR HRAAFR AL
(g/plant) (cm) (cm?) (mm) (cm®)
CK 0.082 fg 559 bc 111 cd 0.505 de 140c 2354 cd
Al 0.122 be 703 b 123 ¢ 0.537 cd 1.37 cd 2639 bc
A2 0.108 cd 607 bc 102 de 0.574 ab 1.63¢c 2420 cd
A3 0.104 de 472 ¢ 90 ef 0.602 a 197a 1940 e
B1 0.105 de 646 b 108 cd 0.498 e 1.37 cd 2489 c
B2 0.126 ab 860 a 147 b 0.531cd 1.48 bc 2867 be
B3 0.139a 907 a 166 a 0.559 bc 2.15a 423la
C1 0.094 def 579 bc 84.2f 0.492 e 1.32 cd 2646 bc
C2 0.093 ef 649 b 81.7f 0.507 de 1.23 de 2471cd
C3 0.077 g 463 c 80.5 f 0.553 hc 1.06e 2170 de
0 BPREIGVEE NG FREA R FR R A 25 7 W2 (P<0.05),
70 70
(A) (B)
60} . a 60 abe P z]a
S ol o« W :: bc{d { S - 1 i
i - i d
f_% 30f £ fji 30+
20 20H /
10H 10F i
% & NIRR7A7R7 1

Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 C3
b3

CK Al A2 A3

CK Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 CI C2 C3
UL

2 FEFMEFIRGTIRTKFEAE SRR T (A)FNRAEHA 1 (B)RHR RFLIEE S
Fig. 2 Effects of different stimulants on rice root porosity during sampling periods 1 (A) and II (B)
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e %5 55 %

T IR 2 W] b FE Sk A S A A K e iE < 2
215 AL RV F A W S, VAT Rk Ak B8R % 2 A P
WZ o o BE S AL FRAR AL T CK AbH, HALBR
WEEWEINT 85.0%, 1Rk BB A AL B AL LA AR
CK AbFRALIREE 38 hn T 89.5%([&] 2B).

MR ALY 7 25 H AR LB R 25 A — 3L,
RIFLBR R ok, AR RESHL (5 )E k. AR
JOEA ARG, AKREH (42 d)R R AEH
HRZS 20 ~ 30 mm &b iz J2 HRE A0 A 350 B A [ A 9
Tt B ARG , B3 20 4 L A oS A 1) e e 114 34
1 R 3 B A 42 P A A B 2 AR S T 2B 2
B HR AR B HR IR ALY, (A [ R I %o
TARFRBEALGUR AR 25 (8 3). Mk
JEE A 3 AN S B Ak B K R G AR Rl R

I o

3 EIFPAERIFFR S KA
Fig. 3

30p
(&)
25r
20+

15F

be bed cd de

10

AP EE (mg/plant)
g
I
(=2

CK Al A2 A3 Cl 2 (3
Qb3

EHIRZABSEAGHL BRI

Effects of different stimulants on aerenchyma development of rice root at seedling stage

SUEET R B, W e FEUR R A K Z B
(F WM EZEFA,
24 AEFHERFFNAKBRERENZW
HE 4T LIE N, SREEW TR, KRR,
BRAVE LA AL BR AU R 5 3 T CK, ik
Ko = vk B i A AL B AL B B E AR CK b, R TR Fpf]
WO KRR R R T EE (B 4A). RAE
WL B, A L AT Rt X /K e 2 38 AR R i
A FH o JH AR e 2 32k Ak LK e R R A A R A
fE, KA BERYS CK M B 1 in 38.0%; A
MR A xor 7K A AR R I A (R 8O, e Wk B A
BAb A CK B E AN 16.1% ., B S ALs b BEXT K F
B ER ZEAMGIVEN , Horb sk B S A Ak 3
3 CK AL AR Rk i 3 T R 26.6%(1%] 4B).

—

(DL -

30
(B)

25¢
= a
=
220 g4 b be
(N cd be
g 15 ¢ 2 '
o] of & f
Bk
= 10H
®

5_

77770

Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 C3
bt

0TCK Al A2 A3

4 AEFHERIFFIKFBERE [ (AFREH L B)FRRARNTN

Fig. 4 Effects of different stimulants on rice nitrogen accumulation during sampling periods 1 (A) and 1I (B)

2.5 AEFHZERBFIXTR BRI E R0

Bl KR AR, JOGT R PR R Y s i ) i
— AT R RIFR SSRGS NS, Hhe W e
FEW PR A B, BRSNS mighn . SRAE ]
LB, e B S ZH ORI A A L I 75 7R ik A
SALEN A B TR i R BE 4y B CK AR BRI N
48.4% . 37.5% Fi142.6%(% 5A); RAEW A, 355

T i A B U 40 ) 4 v 54.5% . 39.9% Al 55.2%
(1 5B) . AT FEAS [ AL 38 SR Y pH 248 i 258 1k
(&1 6), AR A i ek AR AR PR R SCREPE 32 AR B
IRBR IR R /N
26 RREBSALAETEESKBEYERAR
REMNLEMEXER
TR 2 FLBR EE W] LA RURAF K FEAR Rl A4
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300 300

(A) (B)

250 250+ a
- 3 be be [
Z 200} ab 2 200t £
£ £
=5 =3
= ed = d
w150} € 150
E 100} Z 100}

4 £
50+ S0t |
ol ZM778: NINR7 7R i
CK Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl €2 C3 CK Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl €2 C3

Ab3

LIS

B 5 FEFHEREFIG RS T (A)FMRER T B)FREFRIBERENZI

Fig. 5 Effects of stimulants on dissolved oxygen contents in nutrient solutions during sampling period 1 (A) and II (B)

8r 8r
(A) (B)
7t Tr
6ra a a a a a a 6Fa a a a a a a
297 il 00
5H 5H
4 =
3 H 3H
2 H 2H
1H i 1 H
0 A A VA B ol A v
(_K Al A2 A3 BI B2 B3 Ccl C2 C3 CK Al A2 A3 Bl B2 B3 Cl C2 (3

b P

i1

Bl 6 AEIFHAERETIXTRAEL [ (A)FNRAEL I (B)RE75:% pH RIS

Fig. 6 Effects of stimulants on pH valu

es in nutrient solution during sampling periods I (A) and II (B)

BURE TR, PN R 04 IR R ALBRBE AL S hnm s AR . IR 7A W LA, KR v S 2
b, KA A S R AR R YRR AT I FLBREE /N T (R (42%) ), 6 FLBR S BEm 1% I,

WA & 7). SR ER: TRV EIEERR
il HN kB REAAE—DULRA RAZ B,

2 PARRK R AE Myt N 8.8 mg; T4 ALK T
I A2% HF, FE AR T o RO A . R 7B T LA

FLBR AR T X — B {ERS, A=Y AR R R ALBUE LB/ T B (42%) ), Bl FLEREE B3 1%
SEATTIE AN, WA ALBR R TR e, CE AL B, MUK REN AN 0.2 mg; S ALBRE R T

0.65 1 (A)
1=0.0088x+0.21, ¥<42.06, R=0.7363
0.60 L 3= 0.0080x+0.88, x=42.06, R*=0.8037

05351

0.50

HIBET# R  (g/plant)

24r (B)

3=0.20x+9.71, x<42.06, R’=0.7080
| 3y=-0.57x+41.81, x=42.06, R°=0.8088

A (mg/plant)
7S

12r
045
ol
0.40 ' - ‘ ‘ ' - : |
20 30 40 30 60 20 30 40 50 60

FLBRIE (%)
7 IKFEARFLBR

FLESUEE (%)
ES5EMEAMARZEB)HIXR

Fig. 7 Relationship between rice root porosity with biomass (A) and nitrogen accumulation (B)
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42% mf, FRAR R R, 5k, T H
KRR, 38 TSR AR IR, TR —E
f1 [ B VS R

3 Tt

TPy S LU AR Y RE A S h — 285 % D) Y
FIZEE ARG . TEBERME T (EK), HP)
A PR R — L 20 B 23 B T i A DT Jliid LA 1, >
FEPIAR 2R 56 K, #2585 AR AR sS
2B PR AR FR AN IR K S MR PR B 45
Yy R ) S5 245 T 28 R A Y R P e K Ak
Aot R R R M T B A ST, SR AR I s
R 3E 1A ], AR AE ) 2K B AR Y P R Iz i e
B A I 07 i TS /K R T PP SR S 3 5, AR
FE AR 2 10 1 5 A= BRI D BE L 38 A8 IR A%
J7 2CAT 43 S A R 5 i AR R AP 4101 A Y
WK R RS TH AR AL R, T —Lk
75 2 0 A P B T AR i L1 ok S A R R P PR A T
1E R R E AR ) BB R BT DR 1Y, [R] B 32 SR EA
BRI 5EMA o £5 Fh A= W) RN A= W 30 25 6% 52 ey i A= 7Y
MAHLRIERL, B SR, TREE L E SR
TLEMERZ, L. THEHA(ROS). Ca?*45HZ 5
P38 A LI e,

DLAE A il R SUR AR (RN X R 2
LB | 8IS A i T AR R A ) T AR 4
&, A PR ISR R £ FT ROS & HEAR
A AL I NEYIA . Akge R AL >k
FARM AL RN IR R, KERRIL
BREEZS R 3.6%, FOKMERFLBAEELY 9.5%, ZIRIARAR
FALBRBE 2y 30.09%20-21 [l ) Li 452205 i ) 2 18 Fif
TKAEFE )AL IR EE e RS (R AE ) () A A o B P 25 7,
B AR B FLIRRE IR 2 T 63.5%, 1] 5 e B Ak FLIR B AY
£ 8.2%. ColmerZVH| FHZL AR ISR 5T T 12 FhA [F] 3
ARDKFE A Al ALV R B 25, KSR . KR
TRAKFRAE RS T 3 REIE Bl <L 2L, H AL 25
SEARBE, JEHELE 31.2% ~ 40.8%., Mei 4505 T
25 FhOKFE S ANE A T A ALBR R 25 5, R B
1 21.3% ~ 33.3%. A5, AKFETEA G ML
FUE BT, B AR R LB B 4ERF7E 20% ~ 30% (/& 2),
SRS R -8 REARREE RN 3 M, H
B A AR R R 2 0 38 A AL SRR T
IR FE BT A A RE 7 1 i 357k R v AR 2R 0 R ) I AT R
SIS, IR I KRR B AR R ALBREE, B
FLBS5LE I 0 500 o e g R (] 2). PR A

3 il R B B A AR KRR AR R A A LUR B
FH o S0 5 7K R AR R LR EE VT R K &
32.7% ~ 54.6%, HREHEAT L S KR R B4 E
R (B 2A).

AR LIRS R B, ALV BT
FAEIKAE =V RE, XN [R] 7=t KR i o B AR AL
BREE R RIS R B, = A ERE RS 40,50 1 60 d
WALBRE /9 25.0% . 31.2% F1 37.5%, ifk;=
AP RRFLBR Al 18.4% ., 25.7% FI 29.2%[2 [
Bt A5 P18 15 S 3% W SO0 v A RIDKE 2% S8 K A 7 ARG
12, wMEBRE 6 5 DAK R R WOIBRCR AR X AR
FUEERE TS 7K 134 It pbl, R IAEMRA ML 7K
TR 2% A AR LR B A ) A R B B T
FRRERE S o AT 53 $0038 23 8 i 2 SR SR )
2, AR KR AR 8 A LUK B R
B S IS I B 22 i KR A K B A v R W o AR T
FE R BACHE v WAL IR B DA BB A, T = R K A A
Yy ik B R R ik 2 (B A AE B (42%) . SALBREE /N T
ZEEI, A LB RGN 1% I, SRk AR
A FE N 8.8 mg (K] 7A), BAR RN 0.2 mg (14
7B); 1T Y ALBREE K T (AR, R T o S AR
SRR AL, P, SRS IR RE AL
IR FERI TP (Hd BRI A AR F
Rt RRREA R, B E e R X R AE KK
MHIER (& 2). KRR FREALUR B AT
MIET LS5, WRE R HL U E LT (FLBE KT
2% ERE EZ MR TN S BR A LT
AR, It — P MHOK R A K R F S AR
o BRELZ AN, ARRE LB, A0 K RE AR AL
B AIE R A TS CK ML, 75 RPN 1 iFEAF
TEW 25 (B 2A, 5A), TiAYRELERFE A
L M2 (B 1B), ui AR A AE <A
S AR o 4 X 5D % i 7 A A TR SR AR

T 24 745 2 2003 3k K R G, K K R 43 ) R A 7E
KA (L mo/L). ARAERKE(CK, 1.6~23mg/L), i&
FEREAR (3 mg/L) . FiA(5.5 mg/L) . T4 5 FhAEEREE
TR, ARAESEAB T RRE 5 kYR
AR R I H A B 3 > CK> IR 480> 5 A > 1R
A AR P E R A S i 5K YRR Stk
—3, BIXFFORFRIM S, ARPRAE A IR i s
TR A AE — 2 1 4800 Y L IR 25 SRR, AN Rh
R X B R R SRR R A B i, L A3
C3 AbFH(42 d)yEFRIRAE MR A & b=, 700k 231.8
F1232.7 umol/L, #H24F 7.42 F1 7.45 mg/L, TiiHA:
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%3

YL H S CK i 22 7 ; B3 il AL b FRE IR
A SRS U 209.9 F1201.1 pmol/L, #1245 T
6.72 F1 6.44 mg/L, {HFHA: Y5 ) 5353 2 BT A7 kb 2
e, HY5 CKAETE R %2 5 (K 1B, 5B). 3 Fli)
JO A i S B A ) 2 2 R K R AR R A AR
2R, BREAR SRS, 15 pH IR A
M F 3 TE S AR N R 2 — T AR5 R R
WY, 3 ARG AE RIS, EFRWA pH Y02
(& 6), B3 o AR AR o 245 1 i 174 =k
AR R B SR SR

ALY — 7 A KRR R A K AR T 7
SRR, O3 — T TR ek TR 200 ) A DB AL TR R
PN B AR SR, {75 B 22 1) RSB S R R B AR P T
AL . ARSI LA A A R R (H AR 25 pm) g7
I 5 B 7K AR AR RS (] B g A [ TR B ) - S 45
P T KA AR B AL A P S A 25 T 3 A (8] o F 5 3 e
HKIZES &R YERFAE 270 ~ 280 pmol/L, 17K + i
ARG TR, £21% 48~6.1mmitEE T
Rk 0, PR AR B S Ak BT Bl S B R AR T N
(ERS: ST = AN U )RR (Y e &
R DA G, PRI /K AR U SRR ) R/ M B R e L
XFRER B ISORI T o X e S5 PEIE R Y I ik R 5 7K At
R ZRRAE O 2R (A 50 Hh B0 3 Ak P A o) HR A AR 3R
Bl L | RBGE K. TR RS . T
SRR K EE AF T I (30% i AL IR IR )
AEA% 25 B = T ARG | AR L MR | AR AA
FRKARISES , Ashraf 25 BOTE KK 35 Ao i 72 Hh s
20 mg/L G, KA Y i 49 o o 0T ST 43 4 n
17.5% 701 29.3%., A 5% & B AN R B %t K A AR R IE
ARYAAA W, Hidr 0.01 mmol/L SVl 2 g ik
B 12 d JE KRR CK ML, BUARK . RFEmA .
MR BARRR HRIE G N 62.4% . 48.9%.
10.9%. 53.3% Fl 79.7%. X n] gt 2 KR M <
HAUH AR B IN R E Z —  H5
T 2 R AR B X AR ZR B SR FH A 2 e I R
0 358 AR B A P AR 2R A K AR A R T
Tt — AR IR B o FE T AT LA S A ) ) 2K A
Koe BESLmb b, JE PR Ak SR iE AT B, BFEAN [
UK R EIE AR T, KRS8 S 2% & g B H
HAKBARERZMALER . [FI]AEEHEE A BITE
PRIT A S A R s R R B, SRR T
fili fb i it i RS, HA AL T (ACA) £ 7 T &
b2, R+ U8 S A SO A i R R T
— BT A

TR . W LS 1 BRI X KR B 012 K R 2 R BT 535
4 ZEig

N 7)o 28838 A< 4 U0 R0 249 T 3 e AR R
SHL K BFRERAWE, LA IR T HLUR K
1T 22 Pk 7 R i SR it S R ) A A A T R0 7K e i 40
HRALBREE A 20% ~ 30%, 1117 48 I A 414U 3457 fe AR
ZALBREE Ik F] 32.7% ~ 54.6%. [RIMFAHIGE R, K
e 0 0030 R 2R R TR B, TR A7 7 — 2 B
(42%). METIZBER, WAL ER, Kk
KEAZH Rl (S REod G, KREAK
¥ Z B0 i m AR R R H N R B R
LKA S R E R R Z R OC R, 6 T
S LU A 14 KR AR K R R R R
FERAE T BB AR
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