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Abstract: The experiments were conducted to study the effects of nutrient type of soil improvement agents on the

physical and chemical properties of soil, water storage and economic benefits of maize based on an eight-year maize field

in the Jiuquan, Gansu province. The results showed that soil porosity, aggregate structure, field capacity and holding ca-

pacity decreased with the increasing of the application amounts of soil improvement agents. The rate of soil improvement

agents was positively correlated with organic matter, alkali N, available P, available K and CEC, whereas was negatively

correlated with bulk density and pH value. With the increase in soil improvement agents, maize grain yield increased,

while the marginal benefit decreased. Regression analysis showed that the best application amount of this nutrient type of

soil agents be 1 349.96 kg*hm ™2, resulting in the theoretical yield of maize of 7 080.00 kg*hm 2.

Keywords: nutrient type of soil improvement agents; soil physical and chemical properties; water storage; maize
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SEF I R0 SR 2 2 00 5l [ AR B A 0
#1011 CO (NH, ), NH,H,PO, | 5406 1 7 . ZnSO, *
TH, O e L B4 A5 T i B 72 B 9], A5 L 57
W50 AR BRI . 5406 T 77 B3GR B 2 M e
(R A R RO — A R B E L 8 3% , ol sty
HH .

LB ik

1.1 iXEesF 4

IR T 20102012 -4 H AR M X LS 8
a FOKIEMER) T4 EibAT. IS EE D 1 490
m, AR B R 7.50°C, AFE I FEK A 109 mm, 48
ZEAR A 2 200 mm, TCFEIAN 150 do THIERALEHE
WL B2 0~ 20 em HEEA LTS RN 15,65
g kg™ B N 86.45 mg- kg™!, ML P,05 8. 68
mg- kg™, AL K,0 158.67 mg- kg™, pH N 8.46,
BRI, B H O L= AR A R 4, A LR
680 g-kg !, A 6.1 grkg ', &5 3.6 g kg™, A
11.8 g-kg™ ', pH{E 2.1, %45 1 ~ 2 mm; CO(NH,),,
& N 46%; (NH,),HPO,, % N 18%, P,0s 46%;
7SO0, TH,0, 7% 7n 23% 5 R LA , HR 22 4541k
AR E 7 4 F R S 500 ~ 7 500, 5 A
57°C ,pH 6.0 ~ 8.0, K& 12 ~ 16, 4% 1 ~ 2 mm;5406
HAL, ARG =0.2 10 ¢ ', &R E R AHRA
R EFR AL AR (TG 2= Bl S5 A9
HARZBE H £ BRI . CO(NH, ), \NH,H, PO,
5406 7 . BR B EE L ZnS0, - TH,0 TN 0.36:
0.31:0.25:0.05:0.02:0.01, %4 HLIK 282.2
g kg !N 185.7 g kg !, P,05 113.1 g- kg~ ', K,0 41
g kg™, 7Zn 2.8 g- kg™, WK FER 245 g+ o7, MM AR
25007C -t~ "o SR EOK AP AL A SRS 958 (5 58
X5 7-2),
1.2 REHE
1.2.1 XEear®  EFRAM R R 5 A
QPR -0 kg hm =228 CK(X A&, Ab P 1) ;450 kg hm ™2
(ALHE2) 5900 kg'hm’z(ﬁi‘fﬂ 3);1350 kg'hm’z(ﬂ‘fﬁ
4);1 800 kg-hm 2 (KB 5), MK /INXER 3
W, BEALIX AL HEF
1.2.2 ##zEx KB/ HEANK 32 m* (8 mx 4
m) , BN/ N U FA HUIE , T 58 40 em, 5 30 em. #%
PRI 77 A ok 55 43K A 20 em )2, 2010,
2011 4FF1 2012 F349 78 4 H T A& BEAS i 2R 0 AD
58, AR 8.00 i kk-hm 2 ACARFHANE 7 -
2, IR R BCE A AH BN 2.50 TRk -hm ™2, 78
ATHE 100 em, ¥EEE 50 cm.

1.2.3 ARG FH BB E T,
FE S BT A TR I ) R AUK T 78 EoK
PZE0e 1 2R RET E AT L K (T BE 25 om, T4 4. 65
Lem™'h ' A SE O I HIZE 5 m Kk, o
SIAE FORFR T W] AR hl R R LB A
THTHE 1R B/ N K A A, R K 2,16 m',
1.2.4 MERBEFFE  AAET KRG /D
X BEALR 30 A~SRF , = PO e ROk R Aok B R
i, BRI/ N XIS BN D R T A B
PRSI 3 a, T 2012 4R EOK
WG , A e ARSI /N X N S TSR A1 a5, R
£ 0~20 em T4 3 ke, AL A1 kg RS EHEE
PG SRR AL T (- 32 R A DR TR IR
KR L) o HHERE = BRI LT x 100)/
(BRI % (100 + £ 35k ) )5 ALY =

(3 E - B3R E) /I E x 1005 10 A5 K
B = TR x SALBRIE x R B LB =

HAR Gk x THEAE x 100; IEBEFLBE = AL
BB — BAFLIE s MM & K = 1A x S LR
x TERE; BEBEKE = HH x BELRE x -
EREAEBEEKE = I < EBEILBE x +
JEUREE 5 H R4 7K 2R B EUR B e i s BT RRR
TS LR A B AR TR AT s s Bk R A
O s AR PR R S BNIR 2 — BB PT L ik s ik
R R KU 6 BT 5 BH B 7 58 & (CEC) 2R H
NH;0Ac — NH,Cl ¥, pH {H R JHRR L1 Ok 3 ) 1o,

1.2.5 #H¥ELi+FH%x LFEHERAEERTZH
FHR, LSR K36, 26 9% 85 4 foe A FH it x0 = ((P,/
P).) - b]/zc,ﬂﬂﬁ:iﬂéﬁﬂi/t\fzi y=a+ bx — cxzo

2 ZER50HT

2.1 EFBKAFIx T B IR M R R

2.1.1 *EEEEFEGHw TIEEFEALERL
B SRR R ALBRARSL , S e 4 33 K M S
PRV PIAR 2 264 0 BELTT AR, S FAE 38 P
R — A EEAE AR R 3 4, T 2012 4F 9
J 16 H ERWOGR G RERHEZ 0~ 20 em HHED &
SRR LIE W (3R 1), B B 57 4 700t A it i
B, A 5 T AR, 25 H R/ NI TR A il
FHHEE 1800 kg=hm ™2, P340 1.09 g+ em ™2, A HE K
& CK, PR 1.19 grem ™, 8 SR A 450t FH o
1800 kg hm™* 5 CK &, HAEFBEA T 0. 10
grem ™, BB E (P <0.05), Sk A4 Hr AT
DAFE 78 73 AU A 750 it P o 5 5 o 22 ) 2 2 Y
AR FR MR RE R = -0.9897,
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Table 1 The effects of nutrient type soil improvement agents on soil physical properties and water storage
B A SALBREE >0.25 mm HI R K FH ] 45 7K A HLAE K
/(kg'hm’z) /(g‘cm’3) / % / % / % /(t*hm=2)
Application amount Bulk density Total porosity Aggregate Field capacity Holding capacity
0(CK) 1.19aA 55.09deA 27.53deD 15.99¢C 1101.80cD
450 1.16bA 56.23cdA 28.09¢dD 19.34dB 1124.60dC
900 1.13cA 57.36bcA 30.20cC 21.55¢cA 1147.20cB
1350 1.12¢dA 57.74abA 32.83bB 22.28bA 1154.80bB
1800 1.09deA 58.86aA 36.47aA 23.42aA 1177.20aA

I AR KNG FRFIR 27 B E K (LSRy.o1» LSRo.0s) o T 1o

Note: Different capital and small letters indicate significant difference( LSRy.o;, LSRg.¢s). The same below.

2.1.2 EBEILMEGHw TIESILBE R
FE A W S NEAE K PE B AR AR, DT R 1 5]
o EAEPI ARG SFL B R A BT K
BB, N HEE KB EEE Y, WA
DAt Bl 5 7 AN 00 it P e A B A 3, -3
SFLBRBETERG R, B LB BE $5 K A 2 78 7 A e 4 74
Jiti FH 42 1 800 kg hm ™2, F-34 4 58.86% , i FL B i
JNEYSE: CK, 348 55.09% , 8 35 ek 500 it 1
1 800 kg*hm™*5 CK A8, BfLBREEE KT 3.77%,
ERBE(P<0.05), ZLMEIASHALIE S,
B R 7Rt P 5 LB =2 (] 2 2 1 1 A
FFFRLMERB R =0.9897, N ZEE MM+
TR RS T o A , KT LB FRAIK

THEEAE,
2.1.3 T E3EARKG Y a LI R R

TR IR R R bR 2 — , PR Rk 1 3K
HEAE Syl N 1 T LI, B 5 R T i+ )
Titi P A BB 1, B 3 PR SR AR ARG, A Rk i 2
B2 7 7 R ek 70 it A 1 800 kg hm =2, F-34H
36.47% , AR/ D B CK, ¥ 27.53% , 8 5%
P+ F 0 & 1 800 kg hm ™25 CK M3k, B 4K
BT 8.94% , 2= F B E (P <0.01), L m
HA AT AT LA 8 37 A8 ek 450t FH = 5 A R R
] 2 B IEAGOC R, MICRE R =0.969%, 7%
HJF R, — 2 B R 8 IR A 590 ) R 2 e —
Fof i 235 4y 1200 AT RUAE /N R AR — R, T A A
SE WKL , 2 37 ARk 50 v A b I T AR S
AVIVER R AT R A T, A P
e FREE H AL L I BRI STIRE AR B IS
A0 R A2 R T T DR R A i
Y Ca®* A F T - A SRR T A o

2.2 EFHKIFTEEKENEIN

2.2.1 sEEWEREAHFARKEGHm  HEFFKEZ
TEEE KNSR, B HK K, FW L 5
A ROKZ 2 N 1 AT LLE L, B S Ak

- 750 i P R A3 T, 9 ) K RS,
(] 45 7K B g5 K 0 8 7R B 0+ R i JH & 1 800
kg hm =2, ¥ 23.42% , H [a] £§ 7K 8 Fe /N 1 2
CK, V-3 15.99% , & % A ok 57 i 1 & 1 800
kg-hm ™25 CK &g, HIERK ST 7.43% , 2%
SR (P <0.01), SRR HT A, 2L
¥t A 5 ) K 2 A 2 2 IEA G R
HHFZRE R =0.9585,
2.2.2 sEBEHFZREOY R EMEKER
fig - e A AL IR T i K B i ORI K i B - ST
BRI RR: () K. R 1 ATLLE A
B I A P Rt P B B 3G N, R R K
FESETIN, 0 R0 7K o i R 1) 2 % T ek it P
1 800 kg=hm 2,444 1 177.20 t-hm ™~ fAIE K5
/NS CK, 2 1 101.80 t-hm =2, B FE R ok +
FURE AL 1800 kg+hm ™25 CK HuA, 1 1 /K 2 4
Y 75.40 t-hm ™2, Z R B E (P <0.01), Sk
RS HT AT DUE 78 3% AL el 4 R it i S iR &
KEZ 2B ENIEMCKR, HXRE R =
0.9897, FEHJF I, B & B & — PP /K Z2 A K Y
SEOK AR e 4R v R K v T T R A T AR
o
2.3 EFBRLFNLEENRIERFSHE
i

MR 2 FTLAE H, HIEA LT HSR o e 1
SEE SRR A A B 1800 kg+hm ™2, 5 CK H
BLOENLRMEAT 0.42 g kg™, 2R B E (P <
0.05) . ZEMERIASHT T LUE H 8 37 B el £ 57 it
HESHEVRZ AR BENIEMEER, HIERE
R=0.9857, Bof#AIENNT 20.76 mg kg™, 25 7%
WE(P<0.01), 2L RIHSHT AT LA Y H TR A
e R SR A AR B E IR R, M
FFRBU(R)H 0.9566, FRALHERENT 4.94 mg-kg™!,
ZRRE(P<0.05), &L EIH 3T LUE &
FRA A At T 5 Ol 2 ) 2 T TR A DGR
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ZL,AMHERB R =0.9999, HACH G T 6.57
mg-kg 1, ZEREE (P <0.05), L L% B2 Hraf
DAF M, 8 R B R it P B 5 R =2 ] 5 (3
PR COC R, FH I R AL R = 0.9943, 7 A= 4G
At R R S R R ) A T A LB RN R
B AR TR R OK A A L R AR A
Ho

2.4 EFBYEFTEEFHERBOZME

2.4.1 3 CEC#9%a LIHEMEE 7S
(CEC) &R AE 1 e A 14 RE 1) B2 ZL48 b, CEC K1)
T RNEPERE FIAEIEYEBRLF . R 2 AT LR Y, Bl
FE SRR At A BE A S I, 1€ CEC 7E3
hn, CEC 5 K/ & 8 77 8 ol - 57) il A & 1 800
kg-hm™ 2, F ¥4 19. 84 cmol-kg™", CEC H /)N J&
CK, X0 15.75 emol - kg™, & 7 4 P 4 571 it F

1800 kg * hm™2 5 CK b %%, CEC ¥ fin T 4. 09
emol kg™, 2R BE (P <0.01), LM T4
Bral LAE B SRR R i 5 CEC Z () 2 1
FWIEAHCE R MK RE R =0.9742,

2.4.2 3 pHALWFm  pH (AR HIEE BN
bR T, 3R 2 AT LU Y Bl 36 5 B i 74 it
SRR, 38 pH A 7EFEAIK, pH (B /N 2
BRI Pk 4 0 FH & 1 800 kg hm ™2, F3H 8.34,
pH {H R KIS CK, Y0 8.46, 78 777 el + 5t
1800 kg-hm ™25 CK b#%, pH {HI%K T 0. 12,25
FEE(P<0.05), SKLERASHT LA, &
FRALER R S pH A = 7] 22 535 1 f A 26 56
ZMHFERECR = -0.9260, FHJE R IR M ik +
TR R T s R — AR R R MR T, RIS T
SRR o

x2 EFEYIALHEENRMELFTSRUFERBZIE

Table 2 The effects of nutrient type soil improvement agents on organic matter and available nutrients

B T H AL T A B CEC/(cmolkg™")
/(kg*hm~2) El value /(g-kg™h) /(mg-kg™!) /(mg-kg™") /(mg-kg™!) Cation Exchange

Application amount P i Organic matter Alkali N Available P Available K Capacty
0(CK) 8.46aA 15.65deA 86.45¢DE 8.68eA 158.67deA 15.75eA

450 8.45abA 15.77cdA 88.92dCD 9.92dA 159.96¢cdA 17.11dA

900 8.44bcA 15.86bcA 90.73¢C 11.15¢A 161.31bcA 18.67cA

1350 8.35cdA 16.03abA 99.71bB 12.39bA 163.58abA 18.93bA

1800 8.34deA 16.07deA 107.21aA 13.62aA 165.24aA 19.84aA

2.5 BEFRBMIFNHHEREFERTIZEN
=AU

P 2010—2012 4 H BRI ZERL T IE H, Bk
TR FERLE R R KR E SR A L
FiE A 1800 kg-hm ™2, 5 CK Hu#&, FR B in 1
53.39 ki, 22 M B E (P <0.01), 2L 1k [ 2 Br
AL ), 5 R ol 500t P o 5 AR 4R 2 ) A f
FIIEAH KRR AR R = 0.6374; BRI EH I
T 32.90 g, 22T E (P <0.01) , 24 153 Hr
LA B SR el 4 7l P o 5 ROk 2 R 4
FIEA R L REL R =0.9812; H R 34N
T 5.66 g, ZFBH(P<0.05), 2% 1T 5Hraf
DIE B R i e AR R
FIIEAIEIE R, Ml R 50 R = 0.9809; P~ 3 A T
5.66 kg*hm™2, 22 5% .3 (P < 0.01) , 24P Bl
SAMTRT AR B IR A e 1 5t e S e e = A 2
WEMIEMC R, ML RE R =0.9755, (HE5
ONJT B FRB A TR R 1 7 R T B R R Rt
JIE Sk (1 i 3 s (% 3) o
2.6 EFBYUIFEFUERERAENHE

W7 SR B A RS [t FH 5 7 R OK 7 2 ]

(12 22 R ARV FIH 2 y = a + bo — cx® B
A AR R R
y = 5612.76 + 0.9783x — 0.00006382x> (1)

Xof 1A 5 R A T S 2 P D 5 %) 285 SR R W e 05
P& R AF & IR o A A% (Pr) S 2.50
JC - kg™ AN EKR MRS (Py) Hy3.10 T - kg
(Px) (Py) BIEAREE) b (FEREIE =R F e (IR
RO ), AR B R AR x =
((Px/Py) = b)/2¢' ), SRAGE I o+ 5 28 3 3k
T e At i () S 1349.96 ¢+ hm™2 6 xp FOA
(1) 3K, SRAGHIF Tk A HELES P2 (y) S8 7 080.00
kg« hm=, TH 450 5 WM 4 3 4 BA W) &
(£4).
2.7 EFBMEFIHFHERPRFAESH

NZEE A0 55 A8 Ak ok B, 3 bR A BB W
704,430 - hm ™2, 3B F] - 732.07 JC-hm™2, EFRH
M FTE 1350 kg hm = 2F95EAE L, P2k L3 it e
L APRANE I . R W, B SR e
FHAE 1350 kg hm ™ 2B, il Fft 5 K 8 7™ 2500 R 28 5544
#RBAF (R 4) .
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Table 3 The effects of nutrient type soil improvement agents on economic characters and yield of maize
At YR Ve Flitr ARLE g bi iy B AR =2 S il
/(kg*hm~2) Ve /g /g J(ke*hm-2) /(kg*hm~2) /% Hape g/ (kgokg ™ ohm™2)
Application Grain number Grain weight Hundred-grain z;,. ]rg Increased Rate of Increased

amount per spike per spike weight ¢ production  increased production production unit

0(CK) 272.65¢E 6960k 25.59€A 5612.76¢k. — —

450 300.95dD 83.97D 27.99cdA 6202.90dD 590.14 10.51 1.32

900 309.72¢C 88.09cC 28.51cA 6687.81cC 1075.05 19.15 1.20

1350 318.73bB 96.64bB 30.39abA 7049.81abAB  1437.20 25.61 1.07

1800 328.04aA 102.50aA 31.25aA 7176.71aA 1563.95 27.86 0.87

F4 EFRBPIFHEERPEFRAED
Table 4 The analysis of nutrient type soil improvement agents on economic benefits of maize
B T i 7 e /zﬂfifz {_Ez) R s
/(kg-hm™?) /(kg-hm™?) /(kg-hm™?) /(kg-hm™?) o /(JC+hm™2) /(JC+hm™2)
Application amount Yield Increased production Marginal yield o oduj:i%flgialue Marginal cost Marginal benefit
0(CK) 5612.76¢F. — — — — —
450 6202.90dD 590. 14 590. 14 1829.43 1125.00 704.43
900 6687.81cC 1075.05 484 .91 1503.22 1125.00 378.22
1350 7049 .81abAB 1437.20 362.00 1122.00 1125.00 0.00
1800 7176.71aA 1563.95 126.75 392.93 1125.00 -732.07

PEREEN 1984,21(3) :320-322.

3 o Te [9]  Fokik. H3Eehiy o R AE m ek EAERBIELT] . 2 1 X BT

6 E R R AT BRI, 59 B AL I3 a8 0.

Fﬁ%:'#i ’F',J i Zﬁ " BRI it e BRSO HRR ]. EAH, 1994,
HEERK BRSNS AU (00 i, b 4 B I 4 7 76 4 6 -+ B o 0 1 1)
HACABEH . CEC BEIEMECR, 5 1 pH (HE R L), 1997, (4) :13-15.

M ER S I i+ 30 it i e i, ok [12] iiﬁié IR AAVG 1 e A TR [ M. 2290« 22 JH KA

R OB R R T L T s #t,2001:150-155.

BRI BRLER  FRLEL ™ SRR ) e D) e, A 2001310

i, AR g 7 e U i o S AR el A it ] ) 3 a11.

g . ZEAGEoAT, E IR R AT ) B mLE 9% Mool % O R R R R g

e AE N 1.349.96 kg hm =2, B FH T, i B R PR T (1] K R AR BRI A, 2010, 30(5) : 16-

Rl KRG BEE 7 5D 7 080..00 kg+ hm ™2, 3434 [15] ihﬂ%@ SRS R . L AL AT (M]3 B
2 ot g F 5T . : ; i B

44 B R PN

iR RN XA SR AL I 4 FAW) 5 o HeAR AL, 1978 110-218.

S & X #k: [16] i f3E2Eall s %l 28 51 25 . L3l fhi 5 B dr

) BEIM] . ALt B2 R, 1983:106-208.

R 2 HHEMAT]. ,2005, , C pe s NNV
- 1‘5 ’;:*'“ - PRI S AR ML 200510y g ks, 9okoie, 55 SR DV SR KU 3D

oo N N . BRIV [ 1] K H AR F52% 4, 2003, 17(4) : 128-
(2] JeWIZN, SR, %A m R LI s R R s oE (1], £ 131

AL 2001, 38(4) :584-589. - (18] BEES. LHE(M] ALt E AL AT 2000:66-105.

(3] JeOiz, Mo R G YRS RRBICER L] 0000 (191 py g B, b, % AR AR A T S

2000, 31(5):199-202. PREFAE R B 1] b E AL RR ,2007,40(9) £ 1973-1979.

(4] A, EAK. EHEIERA B A L) R BH, (20) yegok . - e R R E BROK P RORBESE (). £
1990,21(3):140—143. %HE*+’19907(5)9_13

(5] 505 AR M ALt P, 1976:24-36. [20] ZEREE, 4 2 XA . A BT HLIE 760 M0E R 0 0 1 B AL

(6] Wapace A, Nelson S D. H B S 45 A P BRI WF 98 1 — 2L Bl 1A MAFFE ] . T3 7 ,2007,38(4) : 705-708.

[J]. L3k, 1987,15(5) :63-64. [22] dtmtpfoly K2, £ (M) TV J6s . A MOl B i,
(7] INEF . IEGER R AR RO RHEAE a5 [(J]. T8 1982:140-154.

X 5T, 1988, (3) :51-52. (23] VEIRMERAARO 2 A% . AR E [V . bt op Ol ik,

TR ED . JLFP L IRESH o5 R R A i A O 1)) a3l

1990:154-155.



