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Map of LTFE experimental locations in the Czech Republic (Table 1).

Table 1. LTFE experimental sites (see also map).

Legend:
© sugar - beet growing area
@ potato growing area

Experimental ~ Growing Elevation Climatic conditions Soil type Soil texture Soil
site area above @ annual & annual organic
sea-level rainfall  temperature carbon-C,
m mm °C %
Horazd’ovice PGA 472 573 7.4 cambisol  loamy-sand soil 1.22
Chrastava PGA 345 798 7.1 orthic luvisol loamy-sand soil 0.75
Jaroméfice PGA 425 535 7.5 orthic luvisol loamy soil 1.13
Krasné Udoli PGA 645 605 6.1 cambisol  sandy-loam soil 1.48
Libg&jovice PGA 460 606 7.6 orthic luvisol sandy-loam soil 1.23
Lipa PGA 505 629 7.6 cambisol  sandy-loam soil 1.25
Stanikov PGA 370 511 7.8 orthic luvisol loamy soil 1.17
Svitavy PGA 460 624 6.5 orthic luvisol sandy-loam soil 0.96
Vysoka PGA 595 655 7.4 planosol loamy soil 1.66
Pusté Jakartice =~ SBGA 290 650 8.0 orthic luvisol loamy soil 1.04
Uhersky Ostroh  SBGA 196 551 9.2 orthic luvisol loamy soil 1.26
Vérovany SBGA 207 562 8.5 chernozem  loamy-clay soil 1.30
Zatec SBGA 247 451 8.3 chernozem  loamy-clay soil 1.62

Note: Data of rainfall and temperature are 50 year averages; data of soil organic carbon was analysed in 1971

before establishment of the trials.

Table 2. The experimental design.

Combinations Organic manure Mineral Method Lime application
of fertilization fertilization of fertilization
1 0 0 without
2 Twice FYM during 0 where necessary,
3 a crop rotation cycle N,P.K, PandKasa according to results
4 before root crops N,P,K, “reserve” fertilization  of annual soil testing
5 | N:PK, \ \
6 | N:P2K, \ \
7 | N:PK; \ \
8 | N:PK; \ \
9 | N.P.K, \ \
10 | NiPiK; \ \
1 | NiP:K; \ \
12 SBGA | N3P;3K; P and K every year |
12 PGA | N;P3K; P and K as a reserve without

Note: combinations 1, 2, 5, 10 and 11 were used for nutrient balance calculation.
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Table 3. Average annual doses of nutrients (elemental and oxide forms) in mineral and organic fertilizers
(kg ha™).

Fertilizers  Level of nutrients SBGA PGA
N P,0; K,O0 N P,Os K,O0
kg ha'!
NP K, 1 -low 58 48 61 58 53 69
N,P,K, 2 - medium 87 76 97 88 80 108
N,P,K3 3 - high 115 112 143 117 116 158
FYM 25 17 43 25 17 43

Table 4. Average annual yields for the period 1972-2009 in both SBGA and PGA areas (in CU ha™ units,

average of 37 years).

Treatment SBGA PGA

Ave. CU yield Change Ave. CU yield Change

mt ha % mt ha™ %

T,  Without fertilization 6.33 100.00 4.78 100.00
T, FYM 6.92 109.32 5.31 111.00
T, FYM+NPK, 7.85 124.04 7.21 150.70
T, FYM+N,P,K, 7.94 125.45 7.72 161.30
Ts  FYM -+ N3;P;K; 8.06 127.33 8.13 170.00

Note: rate of nutrients applied (in T3-Ts) corresponds to level of nutrients (low 1-high 3) in Table 3.
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P Ca Mg

Treatments

Before After Before After Before After Before After

% of DM-

Control 0.16 0.14 1.88 1.60 4.04 4.76 0.28 0.23
5%-KNO; x 2 0.15 0.16 1.84 2.32 4.12 4.16 0.25 0.26
5%-KNO; x 3 0.18 0.15 1.88 2.48 4.00 3.60 0.22 0.23
8%-KNO; x 2 0.13 0.16 1.76 2.20 5.32 4.24 0.27 0.26
8%-KNO; x 3 0.12 0.16 1.72 2.08 4.44 3.96 0.26 0.26
2.5%-K,SO4 x 2 0.18 0.17 1.88 2.64 3.56 3.92 0.25 0.25
2.5%-K,SO,; x 3 0.19 0.15 2.04 2.28 4.24 4.32 0.38 0.27
4%-K,SO4 x 2 0.13 0.17 1.80 2.48 428 3.24 0.25 0.23
4%-K,S0,4 x 3 0.16 0.15 1.76 2.24 3.68 3.88 0.23 0.23
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Treatments Cal 1-3 Cal 4 Cal 5 Cal 6 Out of range
57 to 63 mm 51 to 56 mm 44 to 50 mm 41 to 43 mm <40 mm
D, D, D3 D, D, Ds D, D, Ds D, D, D3 D, D, D3
Control 7.8 9.2 7.6 68.9 52.8 30.5 233 11‘./5 24.2 0 153 24.6 0 11.2 13.2
5%-KNO; x 2 222 17.3 14.4 67.8 72.2 63.3 10.0 7.1 4.3 0 3.3 3.2 0 0 14.7
5%-KNO; x 3 63.3 60.8 54.2 36.7 37.4 30.2 0 1.3 32 0 0.5 11.5 0 0 1.0
8%-KNO; x 2 21.1 16.2 12.6 64.4 66.2 64.2 14.4 15.2 13.4 0 2.3 33 0 0 6.6
8%-KNO;3 x 3 73.3 62.9 57.3 26.7 28.4 32.6 0 7.8 7.2 0 0.8 2.8 0 0 0
2.5%-K;,S04 x 2 20.0 224 16.2 71.1 58.7 61.4 8.9 9.2 6.5 0 7.2 8.2 0 2.5 7.7
2.5%-K,SO4 x 3 62.2 55.3 48.7 37.8 31.5 36.6 0 5.2 7.2 0 43 5.3 0 3.7 2.2
4%-K,SO4 x 2 24.4 19.3 14.6 67.8 65.2 514 7.8 8.2 5.2 0 5.2 16.2 0 2.1 12.6
4%-K,S04x 3 63.4 56.2 47.5 36.7 38.7 42.2 0 34 52 0 1.7 32 0 0 1.9
156 b P 100
B4 B G SRR R (D, D,FID,) F ARSI - Ll
Rt (V) FBEHEH (33 50) T FhALEr . AR N . AR
FIT BERRERAE (TR M BRIERD « KNOFIK SO, , Hif ] = KNo,
KNO, I ik FE H500 189, TIK SO HIBEHE B H12.5% K50,
. . . . 92
49 o Xf HEAL PR IGEE 7K o« KNO, B it FH ¥ J5 2 A SCHik ik
1T (Obreza et al., 2008; Abd-Allah, 2006; Erner et al., 2004; =
Erner and Ya' acov, 2004) » *ETE%W?KNOﬁ/‘]@é\%, <9
K SO I ik, D EIBOHERIF 190 9054 2007467 56
16H~ 3RS H 21 H o FEAH R H i AL A 11, A AR &R i THT 84 1 . :
5%t 10L AT 4PAC 100 - (B) IR g
S 2 e e 08 4
Wzt - -
RS R bR AL ST/ S50 R - A
dito A SRS B ER AR LA R R SR SN B R CHia R
B R RREL TS I IR RR AR S R R )
B R T8 3 R RO 107> SR 52 B SR BE T AR o SR SEHT R BEE %
S P EEAVSE (Koehler, i) « AT (Minolta 88
CR-400; Konica Minolta Sensing, Inc) 2 £ F5 R TS %
I AE R AL MV im0 R SE AR ) R oyl : .
I NaOHF EEME ; B A M T 15 b AU & 100 (©) BRI
(PAL-1, Atago Co.,HA) - 98 -
SR 1 . gﬁzi’x
TS it R AIE S e A BT 2R A T S - WSS
TEd 5 — IR AR AL 2 B IS, S 3T 1R A% Cadouxith 82 4
R R RS e . BT BRI B 2GR % -
b, Hax A w4 BRI A B R A S AR IS 88 4
(%%2) ° 86
84 - T T
D D3
FHMEEE

(KNO,, K SO,) FgE s R EL el o Mt #AL i, i
Fr AR S T B 409, 10 AL FEAH LG it AR BTN N
F15%.

P Tt L X 5 3 T G Cadoux R SEEHIYRZMT: (A) FHE

2, (B) FIEIREE, (C) WijtviL.

10727



GiR AN b N AT i L I W) R
4 it £ S RE A 2 T SR T A IR RO S 3R B TR MAL G
(Opazo and Razeto, 2001) o

R FRRERIEE &t oR 32 2 T W ST AL Y 2 W BT
JE AL A ER A, S A R B A AR T R A, T
FHEE AL T G K

P T Tt X R A SR S S B B2 i)
RHE

LEH SRS (D, 6mX5m) T, ARG
Hh R, H96g; M AZERH (D,: 6mX3.5m) FHR
(VA4 B R, Z9M91ge AN HEFHEE RN, X
HEAC R R Y B A (B 1) o

PRI L FE (D)) T, TR 2-3 708 % KN O, A2
I PSR S22 FE G I N f o A R T B X B AL PR R
SLHE AL $98.2~98.6g (1) o I3 AT AT AL FEAH
FE, WAt 2 FRAL AY SR SE-PA4 B AR L AR

FRACKINS, MG A m vk EESRAE (89 HIKNO, 5
49%HIK,SO,) FEAESE TN Te 3 THRF AR SR SEA A AT/,
FIr A SCHER R AL 7T =Ko

LA
TCB W R AL FP 2K NO,BUR K SO~ TCibFlid

BERERI RN, W 3 AR BT AR R R RSTHRSE (Cal 1-3)
IS BRI (38 3) o FEFTA R B, I TR
3IR89% HIKNO K RT3 LBl Ko 3T i 2

(D,, D,MID,) THEBIE3K8%ITKNO,, /" HiCal 1-3Z4
SEF & B EEBI 53 3R 73% 63%F157%, X HRALFECal 1-3
DRSPS BT 53 51 2M7.8% , 9.2%H17.6%

M it 2 S FEL D AL T T B0 TSR VAR AR SR S K/
HIVE R It 3 R RO AL 2R (1 2) o

I TR it 440 AL X P03 S SR I AR A AR A/ N IR AT
DM R 1A

(EAFTER R, S mAh A P R S I TR S
WYKo BITEA, R RAHEAE (D, = 6mX6m) REABIRTT
AR AN AFJER AR SE (Cal 1-3W1Cal 4) , 2AWIEZ
o

FATHEE SRUESE T G A BE 5T 4558, R3S hn w1 3 e
B MBS it Fr FH R B RE A AR A SR SE /N (Embleton et al.,
1975, Wei et al. 2002; Obreza et al., 2008) o
L a5

SR, TC e TR 2 RIS, T AT B A

e-ifc B3 | 2002065

Control

5%-KNO, x 2
| 5%-KNO, x 3
{ 8%-KNO, x 2

8%-KNO, x 3

2.5%-K,50, %2 |
2.5%K,50,x2
4%-K,50, X 2

4%-K,50, x 3

B 1 I T T 0 A X 5 3R 1 1R A AR Cadoux (FRAE 25 D,: 6mX3.5m)
SRR/ N o

ALPREE XS IRACBRASR BB 2T (R 1A A2) o

mERA (cr) @g/E ENE (M-S
CR-400, Konica Minolta Sensing, HZ) B, HAUH Kbk
TR A, BEE R A S, L
3B AR T SERBEED, , D RID 8 S 5L 4 91
5.52+ 4.80/13.99

JIFr A Wt ot L ) A B B R A P A A TR R,
o, 2 BA TR A I P 2 0 S 1 RR AR ARG Cadoux ()
ok, HAM A IKNO, K, SO B RO EAROR
£ E R -

FEARFHE R LD, F, e 31K 50 HYK N O, AL BRI i 2
W2.5%HIK, SO AEHE, RELH 0 IR HUE f R HY, 05
6.3%H6.40

TEPEERIIE R DN, M H A AL HE ) 2788 % HY
KNO AEHUR LN O afd, HEOETER (Cl=5.5) B& R
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70 - (A) $RAEFR R0

Bt (0)
5o 5 8 B & B8 8

7 (©) BRI
a0
30 - ﬂE

" R
w0 RS IR
30
i}

i m L o1

Call-3 ~  Cad  cals © o cals BaGH
5Tweimm S5lwi6mm 44w50mm 41 wd3 mm <40 mm

FELAPEER

P2 Tt S A 5 3 T TR A7 Cadoux R SE AN RZIA: (A) FTIE
2k, (B) FIALIRIE, (C) MEAEXEL.

T3 2.5% 1K, S0 AL EE (CI=4.2) -

TE = PR B DR, 37K 5% BT KN O AL R 64 [ 4
HUEH S (CL = 4.6), MBEIE218% I KNO AL FRAIBEE3
2.5%HIK,SO AL H {0 8 R {E B {1

B STHRA P T 8 e 4 1S A Bl T 5 b g SR S B
HIAHEHRIE (Hellali, 2002; Erner et al.,, 2004; Obreza et al.,
2008) o (HWABFFIAN, 5t AR EEFARAE L, i =
W IEZS 2 5 A R 2 B4R (Koo,  1988) o ANIK
YW 20ka96K SO AL T 6 BERAT, HLRS%
B (ER) , X 5Koo (1988) B FT45 FAR L.
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11.8 -

11.7 1

$ s
& 115 1
Eﬁ 114 4
§ 113 4
&
o112 4
m
111 4
110 .
B LNO, K,S0, #E& = AR BX 3K
HESREES M

P 3 I T A T ve 3T VR AR Cadoux S ATVATERE & SR M- B0 45
BRIEARZE, BRI R A

B, W3 YR 59 F18 96 Y KN O Ab P AT il 2 7 51 3
W 2.5%FH49%HIK SO ALFE, # B W.UCE T 503K 1 TR %
CadouxPJ R F.

RELZLJE

TCVE TR 2 BE DR/, of e A T R S ) 35 S R
=MAMEBEED,, DD KK SLEE 05405, 36671
402g/0.5cm? F3H1, FITA M it FH0 IS A A2k B RS2 1Y) 25 S JRE S
RTEER, AWTEEFE300~415g/0.5cm?

SR
FPTAL BB 6 AR A1 5mm. B2 TG
RS R RJCCR, SBE EMEAT

FATHIE Iy R iz J5 8 B 2 e i vt e 46 A ) 385
TGN, 3% -5 5 AR 45 R — 20 AR AR B £,
1998; Obreza et al., 2008) o

F3b, BB R RSO T BT R AR A R

RN &
P A B R SRR v
[V ARG A PRI (BRefik4000) o

(AR E D T, 38 TS e 45, T 18 2 e
KNO,BUZK,SO HBREMS & i 715 it W20k 237 5%
E’JKNO ﬁ‘éﬂ%ﬁi‘%ﬂr HEHGAN0.5%, TG 21K B3 K 8% Y
KNO U"JT@%#/ETE?MLS%O SRINT, W% 2 3 ¥k 49 11
K,SO,, fit& Al FF#0.92%.

FEF SRR BE D, W& fe B Ik B 40
YB3 hi AR, ﬁﬁ%%ma‘zﬁéﬂﬂﬂmﬁﬁfwé&eﬁﬁmﬁ
.

BRETM 2 BEI% BT ve K
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{E R RS D, WO 2 4%
HIK SO Ab B8 v 4 WL, i 31
45%

AN A

0 VR A G Cadouxhi 1T 1R &
B AR IE N 0.8%~1.5% 0 AHIF 5T H
Jr A ot e B ) A B A R R AR ATR
T1.19% 0 Bt i T % it 250 I 1 Ok 08
o, A A A TR P A B A

T A IR oA L g ot g
YT 5 R R RS S 3, BE
T AIAR A AR SRR B, X — 45 R Y
ATABTER 25 R —30 (Erner et al., 2004;
Obreza et al., 2008)o

REL AT TEVEME & 4 (TSS)

RS RE 5 SR 1R A A 1 T bk
FIRPERE R ESRIE 9%« FTA Wt 4 AL
AL BRI AL B 2 AT VA I £
IR L ESR .

I} i s £ LS R 0% A st 98 o R S
R AT PR 2 ik, Hor, KN O,
UMK SO, HIRUR LT (143)

RSl A (TSS/A)
R B Y BF AR SR, a3k
I VR AR B R TR B IR A 27, 5

|

Control

HEFT 2 I TGt 40 XS SR ST €0 A 250 FH A B XS A PR S R B A
gkt () « AT hfEE it
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R4 MG XKNO,FIK,SO,J5 5o I TR Cadoux ) A4 PR A

Ll ESI TilvieL 2 S TR AL A FERas &S
-1 ] -1 kg fruit per kg
mt ha kg ha mt ha it
D, 444
Control D, 48.4
D; 50.5
D, 50.5 415.5 6.1 14.7
5%-KNO; x 3 D, 57.7 499.5 9.4 18.7
D; 59.4 714.0 8.9 12.4
D, 56.5 664.8 12.1 18.2
8%-KNO; x 3 D, 61.4 799.2 13.1 16.4
D, 63.6 1,142.4 13.0 114
D, 47.0 207.7 2.7 12.7
2,5%-K,S04 x 3 D, 53.2 249.7 4.8 19.3
D; 54.6 357.0 4.1 114
D, 539 3324 9.5 28.6
4%-K,SO4x 3 D, 58.2 399.6 9.9 24.7
D; 60.9 571.2 104 18.2

BUIRJ RS, — 2 ] 5% o A il A8 20
BFRAT7~7.50

A8 7T 5 B AT ¢ it 440 A B A 2
H, SREERAE R 110,60 Wi
KNO, HY 4L FH R SRl 2T HAI, 05
JtiK, SO A0 HH AR S BB e o

I T 7 A0 X SRS 7 e A 52 )

& Hr T = AR R SR S
PR IA74, 16080116 kg/Me 1%
BBt E, =fE%ED , D DK
RS
48.1, 53.7#155.2
mt/hao

A I T % i
FEATRICRT S,
FATH 25 R EHE
MR B, 3 0
IR ) it Tt e 5 A
RELRENS (.35
I I A SR SE
e (EaBFIAE
4C, HA3) -

XTI 2
AL Y Ak B
T R S AR JEE o 2R

L BA R
IS o

BT 4B, A2 R L HR L E
20~25mmi5 I3~ 5 A, 35
JIES AT I o R R B, R A% (R 1 AR S
By, xS ARSI SR — 2 (Erner
etal., 2004; Obreza et al., 2008) o

XF TR E D FAD ), W3 K
89 HTKNO 149 K, SO AL H i 35 Hh
I BEFESR T TR Cadoux I3 ™ 1E
PR BE D I, JX Se4h 3 A R S
M I204F1195 kg/ B, THIXS R AL F
M= AU 160 kg/Be MEE31K8%H)
KNO, Fl4% K, SO AL H LS #E 4k 7
43 BB =21.5%F117.6%

5 45 Rl R 2% B DI, W 3 %

8% HYKNO, AL FE I8 7 RUR i B W, 4

FE X RE3E 79 21.29% (437120 184 F1145

kg/H) o WETE3 1K 5% I KNO F149%F)

K, SO AL BEH X A 2. 288 0 1716.5%
(G RIM173F1175 kg/HR) o

A2 = PR B DB, I8 37K 5%
FH8% M KNO, M 4% K, SO AL FE X 58
K VR CadouxH I3 =V A W
o AOFRFIBAT R Z 5, ST
130 kg/Bf, HERTREAL FRIE I 118% .
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150 - (A) SRR SR VR AR Cadoux ™ THIE K NO FIK, SO 1Y A2 7™
160 - eI E

140 1 FH 3 P T i 3 7 590 118 9% T KN O, M2 2. 59 F149% 1
120 - K, SO AbHLAR 2 80T A AR SRS A i, I 2 T AT
100 - 7t R, RT3 226 0 B8R ) AR E AT T B Ao

o 3 FFIERE T, BTG 2806 HIKNO LT LR
. AU P 12~13 mt/ha (3R4) , I, EE3IK

2.59%HIK,SO A BRI A P2 IR 2t B IR

L —, Kso, " ZHE LT B PR R T 2, WEHE3 Y%K SO,
- : s AL 38 R AR SRS , £ED RID PR T, 45T s h i
160l (B) PHEARSE SIS 7 28124 kg HARRSE.

140 4 N
gEip

T8 MG #TI0 KN O T RK SO, HE3 I T
AT VR Cadoux It FFRCE THERGH 7 (Fh
e N B TR FEHHA RS AGER)

120 4

Rr=g (ke D
g

20 4

&0 -4

40 1 LR T5 IR ST i LR BCR AN IE BEE , eI Ph i

2] WD, (6mX6m) « W3 7k4%HIK SO, REMS IRIFH
i pre ke AB BT, Xt 2 5 SR [V RE A AR Cadouxd M THIE L F HETE T

180 - (©) R o

2 22300k

140 -

120 4 Abd-Allah, A.S.E. 2006. Effect of Spraying Some Macro and

100 4 Micro Nutrients on Fruit Set, Yield and Fruit Quality of Washing-
20 . ton Navel Orange Trees. Journal of Applied Sciences Research
= 2:1059-1063.

) California Fertilizer Association. 1998. Western Fertilizer

Handbook, Second Horticultural Edition, Sacramento, CA. 362 p.
= Embleton, TW., WW. Jones, and R.G. Platt. 1975. Plant Nutri-
Wk 3 HE tion and Citrus Fruit Crop Quality and Yield. Hort. Science 48:48-50.

Pl 4 T AR XS 5 S TR A A Cadoux R ET™ it (kg/ B HISEIA:
(A) FHIEFPZE, (B) HHIEIREE, (C) MUtIREL.

1y

L=
N

ey 5%-KNO, x 3 4%-K,S0, x 3
BR3P TR S AR 52 3T TR Cadous (FIMEASHE D, 63.5m))™ R SR SRk St AR A i B it
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BHIFFE G W SIS, KanpurfOWFIBLAR K. 5% E.Sokolowskio

it AR A 77 FB TR XK & (Cajanus cajan)FHJF3E (Brassica juncea L. Czern)r™ i T 521

Tiwari, D.D."?, S B. Pandey'?, and M.K. Dubey?

R

G T 200722 20114F, AR /R (CSA)fOAM AR K,
JETTFRRC LA ST To 11 A AL BN AL, WA )
JEF X AT (GRMEY) FIIFSE GREMEY) B0, 1
B E s HIE A, 4335020 (RHR) | 20, 40, 60H1180kg
K,O/hae ZAli LHENRPEE, A REIK 08 it195kg/has ]
I 2o W 25 R T 5 R L B BT EEAE.

HAEK OF Lt N % 60kg/hallf, & HEE S AT RIS
SEHFPRL S RERR ™ o AR SRR 7 BE 1358k /hatl
I 764kg/ha, FEHEFI77 5 5647kg/hatB hIF 6594kg/
hao TS FFRFH4 7 5 M 1645kg/hati NE2257kg/ha, TH
PP i 404 1kg/ hatB %5077 kg/hao

AR R R TR GRS R (1 S R 2 e X
HRAb B rh R AP B T 121,019, i FAL K AR
FA AR T 2.21.95% 0 TS AFRCF-H AR & 1t A 37.01%

O HRALFE) HEnE140.98% (K, ALFE) o

R TP R RIS B A1 2 e B 1. 539% 1. 58 9% 25 i
F)2.519%H12.56% , 7+ 32K RL A 472 5 U M 0.8 8% G nE
0.99% 0 FT SRR IR AR it R WARA

35t S I 0 b T P A Y 5 B Mo E 8 0kg/
ha K,O4L B, KGRI I+ 3 W WA 7E (19 81 ik 5 3 o
163~194kg/hafl1143~184kg/hao 51 Jiff ] &5 /K 4 I 4% 4

O GHHAVER : tiwardi csa@indiatimes.com
© iﬁ%—‘%zﬂkﬂcé% P JRChandra Shekhar Azad (CSA) AV 3 A K 2#,208002,
ENEEALTT
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TEUttari Pura BB BHIFFERE HI T ARG 1, KanpurfOWFIEAR K.

51 E.Sokolowskis

F1 R AR GRS XS (2009—2010)

1E¥ ERE FET7 8

KRE A (F Jrha) 3.86 0.31
P (E T mt) 29 0.20
A7 (kg/ha) 751 662

bie s HR(H Tha) 6.51 0.61
TR (A JTmt) 7.67 0.68
HTEH (kg/ha) 1,179 1,113

BN R R S ERET St Hdis

T, ARSI 7 A M 163kg/half Z114kg/ha, TFFEN]
M 143 kg/hal& % 104kg/hao

A &

A ECBIRTENEE AR BN E, IR Y &
BCAE R AN EA 2R IR YRR Y E S
P EORIE B EM A SR EY . ERHEYR I ER
J5T, SHUERVEA I [R] 52 SRR I AN 5, I R 1Y
EHFAHALRNE NGB . KT (Cajanus cajan) FIIF
K (5 HEEL.Czern) #OEAC T FE A ERHEYIANIIEAE
Py, AR AR 7= A = R 3R 1o X PR R 7753
77 K5/ N R KRB 7R RT3 AL, AEAN TR 4 4 4
TFHPRERE RS ARG, — e, i A R RUIE ANBE L,
FEA T AL o RIS N2 e R Oy B 32 A 3 AR O AR
XPHIRY R K, B < SEAED - HALR, Frd A, X2
DR S M AT SRR A 6 i s 0 1 R
HIETTR,

ARSCAE A AR ZE TR IS, WA E HAE T7
TERF RS, FEHE AL XS AR GR35 HE AN BT A1
SN PR VEY I E KR, R B S . AR E

e-ifc 55313 | 201246115

JEFE B, IR ME MRS e T/ EMReRe A
FILL N AR — 5 R Geh Y -4

MRS T
KHREET2007~20114F, FEIE/RChandra  Shekhar

Azad (CSAYLRME AR K, ALT7 FARMIF 5 21 7o 006
VEMIAAR S (Kharif ZZTEY)) FATF3E (RabiZETiIEYD) o
LG A #IR, S, 18 s8I H A 512h o, 20,
40, 60180 K,O kg/hao EIFIREK, BER 4% (DAP) , A1
BRRER BN R B B AR, 5 3l A M i A
Hoifs I A7 o iR 56/ N TH R 40m2e 438 Sk

(pH 7.3) , AHUIR S HAK (0.41%) , AL (16.3kg/ha) il
AREE (0.51mg/kg) o THEHHEBR (N) « AR (P,O,)
FIA R (K,0) 43719180, 12.5 F1195 kg/hao

SRIBUA B PR B e o A2 A WINIE 45
AL ERAR R o

+HEpH, BECME, A NN A R R #1 K R UER 7
FEMISE (Jackson, 1973) o

A WA AR A ORISR T A
M7E (Chesnin and Yein, 1951)o T3 HDTPAZE U
%ﬁﬁ?&q&%mﬂfﬁ(hndsay and Norvell, 1978)0

ARGFFRLRE B ELOE ZIENNE , RIS A
ST Lhe 25 REH TG B o IR FFRL IR R E 2R R
RE o PR = SR AT R AR AR i, J5 A6
P E B2 i (Jackson, 1973) s

SRR
T

TEARAE 056 BRI A 1o 8 Okg/ha Y b BR P
EHOIE I TR SRR A AR i (L 2) o XA
o, mHALEE (80 K,O kg/ha) HYFFRLF-A4 7= hi 42
29.8% o VUAFEAVEY ™ Be-FAa, Jits 20 T A AL 34 4 4F 0B 42
EHUIE I TR

Jit B R T P R R AR B (R2>0.955181) , iX
A P RS, P N . P A R
AR AR T AR X B R SR BB g, A R e G
VER, Y3 SRR &R, EE PTG, DUSAERIARN 2
D eoMUANIRI i R G ) 5 5K o i AR AEA R T 38 e
P X — 4518 S Prasad et al fH1EL (1993) »

FEAR G it F i # 6Ok g/ha b B B 1 A 4 R A
5.07~6.60kg/kgZ [ ZE (L o

BB i 60kg/ha (K,O) AL A 12 3 b 38 g+
SERFRLFIR MR B (56 3) « ST LL, 4 b 2
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Table 2. Effect of treatments on grain and stover yield (kg ha™) of pigeon pea.

e-ifc w53 | 2012/F6cH 5

Treatments Kharif 2007 Kharif 2008 Kharif 2009 Kharif 2010 Mean Response over AEy *
control (grain) (grain)
Grain Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover
kg K0 ha! kg ha! % kg kg
Ko 1,206 5,462 1,395 5,875 1,380 5,547 1,450 5,810 1,358 5,674 - -
Koo 1,400 5,906 1,480 6,095 1,450 5,756 1,530 6,120 1,465 5,969 7.9 5.35
Ko 1,575 6,269 1,585 6,290 1,520 5,897 1,620 6,310 1,575 6,192 15.9 5.42
Keo 1,744 6,500 1,750 6,750 1,710 6,207 1,810 6,570 1,754 6,507 29.2 6.60
Kso 1,750 6,631 1,765 6,745 1,720 6,398 1,820 6,600 1,764 6,594 29.8 5.07
CD (p = 0.05) 87 308 120 320 65 175 78 170 - - - -
*AEg - Agronomic efficiency of potassium
Table 3. Effect of treatments on grain and stover yield (kg ha™") of mustard.
Treatments Rabi 2007/8 Rabi 2008/9 Rabi 2009/10 Rabi 2010/11 Mean Response over AEg*
control (grain) (grain)
Grain Stover Grain Stover  Grain  Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover
kg K>0 ha! kg ha'’ % kg kg
Ko 1,763 4,040 1,650 3,940 1,675 3,983 1,490 4,200 1,645 4,041 - -
Kao 2,100 5,403 1,735 4,120 1,890 4,200 1,670 4,310 1,849 4,508 12.4 10.2
Ko 2,315 6,045 1,890 4,340 2,035 4,440 1,820 4,490 2,015 4,828 22.5 9.3
Ko 2,467 6,458 2,185 4,520 2,250 4,650 2,100 4,630 2,251 5,077 36.8 10.1
Kso 2,468 6,461 2,190 4,515 2,260 4,630 2,110 4,700 2,257 5,077 37.2 7.7
CD (p=0.05) 133 375 125 170 140 180 135 109 - - - -
*AEg - Agronomic efficiency of potassium
(80kg/ha) FPRLFA = HER AN 1737.2% 0 HARE = ht—4F,
1,900 - r 6,800 N =1 . 75
y =5.505% + 1,363 VUAE RIS BEASE , AT AR it B SR I
1,800 - R2=0.9574
. 8 - 6,600 . . S s . s
~ 1,700 7 % it P AT RE G IR R AR T B (R2>0.9;812)
<= 1,600 - - 6,400 <= Y » Bl bR e e 3
5 B RPN, R
5 1200 6200 2
° J = C e B 2 e
21400 e > T3¢ it i mrik 20kg /ha B SR AR B, T Sk br
-= 1,300 - e - 6,000 2 SN2 gy ; \
£ oo E HERR R A E R IR |, AR TEREI7.7~10.2 kg/kgo
1.100 - ® Grain yield - 5,800 T A L
’ o Stover yield i i
1,000 - . . . . 5,600 > = e A L

K application (kg K,O ha')

Fig. 1. Effect of treatments on grain and stover yields of pigeon pea (average of
four years, 2007-2010).
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4,000 < y=13.205x + 4178

R?=0.904
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S
(=]

1000 y=8.13x+1678.2  ®Grain yield
» R>=0.9509 o Stover yield
0 w ‘ ‘ ‘ :
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K application (kg K,O ha'!)

PIE P Ine R GRRLAR & it A 1.53% 35 InE1.58%, 1

PR S AU 2. 5193 N E2.56% (ML5E4) o BEH ™

RGN, A IR A A AR AR R T G, Gk 2 194kg/ha
(I Fe4) o FIREHD, 73k R A0S B FTER T (Ml0.88%

BEMEN0.99%) , MiFE R B8 & i AR AR (IL365) o

VEY T B B8 I S B E R AT 2, 75 £ 184kg/ha
(W5&5) -

RE—FFRAERGE PRI, & LMWEYIFPRL (R
1) MR (B BRAVER) SR ikt (143,
PAZRARNIZE 5 AR ) o 1E1% 2R GE FH A PR E 1 8 A IR ity
FERMETIL, R EM A SF LU EF#1K,0 100kg/
ha (FR4M1K5) o FrARAFRLRA i TR I 1 (585)
o FHR S P e R A0 i A BRSO T SRR, i e SR
Pt EBER (B3) o R EIR, BirA 2 2 -4
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Table 4. Effect of treatments on percent K content in pigeon pea (Kharif 2007-2010) and removal of K by the crop (kg KO ha™).

Treatments Kharif 2007 Kharif 2008 Kharif 2009 Kharif 2010 Mean
K concentration Removal of K

Grain Stover  Grain Stover  Grain Stover  Grain  Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover Total
kg K,0 ha'! % [0 €0 T p—
Ko 1.42 217 1.72 2.64 1.44 2.34 1.56 2.87 1.53 2.51 20.8 142.4 163.2
Ky 1.50 2.15 1.74 2.72 1.51 2.47 1.65 3.00 1.55 2.56 227 152.8 175.5
Ko 1.57 2.21 1.73 2.70 1.48 2.40 1.67 2.98 1.56 2.54 24.6 157.3 181.8
Keo 1.56 2.32 1.80 2.68 1.55 2.41 1.73 2.84 1.58 2.55 27.7 165.9 193.8
Kso 1.51 2.33 1.79 2.68 1.51 2.45 1.75 2.84 1.57 2.52 277 166.2 193.9

Table 5: Effect of treatments on percent K content in mustard (Rabi 2007/08-2010/11) and removal of K by the crop (kg K,O ha™).

Treatments Rabi 2007/8 Rabi 2008/9 Rabi 2009/10 Rabi 2010/11 Mean
K concentration Removal of K
Grain Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover Grain Stover  Grain Stover Total
kg K>0 ha'! % [0 €10 Y p—
Ko 1.04 3.05 1.04 3.15 1.04 3.14 1.00 3.07 0.88 3.18 14.5 128.5 143.0
Kao 1.05 3.19 1.03 3.20 1.04 3.25 1.01 3.12 0.91 3.11 16.8 140.2 157.0
Ky 1.05 3.34 1.09 3.23 1.09 3.25 1.02 3.09 0.91 3.15 18.3 152.1 170.4
Ko 1.05 3.46 1.20 3.22 1.22 3.17 1.09 3.10 0.99 3.18 22.3 161.4 183.7
Kso 1.06 331 1.20 3.24 1.20 3.18 1.08 3.13 0.98 3.19 22.1 162.0 184.1
oo FTREAL IR A B M RS T AU ORI, Pathak et al
150 | Inputk (1999) Al Tiwari et al. (2009) A5 H T HIARIZ56 .
K removal mustard
= 100 - E K removal pigeon pea S p p
g2 5| AN RS, i eokg K O/ha®f il g 4L 21 1
] g = R Ve I N A . >
S0 RE 2 25 b 38 i I SRR AR S 5 (W 3Re) o T
2 s ] I I 60kg K O/halh FFF SEAPRLINAE & TS (40.98%) , 5
Q Y e Ny N
g -100 1 At AR AR 0 BRAR BRAE U FR 15 116% 0 IX— 2518 5 Kush-
= -150 - . N
8 waha FAlL (1999) 4518 HH—5.
M -200
gy it
0 20 40 60 30 ﬁ@}iﬁ60kgKZO/haE/‘Jﬂ‘fiE%ﬂ*ﬁ%?*iﬁujﬁ;ﬁﬁ

K application (kg K,O ha'')

B oR 6, AT BEE 200 (K=0)F]100kg
(K=80)K, O/ I 2@ AL B, - JE b 1
T

ARG B BUE BTSRRI AR S
BRI, KEHBEA RS B 22% L H
(36) o TS VBB M 219%5122.15% , 53 B AR X
FE b HHL R 75 A 8 Ok g/ hoa Y A0 B o KPS AR 25 P9 25 i B85

5T AR I AE R YA B R, AR E RN T29%,
TERIENNT37% « REMTFRMAYLLRE (25 06671
10.2) R HIHEHA RE BIETF IR

A REARAEAS G B TR S AN A IR A T
AR 8 7 A RE AR P A 8065 e 10 P BTG T
HYERIEANE , ANRERHLIE B RIER G AR 5 8k, F4EK
2y #100kg K, O/hao

Jit FEAER I S R AR Y R s R AT R
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Table 6. Concentration of protein and oil in pigeon pea and mustard seeds respectively.

Treatments Pigeon pea Mustard
2007 2008 2009 2010 Mean 2007/8 2008/9 2009/10 2010/11 Mean
———————————————— Protein (%)---------------- Oil (%)
Ko 2120 2090 20.95 21.00 21.01 37.52 3690 37.55 36.10 37.01
Ky 21.57 21.15 21.20 21.25 2129 38.82 38.10 38.70 37.75  38.34
Kao 21.74 2120 21.55 22.00 21.62 4026 39.15 39.85 38.40  39.41
Keo 21.75 21.75 22.05 22.10 2191 41.00 4125 41.20 40.50  40.98
Kso 21.85 21.70 22.10 22.15 2195 41.18 41.10 41.15 40.30  40.93
CD (p = 0.05) 0.19 0.20 0.24  0.21 0.67 0.75 0.80 0.85

FEREHAI AR 5 i, S TR B A

BT 4 RE N 458, IATA AT FRH S
R A R B R R R ST S ARG it
60kg/ha K OFME. ST, FIVFIE23R T, S0 A A 12
FHEYZS[R], 1X— 2848 RN i, (R m] sk /)
e

Bt

TR B A Bty - B [ B IR AT SR BT (TPT) X AR AF 58
M2 2% S F5 o SIS K. Bansal 18+, I A1 AEAF 55 o0
(PRID), Gurgaon M A IEHF B F 7 52

225k

Chesnin, L., and C.H. Yein. 1951. Turbidimetric Determina-
tion of Available Sulphur. Proceeding of Soil Science Society of
America 15:149-157.

Jackson, M.L. 1973. Soil Chemical Analysis. Printice Hall
India Pvt. Ltd, New Delhi, India.

Kushwaha, B.L., and A. Masood. 1999. Response to Applied
Potassium in Pulses and Oilseeds in U.P. In: Proceeding of work-
shop “Use of Potassium in U.P. Agriculture”. p. 69-78.

| [

Lindsay, W.L., and W.A. Norvell. 1978. Development of a
DTPA soil test for zinc, iron, manganese and copper. Soil Science
Society of America Journal 42:421-428.

Pathak, R.K., T.P. Tiwari, and K.N. Tiwari. 1999. Effect of
Potassium on Crop Quality in Uttar Pradesh. In: Proceeding of
Workshop “Use of Potassium in UP Agriculture”. p. 112-119.

Prasad, S., and D.N. Shukla. 1993. Effect of Interaction of
Nitrogen, Potassium and Cycocel on Growth Characters in Relation
to Grain Yield of Mustard (Brassica juncea L.) Indian J. Agric. Res.
27(1):13-20.

Tiwari, D.D., R.C. Nigam, and S.B. Pandey. 2009. Effect of
Potassium Application on Yield and Quality of Linseed in Central
Plain Zone of U.P. In: Proceeding of IPI-OUAT-IPNI International
Symposium, Bhubneshwar, India. p. 232-233.

W it A AEXTAE T FR AP S X R & ((Cajanus
cajan)fﬂ%% (Brassica juncea L. Czern);™ e AH i JFT Y 5%

W” AETPIR 3 X JEk I B/ B A H 43

Farmers’ meeting at the Fertilizer Research Station Uttari Pura, Univ. of Agric. & Tech., Kanpur. Photo by E. Sokolowski.
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Adubagao potassica e a supressdo da brusone de arroz

em varzeas tropicais no Brasil. Maria da Conceicao Santana
Carvalho, CNPAF; Jaison Pereira de Oliveiry, CNPAF;
Pedro Luiz Oliveira de a Machado, CNPAF; Alexey
Naumov, International Potash Institute. In. CONGRESSO
BRASILEIRO DE CIENCIA DO SOLO, 33., 2011, Uber-
landia. Solos nos biomas brasileiros: sustentabilidade e
mudangas climéaticas: anais. [Uberlandia]: SBCS: UFU,

ICIAG, 2011. Download the paper.
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BER K P4 (PDA, Potash  Development Associa-
tion) 2T 19844F, &M Z AL, HH BT N SE
BT R 77 RO s i) 2 A 1D it FH 2 A3 52
ARILFFFHAE A . 220 www.pda.orguuke  TF: PDA 4%
JRCHE RS S RE AR B [ AN 2 7R =0T AARAS

H> =

FTLAMPDA

22/27


mailto:surinkumar%2540yahoo.co.in?subject=
http://www.fertmarket.com/Events/EventAbout.aspx?eid=4
https://www.ispag.org/ICPA/
http://www.biostimulants2012.com/index.html
mailto:studiumpress%40gmail.com?subject=
http://www.studiumpress.in
http://www.alice.cnptia.embrapa.br/handle/doc/897762
http://www.pda.org.uk/notes/tn19.php
http://www.pda.org.uk/notes/tn19.php
http://www.pda.org.uk/

L AR S AE RN B & JRe i
Gottschalk, K. 2011. Potato J. 38(2):85-99.

TR T 4% S AR ) & FR e 5 i 53 T 22 4K
AR T EERIASRE, A B Hr Rl R DA A ZE A
TR BB A A BB AT AR LA AR 25 7 3R, AU ALt
TS R LY R EER o AR SCUHE T 58U Bl M il T
R AR T ATAT 1 AR AR R PR A B
RUE B AT DAl A 0 ) R B o 5 4 P 40 o) 48 T 0 4
M A £ A XU o /NS ) A AL AT TR A A
ARG HAAM I AP K 2R 7 A 0 SR . R R ALY
AR S, /N ARG AR AT SRR R Shiatr
5 W SR ATAGAN [ ity Pl AT 200 A S 000 o KA AR AR
F A 25 XS, RS R R iR 7 =R i i P2
L — 1o IR MURT LU E 5 86 A7l I Y il R
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Singh, S.K., and S.S. Lal. 2011. Potato [. 38(2)162-169.
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L.) KA A (Allium cepa L.) -KFEIX =Fh L
/A SR TR ) B R B R FH SR R o 4D B 4 2
A, Bk A B S AR — R A A e R
FVE P 08 i P4 7 FH i I L, A5 7K R b i Sesbania
SRR DA i 10t/haf AL . 4488 -4 -
K FE AR B B e (60.24t/ha) ~ ZECA (98990/ha)
B:C (1.13) ~ AEJ7 2% (190.99kg/ha/day) FLE T [HI4R =R
(313.6/ha/day) fxiEo E - Sk /K AR RE I = B AT
FEAREL AR T S R S R o
2R SesbaniaH A S H Y™ 1y L HEFI 2R AP
A RS R A o, YA S e AT
10t/halff, it B:.Cy 4277 R0 B M R FN ™ Hn] +F
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A PLAEA 1 7t FH X - o e 5 el
Maltas, A., H. Oberholzer, R. Charles, V. Bovet, and S.

Sinaj. 2012. French. Recherche Agronomique Suisse 3(3):148-
155.

2 1976 FFFIRTEChanginsi® 56 1 i A A HLIE
(GBS BWFREFE B34 i FHZE NI 35-70t/has B3 4F i
A3 PR60m*ha) FIA PR (4Fh RUIE A ) FRICR
AT AT T HA LIRS TTHUAN A PR A 5
Mo 223t 344F AR, 24 VEH A ZRUIE Jt P 458 31 e
o A P S IR R b B, R BT (SOM) & i)
0.50g/100g, TELEARFIREFF AL F 18 /00.20g/100g, FEARF34F
Jits FIZENE 35t/ ha M1k 3 4E i FH 4F- 2 PR 60m>/ha ¥ AL BR o i /D
0.18g/100ge A FEEE34E it HEEAL70t/ha AL A, A AL
B HHEN0.15g/100g0 BRI K A& W LASE, A PR
IR A AR A I AN 3 AR SR AT 43
PRI B FIEZEDTAR SR FTINS A4 6. 5.
B WELE T Y BUIE B B A . A AUIEX AR
PR PRI A BURAE T, ADLT-Re i A A

AUt AR = e A RUIE A5
Maltas, A., R. Charles, V. Bovet, and S. Sinaj. 2012.
French. Recherche Agronomique Suisse 3(3):156-163o

22 1976 FF IR AE Changinsit 35 1 it AN A A AL
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T2, HA KR IR — B (UE20084F, AT T
TR S R A S m & He 2008F12009%F, Agria
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P 34E (TR BEAL R, Agriafti i 19 BB RST H8 Y
29~9%. Charlotteff L, FHEXT 58 3 HAY R R/N
BOARR o 3T T A24F, 2 P B B ER & AR
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GRS

Muneshwar Singh, and R.H. Wanjari. 2012. Indian J.
Fert. 8(3):26-32o

i 2L EORHCIH S (LTFR) &4 7 AR R 1A
FRREL I L H R o0 & B X E I RS, DAERE A 7200 iR
ERMRE L4 ZAEMNKIAIEHNALE G528 FRM, RN
B BN e AR IE AR IR A R TR, TR E i A A IR IR
RN, 22 AR AR T AR T 56 1 20 I8 e P 0R » 1056
ER R, RANE /R /R (Jabalpur) BYK 556 &
S AR AR RTT, TENITFAGR T, /N22 A BRI AR BT
T K FEM T4 (Akola) , i SR/ NZAEY) b e F 41
JEHS A AR, T HSE T A e it AR AR I HE R
ALt A ][] F 36 I B 00 S IR AR 3G o %) B 28 2 o)
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HraGW, AR FEAC T S8 B A, & S BRI A
i NFE2.1~9.7kg/ha, R, HEHEREAL S (2 HT AT 1L L
e A RS BT BERPIR DL AT LA o 38 I S AR 2, A
YEIEIL T I 2> v LA AU AY & e _EIRSIREEW], £E
XANE M SFRPEE R, T B R A A R, LA
e AR R R A HERE

NERCIE (Indo-Gangetic Plains) IKFE /NEFIE oA TR
FELht BRI A 25

Majumdar, K., A. Kumar, V. Shahi, T. Satyanarayana,
M.L. Jat, D. Kumar, M. Pampolino, N. Gupta, V. Singh, B.S.
Dwivedi, M.C. Meena, V.K. Singh, B.R. Kamboj, H.S. Sidhu,
and A. Johnston. 2012. Indian J. Fert. 8(5):44-53-

L R34 i AL A A AR e B2k b
FHIIE 51 T 4R RIEM BARBIE M (MSP) (AR, 4K
St FHANAE I8 BE A 52 2 A i o AEF KRS /N
K B AR AE LR B TSR A, MR AL A 2 2
EMR, HAZ LHERRE. MRV BT SE R A
Jiti$H 2 S B ANERI TR 2 5l P B k622 715
F700kg/hao XK, FE/KAE /NEFI B R IX 3T 26BN
B, O AR 2 08 Y R AR R R R B R
B AR, [t 2 R 4 E A A AR . AR K
R~ /NZERI T oK L i P AR Y 2 5% [R50 318, 47 HE 5
ARG 5.5+ 4481327 LRI 1% BRI Y 1AL Ak
AT A AR WA B A5 PRAil o 2R B, e FH AL FT
PABUAS B 7 B 1T o 2% 18 21 SR A AR A8 A vl A VA s, 4
Jits F A AL A AR ) B 2 P A< 22 250 D AL e A
(Rt s TS BT = o AR T E 7 i B RE RORS B
P BT, AT AR R A SRV B R 26

A ] R R R a0 H SO R EE IR B AR A TN
Holthusen, D., S. Peth, R. Horn, and T. Kiihn. 2012. Z.
Pflanzenerndhr. Bodenk. DOI: 10.1002/jpln.201100073. L
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L A I R M B S A R 2 Al B
o, BPALHE &SRk ik, RIS 5w X Koy
R SR, FRACXS T LSRR S5 M R, B 1R/
NI3HTo AEREE AR A LRI HoR 4 L i, i
JHAIR M 1 8 0 3B 7 25 BEAT TR AL A MO AR N, oK L8 g
FEARZE] TR R IR % ST U110 XA IZS R AT LY )
BT TIES, RN AFR TR RS R TS5 . 45
W, B AT AR M BRI B T, AR
EDLVORIE (— TR TR EIERYELIR) | e hn e
TS TR ORI 5E i, R STUIRE 338 0. B
& TRAR R R, K F =AY 3 B AR, 7R
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R AR O IORE, A5 2 0ROk &5 55—
T, KRR — T RS 1, 2 BHLAEoRG B Wy A A B A g
THELE G, B 7RIt S IS 0 T S A 58 AR,
Z B2 I LRI A o B IR A R 2 38 5 I it P AT
AU MR TSE R R R R 2 (R S EAE T I, A
IR HEANIE A ) SR BN AR E RN, I S U, 4%
PR L IES R S R RE R, e A R 1
FHAR 58 o R o e 7 A 2 R 2 (R Y 52 EAE A, 2
pH-~ AL i S B B S 1 AXHERE O # A
BRI A B2, DIEGORE R E PR T LAY 3
LEPE BURIESR X H At G4 T 2 R L 2R A R
Pt

fEAE TR PG ENE R IA PG o TR (Eleusine  cora-
cana [L.] Gaertn) W -H3Er4ERFE IR o i I AL wk
PN

Srinivasarao, C., B. Venkateswarlu, A. Kumar Singh, K.
Pandu Ranga Vittal, S. Kundu, G. Ravindra Chary, G. Nara-
yanaiyer Gajanan, and B. Kogganur Ramachandrappa. 2012.
Z. Pfanzenerndhr. Bodenk.. DOI: 10.1002/jpln.201000429. ].
Plant Nutr. Soil Scio

L I A B KA CO T 8 KB 1A L
i (SOC) Mg f i 77 SN2 EEE, R B M AR %
S $EEAVEW A T RE IR AT R SL M H R A 5 o TEF
TFRAMREM TR TS 27FENRIIERR %, @it
BEAVERET TR (Eleusine coracana [L.] Gaertn) , iTE T
VEIH% B B A s EDRER s e AR 7 R R4k
P IRV = 1 e R TR BTLRAR 1) TSR ik, 46 0BT S 2 5
B RLIR S B AR G LA A o BEATL/NX U EG T T4
SESAbHE ) SAEEEA: 28 X IE S BEAR 10Mg/has NPKAEHERE
M (NS PO, KO ML 450+ 50+ 25kg/ha) ~ BEAL
10Mg/ha+50% NPKAEHER I s BEAL 10Mg/ha+100% NPK
JIEL 6 72 P o R A AE B il P B85 LA A A — S YR B T
SPEE B AEAGE, ITERAS 55 e W A o 27 4R IR 06
Jei, AE it P 72 L (A B R e FE 10 Mg/ ha P JBBE IS ) Ak 28
o, LUK HEN85.7  Mg/has BRFR B A35.0%- B[
FE H M 15.4Mg/hao X SEAE T TH AR SR A 2 IEAH G,
W AERTRF S e FR (SYD) LA RIRIFAY S e S T4t
THEEA N ACE CREVEVFIIE T & 42 2240 | B2
FRAEAE A B3 E AR 1 13 Mg XA S IR AR A o P76
PR RSB, i A A RO S0 24 43 i o DAL, AR A
SEAL T R AL FRH A A s B E R . AL R A BT
DR S AR A R [ A2 P s AN, th RE PR BN+
S B AR 7, ATERAFAEYI ) = 7 A2
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S B A M 12 7 P A R BT S B e U AT TR
SRt HEDRE S - fle LR 50

Fabian G. Fernandez and Daniel Schaefer. 2011. DOI:
10.2136/s552j2011.0202. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. ]. 76(3):1090-1099.

2L i A AC R 2 B IR AT RN 2, Al
520 it A% 2 - MR R J7 1A R M ] B R A XSl - g I
R FATHIEARAR , B E T RBVERN S B e g A 4
WA, IIMAETEAN FAEATEE A 76 cm I EOK (Zea mays
L.) FIKE (Glycine max [L.] Merr) 5AFHRBEFIH & i
EﬂL, Mt HHERURE . fFPesotum,  TLFFF T TFREA3/ N E,
KR, W T AE2007-20094F FORIE PR AT IR, BE-41R
it FH A4 B A 00 22-424 33-62+ 44-83+ 55-104+ 66-12571
77-145kg/hao M HIT R, GHHIUE (NTBC) |, HORBHE
Ui (STBC) , i IRBHER S (STDB) » 1E¥AT (IR) 3&
ZE15emPA FHHERHRTK (Real Time Kinematic/2 R T
HOM AR AL SE N ZE 737715, REAE LT A ST 75 21 JE K 2
FERLKE L — RGPS T v5) LA BT IS 1% BRI
YEIAT0 19+ 38+ 57cmAl, 10-30cmiA i -1 BURE R Fl
B o RSt 2 a0 b SR B AN AR 45 &5, T3
ot ES R ) e 7 B i o TR it D R R A YR T i R A sk
it R, AR DU <> 38 3R 55 0 BKkoF. RS E 4
B KPRV AT IR PR R e iy, IR KA A IR
kG2 A E Rk . T HEMNt A R AR, A W B
T E DT AR A 7 S AR A (R T B
TR R AL A E AT I R s AL OB A1 s 3, AT REBE I
B TP I AR A T RSN AR B RO T, B AR
Jit P 91 PR 4 A B 4% R R BRI AR A

PRSIt AN Bt % A T R LR AR A s 7Kg0 Tk
AR FR L
Bhupinder S. Farmaha, Fabidn G. Fernandez and Emer-

son D. Nafziger.2011. DOI: 10.2136/ss5aj2011.0202. Soil Sci.
Soc. Am. ]. 76(3):1079-1089.

2L AL g fE R J7 ol i it IR R R S = R A
Rk FATHTEAR AR, B E BHER (R R E)
BTN S A AL 77 =0, XK E (Glycine max  [L)]
Merr.) 2R 3K 5 B AIA0 S B AR AU I o A5
Urbana, IL, M KE-FK (Zea mays L.) #AFIE T34 H
36 R (NTBC) , BRIl (NTDB, fE1E
PR AT LR 5em U YRT) | AR B ETRME (STDB) =
PR T, B -EAE A FH 4553 A1 0-0+ 36-04 0-16871136-168
kg/ha/yro F4HR0-5+ 5-10~ 10-20F120-40cm B, Xt
VEVATAIVE AT [R] 38 A 7 e SRR I, T N A B 4G
VEVIIR R A LK S BEFNAR B 1 55 o AT R
i, VR RERS MAVEMIAT E1ER 2 LT B AR & i, TR
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(&R ABEFIER & 5 (HX R R TCEE M. XS T Gk
HOME RN S B VR , R B Rt REAE TE SR B B S ED
Frl10em 2B 18209 B /K345 1, 122 B HENFR5 IR
Wi 2 (4R NSRS H) o £2 00 K, i
FMF N A IR E R IR R IRBHER BN IR R E L. S8
T, AR B ERE S E T, TED 2B 1 R B4 B 2 51239%
HE30%, R, FRO WL EE £, Bfr AR AR TR I 57400
S0 iy N5 2 N E D a0 LR AL Ny
VR TR it Fi A7 B 4 T B 47 1 08 4% A A ATl A
SRS

It P T T S VR A s P - 255 B Y
M

Lloveras, J., C. Chocarro, L. Torres, D. Viladrich,
R. Costafreda, and F. Santiveri. 2011. DOI: 10.2134/
agronj2011.0293. Agron. J. 104(3):729-734.

L e (Medicago sativa L.) VEY) B B0 A HEE it
MBI TAEY RSP A LSRR E IR 4 B AR5
HAET, i i =0 2% 4 il AR FIES ) SRR 7 e
T e 7 A ORI B ST HR P A 5  (Ke) HISZ MR
TEPYYE T FHR T I A5 B 44F (2003-2006) FHIA]IASE,
S TR SRR BRSO ST (K: 161mg/kg) « 17
B4 LA T R AR EE (K 0 100+ 200+ 400kg/
ha) o 45E T (DM) B4 5 074.9Mg/ha, BAAA
Jit R AL PR AT 7 e A, E AN [ IS D e ) A B )
A= I TC 2 5o 400kg/ha b HAFAEY AR (K) B
FEWI 5 A1738kg/ha, Okg/hafb ERAEY44F [ 45 2 L
A 756kg/hao F 2 FF 43 A WS T AR AR A it A Ao 1K
W IR FR M, HTEEY AR K St AR, RV EY it
it Z BB EARREH R A Ko 4B BE, BRT#
HEAF Tt I 12 400kg /ha AR ER A, HL A0 27 A9 =2 ek 4
TR AR AR o AN it P AR X E A 1 B 7 2 AN, (H
T BT 5 A A R B G R 2 E A R

FA 22 [ 52
PO B E R A G

Reganold,].P.,and A.Dobermann.2012.D01:10.1038/485176a.
Nature 485:176-177.
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VEVIFREFT 20 F RN 358 R T 48 BT BV RS T B9 oA
AL AR TORB A7 e R S 22 A A0,

Srinivasarao, Ch. et al. 2012. DOI:
10.1080/14735903.2012.662392. International Journal of Agri-

cultural Sustainability.
Rl 70T 2R Y B N L A PR

Dawson, C. 2011. Royal Agricultural Society of England.
ournal, Vol. 172.

S TR X E T
Bumb, B. et al. March 2012. IFPRI Policy Brief 20.

AT AR R 0 - I RO - R SRR S 3
KGRI IR 50 77 BRI E

Gattward, J.N., A.A.F. Almeida, J.O. Souza ]Jr., F.P.
Gomes, and H.J. Kronzucker. 2012. DOI: 10.1111/§.1399-
3054.2012.01621.x. Physiologia Plantarum.

A A X 57 1) H 25 23 Fh A A 22 AR 52 g
Zaidi, H.S. et al. 2012. The Journal of Animal and Plant
Sciences 22(1):148-153.

AR EZCF N 22 AR BHE HEOG NE I 2 2R D
MR HNERERI B A MR R ASIFI R8,

Singh, S. et al. 2012. DOI: 10.1111/j.1399-3054.2012.01589.x.
Physiologia Plantarum 145(3):474-484.

PRIt D R S IR R N2 B 33 Rk ) 4/ FH
Morshedi, A., and H. Farahbakhsh. 2012. DOI:

10.1080/03650340.2010.529610. Archives of Agronomy and
Soil Science 58(4-6):371-384.

FE3R 97 -4 b A X 470 35430 X R 40 U B 7 e
PRI H e A A= S RE T T U,

Ashraf, M. et al. 2012. DOI: 10.1080/03650340.2010.529609.
Archives of Agronomy and Soil Science 58(4-6):385-398.

EBREMEHUAE = e SR M0 SR PEE A A
SR R

Manabu Nose, and Futoshi Yamauchi. The World Bank.
AR BT 1L A S b E R 4k 4 R ABR = RERIVER

Burri, B.J. et al. 2011. DOI: 10.3733/ca.v065n03p130. Califor-
nia Agriculture 65(3):130-135.
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