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2. HRIKATLARGEE;E75 Forests can reduce PM pollution
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3. HRMAERRARKS TR Forest can remove particles
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—. VB reqgulation mechanisms
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TR A 3
PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.g. nitrate) assimil'yr’“’
absorbed in plants

(2) PARRERE AR AREIPM, s ALE S oAl i5 407 AR
RS s '

PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.g. sulfate) assimi'.l.": .
absorbed in plants s
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PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.g. benzopyrene) assrmll
and absorbed in plants
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PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.g. heavy metal) aSSimiIate'— &
absorbed in plants
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Adaptive characteristics on plant tissue after absorbing =
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—. AP regulation mechanisms
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PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.a. nitrate) assimilated and absorbed in plants
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—. AP regulation mechanisms
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—. AP regulation mechanisms
(3) PAZRFHEE AR FTHIPM, BYIHIFEE A A B IR BES K iH

PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.g. benzopyrene) assimilated and absorbed in plants
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S FI 63.8215.21a 54.75+8.14b 32.71+2.34c 13.74%1.26e 22.62+2.12d 19.20+0.22ed
Phe 500.58+8.50a 486.87+7.81a 168.384#9.53c | 195.04+1.94b | 104.76+7.81d | 118.40+3.56d
Ant 9.27+0.90b 8.69+0.53b 12.750.10a 3.26+1.02c 15.4610.61a 2.76+0.60c
Flu 77.756.89a 42.7+4.89b 17.45+4.37c 13.67+3.17c 19.160.51c 12.39+0.55¢
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5~ | BkF 1.77+0.21ab 0.76+0.15ab 0.84+0.08ab 2.04+1.62a 1.34+0.88ab 0.4910.06b
6 BaP 1.12+0.26a 0.5310.22ab 1.09+0.68a 0.3510.20b 0.3310.18b 0.2110.06b
DBA 0.09+0.02 BDL BDL 0.20+0.11 BDL BDL
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PM 2.5 soluble organic pollute (e.g. heavy metal) assimilated and absorbed in plants
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—. YE¥EHIIE reqgulation mechanisms

(5) 1EHIWRFE . RSPV, TR G 2R 4R £ RYIE N T4 4FE

Adaptive characteristics on plant tissue after absorbing PM2.5
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(1) FSHH4DRE X B FRIR P M, S Tk H A9 2
Influences of pollutant concentration on classical plants
absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5)
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(2) SREUGHBRFRMPM, STRAINTIOHAR
Influences of meteorological factors on classical plants
absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5)

(3) BETTELK & B RIRM SIEHPM, S HRY

Dynamic state of classical plants absorbing PM(e.g. PM25
at different growing status
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=. Ih&e=E Differences of function
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Influences of pollutant concentration on classical plants absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5)
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=. Ih&e=E Differences of function

(2) HRFMHXTHRBIFIFRIRFPM, SRR R A 5=
Influences of meteorological factors on classical plants absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5)
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(2) HRFMHXTHRBIFIFRIRFPM, SRR R A 5=
Influences of meteorological factors on classical plants absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5)
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(2) S&RFEHXT

3) RFXEYIM R BR8P The removal of particulate matter from plant leaf surface by rainfall and wind
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Influences of meteorological factors on classical plants absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5)
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(3) HBIBIFIAEE K% F M EL IR SBEFEPM, s BRI RS
Dynamic state of classical plants absorbing PM(e.g. PM2.5) at different growing status
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BRI N
= 2 I EFAPM2. 5IR
(5) BE3E;RTSIEERYIE B Fhifik e R (e - on?)

1 E 0. 887 39 #ITH 0.192

Selection of suitable tree species for 2 T 0. 854 20 B 0. 183

3 B R 0. 850 41 R 0.172

haze prevention and poIIutlon control 4 A 0.808 42 KBt 0.170

TR o 5 TE 0. 751 43 Hai 0.165

6 &Lz 0.729 44 Kz 0. 158
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8 K& 0. 671 46 Lt 0.143
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15 EAR VN 0.425 53 7K ER 4D 0. 009
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17 REY 0.342 55 Ny eyl 0.008
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___________________________________ ” i 0. 736
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. . . 3 N .

Environmental ~ Science &  Pollution  Research 5  pasr o
International, 2016, 23(21):1-11. 35 izfggﬁ 0.215
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4. YfEA7 I Work way

(1) FHRMIEERTPM, sF BRI A A I

Regulation mechanism of on PM2.5 and other particulii

(3) FHRMGEAIEPM, FFRIR T RETEMN
The regulation effect of forest vegetation on PM2.5and

other particulate matter



9. {fEAAI Work way

(1) FHREHIPM, FFAIIERFR
Work way of on PM2.5 and other particulate matter
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9. {fEAAI Work way

(2) HRHEHEXTPM, FFRHIRBIEER . TBEEA
The regulation of forest vegetation on PM2.5 and other particulate matter: sedimentation
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9. {fEAAI Work way

(2) HRMAEEXSPM, FFAEEIEER : HiFEH

The regulation effect of forest vegetation on PM2.5 and other particulate matter: retardation

0.20 0.12
013 - b oee
) § 0.15 £ 0.03
= 012 - % 0.00
>< r ~ ~0.03
=009 b i —0.06
B g 0.10
gs;:o.oe =
%ooz % E .
0.00 . 7
47 sk 6 70 85 9l 1011 412} 410 sJ es] 71 851 9H 10)111)]]21H -3:‘]’(5)
= ) (C) 0.12 (d) 0.05 :
= 0.10 i 0.08 go 00
é 0.05 - ;2< L Qio 0s
W 0H1LALZA ~ 1H 5H 6H 7H —o.10
2 0.00 W 0.05
%E‘ :\z .00
%’0'05 ;IS _-0.05
%—O.IO %7 ! ;’3_‘.0. 10
-0.15 -r):z;)
N . L m Il L o b RO S e e B s A A St e Lol 4 B e T ot )
B SRALMKIITSP. PM, HIBEHR & 47, éﬁ[{ﬂﬁﬁﬁ&% I'm AAIHEFRSFNIEGSEERE, HBRIET |
¥IAIE{E, 5A~8H %&AIMX\T*E%*E%l‘ﬂim?ﬁl%a—!ﬁ‘ : BWELTUAK;
B ERATHEPM, AIPEHNEA REZAER, HALl4 [ @My (PM,35) TFRMEFESERSTRELE, A I
A. 68. 8A. IAMFTRALMEFNERRL, HAILE : MNERHARNREZ R T FBE.
(= I The blocking efficiency of fine particulate matter (PM2.5, etc. ) '
B HRAIMKSPM BPRFHRERE . I in the afternoon is higher than that in the morning I

Particulate matter deposited on leaf of five evergreen species in Beijing, China: Source identification and size
distribution. Atmospheric Environment, 2015, 105: 53-60.



9. {fEAAI Work way

(2) HRMAEEXSPM, FFABEIEER : IRHMHMER

The regulation effect of forest vegetation on PM2.5 and other particulate matter: adsorption

EZBMNEFREYHRRTE () MMHRE®EERE (&) ExpNEREYHARRTE () AMHRE®ERE (&)
M RRAZR BRI R E spring Bt A BIRAZR BRI RE summer

BEEY, BERAERNMERS; EAMEY, . A REEMERAKKMERS.
BEEWH, FAMEYS, REAMERAHRERERMBNIEERS.

W 53 PRAE YR K S AR BRI R IR B
S BURT B AIE R BRI /Y
Re/1, MTEFRIEHMAN IR

BT REMELLERS, ERKK
FERMERES.

y % I B %
®ogoe S B L = = £
B s =z x 8 B H B 5 = F 408
L S T T T TR S - T L

= = £ = o T %t @ o
s B F M 4By agx EROANDE
R - I S

F: l“lllflz J w8
Bl AR WA AL A () ~ BERRAEY) (D) XA [RDRLARRURLA) F W8 Ff 2 SR R MPIR 1]




4. YfEA7 I Work way

(3) FHRIEHEPM, SFFRIR T BETTEAN
The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter
1) FHIBIEPM, SZFRITM R FREvaluation system

BEIF S HRIETNES BETNRE feiF 5| WE 4% EEeR =
\l’ P, TSP FE#HE 0.3 35%
[ I e o —
KESRES REFRA) ASEAWRE. RE spkigay | nviEes (P) 0.3 P; PMq P 03 30%
S R BHZ oA A P, PMys M 04 20%
i . ]
| d, O TSP i K& 358 0.3 256mgt1-m™
R () 03 0, PM, 377 e 45 8 03 185mg t1m™
iE. BRSSO o} PM, 5 7 e i 8 04  108mezt'm™
FEEE -
w, TSP W i 454 02 330pg-con™
iR, N ENERGE P 025 W PM, o B i 1A% 02 247pg-cm™
M S W, PM, 5 i i 1 8 03 180pg-cm™
FHE S RGNPE, AE TR ER ) N - 2
¥ my PM, T e 03 Tipg-col-
2 ﬁ:’h ‘n PMEC-} Y y D i\b 0E s — Ns Y . —
RFRHRIEP, JASARBAMB TR BT S S B SN AR
FRMEE T = SRR
: Febe - 3 h 3 - 4 . .
ML EsEl WitE El=Px )7 (B xa)+Qx)i,(Q;xa)+WxY’' (W xa)
fie 1%k L = i = b=
FEE [1, 0.8] (0.8, 0.6] (0.6, 0.4] (0.4, 0.2] (0.2, 0]

FRAE I X = SRR B 2 Rk



4. YfEA7 I Work way

(3) FRIIFEPM, F BRI BTN REVEN

The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter

2) dERTHPM, SHEERIYI 5 f4HE Distribution of PM2.5 and other particulate matter in Beijing
(DR S S B L8 £3 (R & Lt S S |

. BB 3 AR HE ;

; KEMRRANIR SRR B Em THZE, £1 Ak

| AR R . WS, BEE AR AE, ]

3 M%{ZU“ ZHETEAK, 754 IR B, :

SRS !
TR, DI KRN, LRI
I

i e B ERRRE T RS ES, ATRNE
R SRR %, SRESSONARSETRAESRRT. RE—E

IERHEERFTANRE 7 HE BFREDR 2 FHHBX.




4. YfEA7 I Work way

(3) FRIFIZPM, SFEARI BT REVEN

The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter

3) NEFHFMEHLEITPM, A IFIE1ER N Evaluation of the regulatory effect

K i+
= EE 51
(kg/a (%)
« km?)

EEid 6801 19%
e d 90.23 22%
B 120 33 21%
EZ='8 3054 23%
BT 1691 23%

65.204  21.50%

TURE(E R

=
(kg/a
* km?)
149. 23
171. 48
254.12
59.75
33.74
133. 66
4

EEf51
(%)

43%
42%
44%
44%
45%

43. 57%

FRF{EF AER
BE bl #WE EE 451
(kg/a * km (%) (kg/ (%)

2)) a = km?)
132. 66 38% 0.04 0.011%
146. 37 36% 0.52 0.127%
201.12 35% 0. 67 0.116%
44. 75 33% 0. 33 0. 244%
24. 23 32% 0.12 0. 160%

109. 826 34.80% 0.336 0.13%

ONT:: T EIFRMAEH L BINTPM, AR IEANRE

0.13%_—

34.80%

RRiH{E A

43.57%

TLREAE

ZAATIPM, RENEIE R A RO B] |

I ER -

jl:}flTTiﬂ7R1;k5rTF”\4251I]*ﬁt115FH:aE
| Y8 549309.03 k/a-km?,

b &R I BE{ER43.57 %,
H X AMEH1ER34.80 %,

B R M1ER21.50 %,

B/ NN ER{X0.13%.

"§ﬁ§§ (kg/a - km?)

e
fu o)

Z&ER

=
(kg/a
* km?)
349.94
408. 6
576. 24
135. 37
75

309. 03

700 7
600 -
500 A
400 A
300 A

200 A

B4

100 A

EEf51
(%)

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%

II|II_

'm SRR

| JBEEPM, SER B TRE,
HORIGE R ERHA, |

|

-

:ﬁwMﬂ&mM,
SRR
i

EtrtHk

NEFRMEE LB XTPM2. 5T =
Influence of rainfall duration and intensity on particulate matter removal from plant leaves. Science of Total Environment, 2017, 609:11-16.

PE A

AR R

EARH



9. {fEAAI Work way

(3) FRMFIEPM, SFFUR FTHI T RETEN
The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter
4) X G =% E Accounting of dust retention in urban green space

I EHHXEYHE L ESH (. M) plant dust retention in urban areas

hIX SHRTRLY) ik UK/ BN T /)] S
IRk 2.55 28.20 203.20 233.94
i) 2.52 29.13 204.40 236.06
A 30.08 355.93 2507.53 2893.53
R 35.70 402.88 2774.83 3213.41
8 19.40 227.74 1521.62 1768.76
it 15.11 182.93 1245.26 1443.29
At 105.35 1226.80 8456.84 9788.99

St ERHW AR T EEYESEYEFL
2R F R T A 2 9 105~12600E |
WAE BRI AR A B A 1227~1472404
WK BRI i A 2 8457~10148404

B 799789~117468M




4. YfEA7 I Work way

(3) FRMFIEPM, SFFUR FTHI T RETEN
The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter

5) X %RiiHELETE Evaluation of dust retention in urban green space
LRI X B 22t A = R ARSI IR M EE 41

=SEEE (m) <50 <100 <200 <300 <400 <500
SESEERAPMsZit=E=E (1) 2544.21 4810.04 8097.84 10264.51 11737.29 12751.59
HEYIM I M PR i BE 0.0413 0.0218 0.0130 0.0102 0.0089 0.0082

&IEPM, SREEEERLHEELIEETHX EEARSETEERAPM, MR =42, BEYHRRMEEHPM, HEHEZRET=E
B94. 1% (<502K) B%0.8% (<500K) -

> R “HXETERE-REMMERETLE X
WXMHERSE X BXKENE” E, tEHd
R X BB 4201455 IR A FR I FEBHIPM, K 24
105~1260M4

> RBHEFERERRE (GB3095-2012) PM, HIIA
B — KR ERTSug/m® (24h)

> RBCMAQERINIEIMHE, HRMEHAILIEILLRE
FiXB - REMNRBIEMLISK .




4. YfEA7 I Work way

(3) FRMFIEPM, SFFUR FTHI T RETEN
The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter
6) It RIXHFMEHILFTSPM, KE 2 IEMN Forest pattern and PM2.5 concentration distribution

A KR, MR T B
SN ik S RO ER, ER TR
B #E I ﬁBEﬂiW E’J%ﬁﬂlf‘ixﬂ(; |

RS KA EEE



4. YfEA7 I Work way

(3) FHRIIFIZPM, sFFRATRY THREVEN

The evaluation of regulation effect of forest on PM2.5 and other particulate matter
6) It RXHFMEHILFTSPM, KE 2 IEMN Forest pattern and PM2.5 concentration distribution

> RERFINMRNTBREEFR LR RSN FAISRRMEE, XA THZHEHX
DHFEE.

> RSP ESREINEL S Ty, 95I8L200m, 500m, 1000m, 1500m, 2000m. 3000m.
5000mAEFERIERFEEAX , HAGITEREAXNHFBBER G2 EAIRE O LLAZTKES
go

AMERR ANERE FWESRR FHWEDR | AIWEHRR SAERER GESE

R=200m R=500m  R=1000m  R=1500m R=2000m R=3000m _R=5000
13/6 -.264 -.295 -.361" -.402" - 422" -.483™ -.554™
13/7 -.255 -.326 -.385" -.428" -.470™ -.546™ -.639™
13/8 -.395" -.445™ -519™ -.544 -572™ -.625™ -.654™
13/9 -.294 -.382" -.459™ -.496™ -.532™ -591™ -.638™
13/10 -.342" -.432™ -.489™ -523™ -.545™ -597" -.682™
13/11 -.351" -407" -.453™ -.505™ -.535™ - 574 -.646™
13/12 -.333 -.381" - 437" -.468™ - 474 -.490™ -.530™
1411 -.410" - 467" -529™ -.565™ - 577" -591™ -.603™
14/2 -.384" -.446™ -523™ -.528™ -.504™ -510" -.489™
14/3 -.307 -390 -.469™ -514™ -.536™ -561" -.565™
14/4 -.137 -.322 - 422" - 471" -.463™ -.469™ -.460™
14/5 -.275 -.379 -.403 -.451™ -.481™ -515™ -574™

B3NN R 2 F1 24 B UG 2PN, (A BERIES & RAUARH EAM B SR YR MARBX

ERBHRMER S
REAXREE

BESR P X 123810,
FAHREE INEE .
22X F3000m A
LB, BB A
PM,, ¥R EIMEERS
HNRBELEFEERE
ZRIHAHRRR,




. FHARKIE Technologies and

demonstration
(1) WA BERIMETHESFLERMIIEE

Selection of healthy tree species with high dust retention »' e

(2) ERERMARREREPM, fEENNILERSEERRA

Corridor trees reduce PM2.5 concentration %

(3) BHREVEWESHIEIEPM, EERNR UL ESENEL

Patch landscape ecological forest reduces PM2.5 concentra "ﬁm ~._‘---

B>
(4) XN [EEPM, EERNMUEHSEERAR #
Optimization structure and management technology of commu ew “*-'f‘,‘;_‘
trees to reduce PM2.5 concentration g =

(5) REINEAMNKIRIEZPM, NS BEHEEE EEEUIT

Improve the existing forest regulation function of PM2.5 :

(6) FRIAXTPM, HYIEEH AR ERK
Integration of forest regulation technology for PM2.5

(7) ZRPRXIPM2. ST R ARER RE

Demonstration of technology of forest control PM2.5




f. FARKRSE Technologies and

demonstration
(1) WHBERIMETHESFLERMIIEE

Selection of healthy tree species with high dust retention
A RIS X B W R

AEIGRX  #EUHF Suggested tree species

R 24K, B, EAHF. RBE. TEN. K. 2. SRR HE. SHE WF. mE. B0, SR, X, S5%. it
RIRS g, KME,. G, AR, KiE

RBEICX BRA KMES. B dn. TER. = 0 HEE. EHFE
Tl X ERA. KMES. B, hR. TER. E= NHES SHEF B

£ [& 5t AN X385 S B S ISR e
ik Al =L bieA =] L3 W
WX LR iR BEA. TEW. 28 = BER. IRE. S0 490, BR
R SRt AR, BN ERR. TEW. E=

fTEMGE  hR B £= TEWR. B8R EH)
DES A KMES. =0 B8 BE NI oT. BB
R 251 55 454 gm\ﬁﬁ\%%ﬁxﬁm\iz\E&M\kﬁﬁﬁ\%%\%H$\§M\KE\WW\¢Hﬁﬁ\%H¢
NEh E#E. TER. EHF =
TF/TFEO MR TER. B EHFE X0 AMES. &%
Mg RE. ZFZE B TEWR. AMHES. BRA £ £=
FEAESR it EFFM  RE. EMHFE B TER
DI R B TER. 20K E=H

IR E TER. EHY. B IRE. BKMZF B, AMES. DMon. BB
AELL E#R. $|RE. TER. KFF. KNG
ANE 5N IR B BRA. TEM. KAMES. B £=. A, KiE

ERERR =M, RE. ERR. B8 D It&oT. BHEFE
B IRE =M B TEWR. AMES. BRA BR £=




. FHARKIE Technologies and

demonstration
(2) EREBMARREEPM, BERNMUELWETERA

Corridor trees reduce PM2.5 concentration

A —— i

Byew USOR S Biree

AW EEITH
/
|
\
|
'

572 — — 51 SR B A0

DR 3 b %l



f. FARKRSE Technologies and

demonstration
(3) BESRBIS WA SHEEEPM, EERNMUEE SEWEBRA

Patch landscape ecological forest reduces PM2.5 concentration
HMERE | TR | BEHE
TR+E+EL; TRREABHINE,

IR T ATl L HCA
[BIPE6~10mANEE, [A)fH 85% /A fi; MEARZEEE, 75%:;
8 0% /& 44

M= AL

6-10Ff  15-5cm 1:5 >80%
D EATEAR BN
VUJE FwREE A, FopkiE]
BIERERAT)R: TE B bR, 7oA AT LA RE
8-10ff  10-20cm  1:4 >80% NP4 S1E20~ 56%%%&@%5‘%@@5‘%%6%
SMEALE, P EBAs|A] ’ I
10~15m.
TR T ARREK -
: o B K EHLBYEEE Thin grass land
i mUEESREE Fitaround
1 (. Wi AR BACE Needle and width type
“ ‘—‘4"/1./'"/\‘\-J\JLVJL{ ‘\,‘ ,‘N\/ [ I:I | (== =] .
ﬁ;;ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ BrirAe M Mg St H#RBIBCE Coniferous leaf forest type
IR/ FEAR R/ TEH IR



. FHARKIE Technologies and

demonstration
(4) #XMAK BEEPM, BEHMUEHESEIRRA

Optimization structure and management technology of community trees to reduce PM2.5
concentration

SR SRR R E SR SRR AR R
- \ e fE WEI BB FEEY
BB REFR EERERR o e R
| P ‘ T HE
RRE S Jz%’ T ANt e v
A ik " KMk (R
ERE AR KM ” RO
Kitger S i AP
- o - ;
PALHLE Tl I
ol SARAR
L) B
F1
WS Tl o
oo B4 / L
s o1 B ¥ % T K
¥ o -2
IS Pk SR ASEREP FoR T 3P
0 ESFMECERAR The green space
S : ‘HAF B E TR Group green space
B IR FHAL B R Road green space

tREREXHENMEEREE (£3)



f. FARKRSE Technologies and

demonstration
(5) REMAEAMKIFIZPM, NS IBEHEEEIRRA

Improve the existing forest regulation function of PM2.5
MWHFECE . MosEta, EMEE. $Et4N FENIMER S HIT TN .

=R EEES BRAR+BERT RN ELREARSTEM RS EMEAR THHES] T /K22 B Tree density 600-8004%/hm?
RPRFRES E};ﬁﬂt + BEFARLEGZERSEZTFARITEHER + F— A T A00-G00kE/h?
fee AR A = MR FREIRE0-2008k/hn?
HiHRE ] gm;ﬂr“ E0.6-0.7. BRIEEO.2-0.3, LAI2.0-3.0, HhiEEZS 0. 4- B L BI70%, SHHHLL Bl30%
A pH i EE AREAEEO. 4-0. 6. BRIEREO. 4-0. 6, LAI2.0-3.0, HiFZE=0.3-
0.6

{RFEH8E R EL0. 4, BUEE>0. 6, LAIC2.08%>3. 0, H#E=<0.3




. FHARKIE Technologies and

demonstration

(6) FRIEITPM, HIEITH AR ERK Integration of forest regulation technology for PM2.5

1) EREWESHESOEEPM, FARERMKZ Landscape ecological forest
S ERBRERFFANFARIEI, Ecological forest technology model of delayed absorption

HEVE A YIACE 7 30
IR T TRAZ LA i ELE5 WTHE i AT
KR FGEM,  HORIBSZ BRI N T BRRELL > 1:1 TrEsi G 40-60Fk/ EH3mx4m;  f#H4mx4m

2) AR F B IBEAIUEEPM2. SRR ERIF &

HEEYEE SR -
BRI SEATEL B FE L VT FEAKKITIE G VA Takit b A
S IUUEY ST -1 FREEE RN 40-60%k/ B 3m X 4m BARER

3) AR TH GR I B RUEIEPM2. SEREE R IR &

LG Unit size W E20-30K; KE40KDL L
B Fh 40 il Tree species 6-10F, HWERIEMT L NL1:4; 2 WA E, HUBIKT85%
JK-F-Z5 ¥ Horizontal YR NTEARBEEL; o /N ATE N BE SR B g BE SR S M Al AT R N
structure PEANTE AR E ST

T AR I Tree specifications  20-40cm
MRAT [ FEPlant line spacing  FrAKk4-6K; EAR1.5-2.5K
HL R FTypical tree EML VEA JEEM s B R, iR, FREA . BRI SE




. FHARKIE Technologies and

demonstration
(7) FREALIPM2. SHUEAIE IR ARIRR RE

(]
|
| ' —

s -, h

B St 0 il

B ABERTERX (5378) Demonstration area *MEZDHIFReplanting sand cypress P RLAZ5 F fE 4 Herbal medicinal plants
AR R T RTEAR
/Nt e -
R FAE Nt L A Mt R
JBCIX 1986 — ?ﬁ
B LA R 537 BRE 37468 Tﬁ
AKX 25737 /
JbmT 108787 oS 34675 2 5B (Pilot
S 5507 8FK 203531 forests)
LR REMR T 10878, R EILAIKES37H, BMHBEES50E; HIRIEHIET250008.
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