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2) AU AL AR KR B, HLKEE AR KRB T 36 B, TN 5 TY6 A B A vk B & 234351 73. 00% 1 72. 00%
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Exploring the Impact of Lake Sediment Based Planting Substrates on Forage Growth: An Experimental Analysis.
LI Han-ting" , TIAN Mei-rong', HUO Xiao-jun®, YOU Chun-he® , NIE Hua-yue'’, GAO Ji-xi®® (1. State Key Laboratory
of Environmental Criteria and Risk Assessment , Chinese Research Academy of Environmental Sciences, Beijing 100012,
China; 2.Inner Mongolia Academy of Ecology and Environment Sciences, Hohhot 010010, China; 3. Satellite
Application Center for Ecology and Environment, Ministry of Ecology and Environment, Beijing 100094, China)
Abstract: Environmental protection has always been centered on the using of lake sediment as a resource. The sediment
collected from Hulun Lake was used as the main substrate to demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency of lake sediment
resource utilization in ecological restoration, and the planting substrate was created by combining cow dung, sheep dung,
and straw. The experiment included seven treatments; CK, TN1, TN2, TN3, TY4, TYS, and TY6. Physical properties
such as germination rate and survival rate of forage, plant height, average root length, and chemical properties such as or-
ganic matter, nutrient content, and pH of the soil were examined to determine the impact of planting substrates on the
growth and development of steppe forage. The results show that TN3 (sediment : cow dung : straw=2: 3.25 : 2) and
TY6 (sediment : sheep dung : straw=2 : 3.25 : 2) treatments had the best effects on forage growth, and that Agropyron
mongolicum grew much effectively than Leymus chinensis. Leymus chinensis had 19. 00% and 28. 00% germination rates in
TN3 and TY6, respectively, and Agropyron mongolicum had 73. 00% and 72. 00% germination rates in TN3 and TY6, re-
spectively. Adding sheep dung planting base at the same proportion is more beneficial to the growth of forage than the other
treatments. As for the other physical property indexes of forage and chemical property indexes of forage and planting sub-
strates, TN3 and TY6 are higher than the other treatments with the same raw material. This indicates that the higher the
content of sediment and straw in the planting substrates, the better the forage growth. The results of this research can pro-
vide technical support for the utilization of Hulun Lake’s sediment resources and the managment of sandy meadows.
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FEAR I R IR U, 2 K DAk ik T i e 1 () 2
— o T YRR B R IR U S A R A A
BB SRR A Rl S5 L DA R F B ) T
RO B R AEVE PR, DR B 0& & 1 £
JE UL TSI RS 8, AS A AT sl 2 3091 DS 918 e
2 ) e P B Y AR A 85 R i 5 A S KU T
H PR i Ak R e AR R

FHOCHT 98 R W, 7EAAE W) 38 el R 0 1, 9
JIC U FT B A A R 2R AR (HAE A it
B, ARAE S s 74 ) B 92 IS U6 5 Ak R i TR
2 0 8 WA BC AR TC ML G I8 3 F 4k g S b
(eSS RS Il O G T 15, A N 1
BRIGHAM %8 4518 9 = 1 #1 8 : 2 AR ILIR &
MA+5KREIFATRESE, RGNS +
e PRI B BRI IE b, GRS RS M
VB S A= Wy SRR A 2 N A 5 B A S [ Ak e U
AL, 2 W b RS U8 3 T R R A Al A K
M BRI K IR A TORRE R AR BT 4
A Y & A HLAERE, F T #b st ke
F#4, CANET 28" 157 B VG B 2 446 74 31 b X o /R
LB R JR A 55 1 M, IR A =T R
SRR IR E YA A K LS, H
B, WA TR ot 5 i H B ZEE e R LR &
J5 T AHAE#D 78 A 38 352 45 AT i JT AR A, B P 5
I T WA R U8 5 0 b B B O | 38 i R AR
1o, AR BE KT AE) IR A T D,

H AT, AR Ve 7 AR 1E 9 1 e B 1w %) 1o,
EA KBS, HH TR I 30, AR
TN HIA X AR, A RO 55 ) 828 2 T

K1 EKRMGFEHEENESE

o3, JEl i LSRR AR 3 G, S EUNIA R e
SRR BAE 1 0, X 8 7K B 9 i ok A R B,
AR AT 0 K TR b b, R T R T i
W UVAZ AR VPAE W15 G 25 Jn TAR R 05 1) 2
— WO R, MEAE W) e TR Y Hh 4 J& o
R B AR, PSS 1 Dy SR BOR R,
B WPAS TR AR o DX S - ST | e A o i A, o
JEUBUR B S b A RS Ve T
IPAR AL SR YD A F i 52, XF IR AR 380 0 ol A 25 B 5
e R TR IRAR AR B ek B R
PRI S, I, 2 T A T T e A ) ol e
TFIEHIFSE, 73 M AN R C LU X e JEU R AR Kk 7
AR BRRFAE RS2, LAY D -4 W L 92 i U8 14 vl 45 4
FHIFIT 5 B2 1 52 R b 2 2548 52 3R R 2
s,

1 #R57EZ%

1.1 iXIesR

iRl e B N g R (ow i 3 i R S VAR BE3 4 ES|
WP B b IX, b BE A E A 48°30740” ~ 49°20 40"
N,117°00'10"~117°41'40" E, i 2 WFA4¢ D1 /R 17 347 2
IR PRATTHE B B IR 55 20 T G o L 2 1), Ja rh iRy
PR KRR AEB R -1.3 CAEBREK
i 319 mm, 34 H BT 2 840 h, 234 7% & &
1 406 mm'"* "'
1.2 RXIedrd

JEVERER A 2022 4F 5 H RAE AR N 48°
34" N,117°13" E, KIR 9 m, IR RERE 3.6 m,
R AT SCHR ) 0 224 b SR L T SR ERCME , RIS U
SRR T EFERS AR AR A B, PRSI
TR F IR 1, P F H THE AL
A& ) UK B (Agropyron mongolicum ) Fl 3 B
(Leymus chinensis ) /£ B0 R

Table 1 Nutrient contents of sediment, cattle dung, and sheep dung g - kg
A HHLE o) i e HRLA AL AL 5 B 73
KR 28. 50 0.28 1.50 20. 41 30.97 10. 36 26. 87
RS 140. 00 11. 00 3.00 9.00 1.18 0.30 0.50
T3 286. 00 18.52 2.75 14.62 0.93 0.38 0.37

1.3 K\wA*E
SR A FL IR R 7E ORI ARS FF,
TR B IR SR AT AR BI R E 1 0 1
(FEESH) , fEBLIERb I, N4 25 el E 28 DI n
FEFRGy ., WE 7 AN R LR SR, e — 4

S X B 25 Ak B2 A L LR 2 AR A K 3
AEE L 21 HBEA 2 TR RO R4 IR A AL
FEAR S 100 L5 FRIEILRZT 0.5~1.0 cm
I PR EARIC AR S W 21 AFEAE T
36 ek 2 PN, 1 B () Y BE AR 19 ~ 28 C 2 [,
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Table 2 Formula for planting substrates

Qb MR W EHAT R L H
CK  JRIR+FEFT 1:1 13 : 1

TN1 R+ R 1:3.25: 1 13:15: 1
N2 JER+HEHEREFERF 1.5:3.25: 1.5 26:15:2
TN3 R+ IR 2:3.25:2 39:15:3
TY4 I+ T I+ 1:3.25:1 13:13: 1
TY5 JEJe+T I+ 1.5:3.25: 1.5 26:13:2
TY6 e+ T F3E+T5FT 2:3.25:2 39:13:3

1.4 IMBME
1.4.1  HORRh R 2R G

TRUG I [R] Xt T o AL %) 0K B R 2 B R BR 48 b R
F IR IE SR EAS 1 28 B, b i 4 3 RN AE A
KA LR (S) SERZER(L)Y, KAWL
Ja TR IER(C) .

S=N,/Nx100% , (1)
KD H N RVKE 3 d N ZER 9 d N R ZFIFRF
BN R

L=N,/Nx100% (2)
K (2)H, N, AR & 2F 10 d J5 & 2R F4L
C=N,/Nx100%, (3)

K (3) 1, N, R ZFIA S, S ORI S
1.4.2 Py sveR

AN, 2350 AE A (] B Bl 4 45 FE AR AL 1)
NI R R € IR SO R (SR S OL 7 S/ - 8 ]
KRR IZ A I i 45 FEAS A P () - IR K
[FIE RS AR A Y i 85 5 T8, T A s
Fr(z) .

Z=N,/N;x100% . (4)
H(4) H, N, MR BT, kg N, A R R A
ke,

1.4.3 i RN JE R ) b o
FEAERKIR, 23 B R 45 63 1y = R UK B AR
A RBRZ BB R MR pH 31 (SK220) I
SERRE SRR R | R 8 B U R A A O 2 A
BLBT & i, SR FH 3% 252 3k 3l 3 B 4SO s i Ak /L & 4
SR PRI SR TR 355 i B — SR B Bt b €07 DU 7 ok
AU B o, R FH I TR B v VR HIR 5 B B — K MBS B T
ERIURES Y G o
1.5 #HENEFE
X Fr A58 5 K F Excel 2003 Fl1 SAS 6. 0 %K
PTG T

2 HRE5HM
2.1 AEMEEMBEMNFRFRMBERD
=210

2.1.1 REIER

TV AL SR A, R A R AR BB E R
HEFE, A, WA R Ve B b 2 5 ko
PR R ZER5 0, IR, UK A 7655 3 K
FHIRZZE ,HE 72 h N CK & ZE#4E 80. 00% , it & F
oAt Ab 3 £5 AbFR 2R e 2F 3SR I CK>TN3>TN2>
TN1>TY6 >TYS5>TY4, v 7% i Ji 28 4 28 4b 2 40
(TN1,TN2 FI TN3) &k ZF#am & T+ 354
(TY4.TY5 I TY6) , RIS 13 X, CK K HFREYE
57% 747, oA AL B 20k 2F 32 KR 2 &5, TNT, TN2
F1TN3 2Hik 60% LA I, Hodb TY6 A1 TN3 #iid 70%
JKRZFEI A TN3>TY6>TN2>TN1 >CK >TY5>TY4
(%£3),

xR3 KREMFEFENLZFRER
Table 3 Germination indexes of Agropyron mongolicum

and Leymus chinensis %
UKHE ES

CK  80.00+0.94° 57.00+1.80° 8.00+0.89" 11.00+1. 15°
TN1  50.00+1. 12% 60. 00£2.00* 5.00+1.12° 13.00+1.56"
TN2  60.00=1.50° 70. 00£2.20° 18.00+1.22" 18.00+1. 05°
TN3  70.00+2. 01 73. 00£2.24° 19.00=0. 85° 19.00+1. 12"
TY4 10.00+1.68° 18.00+1. 12" 1.00+0. 05" 4.00+0. 08°
TY5 15.00+1.40" 47.00+1. 50" 2.00+0.09> 9.00=0. 60"
TY6  40.00=1.90" 72. 00+1.30* 19.00=1.30° 28.00+2. 12°

AL A FERC L W2 2, [ — BB 5 5 SO/ NE TR W ROR

AN Ab B ) B 4 7 22 57 . 3% (P<0. 05)

b2

LR LUK R R ZERS I, F45 9 RIFIR & 28,
AR HEA K 2F 53R IR TN6 ~ TY3>TN2>CK >
TNI>TY5>TY4, TY4 I TYS K % FRSEHEAR T
CK, TN3 &k # & K 19.00%, TY6 K % £ N
28.00% , W& T TY4 F1 TYS(P<0.05) .,

SR MRS ES AR SR
O3 A AP B R S5 (n - K 4y R4+
RS R ) . CK 41/ T B 5 A 0 i U8 RS
FF, BIAR I B AL B B 8 TR 2 25 R R 2 b B
PRAE T AR 0 K ZE AR E, S 72 h B CK 4
B VK RE A 2F B TR B (B . F 5 & 2F I [a] A e, A
A 2 I T ] SEE T 3 K, R 2 R A )
TAHFEIZE, W20 TNT TN2 44 DL K
JNEZEH TY4 TYS RIS FEFF b oA 34K,
AR 22, Bk ZFAZBH . TN3 Fi TY6 4k e
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SRS s IRRALBR R, R S, A
TR W S8 5% i AR 23808
2.1.2 AR

MFIR HHE R 55 15 RIF LRI E B 36 R AR 1k
IERERE 2 d ME 1k, e 3 ke, Wi 1 FTR,
21 d A, TN3 TY6 Ab BH K 55 R 6 R i H RS E M 4,
it 70% , HA TY6 Ab P AL I K Al ik 80%, CK .
TN1.TN2 . TY4 F1 TY5 W% R EAK, 21 d BHKT
30% , H CK . TN1 . TN2 Fl TY5 &b 3 5%, 7 #& fifi 5} &)
FER BT RR R

vkt m17d

CK TN1I TN2 TN3 TY4 TY5 TY6

FERIE R ME 1,28 d IR R AR R
TG RV, Hod TY6 TN3 &b B %76 e dne i, o0
W 30% 18% ., 28 d B ,CK . TN1.TY4 #1 TY5 &k
PR TS AT 10%

ER R TR SR oY BB SR A R IR R S R
o Ll B a7 AR AL B BE S5 iR A | T R Ji L
B R I O IE ) 52 e 8 B A K R RN SR LAY
B R RPN TY6 Ak B T TN3, W] F
PR T AR e, TY4 TYS Ab FRASAF T 5 5k
R R BUR R,
35+
30

25
20

E9

g

m24d

CK TNI TN2 TN3 TY4 TY5 TY6

b

b PRI AL L WL 2,
1 kEMFEMMER

Fig. 1

2.2 XMHELEKMTE
2.2.1 PR EFREK

R AN 30 d B 3K B AR HE I 3k B R B
W 5E PO KR, 45 R o, 45 A0 P4 VKR R i S
PR E IR TY6>TY4>TYS5>TN3 >CK>TNI >
TN2, WhnEZEab M A bk W 2 & T CK(P<
0.05),H v TYe 4b i Hb CK & 39.47% ., W4
ZE0 3 ML B BT TN MBS B E S T CK
(P<0.05), VLIATEAR R Ve AAS AFBC KL T, 3
A 2 R PR 0 K BT AR 4K A A R AR I T =2
MR (L),

4 %2 I 1K 56

F4 KK 30 dHERRENFEHKS

Table 4 Average height of steppe forage on the 30" day

of the experiment cm
b3 URELRR = FRBR
CK 17.33+1.53°¢ 8.67+1. 15"
TN1 12.67+1. 154 9.00£2. 64"
TN2 7.67+0. 58° 7.33+0.57°¢
TN3 21.33£0.57" 8.50+0. 87°¢
TY4 23.67+0.56" 7.67+1.15°¢
TY5 23.33%1.15¢ 11.33+1. 52"
TY6 24.17+1.26° 17.33+2.31°

B AL PR SEC WL 2, A — BB G S O TR R R OR
AN TR Ab 3 (] BEFE bR 22 5 B 3 (P<0. 05)

Survival rates of Agropyron mongolicum and Leymus chinensis

PR = AR L SRR TY6>TYS>TNI >
CK>TN3>TY4>TN2, TERINFEEE /T, FRb
RN TY6 AbHE 8 E 1 F TY4 TYS5(P<0.05),
[ CK @29 1A%, 7Ed A28 46 F 7, N1 TN2 |
TN3 Zb R MRS S5 CK 259 A W3, Kk, i
FAEMTY6 MR TS G HAERER,IF
RE AR T 2 B0 5 43 MR T, 185 ™ 6

RIS 50 d B R JE AR AR K LR 5

F5 W50 d HERFENFEHIRK
Table 5 Average root length of steppe forage on the 50

day of the experiment cm
b3 TREAR K FRORK
CK 5.17+1.04¢ 2. 670. 58¢
TN1 8.67+3.51" 5.65+0.57"
TN2 10. 83+0. 29" 5.67+0.57"
TN3 11.00+1. 00" 6.330. 56"
TY4 5.67£0. 58¢ 3.33+0. 58
TY5 9.93+0. 12" 4.34x0.57°
TY6 14. 00+ 1. 00 10. 321, 532

AL AT FE N LG WL R 2, A — B B I e SC/NE FERE R )RR
AN [ b 2 [) 4 25 57 3 (P<0. 05)

VKERR K KA TY6>TN3>TN2>TY5>TN1 >
TY4>CK, TY6 4b B 1 oK B AR K i K, 15 14. 00
em, J& CK 19 2. 71 % TN3 &b BB vk B M K & CK
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2. 135, FEBEKEH N TY6>TN3 >TN2 >
TNI>TYS >TY4>CK, TY6 4k ¥ ) 2 s AR K K
10.32 cm, /& CK 9 3.87 £, 5 TY4 . TY5 2 5% &
#(P<0.05) ; TN3 b B FEFAR KN 6.33 cm, &
CK i 2.37 %, #H L TN2 & 11.6% ., £ W TY6 .,
T3 ik 3 9 4 BE 235 14 AT A 002 i R AR & i
KB AT R R X5 4 FK 4 8 IR
SR AR AR % T R PR AR A
2.2.2 HETH

TERCR A K TR 0 45 a0, DN o D A e e o
AT I ERES T (F6), TY6,TN3 4b
PR UK R i B ol T A AL B, TY6 Ak B UK
FLEEE Ay )2 TYS  TY4 #9507 3. 11 %, J& CK
[ 4. 11 f%, TN3 &b 3 ) pK &£ 5 & TN2 (1) 2. 84
ff, TN1.TY5 KbFRAYpKEL 6 8 I T CK, TN2 | TY4
WEHLYS CK 2R/, SRR TE S, TY6 &k

*k6 HEREWEF~E
Table 6 The yield of steppe forage

FEAM K TYS TY4 9 6. 10 4. 69 1%, TN3 4L 3 )
VKETFE S TN2 /9 3. 12 7%, & TN1 19 7. 07 5,

LT RN TY6 A0 i 3 o T HoAth kb R
H(P<0.05),TY6 A4b BL43 I & TY5 . TY4 CK ¥
3.67.7.33.7.33 f%, TN3 Kb B i) 2 B i 7 ) 1] 2
TN2 . TNI 4 1.63,2.17 %, }& CK Y 4.33 %,
TY6 TN3 Ab 3 9 3 5+ 5 7 S48 53 5] 4 0. 058
0.032 kg, TY4, CK (1 F 34 {8 W 53 5] 24 0. 006
0.005 kg, TY6,TN3 4b Hi iy vk & 47 F Ho 43 51 Ky
29.7% 28. 6%,y % CK /& 11.2.10. 1 H 4 A4,
TY6 ,TN3 4k 3 ) 3 % 47 I 40 5 4 26.3% .
25.1% 539 CK 55 9.6.8. 4 F 4 . Bk I,
TY6 ' TN3 Kb F B w7 f 5 47 1 b e T HoAth &b 23
20, W] TY6 TN3 L LU A A A 3 o A ok R R
SERT I E] P AT ARG

b3 VK kg P T kg VKR T H kg FHETE/ kg KT /% FEERFTTFH/%
CK 0. 100=0. 017¢ 0. 030+0. 003° 0.018+0. 003° 0. 005+0. 001° 18.5 16.7
TN1 0. 070£0. 005° 0. 060=0. 0051 0.015+0. 010" 0.012£0.001¢ 20.8 20. 4
TN2 0.131+0.011°¢ 0. 080+0. 006° 0. 034£0. 003¢ 0.019+0. 002¢ 26.3 23.8
TN3 0.373+0. 010" 0. 130+0. 012" 0. 106+0. 003" 0. 032x0. 003" 28.6 25.1
TY4 0. 132£0. 010° 0. 030=0. 003¢ 0. 026=0. 002¢ 0. 006+0. 001° 19.5 22.4
TYS 0.081+0.0114 0. 060+0. 0074 0. 020+0. 003° 0.014+0. 0024 25.4 24.5
TY6 0.411£0.018* 0.220+0. 001* 0. 122£0. 005° 0. 058+0. 002° 29.7 26.3

AR PR IEBC L AR 2, ] — S B 3 S0/ 7 REAS [ 78 A () Ak B i) HE 9 s 2 S .35 (P<0. 05)

2.3 MERHERSLIENFI

PKEFISE BRI SRR 7, B3R 7 WAl
ASTR) b BEZH PB4k 5 FE R TY6>TN3>TN2 >
CK>TN1>TY5>TY4, TN3 TN2 4b Bk 5 4 5k &
T CK 2091 7 23. 88 .4.01 g - kg™, TY6 AL FH [
CK (7 25.20 g - kg™' o VKERE ST HRZNN TY6>
TY5>TY4>TN3>TN2>TN1>CK, TN3 4B [t CK &
11.06 g « kg™ ,TY6 Ab B LK CK /& 27.52 ¢ - kg™',
UK R TY6>TN3 >CK>TY5>TN2 >
TY4>TN1,TN3 Zb# L CK 0. 11 g - kg™', TY6 4k
L CK /5 0.96 g - kg™' o IKE M & ERIAN
TY6>TN3>TY4>CK>TYS>TN1>TN2, TN3 Ak B,
CK0.37 g- kg™, TY6 Zb P CK &5 1.76 ¢ -
kg™, BRI E, TN3 TY6 Ab B A vk #3570 &
FHMA Y, CK Pk E L8 2SS T
TN1 TN2 TY5 4b3 356 B 42 50 i Ve A7 B T34 fn
UKEEAG HLIE A8 UK B ] 2 37 40, WO SR 0 3 &
BAERBHEN

R AR S B S, TN3 . TY6 , CK AH X} H:
A F A s & AR N, FREERSERU
J3 TY6>TY4>TY5>TN3>CK>TN2>TN1, TN3 4b B
b CK 25 1.19 g - kg™, TY6 AL F 1L CK & 17. 80
g kg, FEEBGELEIN TY6>TN3>TN2 >
TY5>TN1>TY4>CK, % Ab B4 B AR Y T CK, £
B A RN TN3>TY6>TYS>TY4>TN2 >
TN1>CK, SMEARTE , Pk 56 6] 2 75 4 B0 R 4 i 75
A BAESEER, BEUE R 1R KB 12 & E R

Rorerit,

2.4 #MEEpH EMFESSETWL

2% 8 ML, oA JRL I 45 oIS ok Ak A
JA4 K A AE Ak, TN3  TY4 TYS5  TY6 4b B Ff A 3
pH H<7, 255 R 1, TY6 4L 38 pH {4 6.82, 5
CK AHILA B s . MR AR & B RN
TY6>TY5>TY4>CK>TN3>TN2>TN1,CK L TN3 &
11.60 mg - kg™, Fb TN2 /& 32.73 mg - kg™, &
TNI1 1) 4. 49 f5, TY4 TYS TY6 &b P 5 & & &
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P H 399. 79 mg - kg, & TNI TN2 ,TN3 kb3
PIME Y 12. 43 %, 4540 B 20 bl 5 3 50 AR ek 2
BiA R B E T CK(P<0.05) , 4% Ab 340 Fl oA
HAMLE S B8 CK 5 6.27~13.74 g « kg™’
TN1,TN2 TN3 4b B A 56 4/ & E P E K 8. 15
g+ kg™ M T CK & 55.24%,TY4 TY5 . TY6 Ab

®7T EREHERSSE

WA 2R T HYMEN12.05 g - kg™ AT CK &
129. 52% , AFALFEE CK 8] Fhl £ 480 & G
225, s e Ak, Sy K
MSEARZR, SR Bon MR SRR T,
VN IS 285 ) A R Ol | SR AR DA K AL A
W A TS IR VA SR R R 3

Table 7 Nutrient contents of the steppe forage g - kg
e VLB Ak 2R R B
Vi CK 63. 18+2. 85° 33.37+6.79" 5.25+0.07° 19.43+0. 53
TN1 49.56+2. 174 34.51+4. 52" 4.75+0. 47° 17.25+0. 90
TN2 67.19+1.71" 43.74x4. 83" 4.81+1.06° 16.57+4. 78"
TN3 87.06=1.70° 44.43+14.76" 5.360. 40° 19. 80+0. 11
TY4 36.73+1.02° 45.012. 53 4.79+0. 48° 19. 67+1. 53
TYS 47.00+1. 004 48.21+3.71% 4.91+0. 84° 18.06+1. 59
TY6 88.38+0. 62° 60. 89+ 14. 83° 6.21£2.20° 21.19+0. 39°
PR CK 49.97+1.57° 30. 61+6. 44° 3.96+0. 23" 13.99+0. 48°
TN1 42.56+2. 82° 24.71%6.36° 4.34x1.09° 16. 12+5. 53"
TN2 46.20+1.79" 29.32+2. 53¢ 5.07+0. 28° 17.31+0. 70
TN3 49.77+1.04* 31.80+10. 16™ 5.30£0. 98° 19. 13+2. 74°
TY4 38.20=+1. 144 46. 81+7. 42° 4.13+0.13° 18. 41+0. 35°
TY5 38.83x1.97¢ 45.36+11.39% 4.89x0. 22° 18.67+1.07°
TY6 50. 69+ 1. 08" 48. 41+7.39* 5.47+1.21° 18.95+1. 18"
AL PR FE I L R 2, TR —Fh B[R] — S B )5 98 SO/ NG BN ] 7R AN [R] A BB B 46 b7 22 5 i 2 (P<0. 05)
=8 KK S0dHMHAHEEFSSES pH E
Table 8 Nutrient contents and pH value of the planting substrates on the 50" day of the experiment
w( HERR) / w GERHE) / w( ) / w(BILR),  w(E&R)/ w( W)/ w( &)/
Ak 3 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 pH fH
(mg - kg™ ) (mg - kg™") (mg - kg™ ) (g-kg) (g kg) (g-kg) (g kg)
CK  63.35£35.90° 59.53+6.45°  698.24x42.63% 17.05+8.71" 5.25+1.76% 1.45x0.171 5.90+0.17* 7.62x0.24°
TN  14.12+7.22° 400.00+78.01% 1 231.79+4.71°  25.76=1.63% 8.49+0.47" 2.77+0.12 5.07+0.31¢ 7.18=0.15"
TN2  30.62+32.15°  477.87+11.71° 1238.60+40.28" 23.32+2.41™ 7.57£0.95" 2.48+0.03" 5.39+0.23" 7.07+0.05"
TN3  51.75+1.82° 345.80£27. 04 1 169. 18+35.20" 25.38+6.05" 8.40+2.58° 2.21x0.12¢ 5.82+0.37® 6.97+0. 16"
TY4 287.36+21.45"  711.47£19.68" 1057.57+53.08° 30.79+6.84" 12.97+2.09° 3.13x0.14" 4.86=0.23" 6.9320.04°
TYS 415.85+136.26° 605.73+40. 64" 1212.73+40.83" 29.03+2.70" 12.20+0.74* 2.86+0.43" 5.85+0.24* 6.93=0.10°
TY6  496. 15+43.64°  584.33+13.47" 1 105.21+100. 79> 25.47+3.73™ 11.00+2. 12** 2.78+0.37" 5.69+0. 04" 6.82+0.08"

AR PR RERC L W3R 2, 7] — BB R 330/ NS P RS [ 3R AN [ Ak 2R i) B4 4 22 57l 35 (P<0. 05)
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