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EAMBRER T 11.8%~55. 1% (P<0.05), FAAERUCFIF F AR ERFF 25 FE T 38.5%~133. 4% (P<
0.05) A1 39.78%~194.26% (P<0.05), [£#]) ZEABIRERBHETE, ¥ mtbd s LAL, (Rt THF A
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Effects of the Site-Specific Nitrogen Management on Yield and Dry
Matter Accumulation of Rice in Cold Areas of Northeastern China

PENG Xian-long®, LIU Yuan-ying*, LUO Sheng-guo®, FAN Li-chun®, SONG Tian-xing", GUO Yan-wen?

(*Resource and Environment College, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030; 2Heping Irrigation Station, Qing'an 152000)

Abstract: [Objective] Using 5 rice varieties in cold areas, the effects of increasing yield and mechanism of site-specific
nitrogen management (SSNM) were studied; [ Method ] Scientists conducted research on critical SPAD value and experiments of two

fertilization methods, SSNM and farmer’s fertilization practice (FFP). These were done to study the effects on rice population quality
and dry matter accumulation of rice, as well as N uptake; [Result] compared with FFP, SSNM significantly decreased the average N
rate by 33.8%, significantly increased average earbearing tiller rate and LAI after grain filling stages by 12.3% and 14.1%-27.6%. It
also improved dry matter weight and N uptake after heading period by 0.4%-29.1% and 11.8-55.1%(P<0.05), and heightened
recovery efficiency and agronomic efficiency by 38.5%~133.4%(P<0.05) and 39.78%-194.26%(P<0.05), respectively. It increased
the average yield by 1.1%-33.3% in 2004 and 2005. [ Conclusion] The results suggested that accumulation rate of dry matter and N

makes rice yield and N use efficiency increase because of improving rice population and increasing LAI after heading period.
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A (site-specific nitrogen management, SSNM) Bl L5
EFERVE] o ZEARALE P E R TN, A KR
e LR AR R AR R R 8, e e, ooy
SN HEEIAR, IR T FEHUK R B T SPAD
B, AEgEdh, BRI BB P it
FIRRE 2 it KRB R . IR RGEIL SR . MR
SSNM AR KA AT g in, - ZUEHR ] 26 1 4
e [ARWFFTUIA ] {H SSNM S5 FE - /K FE T4 o Al
WS e )1 IF UK S ER €V IRINPS D KiE
BWCE T KA LI FAN R SPAD BB /NX 5,
IFST T4 JO RN R B 0] 7K e 7= e R U IE R H 26 11 5%
Wi, H7% SSNM A=

F1 SFRBSATIEEHKR
Table 1 Soil fertility at experiment sites

1 MBS

1.1 RIeHHY

X EEAREG T 2004 F1 2005 4FAE SRR A S 1 B
WP TR 2 . U T ROR 240060, 28 2 Bl
W R B2 Z/NLER . RZERR S = A
55 3 BURH A AR Y. 857 A3 HN 852 Iz )7 1
HET . ANXARIGAE 850 ARIGIEAT . BTI. L. IR
LRI 2= KA B 3 ) A R Kl 98-128. FLARFE 15
IK 20-4 FURHE 8 5, RIZMEFIEN A E 131, KK
AR AT 1 b T AR P

BERAERL Y . JREE . BRERE . WER k. RLEEIR
PR RN . 3R N 1.

e b p5 BRI A5 TR A

Year Site 0.M.(g-kg™) Total N(g-kg™) Avail. P(mg-kg ™) Avail. K(mg-kg™) PH

2004 [T Acheng 46.6 2.06 324 129.2 6.2
857 k1% 857 Farm 48.3 2.06 39.3 67.0 6.1
RAHARY Youyi farm 51.7 2.30 32.2 211.8 6.5

2005 K% Qing’an 38.4 214 45.1 87.6 5.7
1% Wuchang 30.8 2.00 52.7 75.5 5.9
852 k17 852 Farm 47.2 221 449 50.1 6.0
A% Mulan 27.3 1.82 33.2 114.5 6.1
850 237 850 Farm 32.6 1.80 73.7 38.9 5.5

1.2 REHZE
1.2.1 R

KOHDGE B 56 . v R R ) 5 A ( farmer’s
fertilization practice, FFP) 1 SSNM W§~AbH . Fif 3§
) SSNM FI FFP AbBEHFA34°4 0.33 ha, FEH 5 IK;
FAH AN 857 44374 0.66 ha, K24 1ha; T -
AK22H1 852 &RI7#% 0.5 ha, ¥IEE 3 W. K TiHEE
BURIH R, i) 1 EZ L35k 1 25 m?
MINDRAECAIX, AL, B, AL &R SSNM
LEFE, 2004 EMIBTHE. 857 A%, AiHAHA 2005
ERR 2. TH . 852 &1z, A2 SSNM. FFP AbF
IMI4ES . AS. AF. 857S. 857F. YS. YF. QS.
QF. WS. WF. 852S. 852F fil MS. MF. %. .
PSR AU A R, e R
I BE R BUERN H AR i . T 857 ARIFIRA
2 120 kgehat, oAb 40k 90 kghat. 2004 4E3E
fE. rBEAE. REARACRIACLLGIA 3:3:3:1, K
SPAD=38 1 4y 16 Ak 1 Ak B MR S 0 1 B Ao s
1b3: SPAD>40, iHJiti 20%; 38<<SPAD<<40, iH)

H

&

fit 30%; SPAD<38, iEjifi 40%; #ilifdill: SPAD>38,
ANiE; SPAD<C38, ifjifi 10%; 2005 4, R 74
FERFENE. B, (RAEIERRACAE LN 4.5 - 2
1.5 : 2. SPAD>40, F5 ¥ IR 5 H80 53 %4 91 12036 it
10%; 38<<SPAD<40, Z3JjlliE 15%7F1 20%; SPAD<
38, 7 M iti 200641 309%; A 2% LLIH-{4 144 (leaf color
chart value, LCC) fg'7%UILKEIMH, LCC>4.0, ¥
10%; 3.5<LCC<<4.0, 4rjlifjifi 15%F1 20%, LCC
<3.5, Zr5iliE 20%F1 30%. WEACLAEEAE LA, APAE—
PAEFERE, — AR IR U — R o BT
T RS RS Ol 33.3 cm X 16.7 cm, JX %2k 30 cmx13.2
cm, JAHh AR EOh 30 cm X 12,5 cm, BRI
2~3 Fko ARG IRIKIERE, H e kg R K
WEBE, R

NXAREG: 2005 4F, 850 417/ X AR 5 Ak
FH, NO: X ; FFP: R R AL ; SSNM1. SSNM2
1 SSNM3 AbBE, il v ZL & & 530 90, 120 i1 150
kg:hat, SSNM1. SSNM2 il SSNM3 Ab 435 LL 38
40 F1 42 AE A S 36 B S 1 A, OB B A8 )
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W, X 50 m?, BEHLX 41HY), 3IRER. %
ANDS TR P SRR R, PR, R B S X

%2 HEAEREFMERE (kgha)
Table 2 Timing and amount of fertilizer applied

BRI/ Dt AL B AT S % 2.
1.2.2 FEMCRIESIAR 7284, SPAD fH. =M

%1 B 5 2 s % 3 UL SR MEE T
Fly A FE ROt 1st N top dressing 2nd N top dressing 3rd N top dressing R - =
Total Total Total
Year Treatment Basal N rate EE:!] it A EE] it A H 9 it A N P.O: K,O
Date N rate Date N rate Date N rate
2004 AF 52 5.30 81 - - - - 133 52 90
AS 27 5.27 31 6.30 27 8.3 9 94 25 90
857F 19 6.8 80 7.1 41 8.1 7 147 48 27
857S 36 6.8 42 7.1 36 8.1 0 114 21 65
YF 36 6.1 57 6.18 56 7.2 36. 185 46 35
YS 27 6.1 31 7.2 27 8.1 0 85 25 30
2005 QF 70 6.5 7 - - - - 7 46 42
QS 40 6.2 18 6.25 14 7.12 18 90 25 90
WF 54 5.24 22 6.12 16 7.15 19 111 20 54
WS 40 5.24 18 6.27 14 7.12 18 90 25 90
852F 12 6.1 76 6.14 48 7.6 17 153 18 18
852S 40 6.1 18 6.23 14 7.6 18 90 21 75
MF 70 6.8 23 6.17 52 - - 145 60 22
MS 40 6.8 18 6.24 14 7.6 18 90 25 75
FFP 52 5.25 31 6.22 10 7.2 20 113 52 51
SSNM1 32 5.25 18 6.22 7 7.6 18 75 21 120
SSNM2 46 5.25 24 6.22 11 7.6 24 105 21 120
SSNM3 60 5.25 30 6.22 18 7.6 30 138 21 120

i DR 2 R - 3 AIE g ¥ 22 T AR T i 7 B, 2004
TEAEAROME A SR A I, 2005 FETEIR % L
i A 850 Aedg/INX T AR A AU 2L A
R RS 4200 5 KRR = F ) IR 28 IR VR R, AR K
RARER DX SISO o 25 A A T 0500 5 T = A
FR . KR AR RS WL 2R HRT i 7R,
1.2.3 HaEatr  #& P EEER A .
FERCR R (%) = Gili 50X B —
25 XM b R ) it 100%
FIEAR ERIH (kgkg™) = GEEIX ™ —45
X =) i A
FUEAEFLRI R (kgkg™) = GEEX = RE—2H
DXFEa) [ Gl K E 3 20 W R
— 25 X A R A D
FHEMAEF" )7 (kg-kg™) =& Bt R R .
156 K45 4% F Microsoft excel 2000 i1 4% 44k
1, HERE L t SR AT BE T, AN
B FVEEAT 2 E L

2 HRESH

2.1 SSNM 337K FE D EERN ST EERFEE RIS
JUANRYS sS& NP4 BE WL 1. 75 BE,

SSNM Fl FFP AbF oy BE 22 S5 AN 35, AR 21 30 21 ik
oy 34, FRP AbFRIYBER 2 T SSNM, ISR
AbFRTGZE 5 ARUR A I AT A 37 Y AR FR () 53 BE 4K
BEAAHIA] . SSNM Ab 33 BE i A AR 7 80%~91%]H],
SEEILE FRP AREEIE N 12.3%, 1A 5% KT

2.2 SSNM XK FE T4 RFNFIR R A0

* 3 Bon, BAMEHT, HXTHIRL: SSNM Abi

IKFE T A R 5 2 L FFP AR PR 6.0%~27.1%
H110.7%~27.4%; MAERSME I BIASY, HAK SSNM
Ab B CBRBATIR A1 ) 7K R840 LR 58 AR R B 38 L FRP
AEFE, BT SSNM ALFE T4 B AR B &
CORZBRAN BT FRP 4038 )5, SSNM 4k
HTY) A& S a0tk FRP PR T 4.3%~
29.1%F 34.6%~55.1%, EMRZEFIE 5% EEK
Vo FAREI I, P SSNM ALEERLER T 18.00
kg-ha™, ifi FFP AbFREUR B fufl, Xl gty i
KRR AT T 5 e e, A4 i o ot 9 FIARL AR Hh 1R 22 4
RAZFINEAT o DRI, FEBENLT ok,
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Fig. 1 Effects of SSNM on tiller number and earbearing tiller rate of rice
F 3 SSNM XF/KFE TR AR RAI 720
Table 3 Effect of SSNM on dry matter weight and N uptake of rice
P & Dry matter weight (t-ha™) W 5 N uptake (kghaD)
u - . . ) - -
Vear  Treatment RS-0 WHESY AR Rl RS-0 WHOYZ hhAE Y
Panicle initiation ~ Meiosis Heading  Mature Panicle initiation Meiosis Heading Mature
2004 AS 051a - 834a 13.70a 21.75a - 92.17 a 110.18 a
AF 0.70b - 8.84a 13.60a 29.95b - 94.14 a 106.27 a
857S 0.77 a - 814a 1294a 37.72a - 89.69 a 115.01 a
857F 0.85a - 8.16a 12.76a 46.13b - 95.11a 11144 a
YS 0.78 a - 10.18a 15.09a 26.34 a - 83.12a 114.99 a
YF 0.83a - 10.29a 1440a 29.48b - 88.79 a 11247 a
2005 QS - 2.33a 8.26a 13.19a - 4197 a 87.45a 105.45a
QF - 254 a 826a 12.08b - 4472 a 83.40a 80.23b
WS 0.88 a 430a 8.63a 13.58a 35.03 a 65.90 a - 95.72 a
WF 1.03b 455a 8.72a 13.13b 42.24b 66.09 a - 92.26 a
FFP 0.55a 214 a 6.40a 1195a 17.08 a 56.43 a 100.63 a 13381 a
SSNM1 0.47b 192a 730a 1297a 13.20b 44.78 b 104.18 a 14247 a
SSNM2 0.54 a 199a 6.68a 12.55a 16.71a 52.83 a 108.13 a 151.98 a
SSNM3 0.65¢ 2.20a 6.37a 1254a 20.79 ¢ 58.92 a 110.74 a 152.72 a

AN BHREIS ] 5% BE K. FR

Different letters represented significant difference at 0.05 level. The same as below

SR KRS TR A AR R 2 s o102 Hh
W, BEFEEEAC RN, TN AR B T BRI
HARS , FRP b33 R S8 5 b SSNIM 45 Ab 31K 11.8% ~
26.5%, & 5%IW WEK, THFMEERARE.
2.3 SSNM xt#mfE fE Kk fE it EARFE A 20

2005 4, fl BRI E /KA LAL 1] 2-a B :
FAEIY, PR SSNM AL I [ A 5 By T FFP AR B,
FUE A BRI TG ZE s FERERIN, 5 FRP ALBEAALL, PR
R SSNM ALBE/KFE LAL$E 5 T 14.6%41 14.1%,
BIik#) T 5% B K. /NI SE RIE 2-b w]

A, HhARSS FRP LB AR TR R AIC, SSNM 5 4b 2
b 5 S EUIE H B e AR Fe B e na s K
W], 5 FFP ALFEAHEL, SSNM - Ab 3 i g et m
T 14.2%~27.6%, $JI5%] 5% 2K
2.4 SSNM ¥F7KF& =2 8IS0

4R LE TR, 5 FFP ALBEAILL, ARG
SSNM Ab B /KAE LG SEZIE N T 0.1~125 MH A T
b ESEE T 0.3~1.8 g, AN Al A AL B K FEREE 2 AN
K, BEORLECH B I, KEFEERNT 1.1%~
33.3%, “PIyHEr= 9.8%., Hh AR, Ke. I
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FIAR K== 4 T 8.3%. 33.3%. 11.2%F!
16.1%, 3ikF| T 5% 2 E K. SSNM b FR/KFEL
FERBIYLL FFP AT, 2004 4EM45F 25 2005
o, X ELEEXPIEAEA G, 2004 KRGS S5
R 2858 R /DRSS 45 R 27k, SSNML Ak
G AR L S AL B R 10.0%~16.2%, 4 5% 5 35 7K F-
SSNM2. SSNM3 434G 2 = T SSNM1. FFP 4k
H, FFP b3S WAL LB, B SEA L T e
JORR AR B . SSNM b B P E Lt FRP AL B =
1.1%~5.4%.

6 FH RS T A B e S /K g = b AT T AH G

3T, RO B RUIK RS T R R S e ]
R ARHOY r=0.653<r5=0.754 (n=7), HRALE,
ARG KRS T AR R = A G R BN
r=0.839>r,;=0.798 (n=9), AF| T 1%I1) & % /KF;
/N DR KRR 7 R EUIE S N R Ak y =
-0.0001x°+0.0294x+6.8, 15 7% 0.912, ik 1% % /K
Vo AN PE RN N 147 kghat, ZUEH =
105 kg-hat #4n% 147 kgha, JIEBIN T 40%, {H7"
a2 HPRAK 0.8%, ML BRI M, K FERUIE
FHEAE 105 kg, 7P L

5 - BQs QF . 54 E 4 Heading
EWwWs B WF HEHEW] Filling
45 F
4
> 36 r
a
BE 3
Z B 27 |
wow
=2
= 3 (K
1 09 |
n b ﬁlﬁ 1 1 J
filiBLI) Heading A Filling FFP SSNMI SSNM2  SSNM3
4] Stage ik FE Treatment
B2 ikl (@ F/MXRYE (b) SSNM XF 7k FERt+ E AR 15 4 A #2010
Fig. 2 Effect of SSNM on leave area index (LAI) of rice in field (a) and plot (b) experiments

F 4 LHABEEIKIEFE K0

Table 4 Effect of SSNM on rice yield index

Ay hb3 % FdOR % (SR TR S ZWRH

Year Treatment Panicle number Grains per panicle Filled grain rate 1000-grain weight Yield Harvest index

(x10* panicle/ha) (%) (@) (kg-ha™)

2004 AS 364 a 101.0a 93.6a 26.7a 9326 a 0.63a
AF 391a 95.6a 91.8a 26.0a 9156 a 0.62a
857S 478 a 710a 90.0a 274a 8386 a 0.6la
857F 510a 68.8 a 88.2a 26.7a 8157 a 0.60a
YS 612 a 68.0a 94.1a 27.7a 9629 a 0.63a
YF 536 b 726a 940a 274a 8890 b 0.6la

2005 (O8] 398 a 83.1la 86.0a 25.6a 8000 a 0.55a
QF 402 b 784 a 82.6a 250a 6000 b 0.54a
WS 357a 98.3a 80.8 a 26.7 a 7993 a 0.57 a
WF 352a 96.6 a 75.6a 259a 7185b 0.56a
8528 535a 726a 85.4a 26.7a 8700 a -
852F 559 a 722a 79.0a 26.4a 8430 a -

MS 536 a 76.2a 88.6 a 27.7a 9024 a -
MF 480 b 75.8a 76.1b 259a 7771b -
FFP 587 a 68.8a 80.0a 25.0a 8284 a -
SSNM1 575a 70.5a 88.0b 25.6a 8371a -
SSNM2 650 b 70.8a 75.7a 25.0a 8687 a -
SSNM3 678 b 70.4 a 76.6 a 248a 8734 a -
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2.5 SSNM X7k FEEAEH ARSI

X5 RIGLEFRY], P, 857 &1 SSNM 4b
HRRUIEAE BRI FH 2R FRP ALBEC I B 255, 1 A AR
Y. POE) SSNM AbHELE FFP ALBESRE S T 26.5%F1
40.4%, 1A 5%1WE K. 5 FFP ALEEAALL, SSNM
Ab PR NER SR I 26 BUIEAR 2% ) FH 26 R0 UL M A 7=
F1 CIRZEBRAN) 43 338N T 38.5%~133.4% . 39.78%~

F 5 SSNMX/KFERABH AERAIFM
Table 5 Effect of SSNM on N use efficiency of rice

194.26%411 16.32%~134.38%, HJiLF] T 5% ik & /K
Fo NXREF, L FFP ALFEAHEL, SSNM1 ALFEA
JE IR SC A FH 20 4% 271 F 28 53 7 57 90.0%F1 59.3%,
Bk 5% KT A5 A BRI AR BER T G 2
b ZUIEHER N, ZEWIRIHZ . R 2R 2
(R TE AN

i e FUNERICRI H 2 FNEAR 2 FIH 2 SR FLRI 2 BN )
Recovery efficiency Agronomic efficiency Physiological efficiency Partial factor productivity
Year Treatment 1 1 1
(%) (kgkg™) (kgkg™) (kgkg™)
2004 AS 46.4a 325a 70.0a 88.3a
AF 29.8b 216b 739a 60.4b
857S 354a 15.3a 42.8a 73.6a
857F 25.0b 11.0b 43.7a 63.2b
YS 40.5a 28.7a 709a 98.8a
YF 17.4b 9.8b 56.0 b 42.2b
2005 Qs 55.8a 29.8a 53.4a 71.7a
QF 40.2b 15.3b 38.1b 70.1a
FFP 30.2a 11.8a 39.0a 66.0 a
SSNM1 57.0b 18.8b 325a 1005 b
SSNM2 49.8¢c 16.1¢c 34.0a 745¢
SSNM3 38.4d 12.6 ad 329a 57.0d
3 b SO E R, S R A s, A ERE R

FEH el TR AR, AERITE L, 42D
ek 7 BE R AL PR L, SRIEFEBENL TG .
SSNM AHEL, 7 BERTI FRP KAE 7> BEEOF A, HUE
PR3 BEFP I U100 SRR e, ORI P AR ) BE A
A R R BENL K FRP AMECK ] B A1t 5y
BN, A TR BESORRAR, DR IR K
FEREHCEAAA] o PRI, R SRR Y]
T A LA AR T S T e T A LA A
BFHMMIG, AT YRR, 7 BER AR
RO A g A SR, BOMEIRGT, FRP KRS T
PIBR R AN LG T SSNM, L/ BERAR A
%o 4N, KRR EEE 2, (LT ERZEEA,
AR T AR, 3 AR LA 45 B 5
Bl BBk “HLAESRA . SETREA <k
37 R SRR AR A R AR o R AER
FEPRAESRAFIE RT3, R milE AT 22 BE At
FOLK TR R W ERER, 4 A RIAE] 80% L
b AESRIEA B, AT S IHEAR ] LA LA,

i SSNM AL BE [ /KR 73 BERUEEZRIL 2] T 80% LA |, &
AR S I AR AR, KRR A R, R
WS TR R o BRI R4 AR R A
R, D R SR S KRS A DG OC Rk R
FAK o BEIIAECRAUE AR T R A& B T AR R A
PER SRS T SRR SO0 S 7K R P i Dk K
TX B ) A P A (R 40 B A R TR s S G
X F At SSNM 7K 4 s S TR BB iy () i L. LA
GEOLRI, SR K St AR BENE 2 AR, R
RIGEGBAR TEHIEA SR, $Em B
2, BN AR AR Re AL, e A TR, (R
RS TR AN TR AR, T4 KRS T-h RN &5
A, WK RE .

FERME I, J0 % SSNM AL FE (1K) /K R 73 BEALAI,
{H R ARIZ ) SSNM LE FFP AbHE o 3X nl GE K% 2
JEAKHERE, 7 BEHAZKIRAG, LI BROK A DI &
BH, SIZARRAM, iz A& R R R, 3
B A BAE KRR N R R, JRK R L 7 B R
FERAE AT I 0 B D 7> BERAHR BRAIS, de 2% FFP 1K)
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FEE R PR — AN R BRI R A S B
ZE5E, MK HERE FEP ALEE (1 20 A4 BRI F 26 (225 %
%, 3 AT EAIE T He 7K SR I i 0 3 v 1 R S0
T AKFE A o DRI AE I RE X T U 2 5 AN B e
[Fi) Fof LR — e R il 4 K, XA AR Ak K
TR 8, $mr=at.

KILok—H N, et HURS e, b
ARTE, B 7.8 A A LA ISR BON R A
o MRS IE R TE M. F5L b, Ak EER,
TG E 515, FFP %L SSNM Mdihifs 2~3 d.
RAE2EH 5 RS (2001~2005 4£), KREHTTH M
BAYeE TR ENEE &, e TEFRAKH
R R BEIR I R S AR AR ) K
T4 53 24 3R AEBTAR IAR AR Loy, b fiAR 2R 4N
J oy B4R S a g n, s 40 o R R R KB IR AR
KO, (BT R E 5, I FRRABTST

RIS RO, AR =BT
30%LA b, JUILAE/KAGA BRI =ik U = .
AR SSNM HITHZK R 8D, 5 i AR KR
Feor it TR (R LY U,
BN TR R KR 1T FFP AT KA E, B
s N, EETENRES AR D ERK, RE
SSNM U 2 il FFP, X /& SSNM 32 = /K g4
JEFI 20 F R R . e EREEA S, RIS
BT A KRS 1 IR AR 2 R % 3% 20 kg-kg L
RO AR, A R ST AR ) A 2 R T8
N 14.4 kgkg™, SSNM 7KAE 1 RUIEA 22 I 272 vy
ik 25.0 kg-kg?t, FEEZHMIEF 9.0 tha' DL, XA
FEAA B . EAMIFITEE LW, 4 100 kg
FER W R B AT ENTE 1.4~2.97 kg, VL5 R 5UHLIX S35 4
2.1 kgt'd, EH IR RER AR T A 1.6 kg, IXHE
SRAMAAE KRG P T SN R AR G E, XK
SR AR I B K. 857 il 850 A4 A X P2 i
ik 6.8 t/ha, T3 S U A A H ZEUIE AR 27 R FH 24
TP A2,

i B S BAEATAH L, 2004 4E SSNM /KRG 77 H
BN 4.3%, 765 [ R 5 85 b T ARG £ WA A A
FEEGERMAREN, AR AR ek
F 218210 2005 4F, SSNM /K A5 7= & 1 1 44
14.7%, =R XS5 1 RIS
RO SHANRE 2 240 2 HEAEAT 26, BN di e
2 /by T AR SR AE B e B . DR T 3F
— PR KRG Nt FH s SR L g, 7 i 5t v R

AT RS B RS IR AT B, nT A BRI KA
R A, AT PR UEZK RS BAT & AR, 9ok
OYBERRA, PR BERMER, ek KRR A R,
et b A, BT BOAE;  [R]I REFS AR Sl A
RO T YRR R, B A= 3 T o 97 70 AR R
. K RRET S, SR mKm TR, fE5
FEAR AR S S R AR 25 P 1 KRS ™ 22
TR L, BEO I S ZTRR G KRG i SPAD
{EIE Y P LB T, AR LY )R SN LE ] 1 n
P EE A 30% ~40% 1 LA BE AR 58 T AT
(K1, FATES RIS DCHE ™ AT

Hifl: AR FEEAIETY, YERLXFFES K
BFRG R HERHIE. I RFTREIREF R ERKHK
. WM KFRF IR 5B BB W S HA e Rk
XKFUMABEREZRART T CHELRBRLTTAAL
HAW ), ER TR RS
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