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Abstract

The ecological restoration of water purification fishery mainly uses the absorption and metabol-
ism function of aquatic organisms to transfer harmful substances from water body to improve
water quality. It is an environmentally friendly, low-cost and high-benefit water quality protection
and treatment technology. In this study, Xiquanyan Reservoir, a reserve water source in Harbin,
was used as the research base to study the ecological restoration and water quality protection of
water purification fishery. Through the development of water purification fishery, the Xiquanyan
Water Source in Harbin City removed 42 600 tons of nitrogen fertilizer, 29,820 tons of phosphorus
fertilizer and absorbed 145,550 tons of carbon dioxide in the four years from 2010 to 2013. After
the removal of organic pollutants, the water quality of the reservoir has been improved signifi-
cantly. Compared with 2009, the contents of ammonia nitrogen, total phosphorus and total nitro-
gen in the reservoir water decreased by 42.1%, 42.3% and 36.2% respectively in 2010. Purified
water fishery can eliminate organic pollution, and at the same time, the carbon sink effect is also
very obvious, which can play a role in mitigating the greenhouse effect.
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BKENVASBE TEEFRHKEEVRBIR. RETIERRKEE BV RFZLTE HAKE, EB5EK
BB, RFREL, [RRA. BREFAKREFAEERFR ., 5 AR IRIEET G & 7K P 76 R AR
KRR REHGEAT T K AESBE R KRR Bt RERKEN, BRI 7R RAKIRHAE
2010~20134E /) T4E 3L E R EIE42,600 t, BEAE29,820t, TRIK — & 4h3%145,550 t. B YIS LYER
Ja, KEKFERERRAR, 2010FKEKEEER. SHNSEASEMHL2009FE2 5 FRET 42.1%.
42.3%M136.2% . #/KENIEHBRENE R FER, BRICEEET2HE, 1JRZME =8N HER.
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1. 5|8

BEAE N HH R TR A = iRk kR, R EZK IR TR Aa AN Wl Ak, JH o J T i A Ve 1R 7K 5T 52
FIFeE G Y, KRG G 51 1A 2 A RAH 24 98, ORF KR TR B AR 1) R o 6 &R B RAE I B R
i

AR K M RIK I KRB HER, ARG ACRE R R R AT A4, R AR b 7K 5T DR A7 F4) B™ B B
KIEHEEN AR — MR IE LA HE E TP AR, — R X —RARREE LT P ARA, ETIR
E HarEE, B — Ry XN AR R 56 A BT IR G . X — R X DA JLE 52 LT
S5 oy B B A ) O TS G RS G B, B R TCREN ).

HHT, JRATEG R R AR E, & TR ROk R, KK 22 BICRB . R
] 2 K PR 5T S AR AE(GB 3838-2002) 1, 4K H e /AK /K IBIR B Dy RE AN ORA B A%, $2 D) Re s (KR K43
F: TRFEGEH TR BRBREY X 11 2KFEEH T R EE R KR KR — AR
X, BRKAEAYREH, B, AL RIS, T K3 20E A TR R KR
ARG R RA X AERSER A IR TE . K IR X AR K S X TV R EEE A T
Tl KX B AR AR B e il 0 SR K X s V2R ZLE R AR K X e — M s SR K38 25 v 2K
K, IR O V RRK. MR (R EFELRGLAIRY , FREE S OKE) R T 2RKAR H 2009 4
(1) 0% LT3 2017 1) 5.4%, 11 FKEAEH 3.8% ETF 2] 24.1%, 1T 2K7KMAH 19.2% L7+ E] 33%, {Hi2& 2017
IV FKAET 5 19.6%, V ZRHE V KB 17.8%, WHE 1.

PRAFKUE L, a0 SRR A BRRIAL VA i & 8 TR A KR = A5 g, TSR AR 77 45 1) & B 5
RN I, [FIEAT DA R BRI Gk as « A Ras A S Ras o i SRR 7K K IR 7K o 958 22 B G
BORME, WA SRR 5 ) A HE 2 IR A 7 24 i A PRI, 3503 B ER FH 7K IR — Uk Gl AR SR (1)
FIVER . FTCL, BRI VAT R BOR S0 MoK JE b — 24547 X N SR AT RS g, N8 — I8 /K AR
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Figure 1. Water quality changes in 2009-2017

& 1.2009~2017 & LK ET WX IER

Wk A BB E FE M A KAEAEVIRIRIC. AR KIAE BV R ST B KA, K38
EARJRRE P, IR, REA. S KK AR R TR, FEEALTFFFREISER.
AT FT LA IRV T S 2% 7K VR Hb 78 SR R 7K B A 7T 3k Hh 347 T i KL AE B E R YO R T . P
SRR K R/ WS JRVE T D28 — RIRA AOKIEME, JB T ARIUKZ 4, R RIRKEEFEER
=9
2. iR EEER
2.1. MWIBME

VG 53 B 7K 2 A T WA SR T BT 3R X P LB Y, A T AR ARV e R — S SO BT IeT i, R AR bR
RNIRG 127°22'% 127°31", b4 45°04'% 45°33' 2 [A]. PHSRAR K FEHAL RT3 -8 Tow =T (X)o7t
b, BEEBSHEJRIETT 112 AR BAHROR VR T M ETTIE )L, W MET . BN i . W/RIET,
Fus R KV BT I ANRATEYL, WA 1151 km®. 78 52 R 7K 28 32 1) 8 33 10 AR 7 4 70 48 T AR 1)
32%s

2.2. BAMIEIAE

PE SR AR K P Ak X ek g TR KRGS . BERKDWT5, BFREREW, KFEAERHE, &
FBKIEA . RETLHEM 120 d~140 d, FFRIE 3.4°C, FHEE% 2400 h~2700 h, AR
2500°C~2800°C . H-FI4JBE &N 565 mm, HlbkPL b 24PN EN 690 mm. 6~9 A0 REK 5 aE R
IKER 70%, WBNRRFELNFEZERENEN, EFEENERFE, LFMK. 11 HYIFGEK
%, UKE0.7m~1m, 4 7 FAIMRE.

2.3. TiHtR

PESRAR K TAE R DAt FEWEN T, FEWIRRST. Fefa. K. RIF. T AR LE R KR
AT ERIFZRT 1991 4 2 A PRI K I H IEA#AEL T, 1996 4 10 H A TR T, 2000
£ 10 BB I TE AR AR K PR AR R A S — AN R TR, N RADEDKE, FEREN 4.78 x 10
m’, IEHEKAEFEN 209.9 mo EEFUAEL . B B R AIE I . B R AUKE . KA R
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ZNBERNLIAR, A7 R BRSNS, 2 N BEIE R AR, FERR RS . PUORBRKR & MU B TR
BACH., B, MIATEEE, KEAHEREA KA,

3. fREMISRIER

AR ey 7RV Ml RS T B BT AR 27 B AR B AR L R 27 BHR S 3R R 27 B 2000~2003 45 (F 78 1 1 »
PESRHR 7K P8 (1) 3 B 5 Qe R BANwE,  JRA LS 3R 1] [2] [3].

VE SRR K PRSI NS TR B0V G5 A T2 e — 2 Db AR MY AR B s TS G R I AR
A AR S R AR T B TS Gl s = 52 RIS BT I AR TS Sl DU R REK
B2y ity o I X B i T R A

3.1. REAEESRIFEFERL

3.1.1. 5%

1) ML

WEJLLLANER S 4E =8 17,000 J5 70, %) @R A AT A KA B R BIE, SR SL A AR K
Po & HET 2200 N, KJE 5800 Nicti, FKEX G XAHE, EAK—FFHEAR . HHBURKE
1400 t o4, HoA 7KK 760 t/d, AR K 640 t/d. ERKHEBUSE N 50 277 t. 1 1 i, KK
PRSI R AR BA. A

Table 1. Monitoring statistics of wastewater in Maoershan iron and steel works

= 1. M8)LILSRERT Bk MGt E

EEtan ISEA psyi: hEFEE
“FII{E (mg/L) 333 3.8 91
HEFUE B (t/a) 14 1.6 38

PORLRIUR: TR, 2005 4F.

2) Mg ) LA~ 1 4
2000 FHFIRAALEA, 1E)LILE 23,285 N, TIU4E 25,132 N. @03 2 Fias, 18 ) LIRS~ 104
PN AT TS K S IR T HEK B W, A5 V5 7K AR AT ] Ab B8 B 32 ) I3k 9 R ARV < ] PR T

Table 2. Estimation of nitrogen and phosphorus emissions from Maoershan town and Pingshan town (Unit: t/a)

% 2. ME)LILSERFLLEH R . BEEEER: va)

EIEE2 L b Ca
B 71.2 379 109.1
B 82 4.4 12.6

FORLRIR: XIPHSE, 2011 4F.

3.1.2. ERSH

PESRIRK ZEAE KT AR 1151 km?, Herb Ak 991 km?, R HZ) 149 km?, FHLZ) 20 km?, Z4815H4)
11.8 km®s BRbRith. &M, ¥, 285N, EEMR. KESKIRER. W% 3 fis, SKERAE
fHRENEZ) 926 t, WEALZ) 384 t.
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Table 3. Nitrogen and phosphorus concentration parameter (Unit: mg/L)
=3 A BRESHE i (B mgl)

b A S AR H it Bt 2
BR 821 3.01 3.08 4.12
puT 0.87 0.068 0.12 0.50

FORBRIR: XIPHSE, 2011 4F.

AR T A 15 DA B B AR 2], ST SR AR K P S /T AR A 25 b b 3t 8] L SR AR g5 e A e LK 4
HI7E 4 AT, AR ST K ER R R D ER R, HUGRKH; Bics e SRR, Hk
FEMRHL . BT DAAR EMUMR 2 5 B TS Gl WA R i P K5 8 TR AL R R B PR BRI 3R, T A K
PERIBER —F LR BARE . WIZTTTH T, AR R PH R IR K 1 5 4L

Table 4. Loads of different non-point source pollution

4. TREBSRAS

bR 2R AR H g7 Hii 2 &it
Xikg/(km?-a) 462.9 203.6 156.3 464.1 1286.9
RAT5 G A1 (kg/a) 68,879 201,768 3126 5476 279,249

14 LE(%) 24.67 7225 1.12 1.96 100
Xikg/(km?-a) 49.06 4.601 6.089 56.39 116.14
RS Ye A faf (kg/a) 7300 4559 121.8 665.4 12,646

Bt E (%) 57.72 36.06 0.96 5.26 100

FORLRIR: XIPHSE, 2011 4F.

3.1.3. BRKITHRIR

S RIS e P AN B2 7 N = B R N = R 15/ N2/ O (= ] P et (- I I K
ST I I 15 o (=l O O 1 T AN B A WS S i) e AN B N W B 1 = R @ L
Wi o AR AR AL AR MY R 22 BRI S IR 2B X BHAE N 2010 4F B9, N PRSI 32 2 e br WA S

Table 5. Statistical of average value of river water quality monitoring (Unit: mg/L)

5. MK RN FEIESZ T REA: mg/L)

TiH T IE AT T RA -] S 37 W T MRS Wi} FE YR I W T
B 1.3 1.14 1.23 1.05
M 0.059 0.049 0.053 0.076

FORLRIUR: XIPHSE, 2011 4F.

3.1.4. KEREKRERISRISHIR

KA B BEA TS S TR 2 4R P oK AR K . BB RE R, BRESEIMEAG ST, DUt 5 B
NPERIRE KRB R BEETTIRE . LS BAE B FEME. 24P HRKEG64 mm), FFHFEE
(852 tkm?). KJEZAETEIKIEA(30.8 km’) 5L, PHRARKEE BB N FI K. BRI BTG 36
i 51 T35 6.
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Table 6. Nitrogen and phosphorus concentration and pollution load of precipitation and dust
6. k. BRLMER. BEIKERISRAT

IEE S LA FEIKT- 2 [ (mg/L) B i (g/ke) WK 4115 (kg/a) B2k 5 4 (kg/a)
& 1.18 12 20,498 31,489
i 0.036 047 625 1233

FERIRIR: XIPA%E, 2011 4.

3.1.5. FERXeibrisH

KHG VAR R ZUOECD)HEF 130 2 Z B HF I AR HUE — SV 13 38/(N/R) B8 1.5 38 /(N/R),
PSR AR AR BETRTG By o $24E3 5 TN, NGB — RIPE, RWEL5 Je = AR A i 5 er 4y
5N 650 kg A1 75 kg
3.2. ERISHREMELYSLR
3.2.1. ARIRKEERTERIR

SRS TR FRERT L B R RIIR RN A 1 G SR IR K PR VAR A A S Yk, G AR S BRI AL
BTG gefiar b, T LR I PG SRR K 2R PR B A5 G, DB AT %, THBR BB R R . Wk 7 P
AN, TR SRS RAATEL, RS W, PSR R K R 2 B LU AR 1 TR B

Table 7. Comparison of nitrogen and phosphorus pollution loads of pollution sources (Unit: kg/a)
="7.SRFENR. BSRAMEREN: ke/a)

i =t P Rk AN P4
R 14,000 279,249 20,198 31,489 325
EL (%) 4.1 80.8 5.9 9.1 0.1
B B Air 1600 126,246 625 1233 38
ELZ(%) 9.9 78.4 3.9 7.6 0.2

FORBKIR: Tk, 2004 4.

3.2.2. BRRKEFNESRE
WRAESNREE NS BB, PURMK AR NI BEIRES B 717 ¢, FRAREUIL 3224 t.

3.3. FARIRKEEKRISHERR

FHE Bl VA8 M T 7K P 58 ot 5 2 g X Kl 23 K A58 o S AR 78 bR ) (DB23/485-1998), 1 SR AR K ¢
NN T KA EINGEX . R4 (BRI EHRKIIREX FriE) (DB23/T740-2003), 74 SR AR 7K & 7K 5
FMZEARCA T2, (HI2, AR 8, MY RIS IREE Ml A Ol WS I EHE BoR,  PH SR IR /K 7K B s
ROLIR™E, KiC&EBAE RN T~V K.

4. BKENE S KIFE AR BB

WL KRS R R MIRAES RGN EERM . RIS EE LY BN P R 2904

Wi, WEKS CO, MBEEZMIAAT. KEXEBENREICK, BFILETRA TR SRR, Rz

A N BB K PRI A TS AV SRR, BT AR IR HGE S, AR
FEREEEMYE, BRI HA .
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Table 8. Water quality of Xiquanyan reservoir in past years (Unit: Multiplication of over class II water quality)

%% 8. FRMRKERFRBRIL(RLL: #8 11 3KBEH)

P ISy HAE K253
2000 0.88~2.88 0.08~2.68 I~V
2001 0.52~46.2 0.5~3.88 I~V
2002 1.88~5.8 0.06~9.74 I~V
2003 0.8~4.4 0.69~1.22 I~V
2004 1.6~1.68 0.89~2.96 I~V
2005 0.68~2.36 0.56~0.72 I~V

B W RIE T EREE M I Lol o

TERBHBEMIIREN T, KGNS TRANEDFE B, BOVKEES R AR EENEMEE,
FIHAIITE R IR ES RGEDRE P LR, B H B W ERYOKAE AR S, N T
KA RGITAEIF, N4 LTS G5 A Wiy Bt K A, ik B350 K5 1) B 1

KA RG] LA 7K AR AR RIS R IR A JRNEENY . KA SRR
PRt oKl 3 BRI PR AE K AE S R G R AL 6 I FEA B R BRim 4. B RIKIR I B
bR, WIE 2.

Figure 2. Technical route of water quality rehabilitation in water purification fishery

B 2. kil e Rk B AR B4

5. T RARIKEEK BRE YIS 4T
2009 4F 5 H~2010 4F 9 H, XM /RIE 1T /KI5 H PG 5% MR /K K R A W) 224 1 3047 T e i .
5.1. FFiEEY

5.1.1. FFFEYRhAE

P S5 HRE /K 2 T 2 3 ) SR 6 5 BV R A 3G 7 1) 345 Fh (LG 2 X AN B3] 378 DX A S TR Kk Ak
HEBEMZE RN T 17795 & 192 A1 6 1157 J& 122 Fi), LAGREEI TR 22, 150 A, Rl Tk, 98 M,
WEEEIT 56 B, BREEIT 20 R, S EEN] 14 Fh, HEES FP, FRIED 2 B

5.1.2. FEEEYMA S FhEE

PSR AR K R A A IR LR B 47 AVE LA, DIRESERIGEE N, 17 MUSF, BN E. T
PRI Z AT, B R AMRED, HRBERHE, FRRAMEL, RBERK.
B8 F)GHE 1 i 22 B (Planctonema sp.) e, 15%) 605.88 x 105 ind./L; 7ERKZE(9 H), WET]
e PRI R B3 Y8 (Phormidium allorgei)F-FE s, N 685.44 x 105 ind./L.
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5.1.3. ZiFEMSHY
VG SR IR /K R T I ) 22 REVEFE $0h 1 Shannon-Weaver 83U 4E1E 2.19~4.78 2 Ji]; Pielou ¥%15]fE#
AL 0.41~0.97 2 [8); Margalef TEEU 4 4EAE 2.54~7.82 2 I,

5.2. FRiEEhiD

5.2.1. ZiEEhFhAE
EEE A, L% s 86 M, Hb RS 22 J& 29 B, 5 33.72%; #HiRhRERZ, 21
J& 42 Fh, 5 48.83%; MiMAEFED, 6B 6, 5 6.98%; BEIK6EIOM, 5 10.47%.

5.2.2. FiEEhIL B #EE
I YEEK =N 5 D AMEIFSEEE BN 23, 664 57, 56+ 41 #i. HZ 5 Ay EESIY
MEEL, HAEED, LelUAMNB OB RS R E, BiAEERD.

5.2.3. FiEshImEE St

FEVA A 1A, Shannon-Wiener Z FEVEFREL H' @ 4RAE 0.7758~3.0623 ZIf], AERINEZE 8 H>HZE
9 H>#Z= 10 H>EZ 7 A>HZ5 H: Pielou ¥ E ] &FALE 0.4723~0.8614 2 [A], ERMNEZE
8 H>#Z 10 H>E 2 7 A>HZE 9 A>%FZ 5 H; Margalef $85I M 4 4E1F 0.5735~2.3177 2], &R
NEZQ A>HZE9 A>EZ 7 A>KZF 10 A>FZE S A. H. I MM &R EaHBEE S8 Af, &
REE IR S A,

5.3. JKHREH4D

5.3.1. [RMERNIFH2E

VG SR AR K R KBS AR sh P P S A R B it . A 3R], SR R B Zh ) 70 Fh, SRIE 3115 4
12 H 24 Bt HrKAE RS S6 PR 35 F, FeKAERE 21 Fh), & 80.00%;: FEEK 7, & 10.00%;
WE 2 P, 7 2.86%; ARSI S FRIE LN 4 Fh, IREEAN 1 AP, & 7.14%. =Fd, DIKEMRERZ, 49
Fiy BEERZ, 34F0 HERD, 15F0

5.3.2. KMz MEE

G SR B K B KB A S e A b A3 R KR M S R4 R 6 Fh, BFZEUERI/KLE . X
PR rpAeRRi, HE KR RBC AR, RSB0 0242, 0.092. 0.079. 0.028; HZELIEFK
2205, HAERRI. Hydropsyche nakaharai ARHF, HFHFE5 A1 0.159, 0.034. 0.030; FKFELLEHK
2295l Hydropsyche nakaharai "HAHEREIC. Kl 1 FONRE M, L7517 0.1324 0.039. 0.023. 0.022.

5.3.3. [RMERIIZ R

PESR IR K PE R Y AR s ) AE ) 2 eI o P SR IR K R KR B0 Y 2 AR VEARAE I 5 22 57 o EI ] |,
Shannon-Wiener FEHUCNRZE(1.52) > #HZE(1.36) > HZE(1.11); Margalef 8ECHEKZE(1.08) > H2(0.72) >
HF(0.67): Pielou I EIEHNET(0.66) > HKF(0.57) > HF(049). ENE, HFZFHEHEIIHK
P BIRTRIX > FEX.

54. EEKEEY

5.4.1. BFKEEDFA
PR, A TR IRKE YA 27 B 57 J8 82 Fh, &AM R £ 1 9% FH(Asteraceae), 3£ 13
J& 21 Ff, HUCH AR AR Gramineae), 3£ 8 J& 9 Fl, ¥ £ 8% £l (Asteraceae) 13 J& 21 i, ik

DOI: 10.12677/0jfr.2019.61002 15 K= FT
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AAEHGramineae) 8 J& 9 Fi, # M1 £} (Salicaceae) 2 J& 6 Ff, 2Rl (Polygonaceae) 2 J& 7 F, ¥ H R} (Cyperaceae)
3 )& 3 F, TFH(Leguminosae) 3 J& 3 P & 2 FHIUEME MGE FH(Valerianaceae). 4 2Bk F}(Hypericaceae).
JETZA(Labiatae). ffifH(Solanceae). 7 & Fl(Rubiaceae). At 15 BIYHE 1 Fl, HEaREH 62.5%.

5.4.2. mEKEREYS Y

VU SRHR K S A A R v 8, o DA — 4R AR RN AR A AR S A3, AT D@ B N T %
MIHRLE. AR RARL BROVMEIRZ M 3 AR BRI R (KX R 545 2 2 AR - b
ST PG SR AR K S S O A SRR AE o AR VI 2 A P SR R K TS VR AT A 2 U SR, KA
A, B Z U —EARBEEMY, AR, RN AR N EER B AR, T DUR L 3
IKPEERKAI AR . PSR AR K BRI G A, SEKEIE W . &, A ESmEN, AR
FH— . YUK A AT R SEIL G AT 8 K P g R I IRV, S K AR SR e
218,

55. EAtask

5.5.1. ERMEAIFLKFENE

fi frr B Fr K B R AR IR T R AR R T BOR SE R o R A P A S B
W KBNS — N R Ik, FREIR Z KT 4G 12 s . F7E 1983 4 Hampl A 7% fiff £ ) fif
FOURIFELE 12 um~26 um Z [A], % Fraet i E BRI /N EAR 208 10 um. Rk, 6% f a4 o
KT 10 um (PR AVIAE HUBDRIA) , FoA 1 2 B A P58 O 2603 o PR BH (1992) 55 1 M fie 1 | 6 £ 74
L3S B AR T H B SRR . (E AT T IR i fIE RR TR N R B 2RI, Tk, M
B PSR B N T 2SRz A K e ) 8, A B S KT Y H . Smith (1985)IA 9 M8 HELE K& 1
A AR, S n] DA ESE D AR WSS ORI, R E SR, G G
R I FK 0 5 B — B K AR JEIRDRBIE 70 3R WY £ e A7 R W B AR B, i T oK B —
SEAEFH AEUR 2: Warniak W, JBOREE 8 (5FE N 30 @/m’~90 g/m’)J , VI A 47 s A B R B 0 K ik 2>

5.5.2. ARIRKEER NS IOKRENF

1) JE A PR

2010 SEFHFF@4 AA S ). BT M8 A). KO AM 10 A), FEPHRIRKERE 4 SKAFA
Sy mI £ L B PR RE BIGER . EYIRREERE . R REE ST R E o 8 R i
fiff 1 AR KA T, IR e O fO0 EURE I BR AL, S PE SR AR K R 5 H DA K AR S B S 4R
BB AR o

WEFTaE SRR o 73 P S I IE B 16.36%~33.17%; il (g iKIPiiE a0 i
BRI 26.14%~35.42%. 0 Jl738 ] 7Y IS E IR 7 1) 156 A, Hrpagiiin®, 3L 71 5,
FLURAETE 40 Fh, WA 26 Fh, HREE 11 M, rEE S Fh, FIEE 2 Bh, BRGEE 1 FP. FESE R i7IE IR I 26
LR, DAREBERISEEE N, 12 MR, SR AFNE LM JE N BE(Cyclotella meneghiniana) F1i
BL BB FEAL SR A Tl (Melosira granulata var. angustissima) N7 . B 7IE N SYILL 2 BFEsiY 57 Fh,
Hoh g A=zh 13 )& 16 F, #RMRRL, L 13 8 29 Fh, BUREMIED, L5 ESF, BRAEKS R
7 Fpe Hodr, LRI 16 ANEWF, DURAESIAIE RO E, SRR 11 M, FFATRB Y LIRIEE R
¥ HU(Brachionus budapestiensis) R (4 F # i (Keratella cochlearis) N =E .

2) JEEPEAREREARA K

fifh ¢ PP AR RS 2H - S 1~5 8%, PRI AR 2 N 3 88, MRKIEREIAE 22.1 cm~65.7 cm Z[A],
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ZHAE 41.5 cm~51.2 om Z[A], il i SR ) a R EL 86.42%; AR E i FEITE 230 ¢~6230 g X [A], 7£ 1670
g~2450 g ZAIMAMARL % S PRI A R R B2 1~5 W8, DRI 2 1R 3 %, MR KVEFEITE
22.7 em~72.5 cm Z[A], 1E 40.5 cm~51.5 cm Z AR/ MR 2, B e SR R BT 82.05%, AR E T
£ 320 g~7750 g Z 1], fE 1520 g~2300 g Z [AIf{AMAR: %

3) BEE TR KAFE

VOISR AR K B £, B AR K SR E IR N: fiffh: W =0.0103 LR = 0.9728, n = 81)ffifi: W =
0.0123 L*'™* (R =0.9797, n = 79); HAEKITF(VBGF)E R A: fifEfh L, = 197.34 (1—e “MHOE03990) a1 W, =
7515 (l—e 70.1463(t+0.3429))341464; @%E Lt — 25828 (l—e 70.0895(t+042839));ﬂj W[ — 30421 (l—e 70.0895(t+042839))3.10480 @ﬁ
AR AR 7.56, UEETAHM AR Y 108.18 cm, AHE N 9798.89 go il A K47 mi A2 10.68, LLHSAH M
IR 117.25 cm, REN 11,225.27 g.

4) JEAME IS

G SRR K R A SR B B 4 7% F1 8 85.58 kg/hm?s IFIFESIIIRELA 7 /1 36.71 kg/hm?®e Jb4b,
F 65 i R 1 B AR AT DL R i R £ AT — s AR, o 87 T3 K 48.92 kg/hm® . VRIEEN )
IR R LIS S e i ) At TSR AROK St . B fa7 J0h 171.21 kg/hm®s

5) JEE P STH RS R R

VEIR AR K Rl . BB TR =TT ZE AR, SRR YA FRAE 27.08%~34.51%Z 1A]
Hr, 9 AiEMER G, 5 HIEERERAR. BFEXHZIAYITH AL 38.46%~45.29% [F]. Hod 8 HiHAK
a5 ARG, PRIRKEAKE R M FE R, ik NI AN 2,
FhBW 2 . TR TSR UL, AR AV B AR S RN RS E R R A .

6. IRGER
6.1. K@ ERE BT ERR

SR RO I ARV R R E R NS P SR EAS I, 7E 2010 4, PSR AR K S
Piliffh 3.5 x 10° kg, LAl 1.5 x 10° kg, LR HFUHEY 1.2 x 10" kg, UG 6.42 x 10" kg, Y
F 6 x 10°kg HIRZ . BETCK 9.37 x 10* kg, #H4T 4.2 x 10° kg It BERRES . [EIIF, Al e 2Rt
+or R, BEfiEf. GEEHEEH 6.42 x 10° kg FIBRICER, AHZE TR & KA 2.05 x 107 kg # CO,.

6.2. K@ E K BRR

FHGRYERE, KK SGERCR IR, ARSI KRR W s W B, 2010 HE7K K AR S
B REAR A B 2009 40 FHET 42.1% 42.3%F1 36.2%.

7. &hig

WA R VG SR AR K B R B R A NLE 4, B AW m s et g, o LSRRGS S, 78
SRR K FEANIE TS e B R AR TR 4, ORI LIRS 1 siis . Za . S, VER
AR K BE ANIR PR TS Gt N JZE A 24 Tt R AS R AIE 717 ¢, JREREUIE 3224 t, /Kl m] LL5g 43 B v SR R K
R AN A LS G

2010 £E30 H A FCIANE], P SRR K 28 S e A Mk 2 50 73 kg, AR T-ERAEIE BRI A T IR TS e
ZE 6000 t, BEAE 4200 t, MRS AL A ALK 20,500 to

WO JE K PEAN Wi i 2 i, LTS B BRI 4y B . 2011 AR et
FHSFIEFREUE 10,200 t, BEAE 7140 t, RIS A AGRK 34,850 t; 2012 “EJE &M

}1‘13

=3 85 Ji kg,
’1'13 H

BT
FKrEfEE ) 90 77 kg,
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BT &

FHTIEBRZUE 10,800 t, BEAE 7560 t, MRS — ALK 36,900 t; 2013 4FyE &M 2K = B Hgm 2] 130 J7 ke,
A TIERREE 15,600 t, BEAE 10,920 t, WU 4 LTk 53,300 t. PE/RVETH PG R AR /KIRHLAE 2010~2013
FERITYAE N FLIERR IR 42,600 t, BEAE 29,820 t, Wit 4 ALE% 145,550 to

HK VAR A LS J RN, B RCR B, ATk B SR = N IE o
HEHEmHE

HE KRB ARIHAS %R, BiH%5: GB09C13.
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