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W BN T RS g b R RS R SR B S RUSIRDL SRR T T HITTALARS 20 B 30 A - 3EAE G, I [ A AE
HU(SPE ) — (= BOBUR 431 - B3 6 BT 1% (HPLC-MS/MS )43 A1 Jy i, Al L3 b DUSR 2 25h0 AR 3 (MU R L R MG R )5k BRI,
FEGIAJZ WA RS FABTE R 7R 50 B Ak, 20T o DXl L e A R B IR A28 KU LA R 23 ] 4341 o 25 2R R ], M T
b A0 5 5% e b 1 32 PU IR 2L (Tetracycline, TC) | + 2 % (Oxytetracycline, OTC ) Fl14x 2 Z ( Chlorotetracycline, CTC ) #Y 7 & 31 il 43 51 M
ND~30.37 pg- kg \ND~903.13 wg kg™ Fil ND~103.02 pg kg™, HFEES 58 5.64 .38.39 pg-kg™ 1 8.92 pg-kg™,3 Fl TCs 7 135
TR S R EARNUT R : OTC>CTCSTC . 22082 A4 3 Bl TCs 19 FEERIR, HTTHRE KT 50% ; HUGE LA HUIE , HAEE 24
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Residues and risk assessment of tetracycline antibiotics in vegetable —growing soils from suburban areas of

northern Guangzhou

ZHU Xiu-hui, ZENG Qiao—yun’, XIE Qi-lai, DING dan, RU Shu-ling

(College of Natural Resources and Environment, South China Agricultural University , Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract: From 20 different vegetable —growing farms in suburban areas of northern Guangzhou city, 30 soil samples were collected.They
were analyzed for the contents of three different tetracycline—based antibiotics: tetracycline (TC ), oxytetracycline (OTC ), and chlorotetra—
cycline (CTC), using a solid phase extraction(SPE ) method and high performance liquid chromatography—tandem mass spectrometry (HPLC—
MS/MS ). The results showed that the concentrations ranged between ND~30.37 (mean:5.64), ND~903.13 (mean:38.39), and ND~
103.02(mean:8.92) pg-kg™ for TC, OTC, and CTC, respectively. Source analysis using an analytic hierarchy procedure indicated that ma—
nure used for growing vegetables was the principle source, accounting for more than 50% of the three antibiotics, whereas commercial organ—
ic fertilizers were the secondary source, accounting for 24%. Risk assessment using a combined approach of risk quotients and Kriging
showed that the three antibiotics have low risks, with a few hotspots located in the western part of the studied area, where OTC possessed the
highest risk, followed by CTC.
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B B A H ATAL B 5% b oA i A
BRI, Ha g B AT ML S5 S 2847 5%
HURAGIE AR SR AL L 33 VAT MLAC At T , AR5 9
fELsEmt . TR TR TAPUER, R
B, iR A S A P R & & ¢
SN/ 7 B FEAE R A A HLAE, Sl 2xii il 1%
SRENESE DAL R EE

G A FR S e — 5 TR L S W R
ik S RE, TS RS BEIA RS B, B
BN RIS AR ™ i 2 425 55— Tl
TG R ISP RS YL A b MR AR
S5 3k A K AL T K BT AR 5 e, XK A A W i
A FIEE R eSS NS o DR, AR AR R
S WIS RO R SN R E IR EE S

SRTTIERR, AR dlris A S A R R T
P B e YU DO B G R BA™ A L
FERINATTEG B AR L TP T TR 4 A i SR oA T AR
2913 186 ho*, (52T EFMETEFIRY 9.06%, (rfm5
T ERZHPUERT, R REIUE R R B4
[ElHTA R B 7%, PRI, AT R M L
S8, A LGSR 1 S DU RR B PR R AR B v
OISR S R(E L A 7S ve LAk,
OIS E DX I ST A AR A SR ORI A AR KU L K
23 ) 3, U DR SR e b - 398 Jo A TR 7 89 2
WP R B T5 el S BERL 1 dhs -

I #R5FE

1.1 FRXERR

ST XA T TR, 112°56756"~113°28' 1"E,
23°14'53"~23°37"1I'N, AR 2= XA JB TR
FrBz () —5 R AT 1.2~581.1 m,
1.2 8 & 5k

ARSI BT AL B A - Agilent 1200 B =5 SOBHH
AL, 6410 = F DU A BT RE X, TKA Voterx 1 e
TRA#Y, 2101 TH 87 B TERS , TGL-18MS [ 13 1k
B0 VisiprepTM-DL 7 [ #H A B & (Supelco)

ARIHFERH Oasis ® HLB [EAHAE RV (500 mg,
6ce ), SEREA N-Z g SEnt i b i A — 2 R IR )
3 [E Waters 23\ 477, CNWBOND SAX( Strong anion
exchanger, 58 [ 2§ 22 6 ) [ A 2 IO (500 mg, 6
mL)fE[E CNW £/ 7] 427 (CNW TECHNOLOGIES
GMBH ).

AW ICESE 3 U R KA R (TCs), 73512

PUPR R (TC) 45 & (CTC) F1+75 K (OTC) , ¥y 3L
TF- CATO( Cato Research Chemicals Inc, 35 [H ), 4 &1y
KT 96.2%, BEFHIEIAZR (DMCERNFR(S), W
F Dr.Ehrenstorfer(f2[F ), 4l KT 99.0%.

FH S R (&l K F CNW A |l 4l K
T 98%. I /KIS MRAtK , Hp Ak 2z50 30 4
Mrédi

PUAE RPRUETR I MER PRI P T AE RARME L
FHIEE, BlEg 1000 wg-mL™ B4 At Zbs st
W o B Pt & 0 AR il B TR G v B
W, BUR A R E R LA B A0 R R, TC A 1 il 2
TAEWR, BEOCHE T KA

PERCR L : PRI —IK B ATPEIR 10.5 g, — KA
FAETREN 14.7 g, £ WU Z TR (Na,EDTA ) 1.86 g%
F 500 mL 4K , 15375 1 mmol - L' Na,EDTA ] 0.1
mol - L™ #PAERRZE vhif (pH=4 ) , 98 J5 5 500 mL HHEE 1:1
R4 BI45 2 1 mmol - L™ Na,EDTA 19 0.1 mol - L™ ¥745
FR2% tiifk (pH=4) ,

1.3 T mARERG &

2015 4 7 FRAE L HERE . ARIRBESY X B S 5
M2 (8] A SRR RIS, SR A AR 30 A4~ 9 A=
JEHh 20 4>, Hrp 17 AMEG BRI, 2 N AFB
S, 1N KM B S b (O 13 (W] — 5% 3 25 b 1) SR
BE 15 4245 31 Sk - S1/92;S12/513;S14/S15;S16/S17;
S18/S19;S21/822;S24/825;826/S27 ;$28/529/S30) .,

FE R A v 2 AR R PR B I B AR R
1) (H)/T166—2004 ) Hh A SR R S TE £ i i
FECHEE R 0~20 em), SR J5 U0 LR B AH S F 1.0
kg XUT 3RS A R 40M5 B, T8 ARIAS JF
EihRgs, 1 GPS jE skt s . R SR 2
DL 1,

SRAEM A PSR G, ERR. TR Gl
R, TCRFAR SR R A2 15 G i) 28 N ET T AT FIARAR
16 L HERE S T 20 R AR R, Dt & TR 4S
BRI XELLBS A , T EE AR At A T i MRS RISl 5%
KSR . AT, R B—3 55 S it 60
e e, T et &= &,

1.4 # ik
141 Ffih bR

HERR PRI 4.00 g #F 50 & T 100 mL 37 5 250045
OIS mL 2GR (1.2 BT FAER R, iR ETR 21
1 min( (IKA Voterx 1) ;SR J5FEAIA 5 mL FEBOR , H T
THAEA 15 min; 7€ 4500 remin™ #3 F &0 10 min, 5%
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Figure 1 The distribution of soil sampling sites

B EWEWT 250 mLFIRGEH. 5% ks ik
PO 5 W, # HERA I ZE R — PR
F 40 C e 2% & B A P R R0 <™ Ak
(20~25mL). A 0.1 g Na,EDTA LAFBR G JE &+ T
e, IEREE 175 mL M4 KRR
142 B4

B SAX A (EBRE AR ) A Oasis HLB A+ £ 358
¥, FSEH 3x2 mL IS 3x2 mL B4l K IE AL Ab B, 9K
JE A2 4 mL B R AL 4l K (pH=3 ) , 2 23T 7578
HLB /MVFE S48 3% P44 i Al SPE /NFE J¢ SPE 48
R, PG B A R IR R 2L S mL-
min™ AL 2 A BUNME
1.4.3 HEAIHRAR S E S

Mg st m)s , BUN SAX /M, Y 10 mL 4K
oyt HLB A, BL25 T 5 T 2 mL Y e i
3R, PRI E 10 mL O BEES L (@ R 7E 40 CK
W FRAZMARWHZEET, ®aH&A 20 pg-kg?
Wb A2 (IS) I H K (1:9, VIV ) B % 1
mL,0.2 wm 3k P8 ML IEAE 5 2 1.5 mL BREERE
.
1.5 HPLC-MS/MS 97 5 RE4= 4§l

K Agilent 1200 Y 55 8508 A 3513 AR X 6410
(QQQ) JTE A, 5% A - A% A Atlantics C18
(Waters 150x2.1 mm,3 pm); {# ¥ # Guard™ C18
(4.0x3.0 mm). FEIH A N5 mmol - L it iR £ A1
0.1% W RR/KE WL, T B HHEE; HEFERF 20
mL; i 0.3 mLemin™ ;76 25 Co BEEEPRIL : WI4A TR
¥ B # 10% ,0~5 min; 50% ,5~13 min;90%, f#4¥F 2

min; 15~20 min, iR [FI9]4EHE

J T A5 < 0 R HL T 5 R (ESD), 1E B 45
Ao TSR 350 °C; T 10 Lomin™; E4H
#HL R 4500 V;MS1 5 MS2 JEEE4S) 100 °C, 555 4T
JE 17 40 psi(276 kPa ) ; BlEE S : A 2285+ S o il
(MRM)434#i5i=. LA 10.0,50.0,100.0 g kg™ fibrik
FEVEA T DUBR AL A4 ) TSR 5 L FFARE 2 pg -
L RS AR TSR 10 550 H (S/N) B2 i
PR, 2RI 1,

P SR AR A CTE Y, IR A, B
10 A FEALRIFRIR B 25 FARE . FESPATRE . RS INAR
B, I HAEDERED R o [ 1 [ 5 v P AR o o
il AR 3 i 2 A THE S AR A O
22 <B% o A S B AR Y iR 70.43% ~
96.79% , T HEAL IIRE S 3BT 45 S 1 AR 28 DR AL IE .
L6 M4 ERBRKBESTT X

JE RSy Mg (AHP) 7 38 38 4 7 o2 A J2
YRR, JEf B AL ik, B, 2T
)z ds AR H A 4 R U5 YL RUK Py
T, AR LR AN B0 RO R, 1

F 1 i 3 FTCs EIKE MRS &R

Table 1 The recovery rates, detecting limitations and quantitative

limitations of the three TCs

Koy I /7% RO R
10 pg-kg 50 pg-kg 100 pg-kg!  HgrL” pge L
TC 80.95 81.59 85.19 0.04 0.13
0TC 82.42 91.14 96.79 0.03 0.10
cTC 70.43 78.73 81.59 0.13 0.43
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9 45 B U5 YR AR R = o (R R R TS
YUUR AT 7 T8 PR AR WARGE o A | X Fh
T3 %0 B Sk Bt Hh O PR 3R 2R A R AR IR A T A R
Mo WOTEEEH o AR, BAARGR T

OEE LB Z IR EERIBRL . ARBESE 3R = A2
W BT R IERE S BAR)Z ;3 R 2 A2 s bt
A BRGSO T)Z

b1 45 2 U R BT A A LRI e o 7 Se it e 1
M 3 A Ak RS2 IR ; AR5 0 e f it 2 s
YR Y5 DU 2 8 5 e R NI 5 R A3 TC OTC. Al
CTC XFHLA: 25k B 52 M 1414 IR A RS [R] 75 S 500
TC,OTC FI CTC 520w (14 J WAL

Q2 UK HHE P Je—BOHAG 3002 R HE P e —
LR

I i) Matlab THEAGAE 2B, W 15
JExT 4 3 AR R IR TR
1.7 TiEmARR B ITM 77E
171 RS e

AMHFER RS B L (RQ )X 4 5895 Yy itk 1 7
AU A o X2 E R 8 Yy XU A B 2207
VR B B AV i (MEC) B 7510 2R 5% vk 2 (PEC)
5T TCA e BE (PNEC) (¥ LU A

PNEC 7] 27 W 2 51 23 A A1 1) XU TEA 4 AR
F8-F 30 R A S S P s s AT R 5
(AFMEE. BUZH AP ERPESE AT L USEPA ECOTOX
%5095 % (http : //cfpub.epa.gov/ecotox/ ) 1 A= 25 75 FH SCH#k
[9-11]rh i R .+ HETCRW R B (PNEC,,; ) AT AR i
IR -AKAH AR A O R, FHARE A0 ek T
A, HARE A

PNEC,,;=PNEC,,..K,
AP Ky O KO e R 8, HAH M SCR[12-14]h
i e AR I s PNEC, e 5T SCRRHR 18 1) /N 2P E B
Bl 5 705375 [EAPRIZE 58 1000 FREAT -

A3 FH A S A e 2 1 W A TR A - e

IR DA R USRI T AR S KBS PR T 135
o 3 f TCs (1) PNEC,;, 38— KBl R B 2. K
S R 4> S 25 WO 2 B 248 3 SO R o S5 4%, 4
R =AER RQ<0.1 KRR ;0. 1<RQ <1 Ay Hr X
B RQ=1 i KU
1.7.2 578 vd B4 Tk

AHFEAE 1.7.1 SRS RE, AR
47 (Kriging ) % Jif] 11 X 35 4 4% 3 Ff TCs #E47 RUE
A AEL, FF2 i DI RS 2 1] o0 A7 [, ELAAR A E S 2530
K151,
1.8 ERHIESHIELE

AMWFFERF ArcGIS 10.2 A2 R A o340
) K% o5 H 4 4B, £ Origin . Matlah2009 Fl Excel
2010 1 TR PEAL B

2 HR5iTR

2.1 i 37 TCs A ESHBIHE

+4er 3 B TCs 1 i S AUSARHE WL 2R 3 FE
2, FekE s 3T TC .OTC F1 CTC A H 2643 51l
90% 90%F1 63% ;3 Fft TCs a7 ( X TCs)7E ND(fik
TP ) ~1 036.52 pg-kg™ 2], F-H& M 17.65
pg-kg™ (K 3), = 14 ANFE 5 CH RS 47% )
S AR T 10 pg- kg™, 18 AR b (o5 SRR i B
60% ) [RIETR H 3 Fl BARPTAE 2, 10 AFRSS (7 S i
B0 33% )[Rt R Y 2 Fh BbRiA = .

43 TC OTC F11 CTC #5531 FEl 43 51 4 ND~
30.37 pwg-kg? \ND~903.13 g kg™ 1 ND~103.02 pg*
kg, HAPIE 50 5.64 .38.39 ng kg™ 1 8.92 wg-
kg™, 3 Pk RAE L A28 S S AR
OTC>CTC>TC(F 3). ME 3 tnf LIF Y, 4 Ko
FEfH OTC B E 4 LR T 50%, TC ()35 4y
FAE 25% 254 o

CL A Kt SCRR T &2 s B30 v i 3k i o i ol
AR SR M THGE (R 4) A BRIV =

3R 2 37 TCs BIRBURM TN TR R R EHUNE

Table 2 The most sensitive species to and PNEC of the three TCs in water and soil

fea rkh B ESEEmg L P (AF) PNEC, 0 /pg- L™ K.  PNEC.i/pg-kg
TC BEANTR (cyanobacteria) F=Yin FC5=0.207 1000 0.207 1093 226.25
il it (M. aeruginosa)
oTC WA (cyanobacteria) Ak EC5=0.09 1000 0.09 6 309.6 567.86
il it (M. aeruginosa)
CTC WA (cyanobacteria) Al EC5=0.05 1000 0.05 45709 228.55

HRLRIHE 3 (M. aeruginosa)
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Table 3 Statistical summary of the three TCs in soils

SiE| TC oTC CTC > TCs
Mt %1% 90 90 63 97
R /g kg 30.37 903.13 103.02 1 036.52
fe/ME/ /g kg™ ND ND ND ND
FE /g kg 5.64 38.39 8.92 17.65
PRl 22/ g kg™ 6.51 163.6 20.91 95.38
AR R % 115 426 234 540
{5 SKWESS 2.53 5.45 3.73 5.36
A T %
<10 pg-kg' 86.67 70.00 83.33 46.67
10~30 pg-kg™ 10.00 16.67 10.00 33.33
30~50 pg-kg” 3.33 10.00 0.00 13.33
>50 pg kg 0.00 3.33 6.67 6.67

1 :ND AK 4% 0 3 5581

Note : ND indicates not detected.
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Figure 2 Characteristics of the three TCs in the soils
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Figure 3 Proportions of 3 kinds of TCs in each sample

NBEEESEH + 58h TC .OTC H1 CTC R H 243
84% 89%FN 59% , ¢ 3 [l 43 BIFE ND~7.24 pg-kg
ND~103.40 pg-kg™ F1 ND~76.00 pg kg™, OTC HF-44
P TC AN CTCH K = £y Hh X 7Y 15 Jit % = Ik
M TC.OTC F1 CTC (4 243 512 100% .100% .
9%, S EIEFEATF 0.97~48.9 1.73~432 pg kg il
0~102 g kg™ Z[a],3 Bl TCs AP35 ARy
OTC(28.51 pg-kg™)>CTC(4.10 pg-kg™')>TC(3.30
pg kg ), ARG A A o B E I X LA
R et ™, K R BH i 28 A0 ek RS Y £ 39
o TCs [ H 2R 100%™ 36530 X AHUBEAHI R
SEHH 3 TC OTC #1 CTC K H 2R 453518 94.6%
100% ,83.9% , V-3 & i mARIGUT & OTC.(80 pg-kg™)
>CTC(17 pg- kg™ )>TC(5.2 pg-kg™),0TC F1 CTC [
SR R ARSI 2 A5 A

Wi R A B [V EE X - 48 TCs 5% B FAE 2002 4EE
A #i8 . Hamscher 28X CRAE T 3 AN RI B 3 AT 19
A, o TC Fil CTC #Rn 94, {H OTC ¥4
it &4t )5, TC Al CTC & & ya 25k 9.2~
293.5 wg kg 1 7.2~96.6 wg kg, S ARIUT
5 TC>CTC>0TC, 5 Pawelzick ZE2U) i 25 45 B If A8
—3(OTC & +-HEh FEZA TCs) . PUPEF™ J}FM
FIHT 22 P45 [ 5% 1)+ 38 TCs (946 H AL T 50% , 1
HA 8 5 b R 4 IX I . X n] B2 A
1996 AEFFIRER B AAT A8 IS 2545 2 05, BRI 45 il
FHa 2RI D

T EEPUSA R B AR AP S HiAE ZF
S AR BRSSP, 3R 32 A E 2R A 52, 4n
SEMHTAE FR B AR T 18I B I . Hu 6P R
B, ZZFERAHME S8 OTC & R E
2~180 fi%.
2.2 L 3 Fh TCs BISRIED T

R SCHRHE P10 R A S A 45 R, B s Sk i 1
Herp 3 A = 895 5 KNI R : OTC>CTC>TC,,
B, ASSCHASE 3 b TCs X A% B8 1 52 mHE )% -
OTC>CTC>TC, H4EA5EIX 3 Fl TCs HyH F1 Saaty $2
HAREE, M35 OTC(C1) .CTC(C2)H TC(C3 )X HiAE &
B BA 52 I A I TRE B, LR 5

R SRAE 22 i v Xof AR 5 DXt L 155 100, B A= 7= AR
OLATIRAL B BT DX Sl S Sk b g v USSR 2 ST
A FR I B BRI ZENE LA FUIE | R g iE H
FaIEHEE K o R T el 4 i, 3% SR K it
FHZENE RN A HUIE, VO R b ZAEZEE
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Table 4 TC concentrations in soil from the literatures(pg-kg™', dry weight)
TC OTC CTC
X 2253k
IR/MH IRRAH I IR/IMH IRRAH FI{E IR/MH ST IN:] FH{E

HR=A ND 7.24 1.32 ND 103.4 8.95 ND 76.00 5.13 [16]
Kt 1 20.9 105 NA 124 2683 NA 33.1 1079 NA [2]
K2 >0 NA 15d >0 NA 56 >0 10 967 620 [18]
b nLE| >0 NA 2.5d >0 NA 6.25 >0 NA 56.67 [18]
b NA 22 4.77 NA 423 69 NA 120 14.85 [19]
il 1 9.2 293.5 44.9 ND ND 0 72 96.8 37.0 [20]
fli[E 2 NA 27 NA NA 443 NA NA 93 NA [21]
PR ND 64.3 14.43 ND 105.4 37.04 ND 344 5.66 [22]
FIE NA NA NA 1.1 107.7 NA 1.2 108.2 NA [14]
faf 2% NA NA NA NA 0.67 NA NA NA NA [23]

T ND SHARAGI 5 NA Sy i A ARIR AT A -

Note : ND means not detected; NA means no available data.

R 5 3T TCs 3 2% BHIITEH 5

Table 5 Evaluation matrix of 3 kinds of TCs for total residues

B2 Cl 2 C3
Cl 1 4 5
c2 1/4 1 2
c3 1/5 12 1
Hr TR A HLAENS ) HA T X 2

NE it Pt = TR A P, FRATIAH ZEAE XS 145
U SR R 2T A R AR B IR A e R R M HL
B, IR IR IR B — M 1~2 Ik, (i fa bk
(B IR 7RO PEA T B4) o b R HEE U B8 5 (AR F Y
XK EB AT RAR s B 57 4 ), HIUBRRIhiAE R
HRFCIR HP A 1 Sz R AR DR R AT 0 T S
Jext - 4gerh 3 BRI PUAE R E R MK T A
PREMEK . W& SRR R UE REEA L
JE FK 7= 2% 58 DR i 38 B i 4 o 195
15.52 pg-kg™ ) Flfits F A 208, FIWTA HLIE XS 13
VIR RIS 2 5 B K TR SRR TR . 25
TR FRATHINT 4 FhoRIEXT £ 3EH TC OCT 1 CTC

JFCUR(P3) Ffa K (P4)%} TC.OCT F1 CTC
TR R, L3R 6.

1t Matlab #044, A5 28N RME AR A HLIE
0I5 RS Ve A A YE IR K X 1 58 3 Fp TCs Y 5R B o1
HRR, LR 7,

FH 2R 7 AT, 2S00 A0 B A X 38 3 TCs
5% BA DTRR R 1 50% , o X B Sk b 1 1 TCs
5% 8 0 T BRI DA LR XS 38 3 Fh TCs (19
B B DTHR A 24% A0 A7 s ZENEA R A HLIEXT 4%
Hh3 Ff TCs A5 RS BTk %3k 77%. TC OTC F1 CTC H|
WIF R — SOPE RS 3 22 50 (CR ) 43591 47 :0.007 8.,0.018 9
#110.034 94 CR<0.10 B}, FIWrAE B E W 42321 ), )=
SHEP R 22 8 (CR )M 0.021 9(<0.10) , X%, 3
Fhbo A A PE AR R B i HE 2 00 B i — 3k
T A AR T A2 1Y

S )

7 FETLIEX L5 3 # TCs BB RBAE
Table 7 Contribution of different sources to 3 kinds of

antibiotic in soils

V5 YL By B £ )
AT S BT BUBS B RIES S — o e T
WK o ARG HEEFENE (PL) (B MEA HLAE (P2) | fa 3k
R 6 4 FhiTHIFEXT 3 7 TCs By IFHI5ERE
Table 6 Evaluation matrix of 3 kinds of TCs for 4 pollution sources
cl P P2 P3 P4 c2 P P2 P3 P4 3 P P2 P3 P4
P1 1 3 4 5 P1 1 2 4 5 P1 1 2 4 5
P2 1/3 1 2 3 P2 172 1 2 3 P2 172 1 2 3
P3 1/4 172 1 2 P3 1/4 172 1 2 P3 1/4 172 1 2
P4 1/5 1/3 172 1 P4 1/5 1/3 172 1 P4 1/5 1/3 172 1
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THEVARNE B EERME B RN E
BRI, R =TV Xt FH A 88 2600 ) -39 v TC
OTC F1 CTC (5% B4 1850 Bl At FH 3 & 2SR H 1y
38 A5 13 A5 12 45, IRMESE BT 1A Rl it I
Iy O g% S e rh & 2 A ZR AR B AR, 4
F, LB AT A ZR AR B IR 0 RN
s T F B 2 5 S > bt I DIV A HLAE B3
S Hb > it FH VA A0 6% 5 > PRt AR T Y BR S H. Zhang
SEONRAH ST AR I, it FH Rk A HLAE B g v
IRFE P E Yok B it A Fh AR SR A 2R e
Ko X AT REE FH THERI AR & & 2 i pi A R
KA TR ARBETERFE S5 S ) 20 N 53
AU HE IO E BRSPS FIE G S A 7 el Jit
BTy A FUIE it AR A 24, TRt -3 v 3
PRI SRR R (R 3), 518 115%
(TC),426%(OTC) il 234%(CTC), oA FEFHEIERH
PIZEAE(22 500 L-hm?) FIEDIL A HLAE (4500 kg+hm™)
S AR s AR Ge ek e LA AR IE R 3, St
U, H—2 kB, JOA F B SHEM TCs P37
(29477 ng-kg ) TG B ML (13.57 ng-kg™),
HIEREE 22 5 (F 4), Pk RS iR
A5, 00,S1.89 821,822 823 i1 S28 (ULl 2) ¥ R L2
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