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RIS —F E HEATHE K, WARETTVE TERF I A
O Hi ATty B B AT i o A T — IR PR A A T A
BRI 5~T em, 6 A0 55— B WCH G
FT—UCMAT, BTSRRI R 0.22 55/kg.,
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IR SHLA ZBE A G IR & il 5 1l
WA 3 kPl /N 33 AN /MK R 40 m®,
PEI I AT AT 10 1 S LAl AR A TR AT, I
B ARSI A JE P IROUIEA E 4336 0. 45 g/kg
BLB 1.8 g/kg 2% 0. 08 g/kg. 42 0. 46 g/kg. 4
B 24.8 g/kg AR 18 mg/ kg HRLHE 2- 6 mg/kg.
A 76 mg/kg, FEEAES A4 A8 A 10 H i
e, BARRAE T M E T IR 1,

*® 1 HEENRBEEATRR=EST (kg/667m”)

Table 1 TFertilizer experiment scheme and statistics of alfalfa yield
S 2 T 2 T HE 2 i e g g .
Treatment Coding Dose Coding Dose Coding Dose First Second aif
code X1 N X- P Xs K reaping reaping Total
1 0 7.5 0 10 2 15 569.5 345.8 915.3
2 0 7.5 0 10 —2 0.0 590.5 296.4 886.9
3 —1.414 2.2 —1.414 2.93 1 11.25 525.0 253.3 778.3
4 1.414 12.8 —1.414 2.93 1 11.25 551.7 184.5 736.2
5 —1.414 2.2 1.414 17.07 1 11.25 416.3 377.6 793.9
6 1.414 12.8 1.414 17.07 1 11.25 486.2 299.1 785.3
7 2 15.0 0 10.0 —1 3.75 427 .4 314.9 742.3
8 —2 0.0 0 10.0 —1 3.75 457.1 405.2 862.3
9 0 7.5 2 20.0 —1 3.75 425.0 273.2 698.2
10 0 7.5 —2 0.0 —1 3.75 466. 1 249.2 715.3
11 0 7.5 0 10 0 7.5 567.4 386.2 953.6
2 82.5 110 82.5 5482.2 3385.4 8867.6
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Table 2 Significance test of equation coefficients

st i gn TERMC REREC TRRE .
B RN R, Y = 653.55 + 21.30x, + H - Regression  Standard T test o
40.76 Xy +6.40 X5—2. 29X12_2- 24X22_O- 93X32 coefficient coefficient value
0,22 X1 Xo+0.75 X1 Xs +0.42 X5 X5 b 21.3034 1.1778 19.9014 0.0025
Kb, Y B R X0 Yo Xs AR B bs 40.7641 3.0056 50.7794 0.0004
. [N T N #E‘# A PRI bs 6.4007 0.3540 5.1541 0.0356
PIEHAL R, LRy hAe i ks bu —2.2895  —1.9883 40.3358 0.0006
KRR B E R TRLE, A R E P bs —2.2433  —3.4642 70.2704 0.0002
P/ T 0-05( L3R 2) , i B4 [ 2R 280m] AR, T be —0.9334  —0.7992 13.2195 0.0057
FFE AR AR R B R | F RS & B K br 0.2235 0.1854 5.1653 0.0355
P, — R ECR B K NT ST 0.05, e R R b 0.7478 0.4651  12.9674 0.0059
R = 0.99986, ye @ & ¥ R® = 0.9997, F {ff = bo 0.4190 0.3476 9.6910 0.0105
388.5322, df(9,1) P—{ = 0.0394, FIfhriEL S
x3 TEZEMKRMELLR
Table 3  Correlation among variables
xR -
Correlation X X: X3 X4 X5 X6 X; Xs Xo X1
coefficient P value
X1 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.955 0.000 0.000 0.667 0.667 0.000 —0.287 0.392
Xs 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.955 0.000 0.667 0.000 0.667 0.053 0.878
X; 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.969 0.000 0.667 0.667 0.122 0.721
X4 0.955 0.000 0.000 1.000  —0.026 —0.026 0.637 0.636 0.000  —0.339 0.308
X5 0.000 0.955 0.000  —0.026 1.000  —0.026 0.637 0.000 0.637 —0.182 0.592
Xs 0.000 0.000 0.969 —0.026 —0.026 1.000 0.000 0.646 0.646 0.213 0.530
X7 0.667 0.667 0.000 0.637 0.637 0.000 1.000 0.444 0.445 —0.136 0.691
Xs 0.667 0.000 0.667 0.636 0.000 0.646 0.444 1.000 0.445  —0.058 0.865
Xo 0.000 0.667 0.667 0.000 0.637 0.646 0.445 0.445 1.000 0.155 0.649
X1 —0.287 0.053 0.122  —0.339 —0.182 0.213  —0.136 —0.058 0.155 1.000 0.000
3.2 BRFHRS T (HmEFATAFE)

Y = 653.55+21.30x; —2.29 x%

Y = 653.55+40.76 X, — 2. 24 X5

Y = 653.55+6.40 x5 —0.93 X%
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Table 4 Effect analysis of single factor (with other factors at 0 level) (kg/667m2)

N e JE HiE R P A & EE R K Jiti fE & L e
N fertilizer dose Alfalfa yield P fertilizer dose Alfalfa yield K fertilizer dose Alfalfa yield

0.0 653.5 0.0 653.5 0.0 653.5

1.0 672.6 1.3 703.9 1.0 659.0

2.0 687.0 2.7 746.3 2.0 662.6

3.0 696.9 4.0 780.7 3.0 664.3

4.0 702.1 5.3 807.1 4.0 664.2

5.0 702.8 6.7 825.6 5.0 662.2

6.0 698.9 8.0 836.1 6.0 658.4

7.0 690.5 9.3 838.6 7.0 652.6

8.0 677.4 10.7 833.1 8.0 645.0

9.0 659.8 12.0 819.7 9.0 635.6

10.0 637.6 13.3 798.3 10.0 624.2
11.0 610.9 14.7 768.9 11.0 611.0
12.0 579.5 16.0 731.5 12.0 596.0
13.0 543.6 17.3 686.1 13.0 579.0
14.0 503.1 18.7 632.8 14.0 560.2
15.0 458.0 20.0 571.5 15.0 539.5
44 Mean 638.75 44 Mean 757.09 -3 Mean 630.38
S 72.40 S 76.56 S 38.48

cv (%) 11.33 cV (%) 10.11 CV (%) 6.1
3.3 MEAFEEMEIT kg/667m’ 2 A7 s - WA KA BLAY B9 0 L%
331 R BHIEX AR Y = 693.55 T i FHE 2R K AT R B N X B 60N

21.30x, + 40.76x, — 2.29x7 — 2.24x% +
0.22X1 X

FKOPEIRUHA ERNELGNERN R
it P AT e i A s 7E AR &y 8~12 kg/667m”
2 =R e, WA P AR &30 SR %,
TE R —FE M ACE T~ Al & = S s A K, H
AR RBAB N 12.79%~17. 2300, fEK P FiE
P M P ERE N OB R HE N SE3E 5 b 7E R
—HERACE T BT = R R fe . B R R
¥ 9.5200~14.1000, 5 AU S5 ot i 7 fi
TR S A — 2 B FE AR X 8], & AL A 5 rT DAY
TOIES o i e e RU N il Al B ) o DX e
BH. M N 2.5~7.5 kg/667Tm’, jifi P 8~ 12
kq/667m”, TG 850 kg/667m’ L -y,
3.3.2 RJpe APRER EAER Y —653.55+21.30
X1+6.40X3—2.29X5—0.93x%+0.75 X, X3

ROPEIEUH.ERNELSNE R 7®
BE K AE 34 hn 2 i ¥ o FE AR & 8 5 ~ 7.0

KK, HAS B R R A 9. 0520 ~14. 1004, #F
KK Aim K 0T 77 RE N ARG sE 38 s
/0 FER—HtE N KF T il K X =) 520 220 AS
K AFFREH 3. 280~T7.4300, WFRHATLIFE Hifi
N FiE K EARE T RATT 730. 20 kg/667m”, %
Bt N K SZSEAERGT NP SZEAEA,
3.3.3 e APIe X EAEA Y —653.55-+40.76
Xo+6.40X5—2.24 x4—0.93X3+0.42 X, X3
FTOPEIEH EKP B A& P E RN R
Wi K AEXG e e SR FER il K KSR il
PR 77 A R W AR M ROR, HAR R R A
12.96%0~14.60%, FE{% K AU K 46046 1. P bl
N BRI SE s 8D  FE R 7t P KPS il K
X7 AR R R R 2. 97~
74300 & PR T AN R AR PR R N
A K B AERY S A X3 F &= . il P 8~ 12
kg/667m”, jE K 2.5~7.5 kg/667m”, A] 315 850
kg/667m” LA FI R
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Table 5 Effect of NXP interaction on yield of alfalfa (kg/667m2)
N P (kq/667m?)
(kg/667m®) 0 4 8 ! 12 16 20 Cv (%) T Average
15 457.96 598.53 667.32 664.32 589.53 442.96 17.23 570.10
12.5 562.10 700.44 766.99 761.76 684.73 535.93 14.74 668.66
10.0 637.63 773.73 838.05 830.58 751.32 600.28 13.41 738.60
7.5 684.54 818.41 880.49 870.78 789.29 636.01 12.79 779.92
5 702.83 834.46 894.31 882.36 798.64 643.12 12.69 792.62
2.5 692.50 821.89 879.51 865.33 779.37 621.62 13.08 776.70
0 653.55 780.71 836.09 819.68 731.48 571.49 14.04 732.16
CV(%) 14.10 11.12 9.84 9.52 10.11 12.23
“F-#) Average 627.30 761.17 823.25 813.54 732.05 578.77
x6 N KXEEAMF~ENFMN
Table 6  Effect of N XK interaction on yield of alfalfa (kg/667m2)
K N (kg/667m?)
(kg/667m”) 0 2.5 5 97. 5 10 12.5 15 CV() T Average
15 457.96 496.17 522.71 537.59 540.80 532.34 512.21 5.70 514.25
12.5 562.10 595.64 617.51 627.71 626.25 613.12 588.32 3.93 604.38
10 637.63 666.49 683.69 689.22 683.08 665.27 635.80 3.28 665.88
7.5 684.54 708.73 721.25 722.10 711.29 688.81 654.67 3.48 698.77
5 702.83 722.34 730.19 726.37 710.89 683.73 644.91 4.29 703.04
2.5 692.50 707.34 710.51 702.02 681.86 650.03 606.54 5.58 678.69
0 653.55 663.72 662.22 649.05 624.22 587.72 539.55 7.43 625.72
CV(%) 14.10 12.38 11.06 10.06 9.39 9.05 9.11
T Average  627.30 651.49 664.01 664.87 654. 05 631.58 597.43
&7 P.KXEERXHEZMM
Table 7 Effect of P XK interaction on yield of alfalfa (kq/667m2)
p K (kg/667m?)
(kg/667m%) 0 2.5 5 g7. 5 10 12.5 15 CV(%) ¥4 Average
20 571.49 602.61 622.07 629.85 625.97 610.42 583.21 3.67 606.52
16 731.48 758.41 773.67 777.27 769.19 749.46 718.05 2.97 753.93
12 819.68 842.42 853.49 852.89 840.63 816.70 781.11 3.12 829.56
8 836.09 854.64 861.52 856.73 840.28 812.16 772.37 3.80 833.40
4 780.71 795.07 797.76 788.78 768. 14 735.83 691.85 5.06 765.45
0 653.55 663.72 662.22 649.05 624.22 587.72 539.55 7.43 625.72
CV(%) 14.04 13.38 13.02 12.96 13.17 13.70 14.60
T3 Average  732.16 752.81 761.79 759.10 744.74 718.72 681.02

4 PrE AR A

R4 S11—A g, Bl —2~2 Z kg 7
=343 % K. RERE&E N Y = 95715
kg/667m”, X R 4 ZARHE 6-51 kg/667m”  BEAEH
{1 10.19 kg/667m” FHIEEUE 8- 32 kg/667m” 335
B T, PRl Y =872.63 kg/667m”, Pl
g 191. 82 55/667m”, %k 25y 168. 62 55/667m>, %t
R AR EUE 3. 13 kg/667m”, B AL HRH 6. 51
kg/667m” FIAEEUE O kg/667m”,

PR G, P2 RAT 900 kg/667Tm” By
HEA 19 B, KT 850 kg/667m® T 900
kg/667Tm By 44 £, HoAth W3R 10, HREEER b E IR
PO 7 PR % 7 KT 850 kg/667m”
Pesgl, 7 63 207 F v BERH 30 4 i BB 2 73 A
OISR 8, WA TR, fEA IR 2 F T B A
PR R T 850 kg/667Tm” 1y 4k S M N . W A
5.524~7. 805 kg/667m” B AL 10. 86 ~ 12. 856
kg/667m” HHAE 0.583~3. 749 kg/667m”,
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Table 8 Frequency analysis of alfalfa fertilizer experiment

i N Jifi P20s Jifi K20
R F K N application P205 application K20 application
Factor level
KEL Times i Frequency KEL Times B Frequency KHL Times B Frequency
2 0 0.00 0 0.00 4 6.35
1.414 4 6.35 1 1.59 9 14.29
1 9 14.29 16 25.40 11 17.46
0 19 30.16 33 52.38 13 20.63
—1 17 26.98 13 20.63 10 15.87
—1.414 11 17.46 0 0.00 9 14.29
—2 3 4.76 0 0.00 7 11.11
3 63 100 63 100 63 100
Xi —0.2229 0.3719 —0.4224
Sxi 0.7843 0.5137 1.0886
95%92§§ﬁ:%ange —0.5270~0.0812 0.1727~0.5711 —0.8446~—0.0003
Rt 5.524~7.805 10.86~12.856 0.583~3.749

Agronomic measures
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AR R 2 B R £ £, 22— R 22k R AR LA RAGREUABTIELI] - R E AR, 2005, 21(3) 5556,

Xﬁﬁlﬁfﬁ?%ﬂﬁﬁj\fﬁﬂﬁ%iﬁ[j‘%] AR, AR B AE [4] fEER. THI3. (TR A - mE 7 B3 i 8 0 B 7 e AR 20

. . . , ‘ PIFR[J] - fR 2 2003, 3,17—19.
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Effects of optimum mixed fertilization on yield of alfalfa in
irrigation area of Yellow River in south Ningxia

1 .1 .2 2 .2
WANG Feng s WEN Xuefei ; MA Ming™» ZOU Jun", YANG Caixia
(1. Desert Institute, Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Yinchuan 750002, China:

2. Ningxia Development and Reform Committee, Yinchuan 750001, China)

Abstract; The 3-factors optimum design experiment was conducted to investigate the dynamic relation be-
tween different levels and combinations of nitrogenous, phosphate and potassium fertilizers and yield of alfalfa-
The results showed that the influence of phosphate fertilizer to yield was the largest, that of nitrogenous fertiliz-
er was the second, and that of potassium fertilizer was the smallest- The optimum range of alfalfa yield was larg-
er than 850 kg/667 m”. In the 63 sets of scheme under test condition. the agronomic measures for the yield of
more than 850 kg/667m2 was: nitrogenous fertilizer 5. 524~7.805 kg/667m2, phosphate fertilizer 10. 86~
12.856 kg/667m2, and potassium fertilizer 0.583~3.749 kg/667m2-

Keywords ; alfalfa: fertilizer application: 3-factors optimum design: irrigation area of Yellow River



