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3. HITRBMEH SR, JHI] 361000)

# E: UREAEEEDBEEEWNFESARE ( Casuarina equisetifolia) — A RPIITXTR, ML
(N)B(P) 1 (K) =0 R IEsE Il 1k BB LAY BN Z R, R 44 2 FAR M= ERE, iS4 ENR
SERSH, URFT BRI RIEME, $2 T 2WiHE L 4% & ¥ ( Diagnosis and Recommendation Integrate Sys-
tem, fi#K DRIS) R 1850k M B R S WiinvE , TR A B IARMEIC A L R T AR AR B AN RS S’ EE
TREE, HESARRE AT EHEEEREW AN . SRRV K I ERARE A ALY R EAES
BREW, ALY RRMRMER 19. 84 g/Bk, X R B AEMIIC 7 22 0 R 8% S04 BUHEAC 0. 329 g/ k. 2.298 g/Fk.
0.154 g/¥k. EHARE T I/ME 3 ML BWRENBIERMETE R P/N =0.317420.1302; K/N =1.1010+
0.506; K/P =3.5564+0. 5075, AR AR HH 12 A B &4 B8 AR, 5] H 470K DRIS Wi 8 X AH xS 7T
WF L IEE T BRLHINER .
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Nutrient Diagnosis of Casuarina equisetifolia Seedlings Using DRIS
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Abstract: Using one-year-old Casuarina equisetifolia seedlings, which are the main planting
species along the sandy coast of southeast China,and ternary quadratic rotary recursive fertilizer
design of N, P and K, two different output types were divided based on real differences in
biomass. Further by the data of N,P and K nutrient elements contents of the seedlings, nutri-
tion diagnosis was analyzed for C. equisetifolia. There was an obvious impact of proportioning
fertilization on biomass accumulation of C. equisetifolia. The optimal solution of seedling outputs
was 19.84 g per tree, and the respective quantities of fertilization were 0.329 g per tree for N,
2.298 g per tree for P,and 0.154 g per tree for K. The rational scales of ratios among the nutrient
elements were P/N=0.3174+0.1302, K/N=1.1010+0.506, K/P=3.5564+0.5075. Application
of examples treated by ternary quadratic rotary recursive fertilizer design confirmed the diagno-
sing accuracy and list sequence of nutrients demanded through DRIS ( Diagnosis and Recom-
mendation Integrate System).
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Fe4r WE AT 2 EAE YA KR f o BER
REGs MEY e R AT AAEERY, B
FRCWTRAE AR IR A ST IS4 AT AR R B
A BRA A HRAT T SE , AR Y B SRR BEA TR,
FHg S B AR B A D (R4 B A — TR B R
BEN I E B SR EC M IR A N S R R R
PREE, BB R MO R R Z—. RRIE
FRLWTT R B TN R £ A W] AR Rk | 135
brig e FUER: IS WAL SR A v A R B R E .
2 WiE At 426 (Diagnosis and Recommendation
Integrate System; iR DRIS ) RARYE t A5 4
JREE B —FhS R T X A R T R R
W, R EZAEY) R BRI B R , 24325 54T
RV, BB BUE Y X & B R B TR R
B B AR RAEE KRN, B %m0 R
BEAFERMLEE. EINEREHBERCHERE
Y BB R, SRS A KB
WU Rz % H A 20 it 90 AR TF
AT TR IR M B K BT T, S e ek RgL
Eema™ gl s mEas Say
BT T AR RN B 2 W B I BE R H R, E 4
XoF Y Y [ B PRORR A e I 38 R B B AR W > DL AR
ﬁ[15,16] R

BFE K B 8 ( Casuarina equisetifolia) 32 3, E
R P IRV VD Hh B B AR I B bR e, ZE B XU
WG ESRE T HAE T ESER Bh
FRYWANKEE R ZRER, BED L B RF
FEE T AR Flh I 3R MG FG , T 5% 20 R P e Al
YHAKREM™ RN, HiL, a5 tkr
LHERMAREAN THRESRENES B, S
R R4S, BRA T LB P A R AR
TR . BT, FRATT I A X SRR R B B AT
DRIS EFRZ MBI 5T, LA P HEAL , 32 =5 R
REEANAERKER, \FR4AERE—PEER
BARRRE T AR R R ARHZ MR AR S

1 #BEFE

1.1 REHH
TF-2010 &£ 6 H 4 B BUE A AR # ( Casuarina
equisetifolia) M44F H: /M FEAR B2 Rk Bl 22 B 55 B

PATARIESR,6 H 30 HERRERE (FHHES
6.2 cm, P 0. 1 cm) BRAAH#ITEARE
H, AR RS TR R RH (25
21 cm x15 cm x18 cm) , &4 1 £k, B4+ 5. 0 kg,
HIER H iR B B AW EA ARG 28 A4 AR
EMERYL(0~20 cm) BALHERIERE 1, 5
BrHAE R AR E (5 N 46.62% ) T BEBR 45 (&
P,0:14. 5% ) GBI (& K,044%),

1 ARV IHTEELER
Table 1 Physical and chemical properties
of the experiment soil

2N 2P &K FEEEN  ARP  #EHK
pH Total N Total P Total K Efficient N Efficient P Efficient K
(g/kg) (g/kg) (g/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

4.31 0.751 0.144 0.583 12.287 0.46 17.783

1.2 RW@igit

MEAE BB F = T W B e A A
3£ 20 Ab3E, FRBEVL X 4135, 12 REE, R R
W R Tk - 4 8 32 34T 45 Ab T2 B e A B P 020
(#£2), 8= T RIERREH SR TR
(#£3), A B FIRHRE SRS MAL
B4 RIZE7 AR 7 B R MEAE, B )2 R
50%,

#2 NERB-EEZAKTHBR(GR)

Table 2 Three factors and levels in the
fertilization experiment (g/pot)

Independent variable level (X;)

Independent
variable _1 gg2 1 0 1 1.682
Xi (N} 0 0.19 0.46 0.73 0.92
Xz (P) 0 0.81 2.00 3.19 4.00
X3 (K) 0 0.11 0.26 0.41 0.52

T Xy RBACE FXBLFF TR WKL E .
Note: X,; is the fertilization amount of the corresponding
nutrient element for this level.

1.3 BUERMETE

MEALSS ,7-12 A4 A shaffT A R oL,
12 ASERAERNE G, SR A, 5 % 40 5 B4
HMTEEYER, NS MEBENEER 53R
R ZERVMEE i, BRI T R e

AR R A A BRAELRERE B B R A
SBPLEL O B BRI KGR ST I , W
T ESHE M ARE LY/T1271-1999,
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Table 3 Three factors of ternary quardratic regression
rotational design for N,P,and K fertilization

bib:Ne Indepenclﬁﬁ variable| 235 Indepeniﬁ variable
Treatment Treatment

No. X;(N) Xo(P) Xg(K)| NO- Xy(N) Xo(P) X(K)
1 1 1 1 11 0 1.682 0
2 1 1 -1 12 0 -1.682 0O
3 1 -1 1 13 0 0 1.682
4 1 -1 -1 14 0 0 -1.682
5 -1 1 1 15 0 0 0
6 -1 1 -1 16 0 0 0
7 -1 -1 1 17 0 0 0
8 -1 -1 -1 18 0 0 0
9 1.682 0O 0 19 0 0 0
10 -1.682 0O 0 20 0 0 0

1.4 DRIS EF#HixMA

DRIS BHFEW F &R E B R 2
T YR T v A W, R ik A PR i R 4
¥k, FEE T 3 MrEFRTRHTIS0, :8 50
AN FEMTE R HTEN . AP 2 Fiy
R R T AR R E i B8 DRIS B3RS0,
DA S AN R AL 38R 4B AR BR B /MVsE NP K
FATEER A, HE ARRE R B DRIS B3
LWHARAE

DRIS #8 BE A EYX E—BFRIT RN T KRR
BE. EREERZTELHE, ERRXEHZTEY
TR B LB E ; ARRBEATLE R Z  H 4
MHEBRRAEDN ETRBLR, LREETEL
BinZnt, Rz 5SHE IR Z R F AN
BRA . DRIS EFRi2 Mg ik i & M B R

LI P/N.K/N K/P  EE S BT EB AR
HE K DRIS 830k EFR 20T, 28 N.P.K =5t
1 DRIS 830 TE AT .

N J58 = —f(P/N)Z—f(K/N);
— f(P/N)Z—f(K/P);
< sy = TO/P) ;-f(K/N)O

ey, i3k f(P/N) JA(K/N) (f(K/P) I8,
EX f(P/N) A BIBEEA I T «

HLWAE P/N >R HEME p/n B, f(P/N) =

P/N 1000 oy .
—_— = ——, 4 5
n 1) Gy WAL P/N <HRAEAE p/n

i, (P/N) = (1-B70) <1550, ekt C.v 25
RH
2 BREHH

2.1 FEBELBERAREZSEHEYERRASE
& B =70 YR (5] H AT A B A M AT i
B, A FIHEAE A BN R AR R WA Y B BR
BABRKEM(ERAS) % 12 AGEARED BRI
Figeit o, S E I g b AR R -
y=46.833 -72.895x,-9.212x,-57.517 %, +
9.357x5+0.198,5-51.701% +
19.678x, x,+139.95x,x; +11.906x, X, ,
x4 AEREAREERANEYE

Table 4 Biomass of C. equisetifolia under
different treatments

BERETEWE(H)

Biomass of each organ

1R

Treatment No.

BEYR(9/kR)

Total biomass

8 Root 2k Stem M Leaf
1 1.9 2.29 11.19 15.38
2 1.46 1.45 8.92 11.83
3 2.1 3.1 14.47 19.68
4 1.2 1.41 8.58 11.19
5 1.45 2.07 11.22 14.74
6 2.01 2.6 13.41 18.02
7 1.81 1.56 8.23 11.6
8 2.67 4.14 19.24 26.05
9 2.87 3.94 20.67 27.48
10 1.99 2.25 12.7 16.94
11 2.94 3.83 21.7 28.47
12 1.77 1.75 10.05 13.57
13 2.64 2.12 12.96 17.72
14 1.84 2.58 11.33 15.75
15 1.94 3.21 15.08 20.23
16 2.55 3.28 16.91 22.74
17 2.83 4.08 18.23 25.14
18 2.79 3.67 17.57 24.03
19 2.6 2.82 15.29 20.71
20 4.04 5.76 26.34 36.14

ERXUE TR IAT IR R, T BRARMES
HARLEY Xq % X, 45 th AR DL A AR R BBk
167 19. 84 g/k, BLI X 7 B9 58 B . 4 e AL B 4
B4 0.329 o/Bk. 2. 298 g/#. 0. 154 g/%k., 7ERE
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FR&HT , 18 20 A~4b BRI 43y & 7= 4 A AIK 7™=
4, AYEBER 8., 9, 11, 156~20 A HERIAH ™
2, HAb AR =4

2.2 BAEFLCEHSE ST

WA [ e A AL 3 T 4R BRI I B AR T B )
SARIEAMEEZ S, 45I% N(g/kg) \P(g/
kg) K (g/kg) NP N/K,P/K.P/N.K/N.K/P.
NP NK.PK S8 P8 EE BR R
ZREFHSRmEHN T EZRHETET ERR
#5,

ERFHAME AN SN TR, SR B
KEFRAH,P/N £ KR 8. 2696, 35 1
ZEARE SR HEXRHBRRP KN W
KK 3.4349,ix BEKY; 5B HAERXRHERR
i K/P AR 3. 6201, ik BEKFE, A
IH#E P/N, K/N, K/P 34 DRIS EF MM EER
SH(£4),

2.3 EHAKE S DRIS B EE RIS

DRIS Wi i 2 4]0 R 1 3 Al i B0 Y
AEFRBTLL R, AR =4 P/N, K/N, K/P 3 M~Z%(H
SERME B, BL 2/3 iR N R AR, DL 4/3
fERUEZ RSMNBI AR, B 4G AR R B D
1 3 MnRRE N BAERC LTS P/N=0. 3174+

0.1302; K/N = 1. 1010 £ 0. 506 ; K/P = 3. 5564 =
0. 5075, A AR RIS s W B (B 1) . Kk
P e B0 ] 1M R B, 6 2R [ 9 AR S 1 75 B 7 7 3
K, NE551E 2 fa] 4 I R A & X, 518 2 4F
R EATEX, LA, 2 P/NE7E 0. 4477 ~
0.5779 Z B XM A P &, N RAG; Ei
0.5779 M5B9 P s &, N 4=, £ 0.0569 ~
0.1871 Zm B RMA N &, P WA /MF
0.0569 =B N &, P 5=, K/N {7 1. 6160 ~
21130 Z BRI K K W&, N WA &
2. 1130 ¥5BH K 1 8, N 5=, 7£ 0. 0890 ~0. 5950
Z et RI; A K RAE, N R e ; /hF 0. 0890 28]
KAR,Nid#; K/PE7ZE 4. 0621~4. 5713 Z ]
B RIA K R, P Rk &g 4. 5713 W8 K
oE,PHL=; 78 2. 5415~2. 9489 Z AT R K
PR, K RIE; /ANTF 2. 5415 B8 K K2, P i
2, AMERAH T3 MuERHEREKER
X R/ANATRIF, EMBRRT HESTEE
B WA XFALIR o
2.4 DRIS ZEEHAKREHHEFRSHHPHEA
M DRIS $8 8k dHE AR R E T R #7455 E
BIRLWr, THEA B8 3 fh RS R E RS
FREERRBOR N, P, K383, &5 R % 6,

%5 DRIS glisHgit

Table 5 DRIS diagnosis parameters

B4l High yield groups

k=41 Low vyield groups

FRHA - - FEH
Index % bR R R - RZaL g bR LEFS o~ Ratio of
format Mean Stangrd Coeﬁlplgnt Variance Mean Stangrd Coeﬁlf:lgnt Variance variance
value deviation of variation value deviation of variation
N(g/kg) 1.3553 0.7374 0.5441 0.5437 0.5939 0.2394 0.4032 0.0573 0.1054
P(g/kg) 0.3185 0. 0991 0.3113 0.0098 0.3530 0.1331 0.3770 0.0177 1.8061
K(g/kg) 1.0611 0.3125 0.2945 0.0976 0.9827 0.2923 0.2974 0.0854 0.875
N/P 4.5922 2.9266 0.6373 8.5648 2.14241 1.6679 0.7785 2.7818 0.3248
N/K 1.3130 0.7884 0.6005 0.6216 0.6143 0.2490 0.4053 0.0620 0.0997
P/K 0.3029 0.1042 0.3441 0.0109 0.3575 0.1161 0.3247 0.0135 1.2385
P/N 0.3174 0.1954 0.6156 0.0382 0.7917 0.5620 0.7099 0.3159 8.2696*
K/N 1.1010 0.7590 0.6894 0.5762 2.1396 1.4068 0.6575 1.9792 3.4349*
K/P 3.5564 0.7612 0.2140 0.5794 3.2302 1.4483 0.4483 2.0975 3.6201*
NP 0.4235 0.2218 0.5238 0.0492 0.2038 0.1230 0.6037 0.0151 0.3069
NK 1.4061 0.6906 0.4911 0.4769 0.5861 0.2613 0.4458 0.0683 0.1432
PK 0.3366 0.0989 0.2938 0.0098 0.3566 0.1723 0.4832 0.0297 3.0306

*: 0.05 BEKF,

% ; 0.05 significant level.
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Fig.1 DRIS diagnosis figure of C. equisstifolia

MK 6 AT LUIEH, f(P/N) FRE Bid E R K
RIMARTE 3(9.0267) , E NJ8%h -7. 7217 H
WAL EE 2 (6. 1439) , 3 N #8800 - 4. 3405 4
H5ME N WREEREUREREEBEK, 7
A 3.9896 F1 3.4559, H N 38 4> 5 A
—2.9231#1 —3. 0225, e FRH N $8 50/ TF
T, XA B AN TR, AR ; BAKF
AFR f(P/N)EIREAEE R -0. 0979~0. 0358,

N #5657 —0. 1379~0. 2854 ¥ EB BT T, Ui
HEK VB ARES RSB X TFF

f(K/N) R ES BoE E B R B4R 3 3(6. 4167),
HK#EHCRH 2. 6488, Kk b3 1., 2, 8, HiRES
FEEE PR B4 Bk 2. 5891, 2.5372, 2.5960, K 3§
BRIk 0. 9409, -0.5619., 1.6306; 4b3E 1. 3.
8 By K IBHORTF, 16 IA 33X 21 4 3 v 4 iy & B A X
FA BT R 432 i KISPUNTE, HIILTE 2
FERR A BN TRV B A FEABM f(K/
N)EIREBEN —0.2585 ~0.24, K 5 ¥ 7
—0. 3791~0. 4405 , I PR EE TF, WHFT KT
AR AR & B 58 AT TR E .

(KPP RBEREHEEKW A ERICERS
b8 11 (-5.0381) , H P #5%k 3. 0346, P #5
BB R 3 2 5. 0729, U IAZEAL 3 3 BB AL
T B B AR AR R 5 P B/ B HE
BRAEE B/ N TE 12, 5 P 384k 3. 2048, 552
PR BRI & s TR AL f((K/P) EARES B
% - 0.5111 ~0.8808, P # ¥ # - 0.6801 ~
0. 1893 ¥ Ein TF, T K E A HMEH AR
B A B 58 RN T ERE

x 6 EHEAKEME DRIS ERiSHEH
Table 6 DRIS diagnosis of C. equisetifolia seedlings

[=1 >
Treaﬁtdr:n%r:ty No. F(P/N) FIK/N) F(K/P) I\Tiﬁﬁ( ;iﬁﬁ( }Eiﬁ%( Lffsﬂlﬁfzr
1 3.4559 2.5891 -0.7073 -3.0225 2.0816 0.9409 N>K>P
2 6.1439 2.5372 -3.6610 —-4.3405 4.9024 -0.5619 N>K>P
3 9.0267 6.4167 -1.1190 -7.7217 5.0729 2.6488 N>K>P
4 0.2103 0.2489 0.0549 -0.229% 0.0777 0.1519 N>P>K
5 3.9896 1.8566 —-2.5893 -2.9231 3.2895 -0.3664 N>K>P
6 0.8275 0.0175 -2.4723 -0.4225 1.6499 -1.2274 K>N>P
7 2.0008 0.3610 -3.8882 -1.1809 2.9445 -1.7636 K>N>P
8 2.2447 2.5960 0.6653 -2.4204 0.7897 1.6306 N>P>K
9 -0.1020 -0.3381 -0.8860 0.2201 0.3920 -0.6121 K>N>P
10 0.0908 0.1587 0.1158 -0.1247 -0.0125 0.1372 N>P>K
11 1.0373 -0.3426 -5.0318 -0.3474 3.0346 -2.6872 K>N>P
12 -1.7686 -0.0321 4.6409 0.9004 -3.2048 2.3044 P>N>K
13 -0.0073 0.4358 1.2811 -0.2143 -0.6442 0.8585 P>N>K
14 1.8101 0.4610 -3.0136 -1.1355 2.4118 -1.2763 K>N>P
15 -0.0979 0.1665 0.7144 -0.0343 -0.4062 0. 4405 P>N>K
16 -0.1325 -0.2471 -0.5111 0.1898 0.1893 -0.3791 K>N>P
17 -0.3998 -0.1503 0.4737 0.2750 -0.4367 0.1617 P>K=>N
18 0.0358 0.2400 0.5246 -0.1379 -0.2444 0.3823 P>N>K
19 -0.4930 -0.2585 0.3696 0.3758 -0.4313 0.0556 P>K=>N
20 -0.4795 -0.0913 0.8808 0.2854 -0.6801 0.3947 P>N>K
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Beaufils iAW", B YA TI B, HAA PRI HY
BRI R R DR R — & MK FE X0 L]
NSRBI , Y Sk R AR TS, Y A K
BEM R ERITR R EAEAZH 65X F
AR AR, RATE BB R BRI AR &M,
WA ERERERERESRTR,

Xt BB B 51 EOA S WA R m] W, FER K
AT AR AR P BSR4 Atk S A BE R AR AR AA Y
FIFR S T , U B K AL B L M R A RS H
FERRTE A A K R4S iR AL 3 R A AR P TR
KRB, HkE KA N, 782 fiysksp 481,
AhFR 2 Ah3E 3 AhFE S HITRAERF R N>K>P, B
XA HNT N MFRRE R K, HKE K1 P;4b 3
8. 4b¥ 10 MTRAB YR 352 N>P>K, B i A~4b 22
N BT RERK, HKEZ P Al K; 43 12 403
13 Ab3 15 b3 18 IRABIRF R P> N> K, Biax
BT P TR B R K, HkE N f K 43 9
MITRABRFE K>N>P, Sl ab 3 K sk
K, HKRENHM P, MY RAAEFSEELERKY
Foret, KRR S A S0 F— RS, 23
— AR A RREL

HF DRIS #5ts A XHE, A RE—EHF
TCRYE AR, REX B HR IR Z RN 45
R, X P AT BE R R K A4 , 10T BB KK
BV, SILF LR RS B, 55 8E RS HiiR
2=, HIN A DRIS Wik b 5 1 A vk BE vk st &
O I A A TIO 0T, AR W L

B EEREEH AR, HHREYEH TR
WHRNER, BARERASRAB A THITH,
A EEDER KA S, LA R E, T BRI
B RERSGE S, B GRRER ey IS,
AR PR RS B TR AR BRP AWT R

4 L

BB = RERERIA R, K S
AREBFHFBNRERES R, EYRRKME
S 19.84 o/#k, Xt & BB HEAE B4 B R
0.329 g/#k. 2. 298 g/kk. 0. 154 g/kk. LAERA

PR T T HE AT A0 3 /N 3 40 T R VR BE K , 2
T DRIS EFigWitar , BUG T 5K & HiZH E# .,
DRIS 12 Wik KRB mHARRE /M NP K BFEIT
R B E R : P/N=0.3174£0. 1954,
K/N=1.101+0. 759, K/P=3.5564+0. 7612, L}

REEE/ME NP K 43 EHIE T DRIS Elf#iE K&
BHEGER LW, 2EE ERE

8% k-
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