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／／ｗｗｗｗｄｓ．ｗｏｒｌｄｂａｎｋ．ｏｒｇ／ｓｅｒｖｌｅｔ／ＷＤＳ＿ＩＢａｎｋ＿Ｓｅｒｖｌｅｔ？ｐｃｏｎｔ＝
ｄｅｔａｉｌｓ＆ｅｉｄ＝０００００９２６５＿３９７１１１３１５０９４９．

［１７］ＷｏｒｌｄＥｎｅｒｇｙＣｏｕｎｃｉｌ２００１ＷＥＣＳｔａｔｅｍｅｎｔ２００１．ＷｏｒｌｄＥｎｅｒｇｙＣｏｕｎｃｉｌ
（ＷＥＣ）［ＥＢ／ＯＬ］．ｈｔｔｐ：／／ｗｗｗ．ｗｏｒｌｄｅｎｅｒｇｙ．ｏｒｇ／ｗｅｃｇｅｉｓ／ｐｕｂｌｉｃａｔｉｏｎｓ／
ｓｔａｔｅｍｅｎｔｓ／ｓｔａｔ２００１．ａｓｐ

４ ＡｓｉａｎＡｇｒｉｃｕｌｔｕｒａｌＲｅｓｅａｒｃｈ ２０１３


