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The Effects of N, P, K Mixed Fertilizing on Fresh Forage
Yield and Nutriention of Argangjin Alfalfa

FAN Fu, ZHANG Ning, ZHANG Qing- guo, TAI J+ cheng, SUN De-zhi, SU Ye le
( Agronomy College, Imner Mongolia University for Nationalities, Tongliao 028043, China )

Abstract: Using 3414 quadratic regression optimum design, the effects of N, P, K mixed fertilizing on fresh forage
yield and nutriention of Argangjing alfalfa( Medicago sativa cv. Argangjing) was studied in gray meadow soil of West Liao
Rever Plain of Inner Mengoulia Autonomous Region in 2003. The result showed that the optimum combination of N, P, K
was N: 3.37 kg/ hm®, P,0s: 55.61 kg/hm?, K;0: 256. 63 kg/ hm” and the fresh forage yield of alfalfa was 77 944
kg/ hm’. Tn the 14 treatments, the contents of crude nitrogen of treatment 8 and treatment 10 were higher, and the contents
of crude fiber in the treatment 7 and treatment 8 were lowv down 25% a early blooming stage and the contents of crude
protein and crude fiber reached the 1st level of the state s standards. The content of crude ash was lower in the treatment
8 at early blooming stage. This study gived a rational fert llizing program for planting Argangjing alfalfa in the Tongliao area
, achieving high quality forage on the basis of increase yield.
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- 30.9C, 210C 3184°C, 150 , 60%,
d; 399. 1 mm, (4-9 ) 40% ,
N . .
pH 8.1,0~ 20 cm 1.03 g/ kg 1.4
2.6 ¢ ke, .8 mg/ kg, 64.0
mg/ ke, 179.5 mg/ ke, , 7
1.2 cm , X s ,
(N 2 250 g,
46.3%) , (P20s 214%),
(K20 250%) : 1161, 1,80,
1.3 - K2804— CuS04 L1617,
“3414” [51) 1 14 ;
.3 ) 3 mZ [ 18, 19]
1

Tab.1 Seheme that the alfalfa applies fertilizer

Processing number Xo Xi Xz X3 N/ (kg/hm*)  Py0s/(kg/hm?®) Ko/ (kg/ hm?)
1(NoPoKo) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
2(NoP:K3) 1 0 2 2 0 0.4 220.0
3(NP:Ky) 1 1 2 2 2.5 0.4 220.0
4(N,PK») 1 2 0 2 185.0 0 220.0
5(N2PiK») 1 2 1 2 185.0 21.2 220.0
6(N2P,Ky) 1 2 2 2 185.0 9.4 220.0
7(N2P3Ko) 1 2 3 2 185.0 63.5 220.0
8(N2P,Ko) 1 2 2 0 185.0 9.4 0
9(N2PKj) 1 2 2 1 185.0 0.4 110. 0
10(N2P2K3) 1 2 2 3 185.0 0.4 330.0
11(N3PK») 1 3 2 2 271.5 0.4 220. 0
12(N2PiKy) 1 2 1 1 185.0 21.2 110. 0
13(N1P:K)) 1 1 2 1 2.5 4.4 110. 0
14(N;PiK») 1 1 1 2 2.5 21.2 220. 0
2 3414
2 ééﬂ: % Ej é]\ ﬁ Tab. 2 Designs of the program of "3414 fertilizer
2.1 experiment and yied
2 ,
Processing Code value / (kg/ hmz)
’ 11, number X1 X, X3 Production
1 5 2, 1 0 0 0 53 933
14, 13, 3, 5, 43.08% , 2 o2 2 77167
3 1 2 2 73 033
39. 12%, 35. 97%, 35. 41%, 23. 30% 4 ’ 0 ’ 63 867
2.1.1 5 2 1 2 66 500
2, ’ 6 2 2 2 64 567
7 2 3 2 59 333
3 8 2 2 0 55 800
Y= 54211.59+ 10668.52X 1+ 8 995.40 X2+ 10 064. 67 9 2 2 1 60 233
X3- 4429.36 X7~ 1947.77X 5" - 2471.95X3" — 3 124. 62 10 223 o1 400
11 3 2 2 44 867
X1X2-921.35 X1 X3+ 573. 02 X2X3 (D 12 2 1 1 66 067
F , F(y)= 33.05> Foes= 6.00, R= 13 1 2 1 73 333
0.993 3, ’ , 14 1 1 2 75 033
2.1.2 Y

X2 X3, X1 X3, X1 X, X1,
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X2, X3 y(X2)= 54 211.59+ 8 995.40X2— 1 947.77X2° (3)
) 3 y(X3)= 54 211.59+ 10 064.67X3- 2 471.95X3°  (4)
2
y(X1)= 54211.59+ 10 668 52X 1- 4 420.36 X1~ (2)
3
Tab.3 The independent effects of fertilizing factors
X, X2 X
(v b X2 X3) 0 1 2 3 Sun of yield Mean Hfeds of
ariate variation independent
X 54 211. 59 60 450. 76 57 831. 22 46 352. 95 2 000. 17 666. 72 0. 012 30
X2 54 211. 59 61 259. 22 64 411. 31 63 667. 86 26 703. 63 8 901. 21 0. 164 19
X3 54 211. 59 61 804. 31 64 453. 13 62 158. 04 25 780. 72 8 593. 57 0. 158 52
3 , N K, , 3
3 Xo> X3 X1 X2 X3, X1 X2, X1 X3, X2 X3
> X1, ,
N S [20- 22] 5
2.1.3 y1,2= 54 211.59 + 10 668.52 X1 + 8 995.40X; - 4
2 2
’ 429.36X1 - 1947.77X2 - 3 124.62X1X2 (8)
. 4
1,3= 54 211. 10 668.52 X 10 064. 67X3 - 4
D(y1)= 10 668 52— 3 124.62X2— 921.35X3— 8858.72X | y,3= 3 P+ 10 668.52 X1 + 10 3
(s) 429.36X 1= 2 471. 95X 3°— 921.35X1X 3 (9)
D(y2)= 8995.40- 3 124.62X 1+ 573.02X3- 3 895.54X> y2,3= 54 211.59 + 8 995.40 X2 + 10 064.67X3 - 1
(6) o47.77x2°= 2 471. 95X '+ 573.02X2X 3 (10)
D(y3)= 10 064.67- 921.35X1+ 573.02X2- 4 943.90X3 4
(7) Tab.4 Comparing among marginal effects of testing factors
4
’ (X1, X2
Xi3> Xo> Xy X3) 0 1 2 3
Variate
O~ 2.65 X1 10668 52 - 2236.17 - 15140.86 - 28045 55
) X2 8995 40 2548.26 - 38888 - 10346 (2
2.1.4 X3 10 064 67 4772. 44 - 519.79 - 58121
t , P K ,N P ,
5
Tab.5 Comparing among alternative effects of double factors to yied influence
(X1,X2X3) 0 1 2 Sum of Effect of Sum of
Variate total effects interaction independent effect
Yi, 54211.59 6437378 55532.47 27 687 66 - 0.092 50 0.176 5 - 02690
Yi3 54211.59 67 122.14 64387.37 46007 29 0.091 51 0.170 8 - 00793
Y23 54211.59 69424.96 76944.92 76771 47 0.372 00 0.3227 0.049 3
5 s Y 3> 2.623 1, X3= 2.3330, s
Yiz> Yi2,N P 1 Youn= 77 ¥4 kg/ hm? :
NP N 3.37 ke/hm®,  P,0s 55.61 ke/hm’,  K;O
P K ; 2 256. 63 kg/ hm’
. N K 2.2
1
2.1.5 4 , 6
, ,X1= 0.036 4, X»=
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Tab.6 Content of nutrition constituent of alfalfa %
Original florescence Hold a florescence
T ; i
reament Crude Crude Crude ash NOHI].[LF Crude Crude Crude ash Nonmu—
. - Crude fat iogenous . . . Crude fat  iogenous
protein fibre content thi protein fibre content .
ing thing
1 21. 87abc 26. 74de 10. 51abe 7.72d 32. 2lab 21. 63ab 30 3lde 12. 45 cde 6. 05cd 29. 57cd
2 23. 06abc 28 44bcd  10. 23d 8 45¢ 30. 42de 19. 04fg 33 73cd 12. 19de 7. 75ab 27.29de
3 20. 00bc 31. 03a 11. 48abc 9. 87b 29. 16¢ 19. 33defg 31 02de 12. 09 cde 5. 18e 32. 37bed
4 20. 09bc 28. 72be 10. 39a 9. 12bc 27. 63f 18. 56bedef 37 33be 11. 8la 4. 98e 27. 33d
5 22. 05abe 31 2la 10. 80bed 10. 08b 31. 13cd 19. 43efg  32.85d 12. 15f 5. 67de 29. 90cd
6 19.42 ¢ 29. 18b 10. 31ab 10. 31a 34. 72a 18. 19fg 29 95de 11. 73ab 5. 80d 34. 33a
7 23. 71ab 23. 07g 10. 81abe 8 66¢ 30. 78de 20. 88abed  32. 45f 11. 63fg 5. 28e 38. 76a
8 24. 89a 24. 96f 9.63cd 8 33cd 35. 32a 20. 59abcde 25 58f 11. 73g 7. 94a 34. 16abc
9 19. 71bc 28. 29bcd 9. 91abed 8 34cd 34. 5a 21. 23abe 27 98e 11. 06de 5. 26e 36.07a
10 24. 52a 27.09cde  10. 02abe 7.71d 33.754b 19. 54cdef  32.51e 11. 59 6. 34c 30. 02cd
11 23. 42 abe 29. 90a 10. 51abe 9. 39b 32. 13abc  22.21la 30 633e 10. 75abc 8 46a 27.95d
12 21. 44 abc 28 20bcd  10. 19abed 9. 0dbc 28 16€f 19. 69bedef 33 67cd 11. 98bed 8 05a 26. 6le
13 22. 10abe  27.07cde  10. 17abe 10. 31a 29. 98e 18 84efg 38 37ab 12. 01bcd 7. 21bc 23. 58f
14 22. 5labec 25.73ef 10. 46d 10. 174b 29. 37e 17. 67¢ 41 83a 11. 61a 7. 93a 20. 95
7 (NY/T140- 1989) (N2P2Ko) ) 4 : 7
Tab.7 Standard and quality that the alfdfa of foraging , 13, 14
One— level Two— level Three— level ’
/% >18 0 >16. 0 >14.0 7T(N2PsKz) 8
! % <250 <275 <300 (NZPZI(O)
/ % < 12.5 < 12.5 < 12.5
- —e— KU1 —a— K144~ LR
2.2.1 6 , - —s— RN —— AR LY
I
14 , 9 mﬁ % 30 P—¢——=P<:
gg 25
(N2PKy)  6(NPKa) fefnr T —
®E8 15
20% , ﬁ.zg 12 - ————y
0 0 1 2 3
2.2.2
6 K N K
25.0% N level
1 N
7 (N2P3K2) 8 (N2P2Ko) ,
Fig. 1 Effect of K initial bl utriti
25. 0% ~ 27.5% 1 ( NoPoKo) 10 ig. ect of K on ini ossom nutrition
constivent of Aohan
(N2P,K3) 13(N{P2K1) 14(NiPiK2), 23 N
27.5% 6(N2P2Ko) )
8( N2P2Ko 9(N2PK1) '
(NPKo)  O(NaPK) NP K
30. 0% [ 23] N
2.2.3 6 s
14 R N N
. 3
12.5% , 8( N2P2Ko) 9. 63% ’
, Duncan s
2.2.4 6 R
N3 No
5(N2PiK2) 6( N2P2K2) 13(N1P2K1) ' '
N1 31.03%,
14( N1 PiK>) ; 11
, Ni No
(NoPoKo) 12( NoPKy)
2.2.5 6 ’
; , N2
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