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Ko, ZHES, MR, Tag’, o A, REg!, Bad', ¥ % R
A A

(1 TTIRVEH X AO BL2AFFT AT, TTORERI 2240025 2 VTSRS & E R I ARG X, TIRERE 2243005 3 #iiTa &Rl Rl2Be,
BN 310021)

Aok
Ao

OE: NI EDEAE AT A B0 B v 3R e RACR, Sl RN SRR AR #(CK . SN1, SN2, SN3,
SN4 K SN4+OF % 7 i & =48 9128 N 0, 90, 135, 180. 225 kg/hm® &2 N 225 kg/hm* HEHLIE) T HFE AW . BREFR &5 M Bl
3 B - AR AR L ik W e S B B R AR IR B AR DGR T TS o 2538 SN3 A BN 4t g HH i R A e R A X1
AR A A AR P . SNA+OF Ab38 R 35 Bl A [ S SR PR . A& E e S EP BT, 28 6.44 g/kg. 0.62 g/kg
A140.1 mgkg, THEHHEADUR . MAR. BAR. WMAEYAEYREEAMBC, MBN)F i BRI HIFE H(CPMD L) SN2 438 T
FH 5 B R0 AR, 9% C/N. MBC/MBN LB 435 2L SN4+OF F1 SN2 AbFE T FHFE#EIL F s, G, SN3 AbFRAT B @47
1o R A e R 7 40 e, T 5 3 i F SR U A SN2 B SN4+OF Ab3AS
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Effects of Overturning Sesbania cannabina on Soil Carbon, Nitrogen and Microbiological

Biomass in Coastal Area

ZHU Xiaomei', WANG Futong?, XING Jingcheng', WANG Jianhong®, LIU Chong', ZHAO Baoquan', WEN Zhugui',

DONG Jing', HE Tingting', HONG Lizhou'"

(1 Institute of Agriculture Sciences in the Coastal Area Jiangsu, Yancheng, Jiangsu 224002, China; 2 Jiangsu Yancheng Wetland
Rare Birds National Nature Reserve, Yancheng, Jiangsu 224300, China; 3 Zhejiang Academy of Agriculture Sciences, Hangzhou
310021, China)

Abstract: A field experiment was conducted to explore the effects of overturning Sesbania cannabina on the improvement of
soil in coastal area, the biomass, carbon and nitrogen contents of Sesbania cannabina under different fertilization treatments (CK,
N 0 kg/hm?; SN1, N 90 kg/hm?; SN2, N 135 kg/hm?; SN3, N 180 kg/hm?; SN4, N 225 kg/hm?; SN4+OF, N 225 kg/hm?* +organic
fertilizer), microbiological biomass, carbon and nitrogen contents of soil were determined, and the correlations between soil
properties and plant indexes were analyzed. The results showed that SN3 got the highest total biomass, and nitrogen and carbon
contents in twice mowing of Sesbania cannabina. SN4 + OF had the highest contents of soil organic carbon, total nitrogen and
fixed ammonium, which were 6.44 g/kg, 0.62 g/kg and 40.1 mg/kg, respectively. SN2 had the highest contents of active organic
carbon, nitrate nitrogen, ammonium nitrogen, microbial biomass carbon (MBC) and nitrogen (MBN) and CPMI. SN4 + OF and
SN2 got the highest ratios of soil C/N and MBC/MBN. In conclusion, SN3 can significantly increase the biomass, carbon and
nitrogen contents of Sesbania cannabina, and SN2 and SN4+OF have the better effect on soil improvement.

Key words: Fertilization treatments; Sesbania cannabina; Overturning; Soil carbon and nitrogen; Soil microbiological biomass
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R RN AN TR R TG BRI ARk, e
TRORER 731 il B AR R A S A0 TR R B 2, (2
M A A AL, HI T KA R, Tk
FhUE FAT, Gl R A UL B R el K E)
PRSEL S TV A S SRR Y, (A LA T o
BRI A ERE . PR RBUEAR S KU,
SR P A AR e — S P U
MmNy, HOARORI S T TR
b5 P AR 00 BT, e dhinh 8 g/kg YT
JEERT A DA I, HAEYEAER R IR P
905%™, AR L2 A T 5 AR 4N B IR Ak K 18
SR T T TR, R I
A AR I U X L SR A PR 1 52
WS4 4T, (L P57 X0 1) B e FRL X O A b -
SR BB AR 3 R R 7 T A AT REERYAGE . A
WP LL R D BURERIEA Y, BT AL X S A FET 35 A
Yyt i) MR S LR SRR ALY | A A W Rl
JEAE B OS5 8 T i T By e W2 L, A S
AT DR A FH B DA e A bl ke R A AR B

1 #MRETE

1.1 IR

RIT 2018 4F 6 H 2| 8 A VLA ARG
BRI edb +— X #E 7, HhFRA7 ' 32°51'6" N
120°53'31" B, ZXHIALBRIRAT , J8 T HA KU A
BRI S, AESR 13 ~ 16 °C, JoFE 208 ~
220 d, 4F H BRI 2 100 ~ 2 600 h, 4EEIFEFR 5 900 ~
1300 mm, £ BH 5 (ARG RRARAAIE o ARt 38 S T
+, FARMARILE 1.

F1 i HEERMEIK

Table 1 Basic physiochemical properties of tested soil

Eizg 0 £ izt 4
pH 7.93 2% (glkg) 0.37
BBk (g/kg) 3.44 B A (mg/kg) 14.5
IEMEAT AL (g/kg)  1.25 HAS (mg/kg) 26.3

MAEYAEY A (ng/kg) 247
MY A YR (mg/ke)  173.8
] % A% (mg/kg) 11.4

H 3 (mg/kg) 14.1
WA (mg/kg)  356.5
LT EEgke) 276

1.2 RIgit

HEIRLRIE H , AR ERE I 15 Bk R
PRER (% N 460 g/kg) . WM (% P,0s 120 g/kg) . fi
FREN(F KoO 520 g/ko) MMM R AHULCE PL & &
460 g/kg). FHAEY HBERL, IF2#ELH, R
AT IR T 45 7, AR 6 ME P 2),

FRAbHE 4 RE S, FEHLIX L HES , B/ NX AL 4 mx6 m,
DL Jiti B 4b B Sy o BB (CK) , it A LR 42k 3 Ky
SN4+OF, BIE . #PIE S AIEH) 50% AERENE—iKit
Ao 2018 4F 6 H LAJ#%FN, 7 A FRAIHE S 1.5 m
ZEAT B AT AR —UONE, XIFR A = 5 e 1, 9K
A 50% RAHUGEIE A . 8 H KB IEIT2E
UL, I 43 G000 R R 43 RS AR ) i R
R B, [ SRAEAFARAE Sl A 5 b AR MR L 7 it
AIIE . 9 HERAE 0 ~ 20 cm 4, FOMEFEHT
D7 B S A (NHe-N) . iEEANO; -N) . AW EY
HKAMBC., MBN)& &, #55 HFHERT . BFES
T B FH 0 52 34 EU(TN) | FE 5487 A HLBR(TOC)
FE A HLR(AOC) 5
*2 R EFHEAEE (kg/hm?)

Table 2 Experiment scheme and fertilization applying rates

JG3L] N P05 K,0 AHLAE
CK 0 0 0 0
SN1 90 90 75 0
SN2 135 90 75 0
SN3 180 90 75 0
SN4 225 90 75 0
SN4+OF 225 90 75 9 000

1.3 METMBEMAZE

AR SR B R 8 R A AU o R i
MO, o HER S AR FBE D 5 L ki, il
BECRHLINMHOCERME, FESECRA Silva
il Bremer 75 52 MY, AR 4 A W e b SRR U0 T
Z-K,SO, IF M iR A PR A 0.2 mol/L
(1/6 Ko,Cr,O7+1 : 3H,80,, 7K : FR=3 = DyJtkzz!,

AR PR A PR BU(CPMI) & )y e . DR
JEEFE R (CPT) = SR (i om0/ S50 R B 75 1
Q) M0 P2 5 i (A)= 3 TE A ML B i/ - 4R
PEA LB 1 O R TG B AR AU (AD=1- 48K
T PR3 JRE /TR A 2206 5 () - ik 12 45 A 4L
(CPMI , %)= 38 i % 45 %k (CPY)x Bk 2 1% JE 45 %%
(AD)x 100",
1.4 BURLEBS S

IRIGEHE R H Excel 2010 il SPSS19.0 #EFT40 B
5531081

2 ERE4SW

2.1 AEEELETHERELZBENE
M3 BE Al Bl R B, S — O
I A e S 5 B TH RS, ELLL SN3 4bp
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B T A AR B, R AE T SN3 A ) S AL it
HA R T HE RTINS FE K . SN4. SN4+OF Ab3!
A e O s, P A R RO A2 B A
TREIE Y L SNA+OF b3 g, MR ERAE e L)

SN4 Ah PRy, X 5 SRR IE [ B SER AR S 7R R
K, SN b B )5 A 5 B 841 10 K1) 31 5 8 3R A
A HE BA Y E K LI BE SN3>SN4>SN4+OF>
SN2>SN1>CK,

%3 HEBENERIHELHSEEYE(Kke/hm?)

Table 3 Biomass of Sesbhania cannabina in twice mowing and overturning

Ab 3 S — N A Yy B RN Y RSy e S
CK 9116+420b 14507+1167b 9282+1085b 32905+ 1874 b
SN1 10 616 + 420 ab 17231 +2563 ab 10 561 + 1229 ab 38 408 + 3 585 ab
SN2 12340+ 1501 a 17787 1 620 ab 10 505 + 1 041 ab 40631+2585a
SN3 12617+1398a 19399+ 1252 ab 11 950 =7 700 ab 43966 £2458 a
SN4 11228631 a 19 065 +2 659 ab 12617+674a 42910+2649 a
SN4+OF 11061+ 1711 ab 19899 +4574a 11395+2 111 ab 42355+5843a

T [FISVEE S ARG PR b BRI 25 5 8 35 (P<0.05); T 1A

22 AEEELETEEREEKRKASE
MR 4 LA, TSR, 25 B —
YK - =20 X3 >R . PR )
M e 5 A A - I {E I L SN2 Ak R
RRFBLA SN Ak Bl de iy o Bl 6t i 39, P R IR

SN3 Kb B, MRFLL SNI1 4bFif ., wl UL, SN3
A PHEAT ) 5 AR R B AL B B ) b
(%, SNA+OF Ab B PR YN & M 1 30 0 7% s 4
SN2. SN3. SN4 ZbHfRfik, FRHJERHE . —ZAHLE
AR — R Pt A TR o R B ik e, AR AR X A

R E L - FRFIAR AR & 3 2 B TF R LRl R Tt SNA+OF Zh A My i gl KO0 97 3 Y
Feo WIYONEI e b AR i A A E L FREEA

x4 HBEBEENK. T2E@ke

Table 4 Carbon and nitrogen contents of Sesbania cannabina

=i Ab 3 55— YN | 55 ZUON ) 13 R FHE
fik CK 524+9¢ 485+ 1 ¢ 418+ 6 ce 477+ 1 ¢
SN1 525+ 1 be 492 + 4 abc 439+ 1a 487 +3 ab
SN2 550+9a 500+ 6a 430+ 4 ab 497+3a
SN3 536 + 2 abc 496 + 10 ab 425+ 9 bede 488 + 8 ab
SN4 534+ 12 abe 487+ 3 be 428 + 6 bed 482 + 4 be
SN4+OF 542 + 15 ab 495+ 4 ab 429 + 2 be 490 + 9 ab
A CK 31.0+£0.5b 226+04b 82+02d 209+05b
SN1 31.6+ 1.3 ab 23.8+0.1a 9.0+0.1a 21.9+0.2 ab
SN2 31.7+0.4 ab 240+02a 8.7 £0.2 abc 224+04a
SN3 327+0.1a 246+03a 8.6+ 0.1 be 226+03a
SN4 32.5+0.4 ab 244+03a 8.5+0.1cd 21.84+0.5ab
SN4+OF 31.1+1.3ab 23.9+09a 8.9+0.5ab 21.8 £0.5 ab

23 AREHEELETHEEKKRRLL

TR (C/N) S SR AR S i R AT 2R A B 4
B, C/N RN, BERAEMED hE 1 a5,
FH 35 P M 35 =35 C/N EB 43318 16 ~ 18 F1 20 ~
22, HRHN 48 ~ 52, VEHIXIEIS S H AR
R AR, N YR A AR E L,
FRSXHF PO 1 -5 B AR Y O/N L, 45 it AR Ak 2
[B] C/N I 225, v, KAl H C/N iy

SEMR/INT R B 20 A B R 5
24 A[EHEEAET HELIEE BT T IEE %R

YSZiEES it ap A

5 BREoR, AREALALET HE S H 1
HEA P S B LA SNA+OF AbFHRH v 1 HoAtb it AE b
X SR AR B R BRI
MBS & 1 B CPMI (YL SN2 Kby, e
i S Ll SN2 Kb H R 2 v T H A AL . AT,
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SN2 Ab BET A4 FH A5 i 4% 33 15 AE A AL T oAt
&I\IEO

O&—dAIE B & ’%:YJ(XIJ‘E'JlﬂL’H‘Kb R
al

ssor @ be abc abc c
7]
45.0F 7
z 35.0F
25.0F

15.0

50 CK SI\.Il SI;I2 SI.\I3 Si\14 SN;1.+OF
i
(TR )N 5 B W R S 45 A B P<0.05
K2 5 )

E1 FREMEELETHEER C/N
Fig. 1 C/N ratios of Sesbania cannabina under different
fertilization treatments

25 AEEELETHESREZANTESER
H AN W
2 6 AFEAC AL BT H SR A H s 34
R mLL SNA+OF AbH i 2 o T HAb AL B . - 4 [
FE A A 3 R 43 L SN4+OF il SN4 >SN3

SN2 il SN1 >CK. HIEMUEWEYREA . HEE KL
SRS EYLL SN2 Ab PR . HF AR AR HH i
Y SN3 AbHE, KB A E LT SN2 A FE (B4
RAL), X5 SN3 AhHET H T A H A R K= A
F14) 70350 AT - S GCAE 1 3 e AR Ak 3z 340
AKX
2.6 AEFEABAIET HEFSZKIEE B L EHRR
te. MAEYEYERR L RUEWHHNZI
R R, REPHERZ L CN A 8~ 15,
SEHIFE 10 ~ 1209 & 2 B, AN EAR AL BT B
SEAEAE S 3 C/N HAE 9.8 ~ 10.4, FeAAF|SE1y
K-, HA DL SN4+OF AbFi iz, SN2 AbHikz,
{HLA5 A B R 22 5 42 35 o FH R R B B A HH s 338
A W R A L (MBC/MBN)E 5.9 ~ 6.3, HLUI
SN2 KbFHEA & & F A, S i 3
AW R O A HILEK i 1 B E(MBC/TOC),
e IR W AR AR . IR R,
b W R A HLBRER 22, 3964 BILRR JE A e 71
ME 3 v, HERHE, HIEMEYRETE 40 ~ 49,
HLL SN1 A, SN4 Fil SN4+OF kb FRAG A,

x5 HELAMNLEEHKR(TOC). FHEBHRAOC). MEMEMEMRMBC)RIKEEIEIEE CPMI R
Table 5 Effects of overturning Sesbania cannabina on soil TOC, AOC, MBC contents and CPMIs

b3 TOC(g/kg) AOC(g/kg) MBC(mg/kg) CPMI(%)
CK 530+ 0.60b 1.77+0.12 b 247.9+10.4d 136.1£4.8 b
SN1 5.43 £ 0.69 ab 1.82+0.21b 253.2+5.1 be 1403+ 8.6
SN2 5.63+0.71 ab 2.05+0.24a 2683£9.2a 165.1£7.7a
SN3 5.54+0.58 ab 1.94 +0.28 ab 2520 £4.2 cd 153.6 + 18.0 ab
SN4 541+ 1.03 ab 1.86 +0.19 ab 257.8493b 147.4 £ 15.0 ab
SN4+OF 6.44+120a 1.98 + 0.29 ab 257.3+8.9b 149.6 +22.3 ab

*6 HELHMIEEZR(TNRHEASZENTM

Table 6 Effects of overturing Sesbania cannabina on soil TN and its fraction contents

Qb TN(g/kg) MBN(mg/kg) NO;-N(mg/kg) NH;-N(mg/kg) i 5 A 4% (mg/kg)
CK 0.52+0.04b 40.7+3.1¢ 68.0+0.2b 18.8+0.1b 356+1.9b
SN1 0.53+0.03b 42,6+ 0.4 ab 693+ 1.1b 204+04a 36.9+0.7ab
SN2 0.55+0.03b 433+3.0a 73.0+1.5a 206+04a 37.8+2.2ab
SN3 0.56+0.06 b 41.4+0.3 be 69.2+0.1b 20.0+ 1.5 ab 36.8+3.0ab
SN4 0.55+0.08 b 429+ 1.6ab 71.1+2.1ab 19.9+ 1.0 ab 39.8+2.4a
SN4+OF 0.62+0.04a 42.8+0.6 ab 69.0+3.8b 19.9+ 0.7 ab 40.1+0.6a

2.7 HEBFEHRRER TERAERSRERE 8
ES K
ML MR, MR AW SRR AR
FLPRBR & 55 SRR A Yy e Y Rk e IR SR
L MBRAE SRS DREESA TR DIEREY
A= W g i R VA LA B R W AR

R R AR IEA GO R, M PRAR 5 1 5 4
mPEA LS R A LS RS R IEA RS R
TR YRR S RS DR ERA S ERMNZ
[IFFAERR B35 BRI G AR o AL, AERR AR AL 8 K
b8 AN TRDE A B R R 2 A A AR — E 1 IE A
KRR
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HC/N £ MBC/MBN

125
10.0 - [

751 [

C/N

SOt

250

0.0

CK SN1 SN2 SN3 SN4  SN4+OF

b3

(B AR /NG SRR R [A]—F8 bR AN [a] 4b B 2% 57 E P<0.05
KFE-BE, TR
2 HBETHMTIERICRMENEYE
A a: Al
Fig. 2 Effects of overturning Sesbania cannabina on soil C/N
ratio and soil microbial biomass C/N ratio

RR: Gt

CK SN1 SN2 SN3

b3
E 3 HETHETIEHE YRR R0
Fig. 3 Effects of overturning Sesbania cannabina on
soil microbial quotient

SN4 SN4+OF

3 itig
31 AEGRAEBNBERIEEYE. REASE
)20 Az oAl

F5 0 SRR ACIR A , BAT i i [ U RE
I, B AAERRLHE F X TS A S5 1 R0 7 T

ORISR0, it P 2008 T ok P 2 K00 A2
FHG, EEEE N 432 gkg EEER L HIE |,
PP R B FIE XS AR A TR A ) 7 A K R SR A
TR B, (S AR BT L, A AT A
M7, AR, FEER 8N 1.68 g/kg AR
+ AR R, BEALE A R R T, AUE
R 360 kg/hm? Fif A9 I #5 P7 mde i o AIRIGAF7T45
BE AR, 5XTRME, AR R E RS
M#E A Wrar, HtiH R 180 kg/hm? I A= ¥ e iy
X5 AT I A7 B e — F e A SR A A O ARG
L S TR A B B A AR R AR D T A
R, X ST LT ARG, MR AL
SeM A T B B2 A A, AT SRR R A ) 1 45 96
[ RAE 32 2w A s g e v &0

ToRRon, HEHEME SRR 463 gkg, A& E
9 18.9 gkg, C/N My 24,518 AHF5E v A bE
Wim il 477 ~ 497 glkg, A E N 20.9 ~22.6 g/kg,
C/N FRy 21 ~ 23, BRA T HEIE, 0 CO/N AR
I, WTRE I PR R AR 50 U I A C A5 it FH A2 2 T A
MR AR IR A A, AT /N HURE G, A<
G, RS — O E b E 350558 N M 13
TR TR R | 2607 AR AR AN [R) it A Ak 28 1] 114 72
b BT, FEARAS B Rpt 5 A 0T R i e 2R 7
K CN R EZRER, SMFIREEH T IO HAx ZAH
FKFGHRTC 2 R
3.2 AEHEARALIE B E LR AL B X LR R R

Y EYER
3.2.1  ASTA]jit AR A B S AR HH X 38 HLER A
A5 05 SRS AT HUBR 4143 3T
VPR WL A A B SR A ML S A

x7 HBEMNKREARIERPEERRAS BHBEXRY

Table 7 Correlation coefficients between carbon, nitrogen of Sesbania cannabina and main components of soil carbon and nitrogen

iR R MR B KRR CN  TOC MBC AOC TN MBN NH;-N NO;-N [ &%

TERRAE ) 1.000

WL/ 0.549 1.000

TR A 0.816" 0.797 1.000

FEHFE C/N —0.806 -0.425 —0.885" 1.000

TOC 0.423 0.500  0.198 0.083 1.000

MBC 0.430 0.815°  0.556 -0.209 0.298 1.000

AOC 0.638 0.922"  0.741 -0.398 0.593 0.813"  1.000

TN 0.618 0.471 0.305 —0.101  0.963™ 0307 0616 1.000

MBN 0.533 0.704  0.506 -0.232 0.408  0.851° 0.612 0.436 1.000

NH;-N 0.561 0.838" 0815  —0.585 0.168 0.729  0.626 0.184 0.807  1.000

NO;-N 0.405 0.652 0.556 —-0.335  —0.041  0.931" 0.645 0.021 0.759  0.700 1.000

Il 2 A 0.663 0.331 0.248 —0.132 0.655 0.501  0.450 0.770 0.737 0.318  0.368 1.000

TE: *FIRTE P<0.05 KFRFAK; *FFRTE P<0 .01 K WFEML.

http://soils.issas.ac.cn



534 +

e %53 %

RFAEN2 BT R, SRALSE A AT RIS R
BT A HLAIRL, B0 AT il SRR 2 TS A AL
R HLE RN, TR WAL RARIGEAL A H ]
P I A ALK S, RISl Rh L, AR
15 000 kg/hm® LR ACEE R 5 AR5 - HETE PEAT HLER &
AR 17.4%720 AKX, 45 4b B 35 FH A H
Je T 1 A AL B ok 2 0 A 0 il A 1Y
1.25 g/kg 1 173.8 mg/kg 43 HIHE 5 41.6% ~ 64.0% Al
42.6% ~ 54.4%, FOBAET X RS, X
T DRI P24 G FH 5 B 38 S 538 0 ~ 20 em
R AT BURR 5 R E — 3

- SR A TS B (CPMI) 2 45 e I b 38+ 58 A7
BILJTT 5 %60 R - A BT 7 St 1) BB e LA 38 B
T PR RO, 2 e B I 5 S A LR AR
HIFERR , RENE S AR VR it i+ 498 T T P Y
FEEEUSSI CPMI B LTS R R, W4 5l Fom o A
7 Tt AL it T B T e N B IR . B
UGBS I, AT R R B SRR AIE 23 000 ~
30 000 kg/hm® j5, +3 CPMI {85 /KINAH H 3 fin
2.7% ~7.6%, HARTE 0~ 162 kg/hm’JEEN, %
REFRR CPMI AT 3 22 5 . AR ES R s, SN2
RO, Bt A A 135 kg/hm? i, FH 3 B0 0k S +
e CPMI fHff, N 1651%, SXTHRAHLL, 3
21.3%, {HFfGE AR, 3 CPMI {5 T k%,
i B BRI T R s S A B R A, IS RE A ek
fB I R R o it A kit v i - 438 CPMIL{H T B Y SR
PILE T — 2 K AR B Tt TS M T Bl 2 0 () AR A7 2R
e, G MESZ 2], FEAR T e Y R Y ik
Ty B NIRRT, RS e R R ARk, #
ik A SRR R N itk ) FH %) B RO A i, el 3
JE 16 A LR 7 BRI, T AR AN - A
B, G2 CPMI{H FF#.
3.2.2 AN it A Ak P A A A8 T X6 4 39 4 R0 % H:
WM KRR, Pl 0 S A o] 4
T AR SHES ARG E, S A S S A
T HGHEBCAEN) EEAEOEA, WA T B
48 v R A e 2 R R R AR LR AR
B, AN R A Ak BT FH 534 FH ) - S A RN
ARG R A i, (ARCRA B, R
%o} BEA B B A AE , (H I RS AR A A AR
N A B i AR R, B R Y A= ) i 3
i, e S R R A AR B S A i AR
5 8 S RIS A& ol 20 me/kg 47, HIE
R R A A, MAEAA SRR 68.0 ~

73.0 mg/kg, FEIEH L)) TSR S ER 3 HFL0,
XS AERSRIEREG, B SR S m it s AN
0, SRS EREIRERR, P EIL 130.8% Y
il —5, P e EP B R, R s
30 d ZEA I VB S R S AR & B IITE 15 ~ 20 mg/kg,
XATRE SRS . AR H50KS . R
S FF R REARA C AR, R FRA
[FIZRAE SRR E BRI, P8/ R M ikiA B T,
M SRR IER R F S, BRT R E, 4 K
IR FE IR IR CE B J5 A 2 JE N 58 252 ARt
AR MRSt RERESE 1 H SR E,
JE AR S A DM BUR B A f i — 2P W9 .

GERHRIT, AR W) [T (Il 9 A 4y 260 R A [
S (122 A5 )2 R IR R R 2 Y it /i
A B R FEE R AT D S 4R v AR [ S e
901 B S A BB AIF ST o, AR X T R AU AL
L, Bt A HLIE s AL -5 A DL BC i AT A - 8 rh [
B SN 34.6 ~91.8 mg/kg, ALY, BT
RE it RN N B i S asoniz, -8R WL e 1k
FBCRAE IRG 5, 40 23 ()RR TS S Y B AN T 1 31 4 b
FE, A5t A A P 5 O S ) S A e i S k)
FEAH LN 3.37% ~ 12.6%, H LAt A HLALAY
SN4+OF 4b PR f B2, i — D IAIE 1R RIAH DG
é'j:‘;i/e[29-31]o
3.2.3 R[]t AR Ak B FH T S AT A XS - e A A
Wy i 15 T A B A it T B R e
Ay R | AR S [ it I Ak P
WHE, B A R . A S 55X A
FIEE 1.67% ~ 8.23% Fil 1.78% ~ 6.40%, HIJLL SN2
AP R, PO, ZAREE T B HE A i R 4
YAk . RS ERGE i . HEHRE , A PLTCHLRCG
ofgite FH A= 0 A LR T 48 2 4 - S A 0
AR, - AR YIRS 52 35 A it R b o]
A BT ARG, R S R e S
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