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(LR A SIEES TR T AR B A IS LR SR BIE U900, 7R M 5106505 2. R Be et e, 124 T
M 5106505 3. P ERBEbFEAERE LAt 100049)

W OB RERR R SR A R R T 4 V5 Y R T s A e S AR A TR, SR DR BRI SR it B A 4, AR S ik - AR
U5 BIFSE T RERRER JRTAEIR AT Cr A1 Pb BA—75 0% )2 Cr-Pb &G54 + 4 /NFSE (Brassica Chinensis ) WA Wi AL BREE ARG IA o 25
SRR I RERRER AT Cr—Pb 5 YL MR SR B . Hirh 1.0 - kg™ Bt 20 B0 Tk 0 hte PSR e A L 75/ N A SR 32 15 YL ] A
HAE TR Cr-Pb V5545 BRI AE KA FIAR I S, it FH S e 280848 Cr—Pb 15 4 XT /N SR P 8 A A6 B AL i (SOD ) 1% P 1)
T, At N SRR AR A 32 B A it SR A 47 o [R5 (2.0 g - kg™ ) sl X H 248 Ph V5 3t it 1.5 g-kg™ LA BT
PR RERRER WX AT AR I . AR L RE A — B R L3R S R A A AR (SOD) it 4 Al (PO D) IS P, (HZ X /N
332 it S A0 P FEARASORAS INRERRER I b, X/ S K A e st A S B 3

KRR /NS R ER s JEAEIR ; Cr—Pb &2 595
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Effect of Silicates and Humic Acid on Growth and Physiology of Brassica Chinensis Under the Stress of Cr—Pb
LUO Xiao-ling"*, LI Shu-yi', LAN Pei-ling', WANG Rong—ping', LIAO Xin—rong'

(1.Guangzhou Institute of Geochemistry Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou 510650, China; 2.South China Botanical Garden,
Guangzhou 510650, China; 3.Graduate School of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract : Pb pollution in soil was very severe in Guangdong. Cr concentration was less than the background value in most soil, but it exceed—
ed standard in suburb cultivated land. The situation of soil heavy metal pollution was threatenning the quality and safety of vegetable produc—
tion in Guangdong. Aiming at optimization of manuring level of silicates and humic acid, pot experiments were carried out to study the effects
of silicates and humic acid on growth and physiology of Brassica Chinensis which were growing up in Cr, Pb and Cr—Pb contaminated soil.
The results indicated that, the inhibitory effect of silicates on toxicity of Cr—Pb pollution was better than humic acid’s, and 1.0 g-kg™ silicates
has the best effect. That mass fraction of silicats could improve the growth of unpolluted Brassica Chinensis, and promote the SOD activity of
Brassica Chinensis polluted by Cr—Pb, alleviate the damage of membrane lipid peroxidation of root’s plasma membrane. While high level sil-
icates (2.0 g-kg™ )or interaction between Pb and high level silicates (above 1.5 g-kg™ )would inhibit the growth. Humic acid could also pro—
mote SOD and POD activity in a certain degree, but its detoxification and promoting effect on growth were not significant.

Keywords: Brassica Chinensis; silicates; humic acid; Cr—Pb compounded pollution
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A R 2 A BIREIR i G SRS AR 1 i o
SEE, AR E RS G Cr Ml Ph XA AR
AR e E 22 TR EA . H AT, 8
7R DB B < XA (0 B T DRI R Y
M TR TE 2% 35 i S A ™ Y T SR A%, RE TR #h AR AR
MR E Uk B - T G A0 T B —E Bl
PEHIES RERRER M 2l SES R E T
A R R R TTUER U e TP i G Jm O AF TR 7S
AT AR HL A A B A AR S B . T AR A 43
o S A ] R e B A4 S
(e ZE B O, AR B A F R I TR RERE A,
RERS I H 5 i K A A I SRR 4545, DT i £ 438
45 114 G 7R I R, e 4 1 SRR
HRE SR R s BEXT ik IR Eh BB R A T
G TG g e L AR ST B TR, AR
SCLI/INESR N, BT —F X Cr—Pb 75 4% 4 e v if
FH/N AR IR 2R A X R DU AL R
GEUG RS A8 bR O SE R, 15 6 R Y00 ) 50 2 At
BE T AHILEL, 5 Sy 3 L A 400 4 0] b2 K R e A A
P .

1 #R57FE

1.1 X8 HH#

P /)N 32 A Bl R I 2% B BRI 3% (Brassica
Chinensis ), fftiX 3N /KFE L, R AAZ Cr #1 Pb 15
YU 2R A BT B B IR o 3828 KT IRy e
Jeid 2 mm g o RHEEARBACTE R WK 1.

1.2 iXI&i& it

ARE I YA Cr Al Ph, I3t 4 A5
LR TG Y Cr BTG Ye4] Ph BA—5YLs]
H1 Cr-Pb & A 1502 o & 2l HPis Y ise it — 4 [ i
M, Ho, Cr USSR EH (Na,Cr0) JE UM A, 5
AP 100 mg-kg™, Pb LIRS FRET[Pb(NOs),JE
AL 5340k 300 mg-kg,

PR 53 B A, o0 590 Ay ik T R S AR, 20 b
—IA . PRI R Rk 4 SRS
PRI AR RN TS Ye 5 4 A 5UKF, 3632
AGEER, REAALER 4 ANEE L IR R DL R R BN

(NaSiO)JEAMA 247K F43 51124 :0.00,1.00,1.50
12.00 g-kg™; AR R LA R AL FIE A H
IR SR 0% 1% 3% S5%i1E., %K
43 501247:0.00.8.90.26.79 .44.65 mg-kg ™,

5 Y AN A — R S S0 A F AR 3

JNEZETF 2006 429 H 28 HE T ,10 H 18 HF%
FRA 37.5 emx27.5 emx16 em ¥R BE4E 6 Bk 2006
E 11 A 4 HIkGK,
1.3 HERRERTLIETE
1.3.1 FHERE SR A AN B 7 i

B ZEAR IR 3 XUT, e DU 43k BURE S5 FH B 56 1F
REERE A3 2.0 mm .0.25 mm F1 0.15 mm 5, T
HEAE T A A H
1.3.2 FEIHE SR AR R i ab B 1

FE/N SRR, 38502k — g B B, YEiot:
2 WUE AR, FH B IO AE K I HhEEase , BF
B A B BRI (POD il Ay i 12 — S B 45 K . SOD il
ISR R MRS FE R A B A AR O it
J& I 5 A8 AL B i (POD ) #4801k 4 155 AL T (SOD)
T £ F PRI AN SRR ISR JE AR 25 R
BEAREY J) BT KPR E I ORK R B KR
BT T SRR TS U T4 A FE 4, 80 “CHH IR R
H 30 min, 60 CHET 2 i e, R i e, H
ANFEI AU E, 33 0.5 mm G5 A B PR LA
TR A
1.4 MEFHZE

A= D SR FHRR sk CHURR et 7 ) 5 ol 8 AL P ity
(POD )i 0 7 R FH HE A0 3257 8 AU A s AL (SOD )
TP S SR FH 2000 U s TR D L (08 i 3 i
W5 fdi H SPADS02 Y23 25 fill g A (L TRREEAY
IR ABRAT ) NEASEARY) A H 7002 Leica
Histeresin } H. Hardener t33 , 1] F WL FHA 507
b A543 (JVC TK=C1381, H 4% ) (1 S b s
(Nikon SMZ800, H 7% , #E g 4 Ml K2 B8 T2 Bi A 2R i
FEHLOARL) , ] FLYVIDEO # {47 3K 4
1.5 HiEAbE

RIS B 1 S AL FER F Excel 1 SAS SEit#k
AT

&1 Uk T EMEREUER

Table 1 Basic physical and chemical properties of the soil

niH pH AP/ ke R A /mg kg R /me - ke!

TERL A /mg - kg™! A%t /mg kg™ A mg ke B mg ke

T4 4.7 12.50 58.09 12.92

37.80 70.10 25.66 39.11
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2.1 FEEgh AR/ AR EMER RN

M 2.3 3 [ F/ W SR N AR AR RA
—RERM o R ALY Sio 2R o AEBH R A B, Cr 155
Xt/ IR, 1 Pb {5 YL RE A= i
WA, POEGER 238 3 B, A TTIS YA B
Siy AbFRLEAE Y W3 T Sip,  BERMIRET B 43Rk IR
/N SRAE K AL R T LU AR B ., (E Bt A i
PRt FH A R A, Xt/ e A I i DR A P a2
ok 551 , Sia A B Y AR W R [l 7 21 5 S, A BEAH 24 A9 K
-, Siy AR A YR ORIRREAR . TR, 6 AP
AYri XA 2R AR, AR SR AR AR
Prag bR (HSBIRBA Siy PR o ik — AN i
AT AL ATOTER L AERE XA AR AR 1 T AS
B WIFEFEW, ERENEA R TR SR R A A
F 4R HUE AT, 3R s AR B R e
I3, AT e,

Ph {534 B9 LI ARERRER S, /NS A Y
W5 Tk T Tt o e A 96 o o 8 2 ARG, T D, AR ik
REhal Ph {5 YL Fpi A FHARREfE HE/ N SR AR K, H Ph
SR K RERRER ILAF I X /N S AR A BAT S A
Mo TR, JCis Y R a5 Qe v, Sis AL BRAG AR

x 2 REERERX/N BRI REIRR R
Table 2 Silicates effect on physiology of Brassica Chinensis

SOD [fG 1/ S

24 e e e
Y A e e
PhCry Sip  56.65¢  0.126 bed 73.73 fgh 4.6d
i, 75.15a 0131 bed 9029 ef 459 bed
Si, 6122 be 0.063 f 45.11h 45.8 bed
Si;  30.16 efg 0.152 a 315.64 a 47.7 abe
PbCr,  Sip  S8.13c¢  0.126 bed 6523 fgh 444 cd
Si, 6625abc  0.120 bede 24972 ¢ 485 ab
Si, 6202 be 0.072 f 55.06 gh 48.4 ab
Si, 2421 fg 0.139 ab 10847 de 487 ab
PhCry Sip 6408 be 0.105 e 130.63 d 495 ab
Si, 6075bc  0.115 cde 283.98h  47.0 abe
Si, 45.99d 0.072 f 81.92 efy 477 abe
Siy  3298ef 0130 bed 75.23 fgh 510 a
PhCr, S 6169bc 0.0 de 123.59 d 49.0 ab
Si,  69.14ab 0132 he 299.75ab 473 abe
Si, 3849 de 0.075 f 63.38 fgh 493 ab
Si, 21.22¢ 0.140 ab 25212 ¢ 50.4 ab

TE I SAS X i) — R bR TAT AL BIEFT 4 & SSR(HI DUNCAN
T, R/ ING TR 22 5 2 (p<0.05), R KIA]

AR AR T Sio ALHE, BEW] Sis ALPRAYTERE R SR,
X AR P AR AR O B AR R

JEEAERRAE Cr Pb B—i5 ¢ K Cr-Pb & 515 44X
3 AAEBRLH AR BESR R /D FER A A i, HAS A
HBS B o JB S AR PRSI 25 S AN B3, Hih Ph B
— TG YL G 5 AL BRI Cr-Pb & A75 YL 4L A6 » kb3
AR T AL o AL B

&3 EEEXNBRETAERER RN
Table 3 Humic acid effect on physiology of Brassica Chinensis

LRI BAEYE/  POD M/ SOD MG/ RS 3
g

AAgorminT-g FERAL-g" CHXTEEE
PbCr, &, 56.65 bede 0.126 d 73.73 f 426 e
J&, 46541 0.186 abc 181.28 abe 35.0f
J&, 66.26a 0.197 a 196.59 ab 423 e
J&s  49.66 ef 0.179 abe 213.81 a 36.8 f
PhCr,  Ji, 58.13 bed 0.126 d 65.23 f 44.4 de
J&, 52.52 def 0.108 d 214.96 a 44.8 cde
J&,  51.50 def 0.175 abe 163.67 bed 45.9 bede
J&, 5271 def 0.160 ¢ 165.58 bed 46.8 abed
PbCr, J&, 64.08 ab 0.105 d 130.63 de 49.5 ab
&, 56.94 bede 0.163 be 198.80 ab 48.1 abed
B, 55.92 bede 0.192 ab 150.44 cde 48.7 abe
B;  55.02 cde 0.163 be 189.74 abc 47.5 abed
PbCr, &, 61.69 abc 0.110 d 12359 e 49.0 ab
J&, 56.72 bede 0.127 d 190.63 abc 48.2 abed
B, 53.59 cdef 0.189 abe 217.26 a 46.6 abed
J&5;  58.77 abed 0.159 ¢ 184.54 abe 50.5 a

2.2 REERE EHEEXT/N B RIRKR B ARSI

BRI, G R 7 S RE AR M A ™ A K
AT PR AL 1 2, k8 1 ply RERE 0075 200 0 b A AN i
AR TR M F 5, 51HEA PRI T 20 MR A
o, I ] S EA AR A S AR At
BRIy 5 R RO AT B T AT B, B
RPN G R B TR ), A S s B
EEEE.

WME PR, B 1 J2TETs 30 IR/ SR R
7, [ ol B B A R U RS I, 3R B R 4k
EAER MR IESR , thoba) 25 2 AN HRS ) 5% .
¥ 2 523 Cr—Pb 525375 Y 1A it FH ik R 42 B0/ AP AR
AEFREGOARE DI , T ] 2R SRR 4L A S ALt i
REARAR B H, BN B J= R & AR, i L
AR MIHES RN L, SEARHL N ZZTE 5 oh T AM AR AP )= Y ik
R AR A ) 200 L L IR

3 & Cr—Pb S &5 Y4 Siy Ab B A Ml AR A 1)
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100 pm

1 5T I EIF AL IR /N B SEMARIE Y]

Figure 1 Lateral root’s transverse section of blank control

100 pm

B2 Cr-Pb E/FRITMEIFIAIE/N B FMREY]
Figure 2 Lateral root’s transverse section of Cr—Pb polluted with

no—inhibitor treatment

I, A& B AR R i A R b8 ff T EE & Jm 5
I AR AR B2 JEABRS  AEAEA SE 3% (HAN L IE
PRI 1 R, S G Al HES AN %% . 7
B Z A A — R 0 ) BT TR, HE I AR A 4
HuHE R AZESME) Pb 5% Cr AYTTTEY) . 445 55X CAF
Ph 755 TR 32 40 45 21 5343 A i He g SR
Pb DLULAR T4 e I 5 28 K L%, ATk 77%~
89% ., ZEoRAFM LG HHAE CA> RN Ph> &b 3T 2 i i
AN 1Y) Ph J50R7, 0 20 Jf 5 ] AR 1 —356 43 Pb
HEAFIANMIAE DY o FR T DL, 40 A E 5 200 A AR LY
4 A B AR A AR b B A i [ s
FEARI I v F 3] X FIR O UTE A2 15 Q5 1
Sio AEE (& 2) FE R R AL BL (] 4)Hr ¥R HUBE, F Ik
AT LA, B3 T 40 B R0 40 i B 1) B 8 A A1 , B iR
£b Wit HAEBHY 8 4 8 25 - F A 20 i ) ok AR i
F—EEM . Cocker S5 R, REREMUCEMEYIIA
W4 Jm Ak 2E 2, JF S HAERR Y SN2 4 e AR 3
TOTE™, BRI AR FS 1) 2538 1 3 Hi , 3% A PR 3 I
PR 4 R B T B Y, Wang S8 BRI REXT KRG
BT CA>RE S1a2 Mt & 80, R A6 1 174 4 e e EL A
CA B ()R A BB AMH T Cd* &% . XEMRT

Si(OH), 235 4l My BE 22 0% I (W38 5L 30 3 S /K /56
ARG F IR AH EAE T, FE At S A MA 2 [ NIE B T
JPI Si0, AR . 71 Si0, e im A HA i RERY
BefitE i, T 5 Cd 4 @3 TRLA B Cd-Si Z &
Ak, WK T CA* 8553 DR HEIT , ek R £k 55 40
iR (8 R FH T 7 — e R B Ts e, ik ik
AN B 4 8 B AR R T 2

Kl 4 J& Cr-Pb & 515 YL 415 | Ab 2R A4 AR 4% 1)
Tl o P 7 2 A R it F N BE AR AR L SRR Az 21
(EE T, AR KAG LA ] 2 WA I is (R R
FEZ AR IR B A AR . 8, R, AbF
LS LRI

100 pm

B 3 Cr-Pb £/ Si, b/ B SRMREYIE
Figure 3 Lateral root’s transverse section of Cr—Pb polluted with

Si, treatment

L :, 1‘-‘- .t'

100 pm

B4 Cr-Pb EFTTHRE LE/NBERMREYIE
Figure 4 Lateral root’s transverse section of Cr—Pb polluted with

Humic Acid, treatment

K5 29 Cr—Pb 52 &5 Y4 Si, Ab H A Ml AR A 1)
7o A LAWY SR A B R AR R DO Siy AP 13
KPR, B2 )z AR I, A I AR AL HE51]
SR YRR LA DVRR O R . S5 1AL
AT B SR A AR B AR, 33k mT B kR ER XS
A RIE AR A K. 30h, BIRMAGRAE RIS LA
AT Sty JliAE R AR TR ORI A (R d T P &5
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FEEMR AR LRI IS AR 4™ A Sl (A= Wi R R
o Sis AP i FRERER SR, NS A A K
O R e X i AR A I A G i A A (R
FiE) o

100 pm

5 Cr-Ph E&T5H Si, A/ A RMREYIE
Figure 5 Lateral root’s transverse section of Cr—Pb pollrted with

Si, treatment

2.3 wEEREE EHEEIT/NE AR POD EEiE RN

HEEAEYI N EE 2R TELSE N
iR AR T ik 20 B R, o DA A
XA AR 1) 43 6 e RS X e 4 PR SR e
FIE T 3£ (0%) H0, B2 [ 56 (-OH) (BREk s
A0, EE T AT TRER A5 40 AR AN RS 75 R
EAR, SIERAEYRI T KARME L™, POD,
CAT 1 SOD JEA YA N BT A ALl R g 3 Fh =2
PRI, REfS A R IE BRI IR N 2 s A H B
H DR AP AR MR Y 4 A4 5e B . b POD [y 3205
SRR H0,0

FH 1 2 AR A R IR, 3215 Y Ja /NS
RN B B R EE I N £, POD i I P D i 2
DAL A PEOVAT  (H AR 2 36 3 TP 4541 S Zb 3
s PRI, ARigSEsZ Cr.Pb M5 LA St Cr-Pb
A5 Y%, POD il 45 J0 75 YL if AH HL A B B AR
1k I HtiRE S, BR Cr—Pb & A 1544110 Si, AL PR TS
PELEIZ A Sio AbPREE A1, AL Siy Ab 3 Sio kb3
ERRRE, HAAAR) Si, AR 22 58K, BTRERR L
(At FH X L PR AR B, BARIS Y4 % POD
it 1% PR AR B S 5 P T 2 % EE, POD g M
2 AR B A A AR AR A e A S At i, 15 W R 22 i
AT FE R ISR, POD AN 2 e 28 fif A0 FH Y 32 28
it

72 2 5 R, £ 4 rh S, AbFRY) POD Rl
PEPR T 4540 Sip Kb, H. Sis KPR POD BEIEPELY
5 T Sip Ab3L HFE PR AT g2 Sip AbFRPT A7 3 Byt Ak

BH ORI M (E 5), Prabml SR s is Ry
Y g BTl 1 Sis ARPR i TRk R R, X/ NE SR
T AR R R A A2 POD G PEFE = o

M 3 IE R, i RS , A0 TS Y4l FIPb
L RS CE L LN TN PN A LS E s N (BB
T B, Cr BR—5 Yemt i, A B S5, M) 25 5%
AN S, 8 WS TIE. Cr-Pb 2515944, )8,
Ji5 o JE5 5 Kb L) TG PR 340 8 T 0, 1T 3 A B I
IR A ESE SIS 52 2 Wi &K, &, AP Si,
A3 POD FE PER/MESE, HFA L BE AR #R A=
FAB O 5 O, b3 & 45 Siy ARG 3) 5 [FIES I,
ALFRA POD il 1P i 25 5 T Sip Ab3L, {H Si, KbEEfY
HREAAAE L B S 4TI 5 A PR, Ab 35 | 4b
PREEFIAL, A& 4;Si, KPEANIE 5), K EPUE T 3¢
T TR fifad A AL B RE v POD AN 2 G
it S A T o
2.4 mEEREL BHEEXT/NBERMER SOD EiE R

TE—EJLHE N ,SOD 1 CAT H:[EI/EH , fgft B A
WTEREHE /Y O FI HL0, 5546 A o FE /Y H.0 Al Oy, IF
Hgi b gty sl M A b 7 A i 38 (-OH) Y
TR, FEAZ SOD, ATt OB Ak A HL0, Al H.0, — 7
FREE L BRAR TR Y B R SR KO,

P e 2 gk 3 Bl nr WL, A2 Pb FR—J5 YL Rl
Cr-Pb Z 51551 SiyJio ALFLAY SOD il i A —
TR B HE R, SR R 75 Y s = ) AL AR ik Jor
o MarkfE A AAE Si AbEES BB M FLIZ A Sio
ALK IR BB LG, DEWHTE Sio AbBRRHS Y Xt
SOD il M A I AR 5 Z1 , Sio Ab $HAZ 15 Y i il 0% M
A3 R AR A T A R e . WFoE R, &
& IR AGE i 7= A A a8 S BOG A 1R i i
BB (A TSR O AR T S AR
()-SH JEZ5 4 e (AR R R 161, AR Ee h Cr Pb
5 YL AE X /N 5 B AR 7 5 1 [ et X AR Y
SOD ) P = A= ] o ik Rk T ol 38 b i 4
J& BT B RRER DTTE , el A AW AT A 1 4R
BRI REAR /N LSRR P i8R, 1 28 P 2R T Y L
R, FIEE AT YAL Si, FIE, ZbHY SOD fil i 1
F/NEI, BIR 315 Y e it R 5h A A IR 34 Re (o
SOD G PEHRE &, (5 Siy A 2 ) 4 g i 2 a ozt KT
Jig AbEE 25T 3 AR 4 AT RLERT, Cr B P ¥5 X}
SOD i 5 1 A0 i 2 F %) POD B P B4 i 5 271
1M SOD s 14 1) 44 5 72 2% A S AR il v e 21 DG B A
Mo
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FE#5 4, Sip A BRI SOD g MBI F Sio 4b
XA 5 POD B BLIALL , HED 2 by Tt hn Si, 7K
P RERRER A, i AR B 2 e i (] 5),S0D
B A X A AR K P BRIV R i R A B 2 5 TR o
Ph B— {5 YL A1, AT YL ALY Si AbBRBG TS VE LY
TLHRY Sip LI 3K EPUE T Siy 7KVt ik et aod e 19 4
W, Siy A BRSNS R ERRER b an , P BL AR B
i, BUE SOD I 14 7B 55

M 3 AIE B il AR AL B TR 3, BR P B —
TS YL, A BRAN, HARAHL . A A IRKF- /Y
SOD FEEVERI LA P )8 AL B, (R4S 3 A JE
WK R ZBA W 225, FFH R & LT XNy
Siy AbFE, Ui BSR4t ] B A B AE — e R b
BT EXT SOD BEEVE RIS, (HIs AR AR, A
FELAZES/ N SRR B ) i 48 A4 o
2.5 wEERE BEBRXNEXEMERESENTID

2 N AETCT5 Y4, Sy Siy  Sis ALY I4R 3R
FEX & B e T Sio A3, UEIRERY I RESR =/
ML R & fee e ReR. HFEWAR, % Cr
FI Ph B—T53¢ Cr-Pb & 515 5L llis el 5 ik e
FAF LG B Rk PR ER IR 0 R S i

7 3L, P X MR A A A TR o A0
ToUdL, TR R RR AL P A 20 38 35 B R AR T X 1R
A5 e B 2 K i TS gedl, B
Ph {5 YL A2 R S B T Cr B—y5 4]

LR AR AT BRI B, W2 R
22D AR LA RE ) A3 58 o HELe 3 R B 71—
SE R MG BN 2 X 2R R 15 I BAT et AR
ik SCBEPUR Ph> b B 5~9 d, R ILAE — i VR
T LAY, Ph2 Ak B8 I 2o 20 35 0 T i I EAR T
AR RIESE

3 #ig

(1)1.0 g-kg™ MYHERR Fh S AMAE HIXT AR 52 15 44 1y
NS B B AR R fe R S A
1M 1.5 g-kg™ Dh_L it 5 kb 5 P 15 4L dbf7
I A= AR A [ 2.0 g-kg™ BURERRER AN IE L
MAEF S Cr Pb i5 Ye )y 277 e 4B 3 i AR K
JEE AL TR 1) 45 1 T 2 4 BSOS X A K 1 5 i R AN B
2.

(2)RERERIE i 50 h 5 4 8 B8 7 IE kR 4R
UUvE S5 2k 2D + b RRIE A /NSRRI Y Cr A
Pb & 74U, AR A UL 5 DR A B AR M TR LR (i

PUEALBE R ST SOD B 1% VA5 21 78 70 23k LA S i
H ) 5 DAY A5 o B S A R O
A, 15 grkg ! AP AE R SCRIRAE  [HZEfER T Si
55 Pb LRI FXE /N SRAE R AR BRI, AR
R T 1.0 g kg™ IOTERRERRERESRIESZ Cr-
P {53/ NASEIE R ARG, SCREHCIT i 22 i v 1
Wi S 1) i S A 30 0 AR AR A A2 7 FH AR AL
HAR AR SEARTE BTG 3 AR LR —E
FEBEH IS Cr—Pb 5 42 X8 /INFSR BT ALl 2R G i 1k
(IR, (R %0 SOD it f i A Isi R A L 555 , A
A LAGES 15 G o | kS (i S A i o

LR LR, RO 1.0 g-ke IOTERRERAE
FERUE/IN A SEIE 7 A B R i SCBEA O8R4 s
Cr—Pb J5REX/ NSRRI FE LA ORI AL |
HATE R IR
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