514 % 5519 0] (eI e o bl v R 4 Vol. 14 No. 19
2023 410 H Journal of Food Safety and Quality Oct. , 2023

WAH, B BEA, 2 OF KRR RAK

CRLE B 5 2 A HE B LR G, TTRG Clb R AR S FRAG I S5 45 5 AR o,
VRS ol KA B A4 Be, #BM 450001)

B OE: B OO RTTRE R AR T AR RS, I A T S AR G R TR
Bk R, TR . LT RREEE N E ORGSO IR, R SIS . 3T
FEJT SEEATHERE, WS X AT AR S AT LR AR . A A b A S LA HR AR g, o o B9 R
ROV, SR ORISR R I s A RITRE R 2% 0 & R = TR AT AR, (AR
SIS B (P>0.05). Pl TR i i o IR BRI BT . RIS | R H R 6 0 S A
AR I6 VAT B 1 22 5(P>0.05) . 4538 WX ARIE By . ARGEEHRFD . 2RI S OFFREIR, 4550
FWI PR AR BARAITRE T | DR T RE )y A ST AR S R IR 45 1, T RAT AT RS A 2R
A il TN A R R TR ) SR AL S

KRB AR R A BRER; KIS

Effects of different sampling programs on grain storage quality inspection
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ABSTRACT: Objective To study the impact of different sampling programs on grain quality inspection, and
formulate a sampling program suitable for the current form of grain storage in China. Methods In this study, rice,
wheat and maize reserve storages in Jilin, Henan, Liaoning and Anhui Provinces were used as experimental storages.
The grain reserve storages involved shallow-circular storehouse, horizontal warehouses and vertical silos, and
different grain samplers and sampling protocols were used to take the samples, followed by the determination of
quality inspection, storage quality and health indexes of the taken samples. Results The results of the study showed

that the impurity content in grain collected by electric suction was marginally higher than the casing grain sampler,
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however, the data variability was not significant (P>0.05). There was also no significant difference (P>0.05) in the

test of grain quality indexes between the developed sampling program of setting up inspection units in the reserve

storages, different sampling order, and different ratio of point sample. Conclusion Through the experiments on

different provinces, different reserve grain species, a variety of storage type of storage sampling, the results shows

that the modern sampling tools used, the optimization of the sampling programs do not affect the test results of the

taken samples, and the sampling data collected is expected to provide support for the future development of more

suitable for China’s grain storage of the sampling program.

KEY WORDS: sampling program; grain; index of quality; testing and analysis
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Table 1 Effects of electric suction grain sampler and casing grain sampler on sample impurities

AR /m FFHE AR AT I P
FFRER FFRER 2 FFRER 3 FFREAS 4 FFREAS S

B IR A 2 0.65 0.38 0.37 0.53 0.61

02 EEATREN 0.55 0.46 0.24 0.45 0.44 014
A 2 e AT 0.61 0.30 0.45 0.59 0.41

b B 0.64 0.29 0.22 0.65 0.38 032
A 2 AT 0.42 0.39 0.36 0.55 0.54

0 B 0.33 0.46 0.46 0.60 0.49 0.68

s AL 2l AT R 0.55 0.70 0.95 0.55 0.37 0.09
B 0.40 0.36 0.71 0.41 0.46
o R AT 2 0.52 0.45 0.37 0.48 0.26

> EEITHES 0.33 0.38 0.27 0.15 0.16 003
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Table 2 Effects of setting up inspection units in the rice reserve storages on the test results

T . R FHLE 1 .
R At BRI T W2 RWmR s EE oA P
Hpk JZE N 2974 79.6 79.3 / 79.5 79.9
% 111’ AR 2485 80.6 80.6 / 80.6 80.0 051
bO ] B 5594 79.2 79.3 79.0 79.2 79.3
LR Bt 6092 79.6 79.7 79.9 79.7 79.0
Hk B 2974 62.7 64.3 / 63.5 67.3
KA ;? YA Eox 2485 62.8 64.8 / 63.8 63.4 056
Eg Bt 5594 60.1 60.4 60.5 60.3 60.6
LR R 6092 58.5 58.7 58.7 58.6 57.6
Hk B 2974 0.4 0.6 / 0.5 0.7
Sl % Ly S A 2485 0.9 0.8 / 0.9 0.7 0.60
b B 5594 0.9 0.8 1.1 0.9 1.0
L JZE N 6092 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7
bk )25 2974 13.5 13.6 / 13.6 13.5
KM% J:l“T’ S A 2485 14.6 14.4 / 14.5 14.4 0.06
MO HAE 5594 13.8 13.9 14.2 14.0 14.0
L B 6092 13.0 13.0 13.0 13.0 12.9
bk Bt 2974 0 0 / 0 0
SRIRS% g? S A 2485 0 0 / 0 0 ,
N) B 5594 0 0 0 0 0
B JZE N 6092 0 0 0 0 0
bk )5 n 2974 16.5 16.4 / 16.5 17.5
1 WA/ iy DAGR X 2485 17.2 15.6 / 16.4 16.4 0.1
(mg/100 g) T R B 5594 21.5 23.8 23.1 22.8 25.1
LR Bt 6092 15.7 17.0 15.4 16.0 16.2
bk A 2974 0 0 / 0 0
Hi/(mg/ke) flﬁz S A 2485 0 0 / 0 0 055
) B 5594 0.04 0 0 0.01 0.05
L Bt 6092 0.18 0.11 0.16 0.15 0.14
Hk B 2974 0 0 / 0 0
il EdEZ By Ly ASEEN 2485 2 1 / 2 2 039
(ug/kg) b HAE 5594 0 1 1 1 0 '
LR R 6092 0 0 0 0 0

ERIE. AN Y i eniDR e e N Sl 162 X A N 8
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Table 3 Effects of setting up inspection units in the wheat reserve storages on the test results

Lioall 7 (Rl R RFREEA AT 1 fFHFE2 P
AN 1 RABAGE 2 KGN 3 KGINBRAL 4 P
L YAE K ix 2035 818 813 / / 816 817
L VAL Kix 6462 808 811 812 816 812 815
e R 4700 796 794 793 / 794 796
HR(L) \ 029
o EAe 6500 810 806 802 / 806 804
uy EAe 7002 789 791 789 792 790 791
B EAe 7000 797 794 797 790 795 795
LT e 2035 2.9 2.9 / / 2.9 2.9
L ARy 6462 3.5 3.4 3.4 3 33 3.5
S e e 4700 4.9 4.4 5.4 / 4.9 4.4 0.8
o EAe 6500 43 5.4 6.1 / 5.3 5.2
uy EpAe 7002 3.4 52 5.7 3.8 4.5 5.3
8 e 7000 1.8 2.1 13 23 1.9 1.7
LT e 2035 0.6 0.7 / / 0.7 0.6
L ARy 6462 0.4 0.6 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.4
% e e 4700 0.5 0.3 0.7 / 0.5 0.3 02
o EAe 6500 0.6 0.3 0.4 / 0.4 0.6
FUST 7= 5= v e 7002 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
ZH e 7000 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2
L ARy 2035 11.1 11.1 / / 11.1 10.9
ST VA 6462 11.2 11.2 11 10.8 11.1 11.1
K e R 4700 11.5 11.6 115 / 11.5 11.7 -
T EAe 6500 12.3 11.6 11.5 / 11.8 11.8
uy ERe 7002 11.8 11.9 11.7 11.8 11.8 11.8
o A6 7000 11.7 11.8 11.7 11.8 11.8 11.7
L YAC K ix 2035 250 200 / / 225 250
L ARy 6462 150 200 150 150 163 150
DON/(ugke) ﬂﬁé )%;—fc{z\ 4700 250 250 300 / 267 250 027
o EAe 6500 150 50 100 / 100 50
uy EAe 7002
8 e 7000 802 388 506 547 561 342
LT e 2035 3 3 / / 3 4
oy e 6462 2 0 3 2 2 1
ZEN/uske) ﬂ% )%;—fc{z\ 4700 8 4 6 / 6 14 055
T HEAe 6500 2 5 5 / 4 5
uy EAe 7002
8 e 7000 20 20 20 21 20 17

B R ORAT B, T AR 58 4 R AR 1Y
EEAA, HG, M. LAE . TTEMERENE
B N o T e L S 7L B w o = 1 v 711 L o N E
&.OREERL, 220, KA. B IBNiRR{E. DON &
i ZEN S REAMEMESE B, SR BERSIERN P HK
T 0.05(3 4), BIAFEFFHE X022 A B2, RN

[ Y- A6 D 8 X i 8 S R ) it S HE B A B BTS2 ), AT
PAR

XA TR 3 AR IR PR AR 7 %6
HEATSEEE 500, IS S e bR B TE 95% B A5 IX Al Y ik
008, PHRT 0.05, ZEFe A B2, RWIZD IRk
MBPIRFRE T 10T 17, B B2 .
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Table 4 Effects of setting up inspection units in the maize reserve storages on the test results

A4 o e , e ER Y= .
B Al e R e W 2 Rl 3 RWAm 4 mm TOR2 P
FHR N6 l2I RN 3940 713 711 / / 712 711
bolE) ) E ey 4250 718 718 / / 718 714
#57H/(e/L) wHk o e 4271 710 712 / / 711 712 022
wir EAe 5390 745 742 746 / 744 743
T B0 5480 726 731 739 751 737 738
b B0 6828 736 736 738 / 737 734
FHhR b R 3940 5.0 4.9 / / 5.0 5.5
bo )] A 4250 7.6 7.2 / / 7.4 7.2
Rz /% %ﬂi )%ft@ 4271 5.4 4.8 / / 5.1 4.0 0.57
MIDiN )25 N 5390 5.1 5.0 5.8 / 5.3 5.2
iLF ) E ey 5480 7.3 5.4 5.8 5.2 5.9 6.5
L B n 6828 9.5 10.1 7.9 / 9.2 10.9
K e lz1keN 3940 1.0 0.7 / / 0.9 0.8
E A 4250 0.2 0.3 / / 0.3 0.3
S % %‘ﬁ‘ R en 4271 0.4 0.3 / / 0.4 0.2 0.86
T B 5390 0.5 0.6 0.4 / 0.5 0.4
L7 )25 N 5480 1.0 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.5
LR A 6828 1.2 1.3 0.5 / 1.0 1.4
Ak o RN 3940 13.6 13.8 / / 13.7 13.6
o) e 4250 12.6 12.7 / / 12.7 12.3
K% %Mﬁ E'fitﬁ\ 4271 14.0 142 / / 14.1 14.1 071
T ) Ewn 5390 13.6 13.3 13.4 / 13.4 13.5
oy e 5480 14.3 14.0 13.7 13.9 14.0 14.0
G e 6828 13.4 13.5 13.5 / 13.5 13.7
K oz RN 3940 0.2 0.3 / / 0.3 0.1
R B 4250 0.6 0.4 / / 0.5 0.7
AR % %ﬁi )%fcﬁ 4271 0.1 0.4 / / 0.3 0.2 0.39
I A 5390 0.6 0.4 0.5 / 0.5 0.7
T A 5480 0.8 1.6 1.1 13 1.2 1.4
G e 6828 0.7 0.0 0.3 / 0.3 0.4
K b5z K en 3940 42.0 39.7 / / 40.9 41.0
bo )] Ry 4250 63.2 63.3 / / 63.3 64.4
RE Ry R {1/ bk )25 n 4271 34.4 33.8 / / 34.1 33.1
- ) 0.64
(mg/100 g) b )25 N 5390 38.8 39.7 39.5 / 39.3 39.4
i A 5480 423 37.6 34.6 35.7 37.6 37.8
L )Ry 6828 59.9 60.1 59.6 / 59.9 58.2
K ez 1keN 3940 500 600 / / 550 610
E ) E ey 4250 200 250 / / 225 450
DON/(ug/kg) %‘ﬁ‘ )z E ey 4271 600 650 / / 625 555 0.96
T A 5390 0 0 0 / 0 0
SUA e 5480 250 550 450 400 413 300
LR A 6828 526 859 170 / 518 397
K b5z K en 3940 17 25 / / 21 20
bENE) e 4250 7 31 / / 19 14
JEN/ ek K e 4271 20 17 / / 19 17
(ng/ke) MBI A 5390 3 8 1 / 4 1 086
T it 5480 7 6 7 25 11 29
G it 6828 16 27 13 / 19 16
FHR N6 2l RN 3940 0 0 / / 0 0
bo )] A 4250 0 0 / / 0 1
WM& R B/ ik B 4271 0 / / 0 0
. ) 0.68
(ng/kg) LI B A 5390 16 2 1 / 6 2
iLF )R n 5480 0 0 0 0 0 1
g it 6828 0 0 0 / 0 0
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TEXT 3 MBI AE A5 Dl i gl M AT RE 25 43 1
KHSe EJE T B RFRERNSE T G B 24T R BRI
FFRE, X ARATFAE i () 00 48 BR R A7 SR AR R4 A
FES K S 2% 0RURE 2 RS 230 2ok PRI [ HFR Jy 48 e
ARG 36 235 SR 10 22 (B389 /N T ) G v ORS8O 0 A 4
TS 2B M BER (R 5~7)o 78 2 MK E 4 DIk
5 A KRN 28 A B0 25 v, A5 S8 S B 22,
T 1 gL, Him/NTEH%E, HEFEAREGE 6.7,
X FASGEZARLAIRN, 2 A6 45 1 4 DR B D A
A, AU 1 M IES R WSR2, M 0.2%, H2E

SHRBEGE 6. 7). EBABRACKIKEI S, 4 14
B HORE AR SRR 22 0.3%, RIS EH 2, HERM
AR (TR 5)o RHHAE N TR AR AT A RN K g 5 R {1 A s 3
o, 3AMEE TR 4 MR A B IR B0 45 5 o SR S
RS2, ik 1 mg/100 g, HESMABEGS).

JINTEZ 1) T A5 W 7K 3R A 56 48 SR R R ARG B0 25 SR
SEHIEAZE 3.6%H1 3.7%, HERMERREGE 6).HHKE,
K BT RE R IR R TR B2 TR RUE T G BE
JZPIRFTREITE Fr3RAS BORE R, 78 3 KARBN Y R 5 An Al
i 9T i JOT 8 bR A B B, BT AR A B4 T 55 SR A B B X 1,
SERLIN 22 SR B2, R BIRRT RG4S nT AR

x5 FRINFXEESSETREERNZM

Table 5 Effects of sample order on the test results of each index of rice

B4 b B AG BAAL RFELE! ERSIEY ERNiH Z1H P
5k 5594 12.4 12.5 0.1
KA % " 021
=L 5000 12.5 12.7 0.2
LELE] 5594 0.5 0.7 0.2
7 5 /% N 0.16
AR {2 5000 0.7 0.5 0.2
i (1 5594 20.8 19.3 15 0.98
(mg/100 g) fZm 5000 17.9 19.5 1.6 ’
(ELE 5594 78.2 77.8 0.4
HURE /% N 0.50
5 5000 783 783 0.0
50 5594 57.8 59.6 1.8
HOE AR /% " 0.08
5 5000 52.6 54.0 1.4
6 IR/ NEZIEIRR I RN
Table 6 Effects of sample order on the test results of each index of wheat
Bl 4G b B AG BAAL RFELE! ERSIEY ERNiH PAIEN P
S EL) PiE 3325 796 799 3 0.00
£ ST 7305 794 798 4 '
T &t 3325 10.8 11.1 0.3
K% 0.30
’ ST L 7305 12.0 12.1 0.1
PiEc] 3325 0.7 0.5 0.2
H=JT /% ) 0.50
ST 7305 0.7 0.7 0.0
. . T &t 3325 8.0 7.3 0.7
AoEERL% ] 0.59
ST L 7305 7.5 7.6 0.1
PiEc] 3325 226 218 8
AT A W K 3R /% 0.96
’ WL 7305 186 193 7
7 R EREIERRIELE RN
Table 7 Effects of sample order on the test results of each index of maize
Bl 4G b B AG BAL RFELE! ERSIEY ERNiH Z1H P
AE/L) Fr&t 2479 714 714 0 0.50
% )
£ ST 3969 732 728 4
PiE= 2479 14.6 14.6 0
KA 1% J /
SETR 3969 14.5 14.5 0
PiEc] 2479 0.5 0.5 0
2R /% ) /
P ST L 3969 0.4 0.4 0
. N Frdf 2479 5.6 6.2 0.6
AoEERL % ] 0.95
ST L 3969 6.8 6.1 0.7
BE 5 BT/ &t 2479 44 41 3
1.00
(mg/100 g) SET5L 3969 36 39 3
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FEXPUTIN . . 107, W, (iR, FHbk 6 MET
SEMREA . EoK. NEE 3 RN, AR R G RIE T RE
K6 o SRR E 2 O AT RRAG IS5 SR R, ARBEAT HORK
Ko Hoh, LR RS MRES B . TR N
ST RGBSR A K /4 N s e R A BB
PR AL {5 FH PR RIS S 45 B 0 A A I 285 SR — 2 1 IR 22,
A B4 24 AR OE R R Sh Y BN, 4l 25 N
(P>0.05)(F% 8)o TEANIAGTY bR FFGAFAE Iy S iR Fi 4

R I &R PR B LE 95% 845 DX N Y g & 1 o B R
IR, FAERRI P BT 0.05, RIABIRTRE S R FER
BREAMKGIRE R E A RE,

FEXT/ N AT R B, SR SR — Ry S AR 1Y
FE SR 20T LA Oy S 3RAR IR i 45 SR 5 20%, T DON 1Y
FrENMGH 27%, HAFEFRENNZESIA KGR 9). BiIXIAFE
CRIFFFTFE T RTINS A AR TE 95% B R IX.
[ P5T, fEIEAERRE P KT 0.05, RUDRAFHTEE
WE SO AT 0L oL AN G R =t

®8 mRFLLAINESRRGIEESERIFNE

Table 8 Effects of spot sample ratio on the results of rice quality inspection

Lioall 7 By fout] fRFHE FHFE 1 FFHFE 2 P
W oz Ien 2974 80.3 79.9
K el keN 3527 82.0 82.3
L el keN 6314 58.6 61.6
HURE R /% T BVATREN 1499 80.5 80.6 0.32
Ly VA KN 1485 80.2 80.0
bR Bt 5594 79.0 79.3
L R 6092 79.6 79.8
H HIF G 2974 67.9 67.3
H el keN 3527 69.7 69.5
TR e ReN 6314 80.2 80.2
AR R% o7 SR 1499 59.9 64.1 0.24
L7 A KN 1485 61.6 63.4
] JZE N 5594 60.3 60.6
L R 6092 58.6 58.9
H el keN 2974 0.8 0.7
R e lrikEn 3527 0.9 0.7
T KIFE G 6314 0.7 0.8
A% LT VA KN 1499 1.0 0.8 0.41
Ly S A 1485 0.7 0.7
o] e N 5594 0.9 1.0
L e 6092 0.7 0.7
R pelrikEn 2974 13.7 135
H eI ReN 3527 14.2 14.0
L e ke 6314 13.0 13.1
KI1% i SEE A 1499 143 14.4 0.16
Ly S A 1485 14.8 14.5
O] e 5594 14.2 14.0
L e 6092 13.0 13.0
R e KeN 2974 0 0
H KIFE G 3527 0 0
L e IR 6314 0 0
K Y% LT AL REN 1499 0 0 /
Ly S A 1485 0 0
o] JzE N 5594 0 0
L e 6092 0 0
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LRIl =g Hhy (o] B R FFEN S 2 P
Hk oA EeN 2974 18.0 17.5
Hk o laIKeN 3527 16.9 16.2
=y S T
——r 4;% /i*aﬁ 6314 15.8 16.4
(mg/100 g) }T ¥ﬁﬁ@ 1499 152 15.8 0.32
oy M 1485 15.9 16.4
b)) FHRE 5594 226 25.1
T FBRE 6092 16.8 16.8
bk bk ey 2974 0 0
Hk o liIKeN 3527 0 0
LR e lRe 6314 0 0
&R B/ I S 1499 1 2 0.17
(ng/ke) T DACRE 1485 1 2
b)) A 5594 0 0
G Pl 6092 0 0
bk bk ey 2974 0.00 0.00
Hk o laIkeN 3527 0.00 0.00
LR H A 6314 0.12 0.12
f#/(mg/kg) w7 VA 1499 0.04 0.00 0.49
o SR 1485 0.06 0.00
Eg Pl 5594 0.04 0.05
T HRE 6092 0.10 0.13
#9 SHLfIMNEREREERNZMW
Table 9 Effects of spot sample ratio on the results of wheat quality inspection
LioalllEiegan B [ AV G R %1 R % 2 P
o S 2035 0.4 0.6
SUA S 6462 0.5 0.4
25 /% N} B 4700 0.4 0.3 0.37
L ZE e 7002 0.4 0.1
L Bt 7000 0.3 0.2
oy S 2035 11.0 10.9
o RVA RN 6462 10.8 11.1
K53 1% Y] iz E e 4700 115 11.7 0.23
L HRA 7002 11.6 11.7
L it 7000 11.7 11.7
uTr S 2035 815 817
Ly VAN 6462 813 815
A HE/(g/L) bl HERA 4700 796 796 0.19
L Bt 7002 789 788
L B 7000 795 797
SO DAGEE 2035 2.3 2.9
uTr BVA RN 6462 3.8 3.5
A FEERLI Y NN i E e 4700 43 4.4 0.33
T Ve e 7002 42 5.9
L HRA 7000 23 22
uTr S 2035 200 250
oy VAN 6462 250 150
DON/(pg/kg) bl HRA 4700 300 250 0.28
L Bt 7002 0 0
L HRA 7000 375 309
Ly VAN 2035 2 4
T S 6462 4 1
ZEN/(pg/kg) ] Bt 4700 9 14 0.31
L HRA 7002 0 0

G B 7000 18 23




46 B dn 2 4 R R I A 4R 514 4

TEXT TR BFTFREAG IR p, (0 B AKX — 45 45 P 21 ATIPFATAE ST S P A TORFE S RS 0BT S8R, 7E 95%
FEAR AT 22 M8, SR TIER — FhATAF J5 S 3RAT UKL bl g Ak, BFIXEN, #4560 P 2T 0.05, REIPRHTRE 5
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Table 10 Effects of spot sample ratio on the results of maize quality inspection

LioRUlE 7 By o] RFHEA FHEE I FFHHFE 2 P
Hbk e zIKEN 3940 0.7 0.8
oy o2l keN 10000 0.8 1.0
Sl % K J%ﬁﬁ 4271 0.4 0.2 0.84
LT Bt 5480 0.8 0.5
L Bt 6171 0.6 0.6
L Bt 6828 1.5 1.6
bk e zIEN 3940 714 711
oy el EeN 10000 708 710
KT K |72 N 4271 715 712 o1
a7 N 5480 733 738
L Bt 6171 742 744
LB Pt 6828 742 742
Hk e zIkEN 3940 13.4 13.6
FUAH el keN 10000 12.6 12.8
K% K e 4271 13.9 14.1 ol
a7 N 5480 14.0 14.0
L Bt 6171 13.5 13.4
L Pt 6828 13.0 13.5
Hbk oz Ien 3940 5.9 5.5
FUAH el keN 10000 8.0 7.2
Rz /% K e 4271 45 4.0 07
a7 Bt 5480 5.4 6.5
T Pt 6171 9.8 9.4
L Bt 6828 9.8 7.6
bk telken 3940 0.4 0.1
Ly 512K en 10000 0.5 0.7
A% H At 4271 0.6 0.2 0.46
LT e 5480 1.0 1.4
L RN 6171 0.4 0.3
L Pt 6828 0.6 0.1
H KIFE G 3940 41.6 41.0
Ly A 10000 59.9 61.0
1 A/ H N 4271 33.9 33.1
(mg/100 g) Ly Bt 5480 37.8 37.8 045
L Bt 6171 59.5 61.3
L R 6828 61.0 61.5
H e 21K eN 3940 590 610
oy KIFE G 10000 450 300
R N 4271 680 555
DONi(ug/ke) i ity 5480 350 300 099
L Bt 6171 339 632
L R 6828 195 211
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R 10(E)
LRI =g B (gl RFH AR L FHE S 2 P
W KA 3940 28 20
o KA 10000 15 29
ZEN/ugike) bk iz E e 4271 23 17 073
uTr )z E e 5480 18 29
T B 6171 34 20
T BERE 6828 21 14
S iz 3940 0 0
SU H A 10000 0 1
HMEEZ B/ R e 4271 0 0 018
(ug/kg) L Bt 5480 1 1 ’
L ZE e 6171 0 1
L iz E e 6828 0 0

WX R S R Z R R 3 D RRACR A E B
SRR LU HEA T RRET A0 SRR AR RO AR N, AT AR R B, PRl
AT B8 RE T — SE R AR A R b A — 2 B Il 22,
BG4S R 22 AN 3, NP Rl R EE AN
SRR A AR DN B A 2 AR, AT

3 g5 ER

TEXT GB/T 5491 EZRARMEMAT TR RE S, £FXF TLFPAS
FRFRE TR, 28, 208 SR EFRESE
5, FERCAFEAR t KB i SERt L, BFoT s SRR
LBl I A SRR SR SRR URE AR, MR 2% 00 & ks 3 T4
KA REA, (AREFHIFARE, AR
MR . FFRECR S, WTHTREZREMKER . 41X
WERBR A TR ERS LJE T FFREIY . SRR
B RAS TR %] Ji5 SRR £ ST s A 3 AR I I 2 1
Wel, FEAR B SE AR I T R A

IR T 2080, GRS . ME. BRI K
RN Z R R SRR N S0 5, W Rt . R
Fir. GREIRZ, REH8 LT EGER IR, A FFFFE 7 X
R it SRS 36 1) e AR 4 1 50 S, DU AR il
E B INE A FR R A FFRE % . [RIR, Bl ELIDE I DL R
N TR K, FTa % 2 AN A B RE A it &% 1
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