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(1. A D KA R IR S BB 24 e, JbaT 1001935 2. PUSETT A R AR B2 51 4, 35 Ak DUSE 1360005 3. Z40% E Al H A Sk,
AR B 136500)

& NIRRT R R b A0 A X HEA P (SOM) (L 2N, 3 2o BRI 2008 45 22 2015 4 [A) 344 L 194~ £ 1
341 AR SOM AR, 234 1T Sl AR B AT HUAE it — S5 PR B PR35 it SR FH S 50X SOM B AL 52 . 2015 4EZ4H H SOM ~F-
B4 18.8 g-kg ™', AL 84ERFT FFE T 10.5% (P<0.05) ., T 3E¥ 1A SOM & & &5 , JE SOM T R i . 7EH) 1A SOM>20 g- kg™ fiY IX ik,
SOM (B AIG , (HAERT IR SOM<20 g-ke™ 1 XI5, SOM 75 45 2008 A4 T T 4.5%(15.3 g-kg™) . FEEIEF K SOM<20 g-kg™' X IR
TEORIPPERS I A 2 HE ] R4 63.2% , T SOM>20 g-kg™ XU PR LU0 49.3% . [R]inf & SAERT IR SOM AR 358 , SR T BT f
PP R T AR BL 3R R SOM, [ it SR ] — 35 te S 5 4R T T SOML, (BRI SOM 4575 #4 - 48 , PRI RS it % & A4 T 24 SOM A
TR HRTEUA A B 1 R 14 2R FF AT LA 235 2 R SOM AR 78 Iy P s S 7 T s ) 14 2 5 R AR 18] ) 48

KRR ok AEFTFIA FH 5 A HLAE s meta—analysis
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Effect of conservation practices on soil organic matter in medium or low fertility black soil

LI Bei', DING Guang—ge’, ZHAO Peng—fei’, ZHOU Dan’, ZHAO Chuang’, MI Guo—hua', ZHANG Wei—feng'

(1.College of Resources and Environmental Sciences, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2.Siping Municipal Commis-
sion of Development and Reform, Siping 136000, China; 3.Lishu County Agricultural Technology Extension Station, Lishu 136500, China)
Abstract: In order to explore the effect of conservation practices on soil organic matter in the black soil area of northeast China, the soil or-
ganic matter(SOM) from 341 sites across 19 townships of Lishu County were tracked in 2008 and 2015, and the SOM change was analyzed
which was affected by three conservation practices, including no—tillage, straw return and manure application. Compared to the initial in
2008, the average SOM content decreased by 10.5% with an average of 18.8 g+ kg™ in 2015. The higher the initial organic matter content
was, the more obvious the decrease was. Significant decrease were found in the groups of initial SOM>20 g-kg™'. However, in groups of ini-
tial SOM<20 g+ kg™, the SOM increased by 4.5% compared with that in 2008 (15.3 g-kg™). The main reason is that the proportion of con-
servation practices adopted by farmers in the groups of SOM<20 g« kg™ was as high as 63.2%, which was much higher than that in the
groups of SOM>20 ¢ - kg™ (49.3%). Furthermore, the soil fertility could be improved by the combination of two practices in areas with low
initial SOM, and SOM was significantly enhanced by three measures using together. But in areas with high initial SOM, these two practices
contributed only to maintaining soil fertility. Now, SOM of black soil area of Lishu could keep up and even increase by using conservation
practices, but we need to strengthen technological integration and continuous adoption.

Keywords : no—tillage; straw return; manure; meta—analysis
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AT BT (SOM ) 2 - 48 Joft o5t e T B2 (R 5 51,
S B IR A A A IR AR A B SRR
14 SOM T REJE B+ XM A SRR RGN R H
EBRGENERE, RICBEXAEF RGN —
A A, SOM i A JF R B 151 g-kg™ T %5 50.2 g-
kg 10 T A SE AT AE S8 T [ . 2005—2014 4 +
e 7 i NI 5 AL & B, AR 6 4 X 260 A4~ B X
55.0% Y EL X SOM 5 & 5 F 30 g+ kg, 25.4% 1) B IX.
SOM 5 i F 20~30 g- kg™, 19.6% 1y H- X SOM 5
KT 20 g- kg, JB A X A B SOM K- 7K
TR RER]26.1 g-kg ", FEHAKEI TR SOM AR B +
DX AR SOM J& 5 2 i — 25 1 [, IR 5 e 2 5 i G
ARk R T kDG 3 Y [ A

517 145 SOM AR AL i B PR 5 T 12 < Rl ({55
U ALK ) 3 B 2% 4 o Bl = E I SOM K i
R KR T B e R SRS G O 2, T
AAE T SOM F3- i fin b s At Ak AE A Jii A AL 325 B
RN, SOM it FRESE 2, BRAS 5 AR 1
H SR FREE X SOM AR Ak i 52 i, Ak 408 T 5 i £
e bR R 2R a0 3 sh (BHE ) A
A R NETit B SRR B AT B AR ) S50 LS
TR MR S A E R AR KOCR il anvE
J5 FPRE S ) M T AEe M, M HAE X TR AKX
SOM T [ i W 9% 3 2 [l 4% B 55 52 i R K+ 3
R i B AR B R A T R R R
B A7 BIFFE R eI BT A P A 1 i X AR G PR 4 X SOM
AR RS2, T HIE IR S K B XS B 4 P T
ZAEEARMET HON AR AR A B 1A . ZESE PR
A B SOM T RGN & Z R, IR 2 H]
SIAHE SZA , MELU RS 251 Bp— R A VR I ALEE
PN 3 R WNE AT E SN O W wikrs SIS RE AL
T

WNPLA SEIRAF ST E 35 K BUBRE R AT 8 H AR Rt
Jiti FF X 2 = DX SOM 9 52 Wi, {FL BRI ik 1) 580 R A7 A
AN EYE . U0 Ding SF19201 1 475 7 AR 4= X 2 fir
SIS UE B, SR e SOM 11 R 474t , {H 2017
AF Du 5E"I Meta 0 AT 25 R R, SAEGHEA 1L, >R
B A BN AR b A 4 X R 2 4 SOM i %
5 LR AIFE R (2007—2012 4F ) 202105 75 bR R - [X.
A9 5E 57 W 5t e B ACHIEAE T XY 2l 28 X SOM
B3 THR A B, SOM 34 i & BLARKSEFEFFIA H . L™
2015 4 F1 I Meta 4387 & B, A5 FF 340 H AT L)L 2548 Jon
AL £ X SOM 5 5, FLFf 5 I [B] A 38 4 g < 5 (H

Liu Z™7E 2014 4F 1 Meta 73 i1 27K , Ff FFA FHAZHE T
A BB AR R B RS AT 4 FHOG B4R TR
TRHE . RS FF A HESE 12 a i 154 MUBR IR B 1 A1
HIRAS . AT AR BROIE A 28 a K E 1R
FH B 5% 3, A< 30 A HILIE AT LA S8 25 1 R -
SOM ; ZR 1l Domingo—Olivé 252 () 3] 52 7 b 55 20 &
B, K 0Tt 6 2, SOM &% e Jf ok i G K U A
HUAEFP 2 Tt ] 5 s 26 okt R SOM BYRCR 7= A A
AISEIA o AR R X el EOR R ARET EAR
) AN T — Le LR PERS It B N, B AR RS AR IR
FH A LA FH A S B 5, (LSBT 3ok B4 it 1) >R P
5 100 A B EEXT SOM 5% i F0 AT SEUEP: BT

KT A AT PR PR R T SOM By S e, JC 2
SR A 7 rh 22 I R B BN SOM (952 1, A% 3C LAY
A5 E- 2008 45 1 2015 47 RAFEAS F) - 3587 37 R4 A
A P JREECEE R JE A 38 3 Meta 3 B 7 ik E & T /D
Ho B R FE I H ORI BILIE it = R B R e %o
SOM 72 Ak 152 1, 3 3 PRI B AR OR, S R 5 1 4 4
BCHE R SOM [ BF XHPE RS it , Sy 58 BLAR b R - XY £
PR ISR R 2R

1 #MEETE

1.1 5% XI5 & £ 188 SOM 43 47

BB B b T A T R BRI X (1239457 ~
120°53 ' E.42°49" ~43°46' N) , FA1L V- J5 I Hb, , #3441
W8 TR EA NS TR, BA IR
ARG Z Pk, BHET &R, FERIEYH
Tk RAEANK R, o KB Rl AL L 86.9% , 1T 20
AERE G AR AN K . IZ X R 160 m, J& LR
> i 2 AU R i A AR 3R 6.5 °C L 48 H RIS
#2541 h, JTFEHA 155 d, 4 K & 553 mm, 4=
Bl A1 58.0 5 #F b AL 25.2 77 hm®, - 3EFRD
REZ K020k, DB L B+ RS
+ )t ep R XD AR R T M
JZE A X, 43 SOM 1 2 4 X b T rp T 2K,

2008 4 FL B B 7 BE AR B B AL 2 2
A S0, P T 431 HR A SOM, i as 1T & B F
0 w2 58 (1P e S L S ] SR e S
AR R L ST HURE  BURE IR B N 0~20 em.
20154F 10 7, A4k 2008 4F 1A HORE 5 1 GPS 2 o 1
UCHURE , BREZVEAN T SOM A81k . i T se b e e 5%
A A et BoR R B BT A |, 5 R A R A 341
AN HEARIREERT9.1%,, FEARLES S S & A
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AU 1, TS R R R B -
PRV — T 2500 2 SOM .

55 kA 4 A BEZE SOM 5 i 4% IE>40
30~40.20~30.10~20.6~10 g-kg ' FI<6 g-kg ' 43N 64~
SER, AW <6 g- kg FII>40 g- kg IFEA KL
TR (3~4 1), R ) 2008 4F 4 38 SOM &5 2 A
AR, 5 B A7 FE A $42 I8 >30,20~30, 10~20 g+ kg ' Fli<
10 g-kg '3 459 BB EL 2008 4F 341 4R AE £
SOM &K B2 IE A4 , FH4E R 21.0 g- kg, T f#
TG, HE—205 20 g« kg 1E N R 7 K31 43 5
&, B HESOM<20 g- kg 1y X3k SCAARAE J) + 881X
B, SOM>20 g- kg™ B X I SRy HIE Iy -3 X o
1.2 $20m SOM Ky [El & R #1483k iR

50 SOM 22 Ak 1) TR 28 A7 - AR IS 4% 4 (i +- 458
JEH | A28 BRI R R R AR ) A
R UNFEm R AR M IR R . EART
5 R B AL B 341 AN R MR N BF ST X 4, AR
Xl B oy A A 4 BN R L DX (H B B4 B
GEYE B X, WA I A8 sg i /NS A AR A ) R 2% R
i 3 R AE LR AT 22 5 (H C TR AR R P

ey G E s UL FRATIN N BT A i 53 sh B <4 5%
PEMIE , AN A B, HEEE IR E L%
& T S0 A g o, LAt PR ZR An A B A R
T FhRL T e AN 1 D DR () 4 28 5L A A ) 7 A 1
S A A g S M A g T b R R[] B 8] A REL A R
S i wk e E0K 1 A N e o A T
PR 25 %57 SOM F4 52 M

ELA W5 H B A X SOM AT 520 A9 28 7 4 BRI £
IR AR BEE I X A PR A R AR AR it
TR FF AR HH RG220 Sk TS AR 2 4K
PR ) AR T % 5 SOM Y M, FRATT X
2008—2015 4 [1] 341 4~ Hb B B Jg i 4 7 H [|) A 77 48
PRAT AT T ) 5 WA, VA5 A R IRORE ] BT
P GE LB IR INGERF 5T A SE AR, ik B A R
HAGESLAT e AR = 0 e T . JRBIEXT G 02
BEASIAE o E G P 3 PR A4S AR AL 45 2008—2015 4
] B — AR (A PR 25 40 AR B i BEVE O X (et e
FERIAE) A FFE H (AERR 3 H  Fad Oy =0) fi
HUAE it A CAERR Fh 2 T XA &) e it A 8 ik
G FMEIIT N,

R 12015 FRERMRFF A R
Table 1 Distribution of tracking plot samples in 2015

+ 15 H Soil type

Tofﬁip gy m g L FetE L Ve |- A+ Wit gl
Chernozem  Black soil Meadow soil ~ Brunisolic soil ~ Light chernozem  Aeolian sandy soil ~ Alluvium

1111 £ Baishan 12 3 1 16
BRI Caijia 10 2 1 13
ZR i H Donghe 3 7 4 1 1 16
FLFIEH Guojiadian 8 6 4 18
4111 % Jinshan 1 4 14
4] WA 45 Lamadian 6 6 4 1 17
LB Lishu 11 9 1 1 22
FRUEHE Linhai 1 1 23 6 31
XIZAFF4H Livjiaguanzi 1 1 15 6 23
i FIEFH Mengjialing 1 1 8 1 11
SRARIA 2 Quanyanling 8 2 6 1 17
PE7E £ Shenyang 8 3 2 1 14
JEF] £ Shengli 7 3 2 2 1 15
| £284 Shijiabao 11 3 1 15
X % Shuanghe 5 2 3 2 12
VYRR £ Sikeshu 2 8 3 4 3 20
Ji R AH Wanfa 14 10 3 27
/NI F4E Xiaochengzi 4 2 4 2 4 16
B 4544 Yushutai 11 8 2 2 1 24
B3t Total 71 93 71 14 51 27 14 341
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TEBF A3 A 45 2 B, 98.5% 4 P 1E 2008—2015
AR PP A OB KA 7B Ak, ok K EAE, ke
Ve ARG A HTAESE . R E BB X ke T
BRARE, FEAELE S R R LRI 7 =X, 1 2
HH 2011 AEFF IR R S H R | BRI A 52 4 S B
VBR300 SOM W TR 2248 bR . AHIFSE b b 48 REAS i€
HROA BB, YAE O bl 72

H [ 2011 4 I b BRI RS AT A8 e #E ) RS AR iA
FH, 2015 45 FF RS FF 4 THRAMUG , ¢ P 5 A1 b 25 7 =0
i R RFERE IR RS AT AN TR B 2Ry X
AR o FEFTIR HH SLA3 R G AT Ry 0 5 1 FH RIS A Ry 1
FHRE A B P b 490 A A8 PR T 7 2 12 5% T
R 38 G A R B E] 2015 AR R AR PR A 75.8%
VERRE S50 38 O AR AR R MRS A H 52 i)
SOM = {4 BRU7E 1 FH it AIA A [a) 4 0, A S
ik H AR E VR 5

FEFFIA H F=0.850 977 +3 974.1(R>=0.582)
AT R (R 2R3 3) , BRAEFS AR A H 7 55 SOM 22 1k

G A S i AR PR 25 5 R RS AT SR BRI 1
g T ) - 43 SOM, DRl MG AT LAS AT 3 AR BR
TEAR PR FFI HEACR L o

AHUIEEEA Ty AL FEA UG AR R A PRl
EA R T LA R AE T3 55 5 b 59 73 A3 FL AR 5
TEA HUIEFI 7 TH , 57.0% MA HLIE R okl
436 (25.9%) PG (11.4%) , i 48 AS [F Fp 254 HLAE
e R i TR A L A AL A Y,
FLBA HLAL B A 19 22 53 (H - B B 4F A TR] SOM 2
G Z A HUIEBEA R BEA 22 5% , A HLALHE I AR PR
A AL R SR AR, DR AT A LA it FH 4 FROA S
WA 1 2 [ £ 22 5

B AR P RUNE B A, REAL I BT 22 5%
FERNEHE 7 207, B 225 A K JRAE A LR
N GBS A e N THEAE AE N THENE A2
Z R ORISR . 5580 ZERC RN ZE )5 TH , B B
JEREE T i B BAE 15— 15— 15 & A IRFEAE h Z i ]
A NE , SRR NE AL IBENE A0 70 HE S5 B AT A

xR2 BEERZESSOM T EWHEXES

Table 2 Correlation analysis of management factors and SOM variation

HAEREFE .
. " . i H e o L 4 " A KR HAERIE
R MR REFER AR R it H HHUE BB 7= ﬂ@ﬁmﬁi‘)‘%ﬁﬁﬁﬁi ﬂ@ﬁmﬂ.ﬁfifﬁ; i@ﬂﬂ it
i IR AERR Manure Annual application  Annual application & Annual N—
Management  Years of  Years of straw  Annual straw . L. . i . . N
. . . Return  Years of application rate of organic rate of organic fertilizer
factors no-tillage return mulching . L
. way manure method carbon nitrogen application rate
(uantity :
e N
BRARAIR 0.1971%* 0.160%* 0.135 0.099  0.185%%* 0.064 0.035 0.017 -0.085
Pearson
M OBUR)
Significance ~ <0.001 0.003 0.462 0.589  0.001 0.441 0.675 0.836 0.118
(double tail)
FEA KR 341 341 32 32 341 149 149 149 341
o FORIZAR S SOM 2R TR St i .
Notes: ** Indicates that the variable is significantly correlated with the change value of SOM.
®3 BERREARFSOMERELHER
Table 3 Difference among management practices in different SOM levels
13 SOM %5 4% SOM levels/g-kg™ SOM<10 10<SOM<20 20<SOM<30 SOM>30
FE i Yield /kg-hm™-a™! 19 316+1974a(n=17) 20 352+1807ab(n=119) 21 224+2317bc(n=182) 21 217+1580c(n=23)
Ha#f No-tillage T HFHER/a 2.50+1.00a(n=4) 2.00+1.16a(n=29) 2.00+0.94a(n=19) 2(n=1)
AT H FEFFIL HAEEUa 4.20+3.49a(n=5) 2.35+1.80a(n=17) 2.11+2.26a(n=9) 1(n=1)
Straw return FEFFE M /kg-hm™-a” 20 588+1875a(n=5) 20 198+1500a(n=17) 17 505+6820a(n=9) 21 311(n=1)
AHUEBA AU £ a 3.55+1.92a(n=11) 3.75+2.32a(n=53) 3.59+2.19a(n=75) 4.20+2.90a(n=10)
Manure

A PR kg hm-a™
A HLEE T kg hm™-a™
RN it kg - hm™

974+372a(n=11)

application

B Nitrogen fertilizer 230+43.4a(n=17)

39.9+18.6a(n=11)

925+326a(n=10)
38.7£17.9a(n=10)
231+31.2a(n=23)

1451+936a(n=75)
65.9+52.0a(n=75)
235+33.6a(n=182)

1091+550a(n=53)
49+36.4a(n=53)
236+34.1a(n=119)

VE [ T ANl NG T RER IR AN [ 13 SOM 254 1) 22 5 1 25 (P<0.05)

Note: The different lowercase letters in row indicate significant differences among soil SOM grades (P<0.05).
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4l A G T S IR AL, A P R BRI L LA AR
RLEHY A SCARK NSRS AU BN .

AR Tl IR 2 0 1 2 R B A, AR R K
IR, RS OUAR D, 341 PR EAEL 12 NS
VR, R ARG T

25 BRTR e TR T 8 4E )2 75 % A e BF
A LR it FH RS AT 3 FH R A Pt Bk FRAEBR UEA 74325
VERE DB R RS AT AR BRI LR fte FH AR B 3 4
FE PR A ZRAEAR P LRAF P it 1) SR PSS OO0
1.3 #iEabIE

A SO 4 2R ] Excel 2016 8 4F HEA T 56 A FiE%
FHL A DG I 2 P D 56 34 R ] SPSS 21 i#E47, B
[F) Py 8. 25 P A 360 FH XA AR TAGE 36, A [R) SOM 2525 [1]
P S MR I (T FH B 27 22 0T . Meta—analysis J5
PoIE L B A B2 2 R S R R G
VN J5 ik, T X4y Z A8 R 1520 . fd ] Meta—anal-
ysis Jy PR RAEA S0 H A A T4 B, W LAAS 30 5 o
P S DL GE it o I 8 SR PR P A 2
REHEZ , N T T 53, ASCR ] Meta—analy-
sis J5 A BT A P B )4 BHLRS i X6 SOM 75 Jt (A5
J VRGBS AR D T 3 AR EOR
ARG G55 R Sigma Plot 12.0 1 F/E

2 HER5HH

2.1 AMBETEFNRESETHEDR
XiF A REAS I A B & BEL, 2015 4EF4 R EL SOM
A o 18.8 g ke, B 2008 4F [ 21.0 g - kg B

30 : a b

ol 8

éD L

Z 30

95}

i

4120 X

HE(

=

Z 10
n=341 ) n=341
2008 4F: 20154

[} E] Time

PR RN TR R AEBRIA] SOM 5 it 22 57 35 (P<0.05) .
nFNHEAE . T A
The different lowercase letters in picture indicate significant differences
among SOM grades between 2008 and 2015(P<0.05).

The letter n is the sample size. The same below

Bl 1 20082015 FRHELIESOM ZEZTN
Figure 1 Average change of SOM in Lishu County between
2008 and 2015

TFET 10.5%(P<0.05) (1), & &K F 7 Mg i 4F
KK 26.1 g-kg ', BB B R R £
DR SR R L e X o L AN o e o |
BN E . Gt RB(E2), 2015 R4 TR BES +
AR A Y 45 SOM % 2 45 2008 4 UG i A2 4k, T
Fofa) b GRS R R IR SOM % RETE 8 A A A
TRESE, IR T 10.1%.9.0% 14.6% F117.7%
(P<0.05) . &35 J5 11 (181 3) , 2015 4FZb 3 + A1
B 1 SOM 7 45 2008 4 . 3% F % 1 9.0% M1 11.7%
(P<0.05) , 3+ F#b + SOM & R AS LA 3%

FRPEFLR L 1 3275 5 SOM (2008 4F (1R AE ) 43
PRI (K 4) : SOM<20 g- ke X I 1+ 3% SOM & 532
B4.5%, Hd SOM<10 g- kg™ f9 X I H SOM & 7 &
FHEN 33.1%(P<0.05) , 2015 45 F ¥ & B 2 ik 5] 10.4
g kg, 1M 10 g-kg'<SOM<20 g- kg [X 5§, + 4% SOM
R SRR N 2.5% , G G R B R A B B
FZ5 . (ET 5 SOM>20 g- kg™ (X J5 , SOM 75 & ik
T FEHH(16.0%, P<0.05) , H 2008 4£75 £ SOM
R, R G B W SOM>30 g- kg X 5K
SOM % 5 M 2008 4 11) 34.4 g- kg™, FF&F] T 2015 4F
f923.0 g-kg ™, FRE LB 5 33.19%(P<0.05) .
2.2 B ERIPEREERAER

X BLARE L 341 A AR PR AR AP A 7 1 i ) Bl
15347 2 R, 8 A1 (] R FH A OR-AF Pk 15 e 1 o P L 461y
54.8% ,{H 2008—2015 4F-[E] < 7 (1% HH (] 45 EH AR o FH
KA TIRKA(E5) . 782008 4, o AR H G #fH7
AR AL NRAREFH L HECAR B H 2011 45348 B 5
GRHET S B RRS FH I8 R S 31 2015 4F % F S #f
AR AT A6 B AR B e 7 ) 4300 B R T

[ D2008 [E2015
30f a . f a
25t . Ib b L’ T2 b

[\*)
(=}
T

A HLE & SOM/g kg™
S O

W
T

O£ WL wht WL R hBUE R
n=26 n=51 n=71 n=71 n=93 n=15 n=14
2 Soil type
B2 2008—2015 F B R [F L ELEB SOM EEEH
Figure 2 Average change of SOM among soil types between
2008 and 2015
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