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Sukadana site, East Lampung, Indonesia. Photo by A. Taufiq.
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R JE G 30 2 T 5 b 565 DY KoK
BAHE, ALTE BRI B FER
[ 2 J5. BPSHIEUHE (http://www.bps.
go.id) on, fEIE LRI 104F (2000-
2011) AREFFEE A1 28T AFTF
FERN8 AL, FRET7.7%, (B4
FHEIHEK T62.4%, M12.5 t ha '3 hnE]
20.3 t ha'o M5 Z5TCHE S HTURE & 2
BRI A 80, 433 AR B
STAIFR26.3%- 17.7%1116.2% 0 1X &
iy DX e B K s A
+. Gt IBJ1#ZE (Suryana, 2007) o

AREEBRHIE IR 2, "R R SRk LU AR 2
Al A SR, R AR SR X AR 3 A 7 7 SR AT R3S o E
FIREJE VI, AR SEAEAR G 44 H A 24 BB GG b
AL, X AE R A 64% AR ERAVE AR ERIETR N f&ilr, K
TR BBV AYREHY FORH AR SR S & TR S
o

TERERS, AR EIN TR E R 20134 1 Tl FI5R
SR R BN X G o6 AN A IR, ARSI BT
WEFIHE A2 I 5Tk K (Nugroho and Hanani, 2007)
AR AN, f s ARO T B R, 20124 K
BRI AR 366,830 81, HE20114E 851 T42.6%, 7= htHE
HiT121%

TEENFE R VO, G SR 5 855 5 PR A4S M s 24, R E ™
WA LAIAF25-40 t ha' (Wargiono et al., 2006) o
Taufiq et al. (2009) #iti&, HA (N) « B (P,O,) - #

(K,0) HER i 53 312470+ 30+ 115 kg ha i, A
AT LA 63 t hale RE A A BRI S FR 40
B E e Howeler (1981) AINEFAE 21 t ha WBTEFHRZE ) K
EHEEIIA (N) « B (P) « 8 (K) B 51487 37.6
117 kg ha'e Wargiono et al. (2006) 8, AR E i h
30 t ha ', FFEHIRYL147.6 20.7+ 148.8 kg ha'HIA

(N) « % (P) « £ (K) « Amanullah et al. (2007) #F57 3
OB R 257 B 20435 ¢ ha Y, FEORAL(N) ~ B (P)
B (K) B FRITT KRB ERE, 58129 N6 0.75+
6 kg ha'o IXLEEHEF BIAE R SR S AR T K —
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1. BB Je PP AR 1% Sukadana and RumbiaBi- T 56 s7R 720 4.
[ il RS F GoogleBarth™.

5. Putthacharoen et al. (1998) BTG, FERAY

AR EE I PR () ORI AR 2R — o
TRZAFFE (Maduakor, 1997; Suyamto, 1998; Nguyen et

al,, 2002; Ispandi and Munip, 2005) E£23 M i FH AR A2 %F

ARFETFERATAAT IR RINR, ) AR A Y L8 L it FH

HE, bR S e A A R AL TR SR (E LA, RIMIG

F0.15 meq 100 g+ (Howeler, 1981) o i, T RIXFEIL AN,

EA TSR MRS A AL, R A A 27

TR E (El-SharkawyfllCadavid, 2000) o AMXAILE, A

BRI I8 s B AL A ST B E N B, K

ORI I A S R AR AR B BB T 2 b ) - e Ak

R AC T i o 3 25, K2 HUAT L Je P A B A A A

Jls FATATAE A (FAO, 2005) o RV R L85t FAE A} fH) ol A

J, WAL BT H B RUIE, B RIBEIE, At

FHHRAE o BRI, TP A RIS AR = MRty th 3t

DRI S 7, AR ) P 2 U T e (AT, AR A

Ml L R A R AT ROt P F el EE
AT EbRE:

Lo EEDREEJE VAL == SR SE AR 7 g 5% A A it 28 -
e, oI BE S P e B BRSO Y
Mo

2. S MRa b SR AT AR EL , 50 E e AR I AR
R BT R

3. AV PN LA TN R A 7 R Y
2580, I TR M R EE AR AT
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IR WARES
bt H A M

ARG L HEAE AL A P R M (1) — AT A
YA AR BY X Sukadanafff B /pFi 4k Sukadana Tirkf, ZRE
105 32" 27.98" , BiZh5 2" 38.63" , #§Hf{a6m, 20124F11 H22
HiERh, 20134E6 20 AR 33— A2 TAl A% 44 A g g
X Rumbiaffi B/ F AL Restubaruft, ZRE105 34 12.40"
Bt 46" 15.30" , #§1H47 mo 20124F11 16 H& R, 2013
HE6 14 IR

06 2o HE
U5 7 e A K, BEPLE XA BT, R 3K
FFE AR HIELHE AL (04 30~ 605 90~ 12071180 kg
K,0 ha') AR R IUEAL AL B A DAL PR E 101
B T— AL EEE 1200 kg N ha'Fl60 kg P O, ha'Sh, T
H PR AL R ZE A 135 kg N ha 'Fl136 kg PO, ha'e %M
HIAR S BIE PR ZE (46% N) ~ SP36 (36 kg P,O.) FI4 AL HH
(60% K,0) o fE—EMAERKZFRALILHEH =, RITE
VEVIRERIE B30~ 90~ 120K J5 73 )it 1 U NEAF 2 JH kY
25%- 509%F125% o Bl AEAEFFAE S it FH509%, T 4% A A6
JE90KIE o FRIEAEREFIG 15K — Vit it FH 7 A A
VERIPIIR e, I8 Lo
Sukadanaf) A& I AL A FH300 kg ha'HY
Phonska (N-P-K-S°A15-15-15-10) f1300 kg ha'[fR &K
(46% N) o Rumbi 4 B I 15t AE M i 200 kg ha’
f)Phonska (N-P-K-S$415-15-15-10) 1200 kg ha'[JSP36
(36% P,0,) o AT LKA ZAEFHE JE 30K i o

"

Performance of Cassava of c.v UJ3 five months after planting, grown on
acidic dryland at Sukadana site, East Lampung, without K fertilization
(treatment no. 2=135kg N ha" + 36 kg PO, ha" + 0 kg K,O ha™).

Photo by A. Taufiq.
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T 56 FH R] S it

TR PR B AR VA 2o AR 2 M A R 2
FEIEL IR, SR P A A S R, R R
MGG, — RAERIE 5 6 H st rT IR . 7E Sukadana,
TR A A S Rl U T3, BRER 50 B K, ATEE AeoE K, A
BRI AE 25 433,333 ha e £ERumbia, FIFE A 2 5 b
HUJ5, BREE RS0 K, FTEE 70 B K A E R R
28,570 kha e FIFA IR B6 b A A A R B J0 A E ok 2 —
FRIEVEYD, — FERAE R B H E RGN H G WORA

(ZINFEFE 210 RINER) o SukadanafIRumbiais 36 H Y

/N THTRR IR 7.29K X 8K A7 K X 8 K

TEREFBOR G TR Y, B RA 2. TERBFIE 30+ 60 90
TR FH AN LR o i FHA 22 A 2530 9 R B R

PYEITLNE S

ESEH0-20 8 K K 20-40 K (1) 348 43047 -3¢ Jm 1k
G EIE BT pH AR08 IS HR i ESABELL A
BUISTo {56 FH A= A5G A A R R B0 > T3 1 o A
[FJR P Y AR AR — Al B SE 86 3 40T

TEFBEFIIT 30+ 60~ 90+ 120~ 150+ 180K MULFRIT, 4/
DG SRR A B F ik 15 o TEMSORIN, f3/NDXOEBE3BRR
W 2RISR T, FERAE105° c 2/ HETFa8/)
i, EEMEE.

TEWOGRIS, WIE B (B AEAR) 2R 2R ) &
o [RI, FEMORI S/ MR (B ZE) X FEALE LR T
TR i Eviati dan Sulaeman (2009) Y73
S AT S R R S8 4

Performance of Cassava of c.v UJ3 five months after planting grown on acidic
dryland at Sukadana site, East Lampung, with K fertilization (treatment no.
4=135kg N ha' + 36 kg PO, ha' + 60 kg K,O ha™).

Photo by A. Taufiq.



AR T A2/ IN X ) S P e B 6 1 7 AR S0 3 B e
277 BENLGEBURZS, FH6E KRR A 5 R E AE
HIJERT & i (Nelson-Somogyi et al., 1997) o

fifi Pl Statistix 3.0 G5 HHERA XS U ER FO KA EA T 05 22 04T

FIEIME LA (N.H. Statistical Software) o

ZeHe
TR

FJZ2 1 (0-20HK) ML (20-40HK) XHA)R K
AR A AD 1 JE 2, (B ALE T  —a Bk 1
(K1) « TWDZERETIEpHIY IR, £ 2 2 5RIR E.
W E AR (C) AR E LIEP AP, M &5
R IR XA R R B AL AR, THEERR
A B AR SRR A RS AR, B B (E
(1918 ppm P,O_ %5 (Howeler, 1981) , {HJiE/E L& fi 4]
FLlf A B AR SRR (AT SCHAE A1) 2P 2 TR
EHAT R, BIRT I FEI{H0.15 meq 100 g! (Howeler,
1981) o FEIX A A3 )2 2, T 38 # F 4 1 T I 5 R

0.25 meq 100 g (Howeler, 1981) o

WOERI (FEFPE210°K) , 2 LHEH Y& AR IR AR
R, Bl S0 ot e A B B, ey
A HAEAK (382) o« FERumbiaif
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ARE BRI, A5 M E R BRI
I A W S S A, AN TR R R Rt R LA —
Fo fESukadana, FJ PAUEER 21 R 25 it FH £ 0 A A 2 5 b
RE BTRRFE0KR,, MAERumbia, WELENXFA it
B S I B IR B RIS 180 Ko

i £ S 2> B S i R B A BT (3R3) o 1R
X P AL I, A EC T AN Tt IS AL 2, 2 A it P K
30 kg K,O ha''lf, AREAH_EATEIEIN 1219%-23%, 2
HHAT A i A60 kg K O ha'Bif, AERH BT EHE—
BEIN, h47%-509%. LESEHE ML A 60 kg K,0
ha!, REHHY BT RGN, (R ZRARTE. WAL
56 3 ) e R S BEAE t FIE Ak PR e R S P T R S B
N30 kg K,O ha ! FUALERARL, LA ALY s _EFR A
SR

FEWORIN, 220 FE A BT 5 RS AL, X
PAL B HR L AR LI R A (3K3) o ORI Mk b
TR A BRI R B2 B AR I R BRI 15% o
I, WOER IS I 9 A 00 AN RE AR D e 4 0 T EE AR 3R 5
MR R 2, 7ERumbialel 56 Hly, ORI -9 T H 4

Table 1. Soil properties of the experimental sites at Sukadana and Rumbia.

B M, i EAE e P A S, e

Sukadana - East Lampung Rumbia - Central Lampung

S B E SR E ) A& E 0-20 cm 20-40 cm 0-20 cm 20-40 cm
e g e oL L Sand (%) 40 61 81 79
‘?ﬁ@f$gaz$f§?€ (r 0.71) I Ah, Sl (%) y 2 . X
fESukadanald{l 5 b, MACEFPAE 21K Clay (%) 34 0 11 18
R HA A , 38 T RS e R AR , Texture class Clay loam Silty loam Loamy sand Sandy loam
NN NI pH-H,O (1:2.5) 45 4.7 5.1 4.9

{fHRumbial{ 5 H i\tﬂmf)ﬁ@ (F10 PH.KCI (1:2.5) s n s I
22) o HilATE, TEIX AL 5 H 1Y C-organic (%) 0.95 0.72 1.18 0.79
1 LR B I b B R 3 oA 2 P (Bray 1) (ppm P:05) 27.8 8.45 492 11.4

. O, Exch-K (meq 100 g'') 0.05 0.09 0.07 0.12
S B L IR 2 it gy e A A A Exch-Ca (meq 100 g™) 0.36 0.54 0.75 0.48
H2Y (F22) - Exch-Mg (meq 100 g 0.20 0.30 0.28 0.20

KB RAL
T B A A 2
K (P A b AL (35

Table 2. Effect of K fertilization on K availability in the top soil layer (0-20 cm) at harvest. Lampung,

2012-2013.

3) MR AH T . EJE%EIH EEﬁ@ JiERTS B/‘] ij][l , 7'( Treatment Fertilizer treatment Exchangeable K
FER ERZEWEEIE I, BE LR N P20; : K:0 Sukadana IRumbia
Zii E/J 7]:H ﬂ:_/[ E% ’ %/' %EIIHE E/J ﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁjﬁ i T Farmer'” éir};:e-r Farmer 0.07 med 10 0.06
EK 120+ 180 kg KO, 25Kk H T; 135 36 0 0.06 0.04
o PRI, RIS o it B I e A 0 Ts 135 36 30 0.06 0.04

- = N Ty 135 36 60 0.08 0.06
T’ éﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁj‘%qj%ﬁd\ E/J’ jE;H\: Ts 135 36 90 0.07 0.05
SRR AT AR BRI A e I A B Ts 135 36 120 0.08 0.06
o A BB R e I Ak 3 R S Y il 200 20 50 508 LAY

g [F] T ARAL AL B 2 R B0A .25 22 5o

Note: VFarmers’ fertilization practices are detailed in the Materials and methods section.
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Fig. 1. Effect of K fertilization on cassava stem growth at Sukadana (cv. UJ3), and at Rumbia (cv. UJ5)
during 2012-2013 cropping season (treatment codes as in Table 2).

Table 3. Effects of K fertilization on above ground dry biomass of cassava at Sukadana and Rumbia.
Lampung, 2012-2013.

Fertilizer treatment Dry weight
Treatment Sukadana Rumbia
East Lampung Central Lampung
N P,05 K,0 Stem Shoot Stem Shoot
kg ha! Mg ha”!

T, Farmer" Farmer Farmer 1.7 bc® 2.1 bc 5.5bc 6.1 bc
T, 135 36 0 13¢c 1.7@® 42¢ 48¢c
T; 135 36 30 1.6 be 2.1 bc 5.2 be 5.8 be
T, 135 36 60 2.1 ab 2.5 ab 6.6 ab 7.2 ab
Ts 135 36 90 2.7a 32a 5.4 be 6.1 be
T 135 36 120 2.8a 32a 6.7 ab 7.4 ab
T, 200 60 180 25a 29a 82a 89a

Notes: VFarmers’ fertilization practices are detailed in the Materials and methods section.
@Different letters in a column indicate significant differences at P <0.05.

0.4-0.5 t ha’', fESukadanaisl 3G, UL
ARSI T 0.6-0.8 t ha!, AN
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Tl ACALBE 2 [ BOA . 7 5o

P~ 1 i ) BT A AL 2, AR R

30K A AR R EBOA KB R
e BREEAEAE 7R 0K EIT A
I, VA TR A A AR
FAAL AL BRI R/, (B BT gt —
AHPERF I MR R0 KI5 EL I
AR, BOA T AL AL B Y ARG I /N

(B A R R) , MR 2 R
ST BREAR o

Jita JIE % 2H 2R B TP R E R A B
=410

TERK A IR0, AR B I B vp
B2 B By 12 A 2 1O IS s FH e
HHR (K2, £4) o AHAEH
ROBARAIEIS, 7 gt iR
VIR 919 , =4 #0 A ie FH t ds rm IT
RS e R T2 4% o
ZE A B S B A e A O
(HAE RN, & B a5 T 9 Y
0.4%-0.9% (24, [E2) o WARKHe =k
RS B BN SR T YT
0.2%-0.4% , AL FH 5 90-120
kg K,O ha'lf, HREEA 4 o i b
P e FH A 5%, 244 40 AR e e P 3o
120 kg K,O ha'ff, B 5 # 5
AR (2) o g B SIB it A 4k 2
AR ZERIHZE 0 & A A 24 T e
M AR R AL (82) o FErF R AHZE
PUR I FER 25 2 B A R A —
SO () o

YIS Tl P RS WAL R IS e 25 Y
A5y S BEVA W ORATATT I A B0 ([
2, #4) o AEEATEFNEALEE, 75
Sukadanaif{ 3G b, HZE ek B
H B R E 1925%-28%, T 7ERumbia
I M, B ZE PR B e e 2R fe
H31%-34% . A EH HHLGREH
BRE A AT PR 2 ) YE R A BT i
FHKME (FR4) o

P2 (PR 77 i
PO 3 56 Hb A i FH 44 I Ak 2
R A 2 e 2K 1 f R T B A R (IR
(#£5) o fESukadanal {4 b, 4 &
MEATHE 60 kg K,O ha'lif, $&
SN R, O AT Ak ) B



PR 47 9%, BE— 20 88 AL
FAY i P 1 AR RE . 35 i v AR R 25 Y
7o ot fERumbiail 52, 4 FF ALY
Jt SRS, 90 kg KO ha'ff, 4
PRI B P S e, 2 HIE R
4120 kg KO ha'f, 2£771
AR ZETE w233 A it
JEAL PR 5 15% F125%, BE— 23 N
SIS it P55 3504 R AT AT B A2

RPN Z R 2
ESukadanaiﬁgﬁﬁﬂ, 4 A Y
Jiti 160 kg K O ha'f, #RALHEH
RIS B, 9207 kg FTY kg!
KO, B ARG FE it A 5 58 i
MBI FERumbialf3e i, o720

e-ifc BigEnll | 2015F9 A &

YU B/IMS 2, S #I AL A At
30 kg K,0 ha'lf, AL I e 728
S h, 83 kg FTY kg' KO, FEFFAL
it P e AR S B NI fESukadana
B b, A 7R SR I e 2, 4
HRAEA R 60-90 kg K,O ha I,

Table 4. Coefficients of linear correlations between seasonal K dose and cassava leaf, stem, and
tuber K contents, and tuber starch content at harvest, in Sukadana and Rumbia, 2012-2013.

NN A ] -
/Tj_;@ W\j I lit 3\_\5 ﬂij‘ ’ f % E/] fs %JL’ ﬁ@ ECE fii?enment Variables K,O dose K leaf K stem K tuber Starch
¥ e EH 5 ]
& /_E 71( % j% - fijﬁ % ﬁ@ )EH ':P % J]J Sukadana K,O dose (kg ha™) 1.00 - - - -
A A 4b A Y , R IE Y it K leaf (%) 0.95%%* 1.00
30 kg K,O ha'f130-60 kg K,O K stem (%) 0.67* 0.60* 1.00 =
1 . IS K tuber (%) 0.74* 0.65% 0.23 1.00 -
}i‘lt; Eggf‘g}g ;‘;T;gfgi; Starch (%) 0.53 0.61 0.09 038 1.00
= pil N
I 9 4 B8 75 2 506 FT199% (35 5) Rumbia K,0 dose (kg ha™) 1.00 =
2o L0 °. K leaf (%) 0.71% 1.00 -
SukadanaFlRumbia iz 5 # 1{55R K stem (%) 0.85%  0.84%* 1.00 ;
KI5 9 490.8 F10.7, /R 4 It K tuber (% L
E‘]%f ﬂ[ﬁj Starch (%) -0.01 0.40 0.32 0.04 1.00
e Note: n=10; * and ** indicate statistical significance at 5% and 1% levels.
3.0 Leaf K 1.2 Stem K
2.5 4 ®mSukadana ° Rumbia 1.0
2.0 0.8 -
E ~—
Zo0s- 5 06 1
[ —
A~ 1.0 & 04 -
0.5 - 0.2 -
0.0 - 0.0 -
0.5 7 Tuber K 40 - Tuber starch
0.4 .
a 30 A
2 03 A = 251
(] o
S g 205
0.2 1 & 15 A
0.1 1 101
5 -
0.0 - 0 -
S N Q Q Q \) S Q Q Q Q Q
& o &L S S & P TN
T F S SRCEC AN N
AR CNCN AEECHERC IR H N

N-P-K treatments

N-P-K treatments

Fig. 2. Fertilization effect on cassava leaf, stem, and tuber K content (% of dry matter), and tuber starch content (% of fresh weight) at harvest, in

Sukadana and Rumbia, 2012-2013.
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B KA 25433100 B AT EE (IDR) |, AR5 Bl A0 10 e P 2t
HI¥E I, Al gt 208 TR (E13) o FERumbialf 56 H1, AT
1 (B e FARE AL BE) ik s, BEAHAE A A 1 i 38
SN RIS 3, BB IR A 4120 kg KO ha
B, Sl 2 8 2 By, SM28-10°FJE S L (IDR) »

e

WO, mtan A g Y W A a0 A L R
ELHR AP BN A R A S A — kb
T (3R1) , BHES T3t (CEC) BRI ARFER
KRV ERIRI A JRT, AEIX NI 3, T3 PR,
EERBRIRNE, WA, AL (OM) R FAZ . @& R

Table 5. Effects of K fertilization on fresh tuber yield (FTY) and dry tube yield (DTY) of cassava crop

at Sukadana and Rumbia sites, Lampung, 2012-2013.

Wb ARATHEpH, 2= A LTS i AR AT B A g
(FEARFEI— AR ZFEN L1800 K) FIEE R+
HFFACH R TARAIGHI PR S s ek, o HOR A H i e &
HARME (1) , kT Howeler I HIEIG S BIME (Howeler,
2002) o B, BHATA ROERAR E 0T BE A2 32 3 X AR 2E
T A 2 LR R 280 K 20 BOR SB R P it AR 20 i 4
JE, Xt T E A7 JE vt B A 2 25K 287 ) SR A 2 AR
RARDTTH o
TEIX PR Hh, A& AR R AT Y 2[RI — 48
Ze SRl LUA R T 5385 i B 2 22 5, A2 LIz
[ R 22 5 0 Sukadana B ROMEIR T IEFF U3 MR (1
M “ZE” ) | MRumbiaf B MR T
U5l ( ‘Kasetsart” ) « UJ3fhf4:
KR, ARSI ETY, RE& T

UJsIIRE %L (9 31°50.8F10.7) »

Fertilizer treatment Tuber yield
Treatment Sukadana Rumbia 4: H H:ZT, U]Si}%%i@ﬂj‘g?% /\é\é
(cv. UJ3) (cv. UJ5) (JEMD) B8, MN44%, U 3 R
R NN S v S 536%, PRI, 00 B S0 K B T
kg ha’ Mg ha’ ) A 7
T, Farmer'" Farmer Farmer 31.3b? 9.4 abc 309 a 13.9 ab UB nuﬂ] (E2013 H,?;:E\{C%E ’ UIS%D
T 135 36 0 26.1¢ 75¢ 2790 11.7¢ U3 ahFR A% 5 512910+ 880E1JE
A
4 Sa da .3 al .5 al = 23 0kl e e
i 135 36 90 37.8a 10.4 ab 3l.6a 14.0 ab St AHEFE TR oA S A AL it
i 135 36 120 35.0 ab 10.6 ab 32.1a 14.6 a IR AR — L BT,
T, 200 60 180 36.5 ab 9.5 abc 32.7b 14.7 a

Notes: VFarmers’ fertilization practices are detailed in the Materials and methods section.

@Different letters in a column indicate significant differences at P <0.05.

S b, B A i AR K Hb HE 5
THEMAER (K, #3) , /& TETY
(5) o WA 1000 b - SR A 1
BPIERAETAR, =T8N, Tt
it FH A i FH i 1 A A 2 S R

27 e Sukadana AR, IR FIR b 25
ol O Rumbia o R® = 0.9455 1 EEYIRR T E. B4R, ATLAMH
o Tt PR 7 T2 6 S e X
z 81 A A K 7 R B G
4 o 60-90 kg K,O ha' K,0 (£5;/3) . 44
g 7, 2 I 5 Tt P 6 S L
£ 4 L R A T A Y AR I KR
§ R —0.83062 .
2 A B 5% AR AR 1 R K HO K
0 , . . . PR E30-40 t ha'le XA T
0 30 60 90 120 0BT AR TE A5 R A A 1 R it

K dosage (kg K,O ha'!)

Fig. 3. Effect of K fertilization dose on the net return from cassava at Sukadana and Rumbia, Lampung,

Indonesia, 2012-2013.
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FAIRRFR A M Y S BV 10 SEBRAE P AT AR F T
AT AR S W 2

TEMATHIRE TR, KT b SO o, R
5 R BARE R A HOAR AN K el 4 IS 1 i P e K
AL BRI (3R2) , IX R TR R R A RICR . B
RAEAEREFG 15K, TR E A KA EE
HOER ) i AR B IR (182) , BIEEAEORIN, i 58 3R
AR 10 2 W — 285t FH RS TR P 0t BRAERE IR N &)
5l MR M 2 hr 5 SR ANVE R TR R AL SR E 2 [ A B
B lc (Marschner, 1995) o A DX FRE, JCIELMAT A
J7 2, KA ) S AR S AN A M EPI AR R A2k
P, IX AW K AR BECEC/D HIR /K i s AU HBIX. (Lambin
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