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(49 %
A& Carbon Hydrogen Oxigen Nitrogen Sulphur
A =5 34.38 6.20 31.12 3.46 0.41
*F =8 40.85 6.99 31.03 3.78 0.20
oA A =R 42.16 7.28 31.03 5.32 -
n| < 34.05 5.18 36.68 3.61 0.37
R A A} 34.09 5.43 41.15 1.86 0.37
% 36.10 4,94 42.78 1.72 0.73

PArEA AE FJ7)A AEAI7IH, ZH7Ee] Alsel] digk o] wf
oo rhs wAE W o & wEls WS AN S SITHtable 2).

(9] ml/gVs)

Al COg CH4 NHs
T =5 335.4 441.8 67.1
ST =R 403.5 567.6 77.0
oAt =5 386.2 566.9 10.3
" 404.2 391.4 72.4
A v 387.4 380.1 35.8
% 415.7 365.5 31.9
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reagent amount A& VS(mg/g)
CaClz-2H20 1.67 ¢ N
-] )=

NH,CI 2.66 g &8 = 380
MgCly6H,0 12 g o= w=un 298
MHC12'4H20 0.133 g
KCl 8.67 g oAb Ei 679
H;BO; 0.038 g ol o

745
CuCly2H0 0.018 g 1
NasMnO4-2H.0 0.017 g thA uh 837
7nCls 0014 g =
CoCly6H50 0.2 g x 666

table 3. Nutrient Solution(Z&4 100ml 7)) table 4. A2 VS 54
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