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Abstract

The soil moisture, change of photosynthesis as well as typical fertilizer—nitrogen use effiency in
sweet pepper were studied with different types or contents of water absorbent treatments, the best
dosage is estimated based on the above research results , the following conclusions are drawed:

1. The water absorbent absorbs water gradually and tends to stably, finally achieves in the saturated
condition. The moisture content change of these absorbment although have same increase tendency, but
its initial absorbing water percentage as well as final absorbing water percentage is different respectly.
The absorption percentage of LT- 200 in salty solution nearly the same with in the pure water although
not very high, and repetition hygroscopicity character is the best, quite stable.

2. It’s easy to see from the water release curve that different measurement of water absorbent and
original soil trendcy is nearly the same under 0~15 bar pressure, only the moisture content is
different.It is helpful to guaranted the water absorbent effect in improving soil water retention property.

3. The soil conductivity increase with applying of water absorbent polymer, and it is also increase
with the content of polymer used. In this study, the LinGuo have the biggest influence of water
conductivity, or it reflect its ability to the ion adsorptive capacity as well as to the nutrient holding
ability.

4. There are some changes among different procedures with water absorbent in pr, tr, ci, cond and
WUE. They all have certion rise besides ci, and the trends of different procedures in different stages is
not the same.

5. Employed with different water absorbent can not change the sweet peppers chlorophyll
fluorescence of the daily variation tendency, but only the slightly change in value. The root vigious of
LT-100 of 0.5%o far higher than others, the result also waits for further confirm and analysis.

6. There are remarkably increase of N content among organs of different procedures, but the change
tendency with polymer quantity of Nin pepper organs is not very consistent. The quantity of polymer
and the fertilizer-nitrogen absorption is not connected completely, with the increase of polymer content,
the nitrogen absorption of sweet pepper increasing softly or reduce. Therefore, it is extremely essential

to consider the correlate factor when determine the best amount during use.

Key words: water absorbent , water use effiency, chlorophyll fluorescence, photophysiology ,

nitrogen absorption, nitrogen use effiency
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1.1.1 fixE=

WE T TR R 455 JThm’, &7 E TR 47 %, BEREBRA LRI S L B
HS AR 65%. RIS, FRIE AT A2 ) 441 IR AR S FTK R P, Aol K s K & 1)
73.4%, "EPEAR L 1.0 kg /m® CRERAE, 20000, #5550, FRIERWAFEFIKL 300 1Zm’, 7KfE
B £ it 22 A AR 35 22 A — FE I T A B I AR N P R 292 e A s T W () DR A B ) fl 2 — . 4
AR, KFENUIR = A AR B K S I8 B, B 32 Bk 1T 7K W8 RR FH 03 LA RO 7K R 175 G o

Hur, REEMKOFHREE 04 47, Mgl SESKRTRS. E 5000
LAm’ K&, A7 60 Y i A AR K BRI TRIRE A FE gl (1 IR S st S A v 1 K
FAFE LA B AL G e 7 25 R AR SRR T 22, 5 R E0K SRR GO B T 3R Rl “ IR
W 5 ORI AR RIS . A B KRR R R BT =k 0.8~0.9, FHAKEE LK
R, AKMR LR 2.32 kg / m?, MTREEIAL 1 kg /m’e WA S5 K REBE AR 5%
I, KRR R AR 0.1~0.2, %A EARNAR KB 4000 Zm (545, WIAEAE R 21K &
21 400~800 1Zm’, JCKE X MR T E K B AL T P G 2R CHE T o AR S br LR BRIk 4
MR M ER G BOARSEE (I EW], 1995),

KRR IR B 25 H 12 L /D IR /K S FESRIUS T e 2 R AEY) ™ 2 RS0 e (R AR A4 i
F, BRSPS A SRS (), 1998) . 5 21 HEBE T /K 1 G S8 Tl - HEE /K
KUEE AR FH B A 5 ARSI R (R K S 2, B8 KA R OKIZE KR T8 K
FPIZENE . BHPEAS 4R S5 ) MU TR R Rk R i8R Hi% (Richard et al.,1999) 7K 4t KiL G FEAE
W2 7500 o AV FHZK SENL AW, AMb 2B 5= 2 1y 7= B 07 1) R R IR 3, M 22k
TR A0 Z50 R LA 7R 40 R AT PR B 7K g o P 1 7K R T B At AF DG S b AR T 7K PR K B AR

I, FRE DL T 7 Q% BRI T 22 % NI, e sRIBR S 0 i B3t ot v T Hoth
EoK, #EA 21 e, mxrE RN BWIEAIREIE ), B E AR ALK B 5,
PR RE AR 24 55 (1 it ) e b 4 v 1 b= K I A . H AT E OOy S F s KA IE A
[€. 2004 4F, [ A0 CLZik B 4637 JT0E, RV IR AR R f ST 40 e P 2 ik IR R Ak
B2z 4 it BRI 2 4%, AESERIR AU, 40 % kit 3E AR B EH, T i i 1 &
AR . 2001 4, 4x[E AL EL 2000 FE1EK: 2.6 %, 2002 KSR A 2 %, 2003 4E
FOC A 1.68 %, 2004 FFEIGICHA 5.1 % CEARRIR / T ESETHE % 2005 4F) o 45 31 M 0.
FYAX IR AT, HArgisk. R, S/EY e sl s s . (e sRIA . R R
ARBUAE T R =™ B R RN R Z 0 . A DUk T — R AV i sgm . LU R A6, FIE
TR A G B AR A5 10 1000 2 7 Wi A e, BEIRLTHHIRL 300 147C; [FIRF, 4Rk
PR IR T T R, TR EA 123.5 J5MEUE R bR KR BT, 49.4 JymligE
AR K, 299 JTIEREAN KRS WFERIE, KT, S I BRV AR5 H K S e RIL 2] 97.5
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Jimg, Ho 90 %k HARNE, WIEE AT T 50 %o 38T A R OKIRYG Y. 42 532 4T
H, 82 %S BIAEFE B E GG, IR LG A b S EURAH IR SRR 2 B Y, EE IR
R, (AR R KV CRHEER, 2003) o Mk, IR . S IER R,
HoE e A A A D E R R SRR ISR B B2 AT TSGR 1 )

1.1.2 fIREX

PRAKFITE AL R AE SR TP A3 3] T 8O 2 N, 2 H TS A 50 Hh 1 — Pl
FRRHT T (AR, 2000) o PROAKFISCIR LR =K DR moKPER IR &
TR, 2 BRI AR g T Js PR E AT = K DR K e T i) o G (RERAE, 2000
EREE R B 5 E R AR BTN R TR, BT R E AR Sk Ay, T R R
S IK D) RE, WK G REIK A K&, 9218 R TBOK 43 BEAVE D BOBCR) T, AT 38 o 3 ORK 1, o B+
HEgER) (Ben Hur M, 1989), Jik/b/KIVR)Z3% (Ben Hur M, 1997) FHIEFE NI, $Emi7K o
FRar M. 5 20 20 60 AR IRIX R S M A+ AR SR LSS F) K 43 T4
B 7K T R FH o 1) A 255 7K B A 52 380 6] A A 2 P 3l oA o [ 2 R 2 e oAy tHE b e KPR A
R, RIS AR R PRI TR E LR35 2 RIRBEHE R T— R M8, BF5TIE
B, JRFEAE A BUILEN S TRK G5 & NI, CRAGRI DR R ORIEAE FH #R e 3 2 78 40 4% (G
ok, 20025 BRIBEE:, 2004) o (HERZKFIA I K], FEMaERK RN R FERT R 3R IR 2, G+ 15
Jid, 3E pH MH. B IR . U . R BN, LA E A
PEA e o R AEHARAKAE - o FESZBR AR, JUHR DR g SRS A o] A 5 /K DR IE RO 78
Y RAE, VL T

FIAUR A R, TP H MRS, Badib® O E BN E R HEHRE KA
MRS, It HAAAURIE R i) T840k, G BRI AL . RUFI) HIRas iy, R APl < i,
EOE I PR R A, JF BRI B IRAL T i =, ZRME R, Tk, JK A B SR AR
ATy Mk . DRI F RHARE by SR (R RE K S A4

AR S 6 P30 g A8 P A6 485 AR 0 B it FH A [ S8 B 8 () R K ) 838K 43 o RIABURE AR O
B AR PR AR 1738 4 DL AR FH SR IRUAR, 27 15 7K it oy i 2R JERE— R 5 e, A e AT 2 TR %
7, NRAKFHELNE e B R AR AR -

1.2  ARKFIBFF R IR
1.2.1 1Rk B IR 7K KL 3R % X 7K 43 %) B B9 40

PRARFAAE — ) FH BRI K VAR i 1] e P B A 8 KGR /K B ) ) o 3R A1), N R
K] AR RIR Eh LA, IF H5 A SV, WK s LG RU DOIR 25 i 43 0F, iz i E SRR
W 7K R P LA (R A5 B PRI W B 7K 23 i g, Ao A R L 38 T 8 IR /K 2 O AN /K g R e g o, 3
WA R RO A, A R TR R K Sy, B m TEMR IR R R, [FIR
AR AR T — L HURIR R 0L (TESTRI, 2003), IREEFRM, UK R R KD
40%7c A7 o e[ Munday BHATIE GARRIRE, B FRAE BT 20 A OROK A 0.27% . 0.54% . 0.81%,
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FH a5 7K AT LT B I 99 . 18 % 1 36%, BE/K B2 MIRD 37% . 45% 11 55%

PRI TR ORS00 K ) 8 5 BRI AU ScPE . T3, 3K 4t Hagdhor I
BRI, VEMEK T KK B 2R R VI OG, WA (2005) B HIEARS KR fRK
FIRARECLE . T3P RL (2~0.2 mm) Ho &, KA S 4 MSHLEHE, wmbEsHr
75 4 T RELIES Aot 0 CR A ) 552 o FH 2 PR R s T B BRI 00 Rt FH 2 SR 52 21 it ) 7 R it FH BT 1) 1)
S R PR T A A SR P AU R A, ok, SR G, 2004;
AR, 2003) it PR FIAE R TR e B, S50 BE, & s AP s AR EE LK oy, 3
TR IR R 2, FHIRIK 344 Bt CRAGRI LR T ORK AR BRI AR L Bk 4R
I T AR SR AR S8 O s Bl 55 (2005) K HBEES» 0 R RIS, 20 BERIIH AR KA 1 53 31 it
FHARAKFIEAT S B (R 2 R 0, DMK & Rt A, RELRR R 7K 20 R R0 d e

1.2.2 {RIKFI SRR B RIEEIER
1.2.2.1  {R7KFIFPREL B9 520

RT3 AR . B AC e R, RN 1R 2 1 Re A R /K ) v O B T fift s 1) s 1
Ay, R DAL 7 U - S R e 8 TR, kb T IRk, A A
I E IR e R P R IS RS, DA 2 PR R S5 R A IR 5 DR K AR 4 B FH IS, LRI PRK
ARAEAE FH#R e 20 78 20 K45 . RIS (2004) 38 i iR 56 UE WK AERL A I N PAM AR /K 714 1 45
M BLEP . KRS TR s 3 b4 (2003) KRR 5 IR FEEk 5 R 2 IR TR & 16
TR, TR IR R BB ILA AR 18.72 %M1 27.06 %. Kk, M0k LS, 4+
AKFF= S B 7 (WK FFTES 7 (WINOy D 84T ek ir W B L AT A T Heom k2, 01 AL
5 R FE P9 Bt R AR FH o 36 n, 35 00 i R d > OFEEEE, 2002) . 8 Y AR SEBRIE A, fR7K
FURT K HERE S PR5E S R AR 5 1 Lt £ /K 570 AT 5 A 30 %o ZEFTHEATIIREST b &
IR R AT FH B ) G I AR IR 2w AR BO8 4 B .- SmithFlHarrison(1991)#3E
3P CRINIGIRERSS, OB, WEhREEYD) 4055 RS S e s, 2R
TK T8 AE 28 3 (R TR T, AA 978 3 81 440 o - A 0 A0 R Ak L 1) AR /K 791 RE M B 22 1 B 2
T AWK AR PRI AR 50 BB TS 2 U TSR B 09 ORI« B A 32 AN R 2y Eh 2R 11
M. WFFURI, F200 181800 1 MR A WIS 1) 398 2 b v S8 2 1 = AR IR ) A st R0 A B3 53
TIBENE A5 . BRI G N 3750 I8 HUREIRZ 7 43 ) JA) [ -3 R R Tk o AR Hh 132 31 138
TRRI R ZME W 3K TIBAC K . RS R . PHAILA B 7 (R 520, /K52 HE B 45 g
JH T A 3R 0 B BAS 49 5 Sl 53 4% (Hassan, 1990; Mikkelen, 1994; Z5K:%%, 1989; %, 2002).
TRAKFDRS IR PR EAE R A R0 . —J7 T, {E B3 R0 8 70 o I e R 5753, IR E1E
Ty U7, AR AR T R IR A B, AR K RS S PR 1R Al A M A T b A . O
HAERKFIK O BERGLRES, KA R s et T IR % i (Polyakova, 1976; Kochba,
1990; Chatzoudis,1995). T LA H, 8 i I T3 Rk 1L 48 38 b 5= 0 1 L 45 S5 AR A0 57 9y
(175 K B R 2
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1.2.2.2 BEF3TRKFIE 500

e W I B I DR o0 A v A R T, PRI, AR X S AR KR R IR K AL EE — i
Flory-Huggins J¢ T 121 24 [ 4% (1) 2 i B kil . L2 X ks

Qy3:a/mms”ﬂz+a/2—x)A4
Ve/Vo

AP QIR LRKFIM KA, /VufRE I G 73 1 k2% Ll 5E s VRS, SARRAMN LRI
TWE, x REMEAERSE, VAREOKIET T, Ve/VoRI SRS B (12542, 2005) o
AT RUE H, RIKFIRIK ) 5 A B TR B ROE TG o PRIKFIFE SR IR K A5 2 L AR 4liK
R AR A 26 BT IEAR, R AR BE IR T Sh I RPN SR & T I i 3. 7ESEBR R, A LeIE
B RESAERAKGR Z58 K, BRARIRAKBE ST, anahRORokam], ILIOK)G, e e, Su
o1 R N1 1§ -V o 19 VA o = X N 2 A e L A A NN 7 N 5 A N Y2
S B TR R 200 mg/kght, BIRLRKFIMIMOK AT AU 228 Jb 3] 100 o4, BRIk, AhEfR
KFIARE SR B B M & e R MAERNRA (G s, 2002) , HENES PR S H
FHEAMHIVE D, 20 mMIR) R B RORK FIEERE 17K G A FH IS 4 % (Bowman, 1990; 3 5K,
2002) .

1.2.3 EIRIMRAKFIBYE=ER

20 el 60 FEAR, & ERFHA S R B KT, 70 FEARAE oK KA AR MR A5 7 1
M, B R, 25, & BT MoK Horb, AR R, st
Tt B KB A R I A =, A A= AR 20 5K, Hoh HARAldE A =) B =ik, 4F
FEIR 8 JTM, AEAFERE ST T, 1980 A SRR S 0.5 Jl, 1989 4FETEA 21 Ji, 1998
R SRR 85 Jyml, BLTEEIT 100 Jym, P E LR K FIBHEIFIN LG T 80 4FAR, EURDEM, AR
JEEE . 90 AEARLAR, —HEBT AL ORI SR = il Bk 2 () 1, ZERMIES 1 A0 A = Al 3 ) %
I, HEB—IRAGAE = AR IEA A, P2 ndbs{KH 841, KFFIAC 213, 2 k. 220
AR T M HLS,PANL JE5HISAL JRURTBSAP. BV K28 2. SRR FILEAR MY L 1 3 F A 7 3
JUiz, WA MR Z . RRSEA, G OAER. KL dh. BEL ML B SR MRS 60 £
Y EEAT TR, R AR 7 T2 A (RER, 199D, i1, &
S ZIIREAI TS 1) e et B B DR K A 7 i) — AN TR 2

1. 2. 4 {RKFVFESZBRL B S 7F7ERY (8] &%

PRAKFABTAE (K1 7K 43 1 BARFRAE 10 kPa~50 kPafik W 777 Bl 4, 2 R4 85 5 WS R 1K1 7K 5 o
B KWK 15 13 kg/em®~ 14 kg/em?, TR R MK 1K 2% 17 kg/em®~ 18 kg/em?,  FT LA
AL A IR R BN . EAMRE R, — AT LR K TR RE IR K R R LE 30 % LA
ATORIFAR R IRK o CRAKFRIF G AR — 2 Ya I, BT ORREIIZK 20 A BERE A0 R FH (e 1t 3L
WG M AE KR E . HEE, ANEEREILNAMIER, wi s s, PR R E KRk
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WA, W, SRS EURAREES B R CRARIRK 152, S i A7 A
GAEM o IR A s 5 IR AR b AR ORACRI BRI, 5 1 8 o 57 g, H 2 2 i DALt
SERIKFAAREE 08 1R K B 5 IR CERSAE, 2001) o eAb, LRIt F 2 A58 52 B AR ZK 71
Rtk AUESE T ORISR TR RO TR AT SR K A 2 T
RIS ol T ORISR AL . RO, AR IR A AT AE IR 2, BUEIR 2 4
FANELT W SHESMALL,  FE PRGBS IR = IRIBT ST, AP AEAR 2RI . ARAR
KERRZIRER, 2 KRG B A0F A s BRI DR KGR L850 g 8
ANV, SR LIS R LA I 5 i i SRR EATAB AT RN 58 3, 15 MR AR A 2 T 5T
P ORACGRINY F 4 IR ZEK, R, ORACRIFEARNE AR (N AT, H ATk /a1
PE A R B, RGN 0T S 38 BT R GROK WL TR A o

1.2.5 RKFIKRAFRISHRES

PR AR g R TS R B S AR A R P RE I AN D o BRI RS L,
WIS B ESEr T, JURHE BN BRI R I . H A JsUR TR IR T 3 D0 M 7 Bl
K, LT RAEOR, 7o s i i DRIHAE DR BEANAR IS D8 3 FH AT A R4 P A L
SE AN A R SRR % 100 L8 A 4 1T IR 44T, WIPAM-atta 8 AR IR £ DR ZKF7 R N 22
AL PRI MR L K REE, 2005 ek BEAITIT T S 8 SR A I IR £h 28 TR /KR0S 455 A 5
HROAY DRSS B TS DU BT, itk e i < B 1 B DR AR IR R RO 15, T
KU T AR PRAGIATHL Y 7 A8, BEFSPUKMR . PO AR ZA% 1 DRk AT RRAS
7l ARG PRGBS H A

5T s AT 1) B 58 2 DR A DRk Sl ARG P SR RS 58 4 5
(1P 1528 72 NS il VAR B3 2 v st 6 ] S A T

L LRI AR 18 7 R K 20 AR LB 5T . MR &5 AR R, TR
i IR R R A RS 2 A KRR R K R R SR RN T TR, T
AR DRATR S B N 5925 IR ORI 13— R 2 I SR 5 RO 5, i A 382 . R A 2
FRG A AR T FEORAK AN Rt F 7 sCB SR AR - ARSI BTk PRI 0 1 8-
TR S MR ) L A BONA E L i KPR (WUE) 2507 T ISR B RLN, R GEH 45
AN PRGN T A FBUERI R BL] A ORI R 5 BN L AIHE ) SR AURE 24K 3

2. FEDRAK TR L A S FCRENE 5 18D 2 W A R K AN 2 3 KR, bR 6 — € S F A RE T8 70
FAEILAAAE L. MAIBCR SCiR DR A VR 2, D105 AR R AT 5004 » (HZ ik
W sty BT R AN TR il N IV L 8 TS AN, St DR 3 (0 2y
I, FEMMm ARG, WRVTFOE G AR X S g ) ] 2 07k 0 7 38 DR 7K e £
Jit P s A O AR AL 5 S DR AR A s BFF0E I PR KGRI 5 B 2 R4 (0 5 7K R
FE o REBAR I BTFUORAH S Foe AR AR AR 25 5 0 R AL I 235 DROK AR s BIFT STt FH
VA iIb N7/ e N S A1 a3 B 1 AN i €1 8

3. A7 Wb JT 5 55 I 45 65 7 T AR DRARIR. T EhBE B+ 978l By 3507 FUAR S )
Ao IR ORI I E AR, TR ARG Biia b R B (5. KH
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TEWD) ST AR R R, DURRERr . 3t A REZKiE 5 A [R50 24 11 22 D e AR /K 771
RIS G e TR It ZIOCRAE T EWEa I gtk HEEWIH MR 2 2 1)
RELRAK o

I, mssORAGR Sk B L B A EAR SRR, R EK iy JLEL
WA, AR SCBLORAG) “ PRk PRAES PRt Bhi. 24y TURIIRERIRTIE.

1.3 TEFHSEYASEEZENXR
1.3.1 RSB T 187K 53 B M 52

IR IR 53 BT 32 B BRURE /K B 5 L BVE I I R R % Y, M B3R T i H s T4
T MR TIRIR . G KEE, 2002). T FXEYII NS 2 MRIE i, e AL
VEMSEANEBTBL IR PR 85 AR, BITFE. 455, AR 5w B 0E (1 5% Fh
PARHS, WOGHEAER . WPIRARE . Ko FIFR ISR AG S5 o 7K (AR A L2 5 RS N 8 1) 2R 2
B, Gl —RINE ST, RARIMERSERM =R b 1EYIK T2 ROFI R B R
X G AE R A, 3 B e 3 LR PR A R P SR IR B o 7K 3 il s A R A
NRE, IR B AL IR ISR AR 1Y ( Farquhar GD, 1982) o HIES/KERE
RS K ABAL, ALK, Bt P R, COM B, Jaid%E
B, RSk S HOGG AR E DM OC. 2 TIES KRR T 65 %IK H (R R7K B I G & %R 1
HESK R R, BT 65 Y%HIHFRKRR, S35 bl 138 5 K a8 i FA% sk
HH, 2005); W SRR 1 X Ko WRE A o SRS, BT K A A T S IR R SO A
BERRALTEYE |, T RLIA A SR A4 1k B AR AL A e 5 VR 52 B0

MAHARANT LI, 3K R 5 6 1 FH 0 2 &R — D s i 5 iy <FLBEL ) 2
COL ¥ HUBH Ty g ma e A A, X — i PR HF I AL s 59— g T 138K 35 Al T S F s i
o, LT, RPN, AR S, MR, R e ARG G R R R,
X FRAF LI R o 7K X DA R e 2 2 AL B ) 5 AR AL RSB 5 T . 7K 43 Jilhid
NSRRI R R BRI TS, AN BRI BRCO M B B B R e, ASALRE Bt
HAATALBRHIAERAAE T En R ARG ae I B R R, ASLBE FRE, 14 i (] BRC O,k
JETF R EIEAANA, e AE LRI AR o A% BE /K 43 e i oK 8 A4 R IR s i R A
AALBRR, T E K S e I A HE LR, X2 T A D S S BRI EL R R
TG AR A KB (RLWCO) KD T R B, ARLWCAKT 86 %I, Jtar i 2 K .

RERR 7K IR 5 AT W R R B Y, Ko BIEUR B B T SALEH (1 2 D RS LT 5k
FEMIR N o S A S ALE H 8 T ek, s L N i, (B2 BB 4t
[sZm . K st i AL H 5 AT ok BB IR SR S b s (Ko, 20000, —
BEEDL T, BREIAILITIREE /N T 4.5 pm BEEROZBH TR PG, AALS B R A 52 K
S EREERRR . 5 MR MRS BRI EL, M SRR IOCSHOE HAT e “ NAEE”
FRF R, PP, Pod. REL BEARRgNRREY), XRERHERG S N OG0 TIRE L 1Y) ] 545
br (FREEE, 2005,
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HAT, AEYIK S 5 S Wik al o3 AR B0 BRI FIERaE =28 TaJh S AR X
SIEAEYIK 7> S KA DN 5 Cl - S50 s SR R S5 (RN 5E 12 Wi (7K 23 5 SR D 5
A E SEARAAED) B B K535 BRI 3« 2352 W AR PR35 R 38 R E P S 5 17K 43 AR 2R
FERSIIE R ER WA EIIRIK 73 7 SR 8RR, DR REZE A 1 MR EREAN 2 )
P LEE, (b EA AR W RN, S A ORI B D AR AT LU B, B 98 ORI FOE S
VE AR 6 LK R, LUER H 8K AL GRATIEE, 2004). FRAAEAE (1997) AR ¥
MRARLE TR AT TG R I AAMa NP T I PEAEAR R 00 XA HEBE (CRDI) 5 12 A
IAIEE (2000) BEFERW, A/ NN B EAETHRATE AT 1wl 3R A5 78 20 (HKH =4 1K 7 &, 7K 7%
A RCRAG B

1.8. 2 HEHRLEE I L IE P RFR T AR AL

AR Y E KR G I EZEE IR N Y v K 75% IR S AALE T 4¢44 % (Evans
JR,1989;X1[E #k, 2003) , XA 30%~ 50% bk A fh () S5 iE——AZ TR 21, 52 R R
BT A4, AT 3B TGRSR A AR O B & 8 (Evans JR, 1996). 172 Hiff
FURW, PR S &S A MR E IR O (Evans JR,1996; Reich PB, 1994)
PR K AT I 5 RS T S RIS E RE T BB, BB R R AL
J& (Ciompi S, 1996; Cech, 1998). Yt t# (LimalJD, 1999; Zhang WF, 2003) L H4¢%
WNBH (Zhang LM, 2003; Guan YX, 2000) tABFHRAMIFEM . MIFEHE T 1156 54 % (Pn)
e IR e SR WO G A RE I IS FEAM (R B A SRS T EUCA A S i B - (Tan
W, 1995; Brown KR, 1996; Ripullone F, 2003) , B 24 ¢ 0t 5 31 PRI AE K A8 AR 1t
(Nakaji T, 2001),

TEXSNZE S e G ERIIBF T &I, 5 R A AR R L, R
MSHUE BA e “ ALENE” 8% e BUN SR R S EGR A G EE IR, BABOGHIR
(1) PS HULANBEA MBS S, T A0S (S0AEE, 2005). Fv/Fm FIBE L EUK -1 %
I N FERX —A8 4k, AR — S50 IR RIS SRS R AR DA 22 8% (Fv/Fm ) 774
W (Ciompi S, 1996; Cechin I, 1998). iXFhE MR Fv/Fm A2 4K 1535 nT G I T ALY 7R
ARG BN B 22 7 R NI AR R 2 BCAS SR AN R] (Lima JD,  1999).

1.3. 3 RIKFUFER S SEIR R0

PR R AT 3G 58 S Ok P, o R B SS K, DD K IR 2B e A LR A ok (BRibetE:,
2004) $Em/K o Lhfe, T LUK, ERE A A AR DGR R TR (2002) B
TR, PR S RERI AR R G A A2 A IH S5 0 S5 SN A28 BN, K 75 BB R A8 A
SRR I A AR A AR K 84 e . AR5 (2005) WFF0E I, 7Rt Ok I 4 4F T, BP
A AN it A (1 Ak B, AR A A T S I AN I PR A TR 8 Ak B, 3K 150 B R 1) A K T 22 b AR i
TR HIER, K5 70 T DA i R R G i . 7E st (AT, 2002), fRZKHS
FUEM LT JUAS 7 TR HE T A (D) BRAKFIFE F IS B v, iy, 390 7 S48 e
MAROCA TR (2) TERALI R KRR A4 & FUR e m 7 S8 e &idis; (3)
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o iR
TROKF S S & AR TR AR, A& R s KR R AR T 66 R 1 =S e 12
sk, WOk TRENAEREE; @) RIEMORAGIE &K TRRAEEN, 8 TOearm. ot
TR AROLE ARG, SeE R, PR RN



H AR 22 e - 207 18 S 5 T DRGSR AE

FE  RKFIERSFENRR

AR ) g TR X STy, TR Kt HHERR ), R
Ve A UL TC 2 RSB R LA A, TR M0 ) R . B KT
0.25 mm RN -5 P B0, SRR AT 025 mm 1 BRLA BAE WA 1
HELERIMRAE . BFSCLE B0, (AR DR G MO T A S R P, At 0 -
HEF 0.5~4 mm BRI IR & . BEA AU RO, LHE>0.25 mm {1k Kbk D
BRI ML 0 %~0.3 % B, SRR EHEF T 0.25 mm FURARRY AL
SR BV AR, -F b IBUR IR P 1 BRI, S5k PR3 K T T B T
Fare bHELE R, B LHOEIBYE, Bl b

(AR BRI, o R AN, Wb EHUK TR, SRR . B
PRI B, WAHNRE . A= 2 T, RATR IR R RN, 55
TROAGRAE LI 25, MUY 5 3 DA T 38 (ML AL 277

AN RO 20, Ik, pH . B TR, W (kRS T
Tt MR SAKIBUR AN . IR SRR T A R NS, A
TR, A AbE L HE K R KR BT, 1 K A B
THAIR AR, B ARG . AR LK T, B ORI R, e gk
MR K. BRI BRI, -E K B (AR PR BT, A RSB AR R B
R W, A AR MR Tk A A . P ROKRIZE ) — MK B4 R 0 LA
M6 T K3 TR FT2 MO BNt B (AR PR O, e B A A M K,
VA RBCERIRIA, (SRR, BT R R R A TV % REGR AR, 3 RUK
T BT R . AR K, T R R, A RO A BB ok, () 96 FEl Py
BT AL XA K R AR, AR TRBRE IR 24 2 k- TR R 38 )
B, AT T R AR . A —ANE R, — A, MR, AARET
MR, Tt KA SRR AR, I B A TE K S DI SRR A AP G, SR AL O
IR, R B MUK A R R T W D, TR R R A
W4 R

21 ¥M#5HEZE
3. 1. 1iREE#r )
MRL RG] CRERF LD, LT-100. LT-200 (HAZFHAT)
3.1. 2RI F7%
2111 IR 7K IR ZE N E

PREC=FR PRI 1 g 73N 200 H 9P ATAR A, K20 00N 200 mL #9252 17K,

9
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BERE 5 min JUE KR DR BCR, HAR GRS oK AR, TSN RN a) B R KT
EEN

FHAN [R) B Ta) LR 7K 7] W 7K 5 s 1] 1) 728 A A PR R MR 7K T 2
Q; (g/g*min) =Q/t (D
A Q- WKEE, g /g *min
Q- WKMEE, g/g
t— A, min

2112 W 7K £ M E

K AR U8V, RECE R R AR 1 g 202N 200 H e 8, K5 8N 200 mL
PR B K, FEORoK A oK K e tE s i 481, HIEARR S K e &, 1FHE
WK A% 2
WHEAXH: Q (g/g) = (my-m;) /m, (2)

X Q- WUKfEHR
m— PRI, g
my- WS TRAKHIRI T, ¢

2.1.13 PR 3 ER A R IR i S ZR I E

FREX =PRI 1 g ZEN 200 H K JE JBAE P, F 243 5N 200mL 0.1 mol/LITK,SO4 5k
W, R TR oK K 2 18 i B AR 1, VR AR 2 S WK G R R i, A OR
%, A (2.

2.1.2  FRAKFI HIE4F R R
2.1.2.1 RIKF 3T 18 7K 43 FFAE 1 22 Y =20

R ) SR T ORGSR KGR AR PHUS 38 1K 7K 3 ik T e R0 5 R o ki =il PRk
A2 g, TN 200 HIPAR e 0 oK IZAK . B R B TR TJNAREE,  SRJa R HUBCE AR R 4 P
B IR L o A% K R i o 2 1) T 7 S0 WK AT i DR 57020 93 76 O~ 15bar [ ) 40 B
JEBJTUR, 38T S [F) s PR ORARURE K R, JRAE DR KR R B K iR 2k

2122 BRIk LIRB B SER RN

PR PR KR A5 AR AL FE N 10mLK BE4 0.05mol/LITKNO# M, A 30min
S R FH EE S A3 5 AN [ b P PP A SR L R

10
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22 HFRE5SH

2.2.1 WR7K4FMEN E

2211 WK &R E

TRAKFIRIR K SRS R B ST g DN, e aFhae, JHARIMARA. mE 2-1 LA
H, =R RIK IR ALK R K 738 A BT A TR 3G a3y, (A% B AU R K A 26 LU R a5 4444
RN K A5 R AR E AR o 1B P2 SR AR AKRIROK SR R P 2%, R TR I WROK A% 284K T
LT-100, {HZEMIK 13min 5K A5 3 5T LT-100, ¢ H AR ) f 280 7K AR A 3 = R AR K 51
TR RE: LT-200 (K 80 R LT 27, (HIEOK Sk .

250

200

150

o
(~7.
=

KA

100

50

0

0 5 10 15 20 25 35 45 55 65 75

| —=— . —8—LT-100 —A—LT-200

I TE] - (min)

B 2- 1 =7 4R KR FER B R RK MR LR

Fig. 2-1 Absorption of deionized water by water absorbent as a function of time

2212 AR 3o B A R IR S R B ZE

DRI RIR KA BB s 7R . PHAELAIZR A I A Pk e . W&l 2-2 s, fRZKFFILE 0. 1mol/L
(RIK ;S O4 BRI TR 7K 73 IR WML R b (IR T R4l 7K P R KA 22, [ ISR AN [R] I ) R 7K 5 8 1
AR F, =R ORAGIIILERTAA K 3 min A PRI 7Y, 25 ORISR T892 AR
TRIKFN K E 2 AE 40 min A [ HERARE,  LT-100. 200 (W KGH 2T ARSI K . Forfpk
R ORI Sha i+ R A 2R e, ARG TS LT-100 PR ORZK FIFER ,SO4 i
IR KA 26 TERATAROK T B, L5 JEAE S P (R RO A 3 AT LU AT LURCBLLT-200 JL-F-ANAE AL,
BRI KA FAE =PRI, AHCE ST AR, X AE— e R b mT AR I @ Y
=R PRAGHAE SR IR 40 min5 R BCEARIIAK,  JLPI RTINS I8 B AR K &

11



r R AP R e A 2 A7 18 3 o5 QRO EEAS

90 T
80
70 T
60
50
40
30

20
10 f B8] /min

0O 5 15 25 35 45 55 65 75 95 120
[ —e— k. —=—LT-100 —4—LT-200 |

2- 2 A FER K FE Ko SO W W i 4 0 i Lh &

Fig. 2-2 Absorption of K,SO, by water absorbent as a function of time

2213 RAFIEERBRPESWKEE LR

DRAGH T+ FF A 1 731 ik 55 A pon] A B OR-REK . IS RIS PRAK IR . (H#%
OB R BT AN AR B B R e S0, MR G R ERAKGRIIROR A 5O 79.2 B2 67.3;
LT-100 7EK,SOL W R K 5 HUN 56 BEE 45, AT AESK H IR & FA% T 50 fi% o

#

N

60

50

40

30

20

10

FJ )/ min

0 540 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 120
[—=— k5 —a—LT-100 —8—LT-200)

2- 3 7R AR K 4 A 5 R K v WA B BB
Fig. 2-3 Re-absorption of water absorbent as a function of time
RIS =R LT-200 7E2K A R fis 2 AN K, AHICAE Bh v i b R i i et oA
K, HHEERKERLE, WoKEEE AR E .

12



r R AP R e A 2 A7 18 3

B KA A

100.00
80.00
60.00 r
40.00 |
20.00

0.00

Bl 2-4 AR & AR K B IR TR K i 3 EE .

5

(37
[}

\\

40. 00

0.00

40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 85 95 110120

B Ul

Fig. 2-4 The contrast of Linguo absorb during 2 periods

70.00
60.00
50.00 | W
30.00

20.00
Kl /nin 10,00 F
1

#

B

i 8 /min

40 45 50 60 65 70 75 120
—— I —A—

B 2-5 LT-100 £ 7 7 B &k & 7K 15 #1 bh &

Fig. 2-5 The contrast of LT-100 during 2 periods

FLa ] 2-4, 2-5 T LLEH, R KFILE 0.1 mol/LIYK,SO, R (KW K A% 45 BT 1 1%,
A TEAE AN]R8 7K 43 B R AL T LT PAT .

222 FRAKFIF HIE4F IR R

2221

FR7K TR e 3R K S HFAE il 22 RO 2 0

W 3 M ORIK A 53 L 0.5%0 1%0- 1.5%0 7R 2] 78 73 WK J5 7K 3 B S AR AR K, M\ 45%~65%,
25t 0~15bar AR S0 HLE, S EKEZERAKR. BHEUKFIRKINLE (K 2-6) LA
Hy A FERAK AL BEAEA [ 3R 7R A a3 5 JOIR T3 i a A 4 L TR R, FUR R s
KA T o DRAGRIZE IS RIS 0N BB (K 27 v A R DR, IR AR /K ) 538 49 11
FEK PR R AR X

LK/

70
60
50
40
30
20
10

—e—100.
—a—100.
—&—100.
——200.
—%—200.

W DN = W N

—e—200.
——ck
—— k2

—— M3

9 10 - 12 -13 - 14 15

JE 1% /bar

B 2-4 FRAEAHETRARGE £ a0 K2

Fig.2-6 The curve of water release of water absorbent under different pressure potential.
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2222 BRIKF X L IRB R RS ER

3R AR EAR R I ER A S KRS, (H 8 T R 6 R S eI KT
F KRR, DRI RN 5 /i i 2 S (VT RT3 Tt 00 L S 4] A TRt Aly o 138 v (K R 205
%

o

(1 27 TTBLAT A T =N 0 K AR st AT T, S ELBB A5 (AT
ST AT A R K . JE bR TR AVERIE N 15% Tl SR IR, —E
PRI T EATES THIMIAE ST s LT-100 EAK A 5 2 AL, R AR SRS 10
SR BN F2E, 1% 5 1.5% F-LHE0 mS4% LT,

£
o
12000 3
=
R
10000 3
B
8000 - %
6000 [ AL, AL, AL,
EEEE, EEEE, EEEE,
2000 © RN s\ o
EEEE, EEEE, EEEE,
2000 | RN s\ o
EEEE, EEEE, EEEE,
EEEE, EEEE, EEEE, S
0 L
MARTH LT-100 LT-200
[ 3o S 0. 5% 0 1% B1.5% | WK

B 2- 7 AREWERAKGIX LR SR

Fig.2-7 Effects of water absorbent on soil superabsorbent
23 FEINE

DRAGRIAI W K BB IN TR SELL M2 0N, el TRUE, JFERIMARGS . =R RAGRIRIK
Iy AR AT F R G kS, (R B IR AR ISR 75 DL R doe A RR R A 5 A FE AN R ) o

WG A5 R, AR ORAGRIE SR B 1 B AR 2 A AN FIRE KN B, O HLEE
SWOKEE ) TR, B =M R K AR LT-200 7E2E/K T S R 3 AR, HAE SR P
WA AR, JF HE SRR MERAT, BoKEFE U AR E -

HORZK AR K e v LUE H, AFRIKFAEELAE 0~15 bar H Jj# F HAREH R 1
BRI LILFAR, S P S KRS AT BN, O DRKGREE 3 ( Rp K ME RE R AT R
o

it P =P ANTR] R KGR e 3 o A B n 9 ELREAS DR /KGR B (R4 i ira A7 AN R A L
(RIBE K e Hh MR ORGSR R i i K, SRR IO T B0 8 1 I BE T
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Pava

F=ZF  RKFIXFEHEOCSEEBIR M

A AE R RAED = 5 B St X FH R K IR LU U . AEAEAE KR, Ko Silid
SHERD A E A M, eS8 MAED = I . AKX GE R F 0 52 32 2255 oG4 A )
AALBREIFIG S A F A AL BRI R o 6 BF R] () 7K 23 Joip . 32 02ty TR A3 il 5 e it 7k 34
NG RRAAL TR R, COENI 2B, S BUEP DG G IR AL 5 DA % R B
— IR, RALS TR, MRIMCOKE (Ci) SARPLRITE, Ja A ot A ek )
DAV Bl KA, UL VS A Be ) A 2 B 2 Kagmi; B M s, et &
KEE (RWC) RAIG, Bei @ 2 U COMKREIIPE -IAR AN, MM E 1R 32 30 T AR
B, EREESALRE S AEMSRWCHDG SRR NI OL T, MG RERZRBICO, ] 5E M8 VF 2 AR
N2 345, 4 FERubiscolfiE Y. RUBPHAE. ATPHINADPH{ESY . i FAL IS IS IS TEAR IR . R
TIREE 6B RGOCREIIRAE T WESAASN R =55 . A EHE, LB ISR LR H 2
VA TR I SRR, T B AT o AL A E IR ZE AR FHCOL 3L MidTE, A
5 2 I AR (1 AR B 7K 23 R R (WUE),  AE A A A A B 3% 0 o P v 3 RE K R WL
TR B AR B0 1A iff 2 R A AR P R P 7 2 IR A 7K A I N I B2 b 2 —, WUE R 18 B
TARAED L= I T — R B S8 H AR R AW A P i R ) AR 2R 5 A AR ) A
FATT, W T EREE R O E Y AR K AD A AR e ) AT . FEAR PR AT, TH5EY
GG A BRI H AR AR S IEHLER, 0 E& S VR 7K 43 R 253 R 3-SR 8  nid A0 5 AT BRI
.

3.2 MR5HH
3.2.1 iRE#

HEAFEHBR A TR 26 5, T E AR SRR BT HARAKGR . MR T HARIK R
1)L LT-100 FILT-200 CHA =)o GRS (T3 A A B ARHGEEA & AR 171k vl A
e L) T, PIRS AL 28.1 mg/k g AR 126.8 m g/ k g @A 11.8 mg/k g &
WA 384 meg/k g pHN 7.43; HIEAEN 1.18 g/em’, e K HIEFKE N 33%.

3.2.2 iRIG&IT

I A ARG 3 BRI S AR 3 FiA [ B o P S B BTG RK A (wnwb) FIHG R
TRKF] (wnb) PRI, 36 11 AN, AR EE S IR . ROKFIIIAREERAEE SR 7 0.5:1000,
1:1000, 1.5:1000(fR7KH: +3). Hoefrm &AM+ 12,5 Kg, idx#PIa6h%ES TER . ZIRK
EIEA, PR RN A . BEKAERE ST, BERIE/K 400mL R 7K 43 28 Rk %
PR BEAEH 587K 800mL) B AT K /M AAEE, JK A A F LI IR RIABRE R 25 75 2d 1 b2k, il
SE A AL B AT G 3 A KR, R EAT GG . DAL T A 2 AN [ £ K 771 Ak 3 7 A ) (17K
N R SR04 AR 1 ZE

15



r R AP R e A 2 A7 18 3 5= DRAGRD B0 & 7E P S

3.2.3 MEAX
3.2.3.1 RESHHNE

R AOEE T RSE (Licor-6400, Inc, USA) HEAT L&A, AiEHR, L.
i AHRFCOLMFEE o W 5E IR R H 72 00-12: 00, &FF/NRHIE — %, BN E 3~5 H (K
XIS ACRARM A 2225 2 HAREA M ahRie) o JEIOH R Ju ek B EEIECE 3 A, BEERSH
Yot P A E R 1500 umol « m” s AR, AEHIFim-1500 JEAT SR F 9O S U,
DU HT G IE Y. 25 min,  BkPPES 1] 5so

3.2.3.2 REFBAME (TTC %)

—. JgE

AL = IIEDUEME (TTC) JEARAESEALHAL Y 80 mV [R5, W T/KH ol L
W R UG BRI AR AT AN TR I =28 R, AR = 2K R LR, A i
HaEAL, JFTLh TTC B 2 i HERGIRE M2, AR R D AR5 1) TTC B, w]
DUIMABEEARR, ACBIRIR, PRI, MmN . MCRPrivhl. bl TTC &5 RE
7 i S TR A AR R T AR FF o

MR WA SR

() Mkl KEFERPRT N TR R

(D) g 1 6 RETE 20 FRF UE 0.1 mg); 3. HTFTHER T &R 0.1 2);
4. HRAH; 5. MWERL.

(=) Rl 1. ZRLHE OHT2). 2. KIRRE (NaxS,04), 04714l ¥ik. 3. 1% TTCH
HERIFRELTTC 1.0 g, W Tk . SEARF 100 mL. NGRS & B . 4. B2
(1/ 15mol/L, pH7).5. Imol/LERR FH & (A H kb 5 1.84 (KIKAR IR 55mL, I #-1 in AT 500mL
KRR, A HEFEE S 1000mL. 6.0.4mol/LIEHING FREVHEHIR 4.72 g, W Tk, E&
4 100mLE %

=L SRR

(1) TTC hrif £ (¥ A

B 0.4% TTCH 0.2 mLIA 10 mLEJHH, I/DVFNayS, Ok B8 A9 5 32 B ™ A2 2145 1) 7k
MH R LTS ERRZE, 5. RJE 7ML 0.25mLy 0.50mL. 1.00mL. 1.50mL. 2.00mL
B 1omLAREY, HAROFERDZE, AR HBE 25ug. 50ug. 100pg. 150pg. 200pg
ks R T, LS S, 76 485 nmi K NS WOGRE, 2 hlbriE i<k

(2) FREURARAFES 0.2~0.5 g, JIA 10 mL HepFH, I 0.4% TTC ¥ BRI IR 2% 1 i 1) 5 1t
TRAW 10 ml, JEHAS MR BAEEN, 75 37 C ISR 1~3 h, SN Imol/L iR 2mL,
DT IR RN CH BRI — 2 (525, Jenmilg, M Iniee s, HAbEER .

(3) JERIE, T KA E S LM 408 3~4 mL /b b — R AP N B R, DA
Bt LRI ARE, JEHDE R OERERED SR . =k, BBARE, RENCRs
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Bef BN 10 mL, R EETTEB K 485 nm FHuth, LIS FREAES LI OLRE, 2 ks
e, RIATSR Y DY 2L Ji

0. ZRH5H

PO MEE J s B (mg/g(MREFE)/h) =DURMEE )5 (mg) /[IRE (g) x IE(h)]

3.3 ZRpth

RG22 Pt g sy SO FRVE I EER . FEK 7 ra 2601 R AN R A2 B
PRI AR A S 2, ARt B e A HRAE T2 107 SRl b & e AE T I 55 AF S T e
FRECRI e R, BT AR s AP eBEWAE T R0 A T N REdERF BRI 25
AR BOKAE ), RVEETR AN B . AFALBR UM A b AR E A e 48 fEE
BUZT B, H DAl 6 R 5 78 R I BLAEOR R s R A AR 17K 0 R 2% (WUED
WUEAH R W ] 52 A B (I COL P i K Bl IR ZK 0 R o AE 15255 F WUE
R, MIZEHIREYIT/KGE ), 2™ s N4 deth, BFTWUER H I7E T2 5 K R 4%
KR KA N, B S PURIEATR, (EAE RS

3.3. 1 RIKFIIBFEHMEALSSEHHITL
3.3.1.1 A RELEBTSASEMNES

FEZK Y e 806 A 3R 28 MR R B 1 2 R A AL, AL T e < fLIF
FE B — AN SRR o AEPIK 53 7 53 IR OUFI I 5E PR 1 X6 Dl A5 FH 16 53 M 0 =3 302 3 ok o Y < fL A
PIAT IS PERIE B o Ko e s AR 6 S VB N B, X B A FL G PTRI I SR AR 1 AR 4k
S

0.16
0.14 t @ 100. 1
' W 100.2
. 0.12 0100. 3
e 01 0200. 1
@Two,og - W 200.2
F *0.06 | 200. 3
o
£0.04 ml.1
o1.2
0.02 ml3
0 BJ1e] /min Ewnb
22H9A 22HI11/A4 22HI134  24H7A 24H94  24H11:5 24H1354  |Ownwb

B 3-1. KoMEaFRAFMMNERIASERRZ®
Fig.3-1 Changes in Cond in sweet pepper during water stress
TR (2004) FEZM R DR AN ERTALF BRI, v AL A
FIEPRAK SRR, 5 BIEFOKD AR G, RAERLR H WAL, POV
SRR, AR ) 2 e SR MRS [F) B DR K A B3 BUK 73 A8 L3 AN R 20 Al b
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3-1 KX BT fE B R S AL T TR, (BAE K  Ab BEHT it FHAS R AROK 57 44 Ab B2 18] (R < 5L
FREZE SR, JUHJELE 130 00 IR .

3.3.1.2 A RAEBMAESREZI

B A A I I ROANTR], RED PR G 5 28 3k 3 T R o 5 7 ) S5t 00 e 7R . e 7R T~ 2%
UL SR Z i AN R N AP TR ER 0 2 A P e el 1y SR A P I D R 2 - K7/ K N E L PSP 157
Wi o 3232 DR T AL RH g S R FR I8 A5 A1 B B ) R BEORR P R AN )

ARG B 1506 G R R I, P R KA LRI 1o 3 P ERIKGRIIR
XEAIEA AR — 5

0100.1
25 W 100.2
‘T‘E 20 0100. 3
. 5L 0200. 1
= W 200. 2
S 10 L
RN @200. 3
o
E 5 mi.1
3
. ol.2
ml.3
2294 221114 22H134 24H 74 L 24H 135 | @wnb
AR 5 enwb

B 3-2KkSMETRAFNIMHBALSERENZ I

Fig.3-2 Changes in net photosynthetic rates of sweet pepper during water stress

Wl 3-2 Fros, AERE AR e Be A, BT 7K 20 et Sl S A T B A e .
S AT i E ARG R S 8o s, O FAEH SO e Ab 1 1EH TARIRES I COL-RELAL
R o PUEHRER TAXERRE o 37 55 8K 23 IR A I W] AA3E 3 224 (1 7K 7 Bl JEALLSP- S e 1) 2 G
e (g A AR IR A, SE36 25 5 5 Turerd & H IR 700G M I [R] Y 75 RIE M IRK 5 1IRAE
PIRIAMEERLNE, S A M) 08 7 B VS B — 30 MHMA RS (2003) 52 ik i 35 K
THESAE A, AREY A KN 45

3.3.1.3 AT RAETEEBEXRNTL

TET R WME AT, SRR R R AR ) 28 0 18 26 s e 1 LA ) SR A RN AERF AR P 7K 9311 e ¢
SR I N T S — R K
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8
7 b @ 100. 1
2 6 | M 100. 2
= 0100. 3
§;57 0200.1
& w4 W 200. 2
®og 3y @ 200. 3
g
£ 2 Wil
0 B3
22H9s  22H118 22H13s  24H7/5 24H9:5  24H11x5 24H13x5  |Bwnb
B [8] /min O wnwb

Bl 3-3.7K 43 i 38 R 4R K FU KT SRR S R R

Fig.3-3 Changes in Tr in sweet pepper during water stress

BEAT KAy Fipie P H 5, AN () A SRR AR 110 28 8 S 26 A o A ) (R o) ) B N 3 B S B, X R L
PR G . Wik 3-3 Fros, ASEARZK AL (PR /K 23 a0 AN TR
FErp T B B B R IH A 2 AN TERTGIR/KA] (wawb) FIER it FH EAE A LR 7K F] (wnb) 1)
REFH

3.3.1.4 A RELEBXIHKSFIAMER M

LI 7K 90 T P 2803 5k 52 2 TR PR R iy bt 52 A8 2% 5 i, W 88 1 K ORI« BRI
WS LHERE . IEOKSE S RER i R K R o Turner 8 42 HE LK 5y 5 A A 15
YIRS ERROK o B RS M R A WUE. I RIS (2000) BFFEEEM],
AN F AN B B AR TR AR A T ARAS 5 78 20 (KA 2 7 e, O F K > R R A5 208 s &
KARFRALER CERK . IRAR BN R TP L5 R R AR 73R 2% a) 2AT
A B R AR R e K IR R B RUE IR bR, B BEARHRAL. BT A7 55
MIARANK, R ANBORE AT S A B bR (RS75%, 2003) .

25 0100.1
®100. 2
s 20 1 0100. 3
BT 0200. 1
EE B 200. 2
K'g 1o [ 200. 3
% = ml.1
5 o1.2
0 ml.3
22195 22F 11,5 22134 24H74  24H94% 24H115 24f 134 |@wnb
O wnwb

IS 1) /min
Bl 3-4 7K 7> B 38 T 4R 7K 5 0T B AR K 2> R RS B & 5w
Fig.3-4 Changes in water use efficiency in sweet pepper during water stress
nl&l 3-4 Fros, REBERIEE—K (22 HD, S KD PR AR, I HEUE 7Y
AT 0~5 pmol * m™ + s/ mmol e s 20l Zid 2 HIRAK WG, AR BER K o R BCRAE
ST TE) B N 3 R I ?i’)}%? 10 pmol * m™ * 5™/ mmol * m? « 5™ {RIKFI 2 ] ) 2
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SEAIXANE T4, HOETE 24 H 9: 00 BLR/KFILT-100 FIACEE 3. MR L H R/KFIALEE 1. 4b
B2 IR T At AR BE

3.3.1.5

HEANEKSFIABRSH

T g B R S SL S B A, FRODTEAE A FIHICR, e Bk T S L3 AR
PSR I 2L B A R 1)U K 3 3 BRI 7 I, DA R
53 AL P FLAE R FR A6 5 A P RL AR ) 7K 3 A R B 3E

[S1 e
o O
o O

WAE K53 R RCR
tmol/mmo1

[N}
o
o

2219 22H118T 22H134  24HT7A 24H9A&  24H114 24H1344

] /min

Bl 3-5 7K 43 fipr T AR K X AR N ZE K 2 F I BRI W
Fig.3-5 Changes in NWUE in sweet pepper during water stress

@ 100.
® 100.
0100.
0 200.
W 200.
O 200.
ml.1
O1.2
ml.3
E wnb
Ownwb

W DN = W DN

FEAVCAR R, S ARBEHE T K 2045 3 0K, B 3-6 LA HY, SRR £ 7K 73R 2%
FIH PR KR, TR0 HEB 800 mL K AbFEAKAF 7u A, b H RN 7E 7K
DRIRBERAAK, IF BB DRAGIARBR IR ) 22 RN s K ap 3020 3 Ok, ORI I AR KR
X HERHARI R T AR 2878, BEIR ORI AR R IT 46 S o S50 38 B8 1) N AL IS RS PR VK7 (wdwb )
A RIARAGH (wnb) 7E78 70 #EME B2 H AP I A K FIRIBCR S W AR, (B AEK 73 il )

WL AR FIICR B HE K . BEWIK 2 Mgl 2 A B ELE N T AF LR BB B

3.3.2 A ESHIRXIES

S A5 TR 3-1, R SPSS A MR AG G HRARIR K R B (WUE) 5
FHE (pr)y ZBBEHEE () AL T (cond). KIEHA WAEK S R BCR NWUE)EATAH A3 #T,
HH WUE 5 pr. tr cond 2B EHIEKLR, 5 NWUE EALEZAHCK R, LMK RE 7 0.877;
pr 5 tr. cond. NWUE 22 E FERAMHIK R

R-1IHBOLEHBIPHAXRER

Table3-1 Correlations analysis of physiological traits of peper leaf

wue pr tr cond nwue
wue 1
pr 314(%) 1
tr -.303(%)  L781(**) 1
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cond S333(%)  671(**)  .924(**) 1
nwue 877(**)  .378(**)  -.168 S356(%*%) 1

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

KR (water use efficiency, WUE) & 7 2 [E A MV ST I — AN F 2L 0] /8. H AT
TIENERL, HERE. AEBE. BRI R BEE AL FARIL AR Z RN T, RNEE L VIR
WIHAT T RGN, [FIIARAT VR 200K 70 M 2R 5 A6 S 48R AH S RIFFE R ARIE . iy
K- LRI 7K 53 R 280345 7K R A 3R T R sz s 20, RIh SRR Kl o iy 28 s HUR I DG &
YER T A B, B T G e by 2 s i A IR LUAEL, S R FE /K 23 T BT i 1) 2
AR, WK RH RN ERE, RXE T A R KSR 70 ) SRR AT o
R v 7K 3 R FH 0% B 52 BE DR R S Wi A1b 0, 52 A G 25 A S i), an i v K ACOKEE L FRAIRR <0
JE. HHEAL. IR AR SRR s K o3 R R Turner B 5 & 7K 235 AT F TR
WP R, S8 BRI Ky SRR R S A A WUE.  FOKRANFE AR RTESTER CRRK
RARMMAN R T V)5 55 FE A REAR K 73 M) I 0% 1) BAT 25 mlbl Sl 25 A S itk i3k 1 [+)
I AT LA H SHABCR AR - T AP K 23 R RBCR S INAE AR K R RCRE IR ZAOS, —H
R AR 0.877,

3. 3.3 {RIKFIXI7K 53 BB T IR R RIS RY 200

M2k 396 s 12 OGS VR D BRI, AT AR A 2R 32 P01 RARERE, BT
AR B A BEPEIR B 2R 0 I IR0 LS M B B AR )8 0 S A2 Wi R« Krause 254

A BT AT o . o BRBEAR AL 4 R ORI B R e e o PR A S o, S 4 2250
I ) FIAS P S WA 7] B A B 45 260K 1 2 57
0.0 3H24H %
0. 80 :
0.78
nt- 0.76
¥ 0, 74
F0.72
o010 t
0.68 | wiel
0. 66 ' ' ' : ,

7:30 9:30 11:30. - 13:300 . 15:30 . '17:30
| —— ck —8—L1-200 —a—LT-100 —— H-BEA |
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68 2B3EH

0.77
0.75
%OJS
%Oﬁl
%0.69
0.67
0. 65 : :

g, 113 136, 155 1755,
[ —— ck —+—LT-100 —a—LT-200 —— HRE |

6B 2285

115 135 1535 175 b8
| —8— ck ——17-100 —4—LT-200 —*—H 2 |

&l 3-6 RIFKrB Fv/Fm HAZALLLEE
Fig.3-6 The varies of Fv/Fm during a day at different stages

FEPRUR =S AP s i, A3 0 24 H 70 30 43 B I ORZKGR AL FLIS (R RIARUH 4 32 5%
JEAR TR, AN 1) Py it P AN R DRI (R RHROH 21 32 5 B e 16 AR B . Fv/Fm S fIR M A
EHMIEIES 12: 00 Zidy, fEHE MHIARKE &R PR 2 AL AL R GRAKSE
S, 20030 [EENE, HEATOEE AR, BRI SR ER SO AE L ] S IR AR . (EAE T =R PR K
FUGEBR G, AESEH BORI B R e Sl R A AR IS . SR B, WEHIAN IR R 2
R AT 2 3 96 H A S U BE_ERsATH .
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3.3. 4 AEMRIKFALIEFFIE IR R A2

3.3.4.1  {RIKF XN FHHIPT 327k 9 BB 12 L % 0

TR (N
8 o8 & ¢ g
|
|
|

-
[=

[=

HERELH LT-100 LT-200
| ock o4k OhHEe oAb |

Bl 3-7 Ko fa al e LIRS K ERZR

Fig.3-7 The water content of soil during water stress

IO AEEEIE, R HE KA AN S KR (WC D ¥ T 35%, I FLBfF B K5
WP T, ALBEIA) ) WC AR AT AR EE AR I e 7K 53 Wil e 359, BRI £ 7K 77 R 5 AR
MIRRZEEE 2 d I, AR BRI WC R AN AL BEHT 235 PR Frouf IR 7K B 36.1% 4 IK2] 4%,
it FH AN TR E B P R K5 12358 WC BAE e J5 B e -6 Bt Can&l 3-7), I FLIS B AR 4

W SSE RSN T4 15 o
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Bl 3-8 K4 iriEJa A Al A E B AE AR SUA LY

Fig.3-8 The living condition of sweet pepper after water stress
WP T 5 i AN RV B2 PR DR /K FRIEBEAT — 5 IS TR AR /K 23 BT 5 AH L ) R AR A U
PR ORI L IR 32K 73 B IS FREE I o 20 AL BEAE R e 350, i 25
W SELRAKGRVAE B RTARLER Iy A WIKDT 62535, JF H BRI TR K285 5 AR BE 3 AEK 73 iria—
Brtlalja, R DHJUA MR T a6 235 . im0, =R R, LT-100 AARCR L HfRK
FRII PR BORIELLS o

3.3.4.2  RKFIFEHEIR RIE SRR

LR AR T T BRI WROBC S T M B 175 R PR A A ORI /KPR i L A 1A
BIRIROL S Ko RS (2001) $2 IR AR B A F N IR RIS T3 5 Sk B
DIAHSG . BRE T 141, MORIE KR B AEARKCRE B 52 3K )RR 3 S8 A B 4 P (K%
il CEAEE, 2003) MEYIRICHE D RS AR R B R AT Him s IR R R R . DRI 98 1
TRV EAII N AR RT3, AN e dE AR 0 SR 73 ORI, 3R 1 K73 IR IZ8CR
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e I. Ah:'..:'l"*~ A \§ R I‘
Bl 3-9 ARIRA AL 5 MR RTE S M Z R R
Fig.3-9 Different root statue of sweet pepper after apply with water absorbments
AR 3 R A I i AAS IR BE I DRAKGR], — e R T H 3 AR R, ALY
DRACGRIAEEE AT BUAIL, 3 Pl R /K AR BEAR AR A R T B ORACRIR BE A 00— BBEER K
FRA P IS I A2 25 oK, (B AR A S ORI A4 (I 3-90. —J5ii,  ARZKGRBSCE TR S
WACIRDL s Gy, PRAKFIBL LK X ORI, TR T 5% 73 RER /N B . A1 28 [ 5 7
93y PR FRIY BRI I TR BT i DR E DR AR R AERR e L, A7 25t i 5 17K
IIFIFEIY o

g 5y
B45 L
g o4 -
ESE BE 5
1 i BHl — O LT-100
%2.3 || [ LT-200
1.5 L O # 8
1 L
o5 r
0 - ' -
100 200 e IREAS

Bl 3-10 fR K 5 % & MR & IE 1 K9 & W
Fig.3-10 Efferent of different water absorbment on pepper root activity
it FHAN T vt ol SR P DR KR AR IR AR AR R 0 224 ] 3-10 ras, 3 P ORI
LT-100 7E¥RIE 2 SHTHURIAR (AR R G s AT R BESL, FLAv A BT AN RIRE L IO e o, O LB K
AT Bt (/KR R I T e, ARk 5 LT-200 AR F AR 2K A8 A a3 47K 51 LT-100
FERPE 1 A ORI i i T A A B, S 3B 15 Tt 2B R 34T

3.4 ZAKENE

L. K53 0 AT J5 % DRoK AL BRI RO A idi e . 28, LB X COLM I KK S
R AR AL BRAN R GRZK AL BERIAI R COMKEE T A, AR St f
ANFIFEEE RIS o 2 DRAKGIARBE 56 & 2 80 B 22 V22 ke A AN RN TR KU OF ASHR TR, i HL
R 22 5 0F AN+ WA
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T LR 7K T Ak 2R ) FHBBUPE 7K 43 ol 2T S (R 7K 20 R 0 22 A K, IF HEUE T 0~5
umol- m™s"/ mmol- m™- s 2 [il; Z&3d 2 H KK, 54 FR K 53R FH AR AR AR 1) BEA
K2 R R BRI m, LR T 10 pmol- m™s™/ m mol-m™s™, 3 FLARAK FIAL B AR5}
XTRESE Ere AHEORZKFAR BB 22 e 0 E A T20 W sk, U2 AE 24 H 9: 00 I {RZKFRILT-100 [FALFE 3,
ML FGRKFACEE 1. Ab3E 2 W5 i T A A o AU P AE K 20 R R A i o S0
BCE PN RIS B IR K (wdwb) M Z G ERZKH (wnb) I AEK 23 R BCRAE 78 53 HEBE IR
R ETEE AR, ARAEIK S P38 5 L Y FE K 53 R FH 803 R MG R . U BH 7K 23 Tl i A % AL B
BEN T AR AL HIBT B

2. R HISPSS 3 Tk A4 A B R briBE I K 23 R AR (WUE) 50651 (pr). Z&EH
# (tr) « “LALFE (cond) « AHRTCOLKREE (ci) KOt N BLK 43 R FH 2% (NWUE) HEAT AH 2G40 4, 1
FWUE 5pr. tr. cond 't BEH KK R, Heis NWUE R B FA IR, AR RED ) h-0.878
F110.877; prijtr. condv NWUEERMWZE EMAHCKR, HeiR B E AR,

3. Jils AN TR R K S AR O TR SR 382 It H AR a3, FURBUE FasA R k.

4. Tt FH AN TRIAR B2 R R FRIAE AT — 2 IR (R K o Wl 5, AR B2 RN AR A Ll iR 2, BBl OR
TR E BN K 32 K 5 e R f FEREE YN o 200 FR AR IR AR I 1 LR 2R B, e P v 25k 5
IKFNAEBEIFTRE BRI A WIRITF iR 255, O BBt R oK 2535 b3 3 7E7K 43 i — Bt ]
Jai, RADEIUA TR U235 . ) i FH AN ] SR S B R K SR I BIARUR A (AR 2235 ) A%
3 P ERAK IR LT-100 7RIS 2 P EIABURIER (AR 305 Dy ms A T REAh, AR A B A AN R R R
(s, JF B AOE B O KR I Inm i, anfRoKsR LT-200 bk R L HORZK A AR
s, RIKH) LT-100 7EE 1 & BRI RN g T HAb - ab 2, 85 R A Fy T —
W RUE R HT o
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FEME  RKFIXS P ERA R

HAREEEMEDN AR PR, sz BT Z R T 4 1 2,
AT 38 R 1 4% 7 LANH4-NAINO3-N A FEAfi R U o IXLE AL Tl 138 AE A SRR 26 AF O A T
NRARIVEAL TR Frp O AR A A D A ORORI Y, — B0 D SR, e
B> AR R BB . L S RN A 1 8 DR R T RE X SR IO L P AR R,
HESERFOROE KRG TBACRGE EEE R . A HLBS R B U (CEC)
AL JFORAS . ZEDE KRS (BESES, 2002) . SRAK T 1358, DR LR FE RIURE JBOK 43 1R K 4
P, T A ] BBl S0 B S ARG A ITTAE — € R P A S A M AR PR DA 2 s, JF HAARK
FIET KT BT BIR G544 5 S i M OB AT R8> 1 8 I3 ok, BEMSEmD 7 NAE L3
PRI etk o

4.1 #HRI57EZ%
4.1.1 RIG# Y

RIGARL B ARG AL B [R5 — 55, W6 FH BRI KNO; (b stfb 25D, AN EE 5ol
2 go I R ELHE 3 BRI B ARIKF 3 FIAS[RIA FEBG B S TERTEARAK A (wnwb) FI AL
TRAKF Cwnb) BRI I, 36 11 ANAEEE, REANREE S IRER . SR/ B BE B FE 43 531 b < 0.5:1000,
1:1000, 1.5:1000(f#7K5: 1),

4.1.2 REHE

i NKNO; 10 dJi, T#ak 1 mNO;- N S ALELZ 100 g -4f, 5 [R]S256 % - 20°CUKFE N
{RAEEL 2 IE o NH, -NFINOy NI/ H7oh & 1 40 g FHKCIESEATHEEL, $2H0K NH, FINO;
& & iLachat QC 8000 LS A HT (G T I E o« 3Tl 52 S50 F -

NO;™:

Concentration units: mg N/L Peak Base Width: 25s
%Width Tolerance: 100 Threshold: 3000
Inject to peak start: 36s

NH,":

Concentration units: mg N/L Peak base width: 47s
% Width Tolerance: 100 Threshold: 5000
Inject to peak start: 56s Chemistry: direct

4.2 ZHERH

VEY AT B AR (R B 2% 2 302 T 18P (FINH,-NFINO;-N, 76 S HINO;-N & HF H ) 3= 32
JEA&, JRPIE TNH,-NIRA S AL ANO;s-N;  INOs-NTE/K 05 = () 24, RIS Sk ok,
WAE G KA RAEAER, ATUAE— 212 F BBUR K,  RIMNO;-NFI & 5 B & & NH,-NT

27



r R AP R e A 2 A7 18 3 FEVYEE PRGOS 3 rh R U

FREL SO T FEERPEEAK (AT, 1995) . PRAKFIf N - 358, PRI LR HRF FURE JEOK 43 (1) 1K 4
P, RIS R 25 R S S AR AR A, T AE — e B AT T IR AR FK BORGUAF 223, JF HARK
TGS T 7K T U AR S5 44 55 1338 B A S A7 0 oD 1 881 IR K
K41 HHARRKALERFAMHEREASRESR
Table4-1 Different content of NH, ‘and NO5”

Ab NH, (bg/kg) NO, (g/ke) Tatal (g/kg) 5 CK-NOy Lris
wnwb 0.43 0.034 0.03443

nwb 0.40 0.110 0.1104

100.1 0.44 0.108 0.10844 -0.0181
100.2 0.52 0.124 0.12452 0.1272
100.3 0.28 0.124 0.12428 0.1272
200.1 0.48 0.108 0.10848 -0.0181
200.2 0.34 0.082 0.08234 -0.254
200.3 0.38 0.046 0.04638 -0.5818
1.1 0.33 0.129 0.12933 0.1727
1.2 0.29 0.092 0.09229 -0.1636
1.3 0.37 0.154 0.15437 0.4

RIS S5 R B2, 243 AN B S A S R K i, AR NH, (AR AN K,
AIRIELE 0.4ug/ke 2] i AR/K AL HE 3 hNO, 5o BRAH LE R a4 2 R R (38 4-1)
Rt AR K FILT-100 5 1%o0~ 1.5%0 LA AR GE L FH LR ZK ] 0.5%0, FEAREE A 1.5%0 N AF X Xo) HE 52 177 384
JiIp

4.3 i1t

NH - N SIBJRZS, Fhp T3 A p R [ i s NOs-N AL A, AE7E T HIRglh, S5k
AR B . JERINGEA LIS, BRES BV ED ORI [ e oh,  HoR Ko &l i il
YER AL INO-N (582, 2005) o Wi BEpriR, IR PR B ZN ISR #4052 21 2 8N 5%
sgmd. i FHAROKFG, —Jr, §R T AR KRN ZE R, E—aulHNaRF
EAAVE R REAT , B TH 51 5 S0 5 A TREG #R W], 78 50%~60%WEPSI , Al Ak 13 % 55 K.
Sy Or T, SR T IR T, S T RAR R (AR D), 9D TNO-NIFR R
LA TR T ) 2 AR, SR AR BRI E B AN S A
AT IR Z .
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r R AP R e A 2 A7 18 3 LR DR REAR SR A IS

FHE (RAKFIFERAZETHRAFIE

LKA R N RIRZ, BREIEA SR b AR, LR A RS N AL,
AL DT (BRI L TEACIS 300, W H S 3 A% SO A P I A 2 S A S e
R BRGNS IR 0 MR E A R AR . — 7 L AE B3RP IR 0 B e o i, B IRy, i
REE S5, A B R 2SR A TR 0 I, DRI JEIR B PR 5 00 S AT e P 1k
FEY o tueT DA, JE R P SR ORI, A 3R R i s R IR B SRS A

5.1 HRE5HE
5.1.1 fit#rsl

WIS BRI =% ] A7 2 A KNOs N 10.28%.
5.1.2 ¥it

IR AL PR B F) 2 = 5. AERAOTfe 45 R R A2 R EUIE 40 d ), KR PR ARIE], Ky
RO 250 o LSgrTF. 105 CREE, T 60 CHUAAAMET. 2 mHUEFFE 0.3 ~0.5 g,
ZAIVEE PIve s Gl AP DI X NG i i o - AN 2 -3 T

5.1.3 itEAR
FEAI S AEEINT) 1 43 % (Nutrient derived from fertilizers, i 5 A Ngg) M-

_ R TN T A

100
JERINT 7 11 73k

Ndff

JERIFE S A % (Nutrient Utilization Efficiency, {75 4 NUE) 152430 (Bikin, 1998)

Ny %o x AP AN 5 R
Jite FH 2

FHER] 2% (NUE%) = x100

5.2 ZR9th

5.2. 1 fR/KFIHHHER R R RIS AIFZ T

& 5-1 A RR K ) 4k B X5 FH A R 2% 8 /R WOl

Table5-1 The absorbment of papper under different water absorbment treatments

Ayl SR M (g/kg) 22 (gl/kg) M (g/kg) HszCg/kg)

CK 9.98 4.93 8.63 12.51
LT-100 100. 1 11.07 11.81 10.23 17.14
100. 2 13.27 10.47 9.93 15.41
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100. 3 10. 95 10.88 6.91 16.69

LT-200 200. 1 6. 14 10.90 11.72 19.17
200. 2 7.57 8.69 10.77 15.76

200. 3 8. 05 9.78 12.05 8.70

MEELEH  HRELHIL 10. 88 10.69 9.53 17.33
ML 2 11.24 10.49 8.23 15.69

MARL 3 15. 59 10.34 8.05 13.93

MW 5-1 ATLLEH, BHE R G A R AL BRI 28 B S B 22 W, A B R o R
SR AL 2. BERIARIEMRSLN 17.14g/kg FIZEMK 4.93g/kg. AN]SR K FAS 1] 96 J
AL R A 25 B INT AR AN B IR — 2. il FH AN [R) St b Bk AR /K SR i [R) 467 25 e
AR 25, RS R EZA RS, 3 PR AR 1 BIEHAEE R 0.5 %o, FHHRSE
R T AN, AR R, A 17.14gk gL 19.17gk g M1 1733gk g
T ZE S R ARSI KR A HE S A B KA, LT-100 ZEAR K Bk B N 25
RSB 1181, 1023 g = k g™, MR FHGKFIFE LI AL S 255 H B2 B 10,69,
9.53 g * k g-1 MIEBERMHRIN, 58 RS — 8. ¥R HTRY, 4K
FIEEAE 0.5 %o~1 %otulHIN, LA SRAAIG N I s, IR AT N AR B . AEANIR]
PrRoKFIALEE A, MR ZR & B3 TR R R B0 B ISR /e S5 b B 28 5 10 bR P oA R H
ToAR[FIRAFA, LT-100 ARA& RURAEAEE 2 WA B KWl 13.27 g« k g7, bRSE AR
FEALEE 3 IFHRGA R T S KAE N 15.59 g » k g™ il AR /K FUBCR: 5 IR WO F A L 58
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Table5-2 The fertilizer use efficiency of papper under different water retainig treatments

Level FIHZ (%) LiCKEEE: (%)
CK 4.53
100. 1 6. 96 +2. 43
100. 2 5. 48 +0. 95
100. 3 3.65 -0. 88
200. 1 5.59 +1. 06
200. 2 7.67 +3.14
200. 3 4. 38 -0.15
MERLHIL 9.21 +4. 68
ML HI2 5.52 +0. 99
ML HI3 3.57 -0. 96

MELLS-2, ANASFIMRAKFIAERE 1 %o (AEFE2) 0.5 %o (AL I, AN A4 A
[FIFEEMISE R, (H2 %0 (ALEE3) FHXEXS HEHIA BRI LT-100 814K 5L F PR R K F 1)
B it O ZK A FH 2 138 I 25 R FH 2 AH N B AR, LT-2007F bt FH 12 5 1R 1 FH 26 B ey o
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Fig.5-1 The fertilizer use efficiency of papper under different LT-100 treatments
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Fig.5-2 The fertilizer use efficiency of papper under different LinGuo treatments
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Fig.5-3 The fertilizer use efficiency of papper under different LT-200 treatments
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