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(AR A B PR 5 AT RS A REATTERT, JEAT 100081)
W TR I T8RS, X LLOTTE T ISR Y 5 FIRS R TGS HE 84 JA 0 1 48 N, O HERC A2 men, g A
EHE N, O VRV 14 56 T AR T (R AR I 5 4 AN b2 DX B CK) 3 @ZEHIHR 9.0 t- (hm’ +a) ~' (C) ; QFEFF
AR (SR) 5 @FE4 BREFFE A SERE DA 9.0 t- (hm®+a) ~' (C +SR). Z5 5K W, /NE T, C AL FE 43 N, O HEik
WA FRARIE 22 FR B 2 SR AT C + SR ARSAR i T H3E N, O AYHER(47. 4% 1 71.8% ) ; FoKZE,C ABERE(R T +- 4 N,0 HHE
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U, T BT 65 A A 5. =
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Effects of Biochar and Straw ,on Soil N,0 Emission from a Wheat" Maize
Rotation System “ L~ [ ¥
TANG Zhan- m,mg, LIU Xing- ren " ZHANC,QH% Swen , LI Gui- ('hun v - } -
( Instltute of Env-mjnment and Sustainable- Developrrfent in/ Agnculture Chinese Academy of Agncultural Sciences, Eeijiflg i00081-';"".
China) f : / "" -+ ’ i
Abstract ; The effects of biochar and straw retprn on soﬂ'jN O emissions were studled in the winter wheat-summer maize rotation system
of 1nt¢@nqlvely farmed“land in North China to provide a theoretl(al basis for N,O emission reduction and/the efficient straw utilization.
The experiment ineluded ‘the following four treatments HAD Gnntrgl “(CK) ; @ Biochar application at a rate of 9.0 t+(hm*-a) ™' (C);
@ Siraw return (SR) and @ Straw return plua biocharapplication at a rate of 9. 0 t-(hm*+a) ' (C +SR). The results showed that
in the wheat season, the CK treatment showed a slight decrease in soil N, O emission while the SR and C + SR treatments promoted soil
N, O emission by 47.4% and 71.8%, respectively. In the maize-growing season, the CK treatment reduced soil N,O emission by
29. 8% while the SR and C + SR treatments increased soil N,O emission by 13.4% and 35. 8%, respectively. During the wheat-
growing season, the soil water, NH,”-N, and MBN content were the main environmental factors affecting N,O emissions; during the
maize-growing season, NO, -N, NH," -N, and MBC content were the main environmental factors affecting emissions. Based on our
results, the application of biochar to cropland is an effective option for mitigating greenhouse gas emissions, whereas direct straw return
to fields might not be an effective strategy. More research is now needed to examine the effect of the return of straw of different maturity
on N,O emissions.

Key words: biochar; straw; microbial biomass carbon( MBC) ; microbial biomass nitrogen( MBN) ; NH, -N; NO, -N

ETAE(N,0) R EEMREEUAZ— H NHPY kg 2 0 F ek ) VR
PR TR A %ﬂ%ﬁ;ﬁ%(co ) 11 265 % (100 a 01 E e HE 45 i 57 rp et Song R R PR
) AR A ATk 120 a MO TFFH0IZ ¢ 0 it FH AT DL S 25 646 + HENO, -N FINH -N4r
) 5L SR R AVE IR, 3 NS EAF IR B I g AT S B 2 s A R0 2 s A o SR B N, O
FEE B R H AR N,0 Hifgﬁﬁﬁlfﬁﬁl/ﬁ,,\ HERC; Wang 25058 4o 7K R BIF 55 10 % B2 ) 9 ] )
HRECR W I (3.3 £ L 1) Tgea ™ 29 G RFREIE gapnami i, A% +HENO; -N & BEMTT I N, 0
N HEBCEE 3300, LGB I i o 5 (BFIGIAEBETLL

N2O HERCE B B YA F SE B TR 4 pH WAL THERW D N,O HEHL, IF 2R P 4
R T RCE Ty T e L O R —

THEA F R AL, WRTRE ARG SR 2000015, 51700, 20000524

AV A BT ocGE HIE AL PR, 0 pH 5 L EERAT: B WI(1995 ~) 5 B WFE A, EEDFTTT I ol

HEBRGRANEHA , E-mail ; tangzhanming] 225@ 126. com

R RN 457 K P % . [6] B5F BT DL W fF @ E NH4+ 0 s IEMEH , E-mail ; liuxingren@ caas. cn; liguichun@ caas. cn



1570 ®

L 42 %

L
&

ST XA A G-l % BUE T  ik
Wy AT UL N, 0 HERC, LN, O HERGE 5 - e
FEAN L kb R TE A SR R, 5 pH R A6
By AT BFFEIA I H ) e 3 a2 S
A2 REVE S SR MR 5 5 T AR e
SRR, 0 R A6 B R T
AR 20 AT N, O HEb. PR, W0 A 5
S - SEBRHE [ T 1) 54 M PR N, O 0 % A 4 5
F £ FHG T LA TR

S [ 52 B T LI A0 [ 5 2 — , A 5
2015 IR ERIEMFEFF S EHLHR 9.3 1C ¢, M4
AT IR FEVEURE o 32 RS AT B 289 () JIE4E
SRR [ L 1A 2 DX A A R FTT 1 S
ST R FH Gl 490 0 - 8 02 0 5 LAY
AE I, M3t 1 0 A 0 T ¥ 4 M 0 D, 80 1 4
AM ELF R )0t I 5 - MM R i L
{51, 82125 - M B0 A 0 TRE O 0 A R 0 5 D RE
PELSD AT T A SRR R LT s )
DLt e G2k BURS AT 5 1 IE it 45 B 11K -
ENO -NFINH, AN Fplit, 32 5 A LI, fEk N, O
HERK. Zhao 2 RIS N RERFAE LS T 1
SBR[ Wy o B 2 o 51, Tt e
o PUREE SRS 28 BT 58 MO HE R
AL s MASHRN 460 72 6 I AN - RO 3
e B R RO i 5 30 5 e Fgk K2
S REBAN, O HERCH IR T 16 A ET R
FEE T N, O HERC M H5 A WL, A F 58 %

PURSATIE S N, O HERC 7 A BF TN Ry
FEFFIE H 22 B N, O HEC ™ 2. R, RS FFIE F XS
AT L3 N, O HERCH 52 0 L2 HE 32 220K 5l ] 3R ad ik
Z g —ikiR.

LR EPTR, & T IR AR 5 SRS Rk B XA H
I N, O HER RS iR A7 AEAR KA AN 1, 32
FLHIRAIE R A R = R GERAWESE. P, ARSI
Fe [ A SR A [ g T 58 06 R e et T i) S 3 0
Ialie LA TR AT 255 20 A, 1 A - S B
PO T 14722 Al ) W A= ) ¢ B A A ik BT 08 N, 0
HERCH 52 ) b 32 20 9K 8l R 3R LU O A T 1 4
N, O 9 HE A1 A By o B A AT 1) & BRI A 4 4L B0
M.

1 #R57EE

L1 B (]

R M B LR TR T A £ LR i
FNT A L SR L 1 3 R 2 3 e 3 147° 58 B
36°57'N) b T #o b R AL P 5 . T
SRR KRR R M, B T, AR £
ESEI R 560 tam (P EZAEF7E 6 <9 He)
SRS 12 5°C, 464 FBRIE R 833 b B
I3 4 198 . fEA BRI 3t 4/ 2 (10 F 5
WAE 6 HAD FIE K (6 AP HIE 9 A dif) —4F
T 4R 5 L o AL B e
IR R B T B, IR X R
SEARPER AR 1.

F1 KBERHETEHERER
Table 1  Properties of the tested soil
HiH oH ﬁi‘)lﬁ?{'él B ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁl E&ﬂfé’% 1 E&ﬂl@ﬁi 1
/g-kg /% /mg-kg /mg-kg /mg-kg
28 8.0 12.4 0.1 62.4 21.6 294.0

1.2 AR

AR I8 T FH A W 0% LA B KA AT R JE AL R, R
P8R A T AE 360°C 2R, &0t 72 h ik ~
TR AL R A SRR A T % 1) 2 W R % T R
0.3 grem ™ ,pH My 8. 1, Z kN 49. 4%, & A &
H0.9%, HRBE S EHNO0. 2%, AR &R N 2. 0%.
1.3 K HE

HH [R50 A 5 0A T 2017 4F 10 A, ARG I
4RAF (2018 4F 10 A) i HIEE &8 TRE. Ak
B e 4 A4 H. QX (CK); Q&R 9.0
t-(hm*-a) '(C); OFFLRILH(SR); DES
HREFFA H P SERE B RINA Y% 9.0 t+ (hm*-a) ™
(C+SR). AN 3 TR, 2 A EEFH ML IX 2 HE
H),NXIEAN 6 m x6 m. AHF5E T 2018 4F 10 H

£ 2019 4F 9 H XA /N - BRI TR E k1T
FRE,NEZEH 2018 4E 10 H 17 HZE 2019 4E 5 H
31 H,EKZF K 2019 46 H 23 HZE 2019 4£9 A
26 H. Ha]#5 Ak 2 FH 45 o ) &0 B B, A
FRZ  FHHE R 200 k- (hm?-a) =" BEAE o B R4S
FHHR 55 kge (hm*-a) =" BRAEH BRIRER , FH &M 40
kg (hm?®-a) ~'. ZUBEEAE A A 99 0 S22 4 B 265 /N 22
ZEH £ K ZE AR IR 55 40 o0 JE B FE IE 43 PR IR
Jite FH , Tl IEL RN A0 IS 253 405 A R B — it FH , A 40 o T 3
FRET— UMt . A/ SRR 502, FOK
T R KRR 958.

/N AR AE T35 e T 3%, A=)
IRAL PRI /N X —FF A= 1 e 3 5 Wit Hh 2%, R 3 HE
AEFREA /IR —Z=FEFF (/N 2R R FORFE AL
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TR R/ N AR ) LR 4 B i H BBk
B AT 15 om VREEHERE, b /N REFF IR A & L
A3k 47. 4% F10.5%,C/N ok 95: 1, T KRG FF%
RS H 45. 6% F10. 6%, C/N R 76: 1. /NE
ZET 2018 4F 10 H 16 H A THBAE e A, 2018
4E10 A 17 HEEK 2019 4E 3 H 26 HIBEHE/K 2019
5 H 31 BGk; FoKRZ=T 2019 4F 6 H 22 HilffT
JEAE JEEREFNHE RN, 2019 4F 6 H 23 H#EIK,2019 4F 8
A2 AIBAEHEK 2019 4£9 H 27 Ak
1.4 SMBE S AR A B

AR G SRR SR FH R S R AR V. SRR LA
N 45 em(K) x45 em(Fi) x50 em( &), #6/MNES)
T OGRS JES JRE RIS 5 22 O S, M4 R H P RS AR R
B8, SRAEAE N TIOR3 25 Sl N XU T £ Jak
AT REMN R T8 . TEEYRE RS B
JFECEAEREA/NX e J6A 20 em £ 2IREE K
TR A A A AL, LA A P b - S BEATORIIE A
H A , SRR I P26 MK D R A M , 266/ LA
WA N Ah2s S ) E 28 e, 18 385 VE Y HE 4K Z 30
[F], 455 JA SR — U, 78 Pl (2018 4 10 A 17, FiL
2019°%16 /1 23 H) FB IRk (2019/4 3 1267
F12019 4 812 BN) 2 Rk, RefiEE KoRAEA
W ESERALT A SRR 5E 7 0900/~ 11,00
[ SRR 24 min, R HITHSS PEg G A

— 1, R ) B L
1.5 B HERR S A RAE J e

S S P SR A B ] 5 [ B AR ) R AR
[ PR — B 25 A FRBEMLIEHL 5 >, SR&E 0 ~ 20
em TREHFATIRAIG 3 2 mm 0, 2 P G 34 A A
BAE — 0 EREEE RSN ALRKT HFE 1
B8 pH, 75— FE 4°C T ORAE, T IE 3 fK i
B AHAE AR A & & pH A E BRI
10 ¢ i 2 mm B (09 H AR KT E4E, B F 50 mL AR
T 25 mL Z8IRK K S 2 B a , B RE s
FE5 min, #E 1 h,%%J5 H pH 31 (PH100 ExStick ) Il
. BHES KSR BT 7E 105°C T HE 12 h 2iH
B AR ERGIRE MR SRR, RIS
A EAEFH 0. 01 mol- L4 CaCl, ¥R, IE
WK FH U 30 5 A 843 B4 ( Braun .agd-'ﬁﬁhbe,
Norderstedt , Germany ) {U-"J/Z'JE ; i%ﬁﬂ[ﬁi% i@%ﬁjﬁﬁﬁ

2100721008 [1QC 43 4 (Yena, Germany) . H 1k
R BRI 2, )5 86 1B 50 ¢ T BRARA
TEMAEA T, R MAZEA NaOH R H LEhf | LA
W SRR e A AR, 25 R
D fk N K LIRS 3 HOK S 4 A i
25 B R T SRR B
BIFRERT L g 10 g, Hobp— Gy HE AU R, 53

J07, 8 16 124 mingif 50 L T4 Al il N0 R 57 F K F B SHEDE O 24 bR T 0.5

A G AR, 24 b SO @ X ( Agifet
Technoli)lgies CC78-90A) W SRFE A N,O 75 &
YR SURRE S RN, R B0 AR NTRJE AT S em
+ 80 . N,O Kzl #% S ECD, 80 ~ 100 H
PorpakQ fE A 53 BIHE NI TR, B SE A, BIK
M ArCH, ( Ar 90%, CH,10% ) , B WS i &N 2
mL-min "' BURTIU AR R 250°C , J5 K I 25 1 N
350°C AR 55°C. FIH B 4 A i AR 6 T
FUE RAERS RIS A (1) k48 N,0 HE
JGHE . AR .
K, F o N,O HEHGE & [ pg- (m?-h) ' ]; p iR
RS T N0 KRB (1.977 ¢-L7") 5 h WAl
(m); de/dt B RFEF N NO & i A fb R
(pg-h™") 5 TR RFEFAN AR (C).
N,O REHECEITTAA XA

M= %x (1., 1) x24  (2)
Xf M R+ N0 BRI (pgem ™) F A
N, O HFGE & [ pge (m*+h) ™' T3 i RFEAEL ¢,

mol+L.™" K,S0, =2#¢,#%3% 0.5 h J& , i JE - I 2 He
i MBC(MBN) AN .
40 x [@(N) g3 — @(N) gz |
Ky x i+ /(1 + HHESKE)
(3)
L, 0 (N) g Fl 0 (N) e 051 F 8 BLZE IR F 7R
THERBUR T b (2R Bt (pgg ) Ky K
A RE0. 45 AT R i o T I &
AR (R S (ugeg ™).
1.6 ¥t
FIH Microsoft Office Excel 2016 #4745 A0 FE
FIH Origin 8. 5 #fF2z &l FI AT SPSS 24. 0 #4744
5250, SR B R 207 25 73 A A LSD ¥k L AEAN [
ARFEE] N,O HE R A R EUHE 22 5, R
Pearson FHC R H0K: 56 KW N,O Sl # 5N 122
] AR S, 1) SPSS 24. 0 $HE N, O i 5 38
PR (3% A [ JE AR, S 35 PR K688 P <0. 05,

2 HBREHMW

2.1 A[FEACEEN,O 8 &
FEREARCAE BN, ARl Ab 2 (CK . C SR FlT C

MBC(MBN) =
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+SR) 3 N, 0 HEmGHE &= A b A A —3 [ & 1
(a) ], BRI P SEEAL, 5, e T A, i
S HE A AR AR 5, T B DR A R A X A ) HE
K HE AR 5 1 BLAE it W K s, H/NEE 2
N, O HEMGHE 7 i KT B oK

INFEHE T WIAEAE DA HETO | 53 ) L0 R 1
MEAEJ (2018 4E 10 H 18 HZE 11 A 5 HIMME) 1A
TIEAEE (2019 4E3 A 27 HE4 A 6 HMM). 78
2018 4F10 H 18 HE 11 A 5 HiMmEl, 5 CK ML,
AYIRALER (C) N,O HEBGE B IR T 52.6%, £
HRINFEFF L AL FE (C + SR) BN T 20. 5%, #5FF ik
FHALFE (SR) BEA AN, #£ 2018 4511 A 5 HZ )G,
KALFE N, O HE B AR 2 R A2 B AKF. #E 2019
E3IH27HZE4 H 6 HIWM, 5 CK AHEL, C 4b#
N,O HEf R FEAE T 20. 3%, SR Fl C + SR AL 343 5
HANT 102. 6% #1151, 2% (P <0.05) . ZJ5 4 Ab B
N, O HiAcit s> 76 2019 4 4 [ 6 H 2 J5 454k
FHE AR — B, B R — IR T

TR T WA AE B HE , 43 30 B A B
HiAEJE (2019 4F 6 H 4 HET A 5 Elﬁ)alﬁl)ﬂ‘*ﬂ}\I
LHE’.}:(2019 g o8 HEs H 14 fg T),sf
201947 6 A 24*5@7)% 5 H ], 13”c1 HHE,
WAL B ( QYN O LHE O R T 40, 41% %ﬁﬂfﬂ
BM@(SR)%H%W»%W*%%I Eﬂé@i( C4 SR) 4

s 1 4. 28% 1129 03% (P <0.03). Tﬂowiﬁ 7

7 HistHRZ A, AL N, 0 HERC MR 24 P 1
KP4 2019 487 A 12 2, i TR 0 5 R 95
N, O HEBCHIE T e 8l , 4% 4b B HE = 3 A AR ]
BREER LT, Z SRR THE. 76 2019 4F 7 H 28
HZ 2019 4 8 H 14 H#[E, 5 CK #H1k, C 4b3
N,O HES R AR T 11, 61%, SR Fl C + SR &b 43 5]
BT 53.5% F1123.9% (P <0.05). 763X 1] 6] %%
ALFE N, O HEjl s > FE 2019 428 H 14 HZ
Jo A AL PR A OB — B, 4R — R
A 7K.

2.2 N,0 EEHE =

fENAZ 2 N,0 BRHEETE 0.71 ~ 1.34
kg-hm > ZEI[E 1(b)],5 CKAHLL,C 43 N,0
FRHE RS FEARE 22 R A 2 (P >0.05) ,SR.C
+SR AL BRI T T 47.4% M1 71.8% (P <
0.05); C+SR AT SR 4bFE, N,0 REFHEm & T+
BT 16.5% (P <0.05).

EEAKZE, N0 BRHEEAE 1.46 ~ 2.83
kg-hm > ZEI[E 1(b)],5 CKMHLL,C 4bHEN,0 R
FRHEMC S BRI T 29. 8%, SR I C + SR &b B 43 51 7
T 13.4% F135.8% (P <0.05); C +SR ML T

SRALFE, N,O RFHMET & T 19.9% (P <
0.05).

SR, TR /N - KRBT,
N,O ZFUHER B AE 2. 17 ~4.17 kg-hm > Z A [ ] 1
(b) 1,5 CK AL, C Zb 2 N,O0 BFLHER R AR T
24.1%,SR Ml C + SR AL FE 23 5 FF & T 22.7% Fi
45.8% (P <0.05); C +SR AL T SR 4bFE N,0 2
FRHEC R T T 18.8% (P <0.05). /NEZEN,0 &
FRHE i b IR T oK 2 & Ab /N 2 RN oK 2
N,O HE 8 7 4 4F B HE R A 43 8o Bl ol CK
(27.2% F1172.8% ) .C 4bHH (32. 8% 1 67.2% ) SR
AL (32. 8% M1 67.2% ) Ml C + SR AL BH (32.2% Fl
67.8% ). EAKZIE N,0 i EZHERIY.

2400

(a) N
| o CK

s

5, 1500 o SR
= 1200 7 C+SR

EXF

- 8
g)

w = ® 2 5 =T = o % » =
- % 9 § g g g - g § q
[~ — (] [2a] wy O [ g *x *x (=)
= - 8 8 3 8 8 5 &8 & 8
% ® & & > o & > S T o
Z 2 2 =2 =2 = = = = = =
(2] (3] (=] (=] (3] (=] 3] o1 o o1 (=]
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() .
4.5 a
[ %% |
R NZPY b |
E 35} I
£ 30l 7
6= |
B 25 d
b
= 20}
B a
o 15} b
z T
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"L % '
U | I L

CK SR C+ SR

AbEE
RNR/NG FHREFEIR P <0.05 258 1K
E1 ZRELEN,OHMELFN,O ZRHENE

Fig. 1 Variations in N, O emissions and cumulative N, O

emissions from different treatments

2.3 HHERfEMER
2.3.1 MR pH A& /KiE

K 2(a) WEAAERFIAARAFE S cm 3R
FEARAK. /N Z | - TR R SE BRI S T v 1
AL G, 7E B OK ZENIGF A J, 4 5 YR E N
19.3C , =8 36.6°C (2019 457 H 5 H) , itk
~1.6C (2018 4£ 1 H 20 H), &AL B 2 8] G B %
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AN b 3 A 4 pH 7E /NS BN A — 2 AR 4L
[E2(b) ], 7E/NEEBWIN, 5 CK M, C AbH+
% pH{ETHE T 0. 04 A~ B07, SR T C + SR 4b ¥+
1 pH (55> BIFEAR T 0.07 F10.04 P2 (P <
0.05) , AR EF-H pH BARRIN C(7.92) >CK
(7.88) >C +SR(7.84) >SR(7.81). fE L K4EFH
W,5 CK MLk, C AP435 pH ETHE T 0. 04 4>
37, SR Ml C + SR Ab# + 38 pH {H 43 BIFEAR T 0. 04
F10. 08 AN BT, A [R] kb BESE- 34 pH BAK KN C

(7.83) >CK(7.79) >C +SR(7.75) >SR(7.71)
(P<0.05).

B K AR Ak TR T R K R I S
T, EAEY R IR M B AR A A 2
(). TE/NEAFWN, S5 CK M, SR A1 C + SR
AP IS K BT E T 8. 2% M 12.2% (P <
0.05),C AbFERS A B IE R B3 (P >0.05). £ &
KAEBTAN, 1573 & K & AR b F 7E 17. 6% ~
19. 2% Z [8] , AN[AAb PR E] 22 AR 25 (P > 0. 05).

0F N Eeﬂé 3L FkE
0- CK P N e .1
o 30 - o-C - br s 8§ Q#%é‘@'%
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B2 FEALELTERE, L5 pH TESKENTH

Fig. 2 Variations of soil temperature, soil pH and soil water content under different treatments

2.3.2 13 NO;-N HI NH,; -N &
AR RN FENO, NS A 3
(a) Fi7n. /N ZEAE W Ui A = (2018 4F 10 H 18 H
2019 43 H 27 H) ¥y BLig(E , HAv it ) 28 ki
FEAK, %A FENO, N &N C + SR(55.6
mg-kg™') >SR(55.4 mg-kg™') >CK(49.1 mg-kg™")
>C(43.6 mg-kg™' ), 5 CK ML, C b B F R T
11.1%,SR Fl C + SR 4b B4 5 86 1 13. 1% #1
13.5% (P <0.05) ; £KZ, +3ENO, -N& = 1E 2019
8 H 4 HikFNWE(E, £ 4B 5 55351 C + SR
(278.1 mg-kg™") >C(203.7 mg-kg™") > CK(156.7
mg-kg ') >SR(90.2 mg-kg™'), 5 CK ML, C il C
+ SR AbIRAF FIBE I T 43. 7% F1 30. 0%, SR Ab¥E R R4
T 42.5% (P <0.05) , ZJG & AL BENO, -N& B M

R SO 22 AT TR R T L F N, 45 b B
NO; -NFH & EF N C + SR(48.8 mg-kg™') >SR
(45.8 mg-kg™") > CK(39.9 mg-kg™) > C(37.7
mg-kg '), 5 CK ML, C b H T T 5.5%,SR il C
+SR ZLIRAF FIBAHN T 15. 0% F122. 4% (P <0.05).
SR, RN AN A B EORBAE RN, 5 CK
AHLE,C AL FENO, -NE i N T 8.7%,SR Fl C + SR
AEFRAY BTN T 13. 7% F1 15. 4%, 1EJNEHE K 5 + 358
NO; -NE & i E S (P <0.05).

Kl 3 (b)) MEEAFAE N L ENH, N &2
. N ZEAERE R IE 5 — JA N (2018 4 10 A 18
HZE10 H 22 H) MBS —RIEHE, 5 CK ML, C
LTI FEARE A B2 (P >0.05) ,SR 1 C + SR At
PR HIBEAN T 16. 0% F116.2% (P <0.05) , Z 5 4%



1574 2D 53
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ARFENH, -N & 5B Wik, 2019 42 H 28 HZ )5
BT, N T8 AR J5 7E 2019 4 3 H 30 Hik# 4
BERAEIE, 5 CK ML, C ZAbBEFEAK T 25. 8%, SR
F1C + SR AbEEAF BIBE N T 36.2% F143.1% (P <
0.05). #A/NE W E], 5 CK FHE, C 4bBENH, -N
ERMEAFEEAR T E (P >0.05) ,SR F1 C + SR 4t
FEAMBISEAN T 14.3% F127.0% (P <0.05) ; E XK=
EANTIBALIG (2019 48 H 4 H) k2 4EEF YRGS
WE(E, 5 CK ML, C Ab A FEIE AT AR (E R 53 (P
>0.05),SR il C + SR A4bH 43 5 F&AK T 17. 8% F0

33.2% (P <0.05). A E K Z ], £ A FENH, -N
A EEFIN C +SR(6. 15 mg-kg™') > SR(5. 64
mg-kg™') > CK (563 mg-kg™') > C (5.43
mg-kg ™) ML T CK, C AbFENH, -N&F = FET
3.6%,C + SR AbHIHE TN T 9.2% (P <0.05),SR 4t
PHIEAT HIEA .25 (P >0.05) . BARR L, R
ZNE-HEKREBAEIMN, 5 CK 11, C 4b B
NH, -N&H# T T 3. 4%, SR Fl C + SR 4b 35143 51 4
Y 7.2% F17. 6%, 16t NEHE K 5 1 HENH, -N &
HW W FRF (P <0.05).
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Fig. 3 Variations in soil NO; -N and NH," -N content under different treatments

2.3.3 TIEMAEYEKRA

TEREAFAER N, &40 B 448 MBC & =781k
IR [ K 4 (a) ] /NEFLERBFL S T
B MBC & & R E 1 m, 78 2018 4 10 A 22 HikF]
A H BIEAE A LT CK, C SR 1 C + SR &b 343 5]
WINT 47. 1%, 38.8% F141.4% (P <0.05). {E%
ANE AT, A B MBC SE &850 5)h € + SR
(239.4 pg-g™') >SR(204.8 pg-g™') > C(150.2
pgeg™') > CK(101.3 pg-g™') , #tLF CK, C, SR
A C + SR 4 B4 506N T 48.3%. 102.2%
136.3% (P <0.05) ; £ AKZ+HE MBC & & 5/N &
ZEARAL G LA AR [R], PR AT )5 , £33 MBC & &
FHAN,2019 4E 8 A 4 Hik# A FWIEE, ML T

CK,C,SR Ml C + SR 4b ¥ 4r 5 ¥ Jin T 64. 4%,
67.8% F170.9% (P <0.05) . 7EANEX AT, %
AbBE MBC & 8430 C + SR(401.5 pg-g™') >SR
(351.7 pg-g™') >C(313.5 ug-g™') > CK(224.9
pgeg ') MELT CK, €, SR 1 C + SR &b 3 43 51384
T 39.4%. 56.3% F178.5% (P <0.05). ki
U, TR /NG - FOR BRI, 5 CK ML,
C. SR il C + SR &b ¥ + & MBC & &4 313 1
42.7%. 73.2% F199. 7% (P <0.05).

+ 4 MBN & &2 LK 4(b) i, N2+
HE MBN e N THBAR)S , B 2019 4F 3 H 29 Hik
A F WA E(E, 5 CK M, C SR F1 C + SR At
BHAY BB T 46.0%., 44.1% F1 86.5% (P <
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0.05). TEEEAN/NEEF N, %440 F MBN -84
AL C + SR (68.2 pgeg™') > SR (52.8
pgrg™') >C(48.9 pg-g™') >CK(26.3 pg-g™), 5
CK #itt,C SR #1 C + SR AbHE 43 HHE /11 T 85. 9%,
100. 8% 11159. 3% (P <0.05). FKZ 13 MBN 7%
RN TEAE 3 d PRI 2019 458 H 5 Hik
B LB IR, 43518 € + SR(272.7 pgeg™") >C
(267.8 pg+g™') >SR(245.3 pug-g™') >CK(158.3
pgrg '), 5 CK Ak, C SR 1 C + SR 4bHH 43 5 4
T 69.1%. 54.9% F172.2% (P <0.05). fE#EA
FRFEF YN, &AL B MBN FE &AM C +
SR(132.9 ug-g™') > C(115.7 pg-g”') > SR
(112.9 pg-g™ ') >CK(62.4 ng-g™"), 5 CK # I,
C.SR il C + SR AL 3437380 T 85. 4%, 81. 1% F
113.1% (P <0.05) . RERUL, FEEANL/NE-HE
KECTERRIN, 5 CK M, C SR F1 C + SR 4h# +

750

HE MBN & & il BE o T 85.7%. 88.1% Al
129. 5%, EKZ 11 MBN S8 B E®H T/INEE(P
<0.05).

Kl 4 (c) g+ 3 MBC/MBN By 725 4k, 4% Ab B
MBC/MBN %{{E A2 fb A AR ]| 52 M B 5.
TE/NE A TN, 440 B MBC/MBN V-2 5 78
3.3~4.5 2], 5 CK # b, 4 4b B 1 1% MBC/MBN
Y1/ R, C SR 1 C + SR Ab B + 4 MBC/MBN 4
HFRET 26. 7%, 6.7% F1 13. 3% . 1 1 K Z 7 1Y)
W, £ 40 B MBC/MBN P 8UEE 3.2 ~4.5 Z [H],
M LT CK,C AbFE MBC/MBN J+& T 18. 8%, SR Fl
C +SR AEFR 5 R T 3.8% F15.9% (P <0.05).
SR U, TEREAN A /N EE - FOKRSEAE T I AR L
T CK, %403 + 3 MBC/MBN %4 FF#&,C SR il C
+ SR AbFRST 5 TR T 4.0%, 5.3% F19.6% (P <

0.05). =/
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Fig. 4 Variations in soil MBC, MBN content, and soil MBC/MBN under different treatments

2.4 N,O i 5HENFIHECR

F 2 AL 43 N,0 HEjik & 53BN 7
FIFAEIE R, NE 25 45 Ab B+ 358 N, O HEi 5 +
KB RN B EIEMIEKR(P<0.01); CK
AR ) A N,O HEUR 5 NOy -N& R 2 B3 IE
(P <0.05) , HAU B R BA B &M, ¢ fi C
+ SR ALFE TR AY 3 N, 0 HEi B 5NH, -N& &2

WE A (P <0.05) ,C 4bFH 5 NH, -NF & 2
WEIEFRK(P<0.01); C AT Ay + 3% N,0 HE
S MBC i 2 B IEAM (P <0.05), HAi
AN BAT B3 CK #1 SR A3 T A9 N, 0 HE
a5 MBN & &2 8 FIEM L (P <0.01),C
HC+SRAHE MBN & B EEME(P<
0.05); %4k, CK 4B )+ 3 N0 HEil 5 +
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BV R B IEAH (P <0.05) , HAab s A H
AREE BRIk UL, FE/NE Z X TS TR AL BE
N,O HEji 5 13 & K & NH, -NAI MBN & &5 —

TEFEERYIER KR,

TEEKZ CK il C ABER -3 N0 HEik i 5
NO; -N Fa 2l B IEHIE, 5 MBC & 2

FHAHMIE(P <0.01) ;SR F1 C + SR 4b B F +3E N,0
HEMCRE 5 NH, -N &5 20 3 EAHDG (P <0.01) 5
HAR AR BLAT 2 . RO UL, 7E oK 2 X
TAFALRE,N,0 HEi 5 NO; -N Al NH, -N & 2
—ERERIEAHX KR, 5 MBC &2 —EREN
AR A,

®2 FEALEN,O HHS T EREE FHRXES
Table 2 Correlation analysis of N, O emissions from different treatments and soil environmental factors
i 301 g j:ig/f‘:’.\7ki 5 pH NO; —l\j NH, —l\j MBC?1 MBNﬁ1 T n
% /mg-kg ! /mg-kg ! /pg g /ug g /C
CK 0.393 ™ 0.043 0.536" 0.418" 0. 164 0.529 ™ 0.262"
INEE C 0.573 0.034 0. 169 0.491 " 0.287" 0.276 0.112
SR 0.502 " 0.076 0.235 -0.033 0.232 0.619 " 0.043
C+SR 0.539 ™ 0.014 0.214 0.268 " -0.135 0.485" 0. 052
CK -0. 191 -0. 065 0.753 ™ 0. 364 -0.627* -0.318 -0.113
Tk C -0.411 0. 208 0.757™ 0.282 -0.535* -0.24 0. 275.
SR -0.535 0.233 -0.463 0.785 ™ 0.323 0. 192 0.-675
C+SR 0.26 0.571 -0.579 0.795 -0.382 -0.535 [

1) « R/RFE 0. 05 AKE T WEMK; w FRTE0.01 JKPT WA

W T S N,O R S IRHE A T2
R R ML IEE S AT T N0 #HEik
IR T 2R R (3 3). /NE B T GRATT
7 (NOJN | NE NI MBN 2548 X 0 HFry
TR, A A TR R A LA 8057% 3%t
T CHbHHT % T4 N, 0 HER STl e

¥ |

SRS I 5 AR BEAINIL N U et bl
FE 63% IUN,O' HEBCRE R 78 16 s % TSR ARSE e

MBN S0 -5 N, 0 HEBL A & 5 3R BE I 7, ol
FrARAT LARRE 37% 1 N,O HERCER 1784k X T C +
SR AP, 14 & /K& NH, -N | MBC #1 MBN #t
w5200 48 N, O Hejite, HAUE 7 FE 0T LU RE 62% 1)

P ..O.r],'43. -

N,0 HERL R A . 1A 5T AT A I/J\._i%%
N, O Hiil 5 = 54K ik INO; N, NH, NI MBN 5
EHDCE RS MBC S R R (P <0.05).

FRFE T O C AT N, 0 Tl
HC e TR A WO B T L ENO N
MBC, HABL 4 788 1T LA 24 51% (1) N, O HE Rt (1)
il X T SR A C + SR ZDHI 7, NH, -N 5 it
ST 4 N, O HERCE TR R 5 R T,
LA 5 2 0T LR B 54% ~ 56% HY N,O HEHL & 1Y 28
AL HZ A S BTIT LU 0K 5 N, 0 HEl S +
HENO, -NAINH, -NZEIEMH XK FR, 5 MBC & &2
FAHCK R (P <0.05).

£3 ATELEN,OHKSTEFERFZRSEIFHHT

Table 3 Stepwise regression analysis of N, O emissions and soil environmental factors in different treatments

I 45 Ak B A A5 2 F @ R?

CK Y= -62.951 +0.515X; +0. 377X, +0. 297X, 29. 820 0. 000 0.571

N C Y= -52.580 +0. 635X, +0. 560X, 55.747 0. 000 0. 627
SR Y= -65.324 +0. 619X, 39. 838 0. 000 0.374

C+SR Y= -153.720 +0. 477X, -0. 522X5 +0. 316X, +0. 472X, 27.224 0. 000 0.617

CK Y =116.789 +1.159X; -0. 817X, 9.184 0. 003 0. 506

EkE C Y =56.964 +1.008X; - 0. 556X 9.424 0. 003 0.513
SR Y= -22.484 +0.785X, 8. 042 0.036 0. 540

C+SR Y =18.126 +0. 795X, 8.593 0.033 0.559

1) X, F/R 14 pH, X, FR EHEEKE X, #/8 NO; -N, X, F/RNH, -N, X5 378 MBC, Xy %78 MBN, X, /R 5 em 38R, Y 278 N, O HEjik

T R F R e R S0 I )y R4
3 g

3.1 AMRXT N,O HERAY R
TEREAN LN - FOKRECAE TN, AW (C)
AbHEE 25 AR T 3% N, 0 BRARHE I, FEARIE R

24.1% [ 1(b) ], AE=WHcxkt N,0 HEkiszm 5 £
b — 5077 NE 5 CK M H, ¢ b B
N,O 2R HE M Em A RFEIRHEE R AR E K1
(b) J. X C BT 7, 520 N,O HEBUR) 2055
PR 2 T3 S K B FINH, -N & &, HoDl B 7 T e
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FEiR3] T 63% (5 3) ,Song ST RIFST R IR A ) e
{140t P = B30 3 G NO; -N T NH, -N 2 skl
N,O Hek, mifEA R A5 CK AHE, C b3 T
ISR FINE, -N& R ARG B EEER
[ 2(e) FIE 3(b) ], 3% il GEAERE T INA 9 0% 5
N,O0 SBHE R 22 5 R B MR 5558 AR5 8
KB C ALEE N,O HEjik5 MBC Fl MBN & & 5 IF A
K RGN T R A R A, X Tk A
S IR A — B, i FH AR W e R T R
(A T e, i v 3R AE .

FAKZE,C AL N,0 BB L T 29. 8%
[E1(b) ], &4 mA 58 & B+ HENO, -NAI MBC
TSR C ALBE N, O HERH) R BN, A
TR REN T 51% (£ 3). TKkZ C AbHERRAL T
FHENO, -NF &, X 5 PR D BB g 4 R —
B, AP T BRI I MENO, N T B TR R
et B AT REAR T -39 N,O it ™27 (W]
T MBC &, X0 fig %m?ﬁz%ﬁﬂﬁﬁu/\%ﬁTi
HEATHLAR S i) fRE T s U O SN ST
N0 HE. 55N R, B T P
[WMMJﬁﬁTNomNsﬂﬂ@MﬁﬁﬁT
N,O E’J:ﬁ'zﬁi F4 l_l? Pereira 25" 4 E’Jh}% AR — ﬁ
538 X, 45 ) ORI - e A Ak R
N, O LA, B4 £7 AN 1%#&@%7;2&95%)%3@
N O A RO 870 K T 25
TEAWESE ORI W e 5 LR B Ry 7J<£afw§z
HREMEKR, LIS KL TR T
AR S .

3.2 FEFFE HXF N,O HERR B0

KA 52 2 W, G FF A 25 36 i 4 1+ B8 1)
N,O HEfL =) AR A2 T IR 58, /INE
7 FEFFA B (SR) AR FE A3 N,0 BERHEE T &
T 47.4% [E 1(b) ], UG FER I MBN & 5% i H
N,O HEf (% FE B IREE R 7 N,0 HEi 5 MBN #& &
WBFEIEME(F2,P<0.01), TR F 0 H 5,
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