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[BE] W R RIS 8 7 Pl IR =X . A AL it &0 600 kg/hm® 5 A HLAE i 40 & 300 kg/hm’ ; JGHL
B it SR 767 kg/hm® ; ToAILARiE 20 383 ke/hm’ ; A3 HLAL i 05 450 kg/hm* , TEHLALE R 153 kg/hm® ; 75 HLALiG &
1 300 kg/hm’® , JGHLAL i S0 383 kg/hm® s A7 HLALJifi &I 150 kg/hm® , TEHLAL & & 191 kg/hm* , FFFT T HOBIRE
0 ~200 cm 3% NH, -N Fl NO; -N ByiFER8 B, 451 R W A FHENNAE X E 25200 0 ~ 40 em £ NH, -N [19°F
Yoy BRI Y R L, S T HILIE A A R (B T it A HLIE R R AR 28 FEZE 0 0 ~ 40 em -4 NO, -N 1)
SEH B AR R L, SRR/ T 383 kg/hm® B MR (MR BN /MR R < Bt JTCHLAE | 2Aitia AILAE A HLAE
FAIEHLIC G, AS R A A ZC AR M) 40 ~ 160 em - HEA NO, -N (T4 BB, MHL T /K5 YL XU il =% 1&, b 5t
MV A X H G 28 SR T 4R IR LR 150 kg/hm? TGHLAE 191 kg/hm® BUMEARAE 2 HEATHEAE
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Effects of Fertilization Patterns on NH, -N and NO, -N

in Solar Greenhouse Soils
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Abstract

Over the course of two rape growing cycles, fertilization types and application rates affected plant
growth and groundwater pollution from solar vegetable greenhouses in Beijing agricultural region were
studied. Seven fertilization patterns were selected, and in each treatment, the NH, -N and NO; -N
migration and accumulation in 0 ~200 c¢m solar greenhouse soil and the affect on rape yield were studied.
The results showed that the different fertilization patterns mainly affected the average NH, -N
accumulation and content in the 0 ~40 cm soil layer. Average soil NH,” -N accumulation and content was
larger in the treatment of only chemical fertilizer than that of only organic manure. When N application
rate was less than 383 kg/hm”, the average soil NO; -N accumulation and content in the 0 ~40 cm soil
layer were found to be in the following descending order; use of only chemical fertilizer, use of only
organic manure, use of both organic manure and chemical fertilizer. The different fertilization patterns
also affected the migration and accumulation of NO, -N in 40 ~ 160 cm soil. It is concluded that organic
manure (N application 150 kg/hm”) mixed with chemical fertilizer (191 kg/hm’) is the best fertilization
pattern for planting rape in solar greenhouses in Beijing agricultural region.
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R AR B TR K AR, SR, Hh [ G
SrHIXH G ARV AR R K N K e A
P, i 2 F BB A T RES S NH, -N #l NO; -N
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Il P &1 % H O 28 S St AT HLAIE S ) LA
B B ICALIE R L3RR M m s i 20
XA HLEFTEHLAC ECHE Y BT 80271 4 100 em
REELAN T HER R OB , IR = LT 5T
M % 4 B NOy N BB ST i £, X 4
NH =N (BT A0 JLmt i DR BE itk 41k

HKOKIE AL R K 3, b BBk B 70% 24,
Hi T 7K B 7K BT B s i AT B AR . XL
R AR SCAE IR E AR T A 3 A AL AG
HILAE e i A0 PRt , %o EU B 5% S )t AR A 20 0 ~
200 ecm¥ )2 13 NH, -N 1 NO, -N 1y BFAER,
B E BT AN [R) it I A =8 % I 2 £ 58 NH, -N A
NO, -N RFFIERE 52
1 #RERE
1.1 RERHER

44 NH, -N FI NO; -N REVHE K 7E b 5T
TV VE X PGS | A HOGIR = N T,

I HOGIR 2 S HE R 2L K 70 m, 98 8 m,
25 A 1 0, B () S R UL I R AR 4 BT 45 A R
0 ~200 em 35y 6 2, 4 38 I i1 43 25 5% H
Brol], I PR L2 1, R AR IR R bR I
%2,

F1 il TS

Tab.1 Physical properties for the experiment soil

T JRB ANTRIRLAR JSURL BT o J5T 5 534 % -8 iy 1 ] A WISk

BE/em  0~0.002mm  0.002 ~0.02 mm 0.02 ~2 mm i b /grem 3 &S HKHE Jemes ™!
0~20 7.4 34.8 57.8 [ 1.47 0. 180 0.434 0. 000 379
20 ~40 3.4 37.8 58.8 Wi+ 1. 64 0.122 0. 403 0. 000 221
40 ~ 80 3.0 40. 8 56.2 i+ 1. 44 0. 194 0. 465 0. 000 217
80 ~ 120 13.6 35.8 50.6 e+ 1.52 0. 168 0. 430 0. 000 179
120 ~ 160 6.8 40. 8 52.4 e+ 1.51 0. 198 0.423 0.000 158
160 ~200 7.0 44. 8 48.2 B+ 1.54 0.216 0.481 0. 000 147

F2 RAIETMEHE AR E T EERMFT SRR
Tab.2 Nutrient contents before experiment in the tested solar greenhouses
TREHEE AP L SRS R B L BRCEB R L NO; -N Fife b NH,; -N it [t
/cm /g-kg™! /g kg™ /mg-kg™! /mg-kg™! /mg-kg ! /mg-kg !

0~20 18.92 1.22 151. 86 188. 59 43.51 0. 86

20 ~40 16. 15 0. 86 105. 43 164. 52 12. 84 0. 82

40 ~ 80 12. 63 0.63 79.21 110.76 10. 27 0.61

80 ~ 120 9. 87 0.58 25.54 75. 66 8.59 0.44

120 ~ 160 4.25 0. 46 9.21 58.42 7.05 0.53

160 ~200 3.92 0.42 4.48 40.37 6.83 0.79

1.2 RIeigit

iAok« AR A e, AR T 40 d, B
522 em  JFJRJE 30 em AR TE S om, SR 2
DAAHAI BRI S A AR S 0 6 B8O ED ) 2009 4F
10 A 31 HFHESE 1 ik =2,2009 4F 12 7 31 HIk
3R,2010 451 H 2 HFPAEZE 2 #byh=¢,2010 4F 3 H
2 HisR, kg it 7 FORFEA s AC A (£ 3)

Tt ICAHTLAE PR 2R (N i 734 46 % ) A HLIE iR
SRS EEAZE (N B 8 2% ) | it ALy XA Hiits
O bR S Sy 24 M H B AE AL % S it A
K FERPE 20 d P ACHE K, 150 ) 2Ry 4 Wi
HEFAFESK , A0t AL ek 09 7K o B R B 174, T G
FIEK AL BRI 3, 15/ NXTHFRY 3 m x5 m,3 T
52 IRE/INX 2[RI 0. 5 m BREHT ,/NX BEPLHES
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Tab.3 Fertilization patterns and irrigation treatments

sy COVBIBIEEE  ABURRIEE ok

/kg+hm =2 /kg+hm =2 Jmm
! 0 600 400
2 0 300 400
3 767 0 400
4 383 0 400
5 153 450 400
6 383 300 400
7 191 150 400

1.3 HEEEREESTHE

7 At AR BR AR IS R B AR R Ak, Hofth H
JETR A PR PR — 2 ARG I HEOK IS
20d,457 0 ~20 cm .20 ~ 40 cm . 40 ~ 80 cm .80 ~
120 em 120 ~ 160 cm 160 ~200 cm 3t 6 JZ R4 113
BES A 0] 5256 % A VK AR ¥ R, B 1 NH, -N #%E
Ko FREL12.00 g i 2 mm 7 A9 357 6F - 3ERE S A
180 mL [ ¥3 KL, Jim A 100 mL 0.01 mol/L ¥
CaCLVE &, ¥%35 1 h, 2b g, R I L2 3 sh  Hr 0%
( continuous flow analytical , fijFK CFA ) I % JE 3 Y
NH, -N fil NO; -N %42,

BdiH EXCEL 2007 F1 SPSS 17. 0 #4547 4>

2 ER5HH

2.1 NH;-NZFETEHRHIBRR

AN TRt AR AR 0 NH, -N A2 DL 1, Ab 1
fiti A HLAC AL PR 2 Y 2 £%, Ab B 1 FIAb PR 2 -3
NH, -N F5AE 0 ~ 40 em + 24 B 5t 0 & 1Y
b3 1 RJZ 0 ~40 em £)2 NH, -N () 252405
219 172 4% b3 1 RFRERIIE 40 ~80 em 12, 1M
AT 2 ) EFRIETE 20 ~ 40 em T2, AL
JiA R Z NH, -N 2RSS BRI T B E
PR, Kb 3 it JCHLAE &R AN I 4 (Y 2 %, b3 3
FEAEO0 ~40 em L )ZH R, BG4 /1
2.06 fi5, AbFL3 FLLBEE4 22 YOS 3 KK )G B
HIGEHR R R85 80 ~ 120 em 4 H AN 3 AL
AbER 4 R IR R R AR 3 AR K, AbEE S AbFE 6
Fab 3 7 FREAHLUIE S TTHICECE , kb HE 5 R >4 1
WU AL AL E AbFE 6 i AE AN EE 7 ) 2 5,0 ~
40 em HJEHEEAL R AALEL 6 B E 4R AL HE 5
ML 7 19 3.91,2.57 %, AbHE 5 FNAbBE 7 7E
160 em PR BE LA A S [A) F2 B8 A R 4, b B 6 7
80 ~120 em + )29 R, 160 em WE LI F NH, -N
JT it L SEAR YR AR

AN [A)ita AR = FE 2252 N, -N 7E 0 ~40 em +

= = = 1o
Prib B, JZR) 2RI L, LUK AE 40 ~ 160 em L3P
NIL*-NJF T L /mg kg 1 NII, N LE/mg-kg ! NIL*-NJE T /mg kg ! NIL*-NJR T /mg kg 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
40 40t a0t 40t
£ 80 g 80t g g0} g 80l
i 120 [ 120} E 120 L 120f
- wrvie T T - RELFE
—e— 51 K —— X —— BRI —— 5 LR ELE
160 —=— SR 160 St 160 —=— IR 160y R
—a— I3 —a— 3T —a— 3 IR —— 3R
200 R AT 200 =6 AU 200 | AR 2001l = AR BT
(a) (b () (d)
NH, " -NJE & t/mg-kg ™! NH, "N & th/mg-kg ! NIL ' -NJ E/mg-kg !
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
40 1 40 40}
g s0f 5 sor £ sof
= = il
I 120 F < 120} 120
- —— T T S R
160 | —— 2T i —a R T 160} = I2IREGT
—A—SI3IRRAT: 2 | A —a— 3 IR
—— A B —a— 3R fl‘} DA
200 AT 2001 e AU 200 TRAUIR
(e) ()
B 1 AFEFEARE T NH, -N 78 3825 SR m
Fig. 1 Effect of different fertilization patterns on soil NH,” -N migration and accumulation

(a) 2bFE1 (b) AbFE2  (c) ZLFH3

(d) 4bFE4

(e) Wb¥E5 (f) &b¥e6 (g) LLFH7T
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HEUIE R, 2 40 em DL S [A) it AR AR X - 1 o
NH, -N Jfiim b 22 %A 1. 81 mg/kg, 160 em VAT
+ 4 NH, -N N2t L5,

AR NH, -N 76 0 ~40 cm )2 HF1
SRR TR b L AR 4 Oy 22408, A B 1
FAbEE 4 NH, -N V35 BRI A IR F] 0. 05 7K 7 2
2550 HoA A B 2 (] 3k 2 3 22 S A B 1 b H 4
FALHEL S NH, -N “F-¥ it AR 2] 0. 05 /KT 2%
ZE5t  HA AN 2 [ IR ) 3% 25 5% . NH -N 7£ 0 ~
40 em 12 T34 BB RT3 i b AR B /MK
YN AbEE 6 AbPE 3 AbERT7 AbEE4 KbPE 1 AbHES
ARFE 2, B ER it TCATLAE (4 A BB K T B it A ALK
Bt A ALAE | Bt JCAILAE LA K A HLAE A1 G HLAE BE it
3FESL T, A £ 0 ~ 40 em 13 NH, -N
ZHEMBZL,

2.2 NO; -N 7ETEFHHER RR

AR ACEL T NO; -N A5 WL IE 2, 4b3E 1
EAEPE2 NO; -N ¥ FZAERIZ 0 ~40 em Ab R 4b
B REPIR AL 2 5 1.99 £, kb B 1 NO, -N 7E
40 ~ 80 cm Ak H 3 R ARG T it A AL A0 Y b 3 2
NO; -N 7 4 R BEK J5 # A R 3, B R 2
NO; -NBEIH AR R, WA 2 SR b33
b HE 4 £33 NO; -N EZAERZE 0 ~40 em Ab 2R

#£4 0~40cm T E NH, -N FHEREFEHRELL
Tab.4 Average soil NH, -N accumulation and

content in 0 ~ 40 cm soil layer

NH -NFHEBU NHy N PR

LI TS
/kg-hm =2 /mg-kg ™!
1 6.57¢ 1. 94
2 3.81" 1.45°
3 14.32¢ 3.18¢
4 6.95° 1.97¢
5 5.994 1.82°
6 23.42° 4.6
7 9.12f 2.29¢

T ARFFRFRR a=0.05 K LR BE, TR,

40 ~80 cm 1 120 ~ 160 em 2+ H B 2 FRIE | LT 4
7E 40 ~ 80 cm H1 80 ~ 120 em Ab Hi 38 2R | Jiti L AL
NEAEZ B4R FE 3 NO, -N TRIRE IR, RAIE(E
R, AEFE 6 7E 0 ~40 cm BY B> 9 A7 5
LI T (19 1.7 .7.4 f5, 4035 %5 2 WK G 1E
80 ~ 120 cm Ab H BRI AH | AT BB IZ AL A K ALBRAFTE,
AbBR T HE 40 ~ 80 em Ab H BRI AR, i i it AT A Ab
FH6 55 4 HE/KIG 0 ~80 em A4 PN i & Lot B i
B,

NO; -N 7E -3 P i i it Lt SRR 2 & IR 2

. o v R -
O Ab PR3 B R4S, 464y, b3 R AR T E 0 NO; -N 7E 0 ~40 em +
NO; -Nffiitlb/mg-kg™! NO;3 -NJfi # H./mg-kg ! NO; -NJftib/mg-kg ! NO; -NiE H/mg-keg !
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
407 40t 40 40t
§ sor 5 sor § sor 5 80y
o it ! i
R = s =
1% 120 1 i 120 h 120+ i 120 +
= ) - = -
160k +751’%1/!\H1H 160 —— T 1IRIRFF —— 1R 1601 —— T LIRELFT:
60 —=— D RIRAY —— 2 REAT 1601 = R —— ORI
T Ay A 3Gy —— R —— B3R
200! —H— AR AF 200l = EAWIAT 200l == AV 200l =¥ AR
(@) () © (@
NO; -NJii&H/mg-kg ! NO; -NJii & Hi/mg-kg ! NO; -NJfi & H/mg-kg !
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
40 40 40
E 80t § 80 E 80
! S 45
5 L ©
g 1207 1% 120 7 120
+ = +
—— ST KURFY —— S IRULY —— ST RULAY
160 —=— SV 160 - ST 160 - ;z,ﬁm
—— SV —— 3REUY —— AU
200 == EBAVIR A 200 R B4 200 == AT
(O] (] @

[ 2

AT AEAL X L5 NOS -N 3% R 20

Fig.2 Effect of different fertilization patterns on soil NO; -N migration and accumulation

(a) ZbFE1  (b) 4bFE2 (c) 4bFE3

(d) 4b3g4

(e) WbFES5 (f) 4b¥6 (g) 4bFE7
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209 BB AT L, LLUAE 40 ~ 160 em H3EHE)
R B ,160 em LLTF 13 NO, -N ANAZi s
AFEEALAEE NO; -N 7E 0 ~40 em T 3EHF-3
FEEAPEY R L EE 5l d T 2208, NO; -N
ZFHBEA I HAE] 0.05 K EES, A2
L3 4 Z [H] NO; -N -3 i [ AR A F] 0. 05 7K
e AP [a] iR 1 i 2 22 5 | VAT &
FEAALE 1 AbFR S FOALER 7, AbBE 2 SA0FE 4 4bF 3
5AbHE 6 ¥R AF] 0. 05 KB 2257 (H =453
0.05 KV & %R, ANFEMIELIET NO; -N 78
0 ~40 em TJEH Y734 R i T AR
FIMKIRN AR 6 AbFR 3 AbFE S AbFE 1 AbFE 4
AbFE 2 AbFE 7, B A AN T 383 kg/hm® B,
MR BRI A < Bt TTHLAE | it A HLIE A P
FITEHLAE L it , 24 i & K T 600 kg/hm® B, HLjifi
TCHUIEAHRAE R T Huii A ML, B A ALAL | i
TeALIE L A WL A JCHLAE Bt 3 ARG o0, it A
2 0 ~160 ecm T HEH NO;-N B EMZE T
#&5 0~40 cm Tk NO; -N EHEREMERELL
Tab.5 Average soil NO; -N accumulation and content

in 0 ~40 cm soil layer

LhEE NO; -N B ZEBHE NO; -NE¥ L hsEdrar &

5 /kg-hm -2 /mg-kg™! /kg+hm ™2
1 104. 46° 45.91° 26 010°
2 52.48" 38.09" 25 740"
3 238.06° 67. 56° 26 325°
4 68. 731 39.37" 25 815"
5 164. 88° 54.92¢ 26 070°
6 280. 50" 73.54° 26 400°
7 37. 825 34. 66 26 055°
KI5

NH," -N 7 1E L, 5 ¢ - e AR T i, 40 ~ 160 cm
ARk NH, -N B A IER R, H A [R] it NE A =X
it 22576 0 ~ 1. 81 mg/kg Z[A], -3 NH, -N
JE LA SR, 5 AT AT 0 AR g 4 SR —F
NH, -N £ R FEZ 0 ~40 cm , {H BRI 24

T NO; -N BFER 7. 4% ,NH, -N Xt F /K ()75 Y
B H /N, NO; -N A7 5L, AN B 4 8 e (A I i
WK F# ,NO; -N EEAE 0 ~40 em +)2FE
I, S Ak S ahie— 80, B A A HLIE AT HL
e HCTt 5 it BRI 20 A A ¢, 5% a
RAETCHLUAE te A MLAE AT HLAE Bl it 22 FH 2 248 —
B, AT RE R IIARTA] 22 B B ST IA it A
W2 NO; -N £ T3 rh BRI £ | 5 A U 5845
SAERL

AhFE 2 AbPR 4 AR 7 FHE 0 ~40 cm NO; -N
(1) A LA AN T Ab 2 7 SR ARG /)y s b PR
7 MR AL BE 4 FIALER 2 K, A e R AR A
HIE R 1.31% , A3 7 AHUE M P
TC XS Hh T 7K AT G AU /0N, T3 1 A /N
W O A AR

4 it

(1) HOGIRZE d, A [a] i AL 2 2520 0 ~
40 em -3 NH, -N #9734 R E MY i L,
1 EL Bt TCATLIE AR IO K T St A AILIE , T 5 it A
Fictyit R AR L i 20 i A B G, 40 em
DU £k NH, -N S AR ke . it Hl
HE it TCHLAE A K A8 HILAE AN JEHLAE B it 3 ol 150
T A EMZ 0 ~40 em T3 NH-N 2 E#
W,

(2)NO; -N Jiis R 2 m IR, AN [R] it AT AR
HEZM 0 ~40 cm 12 NO; -N (-3 R
SRR EL, 20t AR A 383 kg/hm® B, UK
F/IMEIR Sy - Bt JCHLAL | BRit A HILAE A HLAE A
HUIBEC i , 24 5t 20 & K T 600 kg/hm® i}, B TCHL
REAE R A R T Bt 7 AILAE , 2Rt A0 it 22 2 st
wILWEZ DA EA KL, FitA UL BTl
NE LA KA HLAE A TEHLAE B i 3 A4 B0 T, il 0 ik b
% ,NO; -NTEO0 ~40 em TIEH EREBL TE0 ~
160 em + 58 rf i 7% VR B TR, SRR 0G U i K
160 cm LR+ NO; -N A2t AL 520

(3) A HLAEFNTCHLAE Be fte i) b 2 7 kb sl
FAE DX H I 5 3 0 e AR AR AR

2 % x #t
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