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18] X 58 FE 3 0 7R g i #e A T AR L 1%
IR Y 1% By By 52 0

LEFT W oA R L AEW A AT ThAE XFFE AKAIR

("PEMAFEAMERASHRAT, A 110016; P EMAF R AF, bF 100049; kO LA AR, THh_E G
133613; *IRFARY I RARBAFARAT, B 7w 210042; T F TRFARAKRS, T7 84 123000)

B E AT ARWKHKEAN (Laric kaempferi) N TH K #F 53t &, %k &1 B |4 1% 5% &
(AHEE 20% 30% 47 40% ) %% H AR H) 0~ 10 ecm( K B ) F1 10~20 em( T E) 138, #F % F
B GREAES FEETMARLEEMERNTEMAE, FRELH, BNEKS5 F5, @l‘ﬁﬂﬁ%
BEETMMRLEERE SARE EEARE 2 24 .C:NN:PUKNO, -N4E&E
ExtBz i EzRUATRE LEEE R K(40%5E L) AL E N FEHRMAREKE iij%lﬂléﬁ%ﬂt
=N é\@*’ AANPREEKGESES THEMBENALE HERENKAEEY
MTFAEHET, B, A TITRALRKEREAMATIRZEEEE LB REE N 40% BT
%é\@o

E@A Rt MR BEAS TRLK

Effects of thinning intensity on soil physicochemical properties of Larix kaempferi planta-
tion in eastern Liaoning Province. MA Fang-fang"*, JIA Xiang’, ZHAO Wei*, ZHOU Wang-
ming', ZHOU Li'", YU Da-pao', WU Zhi-jun’, DAI Li-min' ('Institute of Applied Ecology,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenyang 110016, China; > University of Chinese Academy of Sci-
ences, Beijing 100049, China; *Changbai Mountain Academy of Sciences, Erdaobaihe 133613,
Jilin, China; *Nanjing Institute of Environmental Sciences, Ministry of Environmental Protection,

Nanjing 210042, China; *Liaoning Technical University, Fuxin 123000, Liaoning, China).

Abstract: The present study investigated the response of soil physical and chemical properties of
the larch ( Larix kaempferi) plantation to thinning intensity after five years in eastern mountainous
area of Liaoning Province, through collecting soil sample from the topsoil (0-10 ¢m) and subsoil
(10-20 c¢m) along a thinning gradient ( CK, 20% , 30% and 40% ). The results indicated that
there were no significant variations in the soil bulk density, total porosity, capillary porosity, to-
tal C content, total N content, C : N, N : P, and NO, -N content under different thinning in-
tensities, compared to the CK treatment. However, the soil water-holding capacity, total C con-
tent, total N content, N : P, and active carbon content in the topsoil (0—10 cm) under the 40%
thinning intensity were significantly higher than under the other two thinning intensities. Further-
more, 40% thinning intensity was beneficial to obtaining the large-diameter wood. Therefore, the
40% thinning intensity was preferable to the management of the larch plantations in the eastern

mountainous area of Liaoning Province.

Key words: Larix kaempferi; thinning; soil nutrient; eastern mountainous area of Liaoning Pro-

vince.
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36 Ha4l

75 A (Larix kaempferi) B A AP Ptk
588 LA S IR B A AR A A LA SRy — i A
FAM B FRAE ARG X 2 o (Rl AR AR 45, 2007 5 2R
HOE A ,2008) , 3] 20 tH4D 70 AFARA, TSR E AL
SARALH DN AR AR (MF755,2009) . BT
TR A B — ROPR o3 S5 R T B S BT RS N AR
YIRh Z AR D b % B ik s 5 | R R i iR 4
T A8 H 45 W1 (49155 ,2009; Yang et al.,
2010; R UE%F,2013) , ELIEREMR T 5 AA N TARIR)
SERORRE TP S A e TR 3 ok - L9081 928 %
AN TR S5 R R PE B R 255 80 4%, U Y
P& A N AR 22 %8 1) B BB 58 N 28 (Il 2R 55
2010) ,

P0 B [A] AR 8 B bR A3 5 1) 1 — 0 o B2 20 0
Jith , A5 B B A6 T4 N T bk 1) A2 2 57 8 b
RO A 28 R R A B S (T B,
2001) . HHEOCTHER AR X A T i i) i
FERMRITRES W) Fp Z A6 (R 5%, 2011) (K43
LV 2H AN 4548 ( Crow et al.,2002 ;8 =25 2005) |
MR W5 K e 7= 1 (Karlsson et al.,2002) L X
TR 5T 4 i o 3 4 5 TR (28 R 4, 2008)
UEAN, AT LISE A3 SO AR bR 5326 B i 2 1 bk A
A S INSABE SR AE S ARG LT 5 M - A B T AR
HE TR 2 4398 57 5 o (7K S A8 55, 2001 ; Sullivan et
al. 2002 ;Slodicak et al.,2005) , AHFFT AL 4R 11X
20 AFAE H AR S N T I8 % 52, 5 A R
[R5 X H A& I As N TR V5 4 B 334k
PR BRI, AL 25 10 X H AP Py N ARG A B
ZERARR

1 HRMXEHARTIE

1.1 AR IX AR

TIF 5 DX A T30 7 AR AR R i s D e 1 v L
o] AR B8 9 1Y 30T 48 AR AR &8 8 F 9% T S 56 Ak 3
(123°34'53"E— 125° 45’ 42" E, 40° 48’ 50" N—

R1 AE EME R B A bR s B AT

41°33'50"N) , ###k 200 ~ 600 m, J& TR 1L B, #H
PIX R K AKX R, HEUR AR,
SR/ Qo LR O/ N oI A - w1/ e i
SEHRIR 6.1 °C LB A (1 A)SFHRIE-12.5 C,
BIA (7 H)EERIR 22.2 € AEZE AR 1117.3
mm , FfEKE 926.3 mm( HA8%,2012)
1.2 HHiEE

HRAE H A I i P 3 A= 2 72 AR AR AR fE (LY /T
1058—2013) , 1L ZR M IX. H AR P& A N T AR B
2 mx2 m, BHULTHHAR KAFEHREAE™
KABAMEE B HARFAE 17 PR UE (DB21/T 1724—
2009) , L E XGRS L7 B AV A TR, B
PIRBUT ZP0E 1, (B A B o v B2 8] £ ( Ta] 08
R 20% ) , i FRAE B B REFD, O 64T RS S5
NTH 5 H A FF 1500 ~2400 #% « hm™, 2010 4
TEWFSE KIS BE AR g 15 4F A KRB 7 551
K AE SR AR — B0 H AT RS N TR, 35170
(WA #EA7 ) | o BE ) A () A 4 5 ik 2
20% ~30% , M4 AB A EEFE 0.7 ~0.8) |38 JiE 18] 4% ( 18]
i BAREAY 30% ~40% , KA BB AT EE#E 0.6 ~0.7)
AT R () A To] AR SR B 40% ~ 50% , PR3
HEAE 0.5~0.6) , 2015 4F 6 H 7E4% [a) 1k 55 B 7% it
PN TR 43 335 B S 0 b, S R A2 3 A4
HE , EEFHEEALT 10 m, Fb /N A 20 mx
20 m, M EIHAA AL 12 Be (R 1), 2014 4F 4 H—
2015 4F 5 A, 78 43 B b Bk B — He ke sb A1) 58 [
Onset HOBO {28 Wi B AL FE 5 em - TR B (
ANBFIESE—IR)
1.3 FESIREE

TERFNREHL PN BEFLIEEL 4 4K/ 20 emx20
em FRAE A, 2 HWCAR PR V& W, JF R4 0~ 10 I
10~20 cm A T IEAE N | [l L [F]— TR B 1% T3
R e e = = T NI E E2 ) =Rl R A R
O L A | R A e o o 9 T 1
AT B E |, 7 — R T4 C

Table 1 Basic situation of the sampling plots of different thinning intensities

[R5 i Mt (a) SEHIHIE (em) W 1) (B - hm™)  AEPIE (L hm™?) pH

CK 20 12.18+3.33 a g 1429~1619 6.43~14.65 5.46+0.22 a
MF 20 13.87+3.28 b iy 1248~ 1482 3.78~15.31 5.53+0.12 a
SF 20 13.81+3.13 b i) 960~ 1140 4.90~14.15 5.49+0.27 a
ESF 20 14.31£3.20 b i) 672~798 7.63~13.70 5.49+0.27 a

CK X ARG , MF. A JEE [] £ 7% P FA M, S 3 JEE (6] £ I RAPR, EXSI. o it L i) e i WA 5 AN ] /N P R AR AN [a] il P it 7 o A PR 2 [] 2 e A

B3, T,
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MIUKFE N, T D0 + 48 3% ¥ 5 Pl ( MBC/DOC)
A A (NH, -N Fl NO,™-N) &4, [Rmf, -4
FR IR IR TN o SRAE 0 IR 0 W) 42 s e
it 0.149 mm 5, AT 20/ 2R T EE
1.4 Sptirik

SRS ) AP TR T I (B,
2000) M5, 3 pH (B & 2% FH L 75 #E PHS-
3C A pH I 5E ; &34 HLIK ( total organic carbon) 4>
& (total nitrogen ) A9 5 & H 4 A 3 43 BT AL vario
MACRO cube M7 ; 285 R F ik H,S0, & -5 864t
PO A 0N 5 5 30 W A B i ( MBC) 10 7 R
HEATEEZR1: (Vance et al. 1987 ; 47K 55 2004) ;
AL A LR S B (DOC) 2 R F K, S0, I8 Hi2
$E12 0.45 pm WIPEREIS , H DOC AT 2 5 1 1%
TEHLE (NH, " -N 1 NO, -N) & & A9 R H KCl %
TR ER I

Hovp - 30 A W A W Bk (MBC) B 5 D) BB 2
A B 2% 2 O H A B 1Y) 22 (L7 LA RG 40 R B K
(0.38) 118453 ( Vance et al.,1987) ,7HEALH

MBC=E /K,
L E RS B SR B LAV E Y 2 1(H;
Ko M5 2800, BUE 0.38
1.5 B

AR 2 Excel 2007 2235 , 1 FH SPSS 19.0 %k
PTG BT, I S5 R BOE M, 22 5 0 B MR 56
K LSD i, B E MK BE N a=0.05, HlERH
Origin 8.5 L gL

2 ERE5SH

2.1 IEYIEE
ARELMERE) 10~20 em TEAFEE T 0~10 cm
TJEZA IR BR R AR50 0~ 10 T 10 ~20

®2 AEINEMEEEZEMRA TR LY IEMER

Table 2 Soil physical properties of different thinning intensities

em TR IR T 225 B EAN, F AR E R 0~
10 f110~20 em 2 HIWAFEZEF AR (L 2),
55X} HRALBEAR EL v 9 B R AR AL B 0~ 10 em )2
I AL RGO, LA ) AR B 7 A AR 1Y
Wit 2 A B A LB R YN (B 22 AN B
S ARV A PK 0~ 10 em )2 | r 32 00 85 8 38 1)
FRIEFAMK 10~20 em + )2 HHEAYAE BATFLBR
2 T AR i AR B LB HoaR B AR
B FLIRE 5 bR A v o B A A A A B A LR
PRI M 2 5 R A ARV I AA AR 0 ~ 10
em )2 3 HH [R1RR /K 5 5 R 0 BObR A, P
HISR B () AR 7% A AR 0~ 10 em )2 32 A4 [T 1a] 35
TR AR T B

2.2 HHESR EA L SBEREE

2.2.1 HEEERR BA EBESE BRI
RS BR 4 )2 3R AU S 2 SR RSN, A
] AR BE V& A BR 0~ 10 em 12 T HERR A &y
BERT 10~20 em 12 1 fifi 25 W] 58 B (14 3%
K, BHER SRR BRI N ke AN [F ] kb
FH 55060 READ 3 27 [) 22 5 o 38 21 00 25 1 (H ey 5 )
fRIEHAAR 0~10 em +)2 HHER AT R BES
T SR AR TS AR 0~ 10 em 42 TSR |
AR ), R E AP 12 4
W 25 ek B, LR (R B R, 44
Wy i S B SR D FE G i kB b
JERRTEHFAMK 0~ 10 em + 2 HIELHE &8 5 H
SRRV R V& AR 8] 22 5 i 2, P R TRD AR
HAAMK 10~20 em 1 )2 1 582 & 11 5 o B AR 7%
I AR B X HE R 73 2 () 25 Sk 2, 45 v i 8 (] £
AR Z B 22 AN (B 1),

2.2.2 +HEC:NN: P iR AERE kS
A R EE R IE A 2 £ HEC NN P

TR AT HE SALBRE BHEALBE FEBELBRE SHICTES S
(em) B (g-em™) (%) (%) (%) (%)
0~10 CK 1.10£0.07 Ba 54.14+3.30 Aa 37.91+1.08 Aab 16.23£2.22 Ab 72.96+3.57 Ab
MF 1.22+0.09 Aa 52.64+2.47 Aa 35.55+1.56 Ab 17.09+0.88 Ab 64.76+6.36 Ac
SF 1.26+0.06 Aa 58.54+2.81 Aa 29.66+2.37 Bb 28.88+0.44 Aa 61.96+4.44 Ac
ESF 1.10£0.10 Aa 58.52+3.56 Aa 43.37£4.35 Aa 15.14x0.80 Ab 80.98+4.82 Aa
10~20 CK 1.42£0.03 Aa 48.68+0.33 Aa 37.66+1.19 Aa 11.03+0.86 Ac 60.91+7.83 Ba
MF 1.36+0.01 Aa 54.30+1.89 Aa 33.92+2.90 Aa 20.38+1.01 Aa 59.98+5.90 Aa
SF 1.21x0.05 Aa 46.55x1.00 Ba 35.88+2.78 Aa 10.67£1.78 Be 57.35+5.33 Aa
ESF 1.29+0.20 Aa 51.20+7.59 Aa 35.19+5.84 Aa 16.02+1.74 Ab 62.11+9.07 Ba

AN AR R ] iR FZ7E AR 2 (8] 22 5k B3, RS TR R — B R] L2 Z [ 22 5k B2, T
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0T 5010 cm W 10-20em N 13 MBC/DOC % it 8. 25 = T v B2 Fhoi B2 1] £ 7 m-
~ 40 am FAMRSTE 10~20 em 22, & 5 B2 ] 44 1= 3 MBC 5
£ Ab i FE AR TN AR (1 3)
CEM) Ab
ﬂ Ba Aa Ba Ba 180 D0~1(})3§m M 10~20 cm Ba
£ 20 150+ Aa Aa Aa Aa
2 Aa Aa
e 10 120 ¢
0 : : : G oot
CK MF SF ESF
puis::l 60
4 -
Aa 30
~ 3} Aab 0 1 1 1
oo CK MF SF ESF
~ kb3
é Ab Ab 8r
]Em 2 Aa Aa Ba Aa
4 Ba Aab
® 6l
o} Aa Ab Ab Aa Ba
5 af
0 CK MF SF ESF
Buig:at 2l
0.6
Aa Aa Aa 0 : : :
o Ab CK MF SF ESF
%o 04r Bb Ba Bb Bab o
Iﬂﬁ 2 AEIEEEEZEN# AT T ERER LR
4 Fig.2 Soil C : N, N : P of Larix kaempferi plantations in
g 021 different thinning intensities
8001 70~10 cm M 10~20 cm
0 1 1 - "r\ Aa Aa
CK MF SF ESF 2
b < 6001
_ £ Ab Ab
1 AEEXEEEHRAIRIEFRSEE w00
Fig.1 Soil nutrient content of Larix kaempferi plantations & Ba
i)
in different thinning intensities i Ba Ba
ﬁ 200} b
Z R 22 Sk i 2 v B RN B [R] T i AA AR )2 ®
+HEC: NN: PZREREHAEE, KRR ~7Cck  MF  SF  ESF
JEVEMFARRLHE C - NN = P 55 IRAR ) Z ] 2R 140 e
R 22 5 (H 2 Bl TA] Ao A 4% 1] T 120f As
febhstHE N - P RBL BN KB, T HE w o0] -
NI o e E Ab
S8 FE A (RVE AR 0~ 10 em +/2HIEN - P BEH o sor L e 5
T R ) v A BA 5 R ] A T RA MK 0~ 10 em B oof Ac Ac
i%iﬁ%NZP(@z)O % 40+
2.3+ MBC/DOC &t HE A B 20
(BI85 4R 6 0 138 5 A B £ 2 - o— 1 - =
g

MBC Fig 22 . S5 b, v B fa) £ i
FAMRFNGE B 0] £ 7% mE AR MRS 0 ~ 10 em £ 48 MBC/
DOC % 1t 2 B AIK, 5 5 B (] X 9% o 4 Ak 4 48
MBC/DOC 5 s ¥ i 5 BLAh, = o B [ AR 75 A Ak

3 AEEMEEEZEMRATHLTE MBC 71 DOC £ €

Fig.3 Soil microbial biomass carbon and dissolved organic
carbon content of Larix kaempferi plantations in different
thinning intensities
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2.4 HIETLHLA(NH, -N/NO, -N) & = FHE

28] A ok B Vg i A PR 4 2 42 4 NH, TN/
NO, -N &z EZRHEM AL E, £0~10 cm +
JZ, e R B (AR I AA PR 1 8 NH,T-N 5 B 5 R
MROT 22 8] 22 50 PE 0 3 e o R ) AR P AR -
NO, ™ -N 75 £ i 35 5y T o B2 (R ET% I A MR RI 3 B2 [ £
75 FABR (H 2 [B] 5 B2 7% A AR 12 NO,™-N & i
55X R 2 [ 22 AN 3 7 10~20 em 2,
1R SR ] AR I A AR 18 NH, ™ -N 75 2t 5 %) bR 43
Z B2 Sk 2 45 ) AR B2 5 A bR 18 NO,™-N
i X RS Z ) 25 R AN B3 (1K 4)

3 3

3.1 [EPHO - S R BT R

- S T T 0T A 8 R S R Y s AR il
HBCAHE S + T 0 — DR E SR (R E 5,
2008) o AL, &5 8 ] A v S N AR 4
JZ(0~10 cm) [ F+JZ(10~20 em) HIER T 55X}
WM IY TC 35 22 5 (3R 2) , 3 T R #h T |) A4k 21
A S )5 TR Ach 38 06T - 9 5 ST 3 1Y) 52 i 3k AN 1]
ORISR, 2012) o Bl B)F i B A 1S O, 123
FH [ 4R5 7K 2 5 gt 2l A8 Ak, 3 90 Ay v o B i) e 7%
WAL bR Xof R 23> F B ] 2 7 PR bR > i 1 ] £ %
RERAPR, HA AL B ER 2 M M 3K & 25 5 vk B 3
(322) 3% 202 Hy T8 ) A58 B2 Ay vy 5 2 I vk ok
RS PN F &, 1T I mAs,
AT LASEFFAEZ2 WK G, A7 e i JE ) 1 9 A A 1
SERPK MK BE 00 TR 1) bk 23 (2 B4, 2015)
PRI 32 B TR PR i B 2 ik 8 e B o

161 00~10 cm NH,-N&%& B 10~20 cm NH,-N& &
Aa [0~10 cm NO,-N4&£& M 10~20 cm NO,-N&&

Aa
Aa Ag Aa

—_
N
T

Aa

Ab

=]
T

Aa | Ab

~

F |Aab|

FEHREE (mg - kg™)

Ab Ab

CK MF SF ESF

Pk
B4 FAEEKBEEHMAIHATIES RS (NH,-N+
NO,-N) &=
Fig.4  Soil mineral nitrogen content of Larix kaempferi
plantations in different thinning intensities

3.2 [afRXF44E C N P &R

T C N P 2 Ak 2e Pk BT Y B A R
53, BE A% SRR M 8 7R A B o A A AR Ak (8 PG AE
2016) . AWFFR Y, o B () AR VR A PR R )2 0
Bk AR e H A ) £ Ak 3L %) 9 A AR 22 1) 25 S
2 25 AL AR BE 7 IR PR - e | 0% it 5 0 IR
SRR E, OEH T i A Pk
F R B VR, TE R BE by v B R BE I AR
T ESMEA P BT R T A Bk Y
WAL, BN T AT A LR BRI, T B e
BB & R A (V5 B 55 45,2006 ) T 48 5 58 ] 4%,
AL T R MR, AR Y K AR (S ) LA
FITF 4 b % B 8 95 1 1) o3 i R (845 PRR AR
5 R AT AL A 08015 B RO BLAh TR
JE MR AR Z2 R PG o A7 ) T v ARk - A L
JE S (Trettin er al.,2011) . TR E EERFT
AV AL, PR e 4 398 4 0 AR AL 5 A L
Fi—3, AWFFE B BE [B) 7% A AR 1 1 4
Wl o o IR TR TR AR 43 A1 o B 0 v it B () £
T AR L3 il 1 5 AR [ AR o 22 ) 22 e 4
AN AT RS R B AR R TR T A A ) £
FEE A EE I TSI %) R ) b %) 1= 4l B B 1Y
T oK T R BN (B EAE,2015)

T4 €+ N 24878 T 1) H S A bR (R
F4 2014) o ABFSE A [ 1] s B2 7 FA AR 1
HC:NZRLREEZS, XAl fEFEE5X 4
FAS [a) [ F i B 5 P bR ] i 40 %0 i A 22 (1) G
EMEFARXL(ERLD ., HEHESRS T, LIEXR
I B Sk B i 4 4 2E K B EE SR A - i 0

301

i
20
i)
- o
£ 10f
e
oo
-10F
]

20
[ Y . T o.c NN o.c SN .0 NN .0 NN o0 NN o4 }
S g s 8 3 g 3 g
¥ © o <o &N 9o 9@ 0
S s g 7o g 2 3
A L T O
L= = = = =T = = R =]
(o IS D S 2 I o R o I o B |

el

5 ARELESem TEEESTHETL
Fig.5 Seasonal variation of soil temperature at 5 cm in dif-
ferent treatments
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AEBEAE H36E H4

N = PRCA P AE BETE S5 H AT RE I JCHEVEFE A ( Elser
et al.,2000; /A B4 2008) , WFSE WS, S HEHE )
N: P &&E>16 B, R M A = B2 2R
il , <14 B, AR A 32 R BRI VE R
HR T 2 10 R A A 7 T2 B A E
R FRHIAE FH ( Tessier et al.,2003) . AWF5EH, +
HERUEBE N« P ¥<14 BEHZAMR O A7 ) R B Z A
FH BRI
3.3 (RO RGP RR R B R

T HETE A LR AR H A PR SR AR
(R —3B 43, A T T LA M sz e - b B i
R THIE ST 5 R A + 3 30 NVEE Ak (Haynes
2005) , 8 H 5% Sk 45 s 4 3 T AR Ak 1) S B 1 4 bR
(245 ,2014) . AR IR, SXTIRAE L, s
JEARALFR i 425 T 0~ 10 em +3% DOC &4,
H W2 s v Pk & = =2 ) 25 S vk 3 (&
3) , EEE i T AR RRAR T AR A R B T Ak
Hi b FE R 3R TR (B S) |, R o i
AP AL T — AN NS B S LR AR i T
MG T2 B A I Rl 28 T (A 4R 55,2005 )
TIERZRAFE MY EE S & T N2, Rt
T Hb b H TR UR W 0 o3 (R RZR AR, 2009) T
H R R 58 8] AR AR EE X B B R T 0~ 10 em
+ )2+ MBC/DOC & &, iX 0 i A PR H: [a] A5 )i
B, X 1 R 45 T TS M AR A BR TS

AMEFE H, R 5 B )R VR A AR B NO,T-N
FrR AT NH, N i X 5 R R4 (2009)
TR 52 45 SR — 2, 1 ELAH He X BB A 2 oy o 3 ) 3 i
M3 TCHLE (NH, -N+NO, -N) 7 & g & %
I, 33 3 R T v o R R AR R b ek s T AR B
e, A - e s e , E— 2 sk T+
e A Wk A R W 1 RE AT B0 (2% AR,
2013) 5 HBE IR FE ) % I A PR 148 NH,*-N & it
B = T NO,™-N & i, X n] RS2 i TV AR ARl
FRPE 38 (36 2) , MR AR Tk 8 i ik
1, R HERS AL A0 R 5 B0 pH {EAE 8 £ 45, ik pH {H
REAR T A LT A P BRI T A AL A R A A, A
AP T s e AE B9 47, A5 NH,*-N & &
= T NO, -N & it (TR B S ,2009) .

4 & it

14 5 AF J , e i L (] f v AR AR R = 1 T
T 45 7K o Sl 25 8 T 0 PR S 5 1 i B ) 7 T A R

RE e A A A s RS R R E ST
H R T A AP 5 LG A/b | v i B[] £ I 2
8T 43 NH,-N &8, 80 T 58 NO,T-N S,
LR 7 SR HE 7 R A A M T e LR, A
AN ] A AL BREE S i J TR R B I AR I IX H A
T R AR B 409 B B8 5 3

B B E RS F R 69 & %k & B3UFe Tohoku Uni-
versity £ JRAR 4 2 3 AT 0152

2% 30k

FIT8, kA, 2011, REHEH Ta] AR B X i 1L i
MAT WY 2 B E B3 . R b pRolk K 2= 4k, 39
(12) . 27-29.

o, W B, AN, % 2005. A TICE X AA AR
A K R BEFRRAE R e . N AR SRR, 16(3) ¢ 397-
402.

WA, A, BEAZE, % 2010. XS A FERE
GER I TR B . A IS EREE AR, 19(2) ¢ 355-
359.

BUSE, R, X A, 2. 2014, [FERTAZAR AT AR L1
AN P HLAR A e R, rp ER B R, 30(4) .
17-22.

WES BT, i 2006. N TS E 52k A0
2. ERSFR, 26(11) ; 3870-3877.

R, TAE5E, £ F, 4. 2009. PUFPEH AR A
S 2S48 7. AR 2AR, 29(7) « 3747-3758.
FHE, s, k&, 4. 2005, JLH B EHA =%
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ZETE, X OB, ZERRAE ) 4 2008. TR I JE VE Y 4 R
R FRATVAIE T 43 %ok () AR5 B A L. b 5 Mlk K 2
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2= i, T, BERIE, 2. 2015, RIGERREHL =4
MR TR] [l AR 38 B 1 SRR 5T, PEAL MR Be 244, 30
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HRsAL
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