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Abstract ; [ Objective ] The objective of the experiment is to provide theoretical support and obtain a technical pro-
posal for improving the fruit quality and high-efficient cultivation, the influence of soil nutrients and leaf nutrients on

fruit quality and optimum quantity of soil and leaf nutrient elements for good fruit qualities of  Jiro’ were studied.
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[ Method | The soil nutrient contents, leaf nutrient contents and fruit qualities of * Jiro’ orchards in Longyang Dis-
trict, Baoshan City were investigated, the methods of canonical correlation analysis and linear program and multiva-
riate linear regression were used to screen the major soil nutrient factors and leaf nutrient factors affecting fruit quali-
ties. The alternative optimum proposals of soil nutrients and leaf nutrients for good fruit qualities were obtained.
[ Result | The quality of Jiro’ persimmon fruit is comprehensive affected by various mineral elements of soil and
leaves. The total phosphorus, total potassium and total magnesium content of leaf, organic matter, total nitrogen, a-
vailable phosphorus, available potassium and available iron of soil are the major factors affecting fruit weight. The
hardness of fruit is mainly affected by total phosphorus, total potassium, total calcium, total magnesium and total
copper in leaf. And Soil organic matters have positive effects on all fruit quality indexes. Moreover, the results indi-
cate that there is sufficient soil nutrient content but lower leaf nutrient content in *Jiro’ orchards of Baoshan City.
[ Conclusion ] The optimum proposal of soil nutrient elements content for Jiro’ is 60 g « kg ™' of organic matter,
2.5 g+ kg™' of total N, 40.58 ~200 mg - kg ™' of alkaline N, and 17.95 ~ 80 mg - kg™, 35 ~ 448. 17 mg -
kg™, 107.56 ~300 mg - kg ™", 100.2 ~450 mg + kg ™" of available P, K, Fe, Mn, 2.53 ~11 g - kg™", 150.1
~ 1000 mg + kg™" of exchangeable Ca, Mg. The optimum proposal of leaf nutrient elements content for ¢ Jiro’ is
15~20.22 g+ kg™, 1.09~2¢g-kg ', 1593 ~30g-kg ', 10 ~40g-kg',2~9.7g-kg™", 0.05 ~
0.2g-kg™',0.495 ~1.5g- kg™, Img-kg™', 5~60 mg - kg™ of total N, P, K, Ca, Mg, Fe, Mn, Cu,
Zn. Compared with the theoretical value, the local persimmon orchard should be appropriate to increase application
of organic fertilizer, phosphorus and potash fertilizer, reduce application of nitrogen fertilizer, optimize the applica-
tion proportion of microelement fertilizer.

Keywords: persimmon; soil nutrient content; leaf nutrient content; fruit qualities; multivariate analysis; optimum
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Table 1 Basic general conditions in ‘ Jiro’ persimmon orchards

b 4 Hh AR EAR A WRATHE LorE Az V-4 5L i
Orchard number Location Area/hm? Age/a Planting spacing/(m xm) Height/m Ground diameter/cm Crown diameter/m

1 i % (Xinjie Village) 10 11 3 x4 2.46 10.28 2.95

2 Hif £ (Xinjie Village) 15 11 3 x4 2.78 10 2.95

3 B £ (Xinjie Village) 18 11 3 x4 2.84 11.05 3.33

4 Bt £ (Xinjie Village) 120 8 3 x4 2.51 7.74 2.67

5 2 M5 4% ( Bangiao Town) 30 12 3 x4 3.71 10.79 4.13

6 HuAfF4E ( Bangiao Town) 20 10 3 x4 4.26 9.11 3.21

7 Mt ( Bangiao Town) 12 3 x4 3.12 8.55 3.40

8 W A4 ( Bangiao Town) 40 3 x4 2.99 7.77 3.37

9 48 ( Bangiao Town) 50 3 x4 2.85 8.63 3.33
10 117 ( ShiMu River) 10 10 3 x4 2.78 9.17 3.44
11 1 7 ( ShiMu River) 11 10 3 x4 3.14 10.1 3.35
12 PE 1L ( Xishan feet Village) 15 12 3 x4 3.48 11.96 4.43
13 75 1L 4 ( Xishan feet Village) 15 10 3 x4 3.16 9.71 3.49
14 PG 111} ( Xishan feet Village) 10 12 3 x4 3.66 11.06 3.68
15 P 1L ( Xishan feet Village) 11 10 3 x4 2.78 9.56 2.65
16 PH 1L ( Xishan feet Village) 20 3 x4 2.71 8.74 3.10
17 75 1L 4 ( Xishan feet Village) 12 3 x4 3.47 9.6 3.33
18 P L B ( Xishan feet Village) 10 10 3 x4 3.57 10.33 3.5
19 P 1L ( Xishan feet Village) 10 12 3 x4 3.75 11.56 3.58
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Table 2 Soil nutrients in ‘ Jiro’ persimmon orchards
LB 2R R A AR A ACHERS SRR ARk AR
i Organic Total Alkaline Available Available  Exchangeable Exchangeable  Available Available
Ttem matter/ N/ N/ P/ K/ Ca/ Mg/ Fe/ Mo/ pH
(s-ke™') (g-kg™") (mg-kg™) (mg-kg™') (mg-kg™') (g-kg™') (mg-kg™') (mg-kg™') (mg-kg™")
SEHI(H Mean  44.27 1.58 117.06 28.38 187.89 6.06 490. 00 125.35 249.98 7.96
i KAH Max 55.85 2.42 187.00 78.10 492.50 10.35 895.00 296.50 440.50 8.45
#/IMH Min 35.55 1.07 43.45 4.17 37.05 2.43 159.50 51.30 105.55 7.11
FrifEZE STD 6.25 0.45 42.69 21.55 147.35 2.60 266. 68 64.99 117.76 0.43
&3 ORBREAHA R FSEES
Table 3 Mineral nutrition in ‘ Jiro’ persimmon leaves
5iH 424, Total X Exil %’%‘ £ XS X é%lﬁ! KA
ltem N/ Total P/ Total K/ Total Ca/ Total Mg/ Total Fe/ Total Mn/ Total Cu/ Total Zn/
(s-kg™') (g-kg™") (s-ke™') (s-ke™') (g-ke™') (g-ke™') (g-kg™') (mg-kg™') (mg-kg')
SEA4{H Mean 22.07 1.20 17.22 26.90 5.03 0.122 0.271 3.43 17.41
T KAE Max 24.50 1.43 25.80 39.10 6.80 0.191 1.061 14.70 56.50
#%/IME Min 18.50 0.97 9.55 14.80 3.04 0.086 0.030 1.38 5.71
22 STD 1.59 0.12 3.93 7.50 1.06 0.032 0.256 2.88 13.64
F4  ORBR EHAHR KRR
Table 4 Attibutes of fruit quality in ‘ Jiro’ persimmon
5 Ey P WU Fmmess, | WIEIEEEY GEF C W &
Ttem Fruit weight/g  Fruit shade index (kg + em™?) Soluble solids/ % Vitamin C/(mg - g~')  Carotenoid/(mg - kg™')
SEA4{H Mean 159.34 0.653 11.64 14.77 0.83 39.70
T KAE Max 239.07 0.697 12.92 16. 60 1.19 51.70
#%/IME Min 114.88 0.621 9.64 13.81 0.57 26.10
FrifE2E STD 37.96 0.017 0.73 0.84 0.19 8.90
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Table 5 Correlation coefficients among soil nutrients
WiH mvﬁ A Wﬁ?’ﬁ ﬁiﬁ(ﬁ?’? E?ﬁ(’ﬂ? ARG kB ﬁ?ﬁ(%ﬂ( ﬁ?ﬂ(%ﬁ
Item Organic Total N Alkaline  Available  Available  Exchangeable = Exchangeable  Available Available
matter N P K Ca Mg Fe Mn
A HLF Organic matter 1
4R Total N 0.717** 1
Blifit A Alkaline N 0.655*  0.908 ** 1
A3 Available P 0.549 " 0.428 0.595* 1
HRA Available K 0.594 0.450 0.541" 0.770 ** 1
A5tk 4S Exchangeable Ca —0.204  -0.290  -0.366 —0.518* -0.128 1
AL Exchangeable Mg —0.354 -0.519* -0.433 -0.031 0.062 0.479 1
B3 Available Fe 0.326 0.379 0.524* 0.627 ** 0.535* -0.670 -0.219 1
A %04 Available Mn -0.123 -0.200 -0.186  -0.023 -0.009 -0.275 0.162 0.597* 1
e xP<0.05,« «P<0.01, FI[d,
Note:; % P <0.05, * % P <0.01. The same below.
x6 MEFoERERXNE
Table 6 Correlation coefficients among leaf nutrients
i H gt e il et Ecd KN s Eig K]
Item Total N Total P Total K Total Ca Total Mg Total Fe Total Mn Total Zn Total Cu
4% Total N 1
41 Total P 0.840 ** 1
44} Total K 0.378 0.545* 1
44 Total Ca 0.091 0.135 0.330 1
4% Total Mg -0.150 -0.304 -0.210 0.596 " 1
425 Total Fe 0.209 0.228 0.188 -0.104 -0.344 1
446 Total Mn -0.017 0. 165 -0.043 -0.181 -0.266 0.108 1
44 Total Zn 0.222 0.351 0.096 0.162 -0.063 0.324 0.450 1
424fi Total Cu —0.290 -0.316 -0.022 0.214 0.543 = -0.241 0.114 0.129 1
®7 TEFHS MHAFSSRIRRIEREHEXE
Table 7 Correlation coefficients between soil nutrients, leaf nutrients and fruit quality
i H BRI FICAEEL t i AT REE Y feExR C K PR
Ttem Fruit weight Fruit shade index Firmness Soluble solids Vitamin C Carotenoid
A HLF Organic matter 0.628 ** 0.206 0.561 " 0.155 0.566 " 0.289
4% Total N 0.645 ™ 0.423 0.311 0.318 0.435 0.183
fi 4 Alkaline N 0.539" 0.458 0.377 0.462 0.384 0.331
B3k Available P 0.428 0.039 0.351 0.542 = 0.572 = 0.553*
TR Available K 0.209 -0.102 0.286 0.351 0. 466 0.562 "
A2 85 Exchangeable Ca -0.200 -0.069 0.163 -0.782* -0.561 =* -0.415
AL B Exchangeable Mg -0.357 -0.447 0.202 -0.501* -0.460 0.044
B3 Available Fe -0.074 -0.153 0.262 0.613 " 0.433 0.652
345 Available Mn -0.451 -0.466 0.209 0.055 0.167 0.501 "
- H 42 % Total N of Leaf 0.284 0.411 0.069 0.152 -0.084 —-0.265
- 4># Total P of Leaf 0.454 0.472 0.071 0.332 0.027 -0.132
- 424 Total K of Leaf 0.559* 0.288 -0.162 0.235 -0.050 -0.416
M- 4245 Total Ca of Leaf 0.369 0.460 -0.213 0.007 -0.190 -0.279
- F 424 Total Mg of Leaf -0.213 0.065 -0.040 -0.382 -0.379 -0.231
M 424k Total Fe of Leaf 0.365 -0.021 0.061 0.470 0.446 0.241
I Fr42%% Total Mn of Leaf -0.138 -0.238 0.006 0.518* 0.254 0.656 **
M 4% Total Zn of Leaf 0.312 0.156 0.051 0.724** 0.595* 0.625
- 424 Total Cu of Leaf -0.263 -0.268 0.197 -0.243 —-0.345 0.084
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Table 8 Selection of soil nutrient factors and regression equations affecting fruit quality

SRS B Fruit quality [a] 5 75 #% Regression equations F{H F Value
PR (Y, ) Fruit mass Y, =2.198 X, +38.677X, +1.251X, —-0. 167X5 —0. 215X; +19. 316 4.240*
WA (Y, ) Firmness Y, =0.084 X, —0.006X; +0.202X, +0. 013Xg +7.511 18.076 ™
] EJE Y (Y5 ) Soluble solids Y, =0.021 X, +0.008X, +0.001X5 +0.001Xg +12. 964 7.385™
#iH= % C(Ys) Vitamin C Y5 =2.327 X, +0.222X; +0. 030X5 —0. 179X +0. 056X, —-50. 055 8.923 **
i N % (Yy) Carotenoid Y, =0.650 X, +0.010X5 +0. 002X, +0. 069X, —2.903 9.635™

R FHMRIARRNWEZRMFFSEFHFEREDIRGE

Table 9 Selection of leaf nutrient factors and regression equations affecting fruit quality

WA T Fruit quality [8] 975 #% Regression equations F{H F Value
BT (W) Fruit mass W, =61.572 Z, +3.992 Z; +4.723 Z5 +0. 196 Z, -3.563 Zg +4.453 5.725*
SR EE (W, ) Firmness W,=-1.238 Z, +0.082 Z, +0.148 Z, -0.517 Z5 +0.063 Zg +10. 168 7.949 **
P ) (W ) Soluble solids W5 =0.814 Z, +0.010 Z; -0.133 Z5 +0. 162 Z, -0.051 Zg +14.015 8.654 **
428 C(Ws ) Vitamin C W5 =0.215 Z; -0.122 Z, -3.308 Z5 +118. 122 Z; +0.796 Z, +71.016 13.546 **
AW N E (W) Carotenoid We=-1.072 Z, -0.816 Z; -2.519 Z5 +0.435 Zg +0.385 Z, +81.940 7.769 **

2.4 fLBRRER EFELTEFAMHAFIAE
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FAREREL(U) , AREEE (W,) ATRAERDE Y (W,) A BRSO 0, £ HER 0 AR A PEAR I =
AR C(Ws) EE PR(Wo) MR 2%(Z) R A BRI RERH X YRR S bl 2 ORI 2
Y, =2. 198X, +38. 677X, +1.251X, -0.167 X, -0.215 X, +19.316 (A)

max

-

200<2. 198X, +38. 677X, +1. 251X, —0. 167 X, 0. 215 X, +19. 316 <400
12<0. 084 X, —0.006 X, +0.202 X, +0. 013 X, +7.511<20

13<0.021 X, +0.008 X, +0. 001 X, +0. 001 X, +12. 964 <20

50<2.327 X, +0.222 X, +0. 030 X, —0. 179 X, +0. 056 X, - 50. 055 <200

30<0. 650 X, +0.010 X, +0.002 X, +0. 069 X, —2. 903 <100

35<X, <60

1<X,<2.5

40 <X, <200

4<X,<80

35 <X, <500

2<X, <11

150 <X, <1000

50 <X, <300

100 <X, <450 (B)

W, =61.572 Z, +3.992 Z, +4.723 Z, +0. 196 Z, —3.563 Z, +4.453 (U)

-

200<61.572 Z, +3.992 Z, +4.723 Z; +0.196 Z, —3.563 Z, +4. 453 <400
12< -1.238 Z,+0.082 Z, +0. 148 Z, -0.517 Z; +0. 063 Z; +10. 168 <20

15<0.814 Z, +0.010 Z, —0. 133 Z, +0. 162 Z, —=0. 051 Z, +14.015<20

50<0.215 Z,-0.122 Z, -3.308 Z; +118. 122 Z, +0.796 Z, +71. 016 <200

30 -1.072 Z, -0.816 Z, -2.519 Z, +0.435 Z;, +0.385 Z, +81. 94 <100

15<7,<25

0.5<7,<2

5<7,<30

10<7, <40

2<7,<10

0.05<7,<0.2

0.1<Z,<15

1<7,<20

5<7,<60 (V)

WL FHARIRD D7, TSR 2 XPIEZS SRR RS G BUL TN, L SR A R R R 3 )3 R
BRI FUSAR R T R e R AR, R (R10.38 1) o B3R Rt J 3R 20 oR A9 © Ik
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PREFRDL, 45 T AP B2 g B f 45 R el
Fr o3 M F 37 50 1 S D0 (B B (ELREAT X EE 3T

55 1 XUERE, 55 - UCHR” FibAl L3700 (e 97 0 5 R SR B0 22 0T o B e s 7 %8 819
-1 -1
RIS ™ A B0 o A it JBE 201y - BACR B 331. 42 g J.41 mg - g7 K E N FE 66.70 mg - kg,
328.63 g, fififif 18.46 kg - em > 17.12 kg - em >, 7]  71.36 mg + kg™',
Tk 18. 66% (18.06% ,4k/:2 C 1.65 mg -
F10 RImASENLTERSERTLE
Table 10 Optimum values and range of soil nutrients for highest fruit quality
AL EA) A AR B RS ACHEEE AR ARG
IiH Organic Total Alkaline Available Available  Exchangeable Exchangeable — Available Available
ltem matter/ N/ N/ |4 K7 Ca/ Mg/ Fe/ Mn/
(g-kg™") (g-kg™') (mg-kg™") (mg-kg™") (mg-keg™') (g-kg™') (mg-kg™') (mg-kg™") (mg-kg™')
B T H Fruit mass 60. 00 2.50 40.58 80. 00 35.00 2.53 150. 10 167.43 100. 20
fii ¥ Firmness 60. 00 2.50 40.58 17.95 35.00 11.00 150. 10 300.00 100. 20
T ETEY) Soluble solids — 60. 00 2.50 40.58 80.00 448.17 2.53 150. 10 107.56 100.20
44 2% C Vitamin C 60.00 2.50 200. 00 37.06 448.17 8.91 150. 10 107. 56 450.00
258 b & Carotenoid 60. 00 2.50 40.58 80. 00 200. 41 2.53 1 000. 00 300.00 100. 20
T R 60,00 5 s 40.58 ~  17.95~  35.00~  2.53~  150.10~ 107.56 ~ 100.20 ~
1 HAR IR Range : ' 200.00 80.00 448.17 11.00 1000.00  300.00  450.00
*11 RILBERENHREFMEELE
Table 11 Optimum values and range of leaf nutrients for highest fruit quality
5 AR Total  4xff Total 424 Total 4241 Total  42%F Total 424k Total 424 Total 44 Total — 42%¥ Total
IJt\ N/ |74 K/ Ca/ Mg/ Fe/ Mn/ Cu/ Zn/
em
(g-kg™') (g-ke™") (g-kg™) (g-ke™) (g-ke™) (g-kg™') (g-kg™') (mg-kg™') (mg-kg™')
BT Fruit mass 20.22 2.00 30. 00 40.00 9.70 0.05 1.50 1.00 60. 00
i B Firmness 15.00 1.09 30.00 40.00 2.00 0.05 1.50 1.00 5.00
Al 7P [EFE 4 Soluble solids 15.00 2.00 30. 00 13.09 2.00 0.05 1.50 1.00 5.00
44 & C Vitamin C 15.00 1.12 30. 00 10.00 2.00 0.20 0.50 1.00 60.00
K% N & Carotenoid 15.00 2.00 15.93 20.89 2.00 0.05 1.50 1.00 60. 00
g 15.00 ~ 1.09 ~ 15.93 ~ 10.00 ~ 2.00 ~ 0.05 ~ 0.50 ~ 5.00 ~
T EEH Range 20.22 2.00 30.00 40.00 9.70 0.20 1.50 100 60. 00
2.5 FMAERENIEFRSSESWILE Wk 12 7, 100% 1Y 2R e - 38A BIL & &/ T3

VETE B ,47. 37 % 1) R Bel 4 S 20wl A Ak 5 1

AT, Wl 2 A S S B AR

it

G, W% 13 Fion A 84. 21% Sl i F A&

F12 KRB EHWELTEFSEEESSNEX L
Table 12 The comparison of soil nutrients suitable value and measured value
LIRSS T HEEH el LA TIEFIHE T FHIEH Rl L A1)
Soil nutrient factors Range Rate of orchard/% Soil nutrient factors Range Rate of orchard/%
A BT Organic matter <60.00 100. 00
: : e b <2.53 15.79
(X,)/(g-ke ") >60. 00 0.00 *%@%/E(mha:gfhje s 1100 84.21
A Total N <2.50 100. 00 o)/1E RS >11.00 0.00
(X,)/(g-ke™) =2.50 0.00
AR Alkaline N <40.58 0-00 SR Exchangeable Mg\ 1501' z)(())o 00 92. (7)2
i Al & > 1 . ~ . .
~ X))/ - kg
(X;)/(mg - kg™") 40'582002?)3' 0 10?)' 00 (%) (mg - ke ™) >1000.00 5.26
> .
X . 107.56 47.37
e A 17.95 47.37 A% Available Fe <
% Available P < ~
ﬁ(xﬁﬁmvafi :) 17,95 — 80,00 4,63 (X,)/(mg - kg"") 107.56 ~ 300. 00 42.63
4 g kg >80. 00 0.00 >300.00 0.00
it 25 1 rail: <35.00 0.00 35 Available Mn <100.20 10.53
AR Available K 35,00 ~— 448, 17 29, 47 " B 100.20 ~ 450. 00 78.94
(X5)/(mg - kg™") o ' ' (Xg)/(mg - kg™")
’ >448.17 10.53 >450.00 10.53
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Table 13 The comparison of leaf nutrients suitable value and measured value
MR T peeli| R Ll % M AR T fepssini| R L il %
Leaf nutrient factors Range Rate of orchard Leaf nutrient factors Range Rate of orchard
<15.00 0.00 <0.05 0.00
2% Total N(Z,)/(g-kg™")  15.00 ~20.22 15.79 428k Total Fe(Zs)/(g - kg™')  0.05~0.20 100. 00
>20.22 84.21 >0.20 0.00
<1.09 15.79 <0.50 84.21
221 Total P(Z,)/(g - kg™") 1.09 ~2.00 84.21 448 Total Mn(Z;)/(g - kg™)  0.50 ~1.50 15.79
>2.00 0.00 >1.50 0.00
<15.93 26.32 <1.00 0.00
48 TotalK (Z;) /(g - kg™") 15.93 ~30 73.68 424 Total Cu(Zg)/(mg - kg™") =1.00 100.00
>30.00 0.00 <5.00 0.00
<10.00 0.00 4245 Total Zn(Zy)/(mg - kg™")  5.00 ~ 60.00 100. 00
4245 Total Ca(Z,)/ (g kg™") 10.00 ~40.00 100. 00 >60.00 0.00
>40.00 0.00
<2.00 0.00
42%F Total Mg(Zs)/(g - kg™") 2.00~9.70 100. 00
>9.70 0.00

SRS A A 15.79% 26. 32% Fil 84. 21% [ 3
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A A 5 2R S 2 AR O 5 (EAS I S8 50 A A
P AT S B AR Sk AT A 3R 5 2R
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i Al LU RS 57 70 9 ISR A FAR B
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T IEFRII RN R SR 50 A1 B L [R5 0, AN [R] 2R S
JitHEAR 3% t 537 I3 M R 37 03 DR B 2 o A JE A%
S, LR SR RN R SR 0 4 AR R SR e
R AT 8 v il Bk & A — EUi )
AL, TR R T B R B, 40 R pH L K
DG/ E: Nt E S A LR LSO TIN S
SRR IR MR A BRI, 5 pH 25 +
HEPRR AL AT R ST P B RS g

B PARCPERE pH FHE TR R, SER 3R pH F R
F 6.5 0 A FT A 0 BT A B, 5 pH By
Mt 6.5, AR AT fE & T pH o m A TR AN S Y
WS, T 338 pH A2 52 M A PR kA A 1Y i S A
%, pH ik m il Fe’ Akl Fe' | Vil B I, A Rk
BRI S R SRR T 47, 37% B+
ARG R R 2T 2808 R M R gk
AT IR R, B0 TR R 8 Sk R R
A, WA BB B T AE BIEA Rk = AT,
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WF5R

T F SCIARUAR I /AT S 22 Je eV (a1 05 43 B 1) ik
fith b, A5 38 1 A M AR 3R 15 o w48 Ok LT
BHDX YRR il el 38 5% 4 Ft 332 2 9 A4k Oy
2, LM S MR P ISR A T RN
HLEE 60.00 g - kg™, &% 2.50 g - kg™, Bl R A
40. 58 ~ 200. 00 mg - kg™, A & W 17. 95 ~ 80. 00
mg - kg™, HALER 35.00 ~ 448. 17 mg - kg ',
PEFE 2,53 ~11.00 g - kg™, 8P 4E 150. 10 ~
1 000.00 mg - kg ™", A %k 4%k 107. 56 ~ 300. 00 mg -
kg ™" A AEE 100. 20 ~ 450. 00 mg - kg™, MR
SEIAE T E R 2R 15.00 ~20.22 g - kg ™', &
1.09 ~2.00 g - kg ™', 44 15.93 ~30.00 g - kg ',
424510.00 ~40.00 g - kg ™', 24£2.00 ~9.70 g -
kg ™', 4%80.05~0.20 g - kg™, 2455 0.50 ~ 1. 50
g+ kg™, 2H11.00 mg - kg™, 24 5.00 ~ 60. 00
mg « kg™ o SHEEAN EL, 22 30 A R 8 R e
BB, 3 290 ZE it , 15 h it BT , W] 5
KBk & i IERHBC G . 975 35755
O, B 77 53 AR AR S, AR A TR0 4 Ja i
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JEFS A, AN SRR 0 BT e B, S [ Rl
B A SR AT TR A T RN AR [R] , 75 EEAR
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AitATibel O Fh 35753 (9 At SR A S AN SRS
RIF A T2 G 40 AT, B 240 4 b AV ol 1= 18 5% 53
Mk %2k : BT 60.00 g - kg ™', 2% 2.50 g

- kg ' BB A 40. 58 ~ 200.00 mg - kg, A R
17.95 ~ 80.00 mg - kg™, HALH 35.00 ~ 448. 17
mg - kg™ MRS 2.53 ~ 11.00 g - kg™, A5k
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B 150.10 ~ 1 000.00 mg - kg ™", G %4k 107. 56 ~
300.00 mg - kg ™', B %A 100. 20 ~ 450. 00 mg -
kg ™o MR FRAMILILIT SN R 15.00 ~ 20.22
g-keg ' ABE1.09~2.00 g - kg™, 28 15.93 ~
30.00 g - kg ™', 4245 10.00 ~40.00 g - kg ™', 4%
2.00 ~9.70 g - kg ™', 44 0.05~0.20 g - kg ', %
£50.50 ~1.50 g - kg™', 424 1.00 mg - kg ™', 2%F
5.00 ~60.00 mg « kg™, SHIS{EA L, 24 H G A
Pl 7 325 Fof 487 A BILAE , 3 224 il /0 BN T P, 49 vt e
BRAL , 1 E R AL RS 25 Fh R AR5 T o 1%
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