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H R 77 K750 ~900 kg ha !, TG AR AL HR ) 7R
3300~3650 kg ha ', S it AL Al Bl FH 4 [R) 330
EPr R SR DN, BRGNS RIS K A R R
REIE, PR B B TU AR = To Bl 2 K S0 B
Ko (UK FEFEFF A HASRE 2 S VEYI R B R A7 R o
it 2 it B8 43 2 U i FH v it TS e P BRI, A IR A PR AN
A2, 960~70 kg K,O ha !, Mt EIER/NF40~45
kg K,O ha'', RIGHIFIBIR B4 1o IS &SV It FH 4
JIE, e i I e R e N, 4 pH, OMANK ORI 2
A, AWHE R,
gl

ELP ) K HAE AW & Jg o FEETY, oK (Zea
mays) MK (Glycine max (L.) Merr.) #A/FIEHH W, A
BENAETE L AR B LT ER ) Eh 2 X TR
W T EORAIK G R — S e R L
XK 22 R s X 3, T AR I
TVEBAG, RED A7 2 H TR RBR . XL 182
MRPERT, & (N) ~ B (P), #1(K) , £5 (Ca) , BE (Mg) , Tl

(), M (B) « #i (Cu) ~ £ (Mo) FI%EE (Zn) HIE REAK.

X A SRR AR (A, XHEEEIIN K
ZRANEVMIA T (Lopes et al., 2012) » %A+ (Latossolo
Amarelo) #1# 7
H# + (Neossolo
Quartzarenico) A& ZEH7
2 Ml XU A7 I P 5B
geoly X i g, H
iR AR AR IR )
BHLTS AE (Silva et
al., 1994) o

BV, O %48k
Sk Bk 22 b 7E A P R g
PE A B IR G SR AT
K5 EOK AR AL &
20) Fofr A ) o X ME A
PRGN — Ak
A T S v CH I R
EH . HTHEREE
AFKE > ERE
BAEH (Pettigrew,
2008) , MIHAE IR
A H A BAE A 3
PR H W
AR FEEP AL
S BT R R D
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JE, FEER 2 e B e B WA RIS S itk . R,
A AR 5 R T8 00 T 5 i < 3 8 A 1 XU AR 3 o
AR IXLE 18 F A A 0 0 o ) e ) Uk 4 A2 5 D
77 NE BB R B R A Ao il FH ) R R A i L A D
JiH20-20-18 (50%) ~ 08-20-18 (19%) ~ 02-23-10 (12%)
(COMIGO, 2007) o iX 265 & R H B 42 i FH 2 32
W, A8 R ZF B R F0 2/ N B RE R B 3T T 1 T — >
B H B IR A = A X Rk T e S 8Lk
AR, BEEREER AR LT K7 i 1) 121E
WA & A (CL) HEE, S Y BRI 1678 FR B B
(Moraes and Menezes, 2003) ; 2) #IHIHR K99 5K, bl
AR BRI A HEFI UL TR T RE JTHI 55 (Roder et al.,
1989) ; 3) “FECAIENL IR A AR AT A BH B 1 L 26
(K/CaflIK/Mg) (Mufioz-Hernandez and Silveira, 1998) o
PR TR 73— 7 HUE AL T B 3 B A R
o BUZEAEYIE A RS FTH AT RES A GG S N R K B Y
B IRV, AR5 — R T B 57 W B n] TR R s 3 -3
(Rosolem et al., 2003; Benites et al., 2010) o FIAFEFTFHERAY
B S, Pt LEE I E P R AT RE S s il T
RARIIBEFT (2005/06-2014/15) FAEPFAIE TR
G-EOKREE R R G N AL A T ¥ it RS [ R i

&

il BRI 22X (P ap el o) o i M & i EL AT P Y Luis Eduardo Magalhaesti ([&]H ¥ £ Ji
BB o BORBRIR: BU4iE Lopes and Guilherme. ELPYZEN ZHIX HFRAG204 5 FIr AR, 7 EPHE L THFR23%



FEEL 4 I~ I N P 44 B
+ EREE BRI A SRS Rty
A& 2014/15F USRI K TAE Y £
P

MRS 7
R T2005/06-2014/15FE AL T
[0 74 E A S0 7Y 0 % o 7« 2% 7 A
% Magalhaestl Bl /R IR 4735 37 AT
(K1) o UM AW (Koppens3) |
AP35 S0 R B T g3 31 Sk 24 C
1200 mmo JX FAPINFEES B )2

A H 2 R 43 H oW, BT
SET R 949% , T4 AEI9H N

il
=]
=
-

il

T 56 DX A 3 O B R A A AL
(Latossolo Amarelo) , 0~25 cm+
NPT L) PR BRI
WA+ (K1a) o THERR T — K
&1, 25 cmPAT A A HEER 3 A i
(F1b) o ApZLUT, KEZE LR
N2, BT 2c ikt (CEC) (3R
1b) AL N P& (FR1c) Bl

1 B HT -SRI Ap1-Bwa /2 L3t AL 32 M 10
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2 B FE R0 T IR R o Z52
b, BERFEA LTS T IR AL, 7
FEFERMEATI T HEIAR RN AR 1%
by DX o v ) B A — AR ZR K
FEKERAE.

I T2005/06 K 5 1A K ZEH
&, BEE RS RAIEM ERAERKZE.
RIGEIES AL FE, Bt AL /7 AT
T8 9 4F 1 13 56 v B A i 36 /8 X HY) it
B AL FR AR AR RN AR o IR AL 2
X R AL E 1A e R S it JE Ak B

HHZE R R FHAA L KR/, mm) RERLAEZK R gl
LRET: ¢
VaL S HRD it b hiLy A
20-2 202 02-0.05  0.05-0.002  <0.002
————— cm-——- gkg! %
Apl 0-5 0 422 398 60 120 80 33 0.5
Ap2 6-12 0 432 392 35 141 60 57 0.25
AB 12-25 0 422 382 35 161 120 25 022
Bwl 25-50 0 426 341 32 201 60 70 0.16
Bw2 50-65 0 386 322 51 241 0 100 0.21
Bw3 >65 0 372 318 69 241 0 100 0.29
10356 BT 38R T A p1 - Bw3 J2 S8 8 A - S5 7 o v FH S 1175 0 47T/ ] SR HE A 5k U T 9
1b. 15 HY Tl 1-Bw3/= R 5 N ‘ s
Horiz pH (1:2 5)p . Adsorptive (i)mplex fi’ l/l\zzaglrﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ-’—)ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁl\%ﬂﬁﬂﬁ
’ = = N F3E 4T =
Water KCIIN Ca?* Mg*»* K' Na* Base satur. AP H* CEC Eﬁmgﬁpﬁﬁ}ﬁ%o %ALIEE Eﬁﬁé/ﬂiﬁ@ HE rﬁ
(sum) E,JHL,%%ZO
mol. kg'! R A L A TIA PN
Apl 63 53 17 10 013 00l 2.8 01 22 51 - /\ﬁtgﬂ B E2] ﬁt‘B%lZ, '
Ap2 6.1 49 09 05 017 001 1.6 01 17 34 I IX H81~250 mX18 midge/NXZH
AB 6.1 48 06 05 005 001 12 0 18 30 1%, AN EIA LA S A F, 2014
Bwl 52 43 06 0.05 0.01 0.7 02 19 28 ERRAE | AEE K U 5 34T 41 SR
Bw2 47 43 04 0.02 001 0.4 03 20 27 . T
Bw3 5.1 46 05 0.01 0.01 05 0.1 17 23 Fo imﬁ%ﬁjgﬁ/ﬁﬁ% st
567N DR HTRD S 4, DA 530 5 AR
Mo MEEE T FEA TR M2.75 mif+
v — iR HHENA (A « MG
R SRl : A2 mm o HHEEmbrapa
Horiz. Organic carbon N C/N Available P o i L
chg! g kg’ methodologies/7 % (1997) #4145
t=3
Apl 9.2 1.0 9 24 I3
i‘}’; ‘3‘3 gi 190 ? RIEVEMRAE, 52014/ 15 R0 Y
Bl 3'3 0'4 q 1 K, R G HEEIEE. PN
o iy 03 0 X 320000%kha !, F71#H0.50 mo £
Bw3 32 0.3 1 1 BRI N R PR MAE3~4 eI AL

TR o WORES, WA BB /N X
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FilE S T ARON,, BEATLACEI3 mX 5 mAKEL, BEA 3 (1
F12) o HRAFEIG 7K N 149% HIFF R ko

HR R (KUE) 1YE SR it B A 250 1
AERLZE S BT BE MBI MR 7= 0 57 (Barber, 1976;
Fageria and Baligar, 2001; Fageria and Baligar, 2005) »
FIHR R A AR HKUE:

KUE = (GY, ~ GY,,) /K,

TEIX ) RUENHFIHZCE (kgkg ™) ;

GY Jy & AL BRMKERL Pt (kgha 1) ;

GY WA HEACHIXT HRAL L7 i (kg ha ') ; TP RBET TR 1

Ko I HA M T (kg K,Oha'') o

XA XS AL BEPr3-Pros@ A Ry, 1X Lt AN
it AL S Y A FERL S i S X R AL B S

GEHF AT R T 22 0 W R EAFRL A (59) AT

(p < 0.05) LB AL Z (A HY 22 50 o FPAT et A 42 fi

H “Assistat” 7.7 beta it AR o
SEE S0

AR R AR B E A RO, AR O SRR T 2 o
TREF RSN, K9 1924 1A Z500 kg
ha R E20HLEAHI8000 kg ha ! (Specht et al., 1999;
Grassini et al., 2014; Koester et
al., 2014) o FITMHHR ERAE i
H7000~11000 kg ha ! (van Roekel et 365 5005/06-2014/15 KAt Ees M HEIBLLTRAY AR . ALTRN- S0 G B0 LAIGIEIT IR 51,

W7 2 ALERPrK SR S T RS

al., 201 5) o @ﬁ{gﬁ H@EA% EF%)\J—IT\ %i Treatment N P,0s  K,O Commercial ~ Time of application ~ Notes
PRAFAE N2 PRI IR 2 5 M) oK SR 1 1Y jentilieey
B FIAR KL 71 T4 hte SATH, g
. e pn e - Prl 0 0 0 Non-fertilized control
R ERAE =SB, AR B SSP 300
y%ﬂ: M:-/i i—& 2 T%L' E{] E ?S % 11—{: j&ﬂ Zg"z": ﬁé Pr2 0 96 0 STP 100 P - basal P fertilized control
1E. R, 20154F 3 EH K Z 1P ssp300 L
BE21493200 kg ha !, FEAR T 169 Pr3 0 9% 6  sTtPI00 o Low K dose
N o . KCI1 100 K- dressi
HRAESNE (Indexmundi, 2015) « P Pr4 83 623 8  2-1520,415 B t(1)p — F " practi
. _ 9 . . -15-20, asal armers' practice
P e T WO Sy Ny N O = R ) SSP 300
FEHEA3000 kg ha !, HIEAR ST Prs 0 9% 120 stpioo L -Pasal High, basal K dose
FRLRI K 7 gk — 2B R A 3 A KCI200 K- basal
%0 SSP 300 P - basal
. . . Pr6 0 96 120 STP 100 High, late K dose
EHTTRIAF I, 2t 94F i 50 KCI1200 K - top dressing

Jer BEAT M A R B A it I X R ssp3o0
LLFR (Pr1) BYH W& bt M H AR PE A Pr7 0 9 120 STP 100 Split K dose
AT 5 92 247 T 2 X3 O atop dresing.

(%3) ° @—Eﬂlﬂﬁgilﬁ ) i%?ﬁ% o 83 2.3 203 2-15-20,415 Basal Farmers' practice and
B REVIHE TR X AER A=, ' ' ' KCI100  K-topdressing  additional K
SR STt A FE st R A B PR SREAE: Y Note: SSP: single super phosphate; STP: super triple phosphate; 2-15-20: a composite fertilizer

comprising of N-P-K (%).

I T AR LE il AL AL BE AT (FE1) o
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FEAHEAEHIIE DL, ZAHs RO P AE I B
5 g AL DR 8 Y Al Farmers' practice + late K

N ©

1, BT EABD {850 4505 o TF 4 HO AR High, split K dose Be

AN Az ARABLAY, it FH e e AE it AT ,

0L T 7 1 R B A Hieh fate € dose Be

(EL M A) , R R High, early K dose BC

T B AR T BRI Y o AN [E] Tt A A1 Farmers' practice BC

JEE RS A5 5 A W Low catly K dose .
(#3) o S8M0, AT LA 2] JLAS

o JLA it 86 I 60 L A A P fertlized control A
(Pr5-Pr8) M4 vk it 4 A B4 Ak 32 Nonfertilized control A
(Pr7) T fE HAF 9 £ 5 £ AL 0 500 1000 1,500 2,000 2,500 3,000 3,500 4,000

71, pHEAHLT (OM) ~ Ks Cal &
Bl (383a) « HE 4 AIFEPERYX
e, HH+AEFR R (83b) , A& - SR e TR
{10, AU, (0L G i B2 SR e R
B L EERER ) Wb oMM Cal)

i, FEARER LRI, ™ A SR 2 I XU 35 i o X SE I 5 A
SRR L AR AL HE (Pr3) HEALER 2.

7 R O P R IR G K SRR R R A AT
T E KT (B o M, A 0 i A Ak 22 5 0 il
A3 (Prifiipr2) HHEL, S KB 7o I A, IR A AT 4t

(60 kg K,O ha ") FHFFHIRE - REARR R, Lot iE
AL 773379, T AR E A R BRI A S , K S A R
H/MFZ.

1 2 A Ay i A i S 9 2 A4 T % K 7 B P 5 0
ZEIRERM, MHE AL 60 ~213 kg KO ha ', #HATA
B R A A RIS, H2.56 kg kg o AMAT AT f X
AR, T E R ST, FEANREUE BTl L i A 45

Soybeans grain yield (kg ha'l)

ANHRATEIE. JAh, 2 H A AL 5B 60 kg KO ha'!, SR 3 AL FEPr5 (96 kg P,O, and basal 120 kg K,0) (7)
HRARIE 2 BEG R AT AR K UE T W, 330t 3200247 0 AR (okg.0) () « IUTIEL: (5

Fe3a I AT AC AL 28 /5 B8 AEt0-20em R HEHE . pHY OM. fIRTCE . CECHIZhIEIEAEE

Treatment pH OM P K Ca Mg CEC S Base Satur.
% gm? cmol. L gm’ %
Prl Nonfertilized control 4.97 1.72 26.82 22.05 1.65 0.57 4.36 5.07 52.06
Pr2 P fertilized control 5.08 2.03 29.93 21.00 1.47 0.52 3.95 5.55 51.13
Pr3 Low, early K dose 5.27 1.98 30.22 48.23 1.93 0.60 4.47 5.38 59.18
Pr4 Farmers' practice 5.31 1.87 2222 33.23 2.05 0.73 4.70 6.28 60.47
Pr5 High, early K dose 4.71 1.70 40.47 63.83 1.18 0.48 4.25 433 42.68
Pr6 High, late K dose 5.03 1.83 31.03 29.07 1.75 0.58 4.42 5.68 54.19
Pr7 High, split K dose 5.28 2.07 31.70 66.60 1.93 0.63 4.49 5.65 60.45
Pr8 Farmers' practice and late K 4.83 1.60 20.77 23.53 1.50 0.53 4.34 4.92 47.94
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#e3b. IR TR AL AL EL S B8 410~ 20em 12 LT R S hik

Treatment Al H+Al Zn B Cu? Fe Mn
Prl Nonfertilized control 0 ok 2.08 1.65 0.24 %.rgl 61.32 1.35
Pr2 P fertilized control 0 1.92 1.70 0.18 0.89 60.62 1.48
Pr3 Low, early K dose 0 1.82 1.92 0.23 0.92 58.08 1.85
Pr4 Farmers' practice 0 1.83 1.82 0.22 0.90 57.87 1.67
Pr5 High, earf,y K dose 0.12 2.42 1.48 0.12 0.83 62.25 1.25
Pr6 High, late K dose 0 2.02 1.80 0.23 0.94 60.87 1.48
Pr7 High, split K dose 0 1.75 1.87 0.18 0.86 57.15 1.65
Pr8 Farmers' practice and late K 0 2.25 1.40 0.16 0.77 62.02 1.15

G e A S e A e AN I o SR, AR SR Y e 4,000 7,

FHCH60 kg K,0 ha WA TAPR R EACY, (L2EIE | e

AR A = N BRI T /OIS A iR o

o AR R P RO G B R R 3000 y = 2.5635% + 3119

T ATRERR % 2,500 1 R?=0.6741

RIEFA EH, MWERETRZIRMATE = 200 -

SO SR AL R Teo kg KO ha ', B § . |

BARRBEFTT R A AL # 3L 60 kg K,O ha !, = ’

REBAAWERETRIARHEE AT R £ 100 5 o Kapptied

% 106 24 B AT, ROAAEAR BRI STt IE (Prafiprs) el s T z 500 - o Controls

AR E, B A BN R LAY, BT 0 | |

ZAREE AR (SRR RE—R) e EY 0 100 200

ALV E R, (Mendes et al., 2008; Aratani et al., 2008; 45 - B

Embrapa Soja, 2011) o AN, ABEPr2- P it A e A% 40 -

i, AHEYRA R, BB IEIR ™, XRE SRR o 35

AR BRAI A ZR o AR I ARA5 A R T 35ef HAdE %’;

YEAESSIERR 80 E LSO FE (T — A K s pie e < 0]

BRI 7= it 5 25

WL A, M E AL A B, e 2 20

AR RES RMIR S RTA KB M bt K E X HIHY o 15 -

SORGETEMY A N A I BR S, AEARAT] A 5 A A v 10 4

S ESEIN (Pettigrew, 2008) o %A FR20 kg KO ha™! s | y = 1479.5x 0887

#E, EHOliveira Jr.et al. (2013) $1IE, BRI E K GAEY) R*=0.9899

RIEIT 8, R EHOESHR RIS kg K O ha ‘167 5 00 00

K (F4) o Lhp L, TMEEIPrIA ProAbFRRAEY) Lk A
FEEEGRAIE R, AR Z I G T K L (8
Fra) o IFMNE A BIREERAE T (Wander et al., 2015) ,
BREPIF DL N ARAS R i T, AT VAR A 22 R
A 2R Go [l AR IE T P AR5 1Y 7™ e B B3, AR, XF
BRI T HUNI &, X R AT S22 (]
MAIRKZE R AN, LAY AL T 60 kg KO ha!
5, X — 25 B s ¥ A 2 TR

BIERE 3 |, CECTERK &, — MK it
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K application dose (kg K,O ha'!)

&2, RE =4 (A) FIKUE (B) M it 83 b (125087

JI e ey 0 356 e 7 24 R DA S — N I8 4 DU AN R
K= £ (Clover and Mallarino, 2013; IPI, 2014) »
TERE L 21t 0t i IR B it B Sl el s PRiE A, A
PR FRA PR FEANAE ) SH60~70 kg K,O ha'! (584) , H
h—LORTRE R T R AT HE SRR (Wilhelm et al., 1986;



E2 R G NSRS R UG

e-ifc isastl | 20164F6 H 5

TR HE A2 B Sh 2% B o SRTTT, R AN
R TTHRR 2 K F AR R B

Treatment K application regime K application dose K uptgarlzei:;;/iztl)gbean iG] ; FERE @ AL, ijﬁ'é{% /@
KO K A 3R o (LUK SRS i
Prl Non-fertilized control 0 15.1 HTC B BB = re s A 325k =
Pr2 P fertilized control 0 18.0 =L S > AN Ny
P3 Low, early K dose 60 65.8 Eﬁ B #0AC B s iﬁ i ijj RARES
Pr4 Farmers' practice 83 66.7 ﬁ@ﬁq 5 %Eﬁ E/‘] %ﬁq&{% ?‘J‘Z:@I 5 j‘] 60~70
Pr5 High, early K dose 120 66.0 kg K,O ha!, At mlgesR/ T
Pr6 High, late K dose 120 67.7 . N ATy
Pr7 High, split K dose 120 71.3 40 45‘ kg EZO ha! ’ i”?’ﬁ EVJ%BZ{E%
Pr8 Farmers' practice and late K 203 73.0 I % ﬁ'@ Hq =] ﬁﬁ ok E/‘] %EFIHE Hﬂ‘ , 5\% W
g U, 1A B T ARAR R R Y
pHEAK HHEOMFIK ORI & i, BEAIR
W ATES TRIHES 7
Bigh

bd 0ppBbpt

FRR 4 WK e TR AR PR R T B AL B A R/ N A B 2
FRBLA M. B R4 33

Silva et al., 1994) o KU, Fit FH A B A ARG T40 ~45
kg K,0 ha !, HAAYBIERAEARPRH AR o X FREERI, 42
KAETR AP B e, VR OISCR FH T 18 ] 1) it
) A F T2 3T, A A WA ) 0 S A I T b S o 4
BIE i A i 9 Lt AT AR VR H (4 B8 22 A R X
TR RIS X AT 0T, IR KB ATRES UGS, R
A IS SR T RE S 18 0o BB A, RS A0 78 FR ik, RIAE IEH
FATERF )RR 0 38 6 TS S i, A 5 S B AL, B A il
NE RN, RS e s gt PR e R A P RE. 5
SN, HURT LA TR o X7 D I g ki, P
AFTH (Garcia and Hanway, 1976) , {BAEJEIRAYG 11 |
Y5 IR 25 R AEB AT Y (Poole et al., 1983; Haq and
Mallarino, 1998) o FR1, -1t AE 7T RE AR A 2t 1Y, 1207 1%
KRR AN L EI R AN ES &,
sk

AL AR, BRI T KK SR A 7 Mb AR 1
sl N A I IR R 67 S ) o K= T N D
NETRYE o BB E A 12 b DXAR I At 3l 77— A K it T A K

JECU EE PR AR SE BT (1P1) X ARHF 5 19 By, FF
AR RAE NI A TR EEM. i josé Carlos
Polidoro, Vinicius de Melo Benites, Ronaldo Pereira de

Oliveira 195X I H BY=EE T Hio

Z25 3k
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