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Effects of water saving and nitrogen reduction on tomato yield and
water and nitrogen use efficiency in solar greenhouse
ZHANG Fangyuan', LTU Yuchun',GUO Bin', YANG Xiaojiao', CAT Wei', WANG Yizhe?
(1. Instituteof Urban and Rural Construction, A gricultural University of H ebei, Baoding 071001, China;

2. Xinyuan Sunshine A griculture Limited Comp any, Langf ang 065000, China)
Abstract: In order to reduce the waste of resources caused by the experience management of water and fertilizer in the vegetable
garden, and to improve water and fertilizer use efficiency of crops,we discussed the effects of water saving and nitrogen reduc
tion on deep percolation of tomato root zone, tomato water consumpt ion, yield, and water and nitrogen use efficiency under two
irrigation conditions: drip irrigation and under film furrow irrigation. The results showed that when the irrigation amount was
60%-80% of the experience amount of the garden, the water consumption of tomatoes decreased by 17%-43%, and the water
use efficiency increased by 9%-59% ; t he effect of irrigation amount on yield was not significant. When the nitrogen application
amount was 50% of the experience amount of the garden, the tomato yield increased by 9%~ 17% , and the nitrogen use efficiency
increased by 12%-35% . Compared with under film furrow irrigation, drip irrigation could increase the average values of water
use efficiency, nitrogen use efficiency, and yield by 6 9%, 8 4% and 8 2% respectively for the spring and summer bat ch, and by
4. 1% ,4 9% and 5. 3% respectively for the autumn and winter batch. Comprehensive analysis showed that compared with the
experience amount of water and nitrogen use in the garden, using 80% of the experience irrigation amount and 50% of the expe

rience nitrogen amount will not significantly reduce the yield, but will significantly im prove water and nitrogen use efficiency.
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Compared with under film furrow irrigation, drip irrigation can reduce deep percolation, and reduce the waste of water and fertit

izer resources.

Key words: w ater saving and nitrogen reduction; deep percolation;yield; water use efficiency; nitrogen use efficiency
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A3 71 PR, RIS AR5 ORPR AR & 22 4s RS = AK Bt
VR A O R AL A B . 2017 4R rh e — 5 S0 B
Bfif AEARMY 57K AR A T 1 P R I A DR SR
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MR P B i A 7 G A fe, R 2Rk
DN R it s S T AR KR L5, &2 2014 4
Cl I 380 73 hm®' o 75 Bl 22 26 Hh, K E 2
B RBEN, HA G OB 5 R R AR
AR R it SR R, I HL B B[R] $2 00 FEm B AR S
BT . BRSER— AE R RERE AR, B35 SR 1
I AT I ] 7K B LA™ B i o b SRR B ) %
A, 38 AR SR 7 R W KR . TR
TRAE %€ Al bl L, el (X A7 fE AN BERE I, 3
BORHRS, BUEE P BAG AhsT 257, R R 3
A R g K HE TR, JCHo2 BEHT &, FEARER

1

SH IR Bh 25 &, iDL T AN R K B TR
TG, KA AT BT i A . A0
TR WY AHECVAIRE , R WE AL B 0t RS IR A KM e
BACH, ERAEJE I HOR N ORK PERE 20 T4
HE B KR A SR n, 7 A Ak
JER A a3 A ] — WEE K T B it IE 4
ARAEARHIG A2 77 3 5 25 IR o AR SCRIF 5 VEE A
A REPTFIRE KB 2R, KT A el =
FHRZ E R B FEK EAIK ZUR FH R 52, A
J Vot B KL B SR 25 K

1

1.1 XL

RI6 ML TR AbA8 R K i B B B Rl
FEX (36 19N, 11629 E), 3 @k i 38 58 <
fIX, P35 H 2 740 h, 4E°F #1105 C, 4F
PEIBET 540 mm. X5 A HOBIR = R T E ),
K79 m, %5 6 5 m. HERHHE L L
I 1.

Tab. 1 Physical properties of experimental soil

AN TR RTORERE A% BT o T 2080 ( 5% [ 1)

o R/ FH | R 7K 2/ TR KRS _
PR e : . _ kL Wk sk Fis
(g* cm?) (em3 ¢ em™) (em3 * cnr3)
(2~ 0.05mm) (0.05~ 0.002 mm) (< 0.002 mm)
0~ 20 1.39 0.24 0.38 215 90. 80 7.05
20~ 40 1.41 0.28 0.41 1. 68 91.08 7.24 Wy e+
40~ 60 1. 44 0.30 0. 45 3.73 90. 49 5.78

1.2 X%t

RIS FEHE K M A K HAR 3 AN,
VKB R0 [ X 7 it ks 4 BOHE K B W3) &
EHE/K LAY 80% (W2) \ZEBGTE/K B (1] 60% (W 1) 3 A
K i R o oAk 56 [ X7 Ak B A 00 A =
(N3) 256 Jiti &0 & 1) 50% (N2) AN %U(N1) 3 4K
s HEKBARALTEHE( D) A1 RVAHE(F) o WIS IRE
SR TRE DRSS T VA HELX WA, Yok VR 5 Vg )
N9 ANbHE, REAMBER 34N B, PRI AR
BEHLEES 75 20 B, B8/ NX RS 6 S mx 135 m.

IR E A B, EE AT 2015 F4 H 7
HER, 7 H 20 H4& B BKAHE T 2016 4 9 H 17
HEME, 2017 £ 2 A 14 H¥k#k. HFREAHRLAEIT

FeAl FUHIE RAT5F, BT — IRMEFE 7K, W3, W2,
W1 BEKES AN 20 mm. 16 mm+ 12 mm; K& HE
I Ay W KR BOR, HARR T BER &b 5
IKIRHL, DA AR I, BT DALEFT FEA SRS 4T
K. BEEAFMAEETH W3.W2. W1 #EKE R
4354 262 mm<218 6 mm<175 2 mm, N3.N2.N1
Jiti5E S B 43 3 O 100. 24 kg/ hm?. 87. 05 kg/hm®.
73 86 kg/hm’; KA FET A4 £ 8 M W3 W2, W1
KEE BN 179 mm. 151 6 mm. 124 2 mm, N3,
N2. NI %3 5% 9 133.05 kg/hm’. 115 77 kg/hm’.
98. 48 kg/hm*. 56 HATR], 448 12 56 el X 28 56 o
VETK IS 1a], 2 B3 RN RK A 75 2 i &% AL B I RE K B &
W 2.
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Tab.2 Statistics of the total irrigation amount in each growth period
mm

S HEH et

BEER gy FEAEAR L G5 AT FEAEAR L £ R
w3 45 20 197 84.0 0 95
w2 45 16 157.6  75.6 0 76
w1 45 12 118.2  67.2 0 57

1.3 X3

(1) BB pi . HhEH G, B4 5 b
T /AN X — My b e 47 &, 2238 3 Stk i, 3
T N 20,40 F1 60 em, 7E7& AN H WA,
FER B 7:00- 7:30 2k, W26 kAl X 1 138 2k
A A2 4k

(2) L s /K3 . il AEAT, CEIR =R BE
HLH = i A B, A I 346 & KR . & i
AEH AW, PR 20 R AETR A AR X BT B, R
AAFEVE 1 ANEURE 5, BRI N 60 em, B 20 ¢m
1 ANRE, BTV e 4 i Sk R

(3) T =&, FEFR ARG, FH B FFERRE %
AN S
1.4 KBt H

(1) IE SR (D) Rk e e, -
BeK oy R ik 4 2 B AR A 2 K 2K H Van
Genuchten EEE@“}J o L IERURIZH BY N A3 R
FI RET C # 4" v (1) ROSETTA A T4 £ [ %4
BRI o B 4= K ke S K. WA 1
Van Genuchten #8280 5| 758 3. ¥ b FIH 51 &
TIN5 7 e 50 AR X 389 40 cm A1 60 em H) 1
B R EB AR IX 50 em R E HIERIRZE B

3
Tab.3 The hydraulic properties of experim ental soil

w5 0, 0, a ; K,

5 /(cm3'cm>3) /(cm3'cm>3) /emi! /(cm* d)

it 0. 067 0.45 0.02 1.41 0.5 10.8

4

(2) T AFEKE(ET) R4 A B /K &1 5 5 72
I B K 4> R 2GR (W UE ) FVE IR
ME(PFP) " oyl ) X 2) AT I

WUE=Y/ET (1)

PFP= Y/N (2)
X WUE RFEBKSFIHZCE[ ¢/ (hm? + mm) |;
PFP NE AR 7= 11 (kg/kgN); Y RN EM 77 &
(t/hm*);ET NEMAEKE(mm); N AR E
(kg/ hm?) .

2

2.1 &mFE=E

P RIS T A R A AR 4, T ES TSR
WA 5. Ar, FEFWMREZM T, W1 A W2 kb2
IRIEE W3 K 12 6% M 6 3%, N 41T,
W1 F1 W2 AbHE 435 B W3 1K 9 2% Al 10 2%; K4
W RESAE S, W1 M W2 4 F 4 Bl W3 AR
13. 0% A1 5 6%, & TR T, W1 F1 W2 kb2
AL W3 K Q 8% F1 0. 3%, IR/ EK B4 R
Hitir= &, (HE K E A AER A S VAR T R0
B . B E I SR, N2 b3 By i
N1 FIN3 6 4% F1 9 0% ; B AT TRES T, N2
AP By I EE N1 AT N3 75 18 8% Al 13 6%, fitt
TIYARESFAF T, N2 A4 G B N1 AT N3 5 12 7%
H16. 9% , FEZK B AR R 26 AF N, 7= 5 o it IS = 1)
IS BEIN Uk /0N, TG PRI i IR B, 2 AN AERK
KL T TR I 2 . HFE AR B0
VERN B N VA E T = E 4 B0 73 61 t/hm® F
68. 01 t/ hm®, FK % 43 524 49 54 t/hm® F147. 04
t/hm”, i HESC 1T LU NVAES A T 0 & 8. 2%
5 3%, SHET VEEAH LG, T E/K R REd in &
A= &, FE R0 K B AR 7 A B I 5 A
FI FKCF, (EAK A& R A R B B3 K.
2.2 EZFHRHRRELRE

PIFE R IR e AR X 2% AR B IR E BT = LR
6, J7 ZEo T4 IR 7. FE P FIE KR %A%

Tab.4 Statistics of tomato yield

HFRAEFRNZE/ (1= hm2)

R0 AL B D F D F
W3 w2 w1 w3 w2 Wi w3 w2 w1 w3 w2 Wi
N3 75.33  73.02  64.34  73.29  65.9  67.18  52.92  47.54  43.68 4507 4507 41.92
N2 78.16  75.41  78.31  70.32  65.98  64.63  56.45 55.61 51.77 51.98  53.32  49.01
N1 82.2  72.48  63.29  74.57 64 66.24  49.06  46.47  42.4  47.94  46.16  42.88
* 178 ok R
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5
Tab.5 The result of the tomato yield by variance analysis
HEH A KA#E
F D F
K E 0. 153 0. 002" 0.268 0.472
it 0. 499 0.871 0. 060 0.015"
W+ BTV 0.036" 0.252

e LR MEAE a= 0. 05K FERMERZE, + * Fon &L HAE
a= 0.01 KFFEREEZE. FFE.

I T AEAA SR & SR R 12 U S 5 )
9155 mm. L 30 mm F1 1. 75 mm, Bk 55K
348 mm.— O 71 mm 1 7. 78 mm, FFAE AL B 1 &
ANE e A, TR IX — RHH R A 7 R =3
TN, AT e R 3 — I VAT HEK, B AR X /K
ANBE T A2 7 AR AR i i 1) 75 oK, I R — e R

6

(17K 73 iy 25 R A TR K, Tl 45 51 B KT
VK SO 7 00 I R 75 oK, Hags T 2t
Btk &2, SBURE BIREN, SLhrE e ATl
TR 2 B B K
FEEMEXMET, WILW2.W3 A4 H
WA Z B IR IME 298 3. 03 mm.4. 40 mm.5. 15
mm; N VEEEAE T, 40008 4 14 mm. 5 36 mm.
5 44 mm, B NEFEEEK EHNNE TS KT
VSR E IR SR 88 TR, TTResE BT
S T H IR B /N E K8 5T, T IR VA EE A B
K, KA IR A3 B K NS R, /AR Z B
Tk B2 BEK R, I3 N T3 IR R . T E ST
U, BEKE RN X IR E BN R a=
0. 05/K ¥ LIARAFAE B35 2 5 . 5 B 25 T E F1 i

50 ¢cm
Tab.6 Deep seepage at depth of 50 cm in tomato root zone

FH AT X R)Z Z R E/ mm

AR X R)Z BT E/ mm

HEK HEK it e
A hez hez B JFIEASRNT SREUM ABEM WM JFIEAMR AR AEEM
N3 3.32 1.75 - 2.06 3.01 0.51 2.76 -3.08 0.19
w3 N2 4.16 2.49 3.08 9.73 1.82 - 146 5.16 5.52
N1 0.58 1.57 0.55 2.70 4.54 - 0.83 7.26 10.97
N3 1. 60 3.00 - 1.21 3.39 9.85 0.75 9.37 19.97
e w2 N2 - 0.74 2.95 7.12 9.34 2.57 - 235 1.79 2.01
N1 2.94 0. 44 - 2.90 0.48 2.7 - 152 3.48 4.66
N3 -0.99 1.19 1.65 1.85 1.7 - 196 14. 87 14. 61
Wi N2 1.70 -0.52 2.16 3.34 4.36 - 1.66 10. 16 12. 86
N1 0.61 1.73 1.58 3.92 - 0.31 - 294 7.93 4.68
N3 2.80 1.11 1.83 5.75 3.7 - 1.87 5.71 7.54
W3 N2 1.57 1.05 2.3 4. 86 4.16 - 0.36 29.19 32.99
N1 0. 48 2.47 2.76 5.71 1.05 - 151 5.47 5.01
N3 1.86 0. 83 3.5 6.28 4.15 - 175 11.79 14.19
%Z% W2 N2 2.06 2.39 0.% 5.42 5.82 - 127 9.14 13. 69
N1 0.24 1.16 2.9 4.39 4.14 -0.6 5.95 9.49
N3 1.85 0. 04 2.35 4.24 7.62 - 0.84 5.29 12.07
w1 N2 2.13 -1.11 4.51 5.54 1.33 6.28 3.35 10. 96
N1 1.67 0.78 0.19 2. 64 3.01 - 158 7.23 8.66
7
Tab.7 The result of the deep leakage of tomato root region by varian ce analysis
THE A
HEREA
T THEARRE 4R AL i FHIEA R S
. w 0.335 0. 355 0. 902 0. 7683 0. 432 0.295 0. 151 0. 683
i N 0. 968 0.789 0. 087 0. 067 0.823 0.182 0. 962 0. 648
w 0. 800 0.101 0. 984 0.302 0. 643 0. 436 0.508 0. 828
g VA E
0. 054 0. 681 0. 843 0.417 0. 394 0. 306 0. 507 0.225
T+ BTV 0. 804 0.235 0.261 0. 496 0.515 0. 548 0.370 0.230
ok Rl e 179 o
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TVARERF KBRS, T i d IRZ BRE S
HAr5 4 19 mm A4 98 mm, 2 7 5 44 7F W2
FEIKEI) 1 9% F1 2 3% ; RKA 2= T HE AN IBE T 78 HE R
FEEKHAR T Mhid 48 R 2 Bl 23 E D 3N
8 39 mm M 12 73 mm, 735l 5 =4 H S HEK =)
5 86% H18 40% , Ui B HEKFAN IR ZEBINE — e
), (K E AR X AR Z BRI E E R
2.3 HmiK=E
PRI AR X %A B AR K = LR 8, 7

mm/d, KEHEDHNL I mm.0 9 mm 10 6 mm/
d, B HFOK E R K. B E AWM, #KE
W2 FI W1 A3 A4 A F BAFE K & S5 1E 45 it
W3 ALFRAK 20 1% F133 7%, I8 FAHESME R W2
A W1 ASEE 50t W3 AFEAK 17. 9% F1 38. 9% ; #k
KIEWVESAT T, W2 F1 W1 432 I W3 4b 3
11X 29 19% M1 37. 8%, JEETVAHE Z6AF T W2 AT W1 Ab2E
Al W3 AL BRI 21. 3% F1 42 4%, 75 ke /K& B
FE/K S BT A, EZK BT 7 il 4 B HAFE KR

RAFIIER] Q 05 AP R . AEREEK BARE AT
T, Aol A2 B WK B R RE RE G Ik 23
SEFAEAG i 3G v RS, (Bt 20 B X AR 7K B 1 B
i AN 3 o AR B W HE R A 26 A, Ak
oy b R4 AR F W AAEK S 9168, 30 mm

Eo MR NEE 9. F B WP K EAR % 14
TN AT A B RN S5 5 A 7 AR K B S5 1 5 i)
428 55 mm+20. 58 mm A1 118 65 mm, FK&# 7
431 3 mm<28 57 mm A150. 57 mm, FE#E I
A H PR KE 29N 2 04 mm 1L 03 mm Al 1. 67

8 ET
Tab.8 Tomato evapotranspiration
B A FEK S/ mm R4 T A FEK B/ mm
WKEAR  WEKE it fE
Hi TEREAR R 5 kAW i TR AR A4LEM
N3 26.78 19. 49 165.00 211.27 39.58 2.76 74. 82 147.15
w3 N2 25.94 0.46 171.96 198. 35 41.92 8.47 104. 59 154. 98
N1 29.52 0.39 175.67 205. 58 37.29 14. 42 72.09 123. 80
N3 28. 50 17.62 118.50 164. 63 19.95 4.89 40. 10 10293
e w2 N2 30. 84 22.36 %u. 17 147. 38 29.75 38.98 30. 16 98. 89
NI 27. 16 27.52 124.69 179. 38 27.93 28. 45 43.92 100. 30
N3 31.09 40. 32 86. 86 158.27 17.29 43. 49 24.59 85.37
W1 N2 28. 41 39.26 63. 83 131. 50 19.91 33.23 26. 17 79.31
NI 29.49 23.59 65.23 118. 32 22.08 29.99 48.02 100. 08
N3 27.30 40. 45 147.08 214.83 50. 92 39.03 58.06 148. 01
w3 N2 28.53 12.35 160.67 201. 54 54. 14 23.09 42.96 120. 19
N1 29. 62 12.52 160.52 202. 66 42.20 31. 06 79.76 153.01
N N3 28.24 3.04 139.95 171. 24 30. 18 28. 41 55.48 114. 07
?Z‘Z% w2 N2 28.04 23.30 122.33 173. 68 38. 68 28.13 38.24 105. 05
NI 29. 86 3.24 130.31 163. 41 36. 18 30. 32 45.70 11220
N3 28.25 44. 61 51.57 124. 43 20. 14 20. 41 45.50 86. 06
wi N2 27.97 12.05 88. 19 128. 21 29. 54 6.26 40.32 76. 12
N1 28. 43 27. 88 ®. 25 125. 56 15. 91 24.73 39.72 80. 36
9
Tab.9 The result of variance analysis of water consumption in tomato
HHHE &
HEREA
H FIEA R 5 LEEEM i FEIEAL G 5 LEEM
- W 0.334 0.024" (O 0.004™" 0.001"" 0. 098 0.007"" 0.003""
. N 0. 969 0. 804 0. 939 0. 824 0. 843 0.269 0.94 0.987
w 0. 800 0.371 0°* (0 0.004** 0.113 0.225 0.002**
g8 v E
0. 054 0. 477 0. 98 0. 982 0.711 0.349 0.397 0.788
T+ BNV 0. 803 0. 855 0. 983 0. 950 0.210 0.374 0.838 0. 984
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A1167. 28 mm, K47 73 724 110 31 mm Al 110 56
mm, 7K F AR 0 FE KRR A
2.4 KREARAKFE

PR 3 2 7K R FH 258 LR 10, J7 22 4 i
SERWER 1. BEEWMERMST, W1 A W2 b3
WUE {845 5 b W3 15 33. 6% F1 18 2%, [ T V4
WESAE T2 0 5 48 5% 19 3% ; FK A& 75 G E 41
N, 5 4L 8% 1 32 8%, K T VA HE S T 43
151 58 5% K1 25. 1% « 7K 53 FI| FH 250K bl HE 7K & 1 4
IS RIBEAR, 7T PR K WA R T 32 = & W UE
PRI RVATESRAE T, JEAK X Ttz 20 FH 2%
B FE A A B 7K SR T itk 2R &L
RILRELW, FEAMEFMFT, % E N1.N2

HMIN3 &3 PFP $1H 5> 7 4 466 86 kg/ (kgN) -
471. 75 kg/ (kgN) A1 361 12 kg/ (kgN) , 5N VaESAt:
T %3 5 463 65 kg/(kgN) 444 34 kg/ (kgN) Al
330. 85 kg/ (kgN) o EIEMR A= ™ I it 20 &1 3G 0
MR, T EXT & PFP 52k 3] 0 05 3%
KV, E KB X Tl PF P RIS AR B8 E KT
B E AL THHEAE T VARE AT, WUE Y1 7393
Sh1449. 63 kg/ (hm’ * mm) A1 420 66 kg/ (hm” * mm),
PFP Y] {8 4> %) A 859 62 kg (kgN) Al 793 32
kg/ (kgN) 5 FK A TE 0 HE MU T VA HE 56 A T, WUE
YIME 5 B N 466. 19 kg/( hm® * mm) 1 447. 65
kg/(hm® * mm), PFP 3 i 4 5 K 433.24
kg/ (kgN) 1412 95 kg/ (kgN) , #EKF ARSI WUE

FIPFP MM E AKX T Q 05 oK, 15 EE AL
PR WUE F1PFP {H KT AR VARE b, 7T e
H T VA7 261 N ECRIIRZ Bis BT A0 7K

MIN3 4bBE PFP 1875 54 983 67 kg/ (kgN) «
887. 94 kg/(kgN) Fl 707. 26 kg/(kgN) , JE T 74 #E
ZAME T 235 924 30 kg/ (kgN) 769 39 kg/ ( kgN) Al

686. 26 kg/ (kgN); RAFETHELAF T, A B NI N2 FRHRCR,
10 WUE PFP
Tab. 10 water use efficiency (WUE) and partial productivity of applied N (PFP) of tomato
HH T &R

R0 AL WUE/(kg* hmr2s mm!) PFP/(kg* (kgN)) WUE/(kg* hm?2* mm'!) PFP/(kg* (kgN)!)

D F D F D F D F
N3 356. 53 341.16 751. 46 731. 14 359. 63 304. 50 397.75 338.74
w3 N2 394. 05 348.91 897. 89 807. 83 364.25 432. 49 487. 65 449,03
N1 399. 82 367. 95 1112. 86 1009. 59 396. 30 313.31 498. 17 486. 80
N3 443.55 384. 83 728. 47 657. 40 461. 85 395. 11 357.31 338.74
w2 N2 511.70 379. 90 866. 31 757. 96 562. 32 507. 56 480. 39 460. 61
N1 404. 06 391. 67 981.29 866. 53 463. 31 411. 482 471. 87 468. 72
N3 406. 52 539.92 641. 85 670.23 511.67 487.10 328.30 315.07
W1 N2 595. 54 504. 08 899. 61 742.39 652.75 643. 81 447.22 423,38
N1 534.90 527. 54 856. 86 896. 79 423. 66 533.57 430. 54 435.42
I 449. 63 420. 66 859. 62 793.32 466. 19 447. 65 433.24 412.95

11
Tab. 11 The result of variance analysis of water use efficiency and nitrogen use efficiency in tomato
HEA &
T H WUE PFP WUE PFP

D F D F D F D F
K 0. 130 0°* 0. 637 0. 642 0. 096 0. 035 0. 547 0.822

it % 0. 363 0.971 0.016" 0. 004" 0. 467 0.317 0.007"* 0"

T+ BNV 0.451 0. 289 0.707 0. 501

S-S EEYIR P, T H SR s T . sk,
T B EE A BB 2R, BB R AL FRAIC 1 L4
R AR R F 2R, HLIE BT A [RI FRRE 0 AR ol T
U5TE G, FUIE IR E B 1 X 22 5] R R 7K IR 2R
B4, H = TR B A i 3 n g K>

ok Rl

VRV T ) 75 S A e K At AR o 2 LA
KE G2 FR AR AT A A8 7=, SR
Pkt 7R AIEARE B R0 P 236, T AN =4 7K 7 A E
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Rk, Bk FEE MK B R =, TFoigs BE
BH, = B A RE AR N, W3 W2 F1 W1 7= s 44 4
54 68. 65 t/hm*.73. 64 t/hm” £l 78 56 t/hm”’, Ji&
RYEVESAE T 23N 66. 02 t/hm* 65 29 / hm® £l
72 73 t/hm®; FRAFT IR, W3.W2 fl W1 77
BEYME R 45. 95 t/hm® .49 87 t/ hm® H1 52 81
t/ hm”, 5 RV MESAE R 43 A 44 61 t/hm’ .48 18
t/ hm? F1 48 33 t/hm’, i = K B AEEDIR=,
X5 SCHR 23] 6 P TS A R AR
e S RIE AN A, B A E K R 3, ROK R
KEE BT, ARG HERMAE LR, 5 W3
FHEE, W1 43 WUE $2@& 41% ~ 59%, W2 4k 2
WUE &% 9% ~ 33%; 5 N3 fHtk, N1 & ¥ PFP
PR 29% ~ 40%, N2 4bFE PFP $2 75 12% ~ 35%,
VK SEIE n, F an 7K 3 R FH RCR A, vt 2 i 1
i, AR R 2R BRI, X5 BT ABF T g R —
@I[M%] .

4

ARSCAIF 1 R RIS V) R o E K R 5%
T, WK RS H iR = e s K &R R
FOK AR ES e s m, ST,

(1) i R0 e Fe YO W3 AL FEIE = T
W1 AT W2 bR 25 = i v K ) 3 i 5,
{EFE KNS P2 5 ARIA BIE F K. AR T
TERERARTT, it 608 X 2 0 R ) s e OA B IR 3 K
S, a9 it R Y N R e e .
FORE KBRS, 10 R 7 ™= i v T R Vi
HR .

(2) M IR AS [RE K BOR 261, Bl W UE
BERE KB BN A, PFP it 0 & 1 160 i o
Ko BEEEKBART S, WMEEFATE N WUE 1 PFP
B35 = T NV R R

(3) e AHFE 7K HE BEHE K Il D T A, Y AKX
Tt A B IR /K B 2 (52 Ak B B 25K, H i
FR RN FEK I R AN 3 . B R K R
P TR, 38 24 P K2 A R T K 30,
PRI RIS g I IR R BOK, &5 RO
TR EE A /27 At B W R 7 oK, A e T i L
it K, FEUR S TN =G0, EEKEARFIK,
FH EXNFE MR ZBIRE MR EE 7.

ARG X T T AGHE TR U AR Bt VR = A
FIEFI BRI R0, B 2% R IR A LR B2 4t
BE MR, £ UG I ik ik — 2% e,
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