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11
, , pH 4. 68, 19. 87¢g /kg, 90. 0 mg /kg
6. 2 mg /kg 137. 1 mg/kg, 5. 42 emol /kg, 10. 62 mg /kg 19.
77 mg /kg, 0. 93 mg /kg 2. 83 mg /kg(0. 1 mol /L. HCI »
Brassica parachinensis Bailey “ 60 %,
12
1994 9~ 12 .
7, 1, , 4 . (6kg) (AR

225g KEEPO:1. 15g KNOs: 1. 09¢g) 0 3% (Cu Zn 79.5

377. 3 mg /kg) (A-R CuSO+ 5SHO ZnS0+ THO) , 5
60% |, . 1994 11 10 3 4,

. . HN 03-HClO4 .
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Cu Zn ( , 1980),
1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
C1711 0 10 20 30 0O 10 20 30 O 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
/mg kg
Z
/s {11 0 0 0 0 20 20 20 20 40 40 40 40 60 60 60 60
mg kg
2
N N Cu Zn ( 2), Cu
Zn s . ,
P <0.15, P<0.05 Ce Zn
o , ( ,1989), Zn
Cu o , Cu 7Zn ( s
1994), Cu Zn Ce Zn )
Cu 7/n ;
Cu 7n b mg kg
Cu Zn Cu /n
lg - ! g lem lem / lg - :
1 46. 77 3.58 20. 6 7.1 7.4 0. 76 14.2 0.31 30.2 455
2 40. 01 3.08 18. 5 6.5 7.1 1. 48 19.7 0. 29 64.5 324
3 40. 32 3. 16 19. 2 6.5 7.1 3. 00 17. 4 0.29 113.9 109
4 34.76 2.76 17. 4 6.3 6.9 4.24 20.3 0.29 128.9 157
5 40. 07 3. 19 17. 3 6. 4 7.4 0. 78 80. 8 0.29 23.9 400
6 35. 86 2.85 17. 6 6.3 6.9 1. 87 79. 1 0.26 81.0 407
7 34. 69 2.77 17. 5 6.0 7.2 3.15 80. 7 0.26 83. 1 411
8 35. 05 2.79 18. 1 6.4 6.8 3.90 79.3 0.31 132.5 458
9 22. 89 2.08 14. 0 5.3 6. 4 0. 85 150. 1 0.19 29. 4 892
10 34.16 2.94 16. 4 5.8 6.8 2. 40 116. 4 0.23 74. 8 908
11 28. 60 2. 48 13.9 5.6 6.9 3.54 127. 6 0.23 131.7 927
12 25. 68 2.35 14. 2 5.4 6.8 5. 63 133. 1 0.20 185.3 845
13 17. 61 1. 80 12. 2 4.8 6.9 1. 15 215.0 0.17 31. 1 1188
14 16. 51 1. 65 12. 4 4.8 6.2 3.26 188. 8 0. 14 82. 8 1398
15 12. 27 1. 28 11. 0 4.1 6.0 4.91 185. 3 0.12 155.0 1 466
16 11. 07 1. 18 10. 8 4.1 5.7 6. 67 190. 9 0.11 192.3 1492
1) BREERHIRELHOHERFHMA
21 Cu Zn
211 Cu ZnMESAEAKAFHELAHE Cu (X)) Zn (Y)
. (ad), (c) (d)» (e) f)

a= 3.288— 0.000 449X°~ 0. 000 454y,
(R’= 0.5653, n= 64, P<0.0l);

(1, 1)
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b= 42 096- 0. 000 583Y°— 0. 007 23Y°,

(R= 0.637 4, n= 64, P <0.01); (1.2
= 19.38- 0.057 0y - 0. 001 20x*- 0. 001 12¢°,
(R’= 0.707 0, n= 64, P<0.01); (1.3)
d= 6.73— 0.014 1X - 0. 000 5877,
(R’= 0.674 3, n= 64, p<0.01); (1. 4)
e= 7.17- 0.00033Y*, (R°= 0.4834, n= 64, P <0.01); (1.5)
f=0.293- 0.000 045Y°, (R’= 0.557 0, n= 64, P<0.01) (1. 6)
» . . . Cu 7n ,
Cu 7/n ; Zn o )
Zn Cu, : Zn (Y= 20) Cu,
, R 5 Zn (Y= 40) , Cu 7/n
k k . . . \ Cu Zn
; Zn (Y= 60) |, Cu /n . s Cu
Zn , Cu 7n
s s Cu Zn
(1992)
/Zn , s
Cu Zn s ,
21.2 CudtFESAKKFERR R Cu ,
Cu :
a= 3.288- 0. 000 449x7; (2. 1)
b= 42.096- 0. 005 83X% (2.2)
c= 19.38- 0.001 207, (2.3)
d= 6.73- 0.014 1x; (2. 4)
= 1.17 (2.5)
f=0.293 (2. 6)
, Cu R 5
o Cu : N )
Cu . , Cu 27 mg /kg 10%
20mg/kg Cu ( , 1990) ,
21.3 ZnXMESAEK KF 6% =¥k In
Zn :
a= 3.288— 0.000 454Y"; (3.1)
b= 42.096- 0. 007 23Y%; (3.2)

= 19.38- 0. 057 OY - 0. 001 12> (3.3)
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d= 6.73- 0.000 587Y"; (3. 4)
e= 7.17- 0.000 33177 (3.5)
f= 0.293- 0.000 045Y. (3. 6)
. Zn
(Y= 20) CK( 1) : (Y=
40,60) k k , \ ,
s , o Zn )
R K Fe ( , 1992); Zn
, 7n Fe , ( Gregory et al,
1964) Zn ) , Zn
) /n )
2.2 Cu Zn
221 CuZnE &FFTHES 3 Cu Zny Rk Cu Zn
Cu Zn ( , X Yd), Cu Zn ( , X Yd)

Xu= 0.768 0.105¢— 0.021y+ 0.000 525y 0.001 179 Y,
(R’= 0.940 7, n= 64, P <0.01);
Ya= 19. 84— 1. 08X+ 3.15%+ 0.0429X - 0.015 6XY,
(R’= 0.964 7, n= 64, P <0.01);
Xw= 30.48 3. 18x+ 0.040 1x7Y,
(R>= 0.866 7, n= 64, P<0.01);
Yu= 408.2- 9. 70X+ 0.239Y+ 0.317XY,
(R’= 0.943 8, n= 64, P<0.01)

s Cu Zn Cu Zn .
Cu Cu, /n
Cu » Zn , Zn Zn,
, Zn 13.3mg/kg , Cu
Cu Zn Cu Zn : Cu
Cu, /n , Cu
Cu , , .
7n; 7n Cu Zn VA Cu
7/n Zn Cu—7n
22.2 Cu@HT RS Cu Zn®BK Cu Zn

Xa= 0.768 0. 105X;
Y= 19. 84— 1. 08X+ 0. 042 9X°:
Xu= 30..48% 3. 18X:

(4. 1)

(4.2

(4.3)

(4. 4

Cu
Zn

Cu

(5. 1)
(5.2
(5.3)
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Yw= 408. 2- 9. 70X (5.4
, Cu ) Cu Cu )
Cu Zn Cu , Zn
Cu o ) Cu
Cu , Cu )
Cu ( Lepp, 1981), , 7n Cu
, /n , Cu Zn, Zn
22.3 ZnF 3T RS A Cu Znty B Cu Zn Zn
Xa= 0.768- 0.021Y+ 0. 000 525Y%; (6. 1)
Y= 19. 84 3. 157; (6.2)
Xw= 30. 48; (6.3)
Y= 408. 2 0.239y° (6. 4)
) Zn . Cu ,
o Zn Zn . ) Zn
1 mg /kg, 7n 3. 15 mg /kg, ,
. N 7n ( , 1991); Zn
2 940 mg /kg ( Takaya, 1971) Zn Zn
, Zn Cu , Zn , 7Zn Zn
, Zn /n
3
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EFFECTSOF APPLYING Cu, Zn TO LATORED SO IL
ON THE GROWTH OF Brassica parachinensis

Wang Weihong1 Wu Gang2 You Zhilin'  Liao Zhongwenl Li ]inpeil
(1 College of Resources and Environment, South China Agr. Univ. ,

Guangzhou, 5106427 2 Guangzhou Forestry School)
Abstract

Pot experiments were carried out to determine the effects of applying Cu, Zn to the latored
soil on the growth of Chinese flowering cabbage (Brassica parachinensis Bailey) in Qiaotou
Aficultural Garden, Dongguan city. The results showed that the plant weight decreased
with applying Cu and Zn to the soil simultaneously, and that the change of plant Cu or Zn

content was a process combining rise with fall. Enhancing the dose of Cu or Zn separately
dropped the plant weight but increased the element content in plant. Another metal con—

tent could be reduced initially and then raised.

Key words latored soil; Cu; Zn; Brassica parachinensis Bailey
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