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WEMAZFAMORG B R RGN AE LT XE, ARHRENS 2 F A Z L F (Lolium pe-
renne) £ K B3 LE SR A GO F 0, KR KA &R KB, KRB R A-F (0,100,150, 250, 350
kgehm “ca D). MEEFFEARKEE WEADNE T HRZLZTRALIEPHEARNZREE., ARBREREN.0~
250 kg e hm ™ »a "HRAEEA, ERFARBE W LAY Tt EET 0 FTHHEAR T MG M, R EFE
350 kg + hm ™« a "B R FRAFH TR TS, RTELEMERNAREZTH EREZEH—F,150 kg hm* < a!
HEKFTELETHRAGELS STRANEEZF . AR ARETAARBHAERIARTZHRE, HiT

250 kg e hm ? e a "B, EIEFPHRAE T RHE N, X F 350k hm ? ca 'HRTENAAE T2 RSMA
9.0lmge kg ', NEMEF AT AR EE LU ALEELE ALRR ZEEERHERT A 250

kgehm ™2 ca '8 ALE . ERIRT . HAFIRBERMREL, AT LY LERME,
XER SHFAZ LT AR ERAKRREHSRAY

thE 42255437, 606;S158 XERFRIZAD : A

Jiti AE J2: BT SR P B P R R R R 2 —
5REWE 1B BT — S B PR O BB SR I B = R
R REZE M AN, & B A 23R A F T
FPP AR A, PR RGO B . 0 2 R
AR W ST R L EUIE R B B PR 0% 4R
BORP R . AR SCHR AN L BT I it LR W
T T B B Y G R TR i e i RS i 2
CA RSO NRS DT ey [ AR T PUB R
TUTR #E 50 BF A9 it IS BF 5 A BE. 4R R R R 25
gem CEUEG . [ BRI A S AW
JEER TS G U RS AN T K s Y. B
PP 2 it AL iR VHE K 2 09 N DA L AR RUIE —
T o3 WA W SR Y — B Bk B A R, A
102 IS S BB B th R 40 . 1 i 36 Je it 1 oK
BEU TS Yt o R0 S e A St X
o R (Poa pretensis) HBE + 3 o il 245 & 19 32
Wi A2 B - 0~20 em  JZ Pl 25 A 09 & 4 52 0 IE
M AR K I HL 5 IR 26 Y it ME vk B A Bt I A A
K. Decau A4 0 B0 HF 9 47 R [ i i DL &

W H 9T, 2012-10-30  #:52 H1.2012-12-17
FEETH L AR K 2= 51 #E A ARG s B
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N R R AE 9 PR A T RUNE B e I AT e 0
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Jit JES 5 Rt S YK BSAE D/ BT A R R b R 0 A K
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LM M B (Lolium perenne ) i ¥E 3 B4R,
Sy BERE )R (BRI L B T LS SR A N AR R S Bk
TERERE . [ A BT A S R A TR =
5% Chaney™ A\ 2, + # b & & & # i 177, 8
mg * kg "B}, BRE R AEKZ ] H . Cannway '
KW A R 225 kg « hm™* « a” "B R EZ FLHY
T 52 A P i R B o 0 5 A R AR A AT I
XXt B2 B F e A i A 3~12 g m 7L W]
B2 1 BRI RR L ] Ol 13~48 d, FEANTH] -3
JoT A= K S AR SR RIS I 500 A AR K 2%
5o HAT, TR E AR AL TE S X 6 T 27 5 L R
[ F 5% 30 i DL A3 . BEF b, AR LA 2R TR
FEOR X G 43 B A [R) it 280t 6) PP AR K B A B i
A AR R 2, DU O 3R R A Hh X bR 4 - 2 AR
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1 Mel5F%®

113X B3 ME oL R0 16 JE BH AR I K 2 el 3
FHEAT.41.46° N, 123.25° E, LT B TR K
Bili Pk A AR R 7. 8~8.0 TC LT A R
s EB R 2406 C L1 T AT B KL DT SR AR AR
—33.1 C 4EFEKE 700~800 mm, iz + 5%k A
VL PR A M 2 A A A I 7 3, 1 3 B AR P A
e R 1317 g« kg™ LR EA 129. 27 mg + kg ',
ALWE 18.36 mg » kg ' HALH 173 mg - kg 'L AL
Ji9.11 g« kg ', pH{H 8. 12,

1.2 X I AF A (R 8 Fh ol 2 4F R SR B, L B
F A 2 45 (Accent [1) ., B 28k & 40 cm, %4
F B A% 40 cm, JETE AR 28 em, 43 BIAE 4 RE | 20,
40 e WALFT A HAZ 4 cm BIRIAL, W — I EAH 10
AL AR FE . KRR R R R DL S 2 1 A
Bl se iR o) JE a4, TIER B A N2 2.5 cm
Ak R 5 GE— BRI R R A g — i BT AR T
1£29.3 kg 5. WA AH 201242 H 13 H,
FEFPE R 25 g« m 7L S R IR AU 3

1.3 XE7 &k AT 5 A, 55 5h
CK Ny s Niso s Nuso F Niso » it 20543 51 8 0,100,
150,250,350 kg « hm 2 « a ', FA4b ¥ 3 Yk E X . 4L
15 2. it 280 I SR 8 it 125 it 2R » 8 OB 4% A B e
JREVEMRAE 2.5 kg K v, #4957 B 554> 4 Kk, % 1
W% it 45 Y K . il 2 S R LR 1. BB 4
d R—UOK B S kg, BFPIABTRD 1 IR, B & B
5 6 cm.,

1.4 2B 55&%k

141 BPpRUE R AR Kl B R A R

M HAE R ERR B HE R4
e R MRy 10 For b s, 0 5 H e A R
Vo LSO (0 2 B v B B DA RO Sy A K o
1.4.2 FPPE EAY R AH 16 H.30 HEBH
FEE 1 R BT BRI R e A M S %L F 70
CHMTHT 24 h JGFRE,
143 Mg RERNE B8 H%E KB E R
AR AT B R ERR AR 0. 1 g B TOFEk . i 2 mL
80 Y0 1) PN T BIF B I ) 0 L SR G E A & 25 mL L B 515
JHCTE BE G AL | 5 R R S L R SRR AR e . 7
663 1 645 nm &K FllE OD 5 %5 B, %5 8
R I 4 W A 3 1 O D

L4.4 HHEMESAESE TR 16 HEEFE. 255
£ 20,40 cm TRAL Y B FL H BORE S 3 4 TR — IR BE 1 £
BEFE IR A ABREEAS . WA AH BRI 2 R A %
TRERRIETY . A RE R TR R .90%
AR B Ar i 46 0~30 em + 2 +Hedp ™ /g e +
FEAF IR R JZ (20 em AL FIAR T )2 (40 em AL
HEAT A3 HT

1.5 ¥ 54  H SigmaPlot 10. 0 {4l &, i
SPSS 12. 0 #AF #EAT R0 A BRI S8 1 4347

2 ZRE55M

2.1 ARAFIFFARKE RN 0 A 15
d Py B A R A i 280 o 1 B T B K N,
Naso Al Niso 43 51 b Xt B3 1 16. 3%, 28. 6% I
32.7% s Nyso v Nuso . 35 85 T CKL Nypo v Nygp (P <<
0. 05) +fH Nuso 5 Nys Z 8] \CK 5 Ny Z [H] 22 AN 2
2 (P>>0.05)(F£ 2), WA 45 d J5.CK. Ny Ny,
I Noso A B B B0 AR K 3R AR IR KL Nso 2
PO AR K 9E 27, CK & 35 IR T Nio « Niso + Nogo Al

x1 TEBEKFENERAE

Table 1 Nitrogen aplication schedule of different treatments kg « hm*

o3 AT il 8L Jitii A B 4] Date of nitrogen application/mm-dd

Annual nitrogen

Treatment

application rate 03-16 04-16 05-16 06-16 07-16
CK 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nioo 100 20 20 20 20 20
Niso 150 30 30 30 30 30
Naso 250 50 50 50 50 50
Naso 350 70 70 70 70 70
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Table 2 Effects of different nitrogen tredtments on lawn’s growth rate cm e d!
Ak ¥ H #] Date/mm-dd
Treatment 03-16—04-01 04-16—05-01 05-16—06-01 06-16—07-01 07-16—08-01

CK 0.49c¢ 0.51d 0. 56d 0.45d 0. 20d
Nioo 0.52bc 0. 58¢ 0.69¢c 0.63c 0.41c
Niso 0.57b 0. 66ab 0. 74bc 0. 68bc 0.55b
Naso 0. 63a 0. 75a 0.91a 0. 80a 0. 68a
Niso 0.65a 0.71a 0. 80b 0.70b 0.52b

T F A ) NG 5 b 35 R0R 22 5 3% (P<<0..05) . T I

Note: Different lower case letters whithin the same column indicate significant difference at 0. 05 level. The same below.

Niso o fH Noso Fl Nuso Z A1 22 AR E . )5 3 Wil
Naso 20T FEPPFAE KR W] 1 R [ Noso B35 8 T
CK . Nygo Niso Fl Nuso » Niso 5 Nyso Z 8] 22 57 A B3
22 AR ERE R LA T Y HYh B
O A 1 B S AR S K R AR —
B Hb BFEA R BBUE K EAE 1 222,00 F12 961. 54
g°*m ZZI‘ETJ/E“@E Noso ﬁili?aiﬁﬂm’%fEZ 961. 54
g+ m Yk f e it AL Naso B BBUE KR
218915 g m . KALHERFM LAY EY
B2 T4 IR (P<<0. 05) 5 H Nygo v Niso . Nysy FI N,
FAHY Ay g3 i R B 10301, 7.2, 40 1. 8
fF (£ 3,

23RN EREGZE LS TH YR
AR A AL BRI S 3 i RS BT TR .
5H 1 HHET. M2 R & 5 b A it R 3G i 3G m
CK Ny Niso %15 Ny Nygy 22 57 i 3 (P<<0.05), 5
A1 HGE MR E S =L 0~250 kg « hm * [ 4 bl
Jit 2885 147 484 00 2 0 24 e R 3 350 kg + hm
BIFGERRE. 6 1 H. &AL P20 & 3 5] ik i

B’

i, H Noso &b B0 5 3 & & ) 30 & & {4 4. 03
mg * g . CK, Ny o Niso I Naso 43 571 755 0. 81,0. 50,
0.33f10.19 mg+g ' XAJREREH TIRERFHIHMT
JIES 25803 R B2 BRA HL7 A T 3 Ak
24 RN AR LELEHERKRGH YW
BT IFREHSAFESMERRZAMT
SRS Rk B AR DU AR R E SRR
—F, AR MRAZMRTZLEPHER
(7% B B R . CK LNy B Nygo 40 B R + 358 il 25
RN AR AL HLR — + 2 3 2 A0k 2
SN B2 Noso  Nuso 20 FHAR 2R )2 4 8RR M 3
T CKUN o 5 Ny b FE(P<<0.05), 4—8 H . Nas,
SE PR AT 2 A v A A Rk B 0 o) e BRI
T 7.70%,18.55% .25, 44 9% .34. 74% F1 19. 71 % ;
Niso 0B AR F 2 4 38 rp fiF 25 AU 5k B8 5 40l be v R
BT 100 11%. 21, 09%.33. 01%.51. 65% #i
44,39 %0 PR RO K R [ I A A S U gk
AR S AR RN 6 Hh & .8 iy
T (& 2)

R3 FRAEERLETEFERNM EEYE

—2

Table 3 Effects of different nitrogen treetments on lawn’s aboveground biomass g m
it 31 FI 1 Date/mm-dd A

Treatment  03-16—04-16 04-17—05-16 05-17—06-16 06-17—07-16 07-17—08-16 Total biomass
CK 231. 08¢ 67.69d 311. 54d 267.08d 144, 62d 1 222.00d
N 257. 39be 319. 69c 387. 62¢ 327.08¢ 210. 69c 1 620. 69¢
Niso 291. 54b 370. 23b 461. 08be 391.31b 274.31b 2 110. 08b
Naso 345. 46a 426. 23a 538. 69a 493, 77a 385. 00a 2 961. 54a
Niso 354. 31a 420. 00a 481.69b 410. 23b 274. 00b 2 189.15b
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Fig. 1 Effects of different concentration of nitrogen

treatments on lawn’s chlorophyll content
TE AN RVNG 5 B 3R OR A TR) B30 [a) e AE AL B 22 5% 3%
(P<C0.05). .
Note: Different lower case letters indicate significant differ-
ence among different fertilization treatment at 0. 05 level.
The same below.
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Fig.2 Effects of different concentration of
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nitrogen treatments on nitrate residue in soil
3 itig
31 AR E ARG YR NI
KAERA . CK B Tl 2040 21 15 W] 3 2 e 0 g
o B S A B R A G 3 e T AR Gl e A

R A A 218 — 2 i UL RE % W] X 1 o e
AR R . AR AT L I A 2 2 R R R
P4 1 250 kg « hm Jifi BKF T MR B K
B BAEAE N EFFRY)H R REITTR, A
BB A ] DA 25 FPE R R A KT I 3R 4 A
) Y i Ru Rl o P U W URE (P i s s
I 2 3 48 R At A s R 7 R AT o DA T 52 i
o AR DX S Beard ! BRI SE IR HE W) . 5R
2 WAL G Naso A B8 AR A 305 IF 6 R B {3 Noso 15
Noso b Z B TE B 22 57 . Ja 3 WAL Naso b BT
F PP O AR BB Noso 5 N 40 B 22 ] 22
S (P<C0.05) . 3% 555K a 11 A5 e A [l it 2L vk
JE A [ e A 38 T %o ¥ 2 AR 7 B R A4 BF O 4
R—E, UL U Y RONE A R B 2R K R R IR
IR TN WRY s QR I | RS e o N R (S E B
T8 A A AE KRR TR, Al e TR Fm i
A5 Ak A A Al B 50 R ) 2 i AT R ) Naso Ab
BRI JIE 52 AR A Nooo A0 B, ™ Asf 357 o3 BRAR S B 42
Noso A0 FEA S F I B A3 CK K S — AR 55 .

3.2 AN EREFEFTLENY 0 AR
B R AN A 0~250 kg « hm *JEE AN, 4R
Bt 2R Y G o 3G o, 3k %) 350 kg ¢ hm?
B, S 3 BT T R . Bk A S 0 T 45 2
¥ ( Zoysia matrella ) W f 58 & B, ¥k & 225
kg « hm ™ {9 )R R AR e % AR A iR AR
e OR BT PP RE 8 PF fif 2, T R 2GR B 375 R 450
kg o hm ? I, 20 R D PR ROULE AT
Wi o ARG rh R PP B I 4 5K 5 RO Noso A0 B >Ny
Kb FR > Ny 4 312> Noo, 20 31> CK, i #5522 MU
YO Wt 280 0] LA 35 B g B PR R A K S A —
RUNE e et 305 FBL P I 3 kA it 20 A 1 98 n T
B H A 2 A UNE B 500 2 e 55 . AT 5
M e B ) WL BN (R . X AT BE S T U =2 B
SR T A B BRI R0 T R IR
S EORE Wy v T AR AR AR R ' B [ A W B U2 DT 52
TG A RN

B3R ERFLRETAHERAETENF
e WESE R A IR — it AR T AR R
TS ARERE RN RS TRTZ. AR TZ L
PR S AR R MIAY . e AR R (Loli-
um mucti florum) 4= & B & A 1, 6] — i & &L 7K
VR A RIERE 1 HE0~20 cm) & &8 e i - bl
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R GBI AR 2 R A AT X
FEIEH N RNERHEE KT B #EARFER L2,
HERARZRH KBRS, 556, W] g B o R
FZ WA YT Bl B AR OC Tl TE M LB A T RR
MR . AL S REW . 7E 350 kg « hm * » a !
Jiti KT AR 2 A e A R AR A B
KAH 9. 01 mg « kg ' Bl S5 10, 0 Ik 45
RABEZ IR, AR R AT B P R R IR
HEEASM T AZWICEN 6 57, ARk
R5 L ES5 10—, Ul W ZIE i & A0 R rh g A
R 5% B A VIR O it 80 d B R R L S b R R
S A BB Z . Enjelsjord 51 X 1R 15 55 524
R EAE B BRI oY R it A B 293
kg « hm . 43 6 Wi FH. &0 09 iR Ry 70% ~
90% ., A 56 it 1 CO (NH, ), . Jifi & & 150
kg« hm ? «a ', 40 5 Wit T, 38 b 5% BE A A 28 R
UGS HE TG B S A8 b, 000 el e R A vy . U BH A T i
RACHTE LT RE S A 1 B PRI i B 1 1 5
[i] 5 124 4 R A0 O Y s B 23 3 A S R/UTE
T AS [ A 3 ok A A . Kevin 25 0P 58 T #E M
25 AR B rp R A it R X A R kb A 5 L A5
i R R 245 kg o hm % B UK VA R A G R £k R T
K ARV R R & 2~ 3 £ XA AT RE T 3K
R KI5 S s ASTRLHb X AN ] 005 A5 R T B BF BE XS
AE MW A 2 5, B2 A ST 3o X 5 b B 2
KAEFF (Festuca arundinacea ) IR ¥E L IR £
Jite IS 3 36 & B0, b 5T Ml DX B AR N e A
JE 250 kg« hm % « a” ' FEIZKOF T HE B B RE M
WA R (AR E R R 1) 238 B AL L 08 2 A A ) i
SAFAL AT 400 kg « hm™? « a” "I}, 13
AR, —J7 T A] BE A PR A e vk i U 3 35 |
it g AR L S B B D — Ty e T
Jit R s SRR P A A R U B R AT R R
B2 FEIREAE LIEE WP A D . ) L ORS
T KT AR R E B A R AE 200 kg + hm™? [
e ik 3] 300 kg « hm 2 B W &L R B T ELAS [A)
Jiti 2804 B Ny A0 B Nyoo A0 FE L CK ] b Nao, 420 B A
BATBEERINS . ARHEIEFE W AR b Xy
TR AR 250 kg« hm ? . a THF AR
PR A HE TP S AU AR B Y L AU RS 100,150
kg « hm* « a ' W I 2 3% . 76 i A = S 350
kg« hm ™ « a” "IIA R K. 6 R T )2 50

DAERERRM, FEEH TE2HEAERETARKE
KWWAER 258 H MMM T 2 1365 A5k i & i
RN P s A SR v =T I S ERT TR K s S @ =0
FROT TR B R, PRI o 180 B S B it A H L HE
G EEE A 6 AT ZHE .8 A Dt s R
ANt DA RE O U8 45 O TS AR R FE R Pk
4 it

AN 250 kg« hm? « a ' A, SRR R
o mOR, P A K. il A o= 8 o 250
kg« hm * « a "B WG T 2 AF AR R B R ORI
R AR T )2 RIS AR A B, AR
ik 350 kg « hm * « a 'Bf  ASMEABRAE R PEA K R
MK TR ERER WIS PR o PRt AR b b X A 38 1
M T IR A R 250 kg e hm ™ < a ',
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Effects of different nitrogen application on turf growth of

Lolium perenne and nitrate residue in soil

ZHANG Fei-fei', BAI Long®, WANG Xiao-hong®, LIU Ying'
(College of Horticulture, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110866, China)

Abstract; Along with the planting area of lawn expanding in China, the environmental problem caused by
fertilization has attracted much attention now. This study was aimed to analyze the effects of nitrogen
application on growth of Lolium perenne and nitrate residue in soil. By pot experiment, nitrogen applica-
tion took five levels (0, 100, 150, 250 and 350 kg » ha™! « a='). After fertilization, the growth rate,
aboveground biomass, chlorophyll content of L. perenne and nitrate residue in soil were analyzed. The

1

results indicated that, within the range of 0 ~250 kg « ha ' « a ' nitrogen application, growth rate,

aboveground biomass and chlorophyll content of turf increased with the increasing of nitrogen level, while

—1

they all decreased when nitrogen level reached to 350 kg » ha™' « a~!. Nitrate residue in root down layer

soil was nearly half of that in root zone layer soil. Nitrate residue of different soil depth was not signifi-

2

cantly different from the control(CK) when nitrogen application reached 150 kg « hm™* « a~', which just
could satisfy the turfl demand. Nitrate residue in soil increased when nitrogen application exceeded 250
kg« ha™' « a™', reaching to the highest value 9. 01 mg * kg™' at the rate of 350 kg « ha™" « a~'. Consider-
ing the ornamental value and environmental safety, the treatments of urea with concentration of 250
kg« ha™' « a~! was the best for Northeast area, while it would lead to nitrate leaching to form the poten-
tial danger of nitrogen pollution when nitrogen application exceeded 250 kg » ha™ ! « a .

Key words: Lolium perenne; nitrogen application; growth rate; nitrate residue
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