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#E 3 fib Saskatchewan I H4E+(0~20 em T E)HITRZZFH AT . L85 | KL
AR M3 AHEEME T # 3L EEAERIERZ 1. 675 gBINT LT 1 kg AW,
FAZH,BEHMABERRYIBEAE L IEP, EFEFE/NE R Biggan, A 12 KM 1, h
WiEE 6ok, LI 1EME 44 d YR, LI 2 3385 35 d IR, WK G ik E A AR 1
OCHAFIM T, 4 RHEF RS TYHER, b E MRS HIEEEL 1 mm 5405
A
1.2 REARE SRR

FEIAEE 24 EEIRTAME(RERD, S IKREE . £AM
B iE P A A 3R BN A BB 3% 23 8% [ CaHy (PO, ), - 2H,0 190 pg/g #H (KCI) 180 /g 8 (MeCly ¢
6H,0)10 pg/g . B (ZnCl,)4.0 pg/g 83 (CuCly- H,0)0.6 pg/g « %k (MnCl, - 4H,0)5.0 pg/g 58
(Na;Mo0,-2H,0)0.6 pig/g M (HyBO3) 1.5 pg/go XEEF I HIBMAELE T KT REHEAL
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8, %A NH;NO;, 5 f NaySO,, IR B A B> 518 4.0 /L #1 0.8 g/Ls

xR1 R EREAHER *®2 SnamE
7, g ' . ) . 3
- ffw IR GmPHRKERE B wmpy CEI LE2 BES
ST T T (/) (/) (%) (ds/m) ! N S N S N S
(pe/s)  (u/g) - 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 126 1.0 1.1 2280 1.60 0.11 5.5 3 2;3 43 208 % 328 48
4 20 80 400 20 320 M
2 4.2 2.7 3.2 190.0 0.64 0.15 7.8 5 320 40
6 20 80
3 2.2 3.0 3.p 203.0 2.10 0.10 7.5 7 200 40

1.3 REEHESHAEE

1.3.1 RBFEA HX24C,&E 16C,

1.3.2 £3_4H J110.001 mol/L CaCl, #BR A% NO; ~ N #1 SO7 ~ 3,0.5 mol/L NaHCO, 12
BOE mme e, FRes Ak, 8 KEEE RN E A ICP W E , B VLR A S
B, EC(4: KK 1:5) s Sl = , pH A pH i+ E .

1.3.3 #iHott  H HS0, - Hy0, ALt B35 & 2 8, F NaOBr T 4k ICP I F £ 5i
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2.1 EWmXTHRmBHKEN

INFERH E IR T ES TR 3 SMEHEY L HE 23N ETYRTEN LY
W, PR, A IRl EARRAETYR™ &, XKLL RS Steward FI Porter 7 % 89 %5
RO g WTE L3 A RN B E I T YR8, AR S R AR L BUE .

MEIRIEL ARKSRARENN I EZN TR, REEXTUE=EEE
MrEEME. £ LRI ML 2 b AERATYR”~E 2 5 EERAR 40 pg/g A 200
pg/go TEMLIENL b WG ES AR TY M= TH., MALIEI L, R 320 pg/e i
T HEHE 20 ~ 80 ng/g( AL ¥ 4,5,6), LA R FE B 40 pg/g 54 F L ME &L 200 ~ 320 pg/g( 40 7R
5,7) TR SRR B . £ AR 6 R LUK 200 pe/g FIBE 20 ~ 40 /g B2
EH, MRS ARNBERKTE AT ERARES, AR RIEH  2FXE TR,

®3 M E T YW R "R (AL g/ 2)
g o

b 1SDhes  LSDbor

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 b L 1.91 2.00 5.32 4.89 0.280  0.421
i) 0.8 - 0.75 0.89 0.86 0.108  0.157
2 AL 0.68 0.61 2.05 172 0.989  0.13]
Gl 0.46 0.50 0.72 0.61 0.075  0.109
3 Ho L 0.97 1.46 0.87 3.03 3.2 2.9 3.07 0.276  0.383
i 0.95 1.25 0.98 1.42 1.47 1.29 1.13 0.084 0.116

2.2 MhEETRI
22,1 MR REERER

MNERMER IR S EHRARK &R, RMERX D ER

el



70 - , FARIOL B2
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TERTA AR AL 32 R, P B AR AL T (40 pg/g) AR BB BE . 7EMRR 1% L&/
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1 # HitR 312
% mgy/t % my/ % wmg/E % g/ % myHE % oy % mg/H

1 L 0.83 11.8 2.56 50.5 2.95 157.0 3.12 152.4
i 0.82 7.0 1.97 14.6 1.62 14.5 1.59 13.7

2 L3 0.94 6.4 0.94 58 2.68 54.2 4.39 75.7
i3 0.73 3.4 0.69 3.4 2.06 149 3.24 14.4

3 W 1.03 10.0 2.99 43.6 1.05 9.2 3.97 120.3 4.38 131.2 4.23 129.5 3.15 101.4 *
el 1.19 11.5 2.65 30.4 1.10 11.0 2.10 29.8 2.57 32.9 2.81 31.7 1.91 27.9
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BHERAKTREBLERERS(RES),

MESBAFL, AMEHR, A THASHERSEMEEREHRNE . ERM LKL
(A3 1.3), BB Bt 2 35 30 /b 22 R AR B, T LA BB L 40 pp/g AR 55 , PO R 150 B B0 7K 1 JU AR M
BT, 7EMMEM LR, BERBREIR, MR 200 ng/g & &, FHE & A AT M
R BN T (R S) .
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
+ & Ly 3 0
% mg/lE % mg/H % mg/ % mg/E % myR % myg/E % wmy/HE
1 Mo 1 0.07 1.3 0.06 1.2 0.25 13.5 0.27 13.3
" 0.07 0.6 0.08 0.6 0.12 1.1 0.20 1.7
2 M A 0.11 0.7 0.19 1.2 0.34 6.9 0.36 6.2
i 0.09 0.4 0.13 0.6 0.20 1.4 0.19 1.2
3 & 0.11 1.1 0.09 1.4 0.18 1.6 0.28 8.4 0.31 9.2 031 9.5 0.28 9.1
it 0.14 1.3 0.10 1.2 0.18 1.8 0.17 2.4 0.27 3.5 0.30 3.4 0.2t 3.0
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HWEY R, BdANAEDOE-TITREFNFEIREF BHEKESHER LA LE
EmiEBE™, TEEBLATE T ENT.

BB N/AEHB S= (IBH N+ 13 NO; - N)/(FEH S+ 3 SO57 -S)
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4.7 BN,/ PETYR>ER N/SEHBAMEM. HLoBi3 4.7, TYRETE T, H
R6FALUEL NSHA4.0~ 40 TYRTBEFHARE. FTULEN/S HEIDH 4.0
~14.0 R/MEBTFHEGEE LB, X — %5 BEEAET Stewart 1 Porter 1} 4 £ T 4 #1 5 % L fil
(12~ 159, K TF Janzen & A0 17N ER RPN ERERRLOEY .
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/J\imﬁﬁqléﬁﬁ*ﬁgmﬂg&ﬁﬁ E!j:%ﬁ(mg/ﬁ)o.w 0.97 3.07 3.22 2.99 3.03 1.46
j(:F%ﬁfcﬁ’ﬁ%%E@m*%z’?%ﬁFﬁ? B(mg/&)  0.98 0.95 1.13 1.47 1.29 1.42 1.25
THRAXTHEES., BNEEE.E5/NME 4 it 1.85 1.92 4.20 4.69 4.28 4.45 2.71
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N/S 0.1 0.7 4.0 4.7 7.5 14.0 107.4
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Effects of Nitrogen and Sulfur on Yield

of Wheat and Nutrient Uptake
WU Wei et al.
( Soil and Fertilizer Institute , Jilin Academy of Agri. Sci . , Gongzhuling 136100)

Abstract The pot experimental results showed that dry matter yield of wheat did not respond to
the addition of nitrogen and sulfur alone in a low S and low N soil. Appling N with S together signifi-
cantly increased dry matter yield of wheat, and N and S content and uptake. The highest dry matter
yield of wheat was achieved where 200 ;1gN/g and 20 ~ 40u£S/g were applied in soil . Extro application
of N and S decreased dry matter yield. The optimum N/S ratio maximum dry matter yield) for wheat
was 4.0 to 14.0.
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