+ 1% (Soils), 2010, 42 (2): 164~170

EYHNERLFNMOARERSEE"

EE *UI,Z ,

B By, AAE
(1 P EEER DR, 3R 430074;

2 hEBHE BT AERE, dEART 100049)

A OE: YN K ERRECR R R JEAER, B AR R K S m AL T T KRR AT,
796 K BRI BT TLIAT TR IRt g . ASCRIZESRA T K RGNS K RSO 1022 57 KL R B,
PHE T 3K . HERRFIL. AR AR RARER S EY) . K SRAERRAN ALK (70 BRI 20 BE . HeA g 756 K257~ (R4
HIL WRIEE. WHF T i I KR BRIV T BAEAE R SERE, EA 40 T 43 1 2R 2 U B AT R I S R

SR R R WRRONEs FUTACE; R
FESES: S1433

Pgeit, 4130 {2 hm? (0 HET, 20 R
O3 7 A 22.5%, 6 B0 SR A )
10.1%, Hrpgegsriiah, K245 40% i)+ 3 K,
AR, B VR = S5 A 38 K SO T
(I, AR PR K RIRAT 3K % Sheldrick 25P1HR
B [ RN 7= = I EE AR, Ak B L AR
K ETUGELAT 770 )7 t 2470 /N0 3 1
HR 2N K Pt AT TAS T, AR 2N
K # P34k 5 n] 3% 25 000 ~ 250 000 kg/hm?, -4 K
RV IER, YA R, (EYARIRLE
MR o A R AR I )N S H ) 2
76 K A TR T, BRI A HIEKE &K
ORI 203 B T VR 7= S 0 R A AR 7= il T
Dt Mk, BT K2 skt A B
Hil, Y K SR AR A E e f s
X EHMRYEE NS K 2 S8BT 7 s, Jodt
SENEA SRR ARG B e, AR AR BRI A
K #1E 2R R =T T IHg R 45 .

1 EYMERYROBS

FERI R BEACE FE T, R T 4% B WA
KR MHLG o FDASIRIRR ] AN]SRl ] K312
HRACAEE 25, AR PR 22 A0 R S, K
FRCR I K B RMT T, REFAEK
PIERIAF = IR S AT 2 0 K R R iR

N K RE T, FARAS IR 2y ds K i I it
1 o 1 I AT K Z R 8 SO RIAE P EE L K
AR K KIZAF R, Gl A A SRR IR — L2 T HL S,
PG E I TY RN (O B ENGEN . B
FERAR P EE N K SRR AR R 2 TR0 B R
N EEPANTT T o AR Y B GE RN R TR
BN, Y EBVEYR N R SRR R B
TR IR BB R B B, AR S 1S g el i
FERIRAN e — Rk, A KRBT AR H IRk
Py Tr i ORI K R AR Rk
D QPR K 3257 B A8eR. CRIIZCR) .
e RO MU T ORI T K — AN A G o i KR
R I AN — 52 R AT w1 (T4 = 10 Shea 4%
UG K BRI, FEA R IK K 3R FEs
AT, SEGAFAEN] I BRI S ANEAE)
ENINPREINIEAS) T Ol O i R & S (7 R L
fE 3 KR P A RGO, Wl R0
Ve, AR R IGRIE R R A N K FK
HoA iy izt gr LATiE, K #R¥F MR
LLALHE 3 P S OFr B K IR MR, HIE
WAEKRIRE ), MR K = arEe ) @4 pih K
IR LGN e D i, AR R R R OBCIR DL, RITRE
Poxs K SR BUEYE. OFEN i KZREM R, w
LUBHCGE 2 e, BISOGRE Hom .

OIATH: PERE BRI TREZ M H (KSCX2-YW-N-002) %),
PE# I TR (1984—), B3, WLZRMEEN, WiEFsA:, BN HERYE IR M. E-mail: wangli2630000@hotmail.com
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R K2 (R WA R A2 0 - S A EL AR F 1 &%
B, PUEAFER AT, MAFEF . AFR
B iR IR AE K RO R I 2 5. B8t il i
B9 R B R B 5 O St K R 1 S
B, ZRERA, il K SRS RIT A feie >
AN > LLb > TUE > Q3 BRI > KL FAY)
>Q2 RE: UM U K SRS A, kL 5
T K EZWRR B A 2 o Pettersson 25U ONE i i) H 2%, %
JR. ME, MG, KA. N OKRE T BRI KRR K
R, KR K ZWBOo8cE s (15 pmol/(g-FW+h)),
HWSE/NAZ (10 pmol/(gFW-h)), THAM) K I
HAAK (3 pumol/(g FW+h)). Tiwari 25 A5 i % /N Az
JEWE G TR BRI RS AN RN K R
WFFERIL, AEARIARFE R K 200 & i s R 4 «
B R Rl o > T > /N >3RS A ORI — AN
[Fil R s R ] K SRR 22 e RO B 22, |iF A GS
/J\%[8*9,12,15*17]\ 1;]%;{%[18*]9]\ 7K%fé[7,20*24]\ EDS]\ %H_I‘
[26]‘ ?m%[m,ﬂ]‘ %%[28*29]\ j(EBO]‘ HA%DIGZ]\ }jKE[“]
SR AN TRD AR S R ) K SRR R 25 A T oK
HIHETTAE, EMA——5%5 SR, #IE.
A R K SR e, s
BHERII K & TRBRIEY . REEEDH,
TR IR K B i T 2 o AR
ANZEANTR] SR R K 45 FAHZEANK, AEARK 405 T,
R RSOOSR R ) 2 £ K ZEANIA]
P K 4PE FARZE NI 4 4%, IEAR K 40 A2
AR KRR RK & FAHZEAKR, MfE R K

% M N M o= 2 5 %
2.1 TIESHE

Wicklander® 4! K Z7E T3 b A7 AE (A& 145 4
3P FEA K. A KRR K, SR
JUTHEN AR Z%#0 K ZSMT /25 WilEa %
BN K L4 PO SAAAE: Sl KL RS e KL &8
ek K RUKIENE Ko s SCBE IR A Hulk
K 3% AR B ] A8 P TR A [P 3L 53 Dby e R Bt
K FAERERI I K A A ES . K 2%
AR Z MMFAESI AT, THEsh it K 5ag#ett
Kb T 5 BE P PHPIRES, i ARACH K FAcHetk K
AR A 2~ A W S 2%, i HIGR T #AH E  K
FORWL. B K T B KA A REEN - e,
ML MR, Y YT K R IR
XK. g it K g k. i
3 Ty KAAE) E R, BN T K

RESI BRI R 25 o (HILIR ARG, Ll R K =1
— /N A0S, 1 - S R KO AR I, AT et Kt
25 PR o5 ERE I K, e B b . WFST
RIL, BRETE. BOR S E RS RASEHESRR 1 == k)
VER LA Je T SIS IR B 2 A K 22 B A A o
BT K AN, KBV ED A 5z e = BT it 128
ek K MR SR (Ke) HREEIT A K &
KRB — Y Bt K AR TR 1
BT, M AS T REFBOE A K, Y
AT K AP, )R st il s s FR s, K
BENHWRD  AEDISAB IR D o X IR R FE TR
K. ZZ#ett K smi st 2 7RSS #ietE K Rt
il JERCHME K 5 1) K sAs et KM
it Feggte, FHE B A28k LLlE . A5
HRAEMOIRRFE— M S L, A AR
B RAER I K, AR VKRR 723k 15 AR
ANFEBEB AR, WEW T ZEARE 2 mm (1 1%
W, IR K gD 2 2 pmol/L I EAS et K B¢
JBO ] P A AT 2 5 FH B 7 BRI AS i 6t
AL KRB S Pl 1A 9. AR A ak )
TR R AN [ AR S S R R AR A #e b K BRI g
[, Steingrobe ZECMi T /KB Al A RE R I KA 57/
e\ FERI ) K 2Z30% . TR, RN
LSS, RS AR et K BRI BR 1)
TP NIk, RS RN, A
FIIAEAS et KR4 B A B s 1 K SRRk
2.2 IREFFHE

IR A M bl K R ERAS L
B AR MR, R AR R A K
EARFER N, WRARESEE A S0k, SRR
(175 38 WA R AT . — A K3 kol
FER AL HAT (WAR RFAE L : iR L, AR
Mo Aar, KRR AR, gk, £ HK
MR, K IAIAR R IR TR RN R BRI R s AR YY)
WRBM ) S 225 I KRR (Ve (1K,
KSR 8 (Km, Co {5 KRR BH 3 748 e
& (CEC). Silberbush P8 ¥ 2 RUGHIE K 461F
FNREMRSHT K FZWA i T gtk o bt
HRIUAR I AE KRR AR L ) K 22O i
JEINZE . Mengel 2L T A R, 47 =P RORI G K
TEIRM K 2RV A 2518 ARCRIAR e 3 12
W K 2 D 25, Chen Z 280 & K 2
WO (RIS T 2R 45 18 . 4 ] g 20
WFFE T M RRAN [ R AR, K g RIIR RSB HME R,
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b1 42 %

by DA Ay R 2 R VAL TSR 9% S AR MAC T R R 4 AR ot 2 5
Wi K25 IR SR PR 25 T 5 POMZE S AN [ e PRI R (1 7K
T K BRI R, 78 K #I a4,
K mai it KRR A A BRI AR
B PRBURUEAR . M8k, ERFICY P A —80E
FRESEAAR LS, X 0T fE 2 AR R A R
B 4 PE I AN TR ) 45 51 o Zhang 25 VR F 225 8 56 6
ANAEANTE] AR KSR IROBORCR IR 22 e 34T TS, A
AR AR K S WSO8 7= A 2 S R R R 3%

WA FHZE (Vi KMy Crin) FIR R B
TA i (CEC) X K RMBURRA B 1w, 16
T A A2 MO 9T, LU — SR WA K
R (Vi HARO KERITI8E (KM, Coin /N
AN R K AR R BH B FAS i (CEC) PS04 R+
K 2 1) = 0l .

FIP K 2R i) 22 5 2 i R i 2 Rk £ A 1
PSSR, AN REH S — (R TR A A by I 0B PR AR
2.3 IREAEDIDDFIIRFRRES

MRBr R 5 L IERAT Y AL e ) S i, R
RO TS LA . S E TR PR o A
A HIEEE, XWRBSE A EERW . AR
WAIFIRR BRI A D R K25 1R 52 m A AN/ DA
IR o AR B2 W K — b B R R AIKr F E
AHR, M EEAFER. WAR. kR, F
RBIR. HIR. 4. 5%, 7SR, NRSE, AR
R 2 0 2 A LIRS o YR 10 AR I, R B
R WY A LR & 22 R, YA LR S = 1)
95% LA b, H K R s R R ik B v TR
Flre FIFAR R WAEAT HE— 0 0 Wit KIR5, &
TURFRL XA [RU 43547 35 e e KO0, HAR R
SHIY TR ERR I SR SR K B W AR OOR
Fo WM ESIR RIS TG T /N ERLEGAER
A (1t K AR EE R ARBR 7 ) R, RN AR B 1)
HER. BER. BEARME RS2V ST m,
HEDIX A eSS KRBTSRI R N 2 — . A i
ST R ) 5 R R PR D (A B K LR RUK R R Hh
W, KB BIRRBR 7 WAy i il R (68.34 pg/g)
F SR (231 pg/g) S i i T — A R 7Y
(46.75 ngl/g, 0.46ug/g), ZFEWEEKT, HHE
K SRR BRILE (7.02 % 10* AN/g T+ FI4NE (8.53
x 100 ANg ) Frm e — BN (2,14 x 10° ANV T
+, 227 x 1054 g T4 193 50 B iR
DUACE TR £ 40 R NBT B R R B A K== A LR
QIR KBZHE, = H A BRI KA 1)

e, H=2F 1047 WIS A RIVERT, AT IF A e i i
BRI . Sheng! 't - HHREG A0 %E T NBT & #ox)
HRAEAT=ER K 2R 50, S UINBT bR A 7 FE 21
iRl nte 2 LPRNE DS B T T I R T =i (A S i o
BE—DWFFIAR R W) IR BRI AR AR B TR I 5
Wi, FEAEPS ER AN AR, 03 RIS,
X i K SN G 3 108 TR AR BAT 2

3 WEFBUERMER

K F A S e A R B A N ) K 3
PRI R AR, E AN K BRI L
REJ1. WFFUER, K 2R FH 80 RSO 2 S AR K
WRIRT, AR M RO I — 8 R = R 0% .
W K Z R RCR SR 2E BRG] 3 B4R T OK
FAERS T AN AT I A s @At 2 7%
K" IRAER s @WEkIE40 (harvest index).

3.1 $HRAEREMMEKTEH S EINESE

K R A B IRLF R Bk . FEAAERS B
MK K FEATCRE )&% K # R R =
BN FA0 M A K A FIRE T K 1)
AN RGN M T R KR R R AR 80 ~ 100
mmol/L. — %40 i 25 th n] LAYE— & Ya Bl N 4E R 1L B 5
K" B A, SR AR B2 —RAE 50 ~ 100 mmol/L
RS 178, S s i DU S K IR IR
ARSI . BFCR I FEA R K SN ACE T,
W I K A K8 F KIBARE T, wiEhK
WS T H AE 200 ~ 250 mmol/L, 1M 7E K FE3 44 T £ F%
{3 10 mmol/L. Walker 2557 T 440 o KT (1
BNAS VAT I K IR JE R AL 2 KR PE
FAAG S IR B R 424 . Memon Z50WF 5T T AN ] iy
FhKZz 2 0] K SR 2R, RIL K s R0 i e )
K" 40 M S (RS s PE 8 35w T KRk b

K #{EMYZ T Z MBS S E K #ZF)
MR 22 R E NS . K s 80 n] D K
FNERHIEAD GG R T ) B A
T SRAT o B 20557 1 Jiang 25U W9 T A K 23K
AR AT A DR R () 2 RORBURIE FRge P, R K
TRACT A K 22 Hh e 3 6 ZX R A 2 2%
o K Rt ) K2 M 2 oy T 2 o
2T (FBk) Hh, Fdk K AR R KA FR
1.98 fi5, MTHkRZ, NET-=EkE, H K EZFR
PR R 2 T K ARRL
3.2 HEFWHETFRERER

W AR KT w LU= A i i AR K 75 1985
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e, T HLAH B D A K B R VB TR ) U A R 4
M BIE. I b K e B A Al — SR E BRI DRe, DA
N R — L g P AE AR b e AR K. B
HIARIE A2 )2 Na™ X K AR AR - Figdore 25
T AN AR i o Na™ % K AR, RIS AR
Jiti Na AbBEAHEL, REERIEA 10 mg NaCl AL EE T, P4
T A AP K =R T 35% ~ 37%; BEEtE
A 160 mg NaCl (AR, 3 ATt S Rl K 22250548 T
T 40% ~ 51%, T PN EE ARl K SRR T
16% ~ 22%. X BEHLER SN LR F, Na ™ K™ A
HRAER, M HAS R 7 St R, X R ARAE
X K Z R AR Lin 257090 7 K Z30EA [
(7K AEHE R L (] Na* 6f KB AAE I 22 5, RIAEAR
KA f 44~ NaCl (it B AR e de /KRG I K %
FIF R, AHAN A JE DR L (R K R R AN /) A & 1306 NacCl
IR NAR . 75K ZFRLMA& N, Na™ b K 3R
TERAE, HERar=EiHEE.

3.3 UYgkig%

ORI HA A NFRA ST R E e feE YR
&GP E kR 2, fE— e L T EY
I CEEE KD ARG T T IRE ) . Wk
B AR R K SR B I E LR 2R
. George %P 84 AN H I FIFHIE D 8 MR M
Fifr, 0L K ERBONR AT TS, RIK %
I ZCEFCR AR HC AR W] BIAH GG &R . Yang
SURGE T 134 AKRE SR K SRR 2 5,
Zhang ZEPWEFY T 58 AN/INE SRR IA] KSR ESCRIR) FH 2k
HINZESR, HAFH T R4S R. ROk Eod i
W) K Z R RO, AEPAN R ROk R
AN, HBOGRIE S B AR o 2 TR A W2 PR A 6
KRN, FHMYIEFRAEKN K FEF Rk kI K
EJINEES I E S N E TSI

4 SRERIERITN RFERE)RE

1 H B TAEA) KO3 s 803 SOE R 48— 1
IR, PPN B R EL. — B B K
FIRBCETRTEMNE KA P BRI K IR s 24
grremE P Ee ), WAEMUTIIK N R R
K =WRIRRE, WA AR I K 2R R
(external K use efficiency, EKURE), Hil&H J5ikie:
EKUE = W) K/ Ot K - Wl KOs /e R A
B K =R, WO RN K SR RCE
(internal K use efficiency, IKUE), Hit5 7kt
IKUE = ¥k (CEPa) MK . 7F K RZBEK

MRAERS AL ] AP AR A H L e, 78 K
AR AEAE R 18 TS 77 A KIS O, M
g T HAT R BRI SR A I e A
O, R R CR B (AR Cana kLA
JHREAN— SRR AE D, (E T S8R KL A4 Cn
ARBAEYIRED KL, XL AT RE . A2 SR TR
AR BN, IR RS AW R e W AT %
KAMET, XEREAGER . AEEHLNIN
NFEANF LR KOS A R 2250, Al s TR
PERI K SRR nsh, AT i
K B IRROUE AL K ok A e, X B
AiK T IR T, EMAE A KR H R
FERRRT K RN, BRI Ja A e 4 —
Hlo WERAETTITNIE, HEEMEAPNENER, LV i%
WA WA K RZATRER oL, J0IE
Rl K =M. BENN, K RZPCRWF
W ERGE AR I SR DL, R R 5 T
iR

5 HFEYMFEAEMBEXFAR

EpsteinE53 R 6 P 1 1 28 i (1 3 50 g 2 R AR K
I, FHRGKT RIS o IS R 4E: R4 T 48K 1L
KR MM ichaelis-Mentens)) 124 5 R, FHEAEARAMNAK ik
J&%(0.001 ~ 0.2 mmol/L) FefEH], XFRFEFE Chigh
affinity) WL RS R4 ERANAK HE (0.5~50
mmol/L) NEMEH, XK (low affinity)
WRGE . ARSERIPENIS 2R 45 2 Sl KT R AT
(), DR 3 o ATIWFST I . 20t 80 45
f&Schroederss NPUFI A4 (patch clamp) K,
HHEEAE T (Vicia faba) LR P4l 7K il
TEAEAE . Jaok, NATTCRHEEAE JoAbAR ) B 40 i K
WY ZFhRAK Wi .

AR, NATTRHER IO 12K (1 7 F B T
TEOAERNIIEIT, JCI R R K W A T Rk
THEP, HET, AMTTE M R4 s 7 R R A
A ZHL 2R 38 7 R 20 38 B 2 R s L N, A4S P 1) A
RIK il HE ] (W0sAKT1, DKTI, KPT1, KDCI,
KZM1, ZMK2 %) FAh s K" a5 N Can
GORK, PTORK, STORK%§), iy H A ix 65 bl 1) 3
TEH . ThRERIA DL AR IK S 7 A 4%,
BT TR Z 0508 O, 3 — 31 R R E R R Xu %%
0209 T T U T AR 40 HUK " TS AK T (s sz — &
WNFCIPK23 (1 1E [0 )4%, 1CIPK23 [ i 52 Pl
{55 K32 %% CBL1 FICBLY [ 1E o) 45, I 7E U 5+
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Hd RIALKS 1. CBL1 8tCBLY FE A LAHHEAKTI (1)
TEPE, A B R OB T 52 o BT T
FaE R, 3R T A4ECBL1/9. CIPK23 FIAKTI [T
(AR i AR KA FRTRRMAL 7 4 B B Y 1T
W50 45 AN AR K BBOR] 1) 43 1 s WL 7 T
AR R R 7 T A EROR S R A TR PR
D5 T VAN T . S5 UERIA, LisGlO VR A d
KA 4. DNAMAL (DNA shuffling) 255K, KB
TP HIK WTE A ) A AR L], BT T AR
— T I IR I AR A (R OB R R —— A
RIEMRIRIABIRTEAR o X IR TT SR AR I T 457l
RTS8 ) RO RT AL, AR oAy A 25— R 3L 1) 2 i A1
T SR, i H TR A SR R
I b BA A

6 SERESTHIEMRIRE

R KR BT BRIK 251 2SR b FF
R, ALK B, 1R K #AHRCR. A,
FEAY S AT FE AR, N SRR 2R v 80 KL
R KRR RSN 2% ClnE 3K 9y - A HLE
FAE IRICR . WAEY) . B85 KA. MUWARN K R
RS R LRI R TN T, 3D IRAR
HEY) K R oR L. 72 skttt R 274
P2 T BRI BOR, 7 B e BEAE ) K Fm Rk,
B H K m R E b A [FIN, A P R
IR Z A5, I RFIRE K SRR, IFEi S
e ] IE A TR (00 1 S 5 Tt AE R AR F 3 1 B JE R
P L K R MENRE S, G KL s AR
WA G A AR AP AT ORI -
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Progress and Expectation of the Research on Plant K Efficiency and Its Evaluation
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The process of potassium uptake and utilization in plants is very complex. Recently, much work has been done on the research of

mechanism of plant high K use efficiency and great positive results on plant K efficiency and its evaluation have obtained. This paper briefly

summarized the concepts, differences and physiological mechanism of plant K use efficiency. The research reports on soil potassium sink, root

characteristics, root exudates and microorganism, potassium translocation and relocation at both cellular and plant levels, substitution of other ions to

K", harvest index and some relative new results in the field of molecule biology has also been reviewed. Additionally some indices of K use efficiency

and some related problems in using the indices are discussed as well.
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