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mulching on plant traits, water consumption, grain yield and water use efficiency of dryland maize to help iden-
tify opportunities to more effectively utilize limited water resources. A split-split plot designed field experiment
was established; the main plot treatments were full plastic film mulching on double ridges and planting in
catchment furrows (FFDRF) and flat planting with narrow plastic film mulching (NF). The split-plot treat-
ment was hybrid; Xianyu335, Jixianglhao and Jiudan4hao and the split-split-plot treatment was plant density;
4,5X10"(Low), 6.75X10*(Middle) and 9. 0X10* (High) plants/ha. Plant height, leaf area index (LAD , dry
matter, soil moisture at 0—2 m depth, grain yield and water use efficiency were assessed. The results showed
that FFDRF increased height, [LAI, grain yield and water use efficiency because it more allowed more effective
utilization of limited precipitation compared with NF. Increased plant density reduced 100-grain weight and
grain number per spike however, increased density resulted in increased dry matter, grain yield and water use
efficiency. The 9.0X10* plants/ha density increased dry matter, grain yield and water use efficiency by 8. 3%,
5.2%, 3.4% and 27.7%, 32.9%, 28.1% compared with the 6. 75X10* and 4. 5X10* treatments, respective-
ly. Xianyu335 and Jixianglhao performed better than Jiudan4hao at high plant densities; grain yield and water
use efficiency were highest in Xianyu335; 3. 7%,1. 7% and 43. 8%, 37. 1% higher than Jixianglhao and Ji-
udan4hao, respectively. Water consumption increased with increasing plant density and differed among hy-
brids; Xianyu335>>]Jixianglhao™Jiudan4hao. Hybrids, plant density and plastic film mulching influenced the
optimum plant population, water consumption, grain yield and water use efficiency of dryland maize, varieties
had the greatest effect followed by plant density and mulch. Selection of appropriate hybrids and plant densities
when using and plastic film mulch modes should be undertaken to maximize potential yields.

Key words: dryland spring maize; varieties; plant density; plastic film mulching modes; yield; water use effi-

ciency
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1254 m, 4EF- IR B 8. 3 C,4F H B 5 2449. 2 h, =0 “CAEFE 3435 °C,=10°C4ERIR 2722 °C, BFEW 165 d,
J& 52 4 MCHE B AR BA K AR TG b A 3 0 5 IX . 4 1950 — 2013 $W7k%?*4ﬁ$ﬁ 2 X 2 AP Y AR B K i 532
mm, K EZE AL 7.8.9 =N A, HHONBY AN SR 10,9 g/kg. &% 0. 81 g/kg, Bl fif & 91. 4
mg/kg, AW 10. 9 mg/kg, AL 203. 4 mg/kg LI 4E, FFE KN A EBAEYZ — . FodE il B — 4
— 2.

I AFE R K 2 BT R (3R 1), 2012 F1 2013 4R FOKAE & 1 S K 543 312 417, 3 F1577. 1 mm, Sy [A] 1 2
AESE R K Y 114, 1200 157. 804, B /K A 4 43 51l & P /K AR R F KA FORAE K IE Y 7.8 F B K &40
LA [ - 25 [ K R Y 73,6 Y0 A1 95. 620,189, 8% 1 62. 7% . 2012 F1 2013 4F T K FE AT (1—4 H dha)) K 74
K 49. 6 F110. 0 mm, Jh ZAE [R5 153, 12081 30, 9% . Al WL AN 45 & K AR 16 J2 2 7K 4F L M IX 2745 [ K 4
Ay AS X5 FAR B 18] B 7K 78 AR5 R BR- ) 1 B oK A7

Rl 202203 FERBUREFTHRAKE

Table 1 Precipitation before sowing and maize growth period in 2012—2013

My 1—4 Aty 4 T4 5H 6 H 7H 8 H 9 H Efy AEWET G EPHRRKE R L
Year January-the middle The last 10 d  May June July  August The first 10 d Total of maize Percentage of the
10 d of April of April (mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) of September growth period multi-year average
(mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) precipitation (%)
2012 49.6 10. 3 90. 4 56.3 97.1 86. 2 77.0 417.3 114.1
2013 10.0 23.4 65. 4 68.0 250. 3 56. 6 113. 4 577.1 157. 8
2004—2013 32.4 6.8 46. 2 44,1 131.9 90. 2 46. 7 365.8

1.2 ## 5t

P EOK A O B 4 S CP B RZGAD  EHE 1 5 CRERIP A FSEE 335 CEBE AP B 2Gm D .
b S 7 TR R RN H AR PR 0. 01 mm B8 2 W A P b T A 5 v

IR = RAMX B, EX B ALA, 2 BRNZE YV H 3% GiiF 98 110 cm, B R JK 58 40 cm (&
15~20 cm W/NZERIKTE 70 cm 5 10~15 em (R ZE, ZE RN RERIE . ] 120 om 58 Y 3 B 300 2 28 h 7

55 RS (] AN 88 25 Bl o A e A P 4 A b L 3 B 200 em F B ) s A 8 B 56 (FH 70 em 5 14 b 65 2 55 L 4

JE 50 em, 58] B 60 cm fY 45 B, R H 98 28 AT HE A 5 2 984T 70 em, AT 40 em, G R R 200 em JE 4
WO LR X R i Fp BB, 54 15 B, B 4 55 B, S E 335) s A X IR % CLC, 4.5 J7 #k/hm’® (IL %
)5 Cy:6.75 FHR/hm® (R4 ) 5 C,:9. 0 I #k/hm® R ) ], 3 IRER /NXHN 44 m* (5.5 mX8.0 m=
44 m*), 2012 4F 4 13 HAEE .4 J 15 HEEM 2013 42 3 J] 29 HAEWE.4 A 19 HAEFR . 4250 8ot 25 B g
NI BN 2~ 3 R WP IR L 4~5 em. SR I8 38 R H /& )™ it A 45 24« 2 I A7 445 5 8 6 it PR 3R 300
kg/hm? 3 J8 2 BERRE5 938 kg/hm® , FKRIK T WA IR R 195 kg/hm” , H AR B4 F A K H A 77, 2 A4
B A [F) — st B[] — o7 8 A7
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B G BERE 30 d e — YOk e I 1] 250 5 J o o AR ot i BRI vk SR R B e i IR BE Cem) Xt
FrdR K FEHE Cem) XCR B0, 75) 3K Y Bk B 187 BRUS 5 SR04 Bk St AR, i 1 AR 4 (leal area index) = FLAif
i TR P R KRB < B S i T AR/ AT A R

2012 1 2013 4R FE, B/ IXE 5 MRAAUERME KB — oMbk . 0 8 5 BB 30 d BURE L 105 “C 4% 30 min, 4R
JGAE 80 CAAF T HET 2 H T 5 FR .
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ter consumption) ., LG, FEPLEUEE 20 #k % B, 32 A3 /D X SZ W 7 L 18R K 4 Bl F 803K (water use efficiency,
WUE),
FEK S (mm) =#EH] 2 m FIERIKE — BRI 2 m - 3EIOK & + 4 F BREoK &
KAy R AR [ kg/ (hm® « mm) = FRAFRL ™ i /FEK i

1.4 #HpRE
K SPSS 11. 5 817 4511 5007
2 HRE5SH
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Fig. 1 Soil water distribution along 0 —2 m soil profile at maize planting under different mulching modes
FFDRF: &R 28 % 5 5 NF. %8 % 35 . FFDRF: Full plastic film mulching on double ridges and planting in catchment furrows; NF.: Flat

planting of narrow plastic film mulching; F[d] The same below.
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60 d BRE X943 3R 47,5 F 178, 4 em BR56 T 335 FIEHE 1 54800 26. 4% F1 3. 2% .15. 4 % f1 8. 5% , 746G Rl 90
d J5 . e E 335 Mk i - 485 90 F1 120 dL. AR MR KA 255. 8 Fl 259. 2 em, A5 4E 1 SR #A 4 S48 0 6. 3%
4.6%,6. 500 4. 5% , B ZORE B LSRN BAE 2 S OR B L RR S 60 d. 8 Ky RN SRR P BLAE L
i 7 2 R R B =R AR 25 Sk W KO

x2 AEVEBTERH®KSE

Table 2 Effects of different treatments on plant height of maize cm
ik 46 Kl -F Testing factor &R G K& Days after sowing
A B C 30 d 60 d 90 d 120 d
FHHE 15 Jixianglhao 4.5 59. 6a 185. 3a 240. 7a 242.0a
6.75 58. 0a 185. 8a 242. 3a 245.7a
9.0 64. la 189. 8a 242.7a 247. 3a
0 B 4 5 Jiudandhao 4.5 63. 1la 197. 6a 255. 0a 257. 3a
4 R 28 16 B
6.75 65. la 202. 5a 253.0a 258. 3a
FFDRF
9.0 65. 8a 205. 4a 256. 7a 259. 0a
Je % 335 Xianyu335 4.5 50. 3a 191. 8a 270. 3a 269. 7a
6.75 55.9a 196. 7a 268. 0a 270. 7a
9.0 57. 2a 197. 8a 271.0a 272.0a
THHE 1% Jixianglhao 4.5 31. 3a 141. 7a 239. 3a 241.7a
6.75 28. 1a 141. 4a 240. 3a 241. 3a
9.0 34.9a 142. 0a 239. 0a 242. 3a
W BA 4 5 Jiudandhao 4.5 31. 3a 149. 9a 231.0a 238.7a
6.75 36. 2a 153. 9a 232.7a 235.0a
NF
9.0 32. 2a 160. 8a 239. 3a 239. 3a
S % 335 Xianyu335 4.5 25. 8a 125. 4a 260. 0a 263. 0a
6.75 27. 6a 126. 9a 263. 3a 267.7a
9.0 26. 2a 139. 8a 264. 3a 268. 3a

B (P {H) Significance (P value)

A x x x x x x x x
B x x x x x x x
C NS NS NS NS
AXDB NS " % x x x
AXC NS NS NS NS
BXC NS NS NS NS
AXBXC NS * x x

* IR «=0.05 KRV EZEFBE, x x FIR «=0.01 KV EXEREE, NS KREFARE A NBEIITLB G A, C R RhAE % & U7k /hm?)
Ay 2012 F1 2013 4 09 F- 4K , 2 BT 5 09 AN R 5 BF 327 [R) — b AS [ R A 45 B2 b 3 B] 7E 0. 05 K P22 5 W% . T, © % ” means significant
difference at the 0. 05 probability level, “ * % ” means significant difference at the 0. 01 probability level, NS means not significance at the 0. 05 proba-
bility level, A means plastic film mulching modes, B means corn hybrids, C means plant density ( X 10* plants/hm?),the data are average for 2012

and 2013, letters after number indicate the significance at 0. 05 level among different density of the same cultivar; The same below.

2.2.2 AR AL B2 3 AL 3G AD 90 d A, AR 25 5 20 LAT 22 553K 8 3 /K (P<<0. 05) . #& 5 30,60,
90 d e JHEXUZE I 55 LAT 4350 1.29.3.59 1 3. 93 A4S A H A w5 42 i 167.0%0.,49. 1% #1111, 0%, M AE#K )5 120
d, RN ZEWEE T LA R 2. 12, 5 78 I S5 PR AIK 8. 6 0 . (H LAT 22 R Rk B /K. AT UL, 4 IS X022 ) 7 56 g PR
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N FOK A F AR R R O R R 2 T 2 B Al . BRAEJS 30 d Ah.3 ARl LAT 22 555k i 3% K7
(P<<0.01), K/NBUF A #E 1 5 >56F 335> 4 5. AN[EIFIARE B LAT i SR8 fb A — 3, 1y 5 g
AR RVRA AR 7 0 R 2 S0 G RS T R A, 25 00 2 B 0 5 ol e AT 2 1 38 i 38 KL 48 5 90 d L S [ R R %
JET LA 22 5k i % K7 (P<<0. 01) 3% J5 120 d, LAT 25 53K i 3 /K7 (P<C0. 05) . 7645 I 5 isf i) g B, 4.5,
6.75 F1 9.0 Ji#k/hm® AR 25 B F 3 #F 1 5 P 3 i BUE 50 K F 56 £ 335 ANl 4 5, K )5 90 d i, fh %
JE R B EAE M =R R BEAES 25 8% .

x3 AEALXLETHEREHMNETL

Table 3 Leaf area index of maize under different treatments

iR 5 A F Testing factor & Fh g KB Days after sowing
A B C 30 d 60 d 90 d 120 d
FHHE 15 Jixianglhao 4.5 1. 03¢ 2.87¢c 3.21c 2.68b
6.75 1.29b 3.79b 4.72b 3.25a
9.0 1.95a 5.06a 5.51a 3.48a
4 B 4 5 Jiudandhao 4.5 0. 89¢ 2.45¢ 2.27c 0.21b
42 PR 28 1) B
6.75 1.28b 3.30b 3.12b 0.29a
FFDRF
9.0 1. 37a 3.77a 3.73a 0. 33a
S E 335 Xianyu335 4.5 0. 88c¢ 2.71c 3.10¢ 2.36b
6.75 1.32b 3.85b 4, 26b 3. 16a
9.0 1.63a 4.53a 5.45a 3. 32a
T HE 15 Jixianglhao 4.5 0. 40b 2.01c 3.12¢ 2.63b
6.75 0.41b 2.38b 4, 25b 3.37a
9.0 0. 82a 3.59%a 5.32a 3.96a
) W 5. 4 5 Jiudand hao 4.5 0.32b 1. 83b 2.31b 0.25b
78 IR
6.75 0. 64a 2.65a 3.13a 0. 68a
NF
9.0 0.67a 2.75a 3.09a 0. 55a
S E 335 Xianyu335 4.5 0.19b 1.52b 2.50c 2.28b
6.75 0.47a 2. 46a 3.99b 3. 56a
9.0 0. 44a 2.49a 4. 15a 3.59%a

I E M (P ) Significance (P value)

A * % * % * NS
B * % % * % % %

C % % * % % % *
AXB * * * NS
AXC * * * NS
BXC * * * NS
AXBXC * * % * NS

2.2.3 TR E  HFR 4 AT AR R 2 ] K T R R 2 R B K OF (P<C0. 05) L 3 S
30.60.90.120 d, & W BHE =M E R TYRHEE SR M 39.4.4131. 3,15060. 7.21629. 2 kg/hm? , I 7%
78 25 1A T 96. 090,143, 8%0.20. 126,15, 6 % . AN[A] §h b 2z 6] A= 9 7= s A R A7 7E 22 5% 3% J5 120 d. 5 Rl =2 18]
28 SRR L KOF- (P<<0. 01) s AR W 7= di i KR BI/IMKIR 6 K 335> 34 1 5 >80 4 5. T o B i B %
JEM RGN B2 T (P<<0.05) , BRI 205 SR B P AR R B AR T R B AR B
MIRZR . FERR 90 d J5 , b FORN 25 B BV 25 Sk B K.
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R4 TEALETTURREENTL

Table 4 Dry matter plant of maize under different treatments kg/hm?
% A 7 Testing factor &l G KA Days after sowing
A B C 30 d 60 d 90 d 120 d
HHE 15 Jixianglhao 4.5 31. 0c 3121.5b 14520. 0b 21015. 0b
6.75 39.1b 5044. 5a 14702. 4b 25126. 9a
9.0 50. 7a 5031. 0a 17028. 0a 24193. 1a
) W8 4 5 Jiudandhao 4.5 20. 4c¢ 3397. 5¢ 9873. 6¢ 14169. 0c
A XL 28 Vi 4
6.75 35.2b 4351.5b 14193. 0b 16483. 5b
FFDRF
9.0 42. 2a 4617. 0a 17767. 2a 21660. Oa
SeE 335 Xianyu335s 4.5 34.0b 2947. 5¢ 14536. 8c 21290. 2¢
6.75 49.7a 4623. 8a 17649. Oa 26311. 5a
9.0 52. 3a 4047.0b 15276. 0b 24414. 0b
H2% 1 B Jixiang] hao 4.5 15.2b 1377. 0c 10212. 0c 17640. 0b
6.75 16. 6b 1282.5b 12783. 6b 20965. 5a
9.0 27.0a 1449. 0a 15208. 8a 20880. 0a
W #A 4 5 Jiudandhao 4.5 10. 0b 880. 5¢ 9730. 8¢ 12368. 1c
6.75 18. 4a 1809. 0b 12763. 8b 13985. 9b
NF
9.0 19. 5a 2412. 0a 14248. 8a 21030. 0a
4% E 335 Xianyu335 4.5 8.9¢ 1315. 5¢ 9498. 0c 18570. 6¢
6.75 31.2b 2184. 8b 12477. 6b 20997. 3b
9.0 36. la 2538. 0a 15984. 0a 21959. 5a

(P {4) Significance (P value)

A ® x - x ® %

B NS NS NS * x

C * % * * * %
AXB x * * %
AXC % x * x
BXC NS NS * x x
AXBXC x x % x x

2.3 A EAREREIXNERILZRIBERG P A

XF K AR AR FI (G 5) .3 A S R 09 BRI BRI REORL R A R R Y g R
B FEOIC BB s U 2 B B TR B, L rh B R 25 oK GR B KOF L 2 MR AR R AR — B, 2012 4R,
AN TR R Ty 2 2 ) R T RERL A TR AR VM B R S R A R K (P<<0.05) B m E R AR E . &
HEASL 28 i B 354 5 31,2 2.590. 6 Fi.1.6 cm.5.2 em.19. 6 cm.2. 6 cm 111, 3 cm A A 53 E 4. 2% .
19.5% . —27.5% 4. 2% 8. 1% ,13. 300 12. 60, 2013 4%, 4 5 X B {4 7 o5 7 R T L RRORL BN L TSR I (BlH L
K R AL AN 34,7 g.552.5 %7.1.8 em.5.2 em.18.7 cm.2.7 cm.96. 7 cm, BE MR R 5 16. 3%,
13.2%,—17.8%.6.1%.13. 2% ,13. 020 \4. 400, J A B A 7 25 5 oK 38 5 /Ko 3 A it i 8] 7 L 2 L BORE 4L 7
K DL A | BEA ML 25 A B 3K (P<C0.05), 2012 4E B, R T R NS E 335> #E 1 5>
B4 S 2013 4R ENERE 1 B >0 K 335 > A 4 5 BB AL 2 MR NE E 335 >HHE 1 B> A 5,
T E PR AN AR B R PI — BL B 3 W e B335 << H #1585 <4  BHEBW AL EIIS>HRI
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S A S By A R LT LA R = R R A Y R R R SO A T YR
TR ANBEAL o 5 22 57 AN B3 o BN T5 5Lt Al L % 5 = DR R A 0 RO AT R 35 S . T L B 5 5
il 8 JEE 2400k S R AR AR AN 7 A BR AT PR A T o (R AL R o A O IR 5 R B X R R D
2.4 BA EEABEBET XA ERLKT T BAKS A A KLENZ 0

M2 6 AT LU 2012 4N ) B 7 52 1) T R AR K B 22 53 A I 3, A IREOUZB 9 0 a7 P FE K D 388. 5
mm , B4 BB a5 D FEK 1101 mm, 2013 4R AN [R]85 7 3 =2 18] 6 R AG K 4 22 5k B 18 36 /K7 (P<20. 01D, A2 i
AUIE 0 3L 5 - H FE K B 456. 0 mm, B4 BT 55 246K 52, 3 mm o Al L, AN [7) 2 B 5 S0RE /K 2 52 6 7K R i
Ko 2 AL [ B B 5 277 K G ) 2803 22 538 B 25 7K (P20, 05) » A2 JIRXU 28 3 4 i 7™ &k R 7K 43 1 K
OB R 11524, 7 kg/hm® F1 27. 26 kg/(hm” « mm) , 5575 B 5486 00 14. 3% 1 8. 8%, RfFHI B BE MY I, &

x6 TELEBHEXRTERKEMKSFARE

Table 6 Water consumption, grain yield and water use efficiency of maize under different treatments

iR 5 A F Testing factor 2012 2013
A B C FeK FPRL e KR RCR FEoK it FRRL™ KA RI I RCR
Water Grain yield Water use Water Grain yield Water use
consumption (kg/hm?) efficiency [kg/  consumption (kg/hm?) efficiency [kg/
(mm) (hm? « mm) ] (mm) (hm? « mm) ]
HH 1Y 4.5 371.1b 9406. 5b 25.35b 471, 0a 11152. 5b 23.68b
Jixianglhao 6.75 388. 2ab 12126. 0a 31. 24a 466. 4b 14370. 0a 30. 81a
9.0 398. 4a 12303. 0a 30. 88a 472.9a 14836. Oa 31.37a
W45 4.5 367.5b 7857. 0c 21. 38¢c 425. 8b 6573. 0c 15. 44b
LB W
Jiudan4 hao 6.75 372. 9ab 10828. 5a 29. 04a 436. 5a 9165. 0b 21.00a
FFDRF
9.0 385. 2a 9664. 5b 25.09b 446. la 9849. Oa 22.08a
JEE 335 4.5 391. 0b 10956. 0b 28.02b 461. 9a 11442. 0c 24.77c
Xianyu335 6.75 408. 3ab 13620. Oa 33. 36a 461. 3a 14235. 0b 30. 86b
9.0 414. 3a 13953. 0a 33.68a 462. 2a 15107. Oa 32.68a
HEE1 5 4.5 373.3b 8653. 5¢ 23.18¢ 401. 7a 10245. 0c 25.50c
Jixianglhao 6.75 388. lab 11097. 0b 28.59b 406. Oa 11557. 5b 28.47b
9.0 403. la 12319. 5a 30. 56a 404. 6a 12423. 0a 30. 70a
W 45 4.5 398. 3a 6583. 5¢ 16.53b 390. 5a 6219. 0c 15. 93¢
. Jiudan4 hao 6.75 410. 8a 6867. 0b 16.72b 394. 0a 9360. 0b 23.76b
N 9.0 416. 2a 7750. 5a 18. 62a 395. 6a 10939. 5a 27.65a
JE % 335 4.5 392.0b 9210. 0c 23.49b 406. 8b 9933. Oc 24.42c¢
Xianyu335 6.75 401. 7ab 11316. 0b 28.17a 416. 4a 12246. 0b 29.41b
9.0 412. 6a 11667. 0a 28. 28a 417. 8a 13038. 0a 31. 21a

(P {H) Significance (P value)

A * % * % * % * % * *
B * % * % * % * % * % * %
C * % * % * % * * % * %
AXB % % * % * * * % NS
AXC NS * % NS NS NS NS
BXC NS * % NS NS NS NS

AXBXC * * % * * *
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KAEK R B IBEH, 2012 4,9.0 FH#k/hm® FIFE/K & Ry 405. 0 mm. 48 4.5 5 #k/hm® #i0 6. 026, 2013 4
9.0 J#k/hm® FEIFE/KEN 433.2 mm, 8 4.5 T #k/hm® BEI0 1. 6 %6, 7 5 1K 23 1) FH 005 Wil 285 32 174 388 im 222 1
Pk AH N BE 4.5 T3 Bk /hm® BEM ] 6. 75 J3 Ak /hm® B 7 0E BB N 6. 75 J7 kR /hm® 3 mE 9.0
B /b IS0 BE SN 2012 4,9, 0 5 #k/hm® Ze T3 5k 11276. 3 kg/hm® 4 4.5 F1 6. 75 T3 #k/hm’
BETN 28. 50001 2. 7%0,6. 75 F1 9. 0 Fi#k/hm® 44 F K5 AR 27. 85 kg/(hm® « mm) .48 4.5 Ji#k/hm®
PLE21.1%, 2013 4F 9.0 A#k/hm?® 4 F 7780 12698. 8 kg/hm* . # 4.5 F1 6. 75 F#k/hm?® 1m0 37. 1%
M 7.4%.9.0 Hk/hm® Z AT 35K 43 FI AR 29, 28 kg/(hm® « mm), 8 4.5 1 6. 75 J5 #k/hm” 3% jin
35. 40 6. 9% o AS[) R A] P i 25 5 5k B KO (P<C0. 01 RBLRAE £ 335> fF 1 B>l 45, &%
335 i K 43 R HRCRAR Iy 12185, 3 kg/hm® I 28. 94 kg/(hm® « mm) , 8 F # 1 5 FIi 5 4 5 55 5] 3% hn
3.7 LTV 43,876,371 % . BEisk b Bl 22 [R] B /K i 25 S5t ih A B8 2 /K7 (P<C0. 01) . R SE K 335> 4F 1
S 4 S, R SR S SRR AR X RE K B RFRL R A K A R SCR AT A R R (P <
0.05), A UL, IR J7 2Ll 285 BE B0 RE /K B ORFRE 7 1 K 43 R SO A PR VR T 2 B hy ol o > 1 > R
Jr. 2 MERUSEE 33549, 0 T #k/hm® + 42 A28 98 7 55 7 24 & 7 AN K 43 R L ROR B e
RIS
3.1 RE BB XaF 2 RIEI LIRS0 oR

iR T S T AR B Y K A as B Oy 3L BT T A 3K 43 B 3R 2R R RK IR ELI A H L 3G R T K g R
MOBE T B2 T H R e RE . EaF S W R AR T R B B S AN T X R K AR
i1 HosR AL T 3 55 XSSP AR AT 55 XN 2 IR ASOK s B 5 FE o0 A A B TR R e T 5 0 s . 2 B DR
Vi B K R A 58 P UE s B [R]85 7 S0 B K A B I 58 55 /0 X /N T 10 mm A [ K 4 3 R 9 3 2,
ABEFE R AR B 8L w5 2 [RIRE I R KR 3K B AR SERCR BT AN — . 2012 4F 0~20 em + R IFE4F (1
B oKEN 18 1V M & FEBS A 1. 62 mm 1Y — R FE/K 4% 1 4 B BV B 35 0~20 em + /K50 % &0
19.3% A7 A S 4 0 1. 4 AN 4P 552013 4E7E 0~20 em 15 AR 25 (RIS KB R 7. 0 %) 0 &1 S B S . 4%
BA 4.8.10.7.3.7 mm i 3 WK, FEAT SN ZETH BT 0~20 em HIEF/KE N 16. 4%, A B R 9.6
AEA L AL A % 5 AP T /K CONF 1007 mm) A B IS AR & 3 & oK L 2 A ZE
T AT DA A0 4R o S K R T EE SR S T KA R K (— 1K 30,5 mm) B A B I B0 2R B L T il
A A] LR R B K B R R S S I T 2 B B A RS AT AL B, DR O 2 R R T RO R A 1 T e R R A
J5 =
3.2 R EEAERE S XA ERBARMERG TR

TR A BT R AR R AR B S vh 5 i B B DI AR B PER R AR o 0 3 7 AR RE HR I AR ) % 10
BT R AR AW EE T AL H bR 5230 B A 7 R S 7 i A R PR AR TR R R R AR A K R T
TN R FT AR By 3 SRR B R R A T R MR — o PR AR . A RO 1) B T A Ak
WO FORAE R S P oK PR T AR A T AR B A R BRI SR . S 30.60.,90,120 d, A ERL
JEV B M IR 58. 9,194, 7.255.5 F1 258. 0 cm B4 7 w5 4 3 hn 93. 8 %6 .36. 7% 4. 1% H13. 8%,
LAT 435 1.29.3.59.3. 93 Fl 2. 12, 3 A8 B A 26 42 55 167. 0% .49. 1% .11. 0% F1—8. 6 %, T4y i FL B 42 45 il oy
39.4.4131.3.15060. 7.21629. 2 kg/hm” , 5 A% 7L 75 34 i 96. 026,143, 8%6.20. 1% .15. 6 %6 , F ar 7 A1 AR £
¥k 32,9 g M 5715 i, AR AS A S5 18 10, 2 %61 6. 8%, W] U, 4 [ XU 28 1 7 75 RE A HE E K A B R A e A
Ko bk 0 TR ARPR G 0L Oy R 7 i A R VR R 2 T R B . B R R B, RO Bk L e
T ARTE T B AR R A TR AR A7 vy U S 15 Ty A, R BRSO B R AR BN TR . X
5B ARAE SRR 2 S — B, T L B AR R B A5 R R MR G R R SRR TRk P BT . BROLE
SEURE AT R L K P AR 0 S B R R R RORLE RO TR . B i e R A A AR O AR T R A
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HRHRZE G A EMK=H R SRR R R EE RN REEN. ZR S B EKE. X5 REY
SEUVR T A IR — B AT AR R LAT K/NBUT N #4155 > 58 335> 51 4 5 B )7 il S8 £ 335>
FHE L S > 4 5 B S RN SEE 335<THAE 1 5 < 4 5 RHRINEE 335 >HH 1 5> 4
T ERLE AR O RO SE K 335 >H R 1 S 4 S, AU SE R 335 HLAT BT I £ A BEUR T IR
WA 1SR 4 S i s . HAS R R I % R R R ) AN TR R ALY SE R 335 I AR 1Sl N B R ek
ARG T L T AR P R A 4 S 55 . WS BR A O AR LA e R O R R R L P R A AR A R
JEORF S FRAT R BRI W T
3.3 A EAEAERS XA ER T F K ZEAKS A A RXENG YA

Wi 25 T K IR %% 3 A 18 0 s o ) T A R D X G L K S S R Y A SO A A K e R A ek e XL
G ARHIF ST S R R 2 (I, R ORRE K i ke A X 5 X AR SR BT — B R R A 22 ) AR
KA 25 TR B KO (P<C0. 01) . R I SEE 335> 4 1 5> 4 5. ARREIBE )y LRk EEBA — ez
5O KA (2012 4F) 78 B 26 FE /K K T A BB 1 4, FE K AR 40y (2013 AF) WG AH 5o TRkt 5% b i B 6 OK
O R B 204 4t A K R A e R A R R . T DR T M R K M 9 R 1 K 43 B B ) L T B — R
b T K AR A P B R 8 3k P 07 TR S0 . R R RN 2B V) R A R I B M R T AR A AR R EORAE R R
F AR i B K Ay R R AR Y R L A IEORL 2B 3 B 96 7 R K 4 RO 4 ol 11524, 7
kg/hm? 1 27. 26 kg/(hm® « mm) , 5% 7 25 080 0 14. 3 %01 8. 8 %0, %5 J3 i1 5 b xof 6 2K 7 1 K 43 1) JFH 2% R s
A BB TEN X 53CHRO15-22 JRF TR 45 0 — 2. Bl 25 B A 35 0 . 7= i FK 43 R &R S0 @ #,9. 0 5
B /hm® FEF0 BETR P i FUK 2 R RCRE 23 50y 11987, 5 kg/hm?® #1 28,57 kg/(hm® « mm) , % 6. 75 #l 4.5 75
B /hm® ARG 5. 296 .3. 42081 32. 926,28, 106, 3 SIS R 58 £ 335 7 i F/K 43 R FH R0 B i IR
12185. 3 kg/hm* il 28. 94 kg/(hm® « mm) B354 1 5 FNF 5 4 543538 0 3. 720 1. 7001 43. 826,37, 106, 3%
SEREY BRI IEA—B, T 0 MG TR X I K R AE 16 5 3 L A0 i Rl B LA s RN 5 T U
B b K R I DG

T

i Bl R R O SO0 T SEOR AR A5 L B IR 1 R K A RFRL ™ BEFIK 23 R T RCR P — E B A
PEAE T R B b > 8 B2 > B 2, RSB A ™ v o AR Bt T R Ao e DX 3R A AR AL 32 9% 3 R ) A ol G A
Folo 25 2 F0BE 5 5 2 0 A0 BB R ORI W U o BEK D 530 mm A8 4G I RAE XL S K 33549, 0 7k /hm® + 4
5 U2 9 B i 2H A T DA 3 B v ORI o A TR
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