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Abstract: In order to investigate the effects of Tubificid bioturbations on vertical hydraulic conductivity of the hyporheic streambed sediments, the
experimental test for the vertical hydraulic conductivity of sampling sediments with different Tubificid densities from the Weihe River were simulated. The
variation of surface structure, composition and permeability of sediment were estimated by regression and trend analysis method to explore the relationship
between vertical hydraulic conductivity and sediment indicators with different Tubificid densities. The results indicated that the range of variance for the
vertical hydraulic conductivity between daytime and nighttime was smaller than the variance in the entire period. There was no obvious variation occurred
on Tubificid bioturbations when illumination conditions changed. The vertical hydraulic conductivity reached its maximum value when Tubificid density was
1.0 ind-cm™2; The pore space increased with enhanced Tubificid density, which further changed sediment thickness and sediment composition. Therefore ,
the Tubificid bioturbations have an impact on the vertical hydraulic conductivity and strengthen the permeability of streambed sediments when Tubificid
density is lower than a critical value, roughly between 2.0 ind.-cm™ and 2.5 ind.secm™. It can be concluded that the Tubificid bioturbations can increase or
decrease sediment permeability by changing internal and surface structure and particle composition of streambed sediments.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

TR MIHE T 7K A AR 2 42 BROKAE 36 19 — 4>
HLELLH R 53 ) B PR A R R AL s AR B T
BEAYIEF (R 4, 2007)  BFF5 R 5T
JKAHEAE ] & A A0 PR 2% T LA T S0l [a] 22 L8 i3
XN, FrZ AT (hyporheic zone) ( Brunke et al.
1997) FERF T , /K 54 R KK SAH B Ag#t , FRZ
SN K 32 ( Alexander et al. 2003 ) . 5 Wi P i
K S 1) — A T B PR 3R T 3t v I T 1 2 4
3L FE (Battin et al. , 2003) A=W SE T EF8 44
P TURR Wy URL R R A A T, DL & by K BE,
WAPIRE3E (IR ) A v, DL Bl A= 9 0
& EY PRI G S &R fE o R A TR
T4 %% (Gardenr et al. , 1987 ;4 HEEE4E,2008) .4
P RNTSA W) 22 P S 5 e T AR T O K S R Y
—A~E B A 2 ( Mermillod-Blondin, 2011) .5 %% & 1F
WFFER RS 35 F BN 52 3 A W40 30 02 1 W PR
B B R Y 32 2 H 3R (R #E 555, 20095 Song
et al.,2010) WFFE R FEMN A A DT R A
—JZ 40 /N UUR B B Dk 2E )2 ( Blaschke et al.
2003) , KA /N B TR DT Y i 28 22 BE 98 R I
W RTUER B 5B M (Wood et al., 1997) ; LA HES)
Yy r) = WA SV T BE S B IR DT AR R R IR 2E )2
Wk b U L W) R 2€ ( Mauclaire et al., 2006
Mermillod-Blondin ,2011) , & Ifij # I 9T fL 4 19 18 &
PE BRI T2 A7 AE T 10 0 A0 45 R K A B 1Y
TCEHESNY) , Nogaro 55 (2006 ) 754 57 T HE sl %F
U 32 i iy 72 3, 850 51 A 0 8 h DT ARZE By &
5 AEDURE b o Ka e i , s TR Y BH
FE TG SR GUAR Y 2 35 B TE N, 2 A
A s F 0952 me Wt 5% 22 AR b T X LR T
AL FEN (Sun et al. ,2010; B354 2010) Fli5
PR A RZ A (KA AT, 20105 K IESE, 20105
B/MRAE, 2011 AFF R4, 2012) S5 07 1T, XHB 5 &
B 52w BF 9T B> (BRI, 20065 4T 91 58 4%,
2013).

R, A W 50 5 T 8 0] 12 385 28 K00 B 400K
B, FEIE S TP ACAS (] AR 4y %% B A B s ) A [
A3 Bt 55 43 A R IF 58 AS () A W) B0 0V T 5 B2
T UG & AR, DUES AR A Y4k 5
X RIS 5 2 B A3 i AL 3 A AR
e FA BT AATHRACKTHR R 2 3% P 5B B BE2 A

W, LRI FE N O 45 il 3 7K X 1l R oK 75 3 Pk
SRR SCEEZS DI RE , 4100 i R 2 BAT H 22
BN

2 ##El5FE (Materials and methods)

2.1 R

ALY/ T A SR 7/ I R 2 2 i i a = R TT al
CJEE JRPH O I T A A B ) TR, Hb s AR ).
VU R AEMGE A B B RS0 5, R A HLBE 3
BNTTRYY, R IR I 29 45 em, B8 75 2 5 Biis| F)
FARIR 25 (20 emx30 em) D B SRAFEGH T H R
B RFERIEL 15 em, B 72 DB AKLEFIIK
TR, I F SRS 5 W TE TR K R
HILE. AN, B S AR R A K 40 em  WEE
5.4 cm WBEIA VLB A, 14 FLEYE IR AL G |
SE KR R IR 2 R AE
2.2 HHRKE

IREGAT A 1.2 P4, B4 7 MBI 64 A4
R 2A RAER W DU RE S, R A RE 4 A
SR G UL 4 AL VD A0V R e, T4 m
CHAR ) :m (AP ) :m (VU ) = 4:3:3 WY LB 7853 TR
ARG UURYIRE LN 35 em I MRS
VUG , BRI A8 o A 20 F 4R TV R 1 R
PR AE BB RIRIK  F BN AT 24 h (DT
FrKBERE FE AR s TURR W & K 2/ IR AR E 78 7 AR
PRI A [F) A= %% B Y B (0,0.5,1.0 1.5,
2.0.2.5 F13.0 indscm™) , 256 FHE 51 R 4 T 0]+
T, KRG BB A /DT 24 h 5 EE T35 R
DZE (FRRIAE, 2009) ;3835 REE 1 h e 1k, 3k
M 3 ds iR ER A, 2 6:00—20:00 AR,
20:00—6:00 KA. 55 50, B T 7 AR A AR
W | 2% AN [R) AR AN 5] 25 B A 3 36 2 5 S MINO
(XN % JE K 0 ind.sem™) \MN1 (0.5 ind.-em™) |
MN2( 1.0 ind.r em™) 5§, FoAh S HE. AR H5 1050 5320 3
7 MNO-1 MNO-2 MN1-1 MNI-2 4 Hrp MNO-1.
MN1-1 25955 1 20, MNO-2 MN1-2 25455 2 4.

2.3 BT ABONEF &

BB R E 7 R K Sk T B RS
B0 (Chen,2000; Chen et al.,2010) .36 5% F 1)
BAE K 80 em AR 5.4 em HYIE WA LB A ; HE
95 35 em ZEAT AR E IR, TR AK B N
DURRYRIE L) 35 em, EESTEWE S A ARV 5 1Y
JEAVE SR B 3] B4 TR AT IRT K 5 o A T AR 58 WS, i sk K
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Measurement of vertical hydraulic conductivity in lab

Fig.1

testing process

BRI ZS AA , X A RIS DR 3 ) 5
BERE(K,) AT HH 250 (Chen,2000)

L
K, =———In(h,/h,)
(tz _t]) v

K, LA MBS TR LR AR BE (em) s h A
Ry 350 R o, R e 2R P A KAV (B (em)

*1

2.4 BAEAE
3211 Excel il SPSS 46 H AL 00 45 52 i 475
FRMHT , 400 G4 I8 504 RS 2553

3 R (Results)

3.1 AWM HEHERBERKN RN
3.1.1 AFEEEERSGEZHE MM 2013 47

HOH200E 201347 A 12 H 20 BF,72 h £
O T 67 WBWRE, 551424 hid® T 24 K52 4
24 hidsE T 22 K, 58 3 124 hidst T 21 R %t
JITIN )RR AT 8 08 R BT, IR 8L,
T AN TEHE 24 h N9 2 )98 3 R B B 58
B 24 h N RAGE BB E R (£ 1) AR
B | 2% N A (0] 12 RECWECN A 1.2 A4,
Horp  MNO L MNO- 1 05 9 3 7] 5 355 22 8GR AE (U
FEHT MNO-2 JURRI R IZHE IR ) X6 3 AN B
HEPIHENE K 6 ATEmEIE REBGHETH S
BT, Bk MNS 2 AHSC R ECN 0.63 A1, HAR I 45 46
PEAHDC R B KT 0.86 (3K 2) , AE7E W] b 941 AH
K Bt A a5 ) ] A 38, 3 [n) 98 B R EGE TR K
(1), VLA B FE AR AR L 19— B s a3
RN, DR 105 355 M 2 52 S P Wi 1 o i ] 1)
LBV T ok B ] 4.

TR BT B2 6515 7 4

Table 1 Test value of vertical hydraulic conductivity within different times

AN Ta) i IR 3 ) 3808 R (em-d 1)

e 7 H 9 H 20— 7 H 10 H 20 if— 7 H 11 H 20 if— 7 H 9 H 20—

7 A 10 H 20 I 7 H 11 H 20 i 7 A 12 H 20 i} 7 H 12 H 20 i
G EPS EPN I HR R TR HX PN R, HR R
MNO 8.06 7.88 7.95 8.11 8.41 8.28 8.69 8.91 8.83 8.25 8.40 8.34
MN1 8.93 8.93 8.93 9.24 9.72 9.56 9.79 10.53 10.29 9.27 9.73 9.55
MN2 9.38 9.08 9.21 9.31 9.68 9.53 9.95 10.35 10.21 9.51 9.70 9.63
MN3 8.79 8.69 8.73 8.84 9.06 8.97 9.28 9.39 9.35 8.94 9.05 9.01
MN4 8.95 8.80 8.86 9.04 9.30 9.19 9.58 9.96 9.84 9.15 9.35 9.28
MN5 7.06 6.78 6.90 6.97 6.98 6.97 7.03 7.34 7.24 7.02 7.03 7.03
MN6 7.33 7.37 7.35 7.50 7.65 7.59 7.63 7.99 7.87 7.47 7.67 7.59

F2 BXRMBELEESERBLERXRY
Table 2 Linearly dependent coefficient of vertical hydraulic conductivity within daytime and nighttime
MNO MNI MN2 MN3 MN4 MN5 MN6
0.94 0.86 0.90 0.94 0.94 0.63 0.94

JEA s i A e sh Oy XA AR i i AR
R AR WG BN AF (1 fF RS, 2008 ). TE IR 4R A
(2011) fEFFE IR AL T A B, f 284 1 R e |

FAEARTR AR RGO th T84k, AR AP 7e A
KNG F I AN () 4355 Sl HLAE. B 175 3 1 s 1
ARAY T AR AR — LA S TR BRI S A AN A
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WUR DU B35 18 M S LR R3S i, o T 4 b 43 A
B A= P4 sh T TR 1 R AR I T 1] 98 0 R A
BRI, BA T K 24 /NIHE R 1 AR 36 8 0, 43
FITFR K -R M (Sl (KB 8 R ) 2 MR
R B - 1K (SE i M 78 3% 280 3 MG A A
(£23) S5 R 0T AR GAGEER, (KT 0B
B RBUNT R, 10X T8 M- 1 KGR, Hah s
WA 3 FARIBE R B, (A R E (A /N, e 15
75 ZEE I 100 0 5 /D 5 ' A5 DR 3R 0k B ) 4
SRR M A 55 . TR 8 38 M K/ INFE — 2 B[R]
I SR AN (% 138 2) |, Ol A5 TR 3R X B ]

SEAH, /DT e — e EIE(E (3R 1) Bl 7E— & i
(I YE B P, 7 s R D) L s AR R R 8 08 R L
TE A RN M 1) AR AR B /N T35 38 2 80 B A WF
FUITBE A AR AR L, Ol IR 4% 7 Xk B 51 8 sl FH Y
SN AN 3k AT 2 PR Ay s i s L 9 AL
RV 7R /K 3 Bl Ol IR OGS JC T R I A1 A A S
SEMAAR /IS 3 BRG] AR T 35 P Al i, BN R T K
JRE 22 BT TR , Ol B 7K B850 2 T 7K v ) s it
IR, ' X B 051 A 52 i AR /D 5 B ] = e i
PR AA PR TURP AT DT R X
P —E R E B BOLIR A A0 B ] 2 Yy

PSRBT , (1 I (R TR — e 0 S R AR ) .
*®3 BRMEBEERSERY
Table 3 Measured value of vertical hydraulic conductivity within daytime and nighttime
. HRE MG RE SR (ecm-d™")
PGP

MNO MN1 MN2 MN3 MN4 MN5 MNG6
EP AN G 8.40 9.52 9.63 9.06 9.31 7.00 7.57
EPN 8.15 9.33 9.38 8.88 9.05 6.88 7.51
P M- RAGIA G 8.25 9.27 9.51 8.94 9.15 7.02 7.47
EPN 8.40 9.73 9.70 9.05 9.35 7.03 7.67

3.1.2 AEBHEEFAMMTIAROERNSEZRZEK
A 38 I A [ A 2 BT DAY R 10 B R
BOTHE AT, & B0 b A 0] 2 R i 8, AR

BiEREE AR KA/, IEFE MN2( 1.0 ind.sem™)
RT3 HB AR AR ( J&] 2) 304 MIN2 2 [0 92 385 22 400
FEHN 9.63 em-d™', 7E 7 AN [R] Es] 2 50 o
FRAE (2 1) . MN1 MN2 MN3 F1 MN4 {5990 <& {8 34
KT MNO,MN5 1 MN6 f4 0 % {5 37 /N T MNO ( &
1 & 2) R % AE 2.0 inds em > LLF B, XHIT
G &R B AT W B 1 a8 R, Ol 7 — 2 B
5|25 B B A= W R S VR DA DURR 8 33 P 2 4
seAE . T 2 B %% B — 2P oK TR B %
PERWEIVE B 2 % B R B — E B AT, DU

BB AT B A 55 0 98 R B AR W sh v

3575 REL /(em-d™")

0 05 10 15 20 25 30
B 48] 2% & /(ind.-cm2)

B2 TRSSZEEZGHTRRNERSERY
Fig.2  Vertical hydraulic conductivity of different Tubificid densities

T — 0 5B T L DA B A 2 T %) 1 o o 1 ik (
/MAEEE 2010) . MN6 FR B85 %5 B A 3.0 ind.sem ™, N
A BRI v A 9% B J R, R T Ry A 4R
SVE I ER Y (HELTE 03808 R BUF A A B
RIGh fR. thenT LUE B A 4 sh VA
TR B — 5 R EE 5 X 0 sk DU AR 98 1 1 R 3] F A .
X A] e i BRG] AR YR S VR ek s T R i B
PR Y.

3.2 At st & em IUAR 4 A b ol 23R A

3.2.1 MBI EREREEA 3 ADTEEERNE R
315 R B RE , R JE BE D5000 435 % i 40 45
PEAFIRALRE AL A B8 (18 3) , A A DR i 32 )2
A Ak 38 b WS 5 T A3 B AT LA Y MNO- 1 DT
TG, A AR MNL- 1 U 5 IR 90 1]
TRRENS ) B W A 30T ; MN2- 1 MN3- 1, MN4- 1,
MN5- 1 Fll MN6- 1 53055 B DT AR B EAE ST, B0
ZAB4H/ )N, H i | 25 B A h RZ VI R e
PR 22 UTURR W) 2 J2 Bt 2 B0 5] 2% 52 17%) 346 K % 7 A
FRRELRE , X UL AR 1) 52 W A FH B OR B, {H MIN6- 1
OB R TS0 e 4 /N GURR 9 7 55, AT ol L DT AR
W R ] S A5 R %o Y . B ] ) s B T AR R
TE LI, o S 6 7K R 458 4 1R A FE A L 3 9055
EONTW AL /N A el o W | b N =9 = L B 7
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IEGN MN1-1 & B 1 O 4 5 T Rl 86051 25 2 1Y)
B0, Boks] i) £ 20 VR FH A ke b B G 438 S A
KT B[R] A S JH Al 470 3] 7 5, 1 O R TR A
XpAsoE H B W A G, L IE 40 MN5S-1 F1 MN6- 1 fif
F 2N A [F) 25 B ) ) i g A DU AR ) R 2 8
FEAR N A B 50 48 B TTAR ) R I HLRE , FORLRE 72
JBE SR A [ MNS- 1 A1 MN6- 1 F - 5 1] % )3 41

XK, B A Wy L s A 3 i, K ] ) 9 3
VERME TR AR E PR , f DU R JE A REIE I
REFEE MG LGOI R Z AR XDG T Bk 4:
Yo st/ LR 40 /N BURE ) 1 BH 8 A R 42 BE G
S5 s L , B TR DT AR 8 2 1V L R ST 3
SRR ARSI RS 8 1 A BN E (R T X — 45
ROERTH2).

B3 AREBIZEEZGTRRYREENETWL

Fig.3 Changes in surface sediments structure with different Tubificid densities

3.2.2 GUARMEE RN FFLRIE B S R B 3
d J5181% Z AL, B 43300 % 45 R e 45 DR
JEERE AT T DN, IR F S DR A R R ek D
PEATTHEEAA AT (1 4) DU R B 7 28 AR DL
B85 ¥ LR ge i A B T B, L BE 2 ) 2 R Y
BN A ok R TR 2 1) A Ak ok i B B (B
4) . Biis| 3= BLE o B S A A U R TR R4S
s 56 LA A B, TR R R A R i
UL QAR ERITI AL Y/E TG iy VA N VT AL/ B TR i A N R
FE—E R 5 R TR ) R B 2 7 Ak, i A B | %
JFERE 50 11T S DU RR W V5 AR A Bk iR, i 7
— R L UEN B A A S A A | 4% R
BRI 8 K.

VORI B R W 18 EE Jem
© o o o o
[3%) w -~ wn [=>)
T T T T 1
.
-
.

<o
=
T

| I | | I | I
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

B8] %% £ /(ind.-cm™2)

=]

B4 ARMBZEERRNEEEZL

Fig.4 Sediment thickness variation with different Tubificid densities

3.2.3 LR ER TN BEFARREBSLAR B
] = 3 BhIR EE S P AE 0~ 10 em Z JA], 5 S 4 X —
UREERI U HEAT 1R BE S BT, IR 1158 1 S (] i 5]
B N DT o B o b (3R 4) IRl T R
PEIENE A0, A5 DR 3 RO 53 1) e 4 2k
(E5). 3% 4 a] 0,7 A [R) B ts] 2% B2 S TR 4l
B A B 5y B E 4 ) g TR e 31.55% AT
24. 54% KV 43.91% , 153 Ho 5 5 s TR
FAR— X — mﬁf“i)ﬁﬁﬂ%:ﬁﬂali%ﬁtiﬁ]ﬁﬁﬂz
WU HURRYRL EE /DN 328 10 5% e O RR ) B 4 LU,
%tt%zlx—ﬁtiﬁ%i—ﬂfﬂn%ﬁﬂkﬂt LR AE]
43 Ll it o S5 | 285 1) 348 KT AN T 3G o KD A 4 v
H A HRW > () S) 7 e g m A v g v
Frars /b Uk B A B R 30 VR R DORR R AR

60%- SRR wHlYp MR
R 50%} N
A
ﬁ 40%} * y A i
xR . - .
30% . + .
g : - . - = - -
& 20%}
5 100%L
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 05 1.0 15 20 25 3.0

B38| B /(ind.-cm™2)
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Fig.5  Variation of weight percentage for particle composition of

measured sediment in different Tubificid densities
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AN EBAE—E R RS UE T U IE AR Y S A
LA, o i 1 i 3 0 ) 2 ) 384 ] A 0 B
VRIS G, IR T R B TTER Y, (TR
UKL AL /N (&L 5 ) AN [ B 2 B2 T B s A= 400
BTN RCRAN ], s 5 B2 A, 52 i RCR R
IR Y} PN

®4 FRMBEETRRIES REES

Table 4 Weight percentage of particle composition of measured sediment

with different Tubificid densities

e i NEpi i
e 4yh itk

MNO 28.79% 25.40% 45.81%
MN1 31.57% 25.11% 43.32%
MN2 32.37% 22.84% 44.79%
MN3 31.77% 24.08% 44.15%
MN4 32.14% 26.06% 41.79%
MN5 34.05% 24.39% 41.56%
MN6 30.14% 23.88% 45.98%
¥iE 31.55% 24.54% 43.91%

4 1Fi8 (Discussion)

4.1 HE EHIF S EREEE

Bt | B Wy Bl B % kU AR 195 3% R AL TE
BB EAR —ZUIE O, TURR Y rh A B e B |
FEAR, B ERRRA AR 25, HOLR&
AT B A= 4 B R T 52 e 45 /). Bifi 2 B g1 24 )
VUSR] 34 0, 2 37 2 50 52 B R 3, Ui B
TE— 7 I [] 30 Rl A Bl 2 3K 90 EF T 386 i, 6 85 A4 )
PLBXT 5 375 22 B0 52 M 500 0 3G . H 5 T B s )
ARSI O BRME LA B 3K TR K RS R EE 2 i
SEEOG RS AR b X ] A= Wy 40 S VR B8 52
JEARHE WL T2 AR S 5 1 SE T L E ] T 3%
— LA B B N T w A, TUR Y2 5
FRBCEYR TG MNO 05 (5 P17 10 5 B0 5] 2% B K
T B AH N, DURRYE 3 280 /N T
MNO 7 {5 3% — B (E G 7E 2.0~ 2.5 ind.sem ™2
&) ; B 25 FEAE 1.0 ind.» em > P55 R B0 B
K AH AT 52 5 (2013 ) TERIFFE AT 30 448 2l %
PRG B PERZ W 1 B 00 v & B, TR SIS 3h ) %
/NT 1.0 inde em ™ (TS E N, 235 R R B AT 30
Wy B (R KN T 450 5 S /R S (2010) BIF5E K B,
O | 25 2 R S A= 4 B =2 ) S N R SG &R
/N 4.0 indes em TEE NP E 1 C R 2
“n” BY BPRIAS R FE A5 SR AR NP Al LU 2

75 B — o W 2 R B A | B
B AR RK, YHEX —%E 5, BB RS
RN 3K R PR Ay — T T 2 FE 1 B s i e ik
B0 B X S G, AR A g ek N A A A
SV AN X B P R S R e AR 8 i R A
(/MR 2010) 5 5 —J7 T, S BRIG|% FE TR 3 —
FREE e, FCE] AP 3 7 R R T DR 1k B
Afi SRR R oy & A AR A, 1 T 05 0 1) AR
Bk RBUR AR, [R5 I DU )35 38 1 (1A
3.E5).
4.2 B & Pk s AR B

Wi 5 5 22 R 110 1 K, s A= 4 B X R
F14) 52 M A A, T RR ) 2% T 725 45 B R Bk R, HL
TR EPE B A2 55 (1 3) LR 1Y J5E )& 22 4k
Wi 25 0 | 23 ) 448 R 0 9 A R, AR B 1) MIN
~MNG6 UL E B 22 b MNO (DLW R 25 £
50% ~400% ( & 4) .3 H T 9 1 o0 Bl 35 55 s %
(A HERASAb 120 87 B 5, DR B B A /N
O MN6 1Y IF U 5 i e MNO £ 4.7% , HoAth ik
WE AN (R4 K 5). UL XU T A
| 2% 1 4 K DT AR A b ol bk B S s B B
Wi\ A R Bl FH S A 0 | 2 g 8 o 328 9 A8 K
— BN, DR 95 155 1 S OB ) SR R
ANDRRE DT A UKL R K, 38 38 PR B (R
4, 2009) [ 2, BaE eSS TR 43 Bl A B
B RE I BE, AR b2 B L, FL TRk B A 5
/NRET (LS DUR R EE AR /N T e 2 i b
AT 4D AR N AR — o R L RR ST
TR 0% B % B SR A DU 5 s 7K
PEAE R A UUR) 1 i i 308 o 7 s DT R A 6 e 1 B
A i e A ) st 1 AR 3 LR A 5 R R 4, T
T IR A8 SCFLAR V7 U8 75 5 36 05 K sp FE 1Y
i i VO) 3 2o 2 A5 P 7 Y KRG 3 B K i R 5, I
S TR 2 ) G L 2K 5 T0RR ) 7 B S| i i 1
S it B AN RIAVE R 2l 28 25 DU 1) 36 2 e ik R
FRS
4.3 BUE APk sh LR 5B R

B 1% FE B A | B ) 2 IS KR
N H Y B % A R - e R ER BB
FBUT LA B B b /N (1B 2) 1 B s A
YIPEShFUT R 15 33 1 5 ) e I A B ] % 11 1
HRPCAR TR S5 U855 , 2 B 2 B R #) 1.0 ind.e em ™ Fff
VT (KT 1.0 ind-em™) 1815 REUH B K AH,
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34 %

ot B IH R B s A4 B 4 sh o L RR 98 1 T A 5 A
FHR B K AR 2 B /N T 1.0 ind.s em ™ (315
FELPY A s P B sh R 8 s DL R i B B 1, HL
JE G Sh ) 2 B RN 385 22 B2 IR A7 AR SR AR &k (fT 39
SEAE, 2013 ) . B 2 ] % R E— 28 oK B | A 4
sV % A e (4 ) it A3 9 e SR LR 0 B A
FIRSRE M, R ORI VR e S i MY b
AN I —E R E LR/ YE S R O
— U T U 95 1 . BRI A P 1T B R
|2 2 (] L BNV B ZE/NT 4.0 indsem” AYIE
P, 2 S B TR S| 2 T 5 A W T A i
BT oR , ab f0  W J e, 1  aE a e AR W i B
U/ e 1t FE R BE S B R ( /MRS, 2010).
BEAh B % R Tk ) — o AR e, L] 4 s 1
FHBER T WU R B o345, (R O AR A 1 o & A 7%
b, S I 2 DT R B 1 R Bk AR AR AR, TR
SRR (1495 385 PE. 3 U I 5] A 0 B 3h 1V T 7
B 4 B /N T — 5 R EE A P T AR A 35 38 M AT T
YEH, T Bis] 25 B K T — B e, S UTRR 2 %
P WS VR, X — R R B I 7E 2.0 ~ 2.5
indsem ™ 2Z [H].

5 45 ( Conclusions)

1) [ 3L PR U 45 85 2R, AR 5T I TR) Y Y
Bt B A= P e Sl g 1) A 1, A S e R 1
P, B35 REE A R AR 0 A8 (0 R B2 /N TR %
ARG I B b 78 AR O BE S ) i s 4R B 5
WA B, UAR ) 5 35 R T BRS  FE 292 1.0
indsem™ Hﬂ‘ﬁ%ﬂﬂ%jﬁﬁ, H B 5 FEAE 2.0~2.5
ind.em ™ Z [A]H 25 B ] L UURYE 35 R AR T ER
W] A Ay AT

2) BG| % B, B | A WA sl AR RO, T
FWIERZE R o A2 AR TR UKL AT 72 /)N
G e A g .

3) B A Wy 0 h A F RE 8 52 e DR Y 18 i
PERE , 4 Bs] 2% /N T — & R, Bs| A= W) 3
XS UURR G 32 AT ANt A 5 i B s 8 B8 R T — €
HE S, B A= Py 3l ook TR W8 O Ve A I A
53X —E{H L BITE 2.0~2.5 ind.sem ™ 2Z [H].

4) ] E A F e 7R DU Az R LIRSS v e
IK R T I L B B A Al A B TR
0] R AR 1T 4% 55 A= P I sh e 2, SRl e it
T 0 R0 22 2 25 4 | ORR A B 4 B 55, DAt

G fif N ORI v 20 /N 0K ) B BEL 2, I 0 AR
VIR E 75 1 1 i ER 535

EEREEENT. R L w3 HE AR, HRFTIH
B FAA IHT R NSk F BT FE A H A
FEALT FENFARLE KRR KEAFE, TFK, %
FERAFER AR E L BAEBHEZERTE RA,
BRHLBZFELEFARERA BELE LA H AR
HXEANHE XKL B R RA 10 AT LEFEARS
XT04K, EF SCIE X 16 B, ERFREE1H, ARE
EHRHEFRE -—EL-F(FE—TRA).
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