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E O T K (Zea mays) VE R 75 W0 R4 e 185 J8 J5 X it o S 2 7= R B H A FF B T 5K & B o i I %
JEGEAE . EOR S E B IR I, AR R 4 A RS R AR R 2. 48% ~4. 490 HLAg I 0. 4006 ~
0.72% , M YU 2T 4 (NDF)67. 86 %6 ~73. 450 , B M Ui U 2T 4 (ADF) 37. 30 %6 ~46. 39 %. T K 75 18 FE4L X 7] LA &
R, AR 3 5 R VRN AE 21 U7 bk A A e RN T B PR B L RRAE 15, 57 U5 Bk A B =22, 8205 F1 16. 5520, “rh
E 95 HT 14,3300 80 9. 79 Y6, BTV A4 BUGE HE R 2 150 kg B R 38 A B 6 RN T G PR L S 3 B me e
22,9290 27.32% R E 9 B MR 13, 71 %M 12, 64 %. R OK 5 &5 58 i DR AR, TR MR 25 RL L 2Rk feF R R
JB et 3 B M B 3 R AR (P<0. 01) K B 5 TR 4G 1) B o B T R 7 25 R AN 3 (P=>0. 05).
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Quality analysis and cultivation techniques of silage

Zea mays in alpine pastoral areas

LI Chun-xi, YE Run-rong,ZHOU Yu-bi,SUN Jing,ZHANG Fa-wei, DU Yan-gong
(Key Laboratory of Adaptation and Evolution of Plateau Biota, Northwest Institute of Plateau Biology,

Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining 810001, China)

Abstract; In order to discuss the quality of Zea mays and its high yield cultivation technology in alpine
pastoral areas,the studies on the quality analysis,density and topdressing,as well as mixed sowing of Zea
mays and Vicia sativa were carried out. The results indicated that the crude protein,crude fat,neutral de-
tergent fiber (NDF) and acid detergent fiber (ADF) of four Zea species ranged from 2. 48% to 4. 49%,
0.40% t0 0.72% ,67.86% to 73.45% and 37.30% to 46. 39% ,respectively. The results also revealed that
Zea mays could be planted with high density in alpine pastoral areas. For example, the fresh and dry yields
of ‘Golden spike No. 3’ with the planting density of 21 million individuals per hectare were 22. 82% and
16.55% higher than those with the planting density of 15. 57 million individuals per hectare, which of ¢Chi-
na corn No. 9”7 were 14. 33% and 9. 7%. At the jointing stage, when dressing 150 kg/hm® urea, the fresh
and dry yields of ‘Golden spike No. 3’ and ‘China corn No. 9’ increased 22. 92% and 27.32%,13.71% and
12. 64 % ,respectively,compared with those of no topdressing urea. When Zea mays and Vicia sativa were
mixed sowing,the plant height,stem diameter,fresh and dry weights of individual plant decreased signifi-
cantly (P<C0.01),but the fresh and dry yields were not significantly different between mixed planting and
signal planting of Zea mays.
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TR (Zea mays) J& EEMF A R4
FER R ERES  BASRTH K2,
i PELE OB R SR B R AE 2 K D SRR A
SEWSA LR A AR O R R ) O AR SR R A R AR
BEE R IR A R AT Gl b 5 AR R 2 P
Filya ' B 58 201 , 4 bk R FERFRL 2/3 FL 2k W1 e 1
A I T R R T B R A R W AR e i
ANFLAE & IR e A A A R AR [ B A R 4
PR EOK T I L 25 B AR 55 02wl 48 g 4R 7 & 10 %0
PL b A 4R 10% ~20% ; Shinnersa 455 A
AR KA AT R 2 8 8 IR A TR MR TS
TR IR = % 7 B S BEIE T AS IR
JIE Xt 7 0 K A 7 R R R 1 B o 5 v g A
TN B A 7= o TE — o TR (B PN I %85 58 0% 348 Jom i 34
TR AT T X 4 R 2B T 4 K 45 B
K WA 2 190 m'/hm®, FF R 7 OB N
902 kg/hm’ ; TEAEAF IA Ky 42 BB 28 V) 4% 5 K X ¥
J2 353 B WLICRE ) Jie ik s BRET ANk 4 RO 22 1
e FOK T RE 35 3 m £ 56K 4 A AT Bk
o R K B LAY A R 2 100 ~
2 480 mBEAEAR M X G B L B AE T R 3 6F 4 B R 2
W EAR BRI A N>P>K, K NPk
ERN K s g 22 5 R T I R K
HORMCRRFR I B R PR E S A, [ L
P AR T W R L B AR
SHAET I K S N LR B B0 S S iR
& 50 1 RE 5 B W R T I R W AR P R R R
g5, AT AT R4 4 o 75 I ARDRL A

T TR LR HX 22— 3 UAR R L i X 3
b & R A IX R 3 M Ak v S L (Avena sati-
va) = N TR FEZAEY). A8 BALRRAT £ W 05 A
2000 4F B T AR % FE AR Y 28 3R 50 Ll A AEAL, 5
i) % fap T 3 A 0T 400 Sk R BORL G IC . H AT
0 A I 12 DX AR ) FH K KT P i O TR
o TE o TE X AR ) K Y AT RE T R A R RE
2012 4RG3 7 E N AMIE R &R IRz g AT KR
FEERB IR I FE T L 2013 AR TR JE T B 5 43 BT R
AN 9% B A [ 3 0 o K 55 6 5 B TR Y a0
FE DU B I B K 277 L m 7 A i R L e 58
O AR — AF A 7 7 N T ) 5 el 3 I R 2 R

R G R TRCBOR J M i ] i A AR AR Al O
Ol T R5 25 4 T B i 2% AF

1 #A 5%

1.1 I8 H LR

AR ELFLRR AT £ 07 P A M 3 A E N 38°67, E
100°7", 4K 2 700 m.AEHIIE 1.0 °C M e IR < I
—31 C . 26,0 CLAE=0 CRUR 1400 °C,
=5 CHRUR 900 CLAEM/KE 470~600 mm, 455
Wk 5 Ao IR 9 A0, KR 110~120 d.
0 b 8 TS + ML 4. 06 %0, 22K 0.05%, 4
B 0.07% . &4 0.91%, HALA 131. 41 mg/kg,
AW 6. 07 mg/kg . MALHR 87. 40 mg/kg; AIFEMEZ .
1.2 KD R

FOREFPy A3 S MO R 9572 4R
R T B TR X b SR R A RO T
1.3 RIigit
L3.1 & mad X 2012 4 £ K4 7 1 g il
B ER R S35 h R 9% el 3
57 ORI 9587 FEWCAR B /N DX 3 R B L AL T AT
T AR A B AT K 8 DGR B A T AT 4R G

P
1.3.2 ZAERE WEADEREM 15.75 k.

21.00 Ji#k.33.00 Jikk 3 FiAb B, 3 R E & X I A9
FFBE X BRFE R 30 em X 20 em,30 cmX 15 ¢m,30 cm
X10 cm.
1.3.3 efeik i 7E ERAERKKTH, ks 40~
50 cm BF (6 F 26 H) il i B A BHE R R (A
46%6)0,150, 225 kg 3 Fl4b B, 47 #5 30 cm, Fk
20 cm, BN 15,75 Jikk.3 IRHE.
1.3.4 L5HEmIRBRAEL BEKRAF.IRE?2
F b 3. 4718 30 cm, BREE 20 cm, B AWK 15. 75 7
PR FER — T B E BSR4 ~7 hL3 K
HE.

DA b 3 56 357 b RS A o 1 B2 5 3 3 m, DU 0 34
N v, b T AR B R YE E 2. 6 m, /N X T AR m X
2.6 m=20.8 m’, &F/NXF 8 fT./MX A FFE0.5 m,
JE AE 50 S5 X B B P S B PR 9747, 2018 4R 5 H 7
HpEK,5 F 16 HE M, S & hm il @ 2 — e (&
P,O; 46% + N 18%) 180 kg, JR & (& N 46%)
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150 kg, FHAET U #E M5 B MBS, 5 A 17 H 3% Fp, H
B RUE S A7 AR R 35 AR A I F- 117 86 R X 1 = 75 Fil
) A TR A SRR A AR R A IR 3~
4 em, BEICF R 1~2 ki, N TBRA 2 K AEF BN R
BesK . B P 06 TR 95 1 06 A1 09 A A BGE il R R
225 kg, B NEASPEARER 10 cm &b, IR FE 8 em, £
Jiti IE.
1.4 WEHERETE

Sk s/ RN R TR AT X A R e A A5 s A/ X
PIRER 2 A7 Ry R B X, B0 35 7 B B X P LA
L4 1 &Rab WETR K ORI HEH .
FLRR 7 HLET 4 TR B W 85 L rh MUk IR AT 4
FIRR M VR VR 2F 4 % i, 2 # B] GB/T 8¢ NY/T

HEAT.
L4 2 AR SRR E W Bl R
in k.
1.4.3 @ ki HHEI~S5dEFHNE.SZ

T AT A B AT RN R g T bk
R ORIE ).

L44 HS. EFm . EHhERET.FTRE 8 H 25
H WSCR I ZEAE B X P Hh % 22 B 10 Bk L R A9 4
RO gk 30 00 ke v o FH O A R RO o S AR A 15 6 T
SR R FBR T B 3 AE LR D BRSO G B L B A
R4S, T 70 CCHEARHL 24 b BREBR T BT i T
T L

L4.5 $#EZF . TEZ2 RH/AXEE 617
JoT ik o TG PR T A R TR LG R
A TR A R
1.5 #iEae

6 BE 2 AR Y) IX R 56 % FH RCT 99 4
W4T 22 5 B PR T M2 3 A, /s H
Excel 2003 {5 HI4E.

2 HREN

2.1 AEBFPEXRGMHABMBELE

A A AR R SR S A A AR 1L KA
4. 44%~4.81%, ZR AR E(P>0.05): B &
0.18%~0.23%, 25 B#H (P<C0.05) ; L' EFH S
HESNEFE(P<<0. 0D, Lo, KaHE P EI
SIK 7540, Wl TALE AR, TR R 3 5T i
% s ML 1 FR B0 9587 e i+ ik 4. 49% . g IR 3 57
KR h £ 9 %5 B . 3k 38.09%, < e R 3
5 B A BRI <R BR 9587 e s 3K 0. 72%0, TR IR
35 AR 2 3 S . ik 0.73%0, R 9
SRR TP R 95 R .38 0,230, CKRHL 9587
B R R AR 4 & 3 5 e, ik 73,45 %,
TR 3R PR ME VR4 T R 9 5 o A
46.39% , el 3 5 Fe ik LA R B e 3
B 3k 64.96 %0, £ 9 5 AR,

%7

x1 2KREFHIEE

Tab.1 The nutrition contents of whole plant %

eI S35 FEIS T 35 ¥ p 958 F ¥ %
K4y 4.8140.11 4.7440. 45 4.6140. 23 4.444+0.07 1.93

s 5.0840.07¢ 7.5440.19° 4. 4040, 14¢ 5.6640.17 157. 76

HE M 2.7340.04° 3.9740. 21 2. 4840, 05¢ 4.4940.11° 181.07**

HH 2 4 34,7640, 76" 38.09+1.03° 23.1240. 99° 36.95+1. 60° 120. 56™*

bik 1= 0.44740.05° 0. 644-0. 03" 0.40=0. 02° 0.7240. 05° 60.08**

5 0.7340. 03" 0.5140.02¢ 0.640.03" 0.6740.03" 29. 86

17 0.2240.02" 0.2340. 02 0.1940.03" 0.1840.01" 3.70*

ERR G SA 73,4543, 62° 68. 2043, 24" 67.8641.75¢ 71,4540, 91* 7.17%

T8 M Ve % £ 4 40.0041. 93" 46.394+1. 06 37.30+1. 16" 44,3641, 54° 22.73%

TR KW 52.1841.75" 45.024+1. 92¢ 64. 9641, 87° 47,7441, 21¢ 93. 88**

AT O /NS RN 28 59 B 35 (P<C0. 05) 5 * IR 28 57 L 3 (P<C0. 05) , W RIR 28 5 M |1 3% (P<C0. 01).

SR P B A ST JEE 73 M7 9 73 M i Jo o 45 5040
Xt 10 BhE FR LR EH 12 %5 )7 51 (X0) 1 i . R L
Xt ARk it SRS TE A DGR AL AR B ORLAR D5 L85 | AN

TCART W L i i (A i R » ot e ot J5 A ) 1
RTCEIK I K3 HLEF G | rp Ik T4 2 2 R P Bk %
LT Y LURARAE Ay ity SR, DGk RG5>k A DPS
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AR A B L TP DA R 28 K 40 ST JEE 2 A
AR E AL FE , B4 Amin 2 0,43 BF R K0, 1,
FEE] 4 SRR 10 B SRR 4 BRI R 2 (O 7 Hr 4
HGE 2). R A A TR TR BN RS 9587 > g
W35 >"HhEIS >3 5’

R2 KREBXBEERB(E)RAR

Tab. 2 The grey correlation analysis(&) and sort

vy i TR B I B R A8 il 352
M35 0.594 5 4
hE IS 0.596 2 3
Tl 35 0.633 3 2
R 958 0.897 9 1

2.2 AEAMEZENAREXRFTFESHNHIE
IR LW, 2 A R AE 3 % 2 A B (R AR
BRI .S H 17 H¥ERL5 H 27 HLE .7 H
6 H K1Y .8 J RIS AR ief Ak Tl A iy 0. R
395772, 020 ~T74. 15 % , #MFl 5 52 R % 88. 14 %0 ~
89.35% ., E 9 5 i % 73. 13% ~80. 35% , %h
it A Wk % 86. 61% ~91.56%. W3 3 thE . %
JEE A SRRk v L 2R | PR i T L PR T R
J R F T R o ] 25 A B (P<0. 01), T L
ZFAEE(P>0.05). k@ &3k 5 FiE 2 5 5
o R — RS b R 25 AN AR R I B
8T AR v R A s ZOML L SRR i BT AN AR T i
I Ay I %5 P S 0 TN e AL e P R T
ARk B B R R B 4S5 21 TRk /hm” 5
33 77 #k/hm’ ] 2 F A W F (P > 0. 05),
21 J7#k/hm® 5 15. 75 J7 kk/hm® [] 22 S 4 b 2 (P
<<0.01), 41 35721 Jy bk /hm® By fif F7 5 FT
FPR R K95 760 kgl 9 577 kg, [k 15. 57 7 #k/hm®
Sr Wl 8 7 22.82% F1O16. 55%, ‘Hh E 9 5
21 T3 RR/hm® () 7 g R R A 98 215 kg
19 977 kg, kb 15. 75 Ji#k/hm” 43 Hil¥E 7= 14. 33%
F9.79% KW 43S M PR 95T EH A
WREY S 21 TR /hm?,
2.3 AREBEKEMERAEAFTESHEIE
IR LSRN, 2 A S A AE 3 Fha A Ak 3R] A=
HWRMAME .S H 17 H¥ER.5 H 27 HILE .7 H
6 HAK 1Y .8 H IR RIS b Tl dE A, © & 48 3 57
HIT 3R 66. 21 % ~73. 08 % . b Fl J5 72 Bk K 88. 14 %
~89.35% ., E 9 S & 75.17% ~82. 88% , %h

it J5 7 bk R 84,34 % ~93.88%. £ 4 hFE . 1
P 9130 e R 3R Ak ) R L 2L | BRLRR T R L
PR B R 7 e R T R ) 25 A B (P <<
0.01), T [k 22 F A B E (P>0.05). #hm RIH N
s A R) 22 S5 W 2 o ] — R A5 AL B R) 22 S R L (H
2 I L I T PR 3R A0 PR o 1 B ZEORL L bk
fief JoT 5t | SRR T A ﬁﬁ#i%ﬂ%ﬁfﬁi%@fmﬁ%
3B it R 2R B0 B R A BUA G R R 225 ke
5 150 kg Iﬂ§#TE%<P>O 05) » 52\ WUE i IR
2 150 kg 5 WA 8 i 1) 22 5 B 2 (P<<0. 01);
S35 B ANGAEIR R 150 kg B 777 & fT
ek 81 119 kg 19 186 kg, H 1% A4 38 i 43 5 34
FE 22,9200 27.32% o R 9 5 A il IR
150 kg ff &= & 1 T & 77 & 38 81 465 kg M
8 609 kg, Lb A B HE S HIHE P 13. T10F112. 64 %,
45 JE R WIAE IR 9038 i PR 3R 4 A I 50 kg I

2.4 EFEREREBEMNARERFEENZ

IR AR R, EK 21 unﬂni%%ﬂ@%éﬁ
WERIARN .5 A 18 H#EF .5 H 28 Hihi.7 H 29
Hk 1.8 HR ORI b F b i s S B w2 A F
WRMAEBAME,.5 H 18 HEEF.6 H 1 HH.7
J 29 HHAE, 8 HIRR I b T 45 58 1. “ &7 3
S % 66, T1% ~ 82. 65%. #b BN 5 & bk %
90.16%~98.39%, ‘& 9 5 ¥ % 80. 52% ~
84.39% kMM E E MR 90. 52% ~93. 19 %. i % Hi
TR 90%~95%.

M 5~6 F oK 5 oIRGB K
AR AR e SR B BT S L PRLRR T ST B L B BT T R
FEaA R, 225 5 3 (P<T0. 05). 4 3 5
K 9 5 TR B LSRR Bk 4 Bl B AIR 20, 50 em i
18.37 cm, [ 11. 29% F1 9. 92 % 5 BA bk fF 5 1 B I
170. 83 g 1 154. 17 g, Wi/ 26. 42 % F1 25. 25% ; 2o
BET & AR 22, 43 g Fil 22, 31 g, 382> 29. 86 % Al
30. 04%; ff B & A A B AIK 11 560 kg
20 797 kg, /> 13. 55 %6 F1 23. 69 %6, T = AF A
Hipg Ak 1 443 kg Fl 2 666 kg, W /> 14. 71% i
25.21%. E RS & & wi IR . 5 F B A K
43712 Bk, X ff Wi 2 A B & (P>
0.05). T K Bk ul 5 67 58 Ui & IR 36 6 £ 50 7= B A R
THR R F R B (P>0.05).
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Tab. 3 Characteristic performances and yields of different sowing densities

I/ RBRBE RT BERPRE/ TR

N s .
(1X10" « bty WA HRE/em o S em it /g L (kg » hm™?) (kg » hm™?)
15.75 EX - 165.57+2.61b 2.14-40. 142> 562.17+22. 22b 59.23+2.36b 0.10540.07 77 97042 034.154 8 217+635.10d
21.00 435 168.80+2.90b 1.9940.07¢ 492.33440. 26¢ 51.3943.49¢ 0.10440.02 95 760+2 870.10ab 9 5774159, 00b
33.00 EX R 169.43+3.39b 1.80+0.034 333.17+32.51d 32.79+2.92¢ 0.09840.03 98 19048 969. 558 9 648+806.55b
15.75 hE 95 177.70£2.352 2.1940.042 629.17439. 834 66,6643, 972 0.10640.03 85 905+11 154.45¢ 9 0874944, 10¢
21.00 hE 95 179.70+2.722  2.06+0.053bc 459, 334+17.79¢ 46.19+2. 76¢d 0.10140.03 98 215+3 018.15a 9 977+250. 202
33.00 HFE 95 181.23+3.502  2,0240.05bc 392, 17429, 04d 43.04+3, 24d 0.11040.09 102 785410 344.60a 10 7924771, 452
F ¥ 5% 14.72%* 9. 45** 31.55%* 41, 74 %* 1.91 8. 22%* 12. 83%**

] 3 B340 b A /N R R R 25 5 3 (P<T0. 05) % R 28 7 B 35 (P<C0. 05) , K /R 28 Rl i 3 (P<<0. 0D).

x4 TEEREWRHBERETAR=E

Tab. 4 Characteristic performances and yields of different chemical fertilizer volumes

BT/ . - PR fif PR . i B A/ T a/
(kg » hm2) ™ PR fom - Z5H em Bt /g Fi /g TR (kg*hm %) (kg hm ?
0 435 179.30+9.07b 1.9940.09¢ 475.83437. 06b 49.96+0. 24¢ 0.109-£0.00 65 99644 641.75b 7 2154545, 10¢
150 43 5 184.53+3.37b 2.1440.04b 581.50+30. 622 67.92+3. 942 0.113=+0.00 81 119+6 741. 75ab 9 1864713. 852
225 4 f 3B 184.97+4, 31b 2.1840.06ab  584,33+43. 022 61.10+4, 61cd 0.107=£0.00 82 092+7 258.20a 9 04541 056. 354
0 HFE 95 180. 63+2.27b 2.0240.03¢ 560.67+40. 192 59.99+2.09d 0.108=+0.00 71 640+4 369. 62ab 7 6434368, 52bc
150 HE 95 198.3742.40a 2.2240.12a 595.00+67.01a 63.79+3, 21be 0.106=+0.01 81 46547 106. 70ab 8 6094311, 702b
225 F1E 95 200.20+3. 482 2.2340.04a 616.17+14.692 65.67+1.04ab 0.108=£0.00 84 0157 237. 352 9 0694703, 352
F K56 12.237%* 22,34 %% 6. 24 ** 41.41%* 1.11 3.54%* 3.74%

) 51 38 e /N R RN 22 5 B3 (P<T0. 05) 5 * FIR 28 57 it 3 (P<C0. 05) . " RIR 22 ;e it 3% (P<C0. 0).

K5 FREBESHERAZTRBHERERA

Tab. 5 Characteristic performances of corn unicast and mixed seeding Vicia sativa

E5P/S i 5 P 5
4k B Vs B i kT T Vs B i kT T
RO /g /g g O /g /g -
B3 SRR 181.43+7.54ab 646, 50+119. 768 75.12+8, 322 11.5940. 82 — — — —
L3 SR 160.9343.23¢ 475.67434.67> 52,69+ 1.54b 11.1040. 51 89.73+5.86 79.33+27.30  12.6344.472 0.16=+0.01
R 9 S A% 185.204+4.23%  610.67+30.092b 74,2747, 13a 12.0440.59 — — - -
FE 9 S IR#E 166.83+9.71bc 456.504+49.98b  51.96+14.38>  11.4842.36 98.97+18.39  71.67+20.65 11,2744, 49b 0.15+0.02
F K5 6.76* 4.34%* 5.41% 0.21 0. 44 6.08 5.86 0.14

[ F1 K e LU /NG - RE R OR 22 5 W 25 (P<T0. 05) 5 * 7R 28 5 ik 3% (P<C0. 05).

K6 FREBEHERZREBENTE

Tab. 6 Yields of corn unicast and mixed seeding Vicia sativa

K GEGD
M G o L 4 =N
b 3 i/ T i/ s 1 igii%/ ﬁjiiff
(kg « hm %) (kg « hm %) (kg « hm %) (kg » hm %)

4l 3 Bk 85 328+14 856. 152b 9 81241 108. 35ab — — 85 328+ 14 856.15 9 81241 108. 35

473 ’%(ﬁ”ﬁ 73 76846 523. 05ab 8 3694365, 10be 12 24141 594. 95 1 391+288.45 86 009+8 084. 10 9 760+785. 85

£ 9 5 Rk 87 799+969. 602 10 574+618. 902 — — 87 799+969. 60 10 574+618. 90

F1 g 9 SR 67 00242 332.35b 7 90841 313.10¢ 11 018£750. 90 13414423, 30 78 020+1 592.85 9 249+779. 36
F {56 4,84%* 5.73%* 1.15 0. 86 0. 38 1.02

[ 51) 4l b /N R R 2 5 B3 (P<<0.05) 5 * FoR £ 7 B3 (P<<0.05).
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3 Wik E5 4w

il g [ A R L B T ARURL R 1 T R
B T ORI R) L B A R A KRB L
JoT G s i A FLA S B R A OFF S5 B 5 L 451
B, B PR VR U 2F 4E (NDE) FRR Pk R % 4T 4k
(ADF) FEAE KT N F. 7075 16 o 2P X Rl B K i
TR R AR AR KA H
MO0 T S WK L 2 b e AR A i R 2B i
ARG SR 38 N R R 1 R AR B e R AT
4 (NDF) Rk 1 27 4k CADE) 55 e g J (R 0
CEEE 3 TR E 9 5 E R A R
21 T3 kR HR 8 T v B RE bR, LU e b XA Y
FOREE R 3.5 A, X 5 H B R AR 35 I K Y
AEZ AL RS F K HA 102 d A S K e, g
B LT R R LY MR G i AR Y M 1L 67
FER2. OTREN WA KA AT A g U3, R B 7 iy 58
AT DX e 5 e R AL T I K R e A T AT Y.
TE77 0 oK A K P, 4501 136 Tt AUIE A7 8 2
PR aOR SRt s RO 5 AR R s R — B
o FEPCIX T AR R AT BR L 45T 4 30 i gk i )
A 60 d, i ZiB R R IERH R A T NA 1 AE
FH 38772 S8ORAS 835 A g 20 WY I e W TR — e (5%
P,0; 46 %180 kg, JRZE (% N 4620150 kg ) 3 fil
BB B PR R A B 150 kg RIAT.
ZEE R AR X R R VT AR E I R ok (FLBUD
5 G RMCRIR R (BT 2 RO IR A LA 122 I ff T
J R B R R A BT T AE = FER X T I R KA
B R AR BN I B R OK 5 IR X
FORA AR B LG R R R B A
PR 0T o B BRI, 22 5 3 (P<<0. 05) IR #E 5 5
BEEMTHEATEZRARE(P>0.05), 5%
HERZ AR I A 5T A5 SR [R]. xS 5 9 A K )
ZNTE
S % 3k
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