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Effects of rational fertilization on soil fertility
and enzyme activity in Ginkgo orchard
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Abstract: Effects of rational fertilization on soil fertility and enzyme activity in Ginkgo orchard were studied for
the first time. The results show that rational fertilization can improve physicochemical properties of soil, sig~
nificantly increase soil fertility and enzyme activity, thus cultivate well-developed roots and promote plant
growth of Ginkgo. As a result, rational fertilization can increase fresh roots and leaves weight of Ginkgo,de-
crease yellow plant rate,enhance bearing plant rate,and improve the yield and quality of seeds.
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B (Ginkgo biloba LORKEHEM FRM MK E”, BMEE T 7R R0 R 0@~ 8
Y, RABHAZE. BE2FHRE%. 280, K. B . BREALR EXTBERSHNTET
AR RE REREMET &, 2ERAE “BERRKEDNBEIFEFSHEARE REFES
R R G (WAERE,2002), EHEFEXR, BT HARFEHRR"TE . BIHTEHETEARE
EERSEREE, MEBHHERET K. BERER 5, #EAEAFK 27 733 o’ EFRLEE>,
ERAEFERZ—,Z45H 800 ZEMREIL, BREHE. BFRBRIMBEHAAREHNE
2000~2002 4F, fFF=F#% 3 600~3 800 t, £ EHM EEFHAMRE T, M-&HEMEREI R E LK
HHBFERH =42 —. 20 4 00 AWM. HHE  EHMBEEOER,ZESKRIKS T HITR
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1.1 &8

BRI . RERNE NEE . 2MNBRET
JEE A, M EHLHERT, F 2001 4£ 9 A 30 H7E 3 M0
BED,8MEEHES P E~EHE& 3 NI HE
BT 6 BE, 3t 54 BN . TEEHRFHRE
WKL ERO0~40 cm 14, KRB I FHER—
FREEHNINMLESREA N 1M ERETAE.
LG, F 20034 10 A 10 BB L, REKER L
FERELER. DLEERE I AEBERX, SRR
MREMEHLERI>EREB.EOB. FLEY
EHE, FAT AT L, M-S EEERT LB XL
BB EENEMN,

ikt k£ 2003 E8 A THEI ATHLHE
WMERX EMEXEEFERE N8 amy 10 MR
B,.S8 0 EEFREER 6 B&,3L 60 Bk 170K
(DAEBHRRERKELIEZIZHIR 0.5 m* 11§
FHSERVMERLSRERIARE. UHHEHRXXN
AHBAEX,ETE X BEX, £ BHFHE#
o, OESHENOIREPFTHEARE.
B P &AL REBAE 8 frnt (FER4E
%,2003) , MEHEMSHE, ITHEHK A HEMERE
X,EME XA BEX, &R FHEBTHE.
GOMEHEMER, EREEAKZE. UTH
XAGHBER, ETMEX I BX, FREFEY
EHATHITHE,
1.2 A%
L2.1 RBF% EXZE.RNE.2MEBETR
EEAREERIT, BB LS v S EERER, I
THRAXBRX, @38, 8, Llm Rt
163.83 hm’, AHEMGARKHFEREENT .

(DEEHVLE. | 667 m® i AKX 350 ke,
eHk 52,5 kg, T Z%AB 1 225 kg, AKX 70 kg, 174
R VEAH. LE L B3 30. 31 kg, LY
667 m* IEAFRMEHFAAR. . AW . A8 -8
3t 13.55 kg, #fm 16. 76 kg, 123.69%. WL ET
PVUEEA R, AEBEX A 667 m* lEAR AL 42
kg, R 7 kg, FEEBEAL 17.5 kg, ITA AR . L E4L
TR VEALEEE 25,27 kg, HUXTERIX G 667 m® A
IO A di /. L 8 S L8 3L 29, 21 kg,
B> 3.94 kg, W 13. 49%. AHLE S S &

55.58 kg B 54. 5% . T Xt BB X i A A HLAE X &
BEE 42.76 kg 89 31.69% .,

(OB =ZXSEEY. JELHAT,EH=
BEEMEBEFE: mN) : m(P,0;) : m(K,O)2Z KK
1:1.1: 1.2, EXKEE BMaEERAE, B3t 8
X4 667 m® FELEA 13.1 kg B F 20. 17 kg, B
53.97% ;4 TR IR, BEITA REH B, B
STERX 4 667 m? ifE 13. 85 kg $#RE | 16. 92 kg, 3%
22 17% MR E A, B BKE 667 m?
i 15.81 kg 2B F) 18.49 ke, 80 16.95% ., S
BEABAER : m(N) : m(P,0;) : m(K.O)Z kK1
: (0.8~0.85) : 0.9,

DERESEKPNFTEAEBE. OBE

BIEEEMERER 5 LFEMARK 50%~60%.
45 667 m® fli A 4488 1 225 kg, JE 3 340 kg, Kk
17.5 kg, FE8EBEME 17.5 kg, A K 10 kg, JEHIES
HEIX 30~40 d JFHEA . QFATAE: AT 10~15d
G AL FEDBEA,EREEIEEHERY 10~
15%;QEFH L KRB 5 A THR 6 AFf
FEAEIER S 2EMIBEM 20%~25%. HHIRE
TEAE TR 540 18 1t AR, BB B A ST R B R ESK,
BB, B 667 m* EE AN 14 kg, RE 5~38
kg, REK 17.5 kg, WET EMERTEFS4LH
AERER L. OREBIE.9AFHE10A LA
FEAEIEE 5 2EMER 15%.
L2.2 o¥rFx%k LTHEFRLEENNE, RALIE
BN A E B A s HAR IR B E M 2 L R A B
HEE tREAOBBEENNE, RAG =K E
B MBABEENNE, R 3.5-2WHEKE
Bk,

2 HREW#

2.1 &3 pE BB Xt £ AR F1 B9 % M

TR R BREFFREMY R HRBE
. BRETREBHFEDARREREDERTT
MEMIRENER . RIEREYTENRESR
B, MEEFORTRIENBREENOY RERM, B
BRI EBRBQLHEFE, 200, X1 8
> ARGRERRAE L RFE ST ROEWE R, X
REX T RFHR, RER ARFRSRE . &R
R EXERT LHR5E0. & HEMEEX 8 F
X R EKARIRRE 2R L pH Hh X R M 5. 2
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EE 6.5, 8m2sY; tBEFINFRAEMNBRRY
LOANRER 3. 2%, /m 64. 9500 ; B A A X B
K 71 mg/kg #£8 3l 107 mg/kg, ¥ 50. 70%;
BB X BKX A 12. 2 mg/kg & 5 24. 8 mg/
kg, B fin 103. 28%; M4 87 mg/kg R H

136. 3 mg/kg, ¥/ 87. 06% ;Ca X A5H 0. 79 mg/
kg, & F 1. 58 mg/kg, ¥ 100% ;Mg X#H# A &
0.058 mg/kg L EF 0. 296 mg/kg; M 410. 3%,
ERRA FHBEXEST LEES, RET R
Pl ok S RN A I A 0 b $7F: R B e ok W

£1 TAKEMEERELIMFSOEMW

Table 1 Effect of different fertilization on soil nutrient content of Ginkgo orchard

T pHE AR

V¥ . ]
Treatment Soil pH  Organic

B A
Available N Available P Available K Exchangeable

texture value matter(%) (mg* kg!) (mg+ kg!) (mg- kg!) Ca(mg-+ kg!) Mg(mg -« kg!)

HEHH Ca X# 5 Mg X # &

Exchangeable

HEH

AHBRER ®t+ 6.5 3.20
Area of rational fertilization
R RX CK ¥ 5.2 1.94

Xt B X 4 B # Increase or — 1.3 1.26
decrease of nutrient content of
fertilization area

Xt B8 X 3 8 75 4 . Increase — 25.0

or decrease percentage (%)

64,95

107 24.8 136. 3 1,58 0. 296
71 12.2 87 0.79 0. 058
36 12.6 76 0.79 0.238
50.7 103,28 87.06 100.0 410. 3

REMEAEMBRTRER~AEENK L. K. A%
KR RIF L IEITE
2.2 SEERY L IREEEARIT
TEPHNEMERN BB L BRERFN
VA I AT Y SHEYE KRS (Kang %,
1999), MEBE L MBERARBN—NEMR(EESE,
2001), MR ARENEEL LBREEAN. B
BlR+BAKA BE . FHAMSKKEEZL, B5E
B LBEPYRLUNERCENEY BEER
. NRZ2EH SHMEEEREDRER T L%
BERTEE. BRES B X ERRY 0. 391 £ & &l 0. 818, 3¢
B 109. 21% ; % = B B X B A 0. 204 £ 3 0. 459,
WA 125% ; #% L EE B X ER A 3. 426 2 H5 3] 6. 984,
W 103.85% ., BHNERVLER —FMEE"HE
M. H* Xt LB EEE W E E, X REBMHIER
FERCGISTHE%E,2004), AEEEX, SBEAA
KRB\ T LAY ph E, UK 1 SRR KN T = A
RWEENEBRNAREE,. AR TRESX=MEBN
. tEMEESEVENERERE X E&X
HIREGA BOEEA, M R R, BN
BMESHMBER, W L WA AE M, WIRIE L RS
TEHEAE LT B THLAE B A9 38 B G BF%5,1986)
AR ARG HN AR X AEREXT X 3 R B A M 4E
R EHREHEBERMERER RS L REEERN
“BXinFEE"HE, RS EEE X B EE R A .
FRHHERTERKETNERTENERENT
K, RS & (- ZHFE,2003),

%2 TRAKENRERERLINBREGER
Table 2 Effect of different fertilization on soil
enzymes activities of Ginkgo orchard

e BEOM LM

g Urease Protease Invertase

Treatment (NH;3- (NH;- (glusose
Nmg/g) Nmg/g) mg/g)

4 B M BB X Area of 0.818 0.459 6,984

rational fertilization

M RRX CK 0.391 0,204 3.426

W.%T B8 3% 1 B Increase of en- 0, 427 0,255 3,558

zyme activity of fertilization area

ot BN E 2 109.21 125  103.85

Increase percentage (%)
?wm&wﬁ lg £ P MEH.
2.3 AR EHRENEHEEARN
MEITR, FHEEXMWSERENTAHE
BB Mm, SR EHX B 266.4 g B’E
B 324.5 g, B M 21. 8%, L ARSEHE 117. 4 g, 18
3] 153.6 g, ¥/ 30. 8% ; & M B Hh Xt EB A9 63. 9
g BEFE 78.3 g, M 22.5% ., AFSHEME, &E
THEEAER BRET LRESMBEHEE £
RERFESEERHE, VRER.ZHERATY
BHEARUEBHERE, FRETEREMT &
BRI, AR BEMEERERATE T ER.
2.4 SEMRMBEMZ BT
AHEEERNBERE=RILNBXEHEN
BE. NR4ER, FHEBEXEHRT=RBH R
X#) 4.18 kg BB F) 5.52 kg, MM 32. 1% ; S HiE
JEX M ERRA X B A 11, 7% FRKE 4. 1%,

Enzyme activity per gram
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Table 3 Effect of different fertilization on roots
weight and fresh leaves weight of Ginkgo

Total BE  Weight

24.06%, lLXT BRI IN 4. 25%%0; B T A BRI SCF 1

436 %I, HEXT R A 17, 1%; F B KR FE B

3.28%, bt Xt ER X I/ 9.6 %%
IRBERESRSTENEREEFHE, LE

sl Age weight Weight of 100 " = 2
Treatment of tree of Roots of small fresh A EMERE EMER(EEFRE,2002), B
(a)

(2 roots(g) leaves(g)
324.5 153.6 78.3

SR K Area of 8

rational fertilization
MK CK 8 266.4 117.4  63.9
Xt R i & Increase — 58.1 36.2 14. 4

of rootsor leave weight
of fertilization area

Hoxt BRI M E 4 e In- — 21.8 30.8 22.5

crease percentage (%)

FHHRERO.5m® LMPHMHME Roots weight is the fresh

roots weight in 0.5 m? soil.

X REBEMR 7.6 MESAGHERKRERMNBRY
52. 9% R FE B 90. 6%, M b0 37. 7%, & H M AE L R
BTHENRE. 20 &, 4 HEE R F 58 HE R

MEESSHR. A B ONEEREENELISE.
BERFEEREEMEX BEEZRAUWEREEM
FKUEHEE,1999) . ZARGREY, S HBICHR
BT HEEAMEEENEE RS TREAMEN
EEMER. XA EBEEYNREEETE L EE
THBRERETREEI TEENEH.

WP L, 52 R T8 A E AR 21, 733 hm?,
Bk E 90. 45%; F- ¥ & 667 m? =R 117. 19
kg, FLIETR B X = /4% 18. 2 kg #1m 543. 9% ; FEAR
MEIRTEAEA 142. 1 hm® , B8 73. 2% &
667 m® f=FhH% 65 kg, tLIEM B X ™= ff % 18. 2 kg,

R4 TEREENEHELCKE EREENZROVI

Table 4 Effect of different fertilization on yellow plant rate, bearing plant rate and yield of Ginkgo

A P ALK B Hibsk R HEKRH HEKR R
b Number of  Age of Numbef of Percentage of Numbfer of Percentgge Yield per
Treatment plants (B)  tree(a) yellowing yellowing bearing of bearing plant
plants(#) plants( %) plants (#%) plants(%) kg
S MM AR Area of rational fertilization 9 237 8 377 4.1 8 370 90.6 5.52
SHREK CK 6 727 8 790 11.7 7 165 52.9 4,18
KXt BR ¥ W B/ Increase or decrease of — - -413 — 1 205 — 1.34
fertilization area
Xt B3 H 4> I Increase or decrease — — — -7.6 — 37.7 32.1

percentage (%)

Wm 257, 14% . WMH B =& 353. 50 t, Fri¥ g~
280.56 t, AXTHKISKME, W a3 TREMATGRE L™
MAER. B, MELBRTERTRE=BE™
3600 tAK,METRGEMTTRE=EE 5 200
t AR 1600 t, AMEMELHBANEST
BENR=HRENRER, BENT &= 8, UG
BENRYF A5 S%A.

S E 30 :
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