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Treating of bisphenol A-containing wastewater by
tidal flow constructed wetland

SUI Chunxiao!™*™ WANG Lin'*

(1. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Ocean University of China, Qingdao, 266100, China; 2. Key Laboratory
of the State Ministry of Education of Marine Environment and Ecology, Ocean University of China, Qingdao, 266100, China)

Abstract: Tidal flow constructed /wetland was employed to treat bisphenol A ( BPA) containing
wastewater. The results indicated that the-optimum submerged reaction time and empty bed time were
both 24 h. The pollutants removal of reed bed wetland including COD.,, TP, NH,-N, NO,-N, NO,-
N and SS was slightly higher than cattail bed wetland. However, the removal of bisphenol A by reed
bed wetland. was lower than that of cattail bed wetland, and the removal efficiency of bisphenol A by
reed bed wetland and cattail bed wetland were between 70%—83% and 74%—96%.The rhizosphere
polyphenol.oxidase activity of reeds and cattails varied between 1.47—3.19 mg-g™'. The rhizosphere
soil polyphenol oxidase activity of cattails was higher than that of reed. The tidal flow constructed
wetland system with“reeds bed and cattails bed are both suitable for treating bisphenol A containing
wastewater.

Keywords :tidal flow constructed wetland, bisphenol A, polyphenol oxidase, reed, cattail.
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TCE SR

W A (BPA) S&—Fh N o0 TPk 8, 12 W H T S0 AR i i DA S AR5 7 o i A
Hr RS SIEAR SR KU A FARE A P RS o o DB A RAF R 40000 t, 31 $EE R 223000 117
W A VBN —FEREE R, B Sk d VR B 2 2R pg - mL™" ISE AT T 0 98 2 422 AC 4 6 400 s o 3
F 1) SRR, AU A VREEIAF] 0.04—0.4 pmol - LB, 23X ik A0 2545 K A A W P A 7 A
JH 3 HEBE R 0.1—10 pmol - L7 B, 2% AN 400 R 40 LA KA B RE 1 45 7= A im0y A BT 12 A7 7E
FHETE K T RK J5TR A KB B u i b NSNS KA BT K DU SRS A
AR EE OO A, HL 08 A BAT SRR ME  ZE R —T5 7K A BT rh ik =AWy A MR BEAR I K, B
B 35172000 pg- L7t

AN TR —Fp IR AR I REFE , H A B IR PR 8525 19 75 /K Ak R H AR, LI N Ak H RT3
XU AT5 7K AL FRAHF S A 2 18 AR I R R 7 I N TR AL B 5 X A 95 7K, i adas 17, B
FEE N TR R s 17440, Z S5 431157k COD,, . TP \NH,-N \NO,-N NO,-N . SS( [FE{REIFY)) .
BPA K Z Wy A AL SR AR AR fL R 0, b 7 XU A /737J<E’JM%MH,JZ@E.

1 #5771 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 SEEM R

SRR BET 2 A RO ] A 25 S e, R FH B9 Ak B B R T B, By s RS 1R < K x i x
2 1100 mmx600 mmx800 mm. W #5534 3 A~ X3 . i 7K B 7K X SRR DX AT 7K X, i 7K R 7K X K
HK X RSFARTR], Kex FEx 554 600 mmx 100 mmx800 mm ; SRS R 1% 14 - K x 58 x5 4 900 mmx
600 mmx800 mm. IR} Sz v X IR} = B 600 mm,iﬁﬂq%i%‘yfﬁﬁggﬁﬂ 100 mm E’\]ii:%,;ﬂ\: 100 mm BY#E
e, SEREEE R K A R AR BRI AE 30—50 mm, FLBRSR N 38% ; il 1 -1 Jy A9, by b [0V 9 2 W5
LLASE X o 198y (50 0 b A 40 ) o A 2

D bR P e P P = A i, A1 IR0 I 5 o I R DA A 0B LA DX DA YR 3 7K R T P = DR R 28 il AT
PRAIAE 25 B 15 R B 10K 35 Bk SCB0 0 v i N TR Hu g 1 32 47 S8 30 Sk < 1 7K -8 1 S -t 7K -2 IR IR
BRI 545 /K EE HHQT AT 48 B et 45 il g s 7K A B 1] K 3081 9% T N TR i R 45 ] 2015 4F
3 A 1 HIFRsfTRIR, 2 2016 4F 4 A 20 H IFE X BURESE 75 25256 (1 0 Hr it

TV TN TR R 7K Ry AU BE 5 7K N TR 7K, BB R . oK SR AN 150 mg - L', i R B¢
48 mg- L™ L% 125 mg-E7 JasK&E A5 13 mg- L' BERR — 508 38 mg L™ FREK 30 mg- L', FE/KEM
B A WRIETE 200 we sLT 22 A, i KOK A8 AR 225 36 15280 24 i 35 R oA 4.

&1 IAROKBHER

Table 1 The quality index of influent water

KRR Index COD, MATN Wk TP Z % NH;-N SS BPA
¥ Concentration/( mg-L™") 228.75 35.41 11.40 33.96 106.03 0.02
12 Kk

FRIEAS 15 Y 10 25 R AR B0 A 12080387 I N T30 1 1) e A 9 5% S 17 B[] A 2 R IR 5 s 1), BT
FEVEHI IR A3z 1 7 JE 0. 15 25 RIS 1] 24 h(24 h B985 5R) KI5 s B A ] 0 26,10 .24 .36 .48 h;
WD E | 7KK BT 45 (DO ,pH ,COD, ZUAL BV BV [ SS) , MR AN [7] 5 V8 s o Bsf 1) 114 Ak FHL 850 2R i

R e A Y 8 S I s [ Tmﬁ{%&fif“ﬁllﬂ?ﬁ&:ﬂ”ﬁﬁllﬂlxﬁjy2 4.8.12.16.,20.24 30 .48 h [F]A£ W I
HE AR TR, AR AN ] 23 PRI [R] T (4 A B A R o2 e 2 PRI )

TERAEIBAT 2 TSI 77 00 N T30 X 2 0L A 3B T5 K A Ak B SRE. — A &1 S99 i 1) P 3 4 1
1, 3z 47 8 ¥k, Mg kKK BT #R : COD, \ TP \NH;-N NO,-N \NO,-N SS DI Jz BPA ¥k, [6] if
T B ARG M, AT S BPA ZeBRF 2 R] A A DG S 56 A R I B A R A 22—27 C.

1.3 Wik
WM 7EF8HR COD, TP \NH;-N NO;-N NO,-N J SS #2k FEfnik, Hft COD R E IR L, TP K
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FHAHREE 73 et e TN SR ke i B T A 23 DO B 325, N -N R AN R R 20t 3%, NO,-N
RTEANI O, NO,-N R H A MG e, SS R L ZH A LEER AR =B b6
BT BPA SRITAAH GG I E Y SRR SRR AT S M 3 2 TR,

T2 Wy A PE AT B 2

Table 2 Operating conditions of GC-MS for bisphenol A
SR B3 1 4514 Operating conditions for GC-MS

5 TEE Injection port temp 280 C
H SR Injection mode A4 Splitless
PR Sample loading amount 2 nL

50 °C (2 min)—100 °C (20 C+min~")—200 °C (10 C+min"')—

SR Temp. progs:
FIEELIT: Temp. program 300 °C (20 Comin~", 3 min)

255 TR Interface temp 280 C
B FHEHEE Mass scanning range 35—400 m/z
BT IR FLIE lonization voltage 70 eV

XU A $ ORI E J5 i TR AR s TR PO AGE & S0A0 8, TRERA 5 F =S R - TR TR TR
BRI 3 3, A IR OB R R 45, T R 5755700 5 In A REE AR IR (N, O3 ( = H 3L RE e 36 )
L TERE ,BSTFA) #EATATAEAL  IAGE 5 Ok BRR M , R4 2 1 mL, IA PR (3E-d10) , #FFE 2 GC-MS
OYHTAE SR A BARIR e iR AR S WSk 16-17].

L4 ooy
SRR SPSS 19.0 HE1T 7 22 R 40T , >R Origin 8.5 2l 3.

2 R 51718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 SRR T S B ]

[ 72 25 PRAHH] 24 h(24 h /LR Q) BEE M SV E N 2.6.,10.24 36 .48 h, it Hi7K DO pH AY4E
TEREBL LK COD, A A WSS B LBRECRINE 1 .

pH SEFZM A T 38R RS ) J AE 384T I B 248 b5, pH 28 155 S AR AS ) 18 1 9 S E P AR
R ) AR 2 0 b F A BRSO A S L R L 1 () BT, 2EUK pH (VS IR 7.03—7.12,F
¥ pH B 7.07, P95 R R TREHLA 7K pH B Y& T EK , W0 Hh PRAE W R B B 0] 2 h B
pH {E AR5k 7.09 1 7.07,36 h IR =43 510 7.36 1 7.40.

A7 T N T T %) R B P 17 i [1) 2 5 eV b AR i R W R B R R 2 — | UL R i — D 52 )
IR F R AE T ARG I 1(b) T LA H L #EK DO fELE 7.5—8.3 mg- L' JEFEI , % 25 ARG
K B A R Vst e DO 52 4 it 255 1 18 S5 R[] 940 18 T o A 6K 308 e o AR [ 8 082 sz g st ] sk 4
7K pH DO {E AL AT L& B, 8 3 S L At 1] A, H 7K pH A, 1fi DO 7 i @ik, X2 Rk 248 DO
B B R T b Bl ) S A R A B PR R I TR Bl A e AR R I S T S A
FRRZS | W R G0 I AR 8 PR ARCIRAS SRR S s L 240 B AR FH 2R 7K v 98 ML A v SR R A T
T4k, AR 0 ) SRS AR FH 25 00 R el T i, e 30K pH (E R T

B 1 () o (d) 2502 2 =35 PRORI R T AT M 7 AN [ 38 38% 52 17 B8], 5 e 4 25 B3 o3 1 728 A A7 40 6 14
HIRGENT COD, A VA M Y 25 B 38 B e R AETEWE IR SOV (1] 24 h B, X COD, 9 2 BR %
58.99% (1 H IRIEHE ) F1 50.84% (i ARITHb ) | X2 A 2 BR %N 64.40% (=5 IRIEHL ) A1 61.58% (&
THRTEH ) | BRI LBRR A 67.03% (P 2ERIEH ) 1 65.31% (i RIS ) , S BEAY LR R A 48.56%
(P IRIEH) FI 45.92% (B3 RIZHY ) |, 247 B2 Sy B (8] 4B 1 24 b, A0 PR A4320 T [, 78 1 15 s
AFIE] 48 h Bk A ARG R 5 22 , i VA R T aod K S S0 b R SEDRRH A9 88 R A R~ W2 R A T, Rl O A 1
SRS TS YRS R KR S SO SN R R T 24 b S BRIR T A AL COD,, R
FBRARB T . BV T S 0L B[R] 38 % =5 PR AN Vo RIS SS A 2 B3 8320 Wi 1, 7% =45 RV b Xof



6 Y] WS R IGE 55 - W47 TN TR AL PR3 00 A T57K 1239

SS 2B M 54.99% 1411151 90.89% , 75 i FRIBHBXT SS 1 2B R 47.21%48 %] 91.78% , AR W
2SS FEFTA I N I v 25 Bk = B o R AR R AR PRI AE 8 V8 S o7 B B, SS AT LA AE 3 A3 AT TE
YERAS LA LB, B AAEER S N Tt rp | 504 g s 18 s oz sf (B B8 A ) 1SS 19 22 .

—a—j#K Influent —e— P AE R 9K Effluent of reed bed —a— K H 7K Effluent of cattail bed
75 apH 97 b.DO
8 ./I/.\-/-\-
74} L
~ 7 B
» SR
73 W 6
jant £ L
= S s
72} &’ [
4k
71F
3k
7.0 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 2 1 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 1 1 | J
2 6 12 24 36 48 2 6 12 24 36 48
Submerged reaction time/h Submerged reaction time/h
—=— 55 NH3-N —e— H TN —A— Mgk TP—v—COD —e—SS
100 [ © /%% Reed 100 - 4. %3 Cattail
90 - 9 |
80 |- so
S 0k s 0F
= 60 —= 60
3 <[ 3 [
250 2 s
Q - L -
“ 40| &0l
30 30f
20| 20[
10 [ | 1 | 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] 10 i 1 1
2 6 12 24 36 48 2 6 12 24 36 48
Submerged reaction time/h Submerged reaction time/h

1 S[A)E B s BRI 2 bt H 7K pH (DO (B 75 Y £ BRACR

Fig.1 pH, DO value’and pollutants removal at different submerged reaction time

AR F 3R S0 45 R b AN [ 50 S BN 1] R SR b H 7K 9 pH (DO AR 7 25 175 il PRI M o Sl | 2
A COD, \SS 1 PR HhRE-24 by fic HEE ¥ S A [ia) 78 1 5 foe A2 PR [ 1 3 B B, 15
D b A V52 B L I [ 5. 24 h
2.2 IR fEAS RN E ]

A W SN IRE] O 24 b, 3523 RN B I IEL 23 31 2 46,812 16,24 48 h, i#EHi7K DO pH (75
FEIE LI K COD g, A VAL BV (SS 19 R BRECR A 2 Fis.

F ] 2 Ca) AT AL, U BE SRR /K pH (B IE ] 7.02—7.12, -1 pH {8 7.07. P R G /K pH
¥ K, BB #EK pH 9ISl sl Horb = =35 RIS K pH B HE K pH {29351 70.28,
Tl IR K pH (B HEHEK pH ESE3 0 T 0.30. 181 2(b) R R RS K DO (B BEZS PRI ] 4728
PGB, FEWE BRI ] g 24 h BRI AT 26AF T AN [R) 25 R PRI E] R 37K DO A /MiE BE B 3y, 7E 6.89—
8.35 mg-L YU N, HEKF1 DO &8 7.90 mg- L™, /2 35 FUE T PRI HE 22 45 K DO & &/ T iEK
DO, 7 4.2 mg- L™ A A7 38 55 XoF HAS [ 78 18 S5 g P i) 5 R [) 235 R PR B i) 3 1R 7K pHL, DO {EL A 284k
AT RAR I, W B )X R e K pH DO fA 52 BE K.

Pl 2 (e od) 2330 2R 7 3 PR il R 0 b X 54> T A 0 149 25 SRR . 81 ] RS T 25 PR IR )
P T 25 15 Y TR BRI BRI — W 2 (4 21y 25 PR IR BB 6] 28 24 h B, AR L R GE XS COD, B
BRI 2B R A, X COD ., B B 83.94% (15 25 FRIT ML ) M1 79.49% (751l RIEHL ) |, X2 &
BRI 73.64% (7 E IR ML) M 68.91% (Frili RIEHL) , BRI EFRFA 67.64% (72 R M ) Al
65.95% (FFH RITHE ) , SRR L BRFHN 49.87% (1 =5 RIBHL ) F1 45.23% (B il RITHL ) 2 =35 RN i
PRI HB Y76 28 PRI ] 2 h I, 65 4% 35 Y F R 10 22 R SR 1. 25 PRI ] g 48 b, X6 COD ., 22 B B AIE.
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25 PR IR BB TRI 6 SS 19 L B2 m g/ I R G0 %) SS 1 Bk R IEARTE 70% LA &, BESS PR IR B A [a] (1 4E
K, SS ZBRFIAE [ FHEaH W 25 RN R] A IR | PR IEUR} 2 1 A 4 i S A= 4 40 i T R 43 6 o
WRHER B2 1 LA R A2 T RO AL S0 B 1 DR R B

—a— 337K Influent —o— S IEK 7k Effluent of reed bed —a— 3@ I i 7K Effluent of cattail bed

7.6 apH 9 b.DO
= 't W\/
741 a~ T
|
WO
T 73F £ L
=) <
L 8 Sk
721 i
- 4
71F -\/\-\/-\/ 3 -_
Jolbt— 0 T 2-11111|1||1||1|1.
2 4 6 8 12 16 24 48 2 4 6 8 12 16 24 48
Empty bed time/h Empty bed time/h
100 —a— 5% NH;-N—o— B4 TN =+ @i TP —v—COD —*—SS
C c. % Reed ]00_’ d. &3 Cattail
90: 90|
80| sok
8 70 |- & 70:.
2 r L L
E’_ 60 |- E’. 60 F
z sof : ol
e | g
&2 40 & 40
30f 2ok
20 - 201
[0 J S T S T I T N Y T [N S S T ' 10I|I|I|I|I|I|I|I|
2 4 6 8 12 16 24 48 2 4 6 8 12 16 24 48
Empty bed time/h Empty bed time/h

B2 AT s PR P [t it i K pH DO fBL A 35 e 5 R ACR:

Fig.2 pH, DO value and pollutant removal at different empty bed time

LEA AT ASTR) 23 B PR B B TR) T 92 Mgk H /K B pH (DO DL R 2 25 7 T PRI M e B A BVAL
COD,, .SS M ZBRFCR , 25 IR I B IHE] A 24 h N fcfEas PRIA & A [A].

FRIGIRIELE I B W BT[] 24 h 25 RN B P IE] 24 h A58 i3 i AN T3t i itk s
17 2% A%.
2.3 WA T EL T4

G R h 2016 4 6 A 4 HE 2016 4£ 6 H 23 H, 43120 d, {504 2 d BUbFE—Kk,6 H 7 HZ 5K
AEIEH BORE, T 6 H 12 H BB BURE , KR T 5 C R, 3FT 24 h IWE TS bR 850 10 1) F H K 75 e )
WeRE N3 3 .

26 3 AT, g K A BEAE 32.42—38.33 mg- L' 2 JA] , /K & R JEAE 2.39—6.18 mg- L™ AT
VAL, TR T AR X 2 2R 1Y) 25 R 3R AE 80%—94% 22 (1], i 375 DR 1 b Yo 20 280 1) 2 R A8 SR L =45 R 10 b s A1 3
TS FHR EETE 0.01—0.81 mg- L™ 2Z 0], B SR, /K WA A8 0k B BT 00 v Tk KOk B, A A5 8L
JENHE RGeS A - RS A AR A ] R KO 2 R B R v, T I 2 b R e A A AR I
TEACAE P35 g0 A 0], A S R BRSBTS A R TR KR B Ry 1.88 mg - L7, 2 35 IR A i IR
Vb X i A R 2 BR A 80% LA b R0 /K B Uk B AE 10.80—12.16 mg- LG E A, /K I SN,
S RN b R S R D b T S P S BRASCRARE , PR YERETE 40% Ao A7 /K COD,, ¥R B2 Uik 2 ¥ il
AR EAK 213.13 mg- L7, Fe i 250.63 mg- L7, PR R 48 HH 7K COD ¥ B FE 30.25—55.73 mg- L™,
E R FRYEIFTE 76%—87% 1 [l . SS SF-HE K He E 106.03 mg- L™, IR RS0t SS B 25 R BUR 8 ,
H R E , K SS IRIETE 6.36—13.78 mg- L™ Z[0], Z2BRFAE 85% L I, Horp P 25 IRIBHL X SS 1 225
R 91.67% , Bl RIBHLNT SS IR BRR A 90.87% , i HIXT SS AYZBRBUERM2ZA K.

i
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&3 KT REPIEE (mg- L")

Table 3 The concentrations of pollutants in influent and effluent water

6/4 HE/K Influent 32.86 0.01 2.19 11.44 225.63 98.76
6/5 PR K Effluent of reed bed 2.97 — 0.06 5.89 36.78 8.35
6/5 F i R K Effluent of cattail bed 3.58 — 0.13 6.93 40.11 9.19
6/6 HE/K Influent 32.42 0.02 2.16 10.80 213.13 110.85
6/7 PR IK Effluent of reed bed 3.06 0.21 0.07 6.83 40.59 8.71
6/7 ¥ A 7K Effluent of cattail bed 4.99 0.35 0.37 6.21 43.66 10.91
6/12 37K Influent 37.77 0.02 2.54 11.38 213.13 96.74
6/13 FEE R K Effluent of reed bed 2.39 0.48 0.49 6.69 39.71 6.36
6/13 ZFili R K Effluent of cattail bed 4.21 0.39 0.10 6.99 44,05 9.17
6/14 i}t K Influent 38.33 0.03 1.75 11.44 238.13 101.45
6/15 FiZE R K Effluent of reed bed 5.01 0.82 0.31 6.88 50.61 11.25
6/15 A3 R 7K Effluent of cattail bed 6.18 0.65 0.16 7.01 55.73 13.78
6/16 7K Influent 34.39 0.35 1.58 12.16 244.38 115.65
6/17 P25 R K Effluent of reed bed 4.65 1.04 0.06 7.85 48.13 8.31
6/17 F i R 7K Effluent of cattail bed 5.17 1.23 0.04 9.71 50.25 11.91
6/18 /7K Influent 34.81 0.67 1.73 10.9 250.63 106.82
6/19 FEE R K Effluent of reed bed 3.69 0.93 0.10 6.98 37.81 10.77
6/19 73 R 7K Effluent of cattail bed 5.44 0.88 0.07 7.37 50.08 13.51
6/20 /7K Influent 36.36 0.71 1.50 11.38 219.38 97.68
6/21 5 R K Effluent of reed bed 4.85 0.95 0.02 5.36 30.25 9.15
6/21 73 R H 7K Effluent of cattail bed 5.20 0.83 — 5.09 41.32 11.27
6/22 il /K Influent 36.36 0.81 1.58 11.66 225.63 120.31
6/23 B R K Effluent of reed bed 3.89 1.04 — 5.32 49.61 7.43
6/23 F i R 7K Effluent of cattail bed 4.26 0.98 0.05 5.77 52.02 11.77
.64 FR AW 6 A4 H, — FRAKHL Note: 6/4 means June 4; ‘—’ means not detected.

R 0 45 5 T A, P =5 RN W RIS T N TR X SS B 2 Al A AL WA ZUR CoDy,
BOA BT B AR 7, I g (1] P 1 b A A PR A AR K, B IS AKOK A R AR A B A 1, DT
SEAL T N TR Y5k ) b B B
2.4 W RN LIEHNT BPA B BRESCE

I N T AR T BPA 125 R ACR IR 3 FioR. i & 3 nln, ik BPA ¥ BE I 3 R K, e 78
16.11—30:24 pg-L G N, 734 21.67 pg- L7, FE R 7K 1 BPA W BEFE 2.89—9.04 pg-L7'Z
[B], 25 bR e F5 7F 70%—83% /2 475 A5 W R 1B bt /K b BPA MR E B ARh 0.77 pg - L7, @ M
5.99 pg L', KBRRTE T4%—96% 2 18] , 7 RIEHIXT BPA 122 850 SR M w0 0% 25 IR M. i 18] 3 3 m]
F i, PR R G X BPA 1) KBRS BESE K Mk B & AR AR b, KR B 5, R R A T T R T RS2 R
EVREE BPA XTAE Y S AT EAE R, LB BPA YR EE RS R X BPA BRI EE 3Z BE ) 4 32 B
11 i

FRAE R B0 25 S T AL, 0 N TR M5 7K R B BPA A B0 1Y 2 BRASCR , A Fp S 2 R i 7%
WA TIRH 255 BPA B)— BN K2 FiE 5T BPA A B0 BT 2 5412 Gt /1 038 iy , vl LA
Y N TR XS BPA ()22 PR A
2.5 HEPIHR R Z W A AR AR 1L

Z 1y AL (PPO ) ELAT FE AL B A S A0 B i XU M T, 76 855 B BB K Iy 2 (b & W S AL LR, R
AB5 26 0T B2 SRR S 0T RN A I AN S A LIS, S8 B A & W G A | R S 3R AR
ARYETF K55 T B A WITTE M Bl 22 B 224 19 N T3 mb = =5 0785 3 AR s - 198 22 1 AU F0 il 115
AR B DL 4 FER.
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Fig.3 Removal efficiency of BPA by tidal Fig.4 Polyphenol oxidase activity, of reeds

flow constructed wetland and cattails rhizosphere soil

HITE 4 0] LU M IBORE I [E] A 7% 25 0 7 i AR B 1 9 22 1y SR TL B PR AE 1.47—3.19 mg- g7 Z )48
Ao AIR IR 772 22 B SR PTG R A0 T A0, I SR PRI X S B /K T BPA L BRAE T 55 T & il
PRIEHL A B IR 2 — .8 YCHIURE P T 3 UCHBUREREAK Ry B 2K R 5 R M K O S50 28 ML 45 9 75 BPA
SlERE K. & 4 a] U S a AT e 22 M S A S PR AR AR, 7 S AR P 3 22 1 SR AL S P A
HEFEAE 1.70 mg- g™, IF I ETHE S Tl iR PR 2 B EALREEPE T 6 A 6 HIXFIRARN 1.47 mg-g™',
ZJE T IR ISR 6 J 18 HAE 2 2.53 mg-g™ , WUy A X 35 MRPR 2 M S AL M6 MAT — S USRI VR
SN 0 2, F A AR B 2 1 S RS 5 T R ).

T IERHE AR pH R BEAF RN , NG A P A A T B il T A A o SO T
AR P I P A e . R 0 22 W SR P I 6 M ) AR AR 00, T 20 7 7 2 PR 3t A0 78 3 PRI X BPAL 2%
BRASR A 22 B UL

3 78 ( Conclusion)

T 25 PR R T A T 0 25 9 114 o 8 82 S 17 e 1) N s FE 2 PR PR B () 458 24 b e e as A7 & F
PR R W H X ‘COD, 2 AL AR A L B SS B9 R BR A5 83.94% . 73.64% . 67.64% , 49.87% Fl
91.67% ; Fr i KT HIXT COD,, & A B BB . SS ML BRF 5514 79.49% 68.91% | 65.95% .45.23%
190.87%.

T 25 R I T PRI M X 42 B 25 R AE 80%—94% 2 A7, M R AS AU 22 B RAE 80% LA |, X B i
BBRRILARYERFAE 40% 2247, COD 1 KPR FIEARYERFAE 76%—87% ,SS W L FRFIITE 85% L) I, Ab P
KA TAbR , BB Y 25 BRASCI IS 22 75 5 PRI HL X BPA A9 22 BR RAE 74%—96% 2 [8], 1 35 IR 1 3th Xt
BPA 1 EBRFRIEARGERFE 70%—83% Jo A7 ; A i IRTEHOXT BPA 1Y 25 BRI i 172 25 PRIR . 25 25
AR PR 3 2 Wy AL BTG MEAE 1.47—3.19 mg- g ' Z B 251k, 7 3 4R Pr 22 Wy S8 AL Bl 15 P 52 BPA 24
N PSR BR 22 1 A AR P Y S A7 B
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