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KEAE A INEB IR K & T HE T IRE R IK D FEHFE
E’J?/HI‘JCD

E/{A 44—12 ‘,] 54\1’3’ W )1114 ,\_,ﬂ:‘ /\%%ﬁl*

(A HEBEERE . KRR RAR LK E ST AT, W#S 610299; 2 WEPBFEEERSE, dEaT 100049; 3 EIME KT HL A RIS A
WrEEEE, T 4011215 4 KyTRAAR2ERE, WAL 434023)

W OE: SR NEA MR O 2RO RS A X R L s B 1A MR, AR I R o R A lb A A8
IR I(16 a)6 FCAFIFEACAL I/ NX., JEAAME T HIEE5H Bt (Sq), 40T T HIEPAIERIATR G T . KIS LU LBREE A 25
R, 5YEIENPMLEL, SNFEA VLR INGEZEEIEECETCHLIE, OMNPK ; F5FTHE FBETTALIE RSDNPK )R T L5454
Fik:, BT LIERPARIRE2 mm) 5 AR RRREE ;. M TAEIE(CK), FACANEEER T LR K -3t &Kk i 0s,
5 NPK ML, AHIICHLE#(OMNPK F1 RSDNPK/> LI, #m HHEOUKAE ST, BRRSFF(RSDYMURAN I s AHSCHE T4
RN, TR Sq SRR ERHIRMWD), Roos /it B AARSEP<0.05), THEHERIA MWD 5 Ros I AZE R
(B2 B2 EADCIER, Roos 5 I EFRRK B (Orc) Z H] 2 B35 IEAHSCIE R (P<0.05). ABFFE RN THMNEA DRI 50+
SR BOR TR, AR AST I NEA I RHE 28 6 T AR R AL DG AR A R R IR AL T R

K LIRS AR IR R KR APlR et

RESHES: S344.13 XEPRERD: A

Effects of Long-Term Application of External Organic Materials on Structure and Hydraulic

Properties of Purple Soil in Plough Layer

CUI Junfang'? LIU Ling'?, TIAN Wei'*, SUN Zhixiang"? TANG Jialiang'"

(1 Institute of Mountain Hazards and Environment, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Chengdu 610299, China; 2 University of
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China; 3 State Grid Chongqing Economic Research Institute, Chongqing
401121, China; 4 College of Agriculture, Yangtze University, Jingzhou, Hubei 434023, China)

Abstract: Integrated application of organic and chemical fertilizers has emerged as a critical practice for sustainable soil fertility
management. Based on a 16-year field experiment with six fertilization treatments at the Yanting Agro-Ecological Station of
Purple Soil, Chinese Academy of Sciences, this research examined the effects of two exogenous organic materials (pig manure
compost, OM; and rice straw, RS) on soil structure and hydraulic properties. Compared with chemical fertilizer treatment (NPK),
the addition of organic materials (OMNPK and RSDNPK) improved soil structural quality by increasing the proportion of large
aggregates (>2 mm) and enhancing aggregate stability. Fertilization treatments increased soil macroporosity and saturated water
content (6;) compared to the no-fertilizer control treatment (CK). However, compared with NPK, OMNPK and RSDNPK reduced
macroporosity while improving soil water retention capacity. Straw application alone (RSD) had no significant effect. Correlation
analysis revealed that soil structural quality (Sq) was significantly negatively correlated with both the mean weight diameter
(MWD) of aggregates and the proportion of macroaggregates (R ,s) (P<0.05). MWD was positively correlated with both R 55 and
soil wilting coefficient, while R,,s was positively correlated with field capacity (P<0.05). These findings provide preliminary
insights into how organic amendments affect the structure and hydraulic behavior of purple soil, offering a theoretical basis for
future research on their role in key ecological processes underlying long-term soil improvement.

Key words: Soil structural quality; Soil aggregate stability; Soil hydrologic characteristics; Organic materials; Purple soil
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A SR A S A L S 5 A Y SCBE R
FEARSE VE ROV A5 K e B4R Wi 7K 23 5 37 20 7E b
S AR A, IR R R E T R AR ST
AN, ARk, B Ik BRI R, A
il S5 i X 4 . - S 2t g 7 R AT R ARG R 4
VEPEAE W R T i BB R, K
A HLICHUIE HE it BE 5 1 28 Aty T SR M, e $2 7t
HRAREME. B, EAEMAKENIET 26 4K
5 k6 & B, A HLICHLAE RO 25 250 1 TS IX
TR, AR T S SRR Ao s
Hb, FERLE L, AL T N R 3 S HLAER
TE VE AT SRR FIK AR R A 5 i, Dl R
AT HREED . R, Li Y
UER, ACAC RO E & 26 R e i 1 AR Wi v LAy
HLER(BASOC) # i, AT 5 SR AR M, HAICR
8T8 AU NE R AL N BE R 2 N Ak 27 =X &5 B i
I, AFEEAC R LA R B2, HILACR
EEREFPEAE UIAH G o 3K g s M B DR E K 0 AE
TR BE | A S ETRE AT N ERER, X TR
7K e I+ A e B BB S I RISRR
FHHEMBSLBEEFES B T H 5K 1% 5
REST, b5 T IREREE | FRr AR TR T BE
YRR RR, ARk, HEAE R AT K )
AIPREAE A 32 OCE . DFFE R, A HLIL RERE A
Rt K I 2E T Celik B R, 5 AR
FIEATEAG AL AR L, SRR AL o7t 2 AR 2 25 s
AR SRR, Hrp AL ARCR B O B3 ST
B, Leroy SUBE—2B48 M, MIHIA ML R AR A
RS LA RIRRRE M, JF W S S R Rk A
FEE LALLM S A AL A4 52 e A X s o A
AEFERY, SNEA HL R R AL B S R Y
oI VE RSN, BE— 24 R K B AT
BB, 25 JH AL o H 4K 2 B AT o 3 B
FAE, HAP A UL B R FHRCRIE D B2

S0 R IR v bl X ) B B B, e
DU T 2 B9 58 (0 T AR 24 o 4 5 0 R T AR Y
51.5%, FEAIK, N, HESREMEDD.
Jit FFIA AILAE 2 P 1) A7 % Tl 2 e, AN RERS B £
HENE Ty, IERE W E S . AR RN,
SNIEAHLPPRL 4 it T RO N 2% 6+ - S50 PLRk
B SR, T HLALHE FH X 58 (0 ek Sk
TR BRI AL . TIUAE, CT $H3M1E N
— AR I B, 92 N T L A R B it
5o Cui SR CT FHHRTY T =W X I A

AN BE 1] - SZE R 2N , 4528 R K X £
HERFLBR B R AR HL R AL IR 2 b & A AR A T AT
RUBTFEUERH , CT SR REAS F - S WA ] 3
FHIT5 20 L HERAL B AL A 2R, He M AL B
KBRS L

AT FEIE T E A AL U, LIPS g X )iz
IIATHE O PTG, R CT 14 K- B i
ARG [ it A 15t ) L e 2548 KoK A M i
SO, B AEAR R SN HILYDRHIE FH X 5 (0 IR
SRS NEOR S G VAL i st S RS S
[ Z 18] O 2%, LASH] R v e 3 DX AN b S B B ITAN 5
PRI RS

1 #BERE

1.1 HREEER

ABEFEHRFE H R B 3h 5= 25 68 Aol AR 2R
Bk, e O 1 )1 A rp e R R 52 BAk £ (31°
16'N, 105°27'E)[& 1 A), AT 23 ki 5 im i
(537K |, M4 400~600 m, HBIE LA L ksl 3,
& T IR () 57 PR VR 2 KU . A2 AR e 2R XU
ZH X AR 17.3 °C L, AP FK 5 826 mm.
M - O A A RS A L, i As,
[ K AT 28.1%~37.8 %, FX+ZEEZ 20~
60 cm, TIEREFTRIEA . 0~20 cm 2 IR
EPERCN . pH 8.2, ZhkL 22.3%. Miki 34.6%. fibki
43.1%, B 1L 8.75 g/kg, 4 0.81 g/kg, 4= 0.84 g/kg,
441 18.01 g/kg, Bl 42.29 mg/kg, A% 9.02 mg/kg,
HALER 86.35 mg/kg, HIEAE 1.34 g/em’,
1.2 Rt

Tt A AL B AR % TF 46 T 2002 4F, &/NX AN 24
m® (4 mx6 m), YWE 7, +ZEE 60 cm, FEHE
R AN R ORGSR . R0 e IR A Ui I R U A
B, Hh&R/NEFBAIN R 130 kg/hm®; H T oKZ4l
N . 150 kg/hm®, fFFE L% ARPALEE . Rt AR X A
(CK). HICHLIEXT R (NPK) . F& 25HENE fl i e HLAE
(OMNPK) . F5FFi4 FH (RSD) A B A% FFi4 H Fic it JCHLAE
(RSDNPK)., Jit A 77 = A JE T4 A — Uk Tt
A, Z/NERAERE R BEAE 11 A0, B RN
6 A4, ML FBHERIL AT, A&/N2 R Ut i) 77
K, HERRE, #ETX 0N TEHE, HEN
20 em. A BE. BRARSM N MERIR SR, S RERRES A
FALER, bR BAARMEAE 7 ZZ gk 1 PR
1.3 #@mIEESNE

131 JEUA A 35 R o e o2 20184F 10 H £k
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% 105°15'0"E 105°30'0"E 105°45'0"E
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4
o
=
5]
A A
£\ o fTEHL
S — Wik 05 10
= [ ATHGIR m——km
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1 BFEXEITRBAESREHREEMNEQ)ERIRIE/NXZW(B)
Fig. 1 Location of the Yanting Agro-Ecological Station of Purple Soil (A) and the view of long-term field experiment (B)
F1 BRENDXIERAE
Table 1  Fertilization schemes for each experimental plot
R /PSRN AHEAEXT R FHIGHLAE X I8 EEEMIERRCHLE TR Fil AT 14 FH it TG HLAE
CK NPK OMNPK RSD RSDNPK
FokE AN (g) 139 000
INEREFFT E (g) 13 330 13 330
iR 2 5 (2) 2352 1411 1882
IR ES (g) 2 000 2000 2000
SALH (2) 160 160 160
Y == AL (kg) 121
FOKFEFTHE(g) 18 670 18 670
iR 2 5 (2) 2001 1200 1139
IR ES (g) 1963 1963 1963
SALH (2) 157 157 157

WORSG X 2% T2 36 /IN DX T JR D o7 - 3 485 4y o i 0 o
J5 A5 A 398 45 44 i & I 22 (Visual evaluation of soil
structure, VESS)/Z&— il it — 51 i B T H X £ 1%
it JZ R . HIEARR A KNRTRAR DL K A
SRAA PR 1S T A SR A ) P L AR 50 1HEA 71T 4, AT
e R RS 5 3R AR ST B VESS 7
X)L AT IR AL VAL RoR AT B Y LA
I3 20%x20x20 cm B RHURFEALBIFCR B, A
FEah A SRBET , LIRS L5 A SR8 . A E 20
5, TSI C R LR RIS R,
PR/ AR LA B 1 A FNFL R o B — )23 ) 45 33
R Guimardes 25925 AU ERG & , FFAR R4S
WS A — R R A5 0 . A~ AR L 1 IR &
1353 1 124550 5 R B R s BUR AN, PR DA 1

FERIREE(20 cm), BISH#FZ + 98454 57 (Structural
quality, Sq), TIERY Sq {AB/]N, FW] T HEL5H e
o
1.3.2 HEiRE T A - B 45 44 Jo 2 0 2 7Y
A, SREEAF AL E FHHZ 0~20 cm HIERTR K
FIRTIJARAE it o 1A SRAAAE R HIVR 5 A it i =R
8, BATR/NXCREE 3 A EN RS, REF R
ANBEE G NS5 %, 2 AR KTJE F T AR R
FRUETEAE R o I RAARRE R A | s AR T #3408
OFRAE, S A 2o BE IR A3 R A

T BEFURAE AR AR, AN BRI ERVE I L IR RS
7y, FIFHASEWHIATIGE S cm, HAE 5 cm)R4E
5~10 cm JFURFERL, 3EE, AT RHOK 240
M7 o [FIE, SR PVC M AT (5 S em, EAE 5 cm)
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I % R A SRR i T S LT 2 R A (CT
Scan), FRECHHEFLBURRAE . T CT HHAIIF IIRE S
FA/NXCREE 16y
1.4 #HFmillE
1.4.1  KESHERIRENE K ad  HHOKER MR
RS R FR L) Elliott! Yol b fm B 0 5 14
- 1 A B AR R 23 B DU AS R AR 5 - KL K A R AR (d>
2.000 mm), ZHKHAIEMA0.250 mm<d<2.000 mm),
T A B 4K (0.053 mm<d<<0.250 mm) FIHy—7h B4
(d<0.053 mm). K 500 g KT AU HIRIRRE S E T B0
o e D EIRIE (LT 5 em) AR (30 YK /min)
¥&¥% 30 min, 547 H>2 mm . 0.25~2 mm.0.053~0.25 mm
}:<0.053 mm FKERPEATR IR, 105 CHEAEHET E K
i, TR R AR AR B H(%) o
PR (R 1y e P 3 3 P 39 B ELAR (MWD, mm)
FoR, WRIEILA):
MWD = f—d"* i m, (1)
i=1 2
Kb doNE i MTRILE, d=d), d=d.,., 01
N mm; m NE AT EERIR RS EG n h
i ¥ A
142 HHOKJpSMRI R R IR SR A
J& LR E N, B A ) T iR B AR,
IR R AR RO B B E R 5 om) I e 1R
KRB, VDA 0 S AR T B A K o
fERRER, XFFARM B ik o RRIE I 4R, R VD AR 2
BT, WA 7.5, —15.5, =31.6, —63.1.
—100 cmo X F R W Iy Be K SRR 2, Sk R
AR, WA 5512 —330. =500, —1 000,
5000, —15300 cm. & 58 UG, K30 T ARG
B 105 CrMtA LT 2 &, DUE D 5 5
ENE g
AN T AR E K Sk I T 4 R
R 10 CR MR K A, R AR K S A
AT
600L
YT @)
Kb K MG KE(m/mh); O NREBFTRAR
(em’); L AFIIRERKBE (em); A 7KK (cm);
A R TIRE AR AR (cm?) 5 ¢ g s TE] 8] B (min)
AR 1R B 3 AR RS K R ) gk it 47
W5E, MRS EE, R Matlab #1449 dE L%
HhZ LA PREL Isqeurvefit, %54 van Genuchten 7
(VG B A5 3] + ek o0 R AiF il 2k B 45K 11 B350

0., 0. VG AT ERHH3):
Hs_gr

(a, n,

0(h)=6, + 3)

(1+]er)"
e 0 W EKS hlom) T i1 H AR KR,
em’em®s 6, Al 0, 53511 Jg HAN S /KA AR A Ak A
cm’/em’; a J& G HIEHIZHL, n Al m(=1-1/n)
TR RAL
IKAHEAE ISP B KA Oy FIREER Sip 7T i
LT AT

1
21
2n—1\n
6 .=0 +(0.-0 4
inf r+( s r)(n_lj ( )
LI
Sinf =_n(95_9r)(2n_ljn (5)
n-1

AR R A S EOT RAE SR LIRSS, £
HEATALBE Ry 0,71 0, BIZEAE, CHE Pege, 8% Xt
7 T A 3E A LB AL 2 R LB R H o AN B
kIR R A0 e R4 (AC) FIAE YA R0k
53 (PAWC) AT LA - HEK SR ih 4 kA, HE A
KF -

AC =0, — O (6)

PAWC = G — Opyp (7)
K Opc F Opyp 20510 F TN 7K B (em/em®) R 7K A
L AR B K B (emP/em?)

1.43  CT £#i5 ER AL # AWFFEFI A CT
(Phoenix Nanotom S, 7 ]38 F HiL A% 8 S R 4 A
PSEDEREFAR EAERES, EREER 100 kv, HLE
100 pA, BEERTIE A 1.25 s, HEMEEAEIE R ham-c
7942, SPHEERN 2304x2 304 132 %, BAIREAR
/DSRAE 2 000 W 16 1 4 R EURAL PR A =4
A EUE AT (DU )1 22T R 5, UG AL
%5% Cui M, AR R o B bR RSB S A
AR, 317 =400 S = dipaibg g, JLF
AL R 2 B AT B AR A A LR S ROk ELAR
(um), FLEREE A (um?®) . FLEAR (um’), LK AFLER
B, 3 AL — AT AT AR 2 R R 1
PIFLBR AR AR (um) . P34 FL B % 1 B (um®) P
BIFLBRIAR R (um’) . ARHEALIE RN, ABFFORG + 1L
B4 RLLR 5 AN 25~125. 125~250. 250~500.,
500~1 000, >1 000 um, RFLBAEEFR /R CT K& AT
P8 K AL BR (AR BF 52 Hh 38 B4R >25 pum (LB A
IRBS R S SRR & E, R B R AR AR LURR
SRR S RFLBREEIE [ 0~1, HAEHK, FRt
e >25 pm BYFLER &7 FEARZ . eAh, FLBR TR (B
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FLBRIR o P2 ) WT i 5 - e oK R . Uk, 8
# LB AR B (SF) >R R AFAL Bt i 25 1R 35K 0E 1
R, JEREF SF #dir 1, Fon RIEfLB R
Bl/BRIE o HAatE AT

36nxDxV xV

= ksxs ®
RXrb: D AL ER(um); ¥V AFLEAF (um); S
FLBR 2 i A (um®)

L5 SFitoir

Ak BR8] 2% S AR AR AR S PE S0 200K T SPSS
22.0 H HLR 2 7 22 50T One-wag ANOVA I Pearson
HOCHESMT, 84K 14 B MR MATLAB 1%
(G

2 HEREHSWH

2.1 KHAEMHEIEANER#E T EE MR
211 HIESEMFE Sq [ AFEEALALEE 0~20
cm HFZ L5 R VESS-Sq HINE 2 s, 5
CK I, NPK. OMNPK FI RSD AbFEFEAR T + 35
Sq {H (KR35 19.17%., 27.39% H 15.65%), 2%
Sk B i KO (P>0.05) . 5 H AL BEXT LY
RSDNPK 4hFH ) 145 Sq {Hi Ak, 5 CK XfHEAHLL,
Sq HIE/ 39.51%, H B EFEAL(P<0.05), ULIARSFF
i L JCHLAE b 38 R A 5ok 3 sk i i . 5
NPK 4bHA ., OMNPK Al RSDNPK 4b i —
FEAR T 38 Sq i, BEHTEIEZERIFS MR AS R M A
AHRHI S, RS RS JCHLAE o it Ak 2R 2 394k
g HLA T A A

212 BIEPIREO KHRREE ARBELAL

EEIFE . KIEASNEA YLYRL X0 02 3 Sk T 2R R s 823
3.01
25 @
ab b
20 J 3
J ab | b
A15F il [
1.0 l
0.5+
0.0
CK NPK OMNPK RSD RSDNPK
Qb

(R [RINE TR 278 AN ) fti AR AR 3R] 22 53 @ 2% (P<0.05), T [A)
2 A EMEAEAIETIEEHRE Sq B

Fig. 2 Sq values of soil structural quality under different
fertilization treatments

FEHEZE LA R AR AR AN SR 2 PR . S5 3R,
5 NPK AbFAHE, OMNPK AbFEAHIERAK(>2 mm)
i H B AN 116.78%, 0.053~0.25 mm ki 2% A1 R ik
(A EL91 B A, BRI R 30.87%(P<0.05). BN INFSFF
(RSD #l RSDNPK)4bFi4 NPK ZhBRM 7, &t
TRAIREEG2 mm)BIE R, BEIRS 518 97.75% Fi
65.53%(P<0.05).

M- AR (MWDK E , 5 NPK AR FEAH L,
TN LY R PE(OMNPK . RSD. RSDNPK)# i
FHEIMAIE A RIE MWD {8, 3RS 510 45.82% .
40.85% F29.22%, WA R TN, KIBIHS A ZEHE
JEFRSFEAESMEAT DL S5 2 R 1K - 9 A SR AT 1,
PRI R A RABTE B, Mo s gk, o
OMNPK 4b BRI T RSDNPK.

F2 AFEMAELELIEKIZEARKSH

Table 2 Distribution of water-stable aggregates under different fertilization treatments

ab 3 VSR RAR XS 5 4 (%) MWD
>2 mm 0.25~2 mm 0.053~0.25 mm <0.053 mm (rmm)

CK 18.53+4.35BCb 28.0144.29ABa 35.00+4.69ABa 18.46+3.88Ab 0.748B
NPK 15.55+2.41Cc 29.24+1.50ABb 35.93+4.49Aa 19.27+4.05Ac 0.705B

OMNPK 33.71£9.07Aa 27.85+8.69Ba 24.84+5.22Cab 17.74+6.71Ab 1.028A

RSD 30.75+4.04Aa 29.584+3.87ABa 25.10+1.67Cb 14.58+4.17Ac 0.993A

RSDNPK 25.744+5.86ABa 30.56+2.68Aa 29.81+4.71BCa 13.89+1.81Ab 0911A

T RPN KRS TR 3RR R — W SRR A [l L AL BE 2 [ 25 5 .35 (P<0.05) , [RIATAS [l /NG Sk e [ — it HE b BRAS ] P 2R 1A

B 2 0] 25 57 48 3 (P<0.05)

2.1.3 5 RALBR S A1 FRAE CT 45tk
REREE 3, B 3), 5 CK ML, BrAaiEieit
g T R RS EE, it NPK. OMNPK.,
RSD Fll RSDNPK b T 4 1€ 7L B B & & 14

& 43 594 50.00% . 66.67% . 83.33% Hl 33.33%.
i NPK b B 5, OMNPK F1 RSD &b B 54 i +- 13
KALBEEE (IR 5 11.11% F1 22.22%)F1F-1
FLBRIB AR 7 G 0 2050k 5.48% 1 9.59%), K&
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I - 3 2 L B A5 A BR AR (R 4300 17.13% H1 22.44%), SR7M, RSDNPK # NPK 4k B 4 3 K
1 21.20%) XL B AR B (K0 43 501 0 10.40%  F01 FUBRBE FEAIK 11.11%, 117 ~F 34 FL B AR BRI 2 FL B
26.24%) LA S - 2L B 2% 1w AL (R R 43 00 R 8.39% FEARY S 79.87% 1 21.49%,

3 EF CTRBN-4#SEERNIEXLBESRGIHSE

Table 3  Statistical characteristics of soil macropore parameters based on CT scanning and 3D reconstruction results

Ab 3 THEOALEUE CPELBRAESOR B AR () CFEILER AR (um®)  PRFLER R e’y CFEILBUR AR T

CK 0.06 212.62 5.87x10’ 715 741 0.74
NPK 0.09 213.40 6.06x10’ 810 531 0.73
OMNPK 0.10 176.85 5.43x10’ 742 551 0.77
RSD 0.11 168.15 4.47%x107 628 656 0.80
RSDNPK 0.08 214.28 1.09x10° 984 719 0.75

RSDNPK

GRSy, WehHEFLE, ME K/ 3.7 emx3.7 cm)
E3 ARHEmAIE I8 XFLRERIEE

Fig. 3 Soil macropore images under different fertilization treatments

OMNPK

2.2 FEMEABAMIE I #H/E T 50Kk 1 545 M B0 B4 0 2r

ARFRFEAEALFE R 9 0~20 om #EZ + 1l ISk T
U 4 FFr . 55 CK AL, 45 HAE b B 4 et i 5 2r
AR EIAT AN, (E2% AR T B MK T (P>0.05). T
#ONPK Wi s, A WL L FE(OMNPK . RSD HI g Br l
RSDNPK)FJFEAL T -t fir Tk 4%, Hrfr, RSD &b j
PR IR or l

5 CK M (3 4), NPK. OMNPK #l RSDNPK a
RSN T L HEHIA SR O,CH IR 16%. o
7% F12%)FIERAR EKE 0.8 3N 6%, 19% V—h : . L
125 %), FUAMEALAT LARE & Aok PERe . A " NPK  OMNPK ~ RSD  RSDNPK

b
HMLYPEAEFE(OMNPK . RSD 1 RSDNPK)%: NPK fif AR
4 AEFEEAET HIERMNSKE

= e Al B g L .
F LA KL 0 ]}%IJ IS%{EE 8%. 10% Fil 4% ’ ft Fig. 4 Soil saturated hydraulic conductivity under different
REAC it A HL4 kb #E(OMNPK Fl RSDNPK)jﬂ%ﬁé—% fertilization treatments
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BERTFAE RIS MEA HLY R 55 0+ BRI A5 LK 1245k 2 825

K 6,3 NPK A4 38 i 12% #118%, RSD
A A EER AR KR 6, FEAR 6% RWIAPLICHLIL
Jit A LA O 0 - K BE T, S A HUIERCR A
LT

IKATHEAE 28 359 5 S K 0,01 N FLE FLIRSS
M RILBR G A48 hR, 5 CK AHEL, £t kb3
(NPK . OMNPK . RSD., RSDNPK)) i 214/ 1+ 1

O, HEIETH 14.49% . 8.90%., 11.08% Fi115.29 %,
F it A AT ) T3 - 49 el K FL R A Ee ). A
BUALBRBE Pogr 2278 A1 S0 LB rb X0 1 0 BT ik e K
M4y, 5 CK M, NPK. OMNPK F1 RSDNPK
S FRIASEIN T A AL, BEIE S 21.72%
1.55% #i1 1.75%, RSD F#(K T HHEARALBREE, B
& A 11.60%,

*4 TEERLELIRKNFSEY
Table 4 Soil hydraulic parameters under different fertilization treatments

pos:il a(cm™) n 6, (m*/m* 4, (m*/m’) Oint Sing (m*/m?) Pest AC PAWC

CK 0.05+0.01a  1.41+£0.07a  0.43+0.02a  0.16+0.02a  0.33+0.0la  0.06+0.01a  0.09+0.01a  0.17+0.02a 0.08+0.01a

NPK 0.0740.00a  1.40+0.04a  0.50+0.02b  0.17+£0.02a  0.38+£0.01b  0.07+0.0la  0.11+0.01b  0.23+0.02b 0.09+0.02a
OMNPK  0.08+0.02ab  1.40+0.14a  0.46+0.0l1a  0.19+0.03a  0.36+£0.01b  0.06+0.01a  0.10+£0.00a  0.19+0.03a 0.07+0.02a

RSD 0.10£0.04ab 1.20+0.09a  0.45+0.04a  0.16+0.05a 0.37+0.03ab  0.04+0.01a 0.08+0.01a  0.14+0.04a 0.09+0.00a
RSDNPK 0.10+0.02ab  1.37+0.17a  0.48+0.02ab  0.20+0.01a  0.38+0.01b  0.05+0.02a  0.10+0.02a  0.19+0.06a 0.07+0.01a

e 0 0. BN SR AR AT S K, em’/em®s a(em™) . n B m(m=1-1/n) VG FBERIZIEBH; Oine A Sine 2051 7K A3 HEAE

IR P B S AR AR s Por 9 LA RLIREE s AC BB RE

K- (P<0.05)

23 TEZEHMSHESKNESHHHEXXER

0~20 cm #F)Z HIELEH 5 HOK J12: S50 M 6
KRIWE S, ik, HsiiE Sq SHRKEK
S EE HAMWD), >0.25 mm FHRAH X &5
(Ro2s)73 152 3B 7 RH 56(P<0.05) , 16 I 43845 4y o
BT - HE(Sq (R /N LR P R AR B bk vy, H 3y
IKPEREAR LT

A RIR P E R H AR (MWD) S Ry,s ZIHIFF
FEMR 5 2 IEAH OGO R, MHOC R B 0.978(P<

;5 PAWC Fon WA oK s /NG TR IR 5 B 16 ) 2

0.01)0 Ro2s 55 FHTAIF7K i (G o) Z AIAFAE B35 IEAH GG
Z(MERECH 0.526, P<0.05), FIKHARAEESE
s, HE e, RoKMRRRLE.

TR 7K 2 (0) 5 83 05, & K (Onp) . B BFLBRE
(Per) A S AR T 7K 38 (K) 22 [) ¥ 5 B0 4 2 TE A DG OC
FA(P<0.01), MXFREHIH 0.893, 0.714 F10.595,
P 5 K, Z[RIBFFAEMN 03 IEAH GG R (P<0.01), AH
KRHCN 0.694, H 5 HEIFFKE ()2 B35 A
X £ (P<0.05),

x5 IREMSHSKNZSHHBLRY

Table 5 Correlation coefficients between soil structure parameters and hydraulic parameters
Sq MWD Ro.s 0. 0; Ount Peir Orc K.
Sq 1
MWD -0.515" 1
Ro2s —0.540" 0.978" 1
0, -0.324 -0.142 -0.113
0; -0.190 —0.054 -0.108 0.455 1
Oint —0.434 0.114 0.131 0.893" 0.509 1
Peir 0.002 —0.482 —0.446 0.714" 0.163 0.323 1
BOrc -0.284 0.505 0.526" 0.014 -0.138 0.415 -0.615" 1
K, —0.420 -0.126 -0.105 0.595" 0.216 0.355 0.694" —0.438 1

TE: Sq, THEZEHFtE; MWD, KEMEFIRIR T E B EHA(mm); Ross, >0.25 mm FREMRXT & Orc, HRFRKE(cm’/em’);
K., HIEMWAMFKE(cm/Mh), **: 1E P<0.01 KFEFURBEERE; *: 78 P<0.05 K F-(RUB)M I B3 .

3 ihie

3.1 ARMBEVYRXT L EERREIm
A 5T K FH 265 46 0] Ak 325 (VESS) % AN [] it A Ab

HUR RS BT RGO . 4R R, 5 CK
FHLE, AL Ab P 25 PR L 451 Sq (i, A RHERTT
THESE R R, JCrf, RSDNPK AbFREETF - HELE Y
B R % . MR PR MO AR, A
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e %58 %

HLICHLBC it (OMNPK il RSDNPK)fI T 2 Jiti 4k AE b
M, X 5T AMIR A8, 0 T AL
TCHLIE B e 32 T 3L # g rh ) E AR . H
WK, IR ISR A T, AR et
PEREWIK Y | FERIARMTE 3 i S et A
W58 & 8L, AR A HL YR B9 4 in (OMNPK Al
RSDNPK 4b#H) i 4 5 T B AE>2 mm KHETRIAR) 5
Ho, BRI T E B HA(MWD)(P<0.05), M
MR T R R et X —25 1R, ALk
REE AT RUAE HF A SRR T i 5 i L K R
PEo FRHEH , —J7 A AL RS A e 2 & 4
A LR SRR, A HUBRAE A SR AR 1 56
SRR, X A RAR I BB A P s AR FP 5
—J7 I, SMNEA VYRR I AR R RN
T A AR Y AL R, R A ML ) o3 i S
AR A YA R v 7 A ) 22 B S A )
PR EEAE i — AR S T KA R RTE R, #E8h TK
RIRRITE R SRER, Beah, SELAl i
A HLICHUIEBC it ) DI IR FH 7R 08 1 438 AT SR AR 254
Ji A B3, TCHLAE A s s 2 e T Ry
F A R, TR HE T AR 2R A6 K AR R 5
YR 5 — i, AV B+ h
BLBE Y BB A O s e 3T, i — 58 T
P A4 4 20

Jiti At 2 B0+ SR FLBR 4548, 2R U
PRI A LR AR 4347 AS [ I Ak H%6F - 3 FL B A 52
SE L it P HILAE AT S8 35 04 i - 3L B FnfL
Bdice . AMRESREY], 5 CKAHIL, OMNPK 4k
PG R I 75~125 pm KALER 5 b, RSDNPK
PR T4 75125 pm FI>1 000 pm KALBE & . %
HIRR, ARFFE RV, s - gea LR A, i
o i A AL X LR 285 ) B BTk T AR 0
WAL, A LB B RN LB B 527 3 22 PR 3R Y A ]
S, AN R FLAR 1 L BRE BAIL A 25 AN AR R i)
n, H¥HFINH 0.01~0.1 pm FLER FF 585 1 F o
FUZ B 22 B A, WATF 0.1 pm AYFLER ) 3£ 2
JO7 T A SR AR ] £ 25 Tr) 25 4 2020 TR,
R (ARG = Ak A o i) . R IbY
BB MR R oA K 4 5 5l 3% 3 PR T e Xt
T IEALBRLE M P A R . 25 Lk, AN HL
PrEL, FEE S TOHLIE R, I W A R
ER, AEE T HRIR MY AR e, e
T HIEALBREE K, K o RS 1A G AR T
FERIIF S LN

3.2 ARMENY R LK S FAFER
AW LI, GAMEEX A (CKMLIL, Frg
Jite A Ak B8] d i v T M FK SRR EK
PAS A RALBE (R 3), S AGACHILL, AL
R i i A6 A (OMNPK. 1 RSDNPK) ] D45 8 3437k
AEJ1, PEA HLAE(RSDYSUR AT &, X —&5 R 5
Wi o — 20, RIASMEAE YL RHE AR K SRR
Je Ay B8 A8 i EL A VR R ) S e A
FELE AL R It RS FF A PSS sk R K T
TR R A ROK RS, R T e T MLk
PN CE T LR ES R, 38 0 3K o B A2 it
B, FEARFLBRIEM RS, PR hn 3Rk a7
ZE LT i AT WL 39K et A
B REIHFE TR B, AVAEET T L
BUT & i, SEmAESE T R AR e e, oA T
FLERGEH s Hok, il SR i A% il 2 RN R I FLBR
M, AR BOEE T KR, e T+
K o> ORRERE T o A RMFFE L HE— 2B R [ it AT
BSR4 Bt 4 A 1A R i A 1) K sh A 28 Ak, LU
i e AR fp an ey 55 -+ e AE Wi ol AR R AR A
HAEM, LRI KOG, A AL
A R T SR R R R AL T N R G R B AR
33 TEZFHMRESTEKAEHENXR
ARG A OCHEHT R R T IS T
KPR Z R NTEER RGR 5). Z5RRW], T
iRyl Sq SRR E R HAMWD), >0.25 mm
P BR A AH X 57 12 (Ro 25) 430 22 . 35 TR D& (P< 0.05),
WE A 398 254 o A 39 (Sq BN HER A 3R
IR, BIERPK RS . AN, Roos 5 HIA]
FK HE (Orc) 2 1F A 56(P<0.05), D8 IH 4845 4 1 ek
S (AN P B AT 1 ARG 1 348 i )il o fE Ak L B 0
A R T, A TR s S ae ) . —
i, AR E MRS T (RN MWD 5 im) a] g
A A ol 2 39 e A T R AAR 4 43, £ LB A 32 5
PERIE AP, N85 1 380 K BE T . X5 Celik!®!
(A5 — 35, L& B HLD IR o 384 A AL & fF0
IREEVER , FasE T ARG T ol T FLBRIN %S .
— 7, RIS L (Ro25)*5 H 7K i (Grc) B 1E
FHOCHEZR I, R R RE I 14 0 B FLBR L i), $27F
T - HEXT K S M B RE T o X5 e I g 4
WAHR , HIA KR & SRk 2 A, X
T 2 5 0T BEVR T - HESS AV WL R P ASIA] - 2%
ot B s LS Sk, KA R R ] Rl i 45 5 26
KA LY 2 A FLBRES R , i A A 58 b it +
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BERTFAE RIS MEA HLY R 55 0+ BRI A5 LK 1245k 2 827

BRI SRR AT RE LIAUAAS 2 1o 2, B = B FLBR
M TTER . AN, CT 4R (K 3) R, MEALEE T
FLBUEAR - (SF) i3 (4n RSD Ab¥E SF {H 1) 3R
HHFLIRIE SRR BRI, 3 AT g 38 i R AR/ it i A2 11
HiEEDST RIS MR K A3 R BE S R

4 Hg

It N2 = 25t - #F)2 12 458>0.25 mm HTER K
f7 Fb(Roos) FIAT SRR E i AR (MWD), 5 i fk
HE(NPK)AH B, AR A AL LB %5 i (OMNPK.
RSDNPK)$E & T L2t it , 34T H 8K AR
PR(>2 mm) (5 L (R, 05) S R IR EPE , JE3SBOR LT
it SEMMEIEH L, APLICHLED#E(OMNPK A1
RSDNPK) #1488 15 17 3881 1 2 /K FA LR
P RIEOROKAE T, B RS A (RSD)SUR A W 2 .
gi b, AHLICHLEC i 8 i o [ 4 T A SR AR AR E
FEACFLBR oA, SCBL T S5 H 50K ) 2- T g
) AL PR

SE WK
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