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1,2 - 1 D ! 1 1*
woBY, B4 xgrk', & 4, TH4

(1 ERABEARIC IS kA= 58 T R+ KR AR ST S S S, B/REE 1500815 2 PEFBRERBE RS, Jbat 100049)

O ARSI ] AR Yo 22 - R A S AR A S A SRR B ML, ARFT ARG 28 A T W I 5 ke, A9 T
KEEME(CS) . TRIEVE(CC) AR ERKFIAET ERMAAE R GAEAAE(CerScr) . T KMt A E+FEFFA H—R SR AL AE+HAS AT R
FH(CcrSnor) « T Kt LA AL AL (CerSnor) « T KMEALAE A K it 1/2 ARAB(CerS1ace) LA T K AL AE - 5 jiti A HLAE(CcrSom) 7
ARCFRFESS 9 AEFISE 10 4EAY HIERALECR(SAR IS PR A (ANO)AR L, A R ST BRLL SRR E ML, U pH 5.0
FIpH 4.5 AZITE T 1488 ANC LI MRZE A R(ABC). 458 AI: AHLLTlI0 HIEARME, 50056 9 4EHIZE 10 4F SAR B (IR
JEN —0.019 ~-0.097 ApH/a, HH CorSpm AERAY SAR 1E W 4E HF Ak i/IN-0.021 A1 —0.019 ApH/a); 658 9 4F CerScr. CerSnor s
CcrSnors CerSiack Fl CopSpm AL PR £ 38 ANCpus o JEAREEE 10 09 1.11 ~ 1.77 f5; 158 ANCpuas ZRUHAL ANCpus o tH—F. 7
ZOREAI R, EHEEPUR AR T R R 1 ANC ZE b EENE, H 0 BIR TR BAE 9 AFRIZE 10 4F 11
ANC il ABC 71 63.44% F143.67%. %5 BRI, AU AEREAR BRI+ i b, i ML A vl a4 & el
HUR AR R T iR B R s =

KR B, HIERES; Riseihs; HIERTD ISR

RESES: S1534 XERFRERD: A

Long-term Fertilizer Application Alters Acidification Rate and Acid-Neutralizing Capacity in

Corn and Soybean Rotational/Continuous Cropping Systems of Mollisol Field

XU Yingl’z, LI Yanshengl, LIU Xiaobingl, JIN Jian', YU Zhenhua'*

(1 Key Laboratory of Mollisols Agroecology, Northeast Institute of Geography and Agroecology, CAS, Harbin 150081,
China; 2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: In this study, to explore the effects of different cropping systems and fertilization practices on acidification indexes and
acid buffering mechanisms in black soil, based on the Northeast Dryland Black Soil Fertility Monitoring Long-term Positioning
Experiment Station, soil acidification rate (SAR) and soil acid-neutralizing capacity (ANC) under following seven treatments
were investigated: continuous soybean with chemical fertilizer (CS), continuous corn with chemical fertilizer (CC), and
corn-soybean rotation treatments including both corn and soybean with chemical fertilizer (CcpScr), corn with chemical fertilizer
plus straw return while soybean without chemical fertilizer but plus straw return (CcrSnor), corn with chemical fertilizer while
soybean without chemical fertilizer (CcrSnor), corn with chemical fertilizer while soybean with 1/2 chemical fertilizer (CcrSy/acr),
corn with chemical fertilizer while soybean with dairy manure (CcrSpy). Soil ANC and acid-buffering capacity (ABC) at pH 5.0
and pH 4.5 were further calculated by using quadratic curve fitting model as references. The results showed that the change of
SAR ranged from —0.019 — —-0.097 ApH/a compared to the background pH after 9- and 10-year experimentation. Changes of SAR
were lowest under CcpSpy in both two years (=0.021 and —0.019 ApH/a). Moreover, soil ANCpys in gth year was 1.11 — 1.77
times compared with in 1ot year under CcpScr, CerSnor> CerSnors CerSiacr, and CepSpu. The trends of ANC g s was consistent

with ANC,ys. Variation partitioning analysis showed that soil organic matter (SOM) and the sum of exchangeable base (SEB)

OF#EWH : AR RIEF L 55 H (131323KYSB20210004) % Bl
* 5l HAE# (yuzhenhua@iga.ac.cn)
EERAN: R 1997—), &, WENMEHAN, HEusA, HFRorm BRI, E-mail: xuying@iga.ac.cn
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were the main factors affecting the changes in soil ANC, and both explained 63.44% and 43.67% of soil ANC and ABC variations

after 9 and 10 years, respectively. In conclusion, chemical fertilizer application decreased soil ANC and accelerated soil

acidification, while organic fertilizer application increased soil ANC by increasing SOM and SEB.

Key words: Black soil; Soil acidification rate (SAR); Acid titration curve; Soil acid-neutralizing capacity (ANC)

TR R R R B A Z — HARAES
RGN TR AL FER T RIS R R (AR
BRUTRE)! ), i FH 49 £ 1) 5 2 J5t RS AR Ay sk
AR RS IRD) . IR DAL wh s R RAE +
S RN A e i () B R AR, PR ZE vhiE IR
JINBE B N R PRI 4 18 (Acid-neutralizing capacity ,
ANC). T3 ANC (9 K/INA] 42 RAE T LA SR
WINBIRE ST, HAR ORI 78 55 1t SR IR S s
T, 3% pH ZARMEEN, IEIRPURR AR B . —
H 38 ANC BEIL, HIESIRRAE 2RSS, it — R
oM 0 A D A W A A

YERFAE LR E A RN T, 3 ANC
AT FRAFE R — IR RAA R A L1 pH BR(IREIZ L pH
I I H A SRR BE R (HT, mmol/k)™) . FA7E 1986
AF, Ulrichgikl 20 7+ 32 bR R, 3 ANC 972
e F b TR g sk =, +3 pH AR, +
e fir b i 22 miA RO TR . it H ETAR AN R S
&, AERRE R T T AR, [FRAEY A 2
BER R MR+, WA L8 rh ™4 KREm
H', i +4E pH FAK, s+ ik R,
JH 2 SR R X0 75 bRl VRS R0 ) SRS B A AR
L, 9 4E[A](2005—2016 4F)+-3 pH FHIFE(R T 0.5
A BT N HT B A/ S T R S - ) B
FRY, BRINFEER LRI RO REL. 55
PR TR g 2 M B & AR A e
JH HEHABAS 5 R ARET e RR A i 52 i 5 A 7™ 5, 17
HA RN A 7 200 3R A i 52 e AR BE AN [R] .
PREFEITERAEREIN 1 g/m?, 5 84 + AU AERR AL R
KN 0.017 A i HLICH LR Bt RT U828 AN IRt
RO AT sgema ik, B E s s e A Ab
Y5 RS 0 B - R A0 7R R Bk T - 3 ) IR
pH. THEAHLR AR, BoKRARESRZDL 1t
Ab, BFFE N GO A [A] b XA 301 (15 ~ 29 4F) 4 H it
JIE 5 1 4% ANC mBFSERM], 13 pH ., AHLELL K
SR I T I 3 - ANC Y EZREEID),
Hrp, AR ER LB ik e 2 3 4 ANC 5+
HEPR 2% h 25 it (Acid-buffering capacity, ABC)FE{KHY
B EEJRAUT

IRACIR A XAE R 3 ] ) H SR SRR A b, TR

Ly AR T BT A e R e R 4 e
IR, AR LR H s U AR SRR
KA LRI (1979—2006 4F) AT 45 B R, IR
fEEALEET 0 ~ 20 em &+ pH FFET 1.52 A7,
SR E AR LY XA R 4 X R AL
ORI FE 45 9 2 R, AN TR R D 20 - 338 S )
b, (A pH FEARIREE A, FOKREEE0.30 4~
f0y>FE KK TSR 0.25 D EAAD)>K T IEMEQ0.16
AU HAT, A EFARE SR GE AR AR it
NEAE R AL . RS AR AR A ) + 3R 2% i fiE
(ANC. ABC)RZMAATEAE

I, AR FE AR L H 2R A W 30
PRI, TRASGET AN Rl AEHE it FNAS [ it ol B R+
TR 2% wh L RE A S AL RRAE | Ak - A HLIT R R B B
TFXF AR R h s R B Bk, DO ZR bR R Rk
R R BRI AR , B E A R Ik
FIE 4 M DR 7 P LR S 4

1 #RERE

1.1 RIe =R

ARG F o B2 B AR AL b B Rk A AT
TSR A K A S W I BF 58 5 R AT o b 0 T IR e VT4
HHETTRTE 2 J6oR A (126°49'E, 47°21'N, W4k 244 m),
Ja& T2 M R A R Bl XU X, AR SR AR Y
BHRAR N 1.5 °C F1 2 450 °C, 4EBFEKEN
554 mm, FEEPLE 7 —8 A M+ i
R A RS UL 8 ORI, B2
FEN 30 cm, RIETTEART 0 ~ 20 cm /2 H3ERLAE AL
PN . pH 6.8, AHLE 32.2 ghkg, &% 1.63 gkg, #
R 73 mg/kg, AR 17 mg/kg, AN 248 mg/kg,
Z5H 1.45 glem’,
1.2 Rt

ARFFRAMIE 2013 AFHE7 1) FOR K G FAEAEAE
AN [ il AU A L 3] 5 P 2R - ) R . T 2013
AEAERFIR S B . R #EEM B AR-K G RAE
W, FeAER 2013 AEFAE FOK . 2014 AEFPA R G,
WILAEER . I8 R HBEALIX 4153 T, FA/NX K 9 m,
$i 8.4m, 1T 0.65m, /NXEAKY 75.6 m*, K E
7TANEEE, 3 RER, FEZEF] 2021 RIS 9 4F) N
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e 56 %

2022 4E(EEES 10 A7) g Ab PR ELAR(E B ane 1
N B LIRFZE A & N i 460 g/kg FIRE, N
P &390 180 g/kg 1 460 g/kg HUREIR & 4% LA I
K,0 & it 500 g/kg MIGRIRHI . 7E FKFMEAE, IR
OB A R B RRAR IR i 75, 150,
50 kg/hm?®; WMiIFERGFREAE, RE . BRE M
T4 4t FH 523901k 50, 150, 50 kg/hm?®, Hoite
1/2 PR A B 1 RE AR FH 2 Sy 1 55 IEDAsh it FH 2 1) —2F o

AT 4 H AL By - VR W USR5 4 A 0 S R HIL AR 1
BE, A8IEA 0~30cm 2T iEHAHLIE
AhEL Sy . FERKEVEYCIR S K 15 000 kg/hm® 19 K
KRR BES R4 260N 0~30ecm (2. K&
FIEKGF M AAE 1 SHME 55, R
JE 43 51 R K 48 000 Bk /hm? . K &2 270 000 ¥k /hm?,
FEFEAE Y A KB HEAT N T BR B L AL B
F PR

x1 TRLETRYMERER

Table 1  Fertilizer application patterns under different treatments

LbF RIS 9 4F RIEE 10 4F
AR KZ#EE: CS it A6 T it Ak T
FAKESE: CC it AL it AR e
eIE FRF AR A . CerScr it A it AL e
TN HFEFF A B R G AL +FE FF A B ;. CorSnor Jite A+ T 3 H AN it A RS AT 3
FARGENC R GAMEN . CorSnor Jite A A AL
TRt IE K FE 1/2 HEAE: CerSince Jti AL A Jiti 1/2 4L HE
FKT AR A DL : CerSoum it A6 T i AT HLAE
1.3 MEBRESHZE y=a’+bx+c (1)

AT 5T RS2 AR I AL B S 156 9 AR FIER 10
A, AT 2021 AEFT 2022 4E 10 H ERFIR TR
&, TERA/NXHE 3 AL 0 ~ 20 cm +JERES ARG
ER 1 IRER, MBI 3 R . IR R
FTJEid 2 mm 1 0.25 mm FigH. HEEAVERRE A
VarioELII JCE 73 HrAX (F8 )il & , R L (SOM)
WA HUREE B L 1.724 H05 Firfs ; ScHa s | B |
B BN 1 mol/L AY NH,OAc(pH 7.0)i742, AAS Ji
T H(HGA-E50, FREDINGE ; sc#erkEh
FE (KT, Na*, Ca?". Mg®") Btz (Sum of exchangeable
base, SEB)K H A1k i1 7158 .

F R T IR MM AE 2% Cai %5 P21 Xu %2
FRIS I LA ekt . FRER 6 17 4 g 1AL S 43 3]
F 6 H 50 mL B0 (KR 12 5), RKIA
SAHARIBSEE HB9 HCIH, 0. 14.75. 29.5. 59 88.5,
118 mmol/kg). ¥ Fif HIEEM RS, £25 C
RIS TR 7 d(fl pH 20k B e IRAE), Hiei)
[ RR 2 min, ffF—UARZ A EE 2 h, e 3%
pHo 20 BIARRES N AN 358 pH A RS AL bR A AR FRZ: ]
THER g i<k . +4E pH RAIECT: pH TH(PHS-3C,
FEDIE, A HCLARPEAY 3% pH & SN pHy oo
14 HIELXEBESITHH

SRR W I L SRR AR R a2,
FRAE 13 R, 0 55 20 W ih 4k )
ENR

K x HERRIEH', mmolkg); y A 11 pH, 4k
I x = 0 B, & X ¢ 3G pH, (Hh TR
[B](7 d)5 BRI : 5)5HFPMELE pH ATk
AR, BT -SRI AG pH 55 AN s e Y 1 g
pHISA R, 2Dy =50 ik y=45, KffGa
ETUASR, TSFIZH pH 5.0 Fl pH 4.5 FURRASINEE x,
Rk HEfR R RIZ i, 100 ANCopso fIl ANCps, F/R
FARIARHEZE 9 AEFN 10 AR5 SEBR pH FEAKE] 5.0 Al
4.5 RHEENS P RIROIR & [RBE, AP y=c-1, 7]
FHE S RE pH FRATAREL S 1) R 1.0 A PRSI PR s
IEERLE, BT SERR g 2t (ABC),

AN, ARG R AT A 5 pH, SRAAR(2)
TR AL 135 pH (IAEASfb i y(ApH/a), B 1358
iR fk. 3 %% (Soil acidifying rate, SAR):

¥ =(pPHgeat — PHex)/n 2)
AP n MIKEAL BEAE R (2); pHueac 5 pHex 20312 A
[i] 4cb P A0 T 4R T ) 1243 pHLo

SCHEIE G TR ] SPSS 25.0, FSR A
FE 7 2431 (one-way ANOVA), Duncan £ 37k
Ko 56 it AL Ach AR 1) % A o 118 2 5 W 1

2 HBREHSH

2.1 LI pH. BUER, AVRMNLEZHRIER
EDENTHL

2.1.1 I pH MRALER(SAR)MZ L T

IR FF LAY L35 pHyy o(6.8), IXIRERE 9 AEFIHS 10 41
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IR LA T AR R AL, pHyo FEAR IR R
0.19 ~0.97 PHf7, Hrr, XI5 9 4RI e/ M &
CcrSpm ZbFR(0.21 ANHAT), BEBE K AYSE CC Ml CS
AEFR(0.78 A HAA ) 5 1B SR 10 4F R R H /MY H& CerSpm
AEFE(0.19 AN HANL) , BEIR I KA CorSiace ALHE(0.97
ASHAL)

BAEFMT 505 9 4F CerSnor Al CorSpm A0 3
1 3% pHyo S3ILE CopScr MM SRR T 0.12 Fl
0.39 AEA7, A 10 4F CopSpw ALFEAY -8 pHyo
Fo CepScr AFR R EIRE T 0.65 AHL0L(P<0.05), 1fi

CcrSnor Fl CepSiacr AbFRRY 1458 pHu 0 I CerSce
Ab PR RN T 0.17 1 0.12 N EAAL(P<0.05). THEAE
S, RIS 9 AEFNE 10 4F CC A1 CS b FH A 35
pHyi o JC % 2 57181 2, P>0.05). XFLLAS 9 4F RIS 10
ERAELM T LI IR pHHzo, % 9 4 CerScr .
CCRSNOR\ CCFSNOF ﬂ] CCFSI/ZCF %}EE@ j:ig pHHZO tt%
10 4EI% 0.25 ~ 0.37 MNEAL(E 1), FRAEHRIH E Hh 2k i
A R R ECR TR B3R LS pH BSAR T 3%
pHio, EREE 9 AFRNRIRE 10 AFEMERAAE T &AL
PRI R pH AR a3 158 pHy o AH—EL

[ il;’%’-ﬂ%ﬂllﬁ_Ll%ZpH = J_"{ngnzo

R4
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T
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a
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-0.15

C/% QC’ g«’f‘ & eOQ' cJeo“ %\\,\g‘ (‘—‘,Oé

[ oF O oS o
pisE]

(EI 8 R 3 I B EEbRE2E , RIRVING FBEFRIR [A]— R A AE A R 4 3 1] 22 5 3 (P<0.05),
#F* TR AR PR AR BRI 25 57 1 35 (P<0.05 Al P<0.01); T IA])
1 FE4LIET I pH 71 SAR
Fig. 1 pH and SAR under different treatments

DAL pHyo 7153 B4 1 SR AL A (SAR) M
Hhy: MHT RIEAIRE(pHo 6.8), RAESRIET,
5 CopScr b HAA L, 55H 9 4F CcrSnor A1 CerSpum
Ib B SAR 3 W ZE REAL T 0.013 Al 0.043
ApH/a(P<0.05), XI5 10 4R CepSpm AL A SAR
B EHFMR T 0.065 ApH/a(P<0.05), 1 CcrSnor Al
CerSincr AEFERY SAR 4351 335 /0 1 0.006 1 0.012
ApH/a(El 1, P<0.05). #EAELAMFT, 55 9 4FH
10 4F CC 1 CS 2P SAR 4 0.078 ~ 0.087 ApH/a,
H CC F1 CS 4bHijE] SAR 624 5-(P>0.05), *fHAEAE
AT 9 AEFIEE 10 4F SAR BYZERFEN, R
10 4F CerScr CerSnor CerSnor CerSiiace Fl CepSpu
AEFER SAR HRIRHE 9 AFE R ENG M 0.018 ~ 0.030

ApH/a(P<0.05), T#AEFM4 T ) SAR #E4FFria] G i
FH2EF(P>0.05) AR IR 2 A 1 Rk R g
() +- 3 4R pH FTIT5T Y SAR BT +3% pHyo 71
BAH, (SR Ab R R A AR Tl R L — Bk

2.1.2  EHEF LT (SOM)FMIAE bk £ 5L B & (SEB) 1)
A EESRMET, IS 9 R 10 4F CC I
CS Ab3H[E Y SOM Tohik #2557 (3% 2) #eAESRMFT,
5 CopScr AbBEAIE, REEEE 9 4FFIZE 10 4F CcrSpm
ALFREY) SOM 43 A B E N T 6.31 g/kg 1 2.99 g/kg
(P<0.05), CcrSnor il CcpSiace ALFRAY SOM 7E {55 5
9 AEFIEE 10 4543 51 i SRR AIL T 3.83 g/kg F12.21 g/kg,
LI 4.91 g/kg Fil 3.56 g/kg(P<0.05); 1 CerSnor A0 H
) SOM {XAEIRIREE 9 4F Lt CopScr AbBR IR E AL T
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e %56 4

1.96 g/kg(P<0.05). Xf FL2E 9 AFAIEE 10 4 ARl Ab#
1 SOM, Z55 LI, 1 CerSnor ZLHEfY 14 SOM 7
AEBR A A i 35 25 57 (P<0.05)

AR, I 9 4R RIS 10 4F CC. CS 4b
PHIA ) SEB oI 3 25 55 (% 1, P>0.05), FAERMET,
5 CorScr AEEEAEL, RIREE 9 AEFIZE 10 4 CepSpm Ak

PRI SEB 437 {140 T 3.16 cmol/kg il 1.33 cmol/kg
(P<0.05), 1 CcpSincr A FRAY SEB ANTEIR TS 9 4F [t
CepScr AMHLE FRFAR T 1.45 cmol/kg(P<0.05). Xkt
%09 M 10 ML T SEB, Z5RAH,
CcrScr+ CcrSnor Fll CepSnor ZbEEfY 1- 45 SEB 4F-prla]
%5 g 3 (P<0.05).

#2 T RELIETH SOM F1 SEB
Table 2 SOM and SEB under different treatments

kb3 I 9 4F B 10 4F
SOM(g/kg) SEB(cmol/kg) SOM(g/kg) SEB(cmol/kg)
cs 34.72£0.62 b 19.12+0.33 ¢ 35.26+0.48b 19.17 £0.14 be
cC 35.92+1.04b 18.73 +0.21 cd 35.77+031b 18.52 + 0.16 be
CerSer 34.16+0.70 b 18.05+0.48d 34.69+1.73 b 19.29 + 0.74 be”
CcrSnor 32.20+0.65¢ 18.16 £ 0.16d 35.09+£0.63b" 20.30 £0.19 ab™
CcrSnor 30.33+0.78 ¢ 18.48 + 0.26 cd 29.76 + 1.14 ¢ 20.05+ 0.87 ab”
CerSiacr 31.95+1.48¢ 19.50+0.17 b 31.13+£2.00 ¢ 1827+1.02¢
CcrSpm 4047+ 1.45a 2121+023a 37.68+0.29 a 2062+042a

e R EER Y 3 WE S 0TI S hRiE2E , FIFIAS /NG 5 B3R b B E] 22 53 (.35 (P<0.05) , * ., ** 73 S| 367 AF b 8] 22 5 7F. P<0.05

P<0.01 K FE; TR,

22 TEMEMHML. BPNMTESRENEE
221 HHERZMINL R REIUA AR
A B A 18 R 2 vl il £k 1 D RA(R)IITE 0.947 L
I, RGO AT . 05 9 4, bR+
g & P e pH K/MKIKH  CerSpu

CcrSnor~ CerSnor CerSincrs CcrScry CS I CC 4k
P, fEINPR 118 mmol/kg JE4T 7 d ¥igila, &b
VWY pH SFHI{E N 4.44, 4.18, 4.01, 4.05, 4.01,

3.90 Fl1 3.86, CepSpm AL FE M FRZE wh il £EFE H™ ¥ fin 2
B BE TN 0 B e 2%, HLRJE: CerSnor ALEE(E 2).

RIGEE 10 4F, S A0FE IR s ih & i wits pH
FKIAMEIR A CerSpms CS. CC. CcrSnor~ CcrScrs

CcrSnor 1 CcrSipacr, FENNTR 118 mmol/kg Ffi#E4T 7 d
RigtJa , A5 A R pH FXME R 4.43 .3.86.3.83
3.98., 3.93, 3.87 F13.77, CcrSpmAbHAYRRZE vt £k
Bl ™ 5 0 P 0T A e e 2%

222 IR IR (ANC) MR 2% th 2 5 (ABO)HY
Ak A3 ANCpuso Fil ANCopg s SRR IR RRZZ vty
LA pH FFEZE 5.0 1 4.5 B SRR H 2
B Y43 pH TR 5.0 i, X565 9 FE5/E &1
~F CCRSNOR\ CCFSI/2CF *ﬂ CCFSDM ﬁi@ ANCpHSAO %JEJ‘IJ
Fo CerScr AP E AT 21.84% . 3.62% Al 80.25%
(P<0.05); XI55 10 4F CcrSnor 1 CorSpm 2R HH Y+
e ANC,uso 233 CopScr AbHE 3N 6.06% Al
115.75%(P<0.05), T CcrSnor Fl CerSacr A0 FH i) 4- 13
ANCppso 57 It CepScr Ab 3 i 2 FEAK 9.47% FI

21.76% (Kl 3, P<0.05). VRS, KI5 9 4EAI
5510 4F CS AFRAEAREPRI 22 5 0 2. XTLLES 9 4RI
5510 AFAVESRIE T A9 11 ANCoso, Z5REEL, iR
5% 9 4 CcrScrv CcrSnor~ CcrSnors CcrSincr
CcrSpm AL BRAY 138 ANCpys o 035 55 TIR5 10 4F,
SR AR 10 R4S A0 +3E ANCouso 19 1.11 ~ 1.77 %
(P<0.05) -3 ANCpy s LA ANCos o FH—Eo

Xof 2% b FRAEA) R 1358 pH FERE 1A 1.0 SAifY
+ 458 ANC #4715, 53 R4 & ABC, i
EZMET, 85 9 4 CerSnor ZFHIY 13 ABC L
CerScr AbH 5 R 7.71%(P<0.05), 1] CepSpym ALFH
i +3 ABC H CeopScr A0 B i T 5.38%(P<0.05);
KIS 10 4F CcrSnor RbEERY 44 ABC L CcrScr b
P E AN 8.66%(F 3, P<0.05). EVELMETF, iR
K555 9 AEFIZE 10 4F CS Al CC 4bPHfa] + 3% ABC i
FH2F(P>0.05), XL 9 AEFIEE 10 AEFRAEALBRY)
148 ABC, 45 &I, CcrSnor. CcrSnor F1 CerSpm
AbFRAY 438 ABC 74E 0 35 10 AR PR ] 22 53 (P<0.05)
23 ITEBRPMFESTEAEERENXR

Xf 4 ANC 5 8k Bt TR S b, &
Iﬂﬂﬁ@*iﬁé ANCpl—IS‘O %n ANCpH45 5ii§§ pHHzO‘
SAR. SEB Fil SOM [H]} 5 i IEAH X C R (GR 3, P<
0.01). X555 9 4F, 14 ABC 513 pHyp. SAR,
SEB F1 SOM [H] £ . IEA K R (P<0.01); {HiAK:
%5 10 4%, 3¢ ABC {5 SEB [ B #IEMAHX KR
(P<0.05). IRERE 9 4EFIEE 10 4F, 13 pHy o 5 1%
SOM F1 SEB £ i 3 IFAH K56 &R (P<0.05).
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pH

pH

pH

pH

pH

pH

pH

0. IR 70 IR E 104F:
65+ (A)CS 65+ (H)CS
6.0%, 608,
ssEN y=187.21x°-37.950+5.859 ssl y=183 41x*~37.853x+5.859
NN R=0.966 CNER N R=0.963
e ' -
45F e . 450 Tt -
40} T 4.0 i
70 'I 70 1 1 1 1 1 ..1 1
65F B)CC 65F (HCC
6.0% 6.08
ssl y=170.6x"-36.303x+5.859 55 |, y=165.93x"-36.086x+5.847
SN - T 77 N R=0.964
sol ™ R*=0.964 =s0p S
.- -
45} o 450 T ...
4.0 [ 4.0 i
7.0 L 7.0 P
6.5 (©) CepSer 6.5+ () CerSer
6.0 “ 6.0 o
SSE N 1=169.18¥-36.076x+5.994 T 33 PN, 181730 -36.44105.782
50 R*=0.953 500 ™. R*=0.96
.......... ‘.‘...".
45t ha . 45t e
4.0 e 4.0+ o---. o
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Fig. 2 Soil buffering curves under different treatments
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Table 3 Correlation coefficients among soil ANC, pHu,0, SAR, SOM and SEB
B 9 F ANC ANC ABC H SAR SOM SEB
I 10 4F PH5.0 pH4.5 pHnso
ANC,us, - 0.992" 0.730™ 0.975" 0.974" 0.565" 0.756"
ANCppas 0.995" - 0.755" 0.944" 0.950" 0.648" 0.802"
ABC -0.010 0.039 - 0.628" 0.607" 0.723" 0.569"
pHuo 0.993" 0.983" -0.100 - 0.989"™ 0.406" 0.660"
SAR 0.993" 0.983" ~0.100 1.000™ - 0.438" 0.690"
SOM 0.651" 0.604™ ~0.099 0.653" 0.652" - 0.621"
SEB 0.489™ 0.497" 0.438" 0.446" 0.446" 0.315 -

Hi: %L W MRIFIRTE P<0.05, P<0.01 KF L EME; Rrbof bJ5 A N Jr Bl s ik g sl 9 SR 10 4R5040
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