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Abstract: The suspension solids, salts and organic nutrients in sewage efflunts can significantly affect soil porosity condition.
Based on the laboratory simulation and computed tomography, the numbers of soil pores, porosity and shape were quantitative-
ly studied under the condition of irrigation with sewage. The results show that the soils irrigated with sewage effluents exhibi-
ted higher total pore numbers and macropore numbers(Z==1. 00 mm in diameter) in the upper layer but lower total pore num-
bers, macropore numbers, coarse pore numbers (0. 26 —1. 00 mm in diameter), total porosity, macroporosity and coarse
porosity in the subsoil layer when compared with the soils irrigated with groundwater (p<Z0. 05). Under the condition of irri-
gation with suspension or with salt solution, total pore numbers, coarse pore numbers and coarse porosity increased, while
macropore numbers, total porosity, macroporosity and cycle rate decreased. Under the condition of irrigation with nutrient
solution, total pore numbers, macropore numbers, coarse pore numbers and coarse porosity increased, while macroporosity and
cycle rate decreased. For the soil in the study fields, the effect of irrigation with suspension on the soil pores was stronger than
that with salt solution. For the same irrigation with suspension or with salt solution, the effect of sewage irrigation on pores in
groundwater irrigated soils was stronger than that in sewage irrigated soils.
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15 K RETRAE A DR AR M T 7K T 28 4[] SF A, 38 G
T — RGN AR [R] 8, 0O X g8 K T
K54 (Yadav et al. » 2002; Al-Subu et al. , 2003;
Alvarez-Bernal et al. , 2006; Huang et al. , 2011) .
T KR 5% iz £ (Magesan et al. , 20005 #%
&2, 2006; Lado and Ben-Hur, 2009)% Kl r=4 7T
B2 5% . 0+ AL B CR B e 2 KL B
(>>1. 00 ) AR5, a8 H IR L T 18] e =3 ] 73
A SR E A 3K A3 i i L R SR K PR fE G
HEARAF, 20100, T, A 575 KRB X 1AL Bt T5
TH] FY RSS2 Jr) BRAE -3 25 T AR AR 1% 3 FLBE
JER/IN B3 A 45 07 TR (2R3 18 %, 20065 Gharaibeh
etal., 2007; BT, 2009) , x5 K X +
AL oA MO 25 A5 LS AR O D T AT 5
firf LA, PR o 20 3 DX AL BRI X T
TR PR 5K S s s 7 HoA 208 3L

H H0T TSR L BRI 5 09 5 12 2 G (R B
P FE M AE B EIGE B ANER CT (com-
puted tomography) $A4i £ AR & Ry s EE, 2014).
HHMITEMEL, CT H SR B AW T IUH: GE
XF A HEATAE IR 43 47 5 HRA 43 Hoks B2 e A
AR PE DA A I ] e i 2 U0 R i E 2
HEAT AR BB A #4 1 —= 4 g GBI 4%, 2010),
I ATEWTSE L S FLBUIROE » LB ARt L FL B A0
TEAEH 4 Ty TS T =000 0 R A 25 1Y S e (U
ARHPEAE . 2002; Nunan et al. , 2006; Sander et
al. . 2008). Jy . A SCHE PR A AN Y 75 7K P T8
DX 3E i B AR AR A NS 6T CT 944
A FE SR TGHEAAE T LB E I B iy
fIE R T IESLBRURAAE A5 MR R 2R S B TE R T 7K
DAY 1 P 72 R SR A B AR

1 AR

1.1 BRI

AAIF G R HCA M 1975 AT DX R 289K
BOMWFST X, 8k B (37°47' ~38°01'N, 114°29" ~
114°47" E) {3 Fr 64 VG g 0 » J AT Ll 2 78 1 i<
SR R AT TIRU LY FAY-= ] 71 i i ST S o R =
fi. A ¥R 120 2 CL AR B R OK 5 R
493 mm, fFEAK FELE P 6~9 H, HAERFKERDY
800 LA b AESEHIZE KR 1 972 mm. BT X U2
S EETIRZ I EERIAZW AR,
RZFEL IR W, X P R S EOEE

FAT KA -

1.2 MRFAE

1.2.1 HRRERWMAIRE LAY 50 50
[ S AR O SR B s (37°5800. ON, 114°31741. 17
E) . DL i DX B 3 st 7K R TR A B ok 6 BE A
(37°57'36. 4"N,114°32'30. 3"E). BFFT X 4 3E4E i (14
KA N IFAR T AT AR B AR R AR SR AR -
FER R4 PVC A (oA 45 35 » HAK 40 emy,
WALy 10. 5 cm, BEJRE S 0. 25 em. F1) T e o e Kf
PVC % i A b R AR JsUIR AL SRR
40 em, FEASRAE RBEALR I 5 A E AR RE TG H
R IE AR Ut CT SRS FL B 45 1 I
i B — R B A EA2 0. 3 mm) B A &4 A C R
R BUIR AR b VR R 2 B AR AL, R
SRV TR AL I PR B SR AR U 3 AN
EHRELL 0~20 em,20~40 cm 432Kkt B EE
KM ST mEREE 6 MRERAE—NREM. -
FEIR A G BE ATCTR B RS . 8 Al ] 52 0w
L IR AT WA SR Y AR IS T E N A SRR B
JE k1 mmii , DA 3R AR S bR oA Al 1 3
FEATE T ANER 1 FoR  BEBETS K Fib T 7K iy 2
AVEFTaNER 2 Frw.

1.2.2 TI|ABEBEMNNE CTHEKBRELK
TLRFEBOK RIS A 1 05 5 TR a5 S 5 5 50 A
CT HH§{Y R 5 M 75 [E Siemens Somatom Sensation
40. CT AL F S0 B B 120 KV,
Pk 300 mA, FHEIF R 1 s. A% 454 DA 000t 45 B
0. 7 mmd= F — R, A IR R AR S e ot
53] 533wl AW m EER. CT BHR & h —E 8 H
AR B AN [F] K BE 15 2% 2 2] BT A ok« TRT 4R
¥ BMP A7 . AR PE CT FIH RS B AL 50
Hh T REFE Y e/ N 2 i fLAR A 0. 26 mm.

CT =l EIZR 53 #7 >R ] Photoshop CS3 {471
Arc/Info 10. 0 BAAE B 5E AL H A3 B Ak B3 A5 DL I
1. % CT H#5E1% (E 1a) % A Photoshop CS3 4k {4
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A RE 2 My m EE (B 1), B {E e
VAR D5 2 8 19« 003 2 R/ INLBR Y AR 4T
CT Hli . R v — D BE, 47 BR i 315
FLBR RN 95 2 FN AL BRI /N ZEAT FXT s A 22 2o
K FFEBBOE — A BIE AT T, BRI 22 (E
HEAER AN T 1% 1k, it bk gy ik
A W BB R 70. B b 5 i K A ER L BMP
A7 B i o JF 4 H 5 A Are/Infol0. 0% . 78
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Table 1 Basic physical and chemical properties of soils irrigated with sewage and groundwater

" . B AHHL Na*t Ca’t CEC A

S ,

L A (uS+em™ ) (g-kg))  (mg-kg ) (mgekg ') (ecmol-kg ') (g-kg )
N 0~20 8.13 286 24,58 36. 23 13. 22 14. 65 405
T5HEIX .

20~40 8. 19 293 11. 60 32. 50 20.17 13. 33 345

0~20 8. 16 173 19. 10 11. 09 23.09 14. 79 349

IR
20~40 8.59 206 8.99 14. 44 24.62 15.10 342
7 : CEC. PHES 7232t & (cation exchange capacity).
R2 ERSKIERS T KMERER
Table 2 Characteristics of sewage effluents and groundwater used for irrigation of agricultural soils
S SS ZERTIR4 Na® Ca?t Mg?*

PH (S em)  (mg-L D  (mgeL-)  (mg-L D  (mgeL-H (mg-LH X
y57K 7.7 1599 293 136.9 162. 5 107. 7 30.6 3.5
T K 7.2 1347 ND 16.7 46. 2 139. 8 52.9 0.8

1T+ SS. £ (Suspended solids) 5 SAR. 4l fff kb (sodium adsorption ratio) s ND. A& (not detected).

(a)- 1 FE BT CTHA 4 15 14

(b)Photoshopkt P [&] 15

(c)Arc/Infokb Ff 4 14

B 1 Egard
Fig. 1 Process of CT image analysis

Arc/Info 10. 0 F A Zad fiis — 2K & 4 ¥ L KIS G
BG4 HT IS AT BMP #8200 47 & (& 1) Al
DBASE # XL S 8git £ LIS B F 2
FEALBR AL H T AR K

ARG LR 25 AT 43 R ALBR CY i HAR R
0. 26~1. 00 mm) MKFLEL CY 5 HAE=1. 00 mm).
CT FH0 5 1 S AL BB FELAL B BRI R AL 2
R AL B EE TR AL Bt B 4 531 by L AL B A AL Bt 1
T RRIT o A I AR Y 7 53 800 AL 2 A A AL B B
FRFLIRE Z AL FLBSR 2R A R A 2k - FLBR AR
[3] 36 = 47 X FL B T AR/ R L IR e B R
FLBRE SFEM S8 — i SR E 3+ 1,
FORALBIE S8 T IR 25 LB T B A R 1 LR
SRS HRINY 5 52 3 DU /1N, pl Dotk A 79 i T
REFERAE 38 5 FI DR AT 55 2o 7 v 32 B4 3l 1 52 g 3K
Bas R A S R S5 1 5~35 em J2 07 LB %L
. J5 2553 MR H SPSS 13, 0 3k {44k 3.
1.2.3 TEERBUEREAKEMNUESZE L

5 pH EC R4 . A ML . Na® fil Ca®" (FHE T
A48 1 I A 43 S5 SR P PR 9% L LS L B T
P B IRA A A — ANk R A SR T
RSPICTE B  CWR B 8 4 — ZE AR 2 1k (B - B
20005 E4nd, 2000). K& pH. HL T SS FI4 HLAK
(I 22 30 R pH 3 L S 3R BT Rk be 4
fb— 2L AN s Na ™ Ca®™ il Mg i 5 2% F
HLBHE & 55 5 T R SPBIE I (ICP-AES) (JH K3 5%
{3 B8R, 2002).

1.2.4 ERHEMILIEIEIT  BANREMFR A
2 CT i 5E UG = N AL TR, IF
FER I 45 95 TR CT 45 A0 AL B 2 5.
T AR ADL , ASEAD AR U VAL RV R R S R Y
W 3 R 5T, HIEFLIR S EAERE BT 5 i AR Ty
fiE. REG PTEE 59 d X5 SRR E AN  (DBELIE K
KT B 1P 1 g/L W B, $h W 10 g/L
NaCl, 7 FR M R 15 g/ LJEME. 1. 8 g/L KNO; . 1 g/L
NaCl. (2)BLIERE 3 7  ASU H [0)35 KB FEA B
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2.1 SKEBRX T IEFLRRYFME

SIS AV R X506 X - S L BRARRAE L2 3.

T 3 AT LU S e AL P55 IS 1
e LB KL AL R FLBRE  B SRR L RALBR
JE FIAH LB B 1 2 0 e A ) B9 43 A RRAE - )23 (0~
20 em) BEE T FJZ(20~40 em). 5% IE S A L
VK BEMR X [ J2 (0~20 cm) 448 s LB ORI K L
) B E B (p<<0. 05) . KL FL B &, S FLIR B
RAL Bt BE A L B BE 1% 0 B & 19 728 fk R AR
(p=>0.05); F)2(20~40 cm) 4 3 AL B K AL
B R AL BB FLB R L LB B DR AL B 35
BRI, W] L X A L BB D L BRSO
2 LI DAL IR Ay e 5 ¥ K A - )2 3
SALBRBCN R ALBRET & 1 M REAR T R 2 A
FLBTES R AL B A LB A LB R AL B EE AN
FLALBRE.

2.2 ERBFRERSET LIELBRT LS

I B A5 P AR UL B VR VR TR 2 A R TS TR DX S X
HRIX A AL B AL RRAE 43 1) DL 3% 4 FRR 5.

IR A FTLUE . SHERTAH L S V5 X B2
(0~20 cm) =498 B AL B A AL B EORTAH FL B B2 34
TR (p<<0. 05) . 11 A FLBRE K FL B FIFLER
TR 32 18 i 2 REAIR ( p<<0. 05) 5 T /2 (20~40 cm) -
SO LR 2 T TR R R R AR AT L AR
P HEN R B F A5 X 2 AL
PRk R AL B A AL B B AT 2 R AL BB
TS MREART b R )2 L B s B R A 2 4
FLBREE  RALBREE.

IR 5 RTLUE Y SHERTAR L 8 o 0 B S B2
(0~20 cm) +- 438 B AL B A AL B EORTA FL B 2 34
2 TR (p<0. 05) , T L Bt B AR L B 3

FREAR (p<<0. 05) 5 FJZ (20~40 em) +HERI LB %L
BTV MRSL RS LB L LB R A B
RIS I RIS, T UL ALY HE G R T . B TR VRO
% A b2 A9 AL I KL L B B0 RELAL B B
TR ALBR BT T R T B VT2 R
FLBRE L K LB BE AT 2 A 48 K L BR A LB
2.3 EHIEREBRFZET LIEFLBRTIFE

ST A5 R R 0L VRV T 2 Y5 IX 5 0 R
X+ AL IR AR ALARRAE 73 3 L3 6 Nk 7.

M 6 AT LUE H SRERTAR L HE S 15 X E )2
(0~20 cm) 38 5 FL IR E . HLAL BR B HLFL B B
Tt E (p<<0. 05) , i B[R] 3 f 25 FAIR ( p<<0. 05) 5
TJE(20~40 em) 3R] 6 d 25 B 1 L Bt

SRR TC W A ALARAE (p=>0. 05). A] WL, 454835
WS ST, Eh VRO A5 X 12 3 LB H
FLBRECRARFLBREE T T W FRAR T b N )2 3 FL

M T TR Y S HERTA EE L 9 X B R

(0~20 cm) + 48 B FLBREC AL AL BREORTA AL B BE
TR (p<70. 05) , 117 B 8] 2 82 REAIK (p<<0. 05)
T2 (20~40 cm) 39 B FL BB HLFLBRECRIHL FLBR
J3E 48 2 T v T AL B R i ) 6 S AL P L
BRI HENG = N SR IR B VTR IR
FLIREC KL AL BB FLBR B T RS T T2 £
HERFLBRBEE RN | T 2 LI R .

2.4 BHEFRBERSET LEEILEITLIFT

S IR A (R B0 SR VB A A R V5 T X 5 %
HE X 3L R AR R ARFAE 2331 DL 3 8 ik o.

M 8 AT LUE H, SHERTAR L HEfE 15 X )2
(0~20 cm) + 3 BFLBRE R FLER AR AL B EORTRL
FLIR RS H4 B T 5 (p<70. 05) , 17 J JB 28 b 2 A1 5
T2 (20~40 em) HIEFTA FLBRTRAR A TC B 12 1L
FHIE(p=>0. 05). ] WL, BLLI5 1 5 1 » 78 SR O IR
S HE X 12 LB AL R B A AL B A R
FHFLBREE T3 1 RIS T _F )2 LB B 6.

R3 TREXTERILRESHGEIHIE

Table 3 Average numbers of soil pores attributes in the different irrigated fields

—

L 1 N . S () B—
FLBRE  KFLBREC  RLFLBREL LB KFLBRE  HIFLRUE

o 0~20 106a 48a 58a 2.72a 2.52a 0.21a 0.658b

T 50 40 39d 14d 24c 0.51c 0.42¢ 0.09¢ 0.659b

0~20 93b 39 54a 2.34a 2.15a 0.19a 0.645a

XL 20~40 70c 28c¢ 42b 1.35b 1.20b 0.15b 0.656b

T 2 H R, A B A [ RARRE R 52 FRFRAE0.05 - |22 57 18 75, 464~ 91w,
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Table 4 Average numbers of pores attributes in sewage irrigated soils under the condition of irrigation with

suspension

. . LB FLBREE (%) ‘

WK R (em) (L S I L —
BALBREL KALBREL HHALBREL SALRREE KALBRSE HHALIREE
N 0~20 120b 6la 59b 3.17a 2. 96a 0.21b 0. 659b
15X -

20~40 41c 18b 23d 0. 60c 0.51c 0. 08¢ 0. 672a
S 0~20 161a 54a 107a 2. 14b 1. 79b 0. 34a 0. 638¢
“““““ 20~40 54c¢ 16b 37¢ 0. 48¢ 0. 36¢ 0.12¢ 0. 648bc

£S5 BERERFHTHRATEFIRSHSITE

Table 5 Average numbers of pores attributes in groundwater irrigated soils under the condition of irrigation with

suspension
" \ LB % LBREE (V0 )
HEIX JZ0i (cm) — — f FJ?M - — f lﬁ?y‘/\ 0 ‘ _ e S
LB KL HALBREC BALBRE O RALBRE RLALBE
. 0~20 94b 4la 53¢ 2. 70a 2.51a 0.18b 0. 636ab
15X
20~40 94b 39a S54c 1.97b 1.78b 0. 20b 0. 645a
gm0 136a 42a 95a 2. 00b 1. 69b 0.31a  0.625b
v 5=}
““““““ 20~40 95b 23b 73b 1. 08¢ 0. 84c 0. 24b 0. 630b

o6 HBAEBRZFGTSEXRTERIRSHSITIE
Table 6 Average numbers of pores attributes in sewage irrigated soils under the condition of irrigation with

salt solution

e . L% FLBREE (%)
WK R em) ——— e RECD s
AL RALEEC O MALEEC BALBE KALBUE O MALEUE
o 0~20 88b 37a 51b 1. 96a 1. 78a 0. 18b 0. 654a
15X -
20~40 26¢ 9b 17¢ 0. 33b 0. 26b 0. 06¢c 0. 656a
e 0~20 129a 36a 93a 1. 65a 1. 37a 0. 28a 0. 626b
20~40 33¢ 7b 26¢ 0. 24b 0. 16b 0. 08¢ 0. 638b

x7 HEEBEGTHRATEPIBESHSITHE
Table 7 Average numbers of pores attributes in groundwater irrigated soils under the condition of irrigation

with salt solution

fLE %L FLBRE OO0

HEX JZ{7 (em) - ; N . N R JE 2
- SALEEC KL ML BALmEE KALBEE O MALBE i

. 0~20 91bc 36a 55b 2.02a 1. 82a 0. 20be 0. 641b
T5HEIX . _ ) -

20~40 80c¢ 31ab 50b 1. 54ab 1. 36a 0.17¢ 0. 658a

e 0~20 119a 36a 83a 1. 85a 1. 59a 0. 26a 0.621c

““““ X 20~40 101ab 27b 74a 1.03b 0. 80b 0. 23ab 0. 633b

*8 EFREBREKHTHEXTEDRABRSESITHE
Table 8 Average numbers of soil pores attributes in sewage irrigated soils under the condition of irrigation

with nutrient solution

TR ARECD ‘
T p— t S ¢ i
it A T am MRS GAmE e mamE | F
e 0~20 112b 47b 65b 3. 05a 2. 81a 0. 23b 0. 661a
15HE X _
20~40 48¢ 16¢ 32¢ 0. 60b 0. 49b 0.11c 0. 651ab
0~20 175a 59a 116a 2.93a 2.55a 0. 37a 0. 627c
R

20~40 57c 19¢ 39¢ 0. 80b 0.67b 0.13c 0. 642b
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Table 9 Average numbers of soil pores attributes in groundwater irrigated soils under the condition of irrigation

with nutrient solution

N Lp% LERJE (%) .
WK R (em) B —— _ ABECD e
AL RALEEC O MALEEC BALBUE KALBUE O MALBE
. 0~20 93b 40b 53b 2. 30a 2.12a 0.19b 0. 660a
TEHEX -
20~40 36d 15¢ 22¢ 0. 53b 0. 46b 0.07c 0. 666a
S 0~20 177a 57a 120a 2. 70a 2. 30a 0. 40a 0. 630b
“““““ 20~40 66¢ 18¢c 48b 0. 79b 0. 64b 0. 15b 0. 639b

M 9 AL H L S50 AT EL L 9 R 0 IR R
(0~20 cm) 38 AL BT R AL BT FLBR A AT
FLBGEE B 8 35 T 85 (p=<<0. 05) , 1 o [ 3% 8 35 A1 5
TJZ(20~40 em) -3 G ALBEC R LB LT FLER
JRE 2 T T B R A 3 AR, T DL L DL T 1
N EIRRE AR BN 2 SR AL
RHLAL B RORULFLBRRE R 12 R HER AL BT & 1,
TFEAR T _E R 2 LB R .

3 Phie

VT K I X R R LB T I SOR
HAETER) T 0 (Emdad er al. » 2004) , JEHE
15K T AR IR D 3R 20 FE SR SO 3L IR
SER A T IRZIRE M X EEER AR : (D 15K
EIFW I T L AL (2) " SAR (sodium ad-
sorption rotio) (5 7K 3 5 T 4 3 1 I Jik FURS L 1)
A3 (3D AMEA HUE TR B i AT B IR
FA 8 M T B ZEFL IR (Halliwell ez al. , 2001; Lado
and Ben-Hur, 2009). =704 (2001) 75 % B, B
BIGHEAERR AR, T IRAL IR e A R
EhI I, Wang et al. (2003) W38 & B, KW A5
K3 B - AL B FEAIG. Emdad ez al. (2004)
ST T #E W K 5 (3 FAb #. SAR=0. 9, 10. 0 Al
30. OO HIELE R I . 45 KR, bR SAR 1Y
WK 2 BB IR RARAR S PERR AR A F G . A
SCHPAMA AR T 45 R B 5 HEXT L FLBR A5
AT B, T K HE R )2 BB R
FLBRET & T MREAR T )2 S BRE RALBR
B RHFLBREL A LB LB R R LB

15K W R IF ) R RV SR A T L
AFJZE 5, it 32 - B Ak 2E Fn A P ik
o5 M e R B R A2, Yadav et al. (2002)0F5Y T
Vo DX B BRI R R R RN AR
SEICERAE 0~60 em +JZH 2S5 A FRAE , 45 3=

W EA SR e ) b B AR 1 0~30 em £
JZ L ARSCEPA MO B DT A5 R R W] 15X E R+
AL RALBI R A T A e i 2 +
HE AL LB LB B AL B RALBR
JEFIRLFLBREE X A A T 724k, RIS HEXT T2
T ESLBR IR 5 2 T R S A
LERFRIL LTS5 RE X A 5 O 19 1 8 R ORE T AR A
LTS BRI S AL B B LB L R ALER
JEFIRLFL B BE XA A 35 22 S Ak 1 R )= R3EC
F 2 AR R BE B AR E R L AT 5 )2 R
FLB R RLFL B RORDRLFL B SE 2 77 7 2 25 22 Sk » T
N2 HHEIC R 7 e R W RO R B
PF R )= LB A o )i 58 8 2 5 T R . AL X
TR ZAE AL B B X0 775 T8 £ Wl o7 5 22 R 15
P AR5 NSNS SR B2 S k. 0B HL D DR B 3%
VIS EVEEE SVEAVE S S SR EY S ISR EIIN
JEE ARSI S5O0 » 11 B SN ORI S 4 SR AR ER
PR 2835 K A B2 RSO » i HL B A1 1 ) 3% )2
T IRES R IE 2 FIFHE R A R 5.
NI A5 R R AL B PR AN i 2
FATRIPE B {5 K EBE T L JCIe e 15 9 X L HEd 2
XA A AL U AR AT S R A
A2 IV Z A AE T IR R B R
FLB R AL B SORUREL LB BE A i T 7« i R AL B
B0 AL BEE AL EE LB B A i B AR, 1
J L TREE FA I AT RESE AR HE R AR A T i TR AL
EFH ™ A (4 K R ] 26 25 /) 1 S ok P SRR IR
S EC AL B RORURLAL B BE T i [R]I eh T BE
Py AT AL A T —E R % ZEAE L
BT R A R - SRR Y 43 1 PR I S B R
FLBR RO FLBE B B R AR A S AL 5L 22, 22 5%
ZIETET RIF B B AT LR R AL B A
PG 295" (R Rl RS Bl N = ok
Sl FLBRBE TR AL BB 24 0 8 25 A4 28 AL R AIE. e T %
FAOFTE X A - 1 TRHE T 1) 52 iy S8 v 5 T
TR TBE » 33X 2 PR D f9F 51X - S O K o -
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(2 1, Ca® S MIPH B 3t 5wy » i A 52 4
P Ca® T U - HERORLZBE . NS AL T Na ™ 5k
(1 FRPRERE 0 BOIONE. 5 B3R 2 P K HEBERG AR LL »
FEETREBR AR T LR AL R R i AL (AR R B A

TR AL BB R AL LA LBR L LB B A
PR T8 » 1 - S LB S I9 RA BT A1 2 AR e 2 1 F
T HIKRAAE R B O FLB I 22 . 105 IR R0
BT - ERURL IR 2 10 R 1 T B0 R LB AR
RUALALBIE AL 22,

TE [R5 ) 15 K TR A5 PF 1 5 15 X AN
X B - S FL RS AL R AR FL A L L [m] At B A 22
Sk AR TR B IV 2 A T BRI
S FLBR A RLFL B AL BUEE AR )= L R AL AR
PTG TR AL BB B A 2 A 2 5
ZAAET RIS R SR LB AL B AR
FLBRE 3% S 5 R ARG i s 0 X b 30T e 3 2 Ak
FRAE. LAERBHERE o ] JEPE Z A AE T2 BRI
FLBR R AL LB RO AL B S 3 8 3% T BV 2
AL B BB R 4 i A 5 22 S AR T X
b2 SR B AL FL B ROMURLAL Bt 8 3% (25 T
1o AL T2 R R AL B S 5 AR i s X 4
FFICE & AR AL, DUS IRIGHEBE 0 1], 32 Ak
TETF: B2 8L BT R FL B LA B ORI
FLBREER B2 T b= AL AR R 1 2
s 2250 ZAAET - X BRAGU R )2 R R ALBR A L AL
B SSCRIVRL LT B2 42 228 T LA J2 37 o
F AR 5 X L3I TC 25 A8 AR R AE. AT DL
Xt [R5 1475 K RE TR 158, ok R A, - B L B XS
T T AR 17 5 B K TS T IX I X R AR JE IR
5T DX 3 e TN A0 75 K HE A AT ML 2
(2 1) o T L A LT T SR 180 10 B 2 i 45
Jit 38 1A AU AN [ 0 A1 3 e ) R
VSR A HEAT IR » i T RSB R 28 MR
SEFLBR AL H A E .

BN RALBE CY 5 H A2 =1, 00 mm) # 8 E T+
1N 2 3 S LBRE . KL A FLBR A (Y it
%A 0. 26~1. 00 mm) , RAFLBE B L R AL B FURLFL
Bt B2 12 W 2 FAER (p<<0. 05).

() FEBILB TR ERBE I 2514 T £ HEAAL

B3 R L Bt 50 KL L B 5 359 45 i 80 17 L BR
B B FLBREE KL B R RN AL B 5 2 35 B R
TERLLE TR 25 T B3 B LB g KL
B0 ALBREIORUR L B B2 2 T3 1L B s ] %
A PR,

(DX FFFT X Ak Ut B PR E T 3 AL
it 4D 552 M R0, 58 YV VR

(A Xof T [R)ft JO 18 3 7K VR TR A 56« ¥ T % %o R
LB 52 0 A5 5 5 T X

(5) LR RRAE K2 Bl T 95 K e - LR B
S AR Z 5 M R0
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