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VAR AEIE R A £ 2R AAE, B R Lk A R KA S
(1) WA R 5 EMREERGES,

W, mARAGEK RITEE R
aﬁ&ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ% A B Fa K,

, WhHEMRARE . R, XEEETRS R E LR ZNH
R BR, FREEIKIIE TS R Ak
(2) IHHEF S EBERGASHANAHTEONEK, LTH L
UMHA R REL 5 EMEERAGEL, B RFRALT GRS
SEEN, EERAXESCHARS;EZHFREISN =,

RO, ARy L IE Y

g CEH 2 SHEEOMT, FoHh: 7RG MHD o
FE et CREET T VR =R S B ik 30 H) .
1.3 XWAH*

Yo, KRR IRONTE K IR 8 /NI, B S
HiELE T, JR(E 33 CEEMIE M. fifTrEA
G, BHARRIE wAh, S A B T
TEAH . A RRBUAR LS R B KL E T, B
AT 5 N T, SN, IS KB4 A R K
I 50%. R FLE 5B HoRIK 150 mL, IR {REF
T, JFE R IEIL RSO A KA. &t 42
RIVTERRAKSG, R GERE

SCGZH A N T ZLRE PR B FRADREREDEYE; SCEG4H B
PN T AR AR AN A R SEEG4H ¢ HUIN T REREE
s QA D AN T ANUE: SIS E I T EHLAE;
IR @A EYE . DL R BIAR =S A 5 g.

HZR51TE

2.1 3 TR IR RSS20
F 1 FRISGIEX T IER LKA
Table 1 The effect of different treatments on the

physicochemical properties of the soil.
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pH EC (ms/cm) CEC (cmol/kg) £ 3 AEEX TIEFS S EBIEM
25
Ll Bl B2 it B it = Table 3 The effect of different treatments on the soil nutrient
tent.
cK 5.1 48 | 043 | 050 | 025 | 0.28 i con e];— o
2 R
A 59 | 54 | 039 | 041 | 026 | 034 5 (mg/ke) (meg/kg) B (%)
B 5.7 52 | 036 | 038 | 023 | 030 il & i Ja Al Ja
C 5.2 4.8 0.41 0.46 0.24 0.29 CK 59.80 | 86.90 | 67.73 | 79.39 2.82 2.87
D 55 49 | 037 | 040 | 028 | 032 A 62.34 | 79.92 | 7932 | 89.37 | 3.11 | 3.52
£ 54 47 | 039 | 042 | 028 | 033 B 5426 | 68.73 | 65.66 | 89.93 | 2.97 | 3.49

VERT 1A 2 73Ry E R ETACGR A, R

&R 2 FEAIER T 1ERL IR A0
Table 2 The effect of different treatments on the

physicochemical properties of the soil.

FLEE (%)

ARE (g/em3) | HLE (g/em3)

Al
il Jq il Jq il Jq
CK 1.20 1.18 2.39 2.35 47.3 47.0
A 1.15 1.06 2.37 2.27 51.4 54.3
B 1.18 1.10 2.37 2.29 51.1 52.2
C 1.15 1.09 2.36 2.28 51.3 51.9
D 1.19 1.08 2.38 2.26 50.7 51.9
E 1.16 1.06 2.37 2.28 51.9 53.1

AT FH A A P %ot R ZEL ) 398 pH B R B& T 0.3 AN #e
AL, Tt T LR BB 7R A BE I N RE A IR VE P S0 2H
AR it FH T 20 BAERT 77 4 I P 255 4 B 7D pH BT I B
T 0.5 AN oAb TR SE A, pH fE R PR
JEAE 0.4 22 0.6 218, fHUbAl UL, it A6 AE 2 ke 458
A, 7RSI, CK 4 BC EAR R, T
0.7 ms/cm, Ut B i FHALAE IR 1 e Eh Bk A 3
SCEGZH A A B 1) BC AR/, B iR AR . e
HiJ5, CK ZHf¥ CEC EA N 1 0. 03 cmol/kg, i SE5:
4 A FID [ CEC B4 B3N T 0. 08 cmol/kg #10. 06 ¢
mol/kg, X it FH LM AR B 714G B T e L 1 AR B 25
TASHRE ST (ETIRYFRE T 71, 5304 A (IS A
FLE S5 RFE T 0.09 g/cm® F10. 1 g/cm®, FLBEBEHE N
T 2.9%, 1M CK M EALLE BN T 0.02 g/c
m H10.04 g/cm’®, FLBREESOM FEE T 0. 3%, XUt Ui
FH LT AR A A 751 BB A% 4 3 o5 3B B T

2.2 W EIEF A EERIFNT

C 57.12 | 62.49 | 63.27 | 90.99 2.88 3.14

D 55.37 | 59.28 | 66.28 | 91.03 2.85 2.98

E 56.40 | 61.58 | 68.48 | 88.23 291 3.16

) S A R e, ORI N T 27.
1 mg/kg. SEHGAH A RS EIGIEHEE —, 36N T 17.6
mg/kgo XFH ML 2 F R g b e, B
WAEISCRIF o SEERAL D (s & Bt i, 83T
91.0 mg/kg, FEAHMERTHIIN T 24.8 mg/kg. *FHEZ CK
RGN e, AN T 11. 7 mg/kg, IXK WA
it FH A AR HE AT AR DR BE 22 F

S A AN S Eim, A3 7 3.52%, Hofd
FEHTHEIN T 0. 41%. HoAhPYA AL 1A LB 7 F At
FE TR, AL CK A HUT IS AU 0. 05%.
13X 3 B it FH 20 W PR 70 T DA 8 v R B A L
B, AT 5 L R R AR A A e
2.3 FEIALIEX HIEFEASRMESR S EEMN

AEFEREE S FHFE P HEERLE (N03-) B
B, MOXAh 25 3 ZR R R SR (NH4H)
THAZ (NO3-) HILLBl. TEEM 42 KRG, SAFLRE
DEATEERLE. FEHESIOE A I B, BAINAA
REHS B LLBIRAS, Hrseiod A MEBIRIC, %
B it FE A% P 18 750 7T DA BRAEG - 338 o O R S R B S
el et 36 R S5, T3k A G S Rk Bl m
SRIGTFOR R I o it FH 2L AR BT 70 0 - B A A 2 B i
PG RANAE TR R - A X R 4 CK, TSR3GB A -3
BRGERIR. 5T 36 Ka, SAFAMESES
=R, £ R AN ERTEHAE 52584 D
FE o, Tk SR & B RUR T, e A O AR A
TR A 2R ZEL D0 R S B I AR AL, 2 B 2L b 1 7
(BRI
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Figure 1 The effect of different treatments on the soil

nitrate nitrogen content.
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Figure 2 The effect of different treatments on the soi l

ammonium nitrogen content.
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Table 4 The effect of different treatments on the growth of

pak choi
A4 (cm) A 5E (ecm) HPRE (g)
25d 42d 25d 42d 25d 42d

Al

CK 5.90 16.9 2.9 6.80 335 114.2

10.1 28.3 4.6 11.9 63.7 249.0

9.8 26.3 4.3 10.8 59.8 235.7

8.4 23.7 3.9 9.9 49.6 199.3

8.7 24.8 3.0 9.9 52.3 200.8

m|O|0O|wm|>

87 | 235 | 31 | 83 | 500 | 199.8

IR R, 75 &N I 3 B 2 SR G2 A,
SO T8 KOTSRS A A R 3
USRI B, FEAERATIHISEIRA] A 5L B 257 A
B, HE] TR, I A B E K TSI B fER
AN IR IR AL CK i R SRR BRSO AR IR R

110

2. 5 IR X S MERR K 57 RS2 R

95.5

95.0

HKE (B

93.0

92.5 F

0 3I2 3I4 3I6 sls 4I0 4I2
ERFIRIRE (D
E 3 REALIER SO HERRK 2 R 20T

Figure 3 The effect of different treatments on the

moisture content of pak choi plants.
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SRR, JUHORAEEMG 32 2 36 K. FEEAER], Ko
SEETRE, M2 CEERE, BEITHIK, =
WHERITEBL S, HMRA LA 7L, KRR M
ZF, SRERALA RN B BRI RSB B R
32 2 36 RAKDAAMA K. R & B BRI
EAHP TR, HB TUERE, koS ERE R TR, T
B TR, T 2R R DR ORAL BE 6,
B T RO K BB IST, A P R BN R Sk

2.6 FEIALIEIFZ O N, Py K 2 EHIEN0
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Table 5 The effect of different treatments on the N, P, and

K content in pak choi.

N (%) P (%) K (%)
25d 42d 25d 42d 25d 42d
CK 2.49 5.18 1.08 1.13 4.92 4.82

2.79 5.51 1.09 1.20 4.89 4.91

2.78 4.50 1.08 1.17 4.96 4.86

A
B 2.81 5.29 1.07 1.12 4.91 4.87
c
D

2.69 4.32 1.03 1.19 4.85 4.80

E 2.71 4.38 1.05 1.14 4.87 4.82
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Table 6 The effect of different treatments on the chlorophyl |

content in pak choi.
MR a (ug/gFW) M4tz b (ug/g FW)
30d 36d 42d 30d 36d 42d

Al

CK 0.93 1.08 1.23 0.53 0.89 1.03

0.98 1.28 1.31 0.64 0.99 1.05

0.96 1.27 1.29 0.59 0.91 1.04

A

B

C 0.97 1.15 1.09 0.54 0.84 0.98
D 0.95 1.19 1.09 0.57 0.73 1.01
E

0.95 1.06 1.10 0.60 0.73 1.02
MR S BRI ER R a FIHERE b KA, B
TYIHAT OGS BB
KW, SRR A 4R a S8 fm, 0.
98 mg/g FW, TXTHRZ CK ffik, v 0.93 ng/g FW, iX
RPFUNAMERE RIS FEERERTR, EHRKE
A 2 AR, X SRR AR S B B T35 43 R T8CRT
AR, TR T SRERBE R BN TR RS &

SEGL A M B R R S B EM 42 R RE L
Tty A RER] T 1,31 ng/g FW AL 1. 290g/g FW, BHE &
T HABACERZE , 2 BH it FH 2R PR R TR B R BR A% A KA T
SO SRR . LR, SRERZH CL DL E Y
MR GERK, HX=AHZRERARE. 8T8
18 42 KIF, SRE0ZH A F1 B B SR E AR AR, it
— 3P AUE BT ZRPR R R e 8 (i g P 4 2K R RO 3
m, I HATHAR A P42 .
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T LRI RE S, WINPT R . [, XL
T RENS DG T IRAVEALRFIE, $Rm PR BE 4
R, RETRREIG IF B PR 3 i A R
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BIKEM, FAREGHE, “BLEKR” BT “Ga
FAT” BLLA|, in ) W EEIE HR. & BOL H.
MIREARET R, AMMRAES RN EZABEEHAR.
FEELRBEEZF:F 1-12 .
(5] X W &%, 7[5 FE AL x4 v 50 R BT 41 01 IR Ao
. T EHRFFR: F 1-10 7.
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