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Abstract

To effectively solve the Orah production cost is higher, fruit sales price is low, and the poor eco-
nomic benefit and growth regulator fruit easy to peel rough, appearance quality affected, in Gua-
ngxi Guilin with orange stock Orah as the object, carried out the fertilizer, organic fertilizer reduc-
tion and spray, shower tianrun series products of Orah yield and quality influence test. The results
show that, according to the orange peptide organic fertilizer, compound fertilizer, soil conditioner
and urea fertilizer amount of 25%, 50% or 100% fertilizer of the three treatments of the best
comprehensive effect, can significantly improve the tree growth quantity and fruit quality of Orah,
effectively increase the yield of Orah; lack of regularity in the influence of soil nutrient content
from O to 20 cm, most of the nutrient content is in the range of high amount or excessive amount;
according to the fertilizer amount of 25%~100% fertilizer and spray, shower day moisturizing se-
ries of fertilizer, no significant differences in nitrogen and magnesium content, the differences in
the content of phosphorus, potassium, iron, zinc, manganese and boron did not show a significant
decrease with the decrease of the soil ditch fertilizer, there was no significant increase due to the
spraying of Tianrun series leaf fertilizer, however, the content of zinc and manganese was signifi-
cantly higher than the control (CK); the highest number of results and plant yield of Orah fertilized
by 50% of the fertilizer amount, it has the obvious effect of yield stimulation; 25%~100% of the
fertilizer amount, the required water fertilizer and foliar fertilizer all according to the test design
spray, shower Tianrun series products, significantly increased the titratable acid and soluble solid
content, fruits has a stronger flavor and a better taste, fruit quality was significantly improved,
however, the differences in single fruit weight, edible rate and vitamin C content lacked consis-
tency between the two years.
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1. 518

2018 4FLASK, BEAE T EFIAE MM R I, YORERE . TR S BRI SR N R A RE, IR
WL T AP AR EEAKCE PR, K/MES R, SRS HEALE RS, RN, AKESEREREEES
SHORM R RS FSEmE . AN R R, DRk, i RS PR AR, TR R R g R
S T RO B B 0 AR 5 RS R I E R A . ARV, A VUIEEA 20% 008, mrite =
LM RS AR, £S5, B IS SR, PR RSE TSS S EMAE S E[1]. P M 40% A HLIE +60%
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L ISR & LTt 100941 & - AL B0 & [2]. Al i 2~3 ORIESEW 1500 £ + K
TE S 2000 59K + KIEAESE 1000 fi BRI 353 1000~1500 57 + KilEE FR 1500~2000 i 25
FRIEAE ) E 72K 1500~2000 53, FTHINA R 5%, ARBERKRS &2 TEBIURS 5% 40 2 AP kit . 77
VEBUE I 1) 77V, M 2 URORIE ARG 45 1000~1500 A5 AT {2 A A Fl i A b SR S K [3] [4] IRAH A
HUESEERERT AL 4.5 kg/PR 7= & LU 6.0 kg/FkE = 28.4% [5]. HEHTEAESR . MRIKE HLIE/ERAE, Jlitith
RE,  [EIRE AT S SRA AN YD B AR SRS T [6] [7]. T2k, FRIEDSIRM =k & H =R, HERSNRA
S IR AR T2 5% BT FH 387 B ARSI T VR A 7= 8 5 JO ST 7 T PRI AR o AR RIS IR 285 26 7 AR v s AR
FIRIRTE Gy 7= A SRR RS W T A ) R, e 4 SRR ARk gk it 5 s b 3 284 AL B2 v At 5 ot 0 55 )
Tt DAHE S5 IE BAEAR SRR IE AT 28 RIS BB ROREE BR , # Bh AR PR AE = oA, $E i
JRANG BT R a R P v o R R R A R S H

2. MR55%E
2.1, I EHR

I T B AR S PRI VA XK T T PR AR T 7 Bt iR MR 1, b3 B A 110°33'E, 25°27'N,
BT RGH ZE RS R . IR 19.3°C, T HBE R & 1887.6 mm, T IAHNHESE 76%. AL
Pl RERIRA, 2020 4 4 A 2 SFAZE I €M, ARATIE 2 mx 3 m. REDYFIH R, i+,
KRG, MEReE, T ER RN E.

2.2. WHEE

(1) k5Bt
HEIE 5 MEE, 1A CK, RARQETT A ERLE 1. BIEIRFHES, 4 %o 18X, B 3K,
Fhit 72 Kb

Table 1. Experimental design of soil fertilizer reduction on Orah yield and fruit quality

& 1 HIRBERLRERT R B 5 R0 AYR IR T

Wb HE B 1)/ H
i e B AR R/ H/H
2021 2022
1 TR £ 100%5EE + W WRIE R YR
2 TR £ 7TE%MAE + Wi, WRKIE R AL
3 WA SOWHIE + B, HAMRIUR 20/4. /5., 8/4. 20/4. 415,
5 AU AL 100%0E A + TEFMEFESIAL R) WL (2 1K)~ 24/8. 13/10. 31/10. 11/11.
1. 2 IRARERTE AT 1 IRORIE SE 500 fi 11/12. 29/12 24/11
CK WU AL 100%56 A0 + 7E58 1. 2 YARFRVE SRS mE 1K
0.01% =% & PMEE(BR) 5000 fi
FELARA HURE e FH s (8] Fn e W3 2:
Table 2. Soil ditch fertilization situation in different treatments of Orah
2. FHEATEE T IEAEIRIER
ety RLFEE Rl H IV IR SR kg/Pk
HIE HEILA HLIE HA 49 R
1 25/6/2021 1.500 0.1500 0.500 0.1000
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2 1.125 0.1125 0.375 0.0750

3 0.750 0.0750 0.250 0.0500

4 25/6/2021 0.375 0.0375 0.125 0.0250

5 1.500 0.1500 0.500 0.1000
CK 1.500 0.1500 0.500 0.1000

1 - 0.2500 - 0.1500

2 - 0.1875 - 0.1125

3 - 0.1250 - 0.0750

16/8/2021

4 - 0.0625 - 0.0375

5 - 0.2500 - 0.1500
CK - 0.2500 - 0.1500

1 5.000 0.5000 0.500 -

2 3.750 0.3750 0.500 -

3 2.500 0.2500 0.500 -

29/12/2021

4 1.250 0.1250 0.500 -

5 5.000 0.5000 0.500 -
CK 5.000 0.5000 0.500 -

1 2.000 0.5000 - -

2 1.500 0.3750 - -

3 1.000 0.2500 - -

9/2/2022

4 0.500 0.1250 - -

5 2.000 0.5000 - -
CK 2.000 0.5000 - -

AbFE 1~40 3R 5 T B ES CK AR, (A e rt BRI AL . FrfRsK e, i A 4 %
RHNTTmE . R R A7

O fEFEMFESZ M. BRI ®E 1 XORIESER 1000 £5. KiEAESE 1000 fF. KiEHI 5 2000 fi.
RIEAEYYE 2 1500 £ + LA 1 ¢k 0.01% BR 5000 £ .

@ TEE 1. 2 KA FRT R OR AT S 8 1 RIS 1000 fis . KJEH 5 1000 £ KiEZ 60 1000 i
0.01% BR 5000 1.

@ TERKR ). BE LR85 mE 1 YRR IESE T 1000 £, RIEMYIE F7- 1500 % KiEF S 1000 7.
K Z 0 1000 fi%.

@ 7£ 10 A~11 AL LI 2 YR RIESE 1000 %, KIEFET 1000 %, KIEEY)E #1500

® LA Akt R i el R 1500 fi%5 . K £ 7% 1600 fiF 1 ¥k, AR 7.5~10 ko/tk -

© WRSHUARTY 10~12 A4y, HHTHWEE 5 RORIE £ % 500~1500 £, fER(EIRG 15~20 d Zifi. BAK
YR it B 1] 5 % B L% 3
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Table 3. The time and method of spraying TianRun Multicolor
3. KIS EEERS 5%

W H W1 Jrik: HIE

1 10 A k) 1500

2 UALR 1000 AT A I 5
3 11 A+ 800 ExLE +ix®. @

4 11 HFH 500 T A )

5 12 f k4] 500

175 K AR Ok B LB (B HLR & & > 45%. N + P05 + K,0 > 7%. ¥R ik B 58 25 MU BR) Jy i 5%
T RAEDFEARA R AT A=, 0F B LR IREIR e R (R BERBER, HWkE > 0.5%, UFKEAERE >
5%, WFEEAEYIES. IETEEE. B > 35%), WL ITHRAYI TRHESOL A R A A E5=; 46.4%JR 2 N5
TRRE] A R FAE A F AR, 35 EME A IE(15-15-15) MR AR FEBR 3 5 A PR A J A 7=, DLEJERH AT
£,

RIEMEE TR KiEWE. RiEZE. KEERH. K2R, RERE. REEE. REEE.
R 2 WA R FR A1 i 26 [ 2 A SRR A, T ARG KRARAR .. K&~
i B A

RIS TR - A?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ*%ﬁ B B HF0EE, ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%fﬁi%ﬁ%

RPN IRATEE =8, SR, Wk, HARE & 20.5%, AR & =R T
98%.

KEZF: EWEFRHW, & 52MEYM. 8%, 2K, &Oi. #ERSEILEMME
IREEG T SR S L I B0 B BRSBTS IR .

RiMFERE: DAAREE AR, RN T ENESYRMES T8, M. B HR. B B B S
B TREICER MY TR ERE TR .

KiAZF7: WA WA 100 £5, A KR EHE o R g, w8, s itE.

K E: PUds et AR, BFRa T EERMAR, AASER, E7RFEE.

PNIEEZ TSR EEATER J YN ipsk senari e lacty] A E N T =R L U P e
B A AT

(2) M H 57715

HRHE: 2021 42 7 AR 2022 5 7 H, BRM R ESEZRG, NTHIUMEES ST S EE e
W A .

W EE 5K 2021 4 12 A1 2022 4 10 H, BWERE, N THIMEEESH & HEE 2l
RIS ECE, 2 IER TE 2R B AL 4 D7 a2 RO 20 26K KR .

PHRA KB 2020 4F 12 H . 2021 4F 11 A f1 2022 4F 11 H, BEHLF A RO 5% A0 TR 4= 35 30 8244 1)
W E A s, B Mmbr R RS B 10 om &b AN 4b 34 S SR 1 6 .

THEE RS ENE: 2022 4F 12 H, 7ESIRI/DNX K 0~20 cm V& HAE 1A, )10 a8 A I
REWA TN E 3% N, P. K. Ca. Mg. Mn. Zn. Fe. B FIHHLHE & & pH.

HIE RN v KAMERUH 1.8 mol/L SRR AR, 20 o/L BIER R, BRrERRT e lE s AL
TR A 5 — SRRV WOR 1, FRERPTLL R AR 1 mol/L ZBRECZFE KIGIe - E
ﬁﬁ%\%%%mﬂ3%OﬂBmWL:ZﬁE%ﬂZ%%mlmWL%%%ﬂimWLEZ@%%W%W
B, BRES. B 1 mol/ll ZFREHZ I, RS BRI R F IS e e BERIN e s A5 0K i K
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BAE - HOERE-H ayiile ;s A HUTCR B s A B TR Ak - A s 18 pH SRA pH {Ch
AL 5E o

MRS R REINE: 2022 4 12 H, ESAEM AR IGILF 5 DM FEICR SEHFME 3 s 1
F, BEANEEEIE 60 it ETTPE R SRR R A S WEM 4 Ny Py K. Ca. Mg. Mn. Zn. Fe
M BMEE. N RAIICERE, P RAYUHERBOLEE, KR KGR R 667, Cay Mg.
Mn. Zn. Fe KRR, 4 B R TR 4k — B0 b eyl 52

FEREL: 2022 4F 2 AN 2023 4E 2 H, CREBSEMGEFE. St S AB G RAE SR, RIS R
EHhEIHRRER,

RS T T 2022 45 2 A1 2023 45 2 A, R = N T RS UE . TSS HFHF
AR ERE, WS 2R KA Y, mT i R PO v, Ve F 2,6- e (2,6-— |
R M) ¥4 7 Y

2.3. BB

K Excel 2007 AT HHE #HASi i, H SPSS statistics 25 17 ANOVA J5 Z 43 #T .
3. JHRE S
3.1 FEIAEFAMEHY R

TE I I R T AR Sk A H IR, b TE R, SRR ST A TE SR [8], (HE A HE
HFERMATE Sy, RHMRBIN TG, SESREME . R EKZRE, 78 FRE9].

4 ERERY, AW MRIERFIEEY CK, HEMEBENREZE DT HAMAAR; Rt 2 (1) 2021
SEFACIE 5 M E R AR R F WA, MERMEMNELREEES. B, LR EEEAR
[FIFRFE R/, AFGEE T IR RFIAERE,  IRA B E A R B R A2 .

Table 4. Number of summer shoots and autumn length of Orah under different treatments

%4 FRILIAMHEERERESHIEKE

Ak SR HCR % PR KR % CSERS T

# 2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022

1 34 £ 22Aa 51 + 16Aa 266 *+ 61Aa 133 + 40Aa 15.70 £ 1.29Bb 12.72 + 0.53Aa
2 19 +6Bb 42 + 25Aa 260 £ 113Aa 120 + 31Aa 17.32 + 1.61Aa 11.00 £ 0.96Bb
3 25 £ 9Aa 37 £ 23Aa 286 + 110Aa 206 + 87Aa 15.44 £ 1.18Bb 12.12 + 0.62Aa
4 40 + 24Aa 41 + 20Aa 254 £ 42Aa 99 + 58Bb 18.42 + 0.53Aa 11.36 + 1.83Bb
5 17 +8Bb 11 +7Bb 138 +23Bb 145 + 48Aa 17.38 + 1.28Aa 14.18 + 1.49Aa

CK 15+ 11Cc 12 +6Bb 222 + 20Aa 126 + 40Aa 15.92 £ 1.99Bb 13.06 +1.17Aa

H: FAIARKRE FERRZERTEE (P <0.01), FRNGFEFREREE(P<0.05), FH.

3.2. NEEIEXKHRIEH R R KEIR R

FRRAE IR T T AR 1 2 6 SRR, B M A AR S5 R0 SRS 0T, R4 s g = 1 (1 DG
AR, BRACTE 4 1) 2022 SEFALTE 5 1) 2021 SERKRS BB B30 A, HeE A ER A, kB
CK IR MMM B E T 7 5 BRACEE 5 AR AR FE R 34 4k, AbBEA) ., AbBEE CK R RS KBE 1)
ST — .

DOI: 10.12677/br.2023.124028 211 JERZIEERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2023.124028

3.3. FRIAER AHME. THMEIERNRR

%5 KIgERRM, RIG IR S FE R AL I K R Z R ACE 80, M. TR R P )
TR AR KB 1 22 TP AREA — B, RO S A BEAS [F) 00 H 22 57 2% K a F b Bk T it 9F4% a
2 Dk THET, Y a AR EZ RPGS R ERKEBAK. S8HF4ERN: (5 1. kb 2, 4
H3)> KhFE4>CK> 4bEE 5. HILATI K, BT me k1 RIE R FUAERE, [R5 vy it AR 2 k2> 0. 25%.
5001 75%%F IRA B4 (1 AR KAMEE A AR, S LIS, WhRE RAVIERNE) CK AEKEIE R, H
kit 0% 25%F1 50% AL B I 25 G AR K B R, HGZ It 75% )4 BE, FH IR CK, 4bFE 5 /.

Table 5. Net growth of Orah under different treatments
5. FEILEAHAMAFEEKE

e N et £ /om NEUSLE
o PRRem AR Wl REHT e a

2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022 =M
1 34.00a 15.00a 1.33a 1.21a 78.40a 45.09a 71.20a 47.18a 8
2 28.30a 20.27a 1.48a 1.38a 73.40a 35.27a 65.50a 38.45a 8
3 26.70a 20.09a 1.36a 1.33a 66.60a 42.64a 49.20a 53.91a 8
4 29.10a 31.36a 1.36a 1.68a 70.90a 30.09a 66.30a 26.90b 7
5 25.60a 8.82b 1.12a 1.20a 48.40a 16.27b 56.20a 10.73c 5
CK 28.20a 10.45b 1.37a 0.85h 68.60a 23.18a 56.70a 35.09a 6

3.4. FRIAER KH LRSS EHF N

6 LERREE, PRACER 1. AbEE 2 FIALEE 3 (A e S R LLALEE 4, KbEE 5 5 CK B E AN, I
RERHEIE 2 5 AN [F AL R TR] J 5 CKTA) () 3% 5 4 & i 22 e Z AU VE . (H SR AG el 338 5% 43 7 b
#E[10] [11] (32 7) CK &3, 435 CK M/KMA S RIEH, A& ERAEE 4 h=4b, HEWER;
AR R 2, 4FE 5 5 CK i Hyl@l\lﬁ4m£,kﬁ3\% AhFE 2, HhFE3 5 CK A
ﬂ%mi\iﬁl\iﬁ4ﬁi@5Li THAEE . TS S R R AAke R S B
AbFE 4, KbFE S I CK IEHEAN, HABSEE: AVUTRALEE 2 a%,A@ﬁ & pH {HBRAREE 1. &b
P 5 Il CK B& 4, HARYE R %ﬁ%%,i%ﬁf%ﬂﬁamfﬁomcmi%%AAimwmﬂ
zm&% SR R ESG BREE, X5 AR S i T R R 8 it R O

LT, FR R, JERHE A FE T2

Table 6. Nutrient contents of 0-20 cm soil in different treatments of Orah orchard in 2022
7% 6. 2022 FAELIEXRHE 0~20 cm TIEFHEE

WE KRE BREE AR TR AR ARGE ARGN AN pHE
143b 116.8¢c 513a 5900a 439.2a 63.2b 11.9b 0.73a 3.19a 6.60a
163a 75.8d 318c 3620c 341.6b 56.0b 12.1b 0.57b 2.87b 6.54a
191a 479.6a 268d 4580b 414.8a 335a 14.2a 0.62a 3.07a 6.09c
124c 197.3b 373b 5600a 451.4a 60.9b 6.12¢c 0.47c 3.23a 6.32b
185a 64.2d 438b 5180a 402.6a 39.9¢ 5.6¢ 0.54b 3.65a 6.61a
CK 122¢ 72.0d 278d 4840a 353.8b 74.8b 7.3c 0.69a 3.11a 6.82a

VE: KRR ARE. B Bk BE. B SSHAMERS. SCHEEES B Ay molkg, AHLRTE BEAIN%, KT .

a b~ W N
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R S
Table 7. Classification criteria for soil nutrition in citrus orchards
=7 HIEELIRER S RIRE
o 4SS = IEH [ &
KR <50 50~100 100~200 200~300 >300
A <3 3-15 15~80 80~200 >200
A R <50 50~100 100~200 200~360 >360
HMEF <2 2~5 5~10 >10 —_
ek <5 5~10 10~20 20~300 >300
A <0.1 0.1~05 0.5~1.0 >1.0 —
L <100 100~500 500~2000 2000~3000 >3000
TR <50 50~100 100~200 200~300 >300
HHUR <0.5 0.5~15 1.5~3.0 3.0~6.0 >6.0

3.5. FERIGEXXHMHFEFISENTE

* 8 HIREW], M5 CK EAMBSREREZER, B . & 8. M. WEENEREAR
DLBEHE LR e AT g D TR 2 R BRI SS, S5AREE 4 K CKOAHEL B RIWEtE 1 i 241 AT T
FH, (HARFRRER L CK R IR ARIEAME I A IR0 & B SbsiE[12] [13] (£ 9), ALFAIES. £k,
&l EE, A B #. BEhEZ, CKIEmE. s, SKE. mit=.

Table 8. Leaf nutrient content of Orah in different treatments in 2022

3 8. 2022 EARRAIBAHITHFENSE

AbER £ ok il = B B B fif o
1 10.8a 0.41c 2.49h 50.7a 1.24a 107a 54.0a 21.8a 43.0a
2 10.5a 0.43b 1.76d 48.9a 1.18a 87b 39.7b 18.5a 35.8b
3 11.3a 0.53a 2.70b 52.8a 1.09a 90b 38.0b 16.7b 41.6a
4 11.8a 0.42c 3.04b 44.8b 1.02a 115a 47.1a 18.1b 45.7a
5 1.18a 0.46a 5.12a 55.2a 1.15a 83c 20.7c 12.1c 44 5a
CK 12.1a 0.54a 2.29¢c 58.3a 1.19% 94b 16.5¢ 12.7¢c 41.5a
W AL B WL S BEEERAIN gk, 2 R L. WIS ESALN mokg, £ 9 .
Table 9. Classification criteria for nutrient content in citrus leaves
9. HEH R RS AESRIRE
%) A 172 o 5 B B B fifu o
= <25 <1 <7 <16 <2 <35 <20 <16 <20
291 25~27 1~1.2 7~12 16~30 2~25 35~60 16~20 16~25 20~35
EE 27~30 1.2~16 12~17 30~55 2.5~5 60~120 20~100 25~100 35~100
[Es 30~32 1.6~3 17~20 55~70 5~7 120~200 100~200 100~300 100~200
o >32 >3 >20 >70 >7 >200 >200 >300 >200

3.6. FRIAIER K BHIR MR

10 SRR, H -4 4 MRERBELAEER, BEFARSE, HE5 CK M ZERGFASE
BYIEIA—3; AR 5 ANAEFR & T CK #255-10.77%~28.70%, {HALFR|A] Jz kb3 5 CK JaI#E ()7 &2

RT3

o LEBKAE, AH 3 (TIEAMEALNED 50%) M 4h AR PR

==
PR -

AR, HERHRE XA
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PR RN R 2, LR DR N %
= AR ANENE A

NN SR o e =T YL Y SR S E A LPNG S =

Table 10. The number and yield of fruit per plant of Orah under different treatments
= 10. AECIERMAIMRE R EFK~2

s PREE RACE 7 ilkg
2022 2023 2022 2023
1 49.13 +11.63a 288.50 + 25.86a 5.49 +2.15a 26.12 +3.25a
2 54.00 + 10.90a 274.00 +41.28a 5.88 +1.60a 26.35+4.07a
3 62.80 + 14.23a 306.00 + 71.31a 6.20 £1.22a 28.34+7.13a
4 59.43 £ 27.19a 280.17 + 26.65a 6.47 + 3.58a 24.52 + 3.68a
5 43.60 = 11.64a 266.67 = 22.44b 4.64 £1.22a 22.72 +£3.03a
CK 47.63 £12.79% 209.50 + 29.07c 520+ 1.87a 22.02+3.71a

3.7. NEIAEIEXS R HH SR SE am BRATR IR

1L SRR, AP 3, A 4R CK I RE RN TARE 1. 48 2 f4b3# 5, AR 2, 408 3R
R R ENT CK; R E ., il BRI ESKCPE FERA—E, S ES5kett.

Table 11. Fruit thickness and edible rate of Orah under different treatments

F 11 FRICERHRINREEESTRE

e R R flem RRE R Al # (%
2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022
1 0.22b 0.41a 108.14a 181.28b 79.30a 70.84a
2 0.21b 0.37b 108.05a 189.06a 80.83a 70.07b
3 0.23b 0.36b 99.26a 181.06b 79.63a 70.48b
4 0.24b 0.40a 105.69a 169.68c 79.45a 73.30a
5 0.26a 0.33c 107.13a 187.25a 80.80a 72.78a
CK 0.33a 0.41a 106.32a 197.08a 68.58b 71.25a
Table 12. Comparison of the fruit quality of Orah under different treatments
= 12. NEALERKH SRS MR
4h3m R g Vc/mg Al E R TSS/% [l 2 L
2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022 2021 2022
1 5.93a 4.75a 17.70b 21.79b 0.71a 0.83a 15.60a 14.00a 21.97b 21.43a
2 5.37b 4.75a 14.40c 23.08b 0.75a 0.83a 15.30a 14.00a 20.40b 18.66b
3 5.22b 4.75a 13.50d 21.79b 0.68a 0.84a 13.50a 13.80a 19.85b 21.19
4 6.20a 4.63a 21.60a 43.5% 0.81a 0.83a 16.40a 13.90a 20.25b 22.19%
5 4.47d 4.52a 23.40a 20.51c 0.45a 0.70b 16.40a 12.8b 27.33a 20.00 a
CK 3.97c 4.52a 21.00a 19.23c 0.29b 0.70b 10.90b 10.10b 37.5% 19.86a

P12 GERFW, KPR CK B JERER Ve SR AAE &R, HiXFhZEREZ st ffa e tt,
RO ERR B CK IR E 7 0~0.52 N E /0 A, TSS S & B E R E 1 2.6~5.5 N E 2 i, HAF[F TG
SEER, M5 CK MIERLEATL R EZ R, BE. TSS &8 A B B b I R /N v i 1R M 5 sz KUk
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WS TR P e bR . TEARRIE S, IRV & B AR T 25%~75%, (HLAIE, kAR R IERITR
A, AR T AR A, T H R E R S T e R TSS S i, AR SRR R R AT,
SRS T B
4. ¥1ig

BB R RS LIRS ZDE K, AL B B LA S SR SR S 1)
W, FEGERAR. SR ZE[14]. AERMEAL . S AR R sl R AT, n] R L TR A B LN
RFEMAR A KK E P ORI = AR, PR 1M AT 45 [15] [16]. AERHE< B
PR 1) S ST PN 7E S, WA R E R\ TSS A R RBE R LY, 3k e e s SR S KUK (1) 2 B[R 2R [17] [18]
ARG R, A LA, AT E R R, EIEARE S AR . PO 40% AT HLAE + 60%4H I
£ AR A 7 LUt P 1009k 475 5 B AR 77 B4R 5 4000 kg/hm?; 171 FH 60% A HLIE + 40% A & FH I = &
AT B[] RAAVAEFIALIEA S5 G e 77 2, 2 DR B S ARk e i i) oy B0k 4%, IR GERI L
foil, At A AR B R R UE SR 372 5 3K, it A WLAE L ) e sty 438 bR 05, SR B 7= i o2 e 28 [ 19]

A EACAHEE, J A EAC AT R S i S E RS . A B TR A B B R R
. WYL S [20]7E W 000 AT A 35 B RS I G 0, U 3 Ko/ARIT, AT 8 B & =G N &8 19.7%,
[ 2 LU PR 22 15.21; J%(E 0.69 kg/PRES, WA MERFA MR RS M, F=Edem 44%. M E[21]0R
PN E I FH 2 B IR D 25% kG T AR, e 5 BT 19.28%:; HF A B IR 25%
FIKIENE, iR B A A RS B3 12.55%. 11.13%, FLSREININ 8.67%. 12.41%, X B jiti F /K I A
AR R, DR A R, R B R R RCR BBEAE . it P I R I T A e SR s
TSS &, Ve &, BS RS, A /RIFRERAL & 0.4 kg/tk, TR 0.5 kg/Aki RO HfE, Fsr™
&I CK & 44.5%. RPEE &= CK 5 23.8%. i &l &t CK $&5) 33.2%; = 0.2 kg/PkET, HsC
AL E IR S L CK AR 10.4% [22] RMANE S Bl S SBORERE, R0l M sdaEidie
SE AR, RWDGEIER; WA VUER g E i B B B SRS SR, BRIREE. . Bk
T, RS A PR 2008, FIHEm =B . 45, 8. MESE, BRERRx
SR, HERRSE TSS Sk 18.0%. EHEEE 7.3%MBEELL 24.8%. HIAHUIL(GIE. Sibk. mAK)E
X 30% A B HFEHL AR 8% I EUA 20% )81, Rede LA i E IR L . BEIREL . Ve & &[23]. Lt 2.5 kg
SEAFUHIEAN 1.0 kg = 0 A MEGUIE  BEAR BT AR 22 A 15%) AT RE Al Ve & B3 21.1%, R B 13.7%
[24]. AHFFEH, W T RE R AU AR, AGAEFIAALAE AR & Y 25%. 50%Ek 100%, A& K T4EK
&, RERIMT, ZAEMRREE, ST AR R B ARG B R Bt RS E 1 75%)itE A
FmE . WRORIE RFIALR 2021 EASECE R B R4, AP ) B A ECE TE W 2 R B AR e I =
25% it EAE . kR R AL 2022 SRR AR AR T D A, e A R b B S CK T 1 RRY 2=
TRERER, EMHKERZRE 8. & MIEER 25%~100%) LA Wk IE 2R 51 AR
REREAR B A K AMB A AR, RO LB W RIE RAIAEEH CK A K &S K. IR 2 4
JEANF AL BRI e H 5 CK Al L3872 0 B B 22 sl = JUAR I, 240390 & BALYE MR B B
XTS5V i A RHECE 5 bk T ORI R A i AR DGR R — AT, R ERE,  AERHEE EEA
PEFt A=A BERHEI T R AR P S S AN B2, LR DR N AZ2 it It T R R A AR, I e T R AN
MRS Z MR G R AR G A B . 3 e AL 8 D 25%~T5% M R E . IR
Ve &k Z BUERMES — 80, (HRABE, IR RPIACRIREN, ACH BT Rk RAS, AbER 17T i
SERREL CK 5 1 0.13~0.52 MH 7, TSS SR Eitm [ 2.6~5.5 A AL, AIMEMHM TSS &
BB ERS, FRSRER. CUREL, RSih e ENeE.
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5. &

FAGIRE UL, EA0E. HRERIAR R R R 25%~100%) AL, T 75 7K AEAN -1 AR 43544 18
BV T MR R R B, S8R R A A AR K B A RS S, A RO IR e, (HDL
WAL, AAEREAL R 25%. 50%35K 100%/AE, X 3 /NI 454 R Bl o 49870 it RE AR 25 i sk
X 0~20 cm HEEFRAFE B MG Z RN, ZHFE S EAESESOTERNVEE . ZEEER
25%~100%Jt IEFImT . W RIERVIE, BMESELREZER, B . 2 8. @, EENERK
A R IBE A T it AR B ek 3 R B R S, A RIS T R R A T S R . i
T 50%t B R IRAH &5 R BCRIvR = B B, A ARG AR . IR R R 25%~100%t A8, BT K IR
I} 0T S 4 s A i 0 T v WA DR R B, SR B B T AT E BR AN TSS B, T4 R s KUK K
FUREE S, BSfhiSos, (H s, iR M Ve S RINZEFIZ A S — 8t . fEHERNEE
(L R) WHEHA2 R) 58 1. 2 RARFRVE S & 1 ORI SET 500 £, AR MHATRE

E&WMAE
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