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x| A 2,3% =1 o 23 2 2,3 23 4
FAME, FBAES, WAEE, 2 RV, FA, REAES, G , AT
(1 M0 T2FBe B dh Sk TR B, T PEMIN 5456165 2 JPERME KA S5 TR 2ERBE, T VNN 5450055 3 J PR IR&En
TSR, TVEMIN 545005; 4 MINTT ARG ESE, TN 545003)

O R n] R S R, A R DL R AR 44 B ORTRL, PR E LRETHA I (CK) . 100% FEMATKHE(TL) .
100% FEMATIIE(T2). 50% FEMIAEHE + 50% REM-JAHII(T3) A 100% HEM-578 H IR MI(T4)S B, ¥R5E T AFIRE 1t 7
KN HBER MR . R B R R SR 25RR . 4 ARG PR M T1. T4 AABEREERR . 1255, T
250 BT EE CK ALFRIRAR, Hop T1 ARBRRINER S Wi H RS T4 bR 2, HYOE CK 43, T T2 db3fE/b; W
FREZE R T4 AR, 23 185.35 thm®, BOHABALFII NN 3.44% ~22.29%, 5 T1. T2 AbHI2E R4k BEKF, WEH
TER . W AN B T4 A BE S, BCHABAL B IR 2.70% ~ 16.86% ., 2.92% ~ 18.34% K 2.57% ~ 17.04%, 5 T1, T2 it
B2 R EEA B E KT 4 D FEMAREA B EEA LR S RN B E R T CK AR, 2%, &6, &80 . TEE. AR B
R ERG N, Hop T, T2 AFEBSIRAK, B 4 A REMIA AL FEE 22 RIS R . A HITR . OB RE L Ry
SR, ARFRAET 100% FEM-518 HBIRME (TSR B

KB MR, R RERHEH; PR SR

RESZES: S158.3 XEkFRRRD: A

Effects of Trash Application Methods in Furrows on Yield, Nutrient Accumulations in

Sugarcanes and Soil Nutrients

WEI Dongping', WEI Jianfeng®*", HU Guijuan', CHENG Hao>*, LUO Xiaofen?, DENG Dongmei**, MA Ji>*, WU Xuanke*

(1 Department of Food and Chemical Engineering, Liuzhou Institute of Technology, Liuzhou, Guangxi 545616, China;
2 College of Biological and Chemical Engineering, Guangxi University of Science and Technology, Liuzhou, Guangxi 545005,
China; 3 Guangxi Key Laboratory of Green Processing of Sugar Resources, Liuzhou, Guangxi 545005, China; 4 Agro-meteorological
Experiment Station of Liuzhou, Liuzhou, Guangxi 545003, China)

Abstract: In order to make efficient use of removed trash, the agronomic characteristics and nutrient accumulations in sugarcane, and
soil nutrient contents under different application methods of trash in furrows were investigated. In this study, a field experiment was
conducted using sugarcane cultivar Guitang 44, and five treatments were set up in the new planting season, which included no trash
returning (CK), 100% trash applied at the bottom of furrows (T1), 100% trash applied on the surface of furrows (T2), 50% trash applied
at the bottom of furrows + 50% trash applied on the surface of furrows (T3), and 100% trash mixed with furrow soil (T4). The results
showed that plant heights, aboveground and underground stalk heights, and stalk weights of newly planted sugarcanes under the four
trash application treatments and ratoon sugarcane under T1 and T4 were lower than those under CK, with T1 being the most significant.
Stalk numbers of sugarcanes in two seasons were the highest under T4, followed by CK, and lowest under T2. T4 obtained the highest
yields of cane in two seasons, which accumulated to 185.35 t/hm? and increased by 3.44%—22.29% compared with other treatments, and
significantly different from T1 and T2. The accumulations of nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P), and potassium (K) in sugarcanes in two
seasons were the highest under T4, and the accumulative amount increased by 2.70%—16.86%, 2.92%—18.34%, and 2.57%—17.04%

compared with other treatments, respectively, and significantly different from T1 and T2. Soil organic matter contents under the four
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trash application treatments were significantly higher than that under CK, and the contents of total N, P and K, alkali-hydrolyzed N,

available P and K were also higher than those before the experiment, and the increases were larger under T1 and T2. However, there

were no significant difference in soil nutrient contents among the four trash application treatments. Considering the changes in sugarcane

yield, nutrient accumulation, and soil nutrient content, 100% trash mixed with furrow soil (T4) is a better option.

Key words: Sugarcane; Soil; Trash returning; Yield; Nutrient

R AU — RS AT R RS AT S E AR A
FES KR B PGT RN RS A N —Fh A M R
B A B AT A/ PR B 7 A i KA TS 4, IfRE#b
Fe TR, BN A R JC F AL 7 SR
A& G AR RS G b WA i 4R e VR RS A BB A
BN, AP FRIZEA H i L 3 B 7 2 G IR S A T
TREWIE, RIS HEMED Y. K Z
B IR B R A AR Ol T IR RS
P wh R e R TR 45 3 B A E 1Y
[AIRE, — Sz BT TREFHE P IE R 7=l ZBA
AR B METR T Rk MK S5 E
S, BZLEARTEE 20 cm BCREAE P 1%
S5 SR FEFT VA it A FH AR TR .

JUV R EH A AU KA X, TR
H = E A REHA 500 T3 t LA M BEM LR 4ER | oF
LFHEZR NORTZR S iR, i B s PRt FH O =X st FH 2
AT PIZ 180 ~ 360 d s H KA A 5E 4 g7,
PO H RS & . L SrEE L AR ST R AE TR
SRR R A SRR, A — R B
SRR i G A Y s R LT L AL B A
H—EVEM, (A2 H 3K | 3 B AR SE >,
AR PE K & BRS8N, (EH T 25 4R
PP I B 2% 5 A RE I A B R, Q] e Ak B R
FH Ry % 5 Aot ke ) () U221 DA JRE A T 2 R 4 P
FIE Ry Rl 5 12 (E R4 R R e T
LML EL, T A AE L, WAME TR
sErp ke L, MR AZ B Bl H A
HUBAL AP & e, KA AN AL HL A5 2 TG N
HREAAR B TRV BTR B YE , A RE I A T AR A
B H R AT DGR Ay it S HH R W R 55 23 i i 5
Bz JEPEL bk, g5A TP A & R SRR,
ARG R A oA YA it O A Z PRk L 3R B R
F SRS A RZ I, LU oA R AL AL
5 SR PR B ARG

1 #REFEZE

1.1 R HEDR 5iR e AR
BRIET 2022 4F 3 H F 2024 4F 2 HZE) POHIN

WIZR BT X 2 AR AL R S M R A T G oA 2T 8,
CELEFAEHE 34 4, LR H NGRS PR bR
M-, JREGAT 3% 0 ~ 20, 20~ 40, 40 ~ 60 cm +JZ pH
1 4.84.4.42 437, FHLETH 24.23.19.78 .12.45 g/kg,
RN 117, 099, 0.74 g/kg, Wik 1.14, 0.86.
0.54 g/kg, 484 430, 4.25, 4.56 g/kg, BfEAN
89.95. 73.15, 52.33 mg/kg, A% 80.33, 42.25,
3.70 mg/kg, RN 183.90, 79.70. 46.54 mg/kg.

B H R TV AR A AR 44 5, YA
TP B AN ZE o TR A A TR 24 A (5 i R |
SURRHEEN . N. P,Os. K,0 5 0.4, 1.2, 180,
60. 120 g/kg, | PUIRLEWRHEABRA B MEAL
BI(E K,0 R 600 g/kg, FilEER I Tl A A PR Wl
HEECRE T U PR ALK E <15 em, K& &N
152.14 g/kg, HETJEmR. Al BRSO RN 430.45,
7.07. 0.79. 8.25 g/kg.

1.2 Rt

R 56 1% JC HE I8 [ (CK) AT 100% 7 - V4] JES it
(T1: AR TR A IR I e, 7R sa i 1
JEZ) 3 em JEREFPH ). 100% RERIATEE(T2: H
FEREFN S, TR REM I T AEA T R IR ) . 50%
FEM VAT + 50% REMHVA (T3 : 50% RERE T
FRHE VA RGP, PR R £JE2Y 3 em J5#EFH
RE, FERZEE LS, KRT 50% B T RES T
RETFHET) . 100% FER 578 T BIR(T4: PRt
EFMEIE IR IR G TG REFIH RS AMAb3. i H R
M 10.90 thm®, FFMHIAKETE, H 1.20 kg/m.
EEALFERNAE 6 47, 4THE 1.1 m, 17K 6.0 m, ML
39.6 m*., HERALBEEAE 3K,

T Sl HREA 7 2B, RE R T PR AL 5 | PO
AR 30 em, FHBERFHLIERAE 1K 25 cm, HIFF
HESZATIE 1.1 m FFREYE, 1793 25 cm, IH)E5E
35 cm, YT PE 50 cm, 2022 4F 3 H 19 H#&Fy, T &b
B 15 thm?, 208 12 J7 26 /hm*, 85, AT H/NM)
FEATIN IR 2 ~ 3 2F/BE, i H REZ5AE 375 kg/hm?,
R, JBEYA S em, 202246 A 5 H, iR
HUBIE H REZGAE 1 500 kg/hm? FISEALHH 200 kg/hm?,
RS BT . 2023 48 3 A 29 H, B/NX SN & A
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i EAAE B/ NX N, BURER T 2S00, TE iR
45 2023 44 130 H, 1EREEFHPIMmZE, it sy
JIE 1 875 kg/hm® FIGEALAR 200 keg/hm?, FEH5 +7 6. PI
ZHREGRG 2 W, 4 mAERREt . IR i 4% &
Joa BB R AN REb A —, SRS 256
1.3 MEERSFHZE

FEHRE T 20, B i | 1 AR RS 0 F 2022
120 15H . 20234612 H 5 H, G FRELSEH 6
PRI B e R i HRE, ZESERE R 15 em . VR 2 b
TRPZEANE R e, AR M E2EE . R
i 2R 2R, IS ISR 26] T B A EAR |
25 MR B, TR A B [
[ A H R L 2R L 2B, RIS EZE P o 2024
E2 A 26 B, HEAHEFMEAT 5 485 0~20 cm )2
B3, S MOCER27]h I E R IR A PUE
Rk EEAE RSP L A7k | IR SR TH
BRI CREE | R HOE | BRIR S NIRRT
Pk . CRRECR B — KA BETE 53 5 DU A LI
R B AW BAEA . AR MR i
1.4 HELIE

K Excel 2010 & SPSS 19.0 %4 #E47 ¥4 4b

55115081, R Duncan B & 22157 £ &
HeL .

2 HEREHW

2.1 EMAEAXMEEREERAOZMm

1R, T2, T3 ACHERIERR . M L2
M ZEHE K CK ARFRIG NN, {H 4 >R 04 it Ak FEUB M 1
I T1. T4 APRAEARFEAORR S . Hb D25 M 2K E
CK AbBEREAL, i T1 AbFEE CK AbBRMY 22 Rk
EIR 5 4 A I 9 it Ak B 2 A R 2R A
CK AbFRREA%, Hob T1, T2, T3 4F 5 CK AbFRE)
ZSHIRBEKT, AL T AR, W
ZEARILL T3 AhPEEAL, (EARBRE 22 R
ZHREZEEIYLL T4 A FER 2, RiTh 222 725 45/hm?,
BEHA AL BRI 6.20% ~ 13.95%, HKHE CK AbFE,
i T2 Kb/, H T4 AbBSH A B 22 R 10k
BEKT; BEREZEEI L T4 s, 2tk
185.35 thm’, FIHAALHIIG NN 3.44% ~ 22.29%, H
U CK AL, iff T1 AbBEfEAR, H T4 4bHLE T1,
T2 b PRy 22 T3k W E KT T, T4 ZbPHH E=R
oz, Ry

F1 FREMAERAXNTHERZER

Table I Agronomic characteristics of sugarcanes under different trash application methods in furrows

R 4l Fhi(em) M EZEE(em) HWTFZEE(em)  EfR(em) EEKkgK)  ER(G/MmY) TR (Vhm?)

Bk % T1 126.63 ¢ 108.71 ¢ 6.50 ¢ 231a 0.48 d 101 515b 4333 ¢
T2 142.76 b 122.94 b 6.61c 23la 0.54 ¢ 95455 ¢ 45.45¢
T3 150.14 b 127.95 b 7.59b 242a 0.59 ab 96212 ¢ 49.16 b
T4 14533 b 125.38 b 8.12 ab 235a 0.57b 109 848 a 5538 a
CK 161.60 a 139.22a 873 a 233a 0.60 a 104 409 b 55.02a

5 MR 7= Tl 27453 ¢ 244.88 ¢ 717 ¢ 235a 116 ¢ 100 000 ¢ 108.23 ¢
T2 298.86 a 269.35a 733 ¢ 233a 1.30 ab 100 000 ¢ 119.77 b
T3 301.04 a 269.47 a 8.67b 239a 1.36a 100 757 be 125.72 ab
T4 280.65 be 253.26 be 9.65a 23la 1.24b 112877 a 129.97 a
CK 292.95 ab 265.47 ab 9.98 a 237a 127b 105303 b 124.16 ab

HE: RP RSB AR /NG P 2R [ — 25 H R R AR PR A] 22 57 B 2 (P<0.05); IR

22 EMHAEAXNHERSSENZM

%2 Won, TEHHEZE, 4 A A AL B H A
W E R A CK AR A, Jop T1, T2 AR PE=ERY
AGEEEST T4, CK AT 4 AR i ab FAR
AR A CKOAREENE I, oA T1 AR B 38w T
ARACHR, (HASALPRZE | RS 2R R AR 41
FEMIATEAL BIAR | A B A CKOAR BN, =5

(B AL CK AR H /b, Jorfr T1, T2 Ab3EAR . 1
RS R ER T T4, CK AR, fEMMRZE, 4
I it Ak FEE AR L I 4 280 L A0 B B CK A FREE T
TSR . B CK AL HS /D, (A2 A] Y 22 5
AR E SR ZER T EER AR
AIUL, REM A A R R AR A B

IS
7 ﬂr‘ﬂ o
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Table 2 Nutrients contents in sugarcanes under different trash application methods in furrows
HHEE posil £ o bl
R e it R e nt Zins £ nt
Bz Tl 729 a 594 a 623 a 0.61a 0.44 a 0.65a 378 a 8.90 a 8.36a
T2 7.11a 6.04 a 6.14 a 0.56b 0.45a 0.64 a 371a 898 a 8.14a
T3 711 a 5.87 ab 6.19a 0.56 b 0.44 a 0.63a 3.53b 8.87a 8.01a
T4 7.07 a 5.64b 6.09 a 0.57b 0.44 a 0.64 a 3.52b 8.76 a 7.53b
CK 7.00 a 5.63b 594 a 0.55b 0.44 a 0.64 a 351D 9.03 a 6.92 ¢
TR ZE Tl 4.64 a 344 a 6.03a 0.47 a 0.35a 0.62a 2.61a 7.89 a 897 a
T2 4.56a 339a 6.29a 0.45a 035a 0.64 a 2.58a 7.99 a 9.02a
T3 448 a 334a 6.27a 0.45a 0.35a 0.63a 2.56a 8.00 a 9.00 a
T4 448 a 344 a 6.20 a 0.45a 0.34a 0.64a 2.54a 7.95a 894 a
CK 4.45a 348 a 6.00 a 0.45a 035a 0.61a 2.53a 8.05a 8.62a
23 EHAEAXNHEFSRENZ N BT T, CKAREE; T4 ZbFR . APAS R RH A

3R, WIMHESASEA . BRREALE
¥ILL T4 db¥ife sy, HUOE CK A8, W& S T1,
T2 AbHRAY 22 5 Ik W E UK T4 AbBEAR A AL 2R
A EE ARG T CK AbHE, 2SR B
BEAIR T CK AL, (AP0 Em THRLH,; T4
AEBEMH AR RS T3 AR AR E  HPE R
FETHAAE, fEIERZE, T4 ABARMA . B
FERERT T, H5HAALIR 22 5 A8 5
F; T4 HZEMA . R RES CK AHEFAE
F, AMEHBEST T, T2 A3 T4 kb3
AR ES T3 AR AR E, HREHRE

ALY AN 2.97% ~ 15.68% . 1.15% ~ 15.58%,
5 T1. T2 AbPRAY 22 R 353K 2 7KF; T4 Zb3HR |
R B A R SRR S T T3, CK AbFE,
WERET T, T2 AbF; T4 AbBErF B R E g
T T3 b3, WS THAGMH ., WEHER . B X
PR R AR T4 MR Z, 7300 349.69. 33.43,
608.19 kg/hm®, %% H 43 4b B 43 36 n 2.70% ~
16.86% . 2.92% ~ 18.34% ., 2.57% ~ 17.04%, HIKJE
CK 4b3, T T1 kb#ife/b . Al UL, T4 Lb3H FE ki
R WML, T T1 AR BH RER IR . B M
BRI

*®3 TREMAEAXTHERSREE (kg/hm?)

Table 3 Nutrient accumulations in sugarcanes under different trash application methods in furrows

HEEE g A G #
Ui e it P58y R - it P58 s R E it J58 s

BifEZ T1 2.53d 7820d 37.30b 118.03c¢ 021b 580d 3.90c 99lc 13lc 117.11¢c 50.07b 168.49¢
T2 2.68c 8248c 3826b 123.42c 021b 6.11c 4.0lc 1033c 140b 122.65c¢ 50.75b 174.80c
T3 286b 87.15b 42.43a 132.44b 0.22b 6.60b 429b 11.11b 1.42b 131.72b 5495a 188.09b
T4 3.10a 93.15a 43.82a 140.07a 025a 731la 464a 1220a 154a 146.60a 5421a 20235a
CK 3.03a 93.10a 4257a 138.70ab 0.24a 7.28a 459a 12.11a 1.52a 149.44a 49.57b 200.53a

ERZE T1 3.09b 104.58d 73.53c¢ 181.20c 03lc 10.51c¢ 7.52d 1834c 1.74b 239.94c¢ 10945¢ 351.13¢
T2 342a 111.74c 80.61a 195.77b 0.34b 11.49b 8.15bc 19.98b 1.93a 26345b 115.63ab 381.01b
T3 3.51la 11629bc 83.78a 203.58ab 0.35ab 12.03ab 8.43ab 20.81ab 2.0la 27894a 120.28a 401.23a
T4 3.56a 122.86a 83.20a 209.62a 036a 1227a 860a 21.23a 2.02a 283.76a 120.06a 405.84a
CK 348a 120.10ab 7822b 201.80ab 0.35ab 12.11a 791c 20.37ab 198a 278.05a 112.40bc 392.43 ab

24 EMARAXNMEHELIERSSENZME
4 oK, 4 BRI AR BE A S LTS Y
BE®T CKABANKI AT, 4 CK AL A% A 7

HIHEI 6.97% ~ 9.64% . 7.10% ~ 9.78%, Hr T2 kb

i, HUOE T1ARBE, {8 4 SR8t b 2] )
SR E; 4 REM VA A+ R SRR
BRI T BN 1.71% ~ 5.98% .1.60% ~ 5.80%,
1M CK AbFHAZ . WA & BRI arm >, Hh
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T1 APPSR IGRT . T2 5 CK AbHAY 22 F 35k K
Sy 5 ASAbE AR A R0 S BRI H 4 b
N 3.51% ~5.26%. 8.99% ~ 10.42%, M T1, T2 &b
P50 T 1 22 S 80k 0 KO, AR A A AR
5 AT Y 22 S ARE B KOE (B S AN B Y 25

SRR 5 A B S BRI
HIZ 3600 1.86% ~ 3.49% ., 1.88% ~ 3.35%, i T1
A B A, HKOE T2 ACBR, (HARBRE] Y 25 5359 i
Fo AW, FERANE AT INR)Z AL . Al BE
KA, Horp T1, T2 KPP IR K .

x4 TREMHAGRAXNTLEFSSE

Table 4  Soil nutrient contents under different trash application methods in furrows

Kb B HHLF (g/kg) 2R (g/kg) Bl % A (mg/kg) 2 (g/kg) A R (mg/kg) 4 (g/kg) L (mg/kg)

Tl 2623 a 124 a 95.17 a 120a 88.55 a 445a 190.07 a

T2 26.60 a 1.21 ab 93.52 ab 120a 88.70 a 442a 189.81a

T3 26.11a 1.20 abc 92.43 abc 1.19 ab 88.44 a 441a 188.65a

T4 2595a 1.19 abc 91.39 abc 1.19 ab 88.05a 439a 187.91 a

CK 24.26D 1.15¢ 88.16 ¢ 1.18 ab 87.55a 438a 187.36 a
i) 2423 b 1.17 be 89.95 be 1.14b 80.33 b 430a 183.90 a

PEE TR & R EETS A G AL AR R

3 g

30 EMAaEAXNEERZEERNEm

A O RE AR H W AR 2R B A AR
FRTEITS 21 A5 AN A P I3y 8 6 A T B 5 mT 48
RAVREL. ARCER. bR 251 HZKE KRR,
WA R a4 A o BT 7 T 25 A8 L MR R
SR OSSP 22 R R B E Y A
& tHRER AR RE . SRS BR H R 3R | S EER
K R T IR 7 5, A R R A
I FH G H AR K I RS R 0, BT, 4 ARt
T4 it Ak B AT AR e L M 2R MR E A CK Ak
HRRAR, oo T1AMHR S, SET AR BoKRAYSS
AN, TR AT e R AR K R R I (7—10 A),
R TS DRI R RS, R
RS A B )22 107 BEL S 3 7K T 8 AR 3 K DR A
AES, Hb F2EA LAk, SECFRaE >0,
TEIERRZE, T2, T3 AbFEMRR | b 125w MR E K CK
AbFEE N, {2 T1 AbEARR BT CK 4B, X n]
ABJE T1 ANFREMEE it i) 2 00R, b TR
O, B RREEAS INY BURS FFRR )2, SE M0 H AR R A
KA WO AR B 118280 geah 4 AR it Ak
PP Z e 25 E 48 CK ARBERRAR, o T1,
T2 RbPHARTEH, X FEIEEA R i ARME YA R
B TR, /D TR RS FEPI g H
H, T4 RbFEZEECR AR AN E R, R T BE
T4 ARPHEE SRR 2 HIRA TS, (R T HIRA
A P b oRE T, PR T RERT AR, B T R AL
BREE LSS ME, HEMTE 3—6 H Y MR 78 2 51 T

UL T4 AP A, T T1. T2 AR, SHiA
WFoE B AMEERAR T, AT, BEnT SR 4 118
TRt FHAT R T H RSB, A= R =, e nt 4
H it T AR V) TS R A e IR
32 EMAamARANHEHEFRSRENEN

RSN E Y = 1 W R FE A, (HOAR [ S A
7 20 VR R R 3500 B R AR AR R0 A
FEH, T4 AHEPZEH AL B R RO AL
HEN, 5 T1, T2 AbPEAY 22 H 30k B EKE, S5
ZEPE AR ALAIL, X AT RESE T4 Ab BEERACK I A5 KM
WSS B 22 (G, 0T B DR A TR A E R AT 7 4
TR ST, SRR AR, B AR
e, SRR T H R Besh, T3, T4 4b
PHPEZ H R A AR R AR R B B
BERKTF CK kB, SHpARFRAES . TR
AKFEPORG L SRR, 33 AT RE S R o A S A Y
IR, SR H AR KR I B AR A
Z | PR WE R TR, H)E, T4, CK 4bH
BTREL R AR Pl o L 2R R o R B Y
f&T T1AREE, X AT BERAEARE AN 51 (0 7 50 B
ROV o FTUL, SRR A 4 38R FH T (2 E H
W SCFI AR SRR L W BB AR08, T e P v it P A V)
U0 il 2% 1T 2 0 o) RE M SRR SR R4
33 EMAmAXEHELEFRINEN

AN RS AR B 5 3R 53R 0 S s R R
R—gUTIB R g, 4 AN REN Yt b P A 25
2 A PR S A CK A BRI 6 F 25
S ABFFEah AR >4 sk 2B R R R A
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Wi, EAUE TR, REBAREM K,
2 - AR ) Ao e A SR T T A HLE N
Gh, 4 A TEMEREANEE ISR 2. 28 T
R AR BGEAUE  RA CK AR BRI T8
Hop T, T2 A AIGIRE, X 0] RS th T REnT 4
it R A IS e R A, SRR, dE S R R
TR R RO R g A i g TR SR, 4 4
TR 3 it A B ) ATl . AL A RN K RO A
5 CK AR ARE, ST AMFRERAR
AR R0 0 Sn] e R RE T B R D | R
et B H R R B 2 s, Ak, 4 A RER i
WP, A B SR ERYARE, 5
HIABFSE B KAEFFAE FH 025 SR AR, H R ] 2
RERFE G TR A R 1, T2 2 FHREA REEMT,
HETTAR /N Tt =2 o 25 5 . R, CK b3
A O P R A S AR, 3 AT g R i
M 25 R E A T, FEM AT 2 A LR
VGRS TSR 5K, e Hp AR I 4 v i 1 9 Jre k74
TG H

4 g

HLEWZH AR, 100% HEM578 HBR
TR BE R RO R 2, AR ks, miL
AR I3 it Ak BT R R 100% 40 S it 5 74 1T it
BUEIGE 5 4 R JA AL B 2 H AL, B A
RG2S 528 AR, L 100% #Ert5
T8 A5 TR it FH AL 3 5 5 T P ) it T 3 I A )
REAVRE &, ARBRERMESR . 2. 28,
A . A AR B AR A i, P 100% RERF
JEHEAT 100% FERIA G 3G IR, 3 4 A4S pEr:
AL BE] A SR SR EF AR E . WH B
i SRR R R A R AR S R, AW
FEAMET 100% FEM 598 BRI AR 8AE

S 3k
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