PE BT (T B A 8 £ 8 47462 (2007)

PRS2 b TE 4 AR A 8 8 5
gl Rky ' pmRE Epe!
lmFrcle R E LR & R Edsird &0 o7

AR (LR ¢ L ERKRTAHE

# =

DO

SAERE - BRI RRE RS FE R 2 dpd a s RALE R dg e e iR
@ﬁf MEB LT EAREA CRR AR ARRY RS R 2 91
T R REEEZ 37% RHFIRRES T 0 MA@ Y IR r oA
SEET 2T A 3RA (5 30%) kprTaB R ¢ LA RER RO A F friE

CZERFRN R EERT I AL LA RTF RV RS LA R 2
:k“ﬁ%*i%ﬁiiiﬂ’ﬁﬁiﬁ%@&%’&@%ﬁﬁ%miﬂ%
b GERE ¢ B D o At P R A R A BRRS B AT
Rl A HFHHE AR PR LA 2 HHEMTERE T L B2
TR IR AR - HIFHTLSRNIREF LT G 075 AR

B RFTR 2 2 e
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Bd e AR EAFHEERFOLEI T E LT

g

2 R
P

i BLER LB AR E-TAFIRYY RTREV B OR
AT E 1990 & & 4 8132 # <~ 02005 £ F A WA a2 L 15291 £ &
g iYW R RES & &4 p 1990 #£F AR
2424 92000 45 4804 FAseEASEAERERY W
Bt R EF R G grek & 4 CO %R p 1990 £ 2 5.6 2# 5] 2005
F4“4&C%ﬁﬁaﬁl302®(ﬁ—)’ﬁ%%? MR F AR

ErTE ALz - AL RE Lo L THERE - BRABESL LR
o 3BT AR 1990 £ 5 93.4% > 2005 & 2 5 98.1% 0 H P paier
i 51.3% B A mEE 1.9% (=) F &30 AR 2006 & 6 7
OB§N£WM@§& gégg%&%M&ﬁ 2,300 7 2w CO, # 3%
2015 &> 7,100 & 2= C0» #2228 » 2020 & &> 12,100 & 2 = C0:
ﬁﬁ;°iﬁﬁ%%'law@ #2010 o L 4w R L BN R
3-5% -

RN R A L R SRR SR T A S - i L)
oo KA RITREDBITRN R LT T 0 A MR HE AR L 2
2 FEMET LR TR AL B2 2R LRI PR MR T HEIEL
WRER T M TS AR B Rz % e

l"‘b

\r“b 7@ lwb m

lﬂb

P
Rt

Z- ~ f 1990-2005 & 5 T2 TREKITE AR T K

P 1990 1995 2000 2005
ATk 20,352,966 21,304,181 22,216,107 22,689,774
Y YEYE:

5 29) 565 592 617 630
GDP(Fa%~) 164,513 273,792 321,230 346,389
# A GDP(% ) 8132 12,906 14,519 15,291
B m(in) 2,905,940 4,684,447 5,586,269 6,648,756
co, P % &

(emillion metric tons) 132.5 179.4 238.9 295.5
& 4 CO, $%

£ (metric tons) 5.6 8.4 10.8 13.0

w0 R 4= £ (10°

KLOE) 49,665 66,630 87,270 107,939
& A G R4S

£ (KLOE) 2.4 3.1 3.9 4.8

(F° 4 kR Tsai et al., 2007)
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PE BT (T B A 8 £ 8 47462 (2007)

Z 2~ 1990-2005 4 ¥ o B KRR AN ¥ +:10° KLOE
75 P 1990 1995 2000 2005
o 13,682 (23.3%) 20,852 (26.2%) 32,658 (31.1%) 43,160 (31.9%)
T 32,480 (55.4%) 43,251 (54.3%) 53,499 (50.9%) 69,449 (51.3%)
% oRE X 941 (1.6%) 3646 (4.6%) 6382 (6.1%) 10,310 (7.6%)
RE
T RE 1304 (2.2%) 931 (1.2%) 739 (0.7%) 541 (0.4%)
KAFET 2034 (3.5%) 2206 (2.8%) 2203 (2.1%) 1965 (1.5%)
¥ i 8164 (13.9%) 8772 (11.0%) 9564 (9.1%) 9929 (7.3%)
3t 58,605 (100%) 79,658 (100%) 105,044 (100%) 135,354 (100%)
iEiEe 934 95.8 97.1 98.1

v iR
W (%)

(F #L kR :Tsai et al., 2007)

e
- “HE
HEES S FE B Y BB (Saccharum) Z £ A41¢ 2 - o R A
WEROBEFGEROALERR ATHY FLFEIA o UL FHLAY
ERd £ SHRPPSF ORISR RS R TN E R AR AR
Tr AP ERDPP R R oA AL REHYEF R TANE
&iﬁ@%ﬂ,mgénaé&%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁi B R
EHHEE R LRI IEA PR EL T - Eaiz?#%?s‘éi Sy H
0t 1960-1980 # ¥ 4432 6 ff - 2 @4% 100,000 2*F =+ > p 1980 # 12 78
CEFRFHEE TE SRS AF T2 g B d iﬁ%ﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁ
BRSBTS o 2 2 A2 d 1980 & 2 829,639 © *F | 1999 & =
£ 1276409 2o > @ Bl A 5 95% P AF 25§ oA 2 (z\'.:)o 3
+17=r?* A5 14 T A E S 8090 2F ifw’“«’:ﬁ&wﬁ
oo EER G O16-18% 0 2 2 £ 5 5,000-6,000 2 > ¥
00 GJ 2 i /% (Tsai et al., 2007 ; 1§ %, 2006) ©
aaﬂﬁjﬂwﬁﬁié\wﬁaﬁmﬁﬁfﬁiQWiaﬁﬁ&ﬁ
L5508 2 Eom et A2 HEFMET A4 138 2T FEAEE 145 27
m
+j

4-\})¢$

[ |l l4— \—
ETR

p

(%)

|

138 72§ 5724 112 27BN 72 \—17f‘]ﬁt 7
R - L w g - 2w e 9&pﬂ%,¥:ié
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B A6 44 5 436 2T 02005 EH E 4 AR L 23232 Ao p e
BiEEEr B EFH A A S 5 200 8 &4 (Moreira and Goldemberg,
1999) «

%= ~ p 1980-1999 & L4 A2 H Bl A &

£ % H () BAS (23%)
HE R4 T
1980 829,639 240,021 1,725,850 23,600
1985 662,030 215,464 1,488,450 28,351
1990 475,346 188,881 1,258,671 23,616
1995 408,093 148,935 1,021,477 28,726
1999 276,409 108,069 795,342 28,377
(F 4 K JR:Tsai et al., 2007)
-~ #HFF

W
1B %5 C4 %4 » &8 2 % Sorghum bicolor L. Moench > i & ¥ 5 & 2t »

HSE @I BN ST TN B2 AL cHFRLEAEAMSE
IT:‘;}'IV ’ %ﬁ_; );‘b ;a é—_;{. ? Pf'\ff\l}:‘f. 'er& § j\q"‘g,’ ]I\;b‘%\ﬂ. E & f;é_ﬂ i:\i% uil* ’ ;!:i
WE 7T A I120-400 24 AR A F FELETE R o R R 2R

GRS R L R %w+ R B
(syrup) ( Nguyen and Prince,1996) - i #% Gnansounou et al., ( 2005) & & & =
EREBEVAA 1900 2 2 4% > et LiEi LT Wa 73 800-1,200
zﬂf%&:wﬂﬂsw@ifﬁﬁﬁazﬁ’pwmﬂﬁ He i
EHCL T 8 RIE G RS

- &Aoo ﬁ%?iﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁ’%ﬁuigﬁﬁ&%’gﬁumﬁ
TR T AT AT B ARG R A RSEAE TR AEZ
g%%*ﬁﬁkaTduAgmﬁﬁ & 2 FEARAE BE 35 et
@ AT 19 % = & o Gnansounou et al., (2005) ™ 4 B& F & a0
Mg B g fafe # ¢ ﬁ Tianza No.2 2. @ & 424 £ & 28 5 52.1 2¥fs F >
Hoar by & 47-50 o2 [F 5 @ $87+ 504 Wray ~ Tianza No.2 #& % » 4 4
L0654 2 653% ; @ aER L Keller 2 19.5°BX B » B R4 6 &
16-19BX 2 B ;3§ A8 TlanzaNo2 % > & 257 4 2 5 0w ()0
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PE BT (T B A 8 £ 8 47462 (2007)

e s 3 EA R Rl R

e fi
) Tianza
Keller Wray Rio
No.2

wEREE
(eceg/ >/ 495 49.8 47.4 52.1
+)
¥ i+ 5 (%) 62.2 65.4 59.0 65.3
# & ("BX) 19.5 18.5 17.5 16.1
+FAE(S

2.8 1.8 3.4 5.0
wE/ R

Mamma et al., (1994) #-# % & %48 Kelly jaf& 15 > 12 70 bar 2. & + R r# &
AP RE BRI RA P RETE RS R RBERAL AL B
FERMBEZ RGEEAKAS ZEER S A YL 6722 558% 5 A MmA L
BLREMOBEEEEREFERALS Y 1482 87% A BIFF R F 19.9% -
FAZEKFERI R AR o AeI A pRaE TR RE2 ATE (&
T)ed MRIES R A BT AL B L EE 2 BEBE G A u A 100
DL WEETES 482 51 252 FH

~ B EBHEA R R 2 R E R B (press cake) 2o = A A

A B A BRYE iR R AR5 1 B
ke (%) 67.2 55.8
B (%) 14.8 19.9 8.7
75 (%) 1.5 1.9 1.0
Hrd (%) 6.4 12.3
Lgwd (%) 5.0 9.7
*E (%) 4.6 8.8

B 04 23 B X RTRAAFERAR EFRASEZ ABEN 4 8
T4 7w 77 16 pHBEIaF 91 50 (HHiE50 %) BibHEa
o f%ded 62 707 BRES KHRF I AZE 150 cm > FiZK 1.9~2.5
cm> EHEAIC FEFABEFGSF LR S o B 107 2B AR F 0k
7o4F (F2F4) 4% 230cm *irFA45 (Brix) 7 £ 2 SOR007
SOR004 % SOR003 #278 »i£ 1895 Mt o4 THF FHAH 7 R L 4oB-
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B AR EXFF B FNL S LT

H ¢ SOR002 2 SOR005 #e#545 12 93 X s F > » % 5 12.7 2 14.6% > &

(P L) AR S A B RS B0 A

BANHEE 1072 A TYF2ZERAVFAE (FREXAGF T E) #
i 4o® = > 12 SOR004 5 5.3 -
A BEBSORERAEE AUSFZENE

) H® B 0 - N Brix (%)
B 2 =S

(cm) (mm) (g) A P F Am Tim
SOR001 1554  25.72 1,491 48 31 32 32 32
SOR002 171.8  23.01 1,600 46 36 35 39 37
SOR003  186.8  20.71 1,140 44 51 48 51 5.0
SOR004 1646  22.06 1,338 42 37 33 39 36
SOR005  189.8 19.13 1,154 46 55 52 58 55
SOR006  166.6 19.21 1,534 68 28 23 25 25
SOR007 1504 2239 1,350 46 42 36 39 39
2 BEBITAEREEFVF ZIZAENE

. R 0 ERERE i s Brix ?611154#% 2

(cm) (mm) (g) (g) (%) & (/r)
SOR001 2554  23.93 1,046 402 384% 15.8  63.52
SOR002  237.8 17.49 1,212 532 43.9% 123 65.65
SOR003 273.6  21.10 1,168 416 35.6% 192 80.04
SOR004  320.6 17.98 1,472 634 431% 184 11691
SOR005  230.6 18.15 1,112 494 444% 142 70.05
SOR006 3044  23.58 1,574 662 42.1% 144 9559
SOR007 2640 2243 2,256 1030  45.7% 182  187.05
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250
200
~ ~—SORO0!
< ~=-S0R002
@ 130 SORO3
= SOR004
=100 —%=SOR005
= ~—SOR006
= ——SOR007
50
00 :
40 60 80 100 120
A (%)
- B P,
CEBRE AT RFZFAGP
A 2y 4
FEED -

05 ERLITHELI 2 5,
SOR004 # & fz & v

3

E 60 2/ 0 B

BT 8 B 1T g SRR A B 48 38 4762 (2007)

2000
180
1600 ——SOR001
=140 ~=—S0R002
= 1200 SOR003
Recus
= 1000 SOR004
U800 ¢ = S0R005
s 600 ~e—SOR006
=400 ——SOR0O7
200
0‘0 L L L L L I}
60 0 8 % 100 110
PR (2)
S HFRRAATHREHK
A2 AR R
AR BT R FRARE R AR

g 40% » 7+ % Brix 169 >

T g 2000 2 2 OEpE/ B B AR 17 26/ 2 7 4 4700

4}'4\@&3-/?]7}% (Z\* \)

FNSHFEE PIBEA R

e e A R
FARBE L LR IR T aEthic A 4 K (o)
* ) : £ e (g
p % y (%
’ (g)z(g) (%) (%) (g) (g) F (%)

SOR004-2006
] 236431 784.71 3323 11.78 1579.60 - - 144.07
#2671 157
SOR004-2006
] 7777.23 3106.83 39.95 16.05 4670.00 2040.00 5620  252.20
#2671 280p
SOR005-2006
] 1114.63 43291 3857 13.65 681.72 - - 113.10
£67 15F
SOR005-2006
] 4328.09 1682.71 38.88 16.90 2645.00 1005.00 62.11  271.70
£67 28 F

Zip B OM E 0 (FEE 0.6M o

Yigr 2 SURCRRE
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R e
- ~ 3 ¥

FFEAAP GE R T EAERZ S E AT o & 1955 &£ uw &
A2l E AT 10,000 2w F oL b p Ko BB GANGHEE B L e
BB REF R 2N TR F R FE BTN S 7
oo Baed R+ ik r 01984 #Aef wftn v E 0 LA LBIHFR
hePeid & & 01982 EfAfE e fF 5 39,110 28 01988 £ BB 5 82,183 o8>
Hism A B4eT % 0 1 2005 £ 5 21,150 248 (4) - £ H 2 AT
BiE~-PiT2-PireFmF > vAHA X §% K2 AL S 0 1991 £
S0l AR LK AR - BIFE - B iTa ufEtE 526244 2 34% 0 2
P2 dRERZ. 5089 BB S o ik 345% s AR L K ARTE S - HiFR -
i w5 52.66244 2 23.0% H ¢ v E 3 Bi2 18531 2 E & 5o ik 30.0%-
o s AR L ARCEREL AR REZE S 73.4% 0 F-0 ;‘r
SRS 91% #EE L 1.9% (B, 1994) -

FRAE RIS AP I ASY IR BT o FRRLZ
Pl A FEM A L 0 AR R R A ZREM Y 2K ) F S EH
AFE P AAY PR A B SREIREFE S ERIEY 2 F
WR AR o PHRLFHE RS G A R 2K PP 41 03 & 2 % (Gulati etal,
1996 ; Kwiatkowski et al., 2006 ; Rask, 1998 ; Solomon et al., 2007) °
%4 ~ 18 K4 AR

& i
FfEs H(2T) 2TAR(RT) AB(EH)

1982 39,110 3,028 118,419
1985 61,636 3,667 226,010
1990 81,369 4,172 339,436
1996 73,099 6,104 395,412
2000 30,283 5,995 178,315
2005 21,150 6,084 133,653

(FH kR4 4R £ #47)

W F o s 5% 54 (convolvucaceae) © 4 3% (Ipomoea)
TR TR EN R B g R T B PR
BoodARE il ~ F SR FES 4005 ERY o A

ﬁ @“" \m

Rk A
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PE BT (T B A 8 £ 8 47462 (2007)

MA L Ad 2 F o RBRFEPRFEHFLIEL X LG Sl K S R
A¥EZ R4t E 12 4 FRMHEE Q,Jrﬁ—g*ﬂrg L EEY
1RERIF - AW FEARG ML AE REFRFEEAY B
AR 35 EMEE AR 62 ELER FIEH S A EL R REOL AR
AACTEEAL S BRI EHA 20-24 FHFT 2L ZE L 200

- 340 g o> B3 A ES4 Ao P RFEopEE) o e p AR 62 &
s AREFERBAES FEGY X FIRG AR D 2kl > Y FiT LA
A*REBLET IATFR O NRYFITEERE &P B HELAE
,ﬁ,\dﬁ;ﬁk‘ ,ogg,,-ﬂﬁég]ua’# N 4n14r;j‘;{%*‘74r %i_&?jﬁo%g\
B 94 2 REEfFRY 2L LB FHF 51023108 24 28 5 21
Fivpae 2 FEEe e Bt A (L) 2 FHEL L BHE
ERRT P g IRDE R irsa BB ERMEFFERES A
W2 CHEE ZAFEF RS LB FERFET LS H5F (-
5 2~41 fEfu)~ § iF (= #iF > 5~T" BHE4E) - #1F (8~9" FFfiiE)
Z 38 (% & g Ak (7 (10~117 F"*;féfa ) AT R L IR B S 0 F TR S

S (31994) 4 HEHATL R 75 RP 0 AARIEE 2EHPRAE N 30 o
MR b o A OE A BEWE B 3,750 N b oo

Y kY R

S B3t

WA R(AT) 2TAR(ST) AR(SH)
1945 135,000 8,700 1,165,000
1960 224,000 12,700 2,979,000
1980 62,000 16,900 1,055,000
1990 12,000 17,000 200,000
2000 9,331 21,314 197,837
2005 10,231 20,918 21,991

(T Kk % R ¥ £ 4R)

05 &R EFERAS TR REF A2 E 0 Y FeE T2 TR
TR AT EE R AN A RPN E AR RIRIRE AT S 2 R MY
102 » #0004 B 105~ 17531 5~ 5THL2 GORLEF 4 R R a2 4 &
FAAGER o TR Y HEE I ABFF T BELFRE LR E P B
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Bd e AR EREFEEPF LI T E LT

HEAWUL TN FREIEFLASRBRELGF T FLAX L5520

63,600 & & X THIEL A X AL QA AR AT L é#iéﬁé
585579"‘"/‘?2 /ﬂ;“ﬁ;é‘;\‘j‘% 24’1';&/%7%‘/?]\” /W{’f ﬁ;,"‘jg
R GEHAFL 2 NF/AF 0 2 AR AL 4345 A/ s oA RS P
BAWRR B2 25255 R 2o ) AFLEES -
AL Ao 4 EE UL > AT
H P X A(R/a)

E R e A 23.44
FirXA(EF IR B
r~@%~@#ﬁ%‘ﬁ$ﬁ 4.06

13—%;\?‘!14 ’#3-?

&3t 27.5

T E R R A RSk F

TEEAL R P E AP E B L AR BT ER Y 4 RN R
PIBB AR R TR R TRATRRTEL AR ERER S R
X REIURAR > P T S AL F ORA L AT - R W
PIRFPAAE (400 RE) Pz s 2 - BRAEETEFE (9 40
) 509% c FF T A 1925 F 2 BANEFT AT ¢ B4 FE sk
3 0F s e A R RBCTRESR I "J 1973 # ¢ A § & o R 734 F
L BENFL RS- AW AP D 19T4E 1 P A RES B T
M RAI9T3 & 12 7 R i 3 £ ’bﬁvﬁ&i' 112 %2~ =@ Figv &3
‘hied 1972 #pFEe 4,89 RE A FEH T 1974 ERE28.4 RE AR F T E
# ¢ if B3 16% (Rosillo-Calle and Cortez, 1998) o % P 5 =% yz fi
(1964-1985 &) 7 &>+t > 3 1975 & 11 7 14 p 22 "2 RFH 3]
(Proalcool ) ” (Morelra and Goldemberg, 1999) » &3+ & ™ > Ffipdd
Eéﬁ B BEY E 0 BT RF R R ATE B EE "ﬁi/]?ﬁv,m &4
BEEATRFG LS »)H—'f BSE S B RESFEZE A AR
B PRE SR I B o sk PR PR BB R R Y
B & R P oA BT F R A e pﬂ&iﬁﬁi$?4T’&
1980 # & -KFp 2 5 R & & 455 28 258 o4 2 429 241985
AR D 2028 242 593 F 2401996 £ 3952 97T AL (R L)
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PE BT (T B A 8 £ 8 47462 (2007)

yeoeap 1979 & % ﬁtﬁiﬂj\ﬁﬁmﬁﬁa-ﬂw’mSOi FPEA 2 A Fik
$ 5 27% 1985 & L+ 05.8% 2 FHiT @ g F (2L =) @ 1989
£ PRSP AR B AE P A Ak FE A A BRTR

CEEA AR 1989 E 10 o f‘ﬁa‘-fr,m,&mug‘ﬁ;& + 3 30.48
%7 19.88% > & Fenif £ d 3196 0 FI 2596 0 I PF I RIFHE S AR B
3 R EIFHT D R SRR ’1996&5@%;% g s 0.8% (&
13) 5 76,2002 & B 43 > = & 4o 7 FpE 2 Ak r fof] * BRSO
ﬁnam@a@ By AT 4 1% #2003 30 a4 RTE o7

FARFENT HpR Y TR S A A AR I H R ETE o
BT TR AP AR BT P ifgs%ﬁ» 5 g
Fanm S R R F e mER R - fA R e

AP LR T umﬁy b AL o B3 200541 10 2 imenit
PR B L T E LT B 2006 £ 5 7 R4 i 6
B2 AZETHA 2 (Rivera, 2006) -

L=~ p1975-1996 = L BIP T ~ mokiEp 2 3 okippa e R

& R e (10° 2 4)  RORERI0 22)  fRIFHQ0 22
1975 14,618,813 0 0

1980 13,690,912 2,253 429,179

1985 9,721,127 2,120,764 5,932,015

1990 10,123,512 1,217,548 10,211,578

1995 15,882,244 3,525,312 9,889,615

1996 19,508,504 3,959,643 9,772,097

(F# % p : Rosillo-Calle and Cortez, 1998)
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£ L=~ 1975-1996 ¢ & RPN R T B R PR AR

ER FiiTB(5) FWAE(5) i AN
(%)

1975 778,920 0 0

1980 626,467 240,638 27.0

1985 28,653 645,551 95.8

1989 26,082 397,734 60.4

1990 542,740 81,650 13.1

1996 1,585,000 12,000 0.8

(7 #* % p : Rosillo-Calle and Cortez, 1998)

1578085 2L A v‘}i"j"lﬂi%]ﬂ:éi ® > 2004 & 2 2005 #
PR L AR A WS 1,540 8 2L % 1,680 F 2407 5 2010 £ 7 £ 2,600
F oA 22005 #5r2 A2 P 1430 8 X BT T B TR 0 H AR 250
Fodhg o pwTa g 320 BAEFHL AL }‘;\ » @52 5 51 A (Rivera,
2006)0““\£L&]ﬁ%§’Li b S RAT 30 & B sag_i";xa,,agg:x,i&,
Iﬁﬁ*ﬁ PoRTE e A FMPE N = S A

CRFEEIRL 225

d 3T F R R HEL A MY EATE ALY RSP
Z RSP A AP AT P EEE S S % o H A TR E 1985
#2779 2¥p 3 1993 # 2 85 «v¥E (Moreira and Goldemberg, 1999) » @ iFpf
AAE77d & i 4 F 2400 A\Jigg%c,ii? 2F 5000 == (Moreira and
Goldemberg, 1999) > @ & R ¥4 & & 277 % 19.0% > P 2 &2 = &~ 7T % 6.4%
(L m)e ¥ 2 ;f.‘—]%f%i FEHI003 BEHEZ2 507 IL%FH&)I*:F
We o A PR T F FP 24 £F (Moreira and Goldemberg, 1999) -
Fte P2 AZ A ASEENRE

A
¥

TP 2 11 E (%)

4R 2 AR ENS)E famfh 191
RN L R R INE N R
A A (L EIVN)-F HEEEE A 64

S

(7 #* % p : Moreira and Goldemberg, 1999)
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BE B S (T4 B A 2 £ a8 47--62 (2007)

ZCHEBRR Y 2 % ke

1980 & ua = ﬁ‘ﬁﬂtlﬁié BT T LA, — § (v p (CO) £ R
54 g/km » 1980 & /{5 B 4 ¢ * T FpE M (gasohol) 2 UFp TG L o - §
PR ERR AR TE 1990 £ @ * & ﬁiﬁi,m ,f_‘]ﬁwvb (gasohol) % ,ﬁ;}{-L
—F LR AW TED 133 2 108 gkmo F| 1995 T 47 2 4.6
ghkm» 2@ g F g R T (A L7)e

ABEHEH-FCRFETIPEES AT A B
Eord AH B APPSR ET RS 913 ol - F i
B oA A B e § M FEV RS 899 F ARz - F bp o it
B R 2 AN REMHE AT RS 1,798 § o - F LA HIRE R
ZFREA A (R

L7 T @ AR Y T R TIFE Y (gasohol) (S Ak F #E

A A B & #x 2 (g/km)
CO HC NOx Aldehydes

1980 z_+ A4 54 4.7 1.2 0.05

1986 AFpE A 22 2 1.9 0.04

1986 ﬁﬁ‘ 16 1.6 1.8 0.00

1990 A /f_‘]ﬁ' kel 13.3 1.4 1.4 0.04

1990 EHE 10.8 1.3 1.2 0.11

1995 " ‘}fﬁ%‘ w47 0.6 0.6 0.025
1995 EE 4.6 0.7 0.7 0.042

(F# % p : Moreira and Goldemberg, 1999)

Lt T FrEHREAAZECOERE

g
JE P 6
(10°ton carbon/year)

Bv iR +0.82
9 e R (H ) +0.04
N,O ¢ & +0.15
i;ﬁﬁxf&%ﬁ(% SR = -0.87
FEB 7 -9.13

(4 % p : Moreira and Goldemberg, 1999)
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Bdpm LR EAXFFELFOLES THE LT

= HRE R
dp 1976 & BAnie * PP B L L £ T L B 4w R 11996 £ &
® 141320 FoX 2 Fp 0 X &4 5 255 @i ~ 2 % (Moreira and
Goldemberg, 1999) » $tp4Fc F14g2. = & Fefym 5 0 P i w2 3 B 3 kg~
28555 léwnzkﬁﬂﬂb/&fz%ﬁ7 Ms’rn)sbé&?"fl QR @Z]P\‘eq‘/@,xo

Z #

ERRGRFFE S P 2T 240tk A R AT S e
f&ﬁq_,i%ffsﬁ”ﬁ AL e LR AR B S iR g0
2.37% - C¥HF IR RS S 0 AL E WY brigier > m
Me (F30%) kpogiphr gz ® LASTER 7O @ 0 9rik
RIS M ERIER LOF HEE S S RIS SR
:§ﬂﬁ%ﬁ;%ﬁ%iiﬂ’ﬁﬁiﬁgﬁa%’&ééiﬁﬁmiﬁﬂ
T REARR S R o AN BT R A B R RS R R
RE TR ?E‘]ﬁ'f%é%‘rﬁiﬁlg WMER~"TF PR AR EL BRI
mER ST T HEHEY ‘}ﬁ#ﬁé‘f%é%é‘i Jz2o@ = L AE L B R (Solomon et.al.,

ﬁ

rl.b
gg
pua
)

2007): 5 Bk 8 5 S 0 R A P o 2 115 AR O8%
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