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FHRBEERS TENET » BRAE BRI o ZiSH RGN (LB » HiH
PEE - BIEBE/EFFE0352 015 0102 0.05» HESAE 15T » (HIESEE @ »
BEBEAERMMERIE © H4t » Turner(1976)18 HHBE S —F N E WEEE 075 T H
HESR A BEEHEAN 55060 » B RIEBPEER o
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Garner(1958)# &5 * WE H NO;NEREE01% (BEEL EF » JLAWEMERHE T
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HE HEE 22t /hatis » 1 B 1l ¥R 4 i B NO,-NF 28T » {H G F 853 204t /halkf » - 1870
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Fig. 1 Effect of N fertilizer and chicken compost on yield of sweet corn
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Fig. 2 Effect of N fertilizer and chicken compost on yield of sweet corn
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Fig. 3 Intercation of N fertilizer and chicken compost on yield of sweet corn
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Table 1 ANOVA analysis

Source of 1990 1991
variation
I-value Pr>F F-value Pr>F
REP T.81*# 0.0004 13.26== D .0001
N 4.31+# 0.0383 5. l2=+ 0.0244
M 12.2]1 %+ 0.0001 4,78+  (.0067
NXM 1.64 0.1399 2,30+ 0.0367

LR B

FEELHE N B B2 H B0y B R AR ~ BRI R R R E AR (NE) ~ 5 B 33840
7 2 KFE I o HENEHEFELEKZ2HESR FHZYE | 2 FZREEH TR K
5 HEEZEE (R ITHEPRENER) T+ (LE B & < b R ER)+ HEREHAE X
HER TN ER) , ME R B R FERERNEMERE LIS F R ZE (Lian 1991) ©

BEBNEHEE —FHARPE —F H» LHMEESE S8R A » H172kg/kgN L
T} 25 21 8kg/kgN » B RIEBAD T » + BB (L E B A BT > RSB SR s
o [HFERI & Z I > fEVMIINEMEE R » EFNFHERR o LB ZEEH » MtE
NEfE /& 21.8kg/kgN » ffi H {2 &0 150kegN /hath » B 19.6kg/kgN » T 1 i HE 3 HE T
15t/haf® » NE{E 2 13.6kg/kgN o F 3 HE U & 2 B AR » 35— FEH9H 9-19.8%HH & 47
TEYI B L » 35 "5 33.6-47.2%# B 0§ B RSB SR B » 5 —EF47% » &8
THEB173% BEPHEFEHEID o UMM Vi o HETT F R R AR AR » A [RRE A
A5t P & o

HEIH & EARERTL T35 » MEKEYE AT 5523370 o T B 354 [ #
HREBEE  HERANEGATRESST o« HIEEEE R TEARG » BB MHBEERE
1F 3.68kg/kgNEA I & @ DL S i o ANEE B b 55 — 4F 450 32 F1 A %0268 27 112 3. 25k g /kgN LA
T HEAFERERE BoFEEAREAYERSE » SOEKH M » 3R 2
792 kg kegN * fFoREHIZER o



< 2 FKIETH E K (Honey 236)& AL A2 (1990)

Table 2 Efficiency of N fertilizer for sweet corn at fall season

N applied N-absorbed
Yield Nitrogen
Treat- F-N M-N dry-w Plant—-N NI M-N F=N efficiency
ment (Kg N/ha)  (kg/ha) (kgN/ha) (kg/kgN) (%) (%) (kg/kgN)
NoMo 0 0 1544 89.6 17.2 e - —-
NoMs 0 46.5 1615 96.8 16.4 9.8 == B
NoMzo ) 93.0 1679 104 .2 16.1 I = L
NoMis 0 139.5 1630 11325 14 .4 Ifel == 2.406
Mslo 150 0 1681 96. 6 17.4 -- 4.7 0.82
NisoMs 150 46.5 1748 100.8 17.3 9.0 -- 1.56
NisoMho 150 3.0 1781 107.0 16.6 bl == 1.86
NisoMis 1a¢ 1395 1760 119.4 12 o 1hig == 2.40
¢ 3 FKPETH 2K (Honey 236)& IR AY {8 F %528 (1901)
Table 3 Efficiency of N fertilizer for sweet corn at fall season
N applied N-absorbed
Yield Nitrogen
Treat- FsN - M=-N dry-w Plant-N NE M-N F-N efficiency

ment (Kg N/ha)  (kg/ha) (kgN/ha) (kg/kgN) (%) (%) (kg/kgN)

Noo 0~ 0 1408 64 .48 21.8 - - -
NoMe 0 46.5 1637 86. 45 18.9 47,2 == 8.92
NoMso 0 93.0 2008  102.47 19.6 40.8 -- 8.00
NoMes 018905 1729 10138 15.5 33.6 =- 5.21
NisoMo 150 - 0 1772 90 . 40 19.6 = 113 3.39
NisoMs 150 46.5 1911  111.93 17.1 46,3 7.92
MusoMio 150 93.0 2163  123.38 17.5 35.5 —- 6.21
NisoMis 150 139.5 1959  144.37 13.6 38.7 - 5.26
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B Rk A F IR - SR 88 & 5 B i L (NOy-N B NH,-N)

Table 4 Soil inorganic N content during growing period

Soil inorganic N content

In &N

Treat
-ment oW W 2W 4W aw 11W
1990, (kgN/ha)
NoMo 3226 5102 60 .97 75.02 73.74 56.02
NoMs 40 .20 59.62 T7.02 88.71 84 .26 Tl ea
NoMun 44 .01 69 .60 90.83 101.44 89 .97 79.02
N M 56.95 1890 10958 Hl5] 107.04 94 .69
NisoMo 61.14 Q8 .35 92 .98 109 .58 94 .74 T Sy
N1soMs o T 103.70 L1374 124 .06 102.18 80 .69
N1soMio 89 .02 12936 13158 44104 12554 107 .34
NisoMis 99,52 135.44 15283 15543 b2 lh 135, 24
1991, (kgN/ha)

N Mo 40.18 53 .40 Henl 68 .58 Gl 47 54 .04
N Ms 49 .60 65.29 T3 02 .39 79.42 62.79
No Mo 58.00 85.83 02896 ' 12450 LD T 95.10
N Mis By .35 054 | 11149  1EEEg 137 .00 104 .20
N1s0Mo 57.95 69.12 78.24 90.75 89,54 68 .64
N1soMs 65.40 78.02 B9.13 - 10F.55 100.54 74 .24
N1soMio 76.07 0583  113.52 138.90 123 .73 98 .58
N1soMis 90.13 117.19  136.96 161.04 158.49 12397

A 1990 1991

3.8 -

36 - 2 MHOM10Q = HO M0

en ol 0.295 week | ¢ NTSOMI0 TN

3.2 4 ’

S;D = 1

2.8 - 0_051,”““-1 0.041week

ii 1 0.124 week “*-—:-_.5_

20 | S.0ES wnul-;'1 0.052 wesk

2.0 . Y . . . ' ' : ' -

2 4 6 8 10 129 2 4 & 8 10 12
t(weeks) t(weeks)
] 4 S LR B BB AL R AY S ( HEAD F 2 1008 )

Fig. 4 Amount of N mineralized with time after applicatien
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Table o Changes of total plant N content during growing period

Total plant N content

Treat
-ment O 1V 2N 4¥ SW 11W
1990, (kgN/ha)
No Mo 0 B.15 0.79 12.58 o) .82 89.60
No Ms 0 015 0.98 14.08 5713 9615
No Mio 0 ol 1.10 14 2] 63.85 104.16
No Mis 0 .10 Lodh 14.85 T72.39 I3 4b
Niso Mo () 0.14 0.83 13.68 56.06 96.55
Niso Ms 0 .15 107 bd.33 59.28 100,80
Niso Mio () 0.16 I:hd 14.76 66.19 107.00
Niso Mis 0 £ 300 I 1.51 16.74 74 .88 119.38
1991, (kgN/ha)
No Mo 0 0.14 0.63 4.93 38.99 bd .48
No Ms 0 B B 0.69 £ oL 43.98 86.45
No Mio () (. 1T 0.79 SR 05.01 102 .47
No Mis 0 D.19 1.04 8.44 76.29 83
Niso Mo ) .13 0.75 4 .86 L 90 .40
Niso Ms 0 0.16 0.96 6.10 29. 70 101.93
Niso Mao 0 0.18 103 §.94 64 .24 12388
Niso Mis ) [l e 10.05 85.15 Tdd 37

7% 6 A w R LI AE (No) BOoE 28 5 ()

Table 6 Potential Ny and K values of N mineralization for treatments

1990 1991 Avg.

Treat

-ment K(week) N(kg/ha) K(week) N(kg/ha) K(week) N(kg/ha)
M Mo 0.042 394 0.032 314 0.037 354
Mo Ms 0.055 388 0.043 334 0.049 361
No Mo 0.0561 436 0.052 4472 0.052 439
No Mis 0.046 004 0.061 465 0.054 485
Niso Mo 0.064 317 0.004 n.S 0.034 n.s
Niso Ms 0.066 320 0.025 5 0.046 n.s
Niso Mio 0.062 366 ° 0.041 519 0.052 443
Niso Mis 0.063 455 0.038 665 0.051 460
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Table 7 Soil pH and O.M. content before planting each year

pH O.M.(%)
Treat
-ment 1990 1991 1992 1990 1991 1992
M. bohi 6.85 6.78 ol S 3.39
Miso 6.52 6.74 6.85 ke s S0
Mo 6.52 6.73 6.80 3. 72 3.29 3.19
Ms (.50 6.89 6.84 L R Saal 3.24
M hoh2 b, ¥h 6.79 3.0 0 3.36
Mis 057 6.81 6.83 e 3.47 3.58
=<8 BAERIERH RIS (1 H () - B ol AT B & B 2 2 4L
Table 8 So1l pH and O0.M. content after harvest each year
pll 0.M. (%)
Treat —
-ment 1991 1992 1991 1992
M, 6.63 6.84 3.2 487
Mo .59 6.68 305 J.84
M. 6.68 6.76 305 356
M- 6.74 6.86 2By .07
M b 53 6.65 .83 3.7
Mis 6.51 6.75 4.00 4.15
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=9 BKPERH AR R HEEENO-N SRR (B—F)
Table 9 Nitrate-N content in soil after harvest (1991)

Soil depth (cm)

Treat
-ment 0~=15 1530 30-50 =1 T0-120
ugN/g

No Mo 23] 9.81 b 115 Dtk 0.71
No Ms 26.58 11.07 6.05 6.43 2.83
No Muo 30.46 12.08 1) 13 .29 5.56
No Mus 37 .00 18.44 13.85 B 4.17
Niso Mo 32.20 10.04 4,49 2.94 0.60
Niso M 37.24 9.69 4 .67 NB2 1.48
Nuso Mo 45.28 13.78 7.18 6.47 0.81
Nuso Mos o AT 19.54 10.89 51 2083
#10  BKPER TR IR M % L BTN, NS 8L (B 4E)
Table 10 Nitrate-N content in soil after harvest (1992)

So1l depth (cm)
Treat
-ment =15 15-30 30-50 50-70 70-120
ugh/g

No Mo 20,82 14.22 12003 e 4.22
N. M 29.41 15.29 11.89 8.12 4.95
No Muo H7.98 16.23 6.59 6.18 6.46
No Mis 71.82 22.53 12 .98 12.69 0.3
Niwo Mo 29.:30 10.03 6.52 Shins 4.93
Nuso Me 46.49 12.09 7.14 6.79 4.99
Niso Mio 64 .87 17.10 bil2 i 5.40
Niso Mis 69 .80 18,57 11.98 0.88 4533

— B
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