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Calculating Discharge Coefficients for Soil Nutrients in Wheat—Maize Rotation System Under Different Fertil—-
ization Practices

YUAN Jing', LI Guo—xue”, LI Rong—hua® LI Ning’, YANG Fan'

(1.College of Resources and Environmental Sciences, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2.Monitoring Station of Agricul—
tural Environment and production, Beijing 102401, China; 3.Xiaogan Environment protect bureau, Xiaogan 432100, China)

Abstract : In order to find out nutrient leaching from different fertilization practices, a two—year nutrient leaching experiment was designed in
a wheat—maize rotation farmland in Fangshan district, Beijing. Nutrient leaching was measured in optimized fertilization, traditional fertiliza—
tion and no fertilization ( control ) fields using vacuum negative pressure. Results showed that TN leaching was accounted for 76%~82% of
total nutrient leaching for all treatments. Nitrate nitrogen was the main component of TN losses, accounting for 60%~70% of TN leaching,
with the highest of 90%. At the equal amounts of NPK, the optimized fertilization reduced TN leaching by 23%~31% , TP leaching by 32%-~
46%, and NO;-N leaching by 22%~36%, compared with traditional fertilization. The reduction of NHi—N leaching by the optimized fertil-
ization was more significant under greater rainfall. In wheat—maize rotation system, the discharge coefficient of production per kilogram agri—
cultural products for TN, TP, NH;-N and NO;-N was 687.2 mg, 3.25 mg, 0.22 mg and 440 mg for traditional fertilization and 348 mg, 0.87
mg, 0.38 mg and 205.9 mg for optimized fertilization, respectively. These results would provide technical support for pre—warning monitoring
and pollution control of wheat—maize rotation system.

Keywords : wheat—maize rotation; organic fertilizer; nutrient leaching; discharge coefficient
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BRRARBURMELERGEZ — L8 T KRR
TSR E LRI it AR H A RIEA 30%~50%:H
RN T K, S8 K NOS-N S s,
TR PR AR T G JH DR R TR K NOs—-
N & KPR ERE (< 10 mg-L™), &&IA
67.7 mg- L™ F1E22 90 4 LG A 06 13 R i 2k
FSHIAH DGR IA B A 2 o Heckrath S E 9 [67%
el A - AR (4R T 1843 4F )65 em T HEK
BHHEH KA T Z B, KRR S kAR e, ]
BT 2 mg Prkg'o 2 E R 15 A H A3 BE R LU
WA TE AP R B9 i 5 DA b A% 3 AN 1 AR O X35
I HE A 2 B R R Y HE

T EXF A H SR AR A PR U & 8 T K
FIRIFFE TAE , FE 2R B EURE L AL A Ay
FIAHEK R AE AL 20 FE A5 R Jr 52—
NEEP AR MBS RS, R EP L R
I I T M SR R R R RO A K I
NO:-N Z itk & m] o ZUE A S5 1 3.49% ~
11.35% , FL 55 3E R 7K T2t R R TR et 1 AH G , 76 W9 & 723l
PIZETT, BUEHIKA I NO-N =ik 85.5 kg-hm?,
RMEMR R IE 19.9% 5% EEEPERIL KA T ILE]
IR/ RFEAEA FHFRE R B, 80K 0B s A
NO; =N BIWRE 2k F 2R A A M 2 Wi Fok A K
5, FEHRKA K

FEHETS ZREE R PR Sl ) Sk B | R
A AR G YR HE R BUR M TR
TR Y B AR TR, FRETE T HETS R EO TR AR
FKARTE AR TP AE Tl A2, LUHETS 2R B0k £ AE
15 Y HERIOR/INE Tl A 1ol B 28 it FL B 4 52 3%, i
LG R B AR RS & 52
HEvs RO iR IE B EE 27, R AT
KGR I T R Y A RIS, (A SRR
FEHES RERE M R G A A flE TR E
VERI U LR INAZ KRR AR A T 15 Qe ki
HEVs ZBOF ST BB | RIS BE 4 A ARl A

ALY PP T U o T TS5 e B4 BTHR A o AR FE I 1 )
AEHTTH/INAZ I FORERAE T B T5 eIt (HES R B0
A B R B A T RSO B VR N RO
PRI RR R, B I PRI VR R R
S PR RO A A TS AR BEEOR SCH , A
IR BTSRRI PR AR

1 #REFE

1.1 BRI

RIE T 2011—2012 4EFEJL 5T s 1L XA A B
TR IR ARPIE 2> vl R SERE SE A T o 2RI b
A RS Y I A, T TP L AR
S KA T IR AS Ay, Ja8 A6 IR KRl S
it , B RMNEW , A FIHEL TR, FETREZ X, &
ZERk R SR , AT 10~12 °C, izt 24F
SEXIREK R 655 mm 24T K ZE T 6—8 /T,
2y b A RR KL 85% ; BERNSRIE K, ZVKE KK,
X FEL AR E R ) O &N EARSE,
R HEOAPREE, g by, R B A, IE
TR b FEAS B L2 1
1.2 iK3&i& it

HER R K SR R A B 958, & /NFE b Bl Ry
AR 175, F3 i A6 5T B 1 XA IS L b W) s 2
HE2011—2012 4F PP/ INAZ FORFEAE 3 42, 1l 3
B3 AN, 435 R 25 11 R AR AR P - 7S 1 A R
ANt AT AT NE AR IR i X R A 1) A 24 5 i LA B v
REAR A 24 1y it FH - it P 3 A it FH R 30 5 43 e
LA A 7= ST 1L A ARt AT Ak B H BRAR PR A R
B (VR ZE W, 75— 5740 DA mii e e A
PR A PR, SEBUA Bl B R A  a
R

Fie I — AR 2 (—F /N — B H oK) 1T
ofE, DMESHAE TR, 4F S AU AN 360 ke
hm?, S (P,0s 1) 180 kg-hm™, 81 (K,0 i1)360 kg
hm™, /NZ RN A5 7 50% . B b E S 3

F 1 ki + R AR

Table 1 Physical and chemical properties of tested soil

2R fem AW/ ke SAUg kg LHi/gke LSMfifg-kg A A/ mg kg AR /mg kg pH EC/mS+cm™
0~20 30.82 1.46 0.24 4.49 12.09 10.23 6.49 0.18
20~40 27.26 0.92 0.19 4.87 42.87 30.89 6.68 0.18
40~60 22.22 0.77 0.14 5.12 44.53 11.64 6.77 0.23
60~80 19.27 0.75 0.13 5.34 54.18 8.59 6.79 0.24
80~100 18.14 0.7 0.03 5.61 7.13 11.35 6.86 0.17
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W, BEPLHEST, &9 MK/ NX . BEA/NX A
14.4 m?, BiA% Ky 4.8 mx3 m, B F KRR By 50 000
B -hm?, &N BRI N 375 kg hm2, AR A 4%
B 122 FeB A 7R AR FNAE AR At F , sl S S B LR AR
B eEBhEA , A HPIE ST LURIERIEMEA o 35
o) R CPIERRE RN B IR 2R (B N 46% ) (i
MR 8k (5 P 37%) M Ab8i (5 K 50% ) , SRt A &
H PR K AR — A P RPIERL P A N ST R
PR FRA USR5 & i A 2.5% B 1.35% #12.7%,
A R A MUIE A 7200 kg-hm™2,

INFE B REAEIR T A, T KB AEAE AW T4
fEA BT o ERERE K GBI S 43
SEATHEWE , 7K 5 30 mm, JAth ok 545 PR 4%
BRI b T o BREAEYISCIR S I

TR FH AR B KR ik R R TH, 43 5]
TERRHSLLG /NI R v ) 222 B 3k | Rtk R A
R, 7 AR VR HE IR S R, SR R ) B4 £ i 1o
S 0 AU A s BB DA R SRR, R
FEKFERBOHRIRIRAE , TR H I B S A A AL
SR RS SR . S i b A —
85~90 em DA BT, LR EE LA BT A4, SR fib o
4, B IRAAITE T & R8T, B SR8
HISRMEA R T BRI R IBOK A , 456 5T b F > b
R RN 2, BERRIHIRN 85 em,

1.3 A *E
1.3.1 P ik

S YR T RIS 1~2 d, BOMR VA /KR S
SV R DL R A AR A A R B AR AS
FoR A s A A A %E (Auto Analyzer 3, Seal , i [F ),
SRR PR B 2 A R BV A 58 S Y B BRI , 7K
SR R B ORI E , SR 1CP-
OES HLIBGE & 45 B TR BB E
1.3.2 SyMrit@Erik

(D)7

FOKWGRIG , e TR U UM i — bk E KA
PR, AN /INKAER I 9 Ak, BRI 8 J5 4 Bk, T
I INEWORE  AEREA /N R IO T, T
R

()W R

A K AFAEAR A, b b ab AR b R, 42
FAIESCERAE ), ] FAO #4211 Penmen— Monteith 2%
KA L IR Z B T E™:

D=I+P-R- ET-SW

KD RWZB T 1R Hr B K PR
R ARV ET /2 AR T Z8 i 5 SW 2 1 3 ) 1h 1y 7K
AR, AP A RRAC mm,

T IR AP, ARSI, R W] DL 2 AN
T, G T S KA I E , e SR B A
WL . et T3R8 KR oK S
PR Z T A 28 iR

(3) IRk 5

TRy A AR N . W=D C
KW IR B mg; D WIRIZB IR, L;C O
R RFE P IR U mg- L

WIZB R ER ISR, e s Ry
5, IR UIE C BRI KRR

(4)HR5 R BT

HETS R BN R HERC R R, 35 7 U T B A 7
S Rl N SV S AR T M S AV o S D) e SR
Qe 285 AR i BB e A Sk Ay i, w7 A
A2 b (S PR ISORE) EAEHE R IR 8 P 9 15 e )
o TS QYT EHER, HETS R B RO

Cv=A/B
AP Co BHEG R BGA RGBS 975 ik i ul
HAEHE TS e i kg B 27 a7 5 kg,

HRI Rk RS R B BT R 0T

RS 2 H= Ot A Ak B85 e XS RE Ak H
QIR ) EY ™ i (kg )x100%

2 HBRE5SH

2.1 BER BEESEMER

BT SRS R AE A A A L B S AL
KBRS IR A R I 2 NOs-N, ik
FEW NOs-N & it (i SRS 1Y 63%~77% , A i
2 A[K 90% ., NHi-N & /b, P A SA &
T 1% KR BRSO LLAR R IR+ 58 R 3 LA
NO; K ,NO; IR Z  NHIAU AR/ N 43 AR H 1- 48 4%
FHIE SRR R A, NOs-N ME LU, A SE00R 0 b, 2+
BREEA TR R RN A RIEE . kit
JEANFE NO;-N &K 13~28 mg- L™, HiALHE NO; -
N &R 20~37 mg- L, X6 BE R ] A2 18 Tk KK R
TKFHRAEY , H B AE ZbFE NOS-N & Kyt — 9
HEBRMEL( <20 mg- L), NHi-N Ak i b, — et
T —ZAn PR (<0.5 mg- L), {H 052 [ 1 5 1
SR, TE B YK B TR R AR 300 mm B BRIt AR Ab
WA NH;-N &85 0.72 mg- L, #ad—ZbrifE
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Figure 1 Concentrations of NH;—N,NO;-N and TN in leachates

AR T AR EBR R AR 3 FEVED VRO IL it
NE AR P55 5 R A b, V8 KRR B R B mT 40 )
W24 23.7% 36.0%F1 31.6% ,3 TEVED Ak it B Ak
PR FIAL AR EE AT 98 S S R i 22.4% 36%
26% , =AU ARG R A — e R Bl b TSR
DI SR IR o BT 2 FEVEY A bR 0 1 e 2 AU
AR LA, 7E 0.05 mg- L™ LA, A Akt AE Ak B
TR AR T 7E 2012 AR5 3 5 FOKA AR BIH]
AR E EBEIN, PUARREAE AL B A 2
B SR A 0.07 mg L MU A Ak 38 285 2005 in
B3 1K5] 0.37 mg- L, 2L IE AL B 5.3 %, 3=
BLJE T 2012 4F 1) 5 [ R T 250 CRE RN =k #) 315

mm), R T RS R A 2R, A LAE
(R P T ARG B S U

22 B
AN TR F PR B e P B R S WL 2, 5 R

AAHE, BERRA LD WP BB S Eh
0.08~0.33 mg- L™, 2% S il , KA B
B B3 e T ISR B ARG, R
TREAEAL BB IR i — Ry 0.16~0.33 mg- L7, {4k
it AE A BRAS W R A AL FEAR HE , BB AR A
7 0.1~0.2 mg- L™ 3 HAEYACAEOL AT N AL 305 5 A1
AR FRAR LG, R KRR R R AT 4 il 4
32.1% A0%F1 45.6% . 3wk Ih FHE S 1350
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Figure 2 Concentration of TP in leachates
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AN RIAAELIR SR SR ) S R DL 3 I

PSR SR 4~32 mg -1, DAt AE AL B AR
THPACI, 55 1 FEE FORRIMREIAE] , = [t e
OSSN, HESARE . B3R K
TR 3R ), 5 K00t A Ak FERL B3 5 Sk B S 398 o, W
JIE55 000 A i S Ak BRI AR v B e 2 S o
ATt A BT FAA HUIE Hr S 7E 338 v G208 BRI, AT itk
VR o AR EAEPIE R T 1 m VR R BB R
FH R, SRR TR A, Mt T
120 kg-hm™ B, S A5 Kk & R 14.30 mg- L7,
AWFFE PR TR EE S 0.85 m, i fIE &y 360 kg-hm2,
BB BRI B i 32 mg- L 3 FEAEYIARAE I AL
JIE A 305 R R PR b, IR KR BB % 1] 4
B2 6.5% 24.5%F1 59%
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oor . F3 HHMBR(kg-hm?)
sob g;nKﬂg Table 3 Amount of nutrients in leachates(kg*hm™)
Loyl BEA I B ] CK Wl it
e BRSO SIHTEk 4268 10.177 7.760
ﬂ?‘ﬂ 307 ’_I_‘_% H2PENE 1.803 4239 2712
% 20¢ H3HER 41048 143.599 98.254
ok B EIHEER 0016 0.032 0.022
’—'—“T‘% ’_v_r—% H2HANE 0022 0.045 0.027
0 1R FoHAE B IETA BT K 0226 0.857 0.466
T B SRR 1179 1.572 1471
ey $29NE 0993 4483 3383
Figure 3 Concentration of TK in leachates B3 AR 12.139 44.648 18.306
WA EI1HER 0005 0.006 0.008
24 FERMKAE §23/ANE 0001 0.002 0.002
3 /NG FOKRFEAVERMAE S A, B A 3 R 7K K S3FEFL 0128 1035 0.195
FEWEKIR L3R 2. 280 0R 50 1 2R FOKRM L 38 R BIEEK 3994 7717 5.990
£ 20.8 mm, 55 2 #A/NE I KRR 13.75 BrEME 1202 2826 1808
B3R 29551 91.724 67.656

mm, 55 3 FE FOFE YR i T AR Y
T, BRI R E 315 mm, SR M A B 54
AL, 255 279 mm,

R 2 BN EREE(mm)

Table 2 Amount of leached water during different periods(mm )

HiH I ] NOKHIERKE  ZEHOE i
95 135K 2011.6—2011.10 288.10 267.30  20.80
5 2 #E/h4E 2011.10—2012.6 229.20 21545 1375
55 3 #EE K 2012.6—2012.10 652.00 37295  279.05

3 3 6T A% I - S I R P AR A B b
IS TR BRI , 43 S HE T AN ]t A A FN
[l i 145 R0 B (R 3) . BMARTE kit
HE A 34 S5 A HE AR T8 R AE AL 2, HL36 3 #E £
KBS 3T, TS B e L b o 2 v T A
B, SEASH S BT AEV 5 s 1 10 £ o BT
TR eI A T RN R R R K
PG Y. 2012 AF BV SR 5 T 1 A 35 43 A 4 O
AIREIR AT 10 AR89 B E

X T A UM A, DAt AT 4 B it AEL A B mT it
SRHE R D 23%0~36% 5 SBEHERCR 18D 32%~
45% 5 fa SRR 6%~59% ; its 25 A HE MR >
229%~36% o A A MIHER, 2011 4 R ALt e b 2
T 5, 2012 475 F5 W o AL A BEAE0 A SR HIE T S ) 38
T AL A HUIBAE—E R LA T IR i i, X
H R K SRR K75 e TON A L, B A R bk
A FUE PR RN AR KB A 218

25 FoMBHETRE

HRAEHETS REOTE A, A+ SR A
PRI T /N IR ORAEAE 3 75 Y kTS &
(3K 4) o TSPt DA BB S E AN
R FTER 3 78 T KT 8] R4 RN £ 20 4 Uik o
W, HEG RS AR O R o I A T A IR
O, i — 2V EM R HETS R EAT IR 31 E R RS R
B 10~40 135, XfHb R K35 L B 52 ) T 5, P A
ST 10 495 Y HER ) B, A5 SRR R G 1
HEBRABER BB R NG B0, IEF BRI B F , f 2011 45
BB AR NE BRI K& /N R
NAEEHES 2B ARt AR A BEE E AT AR B A
PP HE B B SR SR ST ) R
A H B IR AT 43 B0 49% 73% ~T7% 53% , % F
T TS Y A A R HE R AT iR F] 50% LA L 1
Xof T A B HERR , DAkt AE A P55 B A AR ELHE
S N

4 ZEROMREE Y R RS BB 3R
IR - 18 R T 7K A 75 YAl T DA 3 2o B e T R
T KPR T AR HE S R AR 5.

3 #ig

(DFE/NZEKRFAET , AR i HE A PR AL K Ik
VR TR IRV ) 76%~82% , L REE T L LARY
BANTE, HBRRMER 60%~70%, fimnlik%)
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Table 4 Discharge coefficients based on crop yield(mg-kg™)
5 BA Bk BEANA HAA
e o N
T itk TR Ptk T itk TR itk
1R K 727.12 424.06 2.02 0.74 0.17 0.42 458.13 242.47
52 HEINAE 606.45 206.27 5.76 1.13 0.31 0.34 404.30 137.51
3 EK 13 549.52 7 009.17 83.56 29.40 119.89 8.27 8 214.51 4 668.79
LRS-y 687.20 348.11 3.25 0.87 0.22 0.39 440.32 205.87
5 BERITERNHNS Z#(kg-hm?)
Table 5 Discharge coefficients based on land area(kg+hm™)
5 B Sk AR THAR
I
HH itk I itk B itk B itk
1 HEEK 5.909 3.492 0.016 0.006 0.001 0.004 3.723 1.997
52 TN 2.437 0.910 0.023 0.005 0.001 0.002 1.625 0.606
HI3FHEK 102.551 57.205 0.631 0.240 0.907 0.067 62.172 38.104
AT 8.346 4.402 0.040 0.011 0.003 0.005 5.348 2.603

90% - 54 A R IIIWRIE S BAIK, 7E 0.05 mg- L7 PUF, B R
TR, B A S S W R
(2)FER SRR B R EA T, 5% M

ﬁﬁ%ﬂt—¥%ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ%%%m%ﬁﬂ
TEANRIFRRE L RRAR 1 I o0k, vl (o O 7 o Dok

24 23%~31% , ji W{Wﬁﬂ@ 2y 32%~46% , TS A5 A
2 229%~36% ; R N s KIS, A6 Akt AR Ak 3 AT B
IS R
(3)/NZZ I E K FEAEA B b HET
/\ﬁf‘zunﬁﬁ?%éz\(‘ Y ) IR HE 2 H R AE Ak P
SRR S R A A A R 53 3 687.2.
3.25.0.22 440 mg; Ak it HE AL BB BB B S A
B A A W HER 5351k 348 .0.87.,0.38., 205.9 mg,,
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