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(AL KRR G HEERA2E8E, AT 210095)

W OE: AT AR BT ESR R, BT RS ARS3E . RS DIREE DU . JEEER T AR 11 3k 7 A
AR S A RN X0 A TS TR R ) i Y T Y P R T A R AR . 4SRRI . SRR ALK pH AR A S
TXHRLL; BAHE IR A —E2ES, HERABSRFELZEO~ 10 cm, 10 ~ 20 em) &L 0/ 31 B K F X IRAL,
MFEFF . WALISZE . TEAA-ZE . SHREAFUIE . J43850) T AE3N) I A A 2000 3.0 1.12, 4.5, 0.45. 0.045 F1 0.060 kg/m” i},
0~ 10 cm VREERY 33 b 2 b B AR TR BRZH 43 BIRAK 91.1% . 93.0%. 94.3%. 88.8%. 81.8%. 78.5%, 1M 10 ~20 cm IR LI &
ERRIMEAL 75.3%. 73.8%. 69.3%. 79.02%. 68.2%. 61.5% WFFTLs RGN FRD KRN SR e S Eh R . ko
RETEE] TN BE VR, HRTERS R A L 3.0 ke/m? I Fg S IV PEER Bl M B B SR B

KEIE: R, MEWR; R, HHEESE; pH

FESES: X53 XHERPRERD: A

Study on Improvement Effects of Different Materials on Sandy Saline-alkali Land
ZHOU Siyi, LI Xiaojia, ZHANG Xun, SHAO Tianyun, LONG Xiaohua®
(College of Resources and Environmental Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: According to the characteristics of seaside saline-alkali land in Nantong City of Jiangsu Province, a field plot
experiment was conducted with seven treatments: control, straw, puffed chicken manure, rotten cow dung, functional organic
fertilizer, conditioner I and conditioner II, to compare the improvement effects of different ameliorative materials on sandy
saline-alkali soil. The results show that soil pH of the modified groups are significantly higher than that of CK. In two different
soil layers (0—10 cm and 10-20 cm) in each group, the material improvement significantly reduce salt content compared with CK,
and there are certain differences in salt contents among different groups. When the application rates of straw, puffed chicken
manure, decomposed cow manure, functional organic fertilizer, conditioner I and conditioner II are 3.0, 1.12, 4.5, 0.45, 0.045 and
0.060 kg/mz, soil salinity at 0—10 cm depth is decreased by 91.1%, 93.0%, 94.3%, 88.8%, 81.8% and 78.5%, respectively, while
soil salinity at 10-20 cm depth is decreased by 75.3%, 73.8%, 69.3%, 79.0%, 68.2% and 61.5%, respectively. The results
indicated that different improvement materials and application rates have different effects on soil improvement, but they can all
play a certain role in reducing soil salinity and improving saline-alkali land. Among them, 3.0 kg/m? straw has the best
improvement effect on the coastal sandy saline-alkali land in Nantong City.

Key words: Saline-alkali soil; Soil amendments; Soil improvement; Soil salinity; pH
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JEREARAE  ANS[RIPARE X bV SR A 24 R RIS 357

4. GENT RS R R AR e EAT A X

TRk )R R R, TR
30 16 0 LA YD R A A R T o VT R TR Y
SR SR R T AU AT 3 4 O Ve VD IR L VT S )
LR, Z BN S VR B, K
FEJRVD A B IR R T 3 2 I, VI
L, 65.3 J7 hm?, 2y T e ALY
25%), RRAEISTE AW IR R, 2K, VTR
T T VD R R P 5 22 L S AR T RS, M
TR E BA R, TR K KRR,
TR e R Z IR A, BT I i X AR B
F4(0 ~ 20 cm)Er AT HEAIE, VTIN R
TRV PR ER kB ek A “IRER” B

AR T T R NG PR R SR A5
Rt . TR AW R i At . ot e %
HE, REFE L K A 25 DUIR A AR 0 T 2 e 3k
W TE . AR, sl n LI FLERE |
M/DER T FNR | SRR E XTERR L IR B E
FRIBE AR,

FETVT 75 el 30 VU VP Eh Bt B 6 R AR
AT R F A HLY A o K 35 i, SRS A | i
TEASZE | R SRR APLAE . B 1A
11 3 6 ol AL, 38 H RN RIS 58 AN ] ek R
AABE X VPR SR A A 39 04 2 R AUR , IR RV
LR B e UL AR

1 #RERE

1.1 R

FH 1] /N DX 3667 TV 9048 B 38 T AR /N 3%
DI T H#EA /N T W2 37 iR IELR & T &3 H
AR, IRIIX 0~ 20 cm RIS I AL S
6.2 glkg, BRI AR 460 g/kg, FIVRLE & 430 g/kg,
FKL 100 g/kg, APLEIFHE 6.0 ~ 8.0 g/kg.
1.2 R s

I TEBREFE . g2 | A28 ThREA L
B, B T ANV I 3t 6 MR AR, Bk
MRS SRR 1.
1.3 Rt

IR ARRI A R P RHE R 3 R KE, A b
WE 3N/NERES /MK A ETE 0.6 m F R E
11, JFFRLIEE S . /D XIE R 10 m.

FEFF(A)K 1.5, 3.0, 4.5 kg/m*3 K, 4351
Al A2, A3 FoR; BALXEEEB)IX 0.75. 1.12, 1.50
kg/m® 3 K-, 4350 Bl B2, B3 FR; At
F(O)¥ 1.5, 3.0, 4.5 kg/m* 3 K, 2051H CI,
C2.C3 Fom; eAPLIL(D)IE 0.15.0.30,0.45 kg/m®
3 4K, 439H DI, D2, D3 For; JFEF] I(E)
w15, 30, 45 g/m® 3 4K, 438 EL, E2. E3
R BSEE B T1(F)i% 30, 60, 90 g/m” 3 K,
M FLL F2. F3 KR WIR/NXH CK %o

R1 URMBESSZIER

Table I Components and contents in soil amendments

R R EL FES S AR
F&FF FrKH 120 g/kg, pH 7.2, RASHE 8.9 g/kg, WS 553 g/kg, BRAL 0.622
[EARGZE EKE 310 gkg, pH 7.6, AT 16.3 g/kg, 2WE it 296 g/kg, WAL 0.182
JERARE SKE 750 g/kg, pH 7.5, A& 25.8 gkg, kA E 412 g/kg, BRAL 0.159

WREA UL EBE KA 15T B 8 A R

THELF 1

P FEF) 11
AROUGTEEL 0.5 10/g, Wi E AR =16%, pH<3

NIRRT EHR R, A EHLER =30 g/kg, AWK AR =450 gikg, BER =30 g/kg, BEH =30 g/kg, pH<3
KR BER, HhZua PR =350 glkg, BFE=100 gkg, SREARE=5 g/kg, Wi =5 g/ke,

BYPELT 2020 4F 9 H 2 HAMNXBphEA, 5
0 ~ 20 cm M HHERAIS), PrERR )5 B R Fh
FHEFR; F 2020 4F 10 A 18 HbfT HIERE, &
INKBRPIREAS IR A, A 2 5 A I
14 TEHGRESHE

AR TR/ NXBEHLTERL 3 A SRAE S, H
TEE(EAE 6 c)BEA T3 )2 RAE  RFEBREE ) 0 ~ 10 em
F110 ~20 cm, KRR T HEFE S35 T A 48 I
PR TS

i = 771 P e SO Mg = = /9 AL R
TG I R RS R A 200 B, FEEIR T
PRAF DAL I S0 3 A0 o 43 o
1.5 Mk FAE

FL S s R A S kY B RS, FR R
KA 5:1 B, @i LigEHE# DDS-11A #l
LSRR A S . pH I E SR R AR i B K £
51 B)E, @ LETHEE PHS-3E AY pH it
M o
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1.6 EiiEAbIE

K FH Excel 2018, SPSS 26.0 Hif: %t $idf b 474k
P, Gl R Z Ty 225007 Al Duncan 2 HLAOA [R50
21 2= 2, R Graph pad 8.0 #4724 K .

2 ZER591h

2.1 MRYIBTESHEESNEN

1A JEFERSFFO R T 1) RS, TRIE
TE 0~ 10 cm A1 10 ~20 cm B HJZIRE T, FEAFL
R A 498 SR AR T BRI A B 3B A, L R —
AEPRPARTR )RR E R T B E 25 . #£ 0~ 10 cm I8
TR, A2 5 A3 AfefEzER, HIZIRE T Al A2,
A3 B HHES RN 0.70, 062, 1.24 g/kg, HHE
T CK(7.00 g/kg), FEEREIIMEMKIENIET 89.9%.
91.1%. 82.2%, 7E 10~20cm XE F, Al, A2, A3
B EEEREITREZE, 0 115, 098, 1.29
g/kg, 5 CK(3.98 glkg)tltt, &ihE M EMRIRKIEILT
71.1%. 75.3%. 67.6%. UtHIREFFAYEA AT DL 2 %
MR X e Eh i, HARSFRIE AR 3.0 kg/m(A2)
N EIEVE S T

Kl 1B 2 7E ALk B F 13 & b, TR
FH0~10cm Fl 10 ~20 cm P HJ2ZHEE T, gk
XS PA R 21 48 1 A AR T R 3 R AR
HLBR B2 A, HoAh A A #1 A A TR] A 2 R B ] G f
25, 10~ 10 em REE R, Bl. B2, B3 (Y14
R 0.79.0.49.0.89 g/kg, HHEE T CK(7.00 g/kg)
BB BIFEAR T 88.7%.93.0% . 87.3%. 1 10 ~ 20 cm
REER, B1. B2, B3 1y - &/ illE 1.27.1.04,
1.19 g/kg, 5 CK(3.98 g/kg)tHlt, HIMEMRUKIEAL T
68.2%. 73.8%. 70.1%. UitEHIZILAGZE ATt AT L
FIRMGRIE X SR H L3t A il 1.12
kg/m* (B2)If (R R ek o

1C BB R T LM &, Tl
FEWHTE0~10cm M1 10 ~20 cm B HEIRET, &
BRI R A R AR T IR AL R
i, T R — A B AN ] 2 R B (B A A 2 25 5
FEO0~10 cm FE TR, Cl, C2, C3WHEESHES
W 0.70, 0.79. 0.40 g/kg, 5 CK(7.00 g/kg)kH 1y
TEARK AR T 90.1% . 88.7%. 94.3%. 7F 10 ~20 cm
FIBRET, Cl. C2. C3 W &b/ ilE 1.34, 1.26.
1.21 g/kg, HH#T CK(3.98 gke) I H /> BIKEML T
66.3%. 68.3%. 69.3%. Ut A T LA
ERRAGAR X B3 Eha, JUHEXT 0~ 10 em RE
+J2, HIESEIREAR N 4.5 kg/m® (C3)If YRR

S ZE

K 1D EEDREA LIS R 3 &b, al
PIAEH 0~10 cm 110 ~20 cm WA+ Z2IRE T, )
BT ALAE Bl [ 4 398 Eh S AR T IR 3 e 2
REA, FLBR D1 AMHAb AN b 4 AS [R] )28 B [ G
WEER. 70~ 10 cmFEF, 3 MEHR) 5
830 D1(1.83 g/kg) > D2(1.36 g/kg) > D3(0.78
g/kg), HHET CK(7.00 g/kg)XIE AR T 73.9%.
80.5%. 88.8%. fE 10~20cm FYFEE T, D1, D2,
D3 MM R HIE 138, 098, 0.8 gkg, 5
CK(3.98 g/kg)tH 1L, MIEMKIRFEAL T 65.2%. 75.4%.
79.0%. UiIA T AEAE HLIE At A PT DL G 2 BRI G IX
e b, HIREA P A LN 0.45 kg/m® (D3)
RO Fe e

B 1E 2R JHEER 1 el BT RIER &b, ATk
FIAE 0~ 10 cm F1 10 ~ 20 cm I HJ2HE T, ¥
BRI T ot R SR A T X IR AL A R
i, HLBR B2 ZMLALFTAN b B A AR TR] 4 JZ2 T B [ TG Bk
FEEF 0 ~10cmEET, 3B LS LR
T30k 2.47 g/kg(E2).2.17 g/kg(E1).1.27 g/kg(E3),
5 CK(7.00 gke)kfitt, +3Ea&Eh B HIEME T
64.8%. 69.1%. 81.8%. 7F 10 ~20 cm FIRE T, 3
ASRbPREC B 2SS, H EL. B2, E3 BUSEh &9
A 151, 1.52, 1.27 g/kg, 5 CK(3.98 g/kg)HH HIIME
Iy BIREAR T 62.1%. 61.9%., 68.2%. HiATHHIH] 1
it AT DL ARG X e A B, ELVREER 1
AHEN 45 g/m? (E3)IHRUR et

[ 1F JSEAEJR B 11 R 3 &, Tl
FHATE 0~ 10 cm 1 10 ~20 cm WA 2 IRET, #
FEF I 00 R A1 -3 Eh AR T BRI AT
i, (ARFEALEE AR 2R E Y TR EER . 7
0~10cm RJE T, Fl, F2. F3 i HIE& 05
1.20. 1.51. 1.61 g/kg, 5 CK(7.00 g/kg)HH LI 53
FIFEAR 82.8% ., 78.5%. 77.0%. 7E 10 ~ 20 cm HIHE
T, F1.F2 . F3 W& w0k 1.73.1.46.,1.53 g/kg,
T CK(3.98 g/kg)BIME T HIFEIR T 56.6% .63.2% .
61.5%. 1d WA IRIEA I1 it A AT LA S 25 AR e X+
HeEh A, FRES AR R 60 g/m® (F2)RF 2R
FEXT e

B2 ZER4HT T Bk 6 Rl v dedE %t
TS ER A L AE 0~ 10 cm Fi1 10 ~ 20 cm A
NLBRET, 6 ek Ry B 58 5 A
T AL XA AN TR R A 5 R AR . 7E 0 ~ 10 em I8
JEF, 6 et KR e A BUS G  05  dh
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O00~10cm @10~20cm
8 a ) 8r a ®) Sra ©
D 6 96 2 or
5 [|]e 5 ||| D
o ¢ ﬂ & =
En = =
&2 d d Sec & 2 qS ¢ 4 & 2f € geC cd
cdc d Ci d Ci S
L Al SE e 0 I I I ERL Al S
CK Al A2 A3 CK Bl B2 B3 CK Cl C2 C3
Ak Qb Ak
8r a (D) 8r a (E) 8r a (F)
W 6f oL 6L
5 ) b E b
= 4 i 4r cd c g 4T
e ¢ En de d En ¢ ¢ cc
1 2 d e o T 2r m ﬁ el 1 2t C&I ﬁc ’_I_‘-E[I
O 1 ﬁD 1 ’*‘D 1 [}”:l J O 1 E| 1 ﬁ 1 I*Ié J 0 1 I%‘ 1 E| 1 J
CK DI D2 D3 CK  El E2  E3 CK Fl F2 F3
Ab ¥ JOL JOL

(A. T5FF; B. @Abigde; C. RS D. IIAEAHUL; E R I; FOREER I B0 NS FRERIRFR AL BN 2% 57 i

| 2(P<0.05), TI)

1 TRARYRAGERELETHLIESES
Fig. 1 Soil salinity under gradient dosage of different amendments
S a O00~10cm @ 10~20 cm
2
E) b
= 4
3 de
& ¢
2r ; cde . cde cde defd cd cde od
I
0 . [ ’—I—l MlES I—I—| el AE .
CK A2 B2 C3 D3 E3 F2

b3

B2 TRRRVNBENELETHLRELE

Fig. 2 Soil salt contents under different treatments

RS C3 kb (0.40 g/kg)Fil B2 kb HH(0.49 g/kg),
7 39855 6 8 Fc v 0 2 B3 AbFH(1.27 g/kg) M F2 Ab B
(1.51 g/kg); 7E 10 ~20 cm HE T, AS[R] ek R b 31
Ja 1 S Eh B IR )2 D3 AL BH(0.78 g/kg), Tt
WS E R AN B3 AbB(1.27 g/kg)fl F2 kb3
(1.46 g/kg).
2.2 MR#EIITLIE pH MR
PR R AL 4 pH, X A2 REIB TS
CK AR KA, EI O ~ 10 em 3% pH W EMKT
10~20 cm 1JZ(EI3A). 7E0~10cm HJZIRET,
1 A2(7.49)/) 11 pH 5 CK LR EZRF, Al1(7.86)
Al A38.02) 3% pH A —EREMN LI, 5
CK(7.4) M H43 5T+ 1 0.45 Fi10.61 4~ pH A7 5 7F
10~20 em REE T, RSP R4 3 Mb# S CK AHLL
PR R WEES . GARE, AR BARS —Efk

FEH T2 0 ~ 10 em JZ 35 pH, {HAH{K 115 pH if &
AbF 7.50 ~ 8.00, T&AKIEEARLL

160~ 10 cm F1 10 ~20 cm + /2, AL 25 T
T, % B1# B3 ALBETE 0~ 10 cm pH BE & T CK,
HABAFEH + 2 F ¥ CK %A B &£, HERSH
AR ZERET, pH WA &2 58 3B), 1+
0~ 10 cm %% ,B1.B2 B3 i 1% pH ¥ 5 CK(7.41)
MK THE T 046, 0.27. 0.38 4> pH Bfi; 7F
10 ~ 20 cm %R, B1 A9 3 pH $41E L CK(7.8 )T+
T 0.08 4~ pH Hifii, i B2, B3 AHI L CK FRET
0.25. 0.43, HE 3 CHLIFEH, £ 0~ 10 cm HIRE
T, B C28.14)451, BAFIR T 148 pH 5 CK
HEAREESR, TEZRET Cl, C2. C3 W+
pH 3T T 024, 0.73, 0.29 4> pH i ; 7£ 10 ~
20 cm [IREET, 3 AL BRAY +4 pH 5 CK A ¥%A
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O00~10cm @ 10~20cm
9.0r (A) 901 (B) 9.0r (©) .
a 2. ab
a aa ab al a aa a be C ab
8.0F b 8.0 4 ab ab 8.0F ¢ ¢ c c
T 70f E70 Z 700
6.0F 6.0 6.0f
5.0 : : ) 5.0 5.0
CK Al A2 A3 CK Bl B2 B3 CK CI @ @3
4k Ak L3
9.0r (D) a 9.0 (E) a ab a 90‘ (F) . abab
a a
80 ¢ a . a ab, 80F . a abc_ ab b 80k b a a
CcC
= 7.0 7.0 Z 70t
6.0+ 6.0 6.0t
5.0 ; 5.0 5.0 '
CK DI D2 D3 CK El E2 E3 CK FI F2 F3
Ab Ab ¥R b FR

El3 TRBRYHEHEERELETH IR pH

Fig. 3 Soil pH under gradient dosage of different amendments

WS ML, RS 2 FE A AR
X 3% pH ¥A W&, 0~ 20 cm PRE 3% pH 1/
AT 7.30 ~8.15,

& 3D W LLE H, BEEDIREAHUIEHA , ik
KX 418 pH 58 TR AR . 7E 0 ~ 10 cm
WIET, DI(7.17)8 3% pH B{EAE T CK KT
0.24 > pH A7, 1 D2(7.78).D3(7.95)f 13 pH
{EH BT T 037, 0.54 4> pH #fii; 7E 10 ~ 20 cm
HIET, DI1(7.07). D2(7.47)/+3% pH [t CK ZHI%
T 0.74. 0.34 /> pH B, T D3(8.13)i%) 1% pH
Wi CK THE T 0.32 4~ pH B,

M 3E ATRAA Y, — 2 FE p 350 1A A
NG X 438 pH 15 LR 52, (A BERS FH R
B, +HE pH BB LIRS, E 0 ~
10 cm RJE R, El. E2. E3 (13 pH /392 7.68 .

7.46. 7.75, 5 CKAHELSH T T 0.27. 0.05., 0.34
A~ pH B fE 10 ~ 20 em ¥R K, E1. E2. E3 /)
pH 2352 8.00, 7.90. 8.13, 5 CK #HILM9THEs T
0.19, 0.09. 0.32 4~ pH Hfi7 . MiJHBER 1 AHEAXS
R X pH WA W52 (1 3 F), 0~ 20 cm ¥
J& + 3 pH {540 F 7.30 ~ 8.15,

K 4 A YRl 38 pH A SRR ik
5 CK A Xt HAENL, BARE YRR AR 23T +
B pH M, HEFF LR EZER, 0~ 10 cm
MEZERET, 6 M RYRAS CK 47 %
%5, {0 D1 A FEREARIREE X 148 pH MR AT,
1M B3 Al F3 WLRA ALK X 14 pH MRCR; 1
10 ~ 20 cm AYTEREE T, D1 AbBE 2 (P<0.05) R IR 5
XT3 pH, A2 AbFE—E A B3GR T 14 pH,
oAb A $6F 1-3E pH I AT, B, ZEDDRE

O00~10cm @10~20cm

9.0 abe
a ab ab
g0l ab abc ab be abe ab
’ bc C ¢

B 70f

6.0+

5.0

CK A2 B3 Cl D1 E2 F3
Ab R
B4 AEMRYMBREAELETHLIIE pH

Fig. 4 Soil pH under different treatments
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PLAEE AN 0.15 kg/m?® (DI FEARIRE X 145 pH
BRI, G 0 ~ 20 cm 209 13 pH 2 712,

3 e

3.1 ARMRYEXEED R T S =R

T HORAEYE R EEA T, SRR A R A
BYLE = HORE RIERTRL AP IR AR RS A ™ 10
ARy | BSOS i e 5 e A
) ik s S, DALl L R B - S — T L AT R
(LAY EE T AR Horp, o ek B 49 ok & — T4
ZARS R, JF AR TN,

H AT E R AR 7 eh AR PR R 2 7 ACE, SEA Tl
Hbu A A 201 2R B AR A e A7 DL Bl 1 13
TR AR S A R T B IR R,
FFA B ASAN 38 1 90 0] - 397K 43 1 AR AR £ 0 36
RMA AR LIS a7 A
wfett e RISy, WA R, ueE AR
GEAL) (R i AR 25O [ B S AR Bl
M AE RS, i RS P AR T 200, SR
R FF B B4 B A 0] RE R R 3 FH Oy =X | 3 FH o 55
T RS RS AR S | TR S e A A A A T AR
TR o TEATRFE o, ZoRE ATl R A 405
WS B NI, SRT AT g R L, Hep
FEFF7E A 3.0 kg/m? (A2)M] RFIAAR T35 b
BB, 76 0~ 10 cm 110 ~20 cm WE R, A
BT CK(7.00, 3.98 ghkg)K AR T 91.1% FI
75.3%(El 1 A)s

AR B b A T EH S A R G T R - R T A
W, AL (]2 i B A A R L T ) 4
T, BCBEA i A A% Eh 5T B AG  H GE VR A A L A5 %
TRV T AR 1 7= v ) o AT ILIE AL AE + 485
NE . A Y MR | 4 R R o R SR A T
FI DL bt s A ] o BEAFSE R B, it Ak
XS FERE RT LASRE o5 300K | R FNIE 1, 190 + 358
A PLT SR B S R SR A, R
AT LR S0 B B A DR, W ek RO VD AR B
IR R AR, A ARG e R
DX ER B b f 1 3 AR A — AR R, SHTA
WFFE 25 SR —5, RN 0~ 10 em VR AY 145,
FEEh RO B3 . A4 R £, TR AT,
J& T3 B W IR AR S5 A ALK, e =
AR S, N W REURIY i AR
PE, BRI, DR e sh i S A
FEAEAP P ARGFFE A, N0~ 10 F110~20 cm #

AREE KA, 6 Rk R kAL + 8 S Sk A T
Xof REZH A AR TR FR B 1 S 25 R AIR o 7E 0~ 10 em YT
JET, 6 Pkt BRI Ab P A 9 B h B R A 2R
2 C3 AbFH(0.40 gke)FIEALAS3E B2 AbHH(0.49
g/kg); M7E 10 ~ 20 cm MYHRE T AR HE + 58 pH
WA 3 25 5 (8] 2). U 3 o b i P 2 Ak XS 2 RN S
AR ZENVT I p U VPR R B 0 ~ 20 em 1)
A BRI R IR BeAk, ABFSE BT FHTIREA AL
JIEL 2 P A R 2R AT PR A D RETE T T L SRR . R
B FICERMN, NIRRT IR S A LR,
ARG ZE R AT LAE i, 2T R8A HLIE A B S 1) Eh %
FHA IR E TR, 710 ~ 20 cm BE T+
(B 2) X AR SR D BE A HLAE D3 Ak 3
(0.78 g/kg)-

ARG RS FF X B A 2 R AR AR AT AL
NERLEREA HLIE . B2 Aeg 2 A A3, TR
TALINE R ER R A B 25 AP 22 L IE IR . L0
Y Z R A PTG RN, AP A R 2 L L
WA RIS IR E5 G RS i Bl Hh 332 43 e i
FR) R ) A 2 B Db 7 i ) P A el RSO R e AS
LYK
32 ARYAXEREDEEE LT pH K972

T SRR (pH) S - BN I AR —, 2
BV BT AR I R — AR AR, R
AR AR B A MRS A B b L Eh A
Hi IR B A S S — 2 M BR 2 et
YT, VR IRV . AR, 7E 0~ 10 cm
110 ~20 e IREE T 9 CK 32 pH I{E4> 50 7.41
781 3), A iy Eh i i SR S A . X
J2 D] Sy Y2 08 e b, = 98 v 119 R 43 3 R IR TR K
VEAHDURU A | ER A3 2H R LR P A= K A 1 ) i o
PERARSR AL R . s, ESRETA AT i
fEXG3E | A R ] ITE— R LR
pH A b 2> 2 SR AEAI 5T, BRI EEFIS,
HAY 4 FSCR YR pH ARS8 X L AT,
P R RS X 4 pH B2 AR A B
%, THE pH IRZA T v dm 55 58 IR

AR 6 Pl R ARk it FH AT S 2 R T i X
TSR E (RIS EIITE 1.00 g/kg FRESN),
SRR X 3% pH A MSCRIIA B3,
Ykl 1€ pH R7EJR 1% pH(7.30 ~ 8.15)/fik
N B 0 Bl ) AR AR R (B 3). X FTRE A B T RE i
AEHMIEAT, H3E pH @ WiThE, HY &R
&3] 1.00 g/kg LLF, pH X 2TF RGBT FRER,

http://soils.issas.ac.cn



362 +

2

555 3%

4 #Hig

DRGHNGE 6 Fhek KPekEy T DL 2R A% 3
R RED R L, Hrp R R A R
B2(I AL A 36 AR 1.12 kg/m?) . C3(fF 22 380 A &t
4.5 kg/m*) Al A2(FEFFitE A 3.0 kg/m?).

2) 6 FPEC K YRE A X 1 4 pH RIS i
HA T READLIEA A H 0.15 kg/m* (D1)IBHRAL X £
B pH 0 ISR 5o B

3)EE T VT3 1 3 v R el b o R P AR A, R
AR Y OCEE Sy L. ZEA S pH 1Y
gERAT IR, A 3.0 ke/m® AUREFFA R AL
R
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