K 5 R Vol.34 No.6
SOYBEAN SCIENCE Dec. 2015

F34E Hoell
20154 12 A

ERIEARKUESKAE FEERURFR

ZEP ANA, ERLLEER LA WL R
(1. BRI FRE B SN SRS VERBR S, BT 1A/ 150086 2. VLIRS 30 SERE2% Bt 375 W 110161)

W OE AR IR K0T F 7 X RSB R A R AR AR 20 SRl L AR YRR L A e /N IR o R R T
JitE AT £ {4 b 2 ( optimal treatment, OPT) , £ OPT J&fifi B iTisi AL, 1T 247 2 s H BN IR, 2550 %R KE
TFHHENE LT 835 B3 . 5 OPT A H, AN B B AR AR AR, K =43 k™ 14. 9% 14. 7% F1 18. 2% ; N hE A AE | 7
B FNEERE 43 598 6. 7% 8. 2% F1 6. 5% , OPT bR & A0 W AL ANEH AT 5% 4 R340 301 - 25 39. 6% 24. 6% T
41. 8% REERRS BT 8. 86,5. 48 F1 6. 82 kg-kg ™" 3 A W B A9 FEUL -5 22 4053 7 0. 26,1.26,0. 90,
o4 R E SR 45 T U B2 25 SR W2 AR = VA J5 Al AR 25 IX R S A SE B A R A, Jb 30 v R ARl AR A X T i AR 5T
BPAE, PR R AT R AR AR A X AN SRR R A AE

KRR BIRVIA s AR AR TS X K R 5 it AT %7
hE 43S :S158.3;S154. 4 MERFRIRED A DOI:10. 11861/j. issn. 1000-9841. 2015. 06. 1029

Study on the Effect of Balanced Fertilization of Soybean in Different Agricultural
Ecological Regions of Heilongjang Province
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(1. Institute of Soil Fertilizer and Environment Resources, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin 150086, China; 2. College of Land
and Environment Sciences of Shenyang Agricultural University ,Shenyang 110866, China)

Abstract; Based on the clear soil nutrient limiting factors and the information of farmers’ fertilization in the major soybean
production areas of Heilongjiang province, and according to Liebig’ s principle of minimum nutrient rate, the optimal treatment
(OPT) and nutrient omission treatments were designed in the field experiments. The experimental results showed that the
effect of balanced fertilization on economic benefits of soybean was significant. Without the application of nitrogen, phosphor-
us, potassium, sulfur, boron and zinc fertilizers, the soybean yield decreased by 14.9% , 14.7% , 18.2% , 6.7% , 8.2%
and 6. 5% , respectively, compared with OPT. For OPT, the fertilizer use efficiency of nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium
were 39.6% , 24. 6% and 41. 8% on average, respectively, the agronomic fertilizer use efficiency of nitrogen, phosphorus
and potassium were 8. 86, 5. 48 and 6. 82 kg-kg ™' on average, respectively. For OPT, the apparent equilibrium coefficient of
nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium were 0. 26, 1. 26 and 0. 90 on average, respectively. Efficient nutrient management strat-
egy of soybean in eastern of Heilongjiang province, Sanjiang plain agricultural ecological sections, focuses on supplement
phosphorus and boron fertilizer, emphasis on potash in northern, cold agricultural ecological sections, applying sulphur, zinc
fertilizer and boron fertilizer in the arid and semiarid agriculture.
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WA TR BA B AL 593.305 hm®  JEFR[E HE,

LR R A S, RO RBIBITA ELEN
BEEY 22— FERE R A 275.1 77 hm?,
2009 AEFE R AL K, g 486.3 T hm’, SR TIBE S
i WA ey el K[| ety NS R S N (1 DS 1 28 S
HAORAG, LBl 2 22, 7™ 3 B 10 AR R oo K 0 R
P, 2009 ~2013 4K G AR AT AN 486.3 75 hm® |
K% 230.2 5 hm®, TR T 52.7% . H 1980 ~2013
AEDL SR, R E N 188.3 ~748.0 1 t, V¥ N
444.8 7 t; B 1 058 ~2 408 kg-hm 2 SEH K
1653 kg - hm > BB BV R BB E R FR R

s H#3:2015-05-18

SURER e v (il o0 3R A R =2 R BRI R R
REERENRZ — RHEF M Y R i H 2
LG, BRI 4 7 R A B B B R B
HGHE , KA [ R 5 B R 19 50% ~ 60%
PR AR IR IF SRUE S R R R L
T B, WA ATTIE 4 it FH LR Bl R SR K A
L5988 1 A e EE D, R Rl 2 PR A 245988 R [
By, FEARDW= . B AR AREE R
R B B A B R W 3 i T St fE
PR R

EEWB : MREBRFHL &R0 H (2014DFA31820) 5 IR BAE) & FRATFE T 9E B3 H (IPND) .
FE—EFRM BEER(1962-) L, WL A5 R, EENSRYE R S ALHT S . E-mail: Liyuyingl 023@ 163. com,



1030 KX =5 B 2 6 1]

IR TTAR KA 7= i A A 1 F2 ) . —
Je AW R TR L B RS G B e b
JLRBRZ s —RNERHHE AN . A SCE T 241K
BeWESE, B eI R e VLA R B 37 X 3R 43 R
il P BRI TR A 2SRRI 23 - i R AL
Pt R B RBOEIE A, iy BRI T4 A Rl A= %5
DX R 5 7 i Ot FE £ L S A ML A ST

1 %

1.1 RIEigit

5T 2012 ~ 2014 AR SR Ip VLA AR — 110
JrA A A X A T AR B Jb s gE A AR A
X b Ze T  oT B Rk v B e Rl R
S| e P 0 R = N X oy F AN N = 1 7 =
17 A R 3500 (1 B AR £
AT 3 A9 SRR . ISR A () /N X 56
e, T ASKE B AR R A el 2 R AR P IR A
B0 2R LA e /NI G 2R D 3 it IS e A Ak 3
Wi (OPT) , 78 OPT JEfith [ & 1A [ AL #E ; /N X
A 21 m* 3 WE R, BEYLIX A HEF . /N R
BUBIT I, N T HEAE 42K, % 3 R 35 Ji bk -hm 2,
RIEHIRZ (&% N 46% ) , W I H 5 o B2 45 (%

P,05 46% ) , ¥ IE S AL 81 (& K, 0 60% ) , FEAL
RREE( % Zn 20% ) W E A HE (5 S23% ), i
FHIREE (% B 11% ) , B A7 RE AR 2 34 A A — it
AR FHIE G2 M e P A B K S R, R A
NET A W 1, il b B L3R 2
1.2 MEMESAZE

TR AR J5 23 0 R SRR AR o)
Brosi H - 41 pH | HURCA SO AR AT RO
AR AR B 5 WOR I SR AR A AR FORERLRE i
O3 MTAEAR AR A W 9 &, SR TR A0
Brimie
L3 HiESH

A% F Excel 2007 F1 DPS 7. 05 £ \[) iR E e
IR G HA TG . SOl Bt R AT

NERLE A Z(RE, % ) = (i I DX AE P ik
Fror e — TAE XA R 0 ) X 100/ 7 A &

MR 22K (AE  kg-kg ™) = (i IE X 4855 7
i — B XA )/ (I8 X I8 £ — Bk 2R DXt
L)

Fe4r I (kg-hm ™) = KR HRHE 15597 4)
okt = [R5 (% ) x F5FF T8 + FPhise
i (% ) x FPRL T ] /100

&1 TEEREAN

Table 1 Soil basic fertility
. AL HRR AR WE AR ASe AR AT
X Hi S L
pH oM N P, 05 K,0 S B 7n
Region Site and soil
/gkg ! /mg-kg ™! /mg-kg™" /mg-kg™! /mg-kg™" /mg-kg™'  /mg-kg™!
A8 R )
6. 16 53.74 191. 30 37.20 207. 60 10. 80 0.58 3.04
East Meadow soil of Fujin
EWHHEHKL
6.03 43.62 191. 60 29.70 217.90 17.20 0.40 1.46
Meadow soil of Baoqing
B[ ez B4
6. 64 52.31 269. 50 57.90 152. 00 12. 40 0.94 2.67
North Black soil of Beian
Bt
6.17 47.19 176. 80 43. 60 182.70 18.40 0.83 2.16
Black soil of Nenjiang
5. 64 62.53 291. 60 20. 80 183. 10 16. 50 0. 65 2.76
Black soil of Xunke
TP ER RE B+
6.34 41.83 183. 40 23.90 168. 20 27.40 0. 68 1.87
Midlle-west Black soil of Qing’an
HHER L
6. 10 50. 53 223.80 37.40 176. 90 13.90 1.40 1. 64
Black soil of Hailun
Al
6.38 49. 82 194. 00 23.70 207. 60 19. 00 1.17 1.59
Black soil of Keshan
(S
6.72 39.16 183. 60 25.40 167. 50 15.70 0.61 1.85

Black soil of Yi’an
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Table 2 The experimental treatments of balanced fertilization on soybean

R2 KRETEHERRKLHE

WK it i N P,0. K,0 Vak=1 B TR FE b A
Gypsum Zinc sulphate Borax Cost
Region Site Treatment  /kg-hm™>  /kg-hm™?  /kg-hm~? 5 5 o o
/kg+hm /kg+hm /kg+hm /yuan+hm
i =1 OPT 45 82.5 75 135 - 15 1326
East Fujin 0-N 0 82.5 75 135 - 15 1130
0-P 45 0 75 135 - 15 824
0-K 45 82.5 0 135 - 15 851
0-S 45 82.5 75 0 - 15 1183
0-B 45 82.5 75 135 - 0 1281
T OPT 52.5 75 60 135 22.5 - 1403
Baoging 0-N 0 75 60 135 22.5 - 1142
0-p 52.5 0 60 135 22.5 - 992
0-K 52.5 75 0 135 22.5 - 928
0-S 52.5 75 60 0 22.5 - 1295
0-Zn 52.5 75 60 135 0 - 1299
G411 b OPT 40 67.5 82.5 135 22.5 - 1319
North Bei’an 0-N 40 67.5 82.5 135 22.5 - 1145
0-P 40 67.5 82.5 135 22.5 - 908
0-K 40 67.5 82.5 135 22.5 - 797
0-S 40 67.5 82.5 0 22.5 - 1211
0-Zn 40 67.5 82.5 135 0 - 1216
T OPT 55 67.5 75 135 22.5 - 1337
Nenjiang 0-N 0 67.5 75 135 22.5 - 1097
0-p 55 0 75 135 22.5 - 928
0-K 55 67.5 0 135 22.5 - 862
0-S 55 67.5 75 0 22.5 - 1229
0-Zn 55 67.5 75 135 0 - 1233
i v OPT 40 82.5 75 135 - 15 1304
Xunke 0-N 0 82.5 75 135 - 15 1130
0-P 40 0 75 135 - 15 802
0-K 40 82.5 0 135 - 15 829
0-S 40 82.5 75 0 - 15 1196
0-B 40 82.5 75 135 - 0 1259
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Gypsum Zinc sulphate Borax Cost

Region Site Treatment  /kg-hm™?  /kg-hm™?  /kg-hm~? 5 o -2 -

/kg+hm /kg+hm /kg+hm /yuan-hm

g R R OPT 60 90 75 - 22.5 15 1432
Midlle- Qing’an 0-N 0 90 75 - 22.5 15 1169
west 0-p 60 0 75 - 22.5 15 882
0-K 60 90 0 - 22.5 15 955
0-Zn 60 90 75 - 0 15 1326
0-B 60 90 75 - 22.5 0 1385
a3 (Y OPT 52.5 90 82.5 135 22.5 15 1545
Hailun 0-N 0 90 82.5 135 22.5 15 1329
0-p 52.5 0 82.5 135 22.5 15 1043
0-K 52.5 90 0 135 22.5 15 976
0-S 52.5 90 82.5 0 22.5 15 1438
0-Zn 52.5 90 82.5 135 0 15 1442
sl OPT 52.5 90 65 135 22.5 - 1399
Keshan O-N 52.5 90 65 135 22.5 - 1147
0-p 52.5 90 65 135 22.5 - 851
0-K 52.5 90 65 135 22.5 - 987
0-S 52.5 90 65 0 22.5 - 1291
0-Zn 52.5 90 65 135 0 - 1295
1§78 OPT 55 82.5 75 135 22.5 15 1473
Yian 0-N 0 82.5 75 135 22.5 15 1233
0-p 55 0 75 135 22.5 15 971
0-K 55 82.5 0 135 22.5 15 998
0-S 55 82.5 75 0 22.5 15 1365
0-Zn 55 82.5 75 135 0 15 1369
0-B 55 82.5 75 135 22.5 0 1428

JRFT 9007C -1~ s FATBEMEF52 8007C -1~ 5 GALHI3 6007C -t~ s BRBE4 S007T -1~ s HIRE3 0007T 17"
Urea 1 900 yuan-t ~!; triple superphosphate 2 800 yuan-t~!; muriate of potash 3 600 yuan«t ~!; zinc sulfate 4 500 yuan+t ~!; sodium borate 3 000
1

yuan+t” .
SEXIU T 14, 9% | ATt RE ST Y™ 14, 7%, it
2 HERIAW BRAE Y™ 18. 2% , ANt AR AL ™ 6. 7% , A Jita i Uk
2.1 FEEEX XS = ENE TSN 72 8. 2% AR 6. 5% o 45U R AL FE K B
R GG 45 5 R I S A AR X R G Bk SE38F OPT, Ui e A b B T & 3. A7 AT
PEVERH (£ 3) . S (OPT) Mk, A AE Xt B mi e K, ok 2 AU, B2 IR, A
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Table 3 Different treatment of fertilization on the yield and benefits of soybean

. e e Fﬁi e = JA A xﬁzﬁ
Region Site Treatment Yield Increase Increase Cost Benefits
/kg+hm 2 /kg-hm =2 /% /yuan -hm ~2 /yuan+hm 2
pig B OPT 3080 - - 1326 -
East Fujin 0-N 2485 595 19.3 1130 2184
0-P 2550 530 17.2 824 1618
0-K 2784 296 9.6 851 709
0-S 2987 93 3.0 1183 229
0-B 2812 268 8.7 1281 1027
Rl OPT 3180 - - 1403 -
Baoging 0-N 2783 397 12.5 1142 1327
0-P 2530 650 20. 4 992 2189
0-K 2619 561 17.6 928 1769
0-S 2994 186 5.8 1295 636
0-Zn 2935 245 7.7 1299 876
0-B 2831 349 11.0 1358 1351
Jb#z OPT 2859 - - 1319 -
Bei'an 0-N 2477 382 13.4 1145 1354
0-P 2598 261 9.1 908 633
0-K 2318 541 18.9 797 1642
0-S 2673 186 6.5 1211 636
0-Zn 2715 144 5.0 1215 472
B[ T oPT 2829 - - 1337 -
North Nenjiang 0-N 2491 338 11.9 1097 1112
0-P 2623 205 8.2 926 409
0-K 2310 519 19.8 862 1601
0-S 2678 150 6.5 1229 492
0-Zn 2644 185 6.9 1233 636
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Region Site Treatment Yield Increase Increase Cost Benefits
/kg+hm =2 /kg+hm =2 /% /yuan-hm ~2 /yuan-hm =2
b b OPT 2791 - - 1304 -
North Xunke 0-N 2417 374 13.4 1130 1322
0-P 2530 261 9.4 802 542
0-K 2167 624 2.4 829 2021
0-S 2659 132 4.7 1196 420
0-B 2583 208 7.5 1259 787
s R OPT 3168 - - 1432 -
Midlle- Qing’an 0-N 2652 516 11.9 1169 1801
west 0-p 2501 667 8.2 882 2118
0-K 2697 471 19.8 955 1407
0-Zn 3019 149 6.9 1326 490
0-B 2950 218 9.3 1385 825
1S OPT 3042 - - 1545 -
Hailun O-N 2641 401 1.8 1329 1388
0-p 2752 290 9.5 1043 658
0K 2376 666 21.9 976 2095
0-S 2827 215 7.1 1438 753
0-Zn 2881 161 5.3 1442 541
il OPT 2398 - - 1399 -
Keshan O-N 1974 424 17.7 1171 1468
0-p 1859 539 2.5 851 1608
0-K 2094 304 15.9 987 804
0-S 2173 225 9.4 1291 792
0-B 2219 179 7.5 1295 612
1z OPT 2842 - - 1473 -
Yi'an O-N 2328 514 18.1 1233 1816
0-p 2407 435 15.3 971 1238
0-K 2203 639 2.5 998 2081
0-S 2615 227 8.0 1365 800
0-Zn 2574 268 9.4 1369 968
0-B 2655 187 6.6 1428 703
2012 ~2014 OPT 2910 - - 1398 -
EHTE 0-N 2472 438 14.9 1172 1422
Average 0-P 2483 426 14.7 911 1122
0-K 2396 513 18.2 909 1487
0-S 2725 185 6.7 1276 543
0-Zn 2720 190 6.5 1311 595
0-B 2674 236 8.2 1369 934

KMk 4.0 I8 -kg ™ T

Price of soybean was 4. 0 yuan-kg .
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Table 4 Effect of balanced fertilization on the yield and benefits of soybean in different regions

- s Fﬂi 7 = Jiti A A Iﬁu‘ﬁ
Region Treatment Yield Increase Increase Cost Benefits
/kg+ha=? /kg+hm 2 /% /yuan-hm > /yuan+hm >

R OPT 3130 - - 1365 -
East 0-N 2634 496 15.9 1136 1756
0-P 2540 590 18.8 908 1904
0-K 2702 429 13.6 890 1239
0-S 2991 140 4.4 1239 433
0-B 2874 257 8.2 1290 952

e OPT 2826 - - 1320 -
North 0-N 2462 365 12.9 1124 1263
0-p 2584 242 8.9 879 528
0-K 2265 561 20. 4 829 1755
0-S 2670 156 5.9 1212 516
0-Zn 2680 165 6.0 1224 554

H s OPT 2863 - - 1462 -
Midlle-west 0-N 2399 464 14.9 1226 1618
0-P 2380 483 13.9 937 1406
0-K 2343 520 20.0 979 1597
0-S 2659 204 7.9 1355 709
0-B 2608 195 8.0 1369 713
0-Zn 2728 215 7.4 1406 755

2.2 KEFEHEIEX S RS BRI S0
GAAR 3N TER W AES KRB (F
5), OPT jib FH 0 40 F- ¥4 i 2 43 51 4 50,80 1 75
kg-hm = SR RECE 4351k 0. 26,383 /N T
1, B R A gy 1 e BB R 24 50% 9 0,50
kg-hm > (N &) BRI P59 A REW L K 5
RIS A3 - A7 1 8 5K, AR 7 b T3 2 4R v e
o BERTAE RS0 1,26, K F 1, 381 kg-hm >
(PO, 7 ) WAL WA i s , DRI I A i 65
~75 kg-hm ™ (P,05 % 1) KRS B, 81 (10 45 R
BOF39 9 0.90, W /N T 1, B0 69 5 2 1 &k 75
kg+hm 7 (K,0 &) , WIRo0 - 1 R B A —
SE R 5 23 1], {H A28 5 4k 2 R FR B 5850 25 R o, 40
75 kg+hm 7 (K, 0 F5) i AR IS B iR s R
SET - R T R 154 AR 3o TR el Ak B 3
AP FRE X 2o TR U0 b 3 R AR X S TR, T DL
FUBSHIES 55 70 2 2 ) (9 22 A PRS- 46 e AT 4 o
e, R, SRR R R AR 25 X S s, T R T
WRAT . — M F7 0 2 e b S B A e A, —

JENEALH & S BOPA E

AR AN A A XK T, AR =T ARl A=
AKX, OPT 4 3260 6 B 19 - 35 A 42 430 o 48. 8,
78.8 F167.5 kg-hm >, & WA ) - R 50O
4351k 0.27 1. 24 F10. 80 , 4 195 2 BOm i /N T
V(A RV A , B0 A RECRT 1, 819
S R BUNT 1, BB R AT D v, ZURER Y
HEAE . LB €L AR X, OPT ih# A w4
(R9SF-24 F i 43 900 45,72.5 F177. Skg-hm 2, &L,
BEFIHR BY~F- 17 2R 25072453 51 24 0.25,1..03 #10.92,
AT R A /N 1, B0 RECE T 1,47
WA 2B N T L B AR AN 2 . IRk
Ui, FEIZAE A X, R P it AL 7 A 3, rh e
FEL A By A A X, OPT A FHS0BE 40 14 35 1
0 55,88, 1 1 74. 4kg-hm >, & B AR 1
- R BT 4350 R 0. 27, 1. 38 1 0. 87, LT
RECEZ/NT 1, B0 RO T 1, 80 P &
BUNF 1, Ul B A SR AL, B 00 = e, B0
FH LA IR A
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Table 5 Soybean nutrient balance budget estimates
FTA FROF RE 3
B Hb i Nutrient input/kg+hm ~2 Nutrient output/kg+hm ~2 Balance coefficient
Region Treatment
N P,0; K,0 N P,0; K,0 N P,0; K,0
A i OPT 45 82.5 75 220.4 59.8 101.0 0.27 1.48 0.83
East Fujin O-N 0 82.5 75 202.0 49.0 82.9 0 1. 68 1.53
0-P 45 0 75 192.5 43.0 82.5 0.23 0 1.74
0-K 45 82.5 0 204.9 54.2 75.8 0.22 1.52 0
TG OPT 52.5 75 60 201.2 75.5 97.1 0.26 0.99 0.77
Baoqing 0-N 0 75 60 181.2 59.5 70.9 0 1.26 1. 06
0-p 52.5 0 60 175.7 52.7 78.3 0.30 0 0.96
0-K 52.5 75 0 195.9 58.1 67.5 0.27 1.29 0
B |50 b OPT 40 67.5 82.5 196. 4 76.4 90. 4 0.20 0.88 0.91
North Bei'an 0-N 0 67.5 82.5 179.6 62.7 67.7 0 1.08 1.22
0-p 40 0 82.5 175.6 57.1 80. 4 0.23 0 1.03
0-K 40 67.5 0 163.7 52.0 59.8 0.24 1.30 0
BT OPT 55 67.5 75 162.5 70.5 83.2 0.34 0.96 0.90
Nenjiang 0-N 0 67.5 75 137.2 60.9 64.8 0 1. 11 1. 16
0-P 55 0 75 155.5 51.2 74. 4 0.35 0 1.01
0-K 55 67.5 0 143.0 60. 6 53.8 0. 38 1. 11 0
AT OPT 40 82.5 75 193.1 63.5 78.4 0.20 1.24 0.96
Xunke O-N 0 82.5 75 176.2 54.8 61.7 0 1.51 1.22
0-p 40 0 75 179.2 47.1 70.4 0.22 0 1.07
0-K 40 82.5 0 164.3 47.1 50.0 0.24 1.75 0
HPE S R OPT 60 90 75 210.6 55.9 99.3 0.26 1.26 0.90
Middle-west Qing’an O-N 0 90 75 191. 6 39.2 75.3 0 2.30 1. 00
0-p 60 0 75 175.5 36.3 71.5 0.34 0 1.05
0-K 60 90 0 193.1 46. 8 72.2 0.31 1.92 0
WIS OPT 52.5 90 82.5 192.9 74.1 93.5 0.27 1.21 0.88
Hailun 0-N 0 90 82.5 172.7 52.5 94.0 0 1.71 0. 88
0-p 52.5 0 82.5 182.1 54.0 81.9 0.29 0 1.01
0-K 52.5 90 0 159. 4 50.9 61.8 0.33 1.77 0
gl OPT 52.5 90 65 180. 0 56.8 74.4 0.28 1.58 0.87
Keshan 0-N 0 90 65 160. 1 47.8 61.5 0 1. 88 1. 06
0-P 52.5 0 65 132.3 35.6 50.5 0. 40 0 1.29
0-K 52.5 90 0 156.3 43.1 47.4 0.34 2.09 0
K4 OPT 55 82.5 75 206. 8 55.8 90. 4 0.27 1.48 0.83
Yian 0-N 0 82.5 75 185.4 41.8 68.2 0 1.97 1. 10
0-P 55 0 75 179. 8 35.2 70.9 0.31 0 1.01
0-K 55 82.5 0 177.0 39.1 56.2 0.31 2. 11 0
o] OPT 55 75 67.5 197.1 65.7 89.7 0.26 1.26 0.90
Average O-N 0 75 67.5 176.2 52.0 71.9 0 1.61 1. 14
0-P 55 0 67.5 172.0 45.8 73.8 0.30 0 1.13
0-K 55 75 0 175.2 51.1 62. 1 0.29 1.65 0
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Table 6 Soybean nutrient balance budget estimates in different regions

BN Fror il A Z AL
B At Nutrient input/kg+hm ~2 Nutrient output/kg+hm =2 Balance coefficient
Region Treatment

N P, 0y K,0 N P, 0; K,0 N P, 0 K,0
R OoPT 48.8 78.8 67.5 210.8 67.7 99. 1 0.27 1.24 0. 80
East O-N 0 78.8 67.5 191.6 54.3 76.9 0 1.47 1.30
0-P 48.8 0 67.5 184. 1 47.9 80. 4 0.27 0 1.35
0-K 48.8 78.8 0 200. 4 56.2 71.7 0.25 1.41 0
163 OoPT 45.0 72.5 71.5 184.0 70. 1 84.0 0.25 1.03 0.92
North O-N 0 72.5 77.5 164.3 59.5 64.7 0 1.23 1.20
0-P 45.0 0 71.5 170. 1 51.8 75.1 0.27 0 1.04
0-K 45.0 72.5 0 157.0 53.2 54.5 0.29 1.39 0
g OPT 55.0 88. 1 74. 4 197.6 60.7 89.4 0.27 1.38 0. 87
Middle-west O-N 0 88. 1 74. 4 177.5 45.3 74.8 0 1.97 1.01
0-P 55.0 0 74. 4 167.4 40.3 68.7 0.34 0 1.09
0-K 55.0 88. 1 0 171.5 45.0 59.4 0.32 1.97 0
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Table 7 Effect of balanced fertilization on fertilizer

recovery efficiency of soybean (%)
AR BRI LR
H X FIHIZ GRS GRS

Region N recovery P recovery K recovery

efficiency efficiency efficiency
B East 38.6 24.0 43.1
4t North 39.7 25.8 41.4
HpEES Middle-west 36.8 23.2 46.2
- Average 38.4 24.3 43.6

®8 TEEENAKFREM

Table 8 Effect of balanced fertilization on agronomic

efficiency of fertilizer use (kg kg™")
ZHR East 9.12 7.55 6. 65
Jt3#E North 8. 10 3.36 5.53
Fr G Middle-west 9.35 5.53 8.29
-1 Average 8. 86 5.48 6. 82

3 #ipSitie

WFoE st R, BRI K o7 X R4 R
HI T EER KN AP, HOR S B Ml Zn, X 54
FeHGE R A — 2 W A T IR AR AR A B
Tl S 34— 297 R R, 45 4 B ST B A A Ee L T
Bic 77 i A — f ] 7 8% ~15% 1P LES e 3
ANTR A A 245 DX R 6 4% SR, -7 A X R 4
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