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Study on “3414” Fertilization Effect of Sisal

HUANG Biao,ZHAO Jia-liu,XTA Li-hong et al ( Dongfanghong Farm,Zhanjiang State Farms, Leizhou, Guangdong 524251)

Abstract [ Objective ] The objective is to study the effect of NPK fertilizer on sisal producing. [ Method ] The“3414” fertilizer test was carried
out to analyze soil supplying nutrient capability ,nutrient uptake of plant,fertilizer use efficiency and so on after applying fertilizer in sisal gar-
den. [ Result] Among application amount rang, yield increased with N amount increasing, yield decreased when application amount was too
high. Effect of P,K application amount on yield was same,but the law was not obvious, it was possible that P,K content of soil was sufficient.
Magnesium deficiency was discovered in leaf by detecting. Applying magnesium fertilizer could improve sisal’ s yield. [ Conclusion ] The re-

search can offer reference for balanced fertilization.
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AT QIR AROML A5 it (2011 4F AR AL 43, 30y it
VLR BRI R GARFLT ) s A AR 22 - 3 REEE A
Ly S e b = E G [ [ R 02 1 1 w5 2 TN 1l
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3, H g ICHbR ; BE 77 BR (TR Bk ) | it FHAC BRI, i 7743
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f5 750 kg/hm’ | G AL 41 675 keg/hm®, H A& b B 4 R D
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AN FRYRE AT HUAE 30 t/hm’ , FLIG AL BECDAN, 4% Ab 2

R4 K 2 250 ke/hm®, iZIRER B AE 22 - 3 JLBE, DUJE 3
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1.3.1  BG ) a] Ko db 5, 2012 4E 4 F—2015 48 12 AR
T ARIIT 23 - 1 JFRIEI 5L, 12 FH ek 2008 4F PR,
[ 3.55 hm? 2011 4E L HFHISE— T (2 E A BURYIR) |, 7= 6
52 500 kg/hm” , MG, b b b B8 A A B %R
1.3.2 {5t e NP K3 AHF,&FHFIKO,
1,2,3 44 AKF, NP TE 14 S0 22 5 H E)E, 4
TR 0 KA AHEAL ;2 K48 DL 24T B X 2
JIARNEARHE ;1 K =2 KF % 0.5;3 KF =2 KF x 1.5
2KVl st AR K7 ) o o 2 KSF8#3t R it R R
300 kg/hm’ 53 R45 750 keg/hm’ AL #H 450 ke/hm’, ELi&
AEFE 4R s NP Ky 5 @ N PK, s N, P,K, ; @N,PK,; &
N,P,K,; ® N,P,K,; @ N,P,K,; ® N,P,K,; @ N,P,K,; (0
N,P,K, ;@N,P,K, ; @N,P,K, ; 3N, P,K, ; @N,P, K, , #&Akb3
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Table 1 Fertilization level , nutrient content and yield of “3414” fertilizer test in sisal garden

& Amount//kg/hm2 + 3 Soil HH Leaf
R e IR . o
s AR ey W B Nam PEH oo Me A
Trec (%)) ) - (%3) o (xs5) (xg) (21) }I‘EIEE’(}’)
reatment N P K . Total . Available . pH (x7) (xy) (%) -
. . ) Organic . Available Available . Phosph- . . Magne- Yield
() (y,) (y3) matter | Mitrogen nitrogen phosph- potassium () Nitrogen orus Potassium Calcium sium ke/hm’
kg s e % %
o/kg ks mg/kg nz:gl;u;g mg/kg ¢ % ¢ ¢ %
® 0 0 0 30.77 1.3 105.96  29.81 18.07 5.74 0.83 0.22 1.33 3.92 0.3 99 616
(@) 0 750 675 32.75 1.61 126.39 25.23  39.16 5.5 1.00 0.12 1.97 2.71 0.19 89 319
® 300 750 675 29.57 1.32 110.00 49.51  45.91 5.89 1.06 0.10 2.03 3.88 0.39 107 280
@ 600 0 675 28.44 1.49  104.65 42.04 60.12 6.26 1.13 0.09 2.15 3.87 0.32 93 755
® 600 375 675 31.58 1.29  103.78 26.24  38.29 6.55 1.03 0.11 2.13 3.75 0.37 88 194
© 600 750 675 28.59 1.44  116.36  30.08  39.17 6.03 1.05 0.10 1.98 3.42 0.45 108 400
7 .83 . . . . . . . . .
@ 600 1125 675 27.83 1.31 122,17  12.73  32.43 5.01 1.01 0.10 2.02 3.46 0.30 88 005
® 600 750 0 30.72 1.54  112.98 45.88  37.2 6.56 1 0.10 1.53 4.08 0.32 100 174
7 . 1.27  117. 7. . 5. 1. .15 1. . . 175

© 600 50 338 28.82 2 83 37.92 29.5 38 02 0 83 4.24 0.26 81 759
() 600 750 1013 29.4 1.19  122.88 26.22 27.56 6.15 1.08 0.09 2.10 3.72 0.31 105 855
(D) 900 750 675 26.07 1.21  105.88 40.57  49.67 6.28 1.14 0.09 2.14 3.46 0.32 97 981
@ 300 375 675 31.02 1.55  113.00 39.52  45.82 6.32 1.04 0.14 2.02 3.62 0.32 92 490
3 300 750 338 30.24 1.52 119.06 35.48 34.33 6.14 0.93 0.13 1.97 4.26 0.31 86 738
@ 600 375 338 27.78 1.35 103.22  20.75  40.95 6.22 1.12 0.09 1.67 4.63 0.32 106 932

7k 20092010 4F 2 4R M
Note : Data of yield is the mean of 2009 —2010
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Table 2 Correlation between Fertilization level and nutrient content
WHO R R
Project Probability Probability Probability
¥ 1..000 00 0.25758 0.3740 0.25758 0.3740
¥, 0.25758 0.3740  1.000 00 0.25758 0.3740
Y3 0.25758 0.3740 0.25758 0.3740 1.000 00

x, -0.74223 0.0024 -0.1898 0.5157 -0.16177 0.580 6
X, -0.45552 0.101 7 -0.09903 0.7363 -0.21126 0.468 5
e -0.25412 0.3807 0.69305 0.0060 0.27566 0.3401
X, 0.03479 0.960 -0.17072 0.5595 -0.18676 0.5226
Xs 0.34871 0.2217 -0.16088 0.5827 0.37578 0.1855
Xg 0.29265 0.3099 -0.41354 0.1416 -0.03544 0.9043
X, 0.70762 0.0046 0.09815 0.7385 0.59681 0.0242
X -0.66238 0.0098 -0.40901 0.1465 -0.56103 0.0369
X 0.37966 0.1806 0.27702 0.3476 0.88920 <0.000 1
Xy 0.22629 0.4366 -0.02719 0.3371 -0.52290 0.0550
X 0.36522 0.1991 -0.04565 0.8768 0.15218 0.603 5

(2) BUEIMT o XA 5 3 Kot F 37 50 & ikt A o
IS0/ R CIVE b= U
y, =175.48552 - 5.
162. 675 05x;
¥, = —174.674 99 +1. 890 88x;,
¥, = —128.714 1 +30. 960 55x, +40. 235 55x, + 66. 406
52x,
2.1.2 PREFRSTEERG 0.
(D AAE T, X2 1 SRR AT SAS PR AT 5
R EFERAGI O A y 5 a0 ~ 2, BHDCHESE R IR

117 83x, + 25. 276 67x, -
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Table 3 Correlation between yield and nutrient content
T H ) || WiH (S
Project Y Probability || Project Probability
X, -0.25773 0.3737 || %, 0.278 60 0.334 8
X, -0.188 58 0.5185 || = -0.283 00 0.326 9
X, -0.26735 0.3555 || % -0.181 57 0.534 4
X, 0.116 15 0.6925 || % 0.108 73 0.711 4
X 0.078 13 0.790 6 || xy, 0.561 88 0.036 5
Xg 0.34358 0.2291

(2) [EH5 T o X7 i 3 Kt e 350 S s A 7 el e
30T, A BN R R (F =5.54,P(0. 036 5) <0.05, [8])5 i
).y =4 634,450 17 +5 554. 524 02x,, , 45 5K 75 0 B it Mg
R T f gk = R
2.1.3 kN, NP KIS, VEY R AR SR o &
i ERHR RS 7 RN SRR bR R L 4, G5 REIA
Jiti N SRR N 54 116 ~ 125 kg/hm’ 474 46%
JR# 252 ~271 kg/hm® ;3% 480 N AR (R ZE) N JEF N
<25.08% ,iZAI ™ B Am K. At P 3 fbh pk i p
12 ~31 kg/hm’ 375 16% [R5 BERRAS 77 ~ 194 kg/hm’ ;
230 P AR GBS RRES ) , P BRI %R <9. 86% , 1% A H
RO, A K AR YL K &0 186 ~214 kg/hm’,
P& 60% M ALH 310 ~ 357 ke/hm’ 5 % + et K JE (4 4k
B K IR <22.52% , % H 308 ™ SR
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Table 4 Fertilizer use efficiency,crop uptake of “3414” fertilizer test in 22 -3 sisal garden

74 Yield //kg/hn® . Priridik o
“ U S pait R g e TTEA
N RO grama N e B e B e kam TR i o
iz . Nitrogen- Nitrogen Calculated N use p Phosph- N aiciurr; use  Potassium Potassinm Calculated K use
Treatment 2000 4 2010 4E FHIE content 8o urea efficiency orus orusup- ) efficiency  content i potassium efficiency
Mean pe uptake B content superpho- uptake .
Yo > kg/hm % take % % 5 chloride %
ke/hm % ke/hin? sphate ke/hm K/l
kg/hm’
(DN, P,K, 105729 93503 99616 ABC 0.830 116 252 0.22 31 1% 1.334 186 310
@N,P,K, 084 8774 89319 CD 0.997 125 271 0.119 15 93 2.17 1.970 246 411 7.9
3N, P,K, 109 801 104 758 107 280 AB 1.060 159 346 25.08 0.09% 14 0 1.75 2.034 306 509 2.52
(@N,PK, 92380 95130 93755 ABCD 1.127 148 k2] 8.45 0.0%4 12 77 2.151 282 471 16.81
BN,P K, B uUsL 9044 8 1% CD 1.026 127 275 0.75 0.19 14 7] 2.04 2.131 263 438 2.4
©®N,P,K, 109 368 107 432 108 400 A 1.053 160 347 12.75 0.102 16 97 2.72 1.983 301 502 21.39
(@N,P,K, 93093 8918 88005 CD 1.013 125 271 0.05 0.103 13 80 0.25 2.03 249 415 8.62
@N,P,K, 103561 96786 100 174 ABC ~ 0.99 140 305 5.59 0.101 14 8 1.53 1.528 214 357
ON,P,K, B8 793 8179 D 1.017 116 253 0.148 17 106 3.9 1.828 209 349
@N,P,K, 109343 102368 10585AB L1076 160 37 1263 0.091 14 85 L5 2105 312 20 16.06
N, P,K, 101019 Ao 97981 ABC  1.141 157 340 7.71 0.088 12 75 2.144 294 490 19.71
@ N,P K, M918 90062 92490BCD  1.038 134 292 7.06 0.141 18 114 9.86 2.02 262 437 11.74
BN, P,K, 95682 77179 8 738 CD 0.932 113 246 0.13 16 Y 2.91 1.97 239 39 12.29
@ N,P,K, 115104 98760 106932 AB 1.120 168 365 15.61 0.001 14 8 2.28 1.669 250 416 17.54

2.1.4 PUE5HEE.

(D) e 5= R, M 1.2 7] WL, N P K [t FH
B 57 R I 2 7F 2009 F12010 4E 2 I RIA—3, 7F
— S M LY R N, B N it FH e A 3, o et B 2
T TS B (R A RS, 7=t S T R AIK 5 P LKAt o 6 7=

AR SR AR R, AR AR B I, T RE 2 L3 P
K&ED R L.

(2)2009.2010 it 5= B R E . BFES5 AT,
2009 A= B A R SR T b, NOPLUK 28 5% it I8 & 3 R ife
FIE, A e IR 43 31 516,757 360 kg/hm? | P2 B4 1lik
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) 111 617,98 935,94 344 kg/hm? , Firft N £ Fil Py 1 i
AR AR B P 3 ROR AN B e — e

B K Al A g
2010 AFp= i B R GE 0, NP K £

2 5 AL 2 2 R

WK% 108 139,100 372,91 243 kg/hm® , Hih N 75— &5 [l
DS REATI R S S (R T 7, T UL R N B 5 7 — i

Pl A it P ] 2 Bl 0 7 s 3 K S i S, T UL

AR , AR RMEAT FE 43 1)y 499,488 254 kg/hm? | 7 I F- 43

JRANER K B 567 G K.

112 500 112 500
105 000 A
=105 000 F T
e e
< = 97 500*-
= 97 500 =
O O
= =90 000
el N oy ——N
M 90 00! —=—p M £ 500 —a—p
K
82 500 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ) 75 000 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 )
0 150 300 450 600 750 900 1 050 1 200 0 150 300 450 600 750 900 1 050 1 200
#JeF PFertilization amount /| kg/hm? #JeF PFertilization amount /| kg/hm?
E1 2009 £-25HERENXER B2 2010 £-25HEEEMNXR
Fig.1 Relationship between yield and fertilization amount in Fig.2 Relationship between yield and fertilization amount in
2009 2010
®5 MESFEERRSNER

Table 5 Results Univariate analysis about yield and fertilization amount

N JEZLW N fertilizer effect

P EZ& R P fertilizer effect

K IE%& K fertilizer effect

R

N3 fti N2 )A“ﬁi N3 ﬁ‘i
Year Kb HH Treatment l;ikqi Yield T ﬂ\t H ; f’ik:‘:l Yield T @fi " Iéikqi Yield
eve: kg/h]’nz reatmen eve! kg/hmz reatment eve: kg/hm2
2009 4E RAH 0.986 144 111617 R{H 0.436 303 98935  R{H 0.655 227
N B Kl i 516 111 617 P& K& 757 98935  KBH Kjifi il & 360 94 344
(kg/hm?) (kg/hm?) (kg/hm?)
N eaptitg o 0 PELWFIEEE 0 0 Keapitits o 0
2010 4F R {& 0.999 931 R1{E 0. 608 909 RI{& 0. 556 388
N B it AE 4 499 108 139 P JIE 5 kit A % 488 100372 K B A iR & 254 91 243
(kg/hm?) (kg/hm?) (ke/hm?)
N B2 p5itifitaE 0 0 PHEZHEEE 0 0 K B&ptiig o 0
T 105 =0.608 51y, =0.712,
Note : 1, os =0.608 ;1, ,, =0.712,
(3)2009.2010 At 5 =& =H K/t ko6 I, 83. 11% 84. 47% .94. 69% F1 96. 67% , 2010 4FE%7 Ak N %

20092010 45 =PRI 28 43 #r & W S5 A it T Uy S8l A IE , it
41,2009 A1 2010 4E N, P, K f& K jifi At 8 2 & 624,603,
660 kg/hm’ [}, 75 4 101 394 kg/hm’, 53 4b, 3| 2009 4£45
F B N BB POl K Blas [, AR X i e] gk F)

R 15501,

®6 HRESFE-ERSTER

Bh P a K ofias (1, HARX = et nl k%) 83. 11% 84.47%
94. 69% 1 87.03% ,{H55 4 A T 15 3 BB, Fiy 2009 4FAH X 7=
1 96.67% , FHEE]87.03% , 2 L EHEA S

Table 6 Results of three factors analysis about yield and fertilization amount

jE2=] T 2009 4F 2010 4
No. Project df SS MS F Fy o5 df ss MS F Fy o5
1 EYEF 2 9 2800 504 311 167.1 0.461 648 6 9 2800 504 311 167.1 0.461 648 6
2 W2 4 2696 139 674 034.7 2696 139 674 034.7
3 it 13 5 496 643 13 5 496 643
4 N p K PR N p K PR
5 Fe Rt A 2 624 603 660 101 394 624 603 660 101 394
6 SR A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 B x| BB x, B 2y 25 H B x, B x, BB 2y =H
8 X 83.11 84.4778 94.69 96.67 83.11 84.47 94.69 87.03
7o/ %

2 b AT AL , HE 3 B AR I 1 I

FEHECHE NP KL, 770 UEE AL, H UM KR IUIPE , AR
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RSk WOchE 5 IR Y (BRI 1 ~ 2 4F) it NP,
K ARAERE 7™ 58 19 52 0o 27 B AN BH 3, (H A5 2 4F 58 R,
SREEREZ R EMELIK ., 7 o T BRI K
2.1.5 AT, 34 WL, AL BI@RIE N 600 ke/hm’ P
750 kg/hm’ K 675 kg/hm’ B/t 555, 24 108 400 kg/hm’ | =
0 o B T A A B KPR S AT R X
WG RR X Hh it AT AR . (3 i A HLIE 35 3
45 000 kg/hm® (5 L T, H it A A o 7T Rl 2. N (JR %)
450 ~525 kg/hm’ P (3 # B2 4% ) 600 ~ 675 kg/hm’ K ( &4,k
#1)450 ~525 kg/hm® . AN, ARFEG) 0D QOIS 4 v =
FLARFRAITC i 3 22 S, O 1 S i B AN @),
6.0.8.9.0..6,
2.2 23-1FRE“34147R88 8 7 v] UL, AbERADRP S R
Jifi N 450 kg/hm’ | P 750 ke/hm’ | K 450 kg/hm® B/ H i,
122 490 kg/hm®; H: ¥k b B A0 B jifi N 300kg/hm’, P
750 kg/hm’ . K 675 kg/hm’ , 7= Jy 105 855 kg/hm® . T i1
FRETERA LR POK BRI A

£7 23-1KE M4 RRERKES 3 FHTHFEBER
Table 7 Fertilization level and average yield in 3 years of “3414” fertil-

izer test in 23 —1 sisal garden

%j;%ment bCAL Block N P K Yield};/‘l;gg/ hm®
1 NoPoK, 0 0 0 80 085
2 N,P,K, 0 750 450 104 340
3 N,P,K, 150 750 450 89 145
4 N,P,K, 300 0 450 84 225
5 N,P K, 300 375 450 92 595
6 N,P,K, 300 750 450 93 795
7 N,P;K, 300 1125 450 81 855
8 N,P,K, 300 750 0 91 545
9 N,P,K, 300 750 225 101 175
10 N,P,K, 300 750 675 105 855
11 N,P,K, 450 750 450 122 490
12 N, P/ K, 150 375 450 89 055
13 N,P,K, 150 750 225 93 315
14 N,P K, 300 375 225 90 090

TE: 2 HEH 2012 2013 2014 45 3 4E P
Note: Data of yield was the mean of 2012 —2014
3 HAig5itig
(1) NPK SPHJE b T 3RAS 5™ it N st A P&
AR L SO R , A SRR 77 0P 1T AN A e v
JEHAEIRGTHE S SO RE 1 T W, Bz 2 k. ik, RIT
HURRA X, ASR R DU S SR RE ]

(2) It &3, 0 Mg &=k it Mg AR AT i 3%
FEE = 4 R
(3) A a LR, NP K AEF AHERM, N <
25.08% P IE<9.86% K I <22.52% , EE 5 H . Dl i 4
W, AR R A 24 S5OHE 307 9 R it A e 338 52, 171 52 Wi R A0 )
FRAEE R s @ R v R, 1 P IR (it AR S ) AR KR
B - R 2, R ma WRBCR R 2 5, A J5 R 5 R AR i AT
AL 2R ()8
(4) EWNAFEAL A ANHEAR (25 3 , HE W N AN
HE =B ATk Bt AR AKCE B 87 % o 3= 35 J5 R 23l 56 b | 38
HEAE N PK AR, 345G YR, Rk ki 2, B
SURRMEIAVEY), 1R R AR A ik, IR RE F1 4k 5, 0 3
(BT ~2 48) At AR Xt 7= 2 52 ) S B 2, (E S 01 A8 120 80 R
R R R s AR T 7
S & 3Lk
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