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Abstract ;' The purpose of this study was to reveal the effects of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar combined with wood vinegar on takyric solonetz improvement and crop yield.
Different hiochar amounts [ 0%, 1%, 2%, and 4% (®) | were studied on the basis of 0% and 2% (¢) wood vinegar, wherein no hiochar or wood vinegar was applied in the
control ( CK). Soil pH, alkalinity, exchange sodium percentage (ESP), salinity, bulk density, Olsen-P, organic matter, soil salt concentration, and yield of oil sunflower
were analyzed. The results showed that first, the comprehensive effects of 2% wood vinegar and 2% biochar co-application ( V2BC2) were greatest; in comparison to that in
the CK, the soil pH, ESP, salinity, and bulk density significantly decreased by 12. 14%, 40. 63%, 42.75%, and 20. 78%, respectively. Second, the content of Na* , Cl ™,
and SO; ™ significantly decreased by 47. 17%, 45.32%, and 33.33%, respectively, compared with those in the CK. Tn the soil layer of 0-40 cm under the treatment of
biochar combined with wood vinegar, however, K* and Ca>* content increased. In addition, there was little variation in the remaining ions compared with those in the CK.
Third, Enteromorpha prolifera biochar and wood vinegar co-application significantly increased the soil nutrient content and availability and enhanced microbial activity.
Compared to that under the CK, Olsen-P and organic matter increased by 2. 88 times and 58.76%, respectively, and the activity of urease, alkaline phosphatase, and
invertase increased by 0.92 times, 1. 02 times, and 2.29 times, respectively. Finally, the highest crop yield was 3 546. 7 kg+hm ~* under the V2BC2 treatment,, which was
2325.3 kg+hm > more than that under the CK. Therefore, Enteromorpha prolifera biochar and wood vinegar co-application can further strengthen the improvement of takyric
solonetz and crop yield.

Key words : Enteromorpha prolifera biochar; wood vinegar; takyric solonetz improvement; soil salinity; soil enzymes; crop yield

EE M X, T 2 g R UK e K R R R A A A R
IR IR ER AR AL T A Y Y s B Bk s B SR R AR A K R TS H ol
Bt (PRIL 2K 1 22 fR R fa 28R A5 44, SXOFR 1 i RS IR HMERE R, ™ BRI 17 B DX A el 1 4
+ ,takyric solonetz) Ny BURIMR . TG IT O R [y SEARSK, AR W SR o T IR BE ) BE AL R
Bl 25 O T BB L AR v AU 8 B 20210309 {51 3. 2021-05.17
SUEZS: 0 N I RO N = N e S PN o E&TE. ?Eﬁﬁﬁﬁyﬁ%iﬂﬁ;ﬁ'(20‘18‘B££}02016 ,2019BFG02032,,
BB B 9, S, R A f S0 AT 1 1 (05N FCIo0800)
AR TEARZ) K 13 7 hm® | 22 (07 H i 4% 575 M. EEEN: égl?ﬁg) %&%iﬁiﬁmgg jfﬁﬁﬁ'“ﬁi

i%%ﬁumiﬁ%ﬁE$ J_L‘ \J:I:Zl_\‘ﬁzl}%jj Ej([ﬂ , ’fﬁ iz * ﬁfﬁ"ﬂf% E-mail ; sunzhaojunyx@ 126. com



12 14 TAES  WFE LR S AR R TC e R T SRR B B i i 27 o 6079

RN S e g
ﬁ%,}—‘{&%[13~16]'

A SRS ) FH A0S ) A 7 2 1 (OB
PR ) 1 A W ke B R 9 | X 148 pH
R AR LR AR B 25 S AT 40T, (B85 SR A TR
)7 ST R R R R 400°C Y & A
Y5 it n 2 I Lk b, $R 0. 129% ~
3.10%, T3 pH 4278 1.49% ~ 5.10% . fR 40 %
SOV g B D S - e AR F R R K B R 50% ~
70% 54T a0 5. 4% /NZZREFF AWk 9 33 pH
B CK(ARBINA Y5 ) $E5 0.2 Az, ZFH™ [
W9 R B, it A H = A B (1.5% ), 135
pH FEE FE B A i - A HLT . CEC AR
N ULERTR -T= Song 2] RO Y K B, e o8 PE £ 5
it fIn 109% B i AE ) 7k (650°C ) |, 1438 pH i 4
. A R AE A A IR 4 v it A R
W (AR A 300°C) , 4 pH 2 S REAIS, it
S BRI <5% ) BEIA A L4, AT A
RO /NI T - AL BRI A K fiE

TG TR

R X 3R OB ) B 2 B ﬂﬁﬁ’xﬁl_;

PR e 36 e M S 2 L A B
2 iy gl A s 5 i A T
Hik( 3 109% )/ i B -+ e 2 AE s P g T

I, *ﬂﬁ?{mf“%nﬁfﬁilnE%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁz%ﬁiﬂk éejpiffase:
¥, __.-w 75 ecm NEE At FIEEFH A AIE L (0 ~40 em HE L

LE e s P

x@ﬁmﬁfwﬁmw %m#n%%ﬁ
ST SR, P B BRI A BRI E AT
TR sk L (B T gk B A E Y , R
TR 10 B ATIISEFRI M 2 4
BT RO AL 2 56 40 7T AT 89, A T oAb 2
zyﬁmwmﬁﬂiwﬁx%%EWﬁmF%ﬁm

e R | TR K (W A R X
S, R R R B 7 S T . 3
PV 2 A 0 2 7 2 B Tl A {3 i
BR8P T A
A1 8 ST I A ) SRS B B e BB, 3
PR 5 0 AN A 4 5 i R s 22 1 A
AR 3 ST R SR Y R (A
KAV pH 218 7.6 ~13.77) [iEA+
W2 pH, 3300 £k T 1 B B (O H R B AL
) B ARG . P, B 5T AT 5 BB i —
e B I g — T A,

RS 07 S5 0 AR ) 5 2o P )R A
PR (IR SR RIS WA ), 3R R
KBRS RIS W), pH 2.0 ~
4.0, 952 R T e BT s 1 i

K Y5 Y b 30 45 4 Isl , B A A 5 11 7 3 157 A

{E. PR — R RIS W A LR R S BCE
R B i A Py A RS 5 A R P AL

5‘4“[’] [F) if S B 3 B BEIRAE A . (H FJIJ?%?MFA

A=Wy ¢ 55 R T U A TE A IR e Lt 1 410

Z .

AR5 388 2o ) A7 3, 3 A T it o )
TWFE AW IR 5 R TR W A2 IE X 2408 Y pHL B Ak
JE Fr b A 2R A AR, PR A
W 55 AR 0 X £ 28 1 Bl RROCR K Ae
W B 2 22 00 5 RTAR I 9 52 T A S 0 2R ) el
B, LAY DA 5 R I R DR AL A 4R R
SCHE R T AR R R R —E S

1 MR

L1 AR | ("
ﬁﬂAFuTTE¥5§%%Z€%WE’J¢“Mﬁi&
(106°53'E, 38951'N), ﬁi&LEﬁﬂﬂ¥$ﬁ1ﬁL
TRVUDET AR IR 173, 2 mm(éﬁﬁﬂzkiﬁi
e 6 710 T, B W) BRURZE K, 4P AR A
9.9 ~16. 2°C Hﬁﬁﬁtlyk*zﬁkjﬁ E%i’mkgjﬂ
1755 mm ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬂﬁjﬂ 171 d @qzﬂjiﬂﬂ:ﬂ(iéﬁ
H1.5ml ﬁﬁ%l:j:i%% E(O 75 cm)az)z’[j(ﬁ’ﬁ,
0~23 cm HEIEL, 23 ~55 cm W FEE+, 55 ~

BERERL 16. 7%, By KL 38. 2%, b ki 45. 1% ) , i 5 IX.
KH(0~40 em )2 ) T3 pH BALE AR HE R,
For B, P HE LA Na " o F Bl FLL CL-
N FEARBALE NG 1 s . SR A 7K i i 78
B, P AL /N T 0.5 g- L7 il A ML EE K 2
3R XA T F 5.

80 30

70 B3 201 94 ik 1 fik
- s
15 g
10 @
H 15%
4 -10
e L O -15

60 F —=— 20194E4¢ iR
5 7 8 9 10 11 12

50 ¢
40 ¢
6
Ay
B1 H{EXMEWEMSE

30
Fig. 1 Rainfall and air temperature in the study site

P 1 ik /mm

200 F
10
0

n.0.01
2 3 4

during the experimental period

L2 sk

WFE R EA R O (X446 R
Enteromorpha prolifera) , 2 AN K | £k ] 1 25 BT
HJE A, JOA T, W F T B A A RO A R
AL IKIHET 6%, i 5 A= 1) 5 iR F 5 0 FH 25 1
IKFEAT 220 sk, AR ME I 3 0 B0 77 25 0 (HE



6080 wooB OB % 2%
#£1 RREHEEARDILER ELHEAT /K PEAE T aot T A BRI W 0 B T s A o
- Table 1 Ba;ic propenie;oi the tested soils — (O KTF1200 EP.) Qj}%xﬂ_{[ﬁli E&nr(ﬁﬂmﬁﬁ
7] S I Z%
;ﬁ 9 54/%; 58 /)f/ ke=! 104 ésﬁs 27 A 10 Comin ™), 8 2 b, H AR A ZZEER
p -4 0. FAR/g kg™ . 88 £3. .
ek 4712095 |Navenet 2orsoss PR 015 mm GETE 4L THEATFEA RS
WAL/ % 27.58+0.55 |[K*/g-kg"! 0.02 +0. 002 (EBUMP AR 2 £%) |, M AEY s N A SRR
gig-cm:l ;Zitggf Cazz*/g-lig*‘l 8(1)2188? S AE T il O R AT O b ST (G 2 0 500
i/ kg~ -85 £0. Mg™* /g-kg™ - 06 =0. R R 1S J —=
i et o e SO0 mLemin ?.n#ﬁif@ifﬂ@%ﬂi‘fiiﬁﬂn%%z iR At
B2/ mSeem ! 1.92+0.03 |[SO2/g-kg™!  0.740.06 O A R 1210103 90 B A 3 R Ol 400°C Y HE
BB/ mg kg™ 15.45£2.66 ||CO3”/g-kg™! 0.14 0. 02 HWIRTEFE 3 JRAY pH FICE H S FEA: R (R
TR /mg-kg ™' 115.61 £5.48 ||[HCO; /g-kg ™ 0.51 0. 10

IR R 65°C  HETHFA] 4 48 h, 3 0. 15 mm Fii ) . MRHE
Xiao 25 UBIFE 45 5 | SR FH PR 44 TR 7 Ak 12 o BBUHT
Bk BE PRI EE Ry 400°C ™ . HAR SN Hy Kt

) EA — R, Ak, 454 Schimmelpfennig
SRS S (AR R A Sy L KR Y L R T
B 100 m*-g ™), TRARI PR i o5 2 )
BIE— AR A T 2 R AR AR

x2 WEEMRERER
Table 2 Basic properties of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar -
CEC R HR B TR %
= R Y K3/ Ve H ! —
et TRE/ % WRGY/ Y% /emol kg ™! p /m? g Jem? +g ] C J= /N
W& LB 48.28 45.29 £0.46  12.65+0.28 ; 8:93+0.17 158.63 £6.22 | 0:0062 £0.0002 58.93 +0.92 2 26.£0, 19

R 263 A %5 T 1 ffsﬁwﬁiﬁmm
B2 SS0°C ) , H0As Gt S0 M 1. 02, oy phe?
H 2,73, ﬁﬂmﬁy 41.26%, 2 17. 28794%%&
HILEWIA 35, 2204w (§5) H12 961, 6 mg ke ™" i
RAST. 28 img-kg™" , HALHN Oy 8. 84 mgrkeg U, Pl 1
sk B B A A A R DR 0 12
@Eﬁ@%&%ﬁaﬁ%?yzﬁﬁﬁ NCINGPYE J%fiﬁﬁu\ﬂir o
PR T S0 1% (2%, FRRUME0) HE e A7 75

W% S b TS62, & 2F 2R 92%, 15t 95%, n%?’rrh
4R 98%, IKAMKT 15%, W4 A 1 1 K A6 b el Mg ik

HBRAF.
1.3 iRkt
AR T 2018 45 10 H ~2019 4F 11 H #4778

VB AT BOR B (RFLS 80 R 0 29 2 (VO Al
V2) HFEA b AR S P AR R AR IR AR B 5
R BB N (5 T R BRSO il
0.1%. 2% 1 4% (BCO, BC1, BC2 Fil BC4) , ¥ A~
it A 0 e ROR T A A %o BR(CK) , 36 8 AN Ak
A EE 3 U, 3 24 /N IX BN X R 1
PR 10 m* (2 m x5 m) , FrA /NXAEFEHLIX 2 HEF
LR G L LT /0N DX ) ) A 1] 2 3, Tl 25 SR
N AR 7 . R - an 3k 3 s,
#3 AWigit

Table 3 Experimental design

AT WELEYRIENE (0)/%
(@) /% 0 1 2 4
0 CK VOBC1 VOBC2 VOBC4
2 V2BCO V2BCl V2BC2 V2BC4

! & i
&
| { i

T 2018 4F 00 H  KRHIE A 4 51 S
ek, ﬁki‘ﬁﬁmmﬁﬂﬁ( TREER 40 em) LS
BHE LA SRR | AN R 6] 2018 4E.11- ﬁ]
5H /’éﬂ(.i 1500 nf ‘hm~ )Fiﬂ%jﬁﬁﬁm?
2019 4 5 18 [ 23 Wit 3 43 (45 1wt in
S 2. 500 hn 220 | R A AN 3 U, N3] 5]
B8 R 30 d(HthnistiE sr5ch 6 A 17 H .7 A 17 HF
8 H 16 H). MZET 5 25 HIER, R, #&Fh
i 8 kg-hm 7 171 30 cm, kI 20 cm, 7E M ZE S
HIFFAE A HEAK 1 R (FEBRR R 7 11 H AN 8
H 10 B, #EKEE N1 200 m® -hm ~2) |, F#EK )G M st
MBS , RS W HTIE i 150 keg-hm R F &G
TE i B R — S (150 kg-hm ™) FIE L B/ (100
kg -hm ™), 9 5 H AR, & (FEKE 1500
m’-hm ) J5 25 . # FORT, it i S5 A8 (4 2% 30
t-hm 7 JRE 225 kg-hm L BEHR 45 70 kg-hm
BRIRHR 70 kg-hm ) , 45 &b P HH [B] it AES | 3 0% | B
S A A PR it R — B
1.4 FEACRESNE

PR B R (2018 4F 10 J 16 H ) 44 IE “ b
BL” A1 Z I8 A IR e HL S ME (2 m x2 m)
BT 3 A SRBE, RAE 0 ~40 em REME + +
FE(Hrh 2 2,82 20 em, ¥ 2 EEFERA, TR,
HORAE HHERE S, 15 A4S, BIBRZ T, 48 F AR AT s i

A (1 mm) J5 2 H.

FEREFIS 5 10 d(Zh i, 6 4 H) 3% et
FERUAT 1002 (5 ASRAERD) | RARTMZERER T35 500 ¢
(BT M ZE AR BR o B8 398 ¥ [R] — b PR []



12 14 TAES  WFE LR S AR R TC e R T SRR B B i i 27 o 6081

KA EFERA, TR BB 3 RER R
R TIEREAL 24 A, AR BRI S5 2 70 B, &
BRI, 2 TR VU 53 5 2648 FH T -4 pH B AL Fn
AR E  FEFIEH 40 d(EEW, 7 A5 H) L 60
d(TFAER, 7 H 26 H) 1100 d(EH, 9 H 4 H)
R RAE TR W] L. ZERE NS 55 90 d (i, 8 H 24
H ) RAEMZEMRBR 41 500 ¢, B M43 3 k& 4t
RAR T HERE S, 24 A R BRAE Y FRAR | AT UL 3h 1 5k
RIS T, 1 2 mm 0, 20 R 35 40, K —350 49
INOE T RO (10 mL) IFE T vk AR 1E A
[ HFAT A SRl % M I 5 55— 43 al 1 AR XL
TR R4S T A A AL RN 3k 43 25 1 1
SE. IR I RE 0 ~40 em WEM R TAER
ME , B0 3 WE S HOR A AR 24 A

- HERRA I S AT 2 BRSOk [ 43,44 ] TR
BEIFIENNE . 148 pH (BRI RO ( Tk 1:2.5,
PHS-3C BURRJETH, TR R ) 3 LA h iR
Sk, £ E R UM T, O LR ( soil
oganic matter, SOM ) 5% FiJ T 4% ¥ B 4R I i sk

A ( Olsen-P) SR JIB i 0t 352 441 96 0 40 B e

AR JGIE I (LY/T148- 49999 | DIBcdd ik
Na ™55 a1 2 et P T3 it 9 1 7 l:hf%ﬁﬁﬂtfg

1Y (HJ704-2014) 3 LA bk Na* %Hﬂzzpﬁﬁ’%

(‘éxlé.hang‘e sodiumzpercentage, ESP) ; K 1 Na

AW, Go | FUME & KR EDTA i 157

C1 SRHYANO, il 3% SO2™ R EDTA [
COZ™ FHCO; SR FHRUHE /R A 2 0 5 IR 1
PSR FH B B 1 btk 5 b Tl ol T il 33 42k SR FH 1
FROR AN Ltk - SRR TG MR ] 3, 5- A A
K% (DNS) He k.

LTSS HIhSE R, A (CGIRRT) Ziit
FEIG BT R TG a4 B (1) A (2) 115 i
BRI SRR/ N AR SR E SE 2 17, BT 25 #k, 3£ 50
B, 3 S0 GEC 25 b BRI SR R i | BEAR A

A = (SEBR TR R D) x 100% (1)
FEIG = (PRI ) x 100% (2)
1.5 A Ak

R AT 2R A AV MDA X fa 2 1 el R
AR kB S AR AR AR D R A S AR SR, A B
FER 4 338 PR T 5 14 95 F1 (total enzyme activity
index,E, )" % B 38 % 4 5 OB I M, A
W R

E = ZXi/average(Xi) (3)

A, X, 3R A 3 HEES R I M Y S {E
average (X, ) A [Pt 7 14 1) ~F- 2501

VEE )

SR RSN S ok o3 A vkt %) BT A 8 AR AT
LRV IR FEER (AFR > A PR A EES PSS ) |
TR (A0 pH 2 Eh B AL A T A5 ) 23 S AR 3
3 (4) M= (5) T E R EE

R(Xij>E = (ij - ijin)/(ijax - ijin) (4>
X. - X .
o S
S X, R § AR AR X,
X, I3 7R 5 j A4 16 AR I (A9 fie /) P B
KA.

AR bR 925 5 RBORAR 25 DR bR AL E
HRAAN:

R(le>ﬁl = 1 -

A = cvj./ > v, (6)
AP RN AR BRAEPTAT 15 b D R
B2 OV, FoR5 MR R R ) 0
B AR AT ) TS A A BRI £ WP (L .

ny Py
D = “ R(X s
i 'Zfl/\j ; ( ”) ¢ ( 7,)
J /= &

K WL R TBM | SPSS-Statistics 22, 0,6 SPSS
Inc.,, 3% [ 38 5P AR 17 25 31 53 47 Ol it
Duncan *ﬁ%%l&ﬁ?%ﬁﬁ%‘@ K 56 (P <0.05 ), P
St 4 BT RIS MATEAB R2016a ( The MathWorks
Inc., 3 FE]) GELSE L, T4 2 R Excel 2016 il R
Studio 3. 6. 1 ( Mathsoft Inc. 2 [E ) 52 .

2 HREH

2.1 WFEAYKS AR E BCXT -5 pH R8s {L
JE B 52 ]

+- 48 pH & A 20 4 B AL T RIAE ) REAE A9 25
ARELST NE 2 K F, AR A PR AR A
T -3 pH B AETE—E 25 7. IR X R 1 0 ~
40 em 12 pH 2y 10. 02, 240 FEAY pH BT )5 4.
VO(VOBC1, VOBC2 il VOBC4, F[]) b3 v | Bl
AW RN B A BE I, 4 pH BE AR I 5 I 52 3
I s, HAEARRIA AN, AH 7 A= 9 it fn i 719
% pH BN (P >0.05, FR); V2
(V2BCO, V2BC1., V2BC2 f1 V2BC4, Fa]) abFi |
Bifi A5 W it fin e P 3, 45 pH B R bR B
SEREAR S s e, HAEAS TR A K P, ARt in
(BCO 1 BC1) i+ 3 pH AR AN I 35, 17 i Jih fin 2
(BC2 Fll BC4) ) -3 pH ZEfb B % (P <0.05, F
[[]). AF5eH, CK 19115 pH ({8 i [a] —4b 3
FEAS AR B BdE k15, IRl 24 8. 73, VOBCI 119
S pH A 8. 51, % CK [ AIK 0. 22 4~ 5, VOBC2
1 VOBC4 (1 F-34 pH 43514 8. 78 8. 86, %% CK 41
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B 42 %

B R 0.05 F1 0. 13 A Hu4, 1l V2BCO, V2BCI
V2BC2 Fll V2BC4 HJF) pH 4350 8.28, 8.19,
7.67 F17.89,V2BC2 HJ°F- pH % CK F&{% 1. 06 4~
BN (FEAR 12. 14% ) . BEADFFEFRI it i 2 i AR

VR 0 AR g pH ) e A R R S
2 MR e b — R X R A 0 ~
40em 1 J2ALEE K 25. 61%, 45 4b B A A 5 2441

9.5

=i w B
= IFEN =

9.0
85

fue
.

8.0 |

75 b

70 ! | ! I
CK VOBCI VOBC2VOBC4 V2BCO V2IBCI1 V2IBC2 VIBC4

fLszi

TI‘J/J\%?&%%%I‘JLIEIEM??“E%ﬁ%ﬁ(ﬁ?p o | ) \

FIR A AW, CK -0 EE R 19. 96%, fir
b BT S5 B A B KT CK VO b A
VOBC4 [ F- ¥tk BE i ik, R 15.29%, %8 CK FEAIX
23.39% ; V2 4bFd V2BC2 FSE Bk BE B K,
11.85%, % CK P&k 40. 63% . o] W, B Ak Fiti 3 4=
Py et e 1 T S 2 RN, FLAE A R VR 2 T
A B Ttk — DB - I mai Ak

24

21 FiTa

WAk

CK  VOBCI VOBC2VOBC4 V2BCO V2BC1 V2BC2 V2ZBC4

Elsi

H2 'ﬁ*i%f'ﬁ?k@&?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%pH%ﬂm*méﬁ’l A

Fig: 2 Effects of Enterbrrgha prbhfdm l?_meha'r combined with wuod v1nega}='0n pH and ESP of soils

23/ }z/ 5 R AT u VaBC2 %ﬂ%ﬁ(:fé’)%ﬂjz B 2.25 g ggfj,?/*
o LA R 1@’3? 232 gkg/' V?Bcz.,ii VOBC2 i, 10.71
ik

QAEIETEEO 40 dm j:Ffr;ﬂ*ﬁé 3p,g/*kg b V2BC4 #R V, B&{E‘éﬁ 730%, A WLAE [ — %%ﬁfi@
}Eé’ﬁéﬁmi’aﬂi&?ﬁi VO 4b B %%.L}Eﬂ’ﬁti%. ik ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁ%@ﬁ%i%%"ﬁiiﬁo 40 em 7 £
%ﬁﬁﬂs Efjf ﬁ ,ﬁﬂﬁ%i%ﬁz@ﬁﬁu it ﬂll,éfﬁi HARBUN N 2% 12 Eﬁﬂ%mﬁ“l AL R
stk R, HLIA)— A 9 e H, CK P 44h 3. 93 g-kg ™', VO b HfL i 1)
E‘Jijﬂh‘ﬁﬁf%ik%ﬁz“f Eaé%i,%%f)b K4 b ek My 2. 41 g-kg™' (VOBC4) , 8 CK [&A%
HAE IR S S TITAE M ARG, 38.68%, 1M V2 &b 3 i) 57 2 4 £ Ik 2.25
PERAAR A I VR 4 0 ~40 em HJZEEE g-kg ™' (V2BC2) , B CK FEAR 42. 75%, B AR R B
B AEAE 2 520, VoAb R34 K TOAMESR L5 PR R AR5 + BEaR
VO A F Yy SRR, Hirh, VOBC2 #1 VOBC4 (1 A H o R 2460+, 3 2 3h 50 R BRI
A A ER AR 2.52 ookg T M 2.41 gekg ', T 33.20% ), UEEAA AR 5 R T REAS AL 1

4 WA b i EA S 9 2 4 5 2 i
y S A L 22 1 9 B AR A 2 AR 32000 1 e . 52
- 1][1[47].
2.3 HPEEMIR SRR I LR B T
R

280 1 P AL AR, B SR R v ca’t
Mg** R 5 s 2 s wih ™ BB 7L Na® oy
&L BB T LA CL i, okl SO i b BRI
o(Na™ ) # R KT CK(E 4) , HKEZ A9 % i fin

CK VOBCI1 VOBC2 VDBC4 V2BCU VZBCI V2BC2 V2BC4

i3 BN, VO 4b 3 VOBC4 ) w(Na ™) I,
RIRVING 5 7 R R B 7 76 5 2 V25 5 (P <0. 05) 9 0.61 g-kg™', # CK F&AIK 42.45%, V2 Ab B |

V2BC2 Y w(Na™ ) 5 flk, 4 0. 56 g-kg ™", 4% CK F#AI%
47. 17%, 0] Wik & LW 5 KB W 2 e nl dk— A2
EE3E 0 ~40 cm 2 w (Na® ). Fr A AL B

B3 MEEMRSARKEER THESHKHN
Fig. 3 Effects of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar

combined with wood vinegar on salinity of soils
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TIESE. W& S AEERE i B0k Ak 35 50 R 3 e i 2 = i 6083

o(K*) B T CK, HFE ALY st in & 3% i
TSR i, VO 4B B R VOBC4 1Y o (K* ) B, N
0.029 g-kg™', # CK #£ & 70.59%, V2 4b B o,
V2BC4 i o (K" ) e, 4 0.027 g-kg ™', 8¢ CK 2

155 58.82% . [ VOBC1 ., V2BCO F11 V2BC1 4b, Jifii i
2% ~ 4% W HEYI IR AL BRI o (Ca® " ) #5835 5 T CK.
AP 0 (Mg ) ZR AR E, R M K5
AR,

R4 MEEMRSABERERD LEESBEFHIM"

Table 4  Effects of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar combined with wood vinegar on concentration of salt ions in soils

T+ e (1)/g-kg_l

e Na* K* Ca®* Mg * Cl- S03~ Co3- HCO;
Bt 2.19+0.03  0.015+0.003 0.140 +0.002 0.062=0.002 4.25+0.13  0.99+0.05 0.150 £0.002 0.585 0.011

CK  1.06+0.06a 0.017 +0.001e 0. 144 £0.003¢ 0.051 £0.001a 2.14+0.06a  0.90 +0.19a 0.096 £0.001a 0. 146 +0.005a
VOBC1  0.73 +0.07¢  0.023 £0.002b 0.128 +0.003e 0.048 £0.00la 1.34 +0.11c  0.76 £0.11b 0.084 +0.002b 0. 141 0. 004a
VOBC2  0.65=0.04d 0.027 +0.001b 0.156 +0.004b 0.043 £0.001a 1.16 £0.06f 0.62 +0.09cd 0.072 +0.001b 0. 134 +0.001a
VOBC4  0.61 £0.06e 0.029 +0.003a 0.164 £0.002a 0.055£0.002a 1.19+0.08¢ 0.71 +0.13bc 0.078 +0.002b 0. 128 +0. 004a
V2BCO  0.85+0.09b 0.019 £0.004d 0. 136 £0.002d 0.046 +0.002a 1.37 +0.12b  0.79 £0.08ab 0.072 £0.002b 0. 146 £0. 001a
V2BC1 0.79 +0.05be  0.021 £0.001c 0. 132 +0.003d 0.046 £0.001la 1.28 +0.03d  0.72 £0.06bc 0.066 +0.001b 0. 140 £0. 002a
V2BC2  0.56 £0.02f 0.025 +0.002b 0.156 +0.002b 0.043 £0.001a 1.17 £0.04f  0.60 +0.05d 0.078 +0.002b 0. 134 +0.005a
V2BC4  0.60 £0.03e 0.027 +0.001b 0.156 +0.002b 0.053 £0.001a 1.19+0.03e  0.68 +0.08c 0.084 +0.001b 0

1) RR/NEFREFRIRA R A B AR 3 22 5+ (P <0.05)

LAWY CL PR E M-S AR T S
IS7 HAS Gy B AE -3 1, BEK 5332 3h. T b 38
1 w(C1™ ) AR T CK, Wt A= Py R4 €1

MDA VO ALBIAR VOBC2 1Y joo (C1 )HRE(G A,

1.16 g+ kg_],._.,iﬁa CK K % 45.79%, N2 Fafiaf
V2BC2 E’Jw(C} NEAR, K 117 g~ng ﬁl( JES
45.32%, S He Wy et R TR R
mrﬁrgma>a%mﬁrﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm
w(902 )%MEE? CK, VoL 3 VoBE2 E’Jw(so2 )
A%, 4,00 62 g kg ', # CK FEAE 31.11%, s o
1, V2BC2 1 w(SO2™ ) Fefik, 47 0.60 g-kg ™', % CK
F#A 33.33% . IT A AL B o (CO3™ ) il @ (HCO; )
22 I .

2.4 WFEAYR SRR E RO 11
JoT RN 75 B 1Y) 5% )

FEFPIG 90 d, WrE A e 5 A 52 T b 3 4
FHam IS P MR R IREE (R 5) .
RO PP - LB K B9 LR AR T AT b B
(1) o (OB ) #0535 % T CK; VO Zh¥irp, VOBC4
i o (CHRRCHE ) i, 44. 78 mg-kg ™", B CK 425
2.98 fif; V2BCO 1Y o (GEZLWE) 4 15.86 mg-kg ™',
B CK B2 0. 41 A%, AT LS i fin A I ¥ mT 42 7= 1
o (GEBWE) ) V2 kb B V2BCA 1Y o (H K
@?)'ﬂ%[ﬁj,j{]47, 19 mg-kg ,iﬁ( CK 125 3.19 1%, A ,H
BE T VOBCA , LB & A= W ok 5 AR i i R e ot
RN+ ) o (ERCBE) 5 AR B i, LR e
V2BC2, %8 CK $1m 2. 88 4. {HL 20145 b A= 4
peid 224 R R HE pH, AR - BB 1 I B, 33K
BERWA .

- A ML A AR 43 0 B A R4

A AL

. 128 +0. 004a

e
._.l'u.

SEREYE SR BRI FJH%LEEE’J'@(%M
i) #B %79 1 CK; | VO A3 VOBC4/ EI’J o (L
Jit) e, M 15,28+ kg-¥ #CK 48 it 63 25%,
V2BCO E’J,ﬂw(ﬁmﬁ)j:l 10.81 g-kg ' & Cke ‘j:/TElj
15. 49%, AT HE i A AL T 4 5 3% (5
HUT) B 5 N2 AbFET V2BCA (1 o (CHBLIR) B
% 16. 57gk£ 15 OR 55 77, 03%, Hw# T
VOBC4 ﬂ%%élz%ﬂ% 5K T A A £, 20

o (CEHLBR) 52 WG IR B, ok ol V2BC2, B

CK #1% 58.76%.

bR E PPN LSS M T B AR
AHAT 7, 24 48 25 o AR I, 3 25 4 T sy
BAE MRS R T AR A AT e
TR SE 23 1 3200 X6 X R £ 0 ~ 40 em
TEAEER 1.59 grem ™, A0 B A FH KT IR
+. A ik P 25 AR B E LT CK; Vo AbEE
VOBC4 M H e MK, A 1.21 g-em ™, # CK FEAK
21.43% ; V2BCO WU K 1.48 g-em ™, 5 CK I
JC b 225 S5, T LB it fin A B R R R AR - A T,
H 52 ) 5 A B I X 5 AT N A B 5 45 R R — 3L

B, V2 LB V2BCA Y S EE AR, M 1. 19
grem B CK B 22. 73%, Hik oy V2BC2, % CK

FEAIG 20. 78% .
2.5 WFE AR S OREE R BORT A 1 5 )
AHE 5T, 18 IR B BRCE B R R R A
Bl 00 (o IS 5 A A AR AR U 2R ) R
BIREZS) AR I B AR W o 5 R i R SR T X
SN 1 B VE MR (R 6). A 90 d J5, BT A
ACFREY 3 PSR P = T CK, KRBT & A Y ik
AP AE I Y T T 08 IR B, PR R A
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Table 5 Effects of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar combined with
wood vinegar on Olsen-P, SOM, and bulk density of soils

Ko, 40 R RS A i g 1 A g it o

0 4 SRS PE0 . Vo AbFEAR ) VOBC2 E@%@’E}(ﬁ
PEfe B8 CK 4255 0. 80 %, VOBCA 14 T 1tk W 92 Tt
i PRI TREARE il 0% 2 e e, ¢ CK 43 4R v 1. 13 £ A

g COEEED w(HHUR) AT e
/mg-kg ! /gkg”! /g+em™ 1,71 4%, V2 AhBe  V2BC2. (14 R At R il T 1 e
CK 11.26 +1.24h  9.36+0.69f  1.54+0.08a 155, B CK 3 B4 55 0. 92 £%5F1 2. 29 4%, V2BC4 (175,
VOBCI  27.38%1.86e  11.22+0.71d  1.39 £0.05b VRS RRNEG PE B B2 CK 4285 1,20 4% i V2BC2
VOBC2  39.66+2.01d  12.35+0.93cd  1.27 £0.07c BT N . .
VOBC4  44.78 +1.52b  15.28+0.54b  1.21 £0.03d BB IR I B CK #2102 £, V2BCO 119 3
V2BCO  15.86£0.97g  10.81 +0.49¢  1.48 +0.05ab PRI PR CK A Jb 25 45 1y, 100 F B e o o i R
I peso B USOMC A TRALARIE . DR
.71 £2.21¢ .86 0. 76bc .22 +0. N . . R -

V2BCA  47.19+1.75a  16.57+0.37a  1.19+0.02d b B[4 20(3) TEIE ] GR 5 V47 Bl 06 1k 1 8 Ak K
1) RRUNG 5 R 45 R A 7 2 5 S5 HE 25 (P <0, 05) L V2 BC2 A IR AT AR bR R, JLUOR
F6 UEEMRESABRERN TEEEENZMY
Table 6 Effects of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar combined with wood vinegar on enzyme activity in soils

LA T
Ak P JOR it 1 4 T Tl R R 14 HEBENGIG 1 E, :jﬁjfi
/pg(d-g) ! /pmol - (d-g) ! /mg-l(d-g) !
CK 93.42 £5.26f 0.64 +0.09f 0.38 0706 1.71 s
VOBCI 124.57 3. 19d 16 +0.14d 0.52 #0.08d | | 251 S 6
VOBC2 168.15 £2.08ab ©1.24 £0.28¢ 0.97 %0. 12p-} 3.58 “ Ay fa
VOBC4 161.23 £2.26b | | 1.36.#0-19D 1103 +0,25b 3.66 (3§
_V2BCO | 102.45 £3.97¢| J 0583 £07T1e 0,446,+0. .09d i g 2.04 7
vaBCl 1 1 130,69 £5.38¢ | L4/ 471488 £ 0. 67c Oelx0i14e P T 2m2 5
vaBc2 = [ T 17919 22,660 1 -"i.,z“é 0. 39bc 1125401070 3.96 T, &
| VeBC4 = ' 166.75 4. 11ab || 14050264 ‘1.07'£0.26h 3.79 2'4‘ '
1y xh ﬁ?ﬁ%@rxﬂumr&ﬁﬂszggw<o 05") d \J ’
V213C4 i R e o s 'ﬁﬂa@gf . B
0 L I P G 0 K L 4 R 0 CHETIR TIPS -
3 1.0
B VY bR L R R T S R A ) Na'
9%/% ‘ k* [0 : . 0.8
2.6 LIALAERETR S ST e oz o3 [ v
A FE AR b 30 43 B T AL me* 027 002 031 [ e
Z BN AHDCPE QN 4 Ji7R. Na ™ 5 Cl AR i 2 1F G [aB 4 e 0ds 02
;]:H;Q;Q/%(p <0. 01’}*[3])’7{:53‘@/%%&%7 0. 93’:‘&5 SO [0.87 0.10 0.69/0.33 0.87 0
B2 RSB A LD, Ry cop f1 €070 0 o 0st 07 0g 02
5042‘7 .pH 5 C027 TAAEM 3 EAH R &R R R R HCO+™ |0.85 0.77 0.82 0.29 0.69 0.76 0.72 -0.4
NN _ H |0.79 0.31 0.85 0.31 0.64 0.83 0.92 081
¥k 0. 92, Uk HCO; L3X 5 €O~ A HCO; /K gl L i sl T bl i 06
. vz [23] AL [0.98 0.18 0.53 021 0.61 0.79 0.85 0.73 0.88 ’
WA P 2 K AETE R & TEAH R (P < 08
e 2 0‘2? 0.4{) D'E'f 0.29 U‘Jf 08'17 UR.E" OTE 0?{: 09“.3
0.05, FIA]), 5 HAME 7 (Bk Mg™ ) W2 RHIE -10

KR, H Cl R, KRB 0.98, H

U Na ™. a6, msE SR, Bl Ak 2 FH Na ™ (4
FEEA R ML, fa 2468 4 coy- | 1™ Al

Na * A B AE AL AEAR KRR BE 1 mT LA S ke + 38 pH | 4>
Eh AR B AR Ak
2.7 WFEEY RS ARERE O ZE A K
VAL 2 B 5%
VER 7= o SR A A 7= 7K Y B A

R T 360, 3R S ek 2Z [N R AR SOG4 | TE D B A RN
TR RN+ FR B (P <0.05),
o R B ER (P <0.01)

4 TEUFHERBEXE

Fig. 4 Correlation analysis of chemical properties in soils

MFE T F, 2019 A AL BRAYH TR B0ER ReS
MY B E ST CK, RN & &Y w5 AR ES
Wk T E RN R EEY A K. V2BC2 AU
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TR, P CK 35 1,90 £%. 2019 4E,
B A b H A B 2 (M X T CK) 248 it 1500
kg-hm 2 B FABEGE I HFE A9 o & 7E 2018 4F
Ay, B B HA A 2019 4R A A, VO Al
V2 b B 2 JE] A 22 5 BB T R A oK B,
V2BCl1 ~ V2BC4 1= &3 i % & T VOBC1 ~ VOBC4

®7T WEEVREABRERNMBEK FEMEFUENY

F1 V2BCO, 3R BIWF & A W i 5 AR I 22 T 1 e R 4K
DB G T 0 B —ADRE. SV W B AW
ERBER T 1 2 5 280 8 W i3 T AR
{HLA: Wy it o R 3 2% BsF A9 7 AN 28 BE A 4R
LR IR 3, U T e 7K 14 A A o it o i I

THRAEY RT3 45 .
AR

Table 7 Effects of Enteromorpha prolifera biochar combined with wood vinegar on growth, yield, and economic benefit of oil sunflower

fh S IREES B ESx PR = Aﬁ}\ jﬂ{ﬁ éif%&ﬁzﬁ
/% /% /cm /em /kgrhm ™2 /kgehm ™2 /JG-hm~2  /JG-hm~?  /JG-hm ™2

CK 66. 2¢ 57.3e 43.2d 8.3e 1221.4f 0 3950 7328. 4 3378. 4e
VOBCI 75.3d 74. 6d 82. 6¢ 13.6d 2947.6d  1726.2 3950 17 685.6 13 735. 6¢
VOBC2 84. 6b 78. 5¢ 84. 8¢ 15.2b 3158.9¢cd  1937.5 3950 18953. 4 15 003. 4b
VOBC4 81.7¢ 80. 2¢ 89.2b 14. 1c 3062.3d  1840.9 3950 18373.8 14 423. 8¢
V2BCO 77.6d 79.7¢ 93. 5ab 13.5d 2750.2¢  1528.8 4920 16 501.2 11581.2d
V2BCl 84.7h 86. 6b 98.2a 15.7h 3381.1c  2159.7 4920 20 286. 6 15 366. 6b
V2BC2 87.2a 87. 6b 96. 6a 16.9a 3546.7a  2325.3 4920 21280.2 16 360-2a
V2BC4 85. 1b 89. 4a 94. 2ab 15.8b 3475.8b  2254.4 4920 20 854. 8. =15 934 8b

1) ANE/ING FAEFRAS R AP 0] 7778 8 35 1 22 5% (P <. 05);

B HLUIE + TEHUIE) 1900 JG - hm =2, LA S 700 T - by~ > AU ARG 270 TC-hm 2 /kEE% 850 JG-hm -

TR 2019 4EHEA P IZEMAR % 6.0 TE- kg-' 4 -

2.8 ZERTEM ‘ .

AT W2 5 K R T EM&Eﬁi%ﬁ%-
fﬁ\EﬂﬂﬁFim@mﬁf%ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁ%
—ifaifmﬁxﬁﬁfamﬁ‘i@&fi ztiﬁﬁﬁt*ﬁl*%*ﬂﬂ%)%
F@ﬁ%ﬁi%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁ@%#gL‘
TR0 PP T Bk AL . B A 3
FE#sA#ﬁmiﬁ Sl 1 oy

A B R R ol B fp 2

= = Pea - CK =i AT, W)ﬂso;c hm =2 ﬁﬁ’ﬂsem hm -2 4k

 WEE ML T 2088 AN

' ; &
1 4
J‘

%rUﬂﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ&%%ﬁ%ﬁ4ﬂE
LRV E K ASYE 4T HERE. 45 S 3 8 T AN
ﬁﬂ?ﬁ&%ﬂﬁiMW3ﬁiEWaﬁ*
V2BC2 . sz‘c4 T VOBCA , Fo2 4 WE UV LA 5
0.94 . 0..85/F10. 62. A WL, Wr & A ¥y o 5 A
R, - TR AL 4
ZEMY PR

*8 REIBE/ITMY

Table 8  Subordinate function value analysis

b pH AL oy AW AL A E, P GAEENE HEF
VOBC1 0.29 0.26 0.38 0.38 0.74 0.45 0.26 0.43 0.37 6
VOBC2 0.27 0.24 0.21 0.83 0.83 0.79 0.41 0.77 0.48 5
VOBC4 0 0.58 0.49 0.87 0.79 0. 63 0.82 0. 54 0.62 3
V2BCO 0.49 0.44 0.44 0.59 0. 66 0.13 0.20 0.17 0.36 7
V2BCl1 0.56 0.59 0.55 0.49 0.73 0.54 0.56 0. 54 0.55 4
V2BC2 1 1 1 0.87 0. 89 0.81 1 1 0.94 1
V2BC4 0.71 0.72 0.79 1 1 1 0.87 0. 69 0.85 2
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