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Molecular Ecology Research Progress for Soil Denitrification and Research Status for Its Influencing Factors
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Abstract : Denitrification, a microbial redox process in which nitrogen oxides are reduced stepwise to gaseous products, is an important step
in nitrogen cycling, especially in the soil environments. Denitrifying microbes possess a series of enzymes encoded by various functional
denitrifying genes. The classic 16S rRNA molecular method is not suitable for the study of diversity and abundance of denitrifying bacteria,
since denitrifying microorganisms are a large physiological group of microbes widely distributed in bacteria, fungi and archaea. It is easier to
distinguish microbes with different ecological functions by investigating specific functional genes. The application of modern molecular tech—
niques, including denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis(DGGE ), terminal restriction fragment length patterns (T-RFLP ), real—time fluo—
rescent quantitative PCR(qPCR ), and reverse transcription—PCR (RT-PCR ) techniques, as well as the newly developed high—throughput
sequencing technique and functional single—cell (FSC ) isolation method in denitrification ecological research are reviewed in this paper.
Compared with the traditional methods, high—throughput sequencing technique could provide more reliable results to directly understand the
denitrifying communities, and would contribute to the identification of new denitrification pathways when combined with FSC isolation
method. The progress of molecular ecology research on soil denitrification mechanism and its influencing factors are also reviewed. In addi—
tion, the main influencing factors including temperature, pH, carbon and nitrogen sources and dissolved oxygen are discussed in relation to
the denitrification activity. Finally, some new directions in the denitrification research are proposed in this paper.
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FAHAAE 2 G PA L )— S E AT, AL
VEIL R A=y 11 S A5 A PR AL R 9R 3l 1 B AR AR AR
AOTEER . RA AR I SRR RN L 24 S il Ak
WHE—E KT IR AS IR L B 18 I, Fe &
FALU—A AR (NO) AL A (NO) B TR
(NDRPE B R 2 . R, S A AL
AT ARG, S AE A FH G AT LLKE K AR (R
T 35K MR AO IR R 22 B e B 3R Ak, LT LA
HRHASRGE PRI, 1 80™ 5 250
o [mIE, RS AN T AR TR 2 SR NLO 20 4
S EE . M TIPCC i, LA 100 AE520m RUEE
11, N0 (ISR 2 CO, 119 300 £512, ith4h, N,O i
SRR ARUZED S B IR Y SRR AL . AR AL
FIRASACVE AR AT LA A6 NyO L fHR RS N0 1 32
LR SUHAVE Y, B A Ve PR ) 32280 A
TR TR AN R iR T LR PREE IS S
PRI EAED, BT USSR ] E 2R AT 3
I, TRAIESE A 58 SR AR 0 A S 2 PR 2% a2
FAEAA I, %o 2 m BUIE AR R B 82 S, n]
PLURFATTIR D N,O R BB i A, 4 T O ok
A SRR L,

SRS E A2 B AR WK S ) AR G AE P 3
B SR HOR HA W2 1 JR BR Y S R 2 S AL IS
(2, HHT, 55T DNA 8 RNA 193 TAEYHORE
B2 T IR A M A AT ST I 10 AR 3
S AR R ZAEENE R PR BT RG24
M b AJE LT 168 rRNA (YRR R4 Lo B H R FR At
HEFR AR B E DI REFPIE R — 2630 5 2 Hi
S AEY R — A EH BT R U AR S I RER 2
FEVEDFY . DHREZ FEPE A BN TR AE B e A
BT 3ATT 1 A TRV B3 v A8 AR 0 A 25 A A B L Bk
AR AR X — R AU — N1 G i 43
FHRCIEA . DIREIEAT 16S rRNA A HHA T2
AR A, PR AT T3 T AR IX oI e 25 G
RALEAH HAE SR 22 5 R R AR rdmic IeAh,
AL H RS IR A ) o AR T R A
AYIERE T XIS, ENTHE 70 248 h A
A, PRI 168 rRNA JEANIE T IS fb 4l i R G0k
ARIBIFSE , BRAE BE 22 TS iz P REBE R DR R AE
T TR ETE 2 . RO At R rh D RE L R Y
B, VUSRS S L HL UK (Denaturing gradient gel elec—
trophoresis, DGGE ) A uii R il P A B4 i 2 A5 PE (Ter—

minal restriction fragment length patterns, T-RFLP) | 52

B %9¢ 6 %2 8 PCR (Real —time fluorescent quantitative
PCR, qPCR ) J2 5 5% PCR(Reverse transcription-PCR,
RT-PCR) It il 5 55 50 F A IR B R e, 3k
BT SRS AG A At 1 ) RE - 15 i S o AR S
DA F A SO B 5 3 R A AR T A5
ik Je FHSE e RV E— 25k

1 REEUXBEBERELMED

SAEAAE RT3 ) LR B AL VR R 52 4
A RE R YRR, RO AR NO;—NO; —>NO—
N, O—Nyo IS TR B — A 5 S I 2 5 SO
— PR A e 14 i DL G, 3 6 PRI R Sy I A Ak
B REHE IR o 3 2L 43 51 2 i B2 R 3 )i il (Nitrate
reductase, Nar) . WANBRELIA JS T (Nitrite reductase,
Nir) . — %4t Z & JR i (Nitric oxide reductase, Nor) LA
T AR AL A A R (Nitrous oxide reductase, Nos ), T
XSG SRR A D RESE R i . Nar o3 RARES &
il iR £h 18 J5 i (Membrane —bound nitrate reductase,
Nar ) F01 J&] Jii fif§ ik £ 34 )i i ( Periplasmic —bound nitrate
reductase, Nap ) , J5 # A TEUF 500 S50 T 2635 . WAHTR
2NV TS RS e Ly S R GRSl
nirK 1 nirS JEPR Gifith, A0 SR Ak I 7 v d O B
F)— 25 B, 2 SR A A FH e A BIR 20 R, & mT LA
WA RRER A TAIE R NO, R B 2 S ik
TR Y o B DI RE LA o Nor X 4l ts HA R
P AR B S, B NO HAA AR R Y A, AT NO
WP AERFEAAR A T ATV B NO Xof 41 i 1) 2 35
YEMT . Nos L2 H R ELMMER & AT LLFF R &= <A
NO AL NI HH Ny, PUE T Sl A i de 287
Y. {H Philippot ZEPMF5E K& B+ 3 Hh Bl DG nos &
AT 2SR IR AN BTS20 NLO (7 A i, iX
1 Cuhel 2025 B nosZ F 1% % NO/(N;O+N,) HefE
TG B 52 2 — 301 o FITLAXT nos RS AT 24500
WA HET, gaht s A T 2R 9 S E R (narG/
napA \nirK/nirS .,norB nosZ)C. 81z v FH TRk
VERE 3 T HE 2R

SRR P — A R A 3 T2 o0 A T
AT LA A TR P SRS A WA A R T
W, EAEAR LR ( Pseudomonaceae ) ZFFLFF TR ( Bacil-
laceae ) . 3 I8 1 ( Rhizobiaceae ) . 21 W2 1 ( Rhodospiril
laceae ) | W 21 4 1 ( Cytophagaceae ) | Jii & ) Bk
(Paracoccus denitrificans ) .5 ¥1 % (Halobacteri aceae)

ST R ORAE LA AT I RE TR R B A AR
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PG, BIRAEGE R RN R BORE A VR T — A AR
(AR B T S A R ik I i (Nap ) W] LATELF
SR ERIR B AR A3 R A A A T ] AR AT 4 2%
PN IAT SCREACYE T BRI USSR E T o Bl &
SASRHACAE FHZ B R, G S SR AT A 2
BT, — T80 [ N 2 B o B AR T — L
AR AL TR H AT B A L A S A2 TR A
BIER 8 (Paracoccus ) NS 2A N 7 & (Pseudomonas ) .
e m A 8 (Klebsiella) WL 1 & (Rhizobium ) 7
FFE & (Alcaligenes ) Tl 20T 1 & ( Bacillus ) 5E1521,

UTAER , R SO ARVE IS RERE A L S BATTHY
P PR TEIAS 1 R (B2 H 2 Bl
B SRS A= Y, it PR AR S 187 (Pseudomonas
stutzeri ) FNIL E B ER B (Paracoccus denitrificans )55,
T LA, BT 231 AR W) 55 7 VR AN R L ke, I T T
FAHATUAE PR AR A2 R b, DAL EFRAT TS 47
Mo 1P AL AR

2 TEREUERND FEMERRER

TEIR B B i AR W S s AR it 5 v, N ez
B 3% AR 23 4 DGGE . T-RFLP .qPCR DA & RT-PCR
ST — ST A R R vy A e U RN ) BE AR A i
I EHi R (Functional single—cell isolation method )
R B SRS AR S E g b T TR — 2R T
WA
2.1 DGGE

DGGE AR B2 AR AN 6] DNA 73 F7EA
[Fi) Y 85 A8 P00 vp A AT O R, O W] By
DNA 73 TSR R He AR T 284k, AT
HLPKGAU A ORI T B3, el A% B AR L 18 A8 A B A
B R LR/ NMATRI ST 1) DNA FrBedi &5,
RIS AT LR B — B 22 S AN [F) e B B TR
e TR AR A 354 Z AR PRI e
FEPR G ARG I A 0, e B R 1A
BRI, KRS AE TR AT HEFRRAES, R S il Ak D g 2k
KIF1 DGGE AT LAXT 4 58 v i i Ak i A= ) 2 FE 1k
HEATRIEGE , RAB GEUR A AT UK S Al AL 7 2 i) ik
THE9E, s b i R ARVE FRPLIR. h T 43
nirS .nirK Fl nosZ f A& 519 T PCR 1 DGGE,
Throback SE%FIX 3 AN Z2 X0 5 | kA 7 8Tl
WA IEXT XL WA T P —— 5 R 2 | W
E NS T 12 51 o Ruiz—Rueda ZEfF5% 1T AT
D by R R T RS A AR AR A W A T Al R R ) e

B2, 38 1 X nosZ B PCR-DGGE WF5Y , & BUAH #%
A LSE I E IR R S5 M AN BE  Hfda R 1AL
AT B M RS A RSO ARAE T . Wertz S5
T AR nirk WUAYIRY 53 A, it PCR-
DGGE F1 JZ %% 5t PCR-DGGE 43 3| 5 T DNA Al
RNA JRV- . nirK ZE 206, DUBHRE S ft:
FHERTE BRAIAE YD , 25 2R R BN 5] - 334 it o B g Ak
VR R 5 IR AR 2 AR 28 2 B vy R ) F8 UL nirK ol
AW, 5 IR R TR S AR RE ) R/ NTE K Enwall 529
K TR RED 1] 5251 73 Bt RISA(Ribosomal inter—
genic spacer region analysis) /M1 2 HBAR R A D),
24 DGGE Hl RFLP(Restriction fragment length poly—
morphism ) A, (5T 1Kl AT HLAICHLAE AL XS
3% nosZ Ml narG ZENZAEVEIE I , & B A AL RE
FIRMBAHATE AT A . DGGE HATE A 1
U 3 B m R A A T IZ N . AR
DGGE L HA B e RYE , B ANE 5 3 B KT 500
bp FIRZIR 7 BL, RAEXT L Bud R T 1% ALl
REFEAT /00T, [ DGGE %5286 4t Bk & v,
ANTRVRE TR S5 A 22 S R PR S 2% (B ol i 2t
JRBRIAAAE, HHT DGGE 78 R B2 i) 1o F 4
Wit
2.2 T-RFLP
T-RFLP J&—Fl &k Bl T FAN L R A48 2018
BAR, AT AT R A i rh R — 2R E IR VR 25
He)  HIEAS SO P S 3 HAT SO EARIC I 5 | ) RS
FaiEl DNA 31— Be HA R G AL FIE R DNA
Fr B, F6 i ) BR i M P DD AL i T AN ) 4
TR AR 1S R B A TER T IR e 51 A 22 5, VDAL s ot
SAFAEZE S WD) R s 7 FE VT 22 AN R R A IR 4 1
Fr B TE H 3h 2 A EAS AN 0B A Sy A 5 bR
A9 B (PR A S B A 7 B, T-RFs ) AR BE M5 8
AR T-RFs (REARHAEY, [F—14> T-RFs
Z/DAR—FAE) , 8 X A7 AR T
AR AN S R B S . AT EAR
FC, T-RFLP HAT Ry ARG 5 T2 A 3hik
SERE R BLEA T N T A I E RIS
Ho W N.O FEIR LRI, Baeras S5
FIH T-RFLP A PUHE A ViR 1) nirS (nirK F1
nosZ JUASARETS BEAT 1 3, R BRAR B A REZR T LA
T At A5 [R]85 M) SR A0 R v, L rpop
RTINS nirK A AAEVE R0 SR 2, Ttk 25 )
EEE nosZ THAE . Enwall 25 U LA T DGGE Al
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T-RFLP £ RN} +3Em nosZ RS AL EE H43 W 235
K DGGE 14y P ¥ T T-RFLP £ R . 3
Rutgers A4 AWF 58 #2008 28t F F T-RFLP £ A Xt
HEVT N Tuckerton Hb X KRl 4L 1€ P H SRS AL 240 7
nosZ JEK ZFEEBERT 1404, RIS 3] T HBER 2572
R EE . eoh, T-RFLP 3 R 1% Castro—Gonzalez
ST AR S A AR R 4387, & B 0,.NO5 \NO;
PR UR BE S50 nirS 35 TR Z2 A RS2 A A TR A A AR
ZEMR FEHN R AE MR, T-RFLP B B H
A —E BB, B AR S R B O, 3 i o HE AR
TR, S PCR Y22 SV Bt 45 by BEAIR A i 2 2R
P HERPE . (HJ2AHXT T DGGE, T-RFLP H{ARMKIR A
S O3, o2 H R A T Iz B A T )
HrHARZ—.
2.3 qPCR

qPCR T A e JR A R 1) — el i 2 F 0o R PR
PR EAR, HFEHZETE PCR b 2 hin A%k
I, B SN EA T, BUE DNA 3k i 2
YECEEPRGAE LI, AT DL G E 5 AA I >k 52
i PR~ PCR A S sl A ml Ui %t e e
SREERRIN , BOE BIE, SEEIN PCR RAR (14 £ 4
Br o FMBSE AR BERR RS IR HEOE A LG I BOR e |
R R, ELA AR e ) BB R S T, T
DAVRERf 0 BE AR T 20T . 33 gPCR HR XS
fFAb i B B DO RE AL R A T BAIFSE, T LT ik B A
AR AN [) PR 3R 8y o IS AL ], A B4 il i e b U
WP ER HE T AT RE . ZEXTKAR H 5
H A2 Yoshida P35 nirK 1 nirS 3E R 19 € = 0F
FE s ZKAE H A nirK JE DRI A48 DUECEE 5 T nirS 1945
DUHC, I ELPE DUBC 2Bt -3 oA i A2 fbmi A2 k. B
2 Wi 34 Palmer SF27EXT 0 & K AR 119 )
il fb 5 PR A 0 W7 & B narS 3k BRL () #8 DUECEE narK
HE DR g 1 24 1000 £ o 150 B[] - 398 L S A Ak ik
A8 ZH B R AN A [A] o Henry 2815 6 Fl AN ] 1 338 v
i 16S rRNA \nosZ .narK .narG LN EH W &AM,
16S rRNA 2 DL 5 , nos Z 51X, 11 nirK A1 narG 4y
T F 28], nosZ Fl nirk 5 16S rRNA 3[R+ D1 %L i1y
FEAEA T 5%~6%Z 1], 156 A A0 20 T 7 ek 1Y) 48 7
TV BT 5 1 HU RN B . qPCR 328 s b 2 fE
YITE LI R, I F 5 DGGE 1 T-RFLP £
ARE5G R T AL RIBISE o 3l 2% b ek 3 4~
A TF) B o G A 3 v nirS nirK A nosZ BE R )
T DGGE 43#T, KIS T /K U5 R mT L4 /=

TR & i 2B U 5 S A AN TR R
TR S5 R A T A A5 K
TBE 9 b DX NLO HEICEE B 7. Chen SEMILLZK AR H oy
XFG, WFFE T AN R I ] B X S A A A A= 4 (R 5
FIF T-RFLP il qPCR i R Xf narG .gnorB Fl nosZ i)
ZREE A A BURN AT T RS, A Bt
A S5 M S A A AR DR 04 R N B, (E X 22
FEPESZ AN i o qPCR A PRH 52 iy pudk: , H
TEAE A A ST LR AR A R )2 .
R E R IIIESE, I PCR & 31512
BT LR A AU HE SR IR | [P o Bt S8 [ R
WA, E A R S () T, B A FRAT T DG
2.4 RT-PCR

RT-PCR # A2 LI mRNA iy, st PCR £
A, S G L cDNA, 1L cDNA g #iAR i 47 PCR
P¥E ARG H AR B FE , R X RIS Bk
Tk sl f b . 2SO AREE SR T IR 2 T A
SR R s Feik, X L3 S Ak 3L DNA 1)
WS FE 150 Hr L REA I SR AL T E D A AR, A
e A 3B E AR o X — [R) AT DL i K
N 52 A 1 35 BT 1) 2 35 R fidg ke, B B i A 356 PR 1Y)
mRNA #4730 4, FIFH mRNA ©F5% S fiFg {b 3 P AT DA
T EL R T SRS AT, FR B T 0 SO A
Py, AT DU IR R IBGE SR RNA S (BIUF)
Huxt mRNA $E4T PCR § 38 th J&— AN R, H {6
TIHAEER RNA KRR IE I A2 . Bau-
mann FFI7E 1997 AEEEEEA] T RNA BREFRIN T 15 P
TGV SR IE R ) 38 . 7E 2002 4F, Nogales 551
T B TR IC mRNA , B KA RT-PCR £
R S At AR g DhRE SR Y, FERINE] T nirS A
nosZ JEFRIE . Jik , Sharma SEHIN G AR BRAEHL
H mRNA, i RT-PCR X} nirK F1 nirS JER 4 746
M, 235 5 B R A RS 1 nirK L DRER BE Rk s 3], i
nirS HIAHE . A DGGE Fl RFLP #E—%F nirK 434t
R AP AP E RE B 25 B A AL A IR . fil
Shannon S ¥ BIF 51 A 260 Bl A8 00 1R I 56 48 o
cnorB K[ =E 18 K H mRNA /KR, A qPCR
H RT-PCR EEARXS cnorB #E47 7€ 5430, K B i 4 b
InaT LU B30 cnorB &R ZE i K H: mRNA f 3
IR, I EURRS R ER AN I A4y e 1A S 52 B 5 S e 1Y) - A
KA 235 Pastorelli 55 1) F 5 0 UE WY S e 5% 55X
PCR(RT-nested PCR) A LA A {5 P (1) S A A I A= )
HEF PR , I AT DA — PR ZR X S S il A R A 1 43¢
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Hh R BTG ) 2548 o B SrKY- IO A9 o S A0 R
JE: RNA HEEC, BT RNA S22 iy, AR G
W ) e A= R, T LA RNA $ IRl — B HER, iR
SR HHTA VF 2 7 B AR & AT DL g b R B
RNA, {HJE 5 SR afifb F S % 0 JR L 2336 1 RNA
PR RN , ANRE S8 AV 1 S R Se B 25 R . BT LA
FAHAGR RNA 7K — B — e, [R]A 2
— AR ST T
25 SEENRF

W& o312 = AN W & J  DNA Ry R
Doy AL A3 o Bl A S DR 2 2 e S LA S N4
FEIH TR 58 1, AT G HE R A B A2 5E 1
DNA U HAR A RE A S =P oK o LA
T T Ay B B AR A 5 AR P HoR H T2 R
HAE 12 A2 9T 0 45140 v 3 1 7
—RBEXT L7 BIJLE J7 45 DNA 37 UE4 7 7,
{HAG X — AW R — A PR it i A2 75 5 L )
17, FEALFEL [T 454 3w GSFLX Jp-F- 15 Ilu-
mina 7 7)) Solexa Genome Analyzer Jll J7*3F- & #1 ABI
2w SOLID M -5 H R CHR 3 X FRAFEAT: it 1)
T KL LB AR R T A R 8 TR 16S rRNA B ELAX
TAEP ) 18S rRNA Y LAl E A9 AR A% ) RE
SRR HAHA TINE 43 BT o ¥ 5273 Philippot S557E
A T IF S SR T 454 W51 & X6 R sk i
nosZ JERHEAT T F 500, KT U Z R0
REANR 2 I 5 M SRS AL T ) 2 R DL RV 454
A AT TR HE 3 YRR e 3 0 AR SR 9 A
GBI RAEAG TR ) o SR FERS L 22, A 25 222
TERFSE A AR IS R T 454 i f e A 1o
T 32 URZEFZ R AU 3 TR U8 S - SR AR TR P RRAE
5 N,O HEi % &, 5 narG .nirK/nirS DL )% nosZ &
BERHEAT 70 3 B A E AT, A5 R L IR NLO HEL
AR AN g ) — SRR IR SRS A AR A G, D]
NLO HE R Y /NI A 358 v SR A 2H R A X g 2
FRA o I P A R — ol LA YRt S 0y A 2B O 2 )
B, B e e A B P A A TN P, S5 R B AT 4
8 X A A A P A S R A B T AT, el 4R
13 2T RAEAIN o3 s e A5 B SR, AE LT
AR DA oA A O S S AL IR R R AR o T RE
T A i D], H R4 R 22 8500 Sl AL i 58 R 7 )
FH AL GE 0 7 67 TIESE o Bl DB G3 - D0 kg i
Bl 14 265 —AX DNA FAR 1 H B, v 3 5 I B R
b3 )1 Qi W R K s e RN 0 0 R R S AN ]

LR
2.6 FSC rEHAR KR HM %

H I, SR A 53 A SR 28002 MR
Pt 1 5 PRI 2 A B 2200, B T e i Ak A= W
PGSR TR WD I fdls , A A 8 R T
— TP REFAANMLIY 23 BIEOR  IERH B T S AL An
HIBIFTE R, 3207 VA B BAS BBy - S i
AR T 200 A= A S5 R A 234 4 o el LA T R
PRI P A L ARG 5 R, AR 2 6 X 1 A L 7
Yot IR TEDOC R A B R E A A
TGP BRI o3 5 ok R T Al R . IR K
FEIE A — AL MR IR, Ashida SEPEIX— A
T 2.1 pmol A NO; F1 1.4 wmol FIBEIARREL, X—5%
FERT LR e i S A A= i A o BRI AT THE
A 2 B PR A 45%#8 A SRS IR A4, i
— He i s TR GRS SRk Tshii S8R
FZE AR B4 3] T — PR LLRT R AR 2 B v
B L0 SAEAAE Y o O] UL, VR T AR AR
PRI B AT RN AURD A, X0 T RS A oe
e HA R . RGBSRy, 455
A2 S L2 PR , FRATTRT LATE G- AR PRI 7K
T SOEAAE T A A T IR AT 1Y A Ak
AT, 5835 S AL HIRLEL,

HoAt Az AN Biolog 1 (#AE R 17 & ( Phospholopid
fatty acid, PLFA )5 9¢ Y6 A 4432 £ R (Fluorescence
in situ hybridization, FISH) S AT PAXS -3 i)
R S HEE PPN (HJZ AT Tk | SO ke — oK
A PRI TERUAE Y, XSy AN RE S8 4 AL S Ak
WA R, AT B4R B HAR BA R
1) Jry R . e Ah, B [A] 4 2 45 R (Stable isotope
probing,SIP) % FI/ERES A K5k, WA R %=
l—— 1 A AL SR A AR

3 TEREUIERAZMEER

Hi o HEERIR R s, 2 i e
FRR 2R EEA W pH K4 & FOR A ISR
T 2R EE A R A= 38 T, | 3981 ARy 0AE, X
A P 28 BEACHR 2 A sl Al oA T S s A I, A4
— R AR AT R R A A AR, T2 e
NoO FHERL e
3.1 BE

T SRS+ S S A E T ) — SR R )
A AR A FH A5 B I B L Ry 5~75 °C, i 3l ey B
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T ARAER S S A AAE o RIS BRI Bl
TR EE R T, SORS AV FH R g o AT ) B,
1€ pH H A C/N —E BITEBLT | B b 2 B B 1)
TR i o KB 2= A S S g 48 R 3R B A= W e
22 CF WAL R 13 C R, 1E 15~35C
Tk 8291 B Y, Stanford 8581904, 2 3052 i A 3 48 Rk B2
IR PFEVER . Keeney S5 1 1E 7~75 CYE[H
N A AL BRI AR, R IRAE KT 15 CHY, S fif b i
R A TR TS TR A, HAE 60~67 CH A 2 i
KAH . Pfenning SE 1 % B 246 & M 22 CREF] 4 °C,
NLO BHECE IS T 77% , 15 B 0 R AR S BU A
AR I A
3.2 pH{E

pH (B2 05— 52 Ui E P I R &
I pH B ] RMEAE AP sl it | s 2 R A 7 ek
R AT DU A HLA TG ML UL B rp P Bl il
PEPRSE T IR, FEdcds pH EIGE R, SAF Ab s 4 b
pH (ELAA 3G I T 3G v 40 [ IL H4 %14 A 75 7 hy e
U5 ERTHIS IR G, BSOS A E S EC) pH {E
JE 7.5, 24 pH 53X i LRI, S AiE T 565
1%, WAYERER I 2, Cuhel 22558 T pH X 52 il
AT BRI RZ, S5 HoR BAR N0 [l i kAR
’HQJEIEE' N,O/(N,O+N,) 1Y Hﬁ@ﬁﬁ pH {Eﬂ/ﬂﬁgﬂiﬁﬁﬂ% s
ULHH pH PEPRE S 20 W) 7 TS 1 824 H .
3.3 EmEBMmALL

g A D RT SRT  fE BH J R  SORS AR AR L €/
N B R S AL 3R 1), 5K AT TR B, C/N 7
3.3~10 W}, A4k S il AL 3 A8 R C/N 83 g 54
C/N XF N,O 1R AR K EEI , SRk 78 A2 AR
B N0 AR R (HTERBRFRh A = B, i 3 23 3 N0
A R Henderson & PF5E 1 JLRIAAEY AR L) )
IR SRS I Bt U5 6 S AR A FH G s, R
[ I B SR C/IN, 3 RE B 2 820 45 B b
A ARk 1 DL S A R
3.4 BRR

SHACAVE & — DA L I A A2
PO SRS A AE FH o Vs i SO0t S Ak A o o) 32 2 A FH
TESRS AL IR 5 I o Korer ZEPRRIFFE KB, AR K
JINFR AR 0 AR 2 A TR R B b 410 o) s i F s i i 1) 15
J, FL A R A i il X6 A8 VR e Bk . 1T Rysgaard
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