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Abstract

During the cultivation process of A. rubrum, the chemical properties of each substrate underwent
complex changes. Among them, the indicators with significant changes are salt content, total ni-
trogen content, and total phosphorus content, while the changes in organic matter content, total
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potassium content, and pH value are relatively small. The first three indicators should be the main
one, supplemented by the last three indicators, and the matrix formula should be comprehensive-
ly selected based on the growth characteristics of cultivated plants.
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1. 518

JEE 2048 (A. rubrum L) 7E 7R} (Sapindaceae) i & (Acer L) () B B AEY), ILeEk, FoE ik
177 ZF0IE 22 SRR S Rl & I 7E R A, ALSEALTEMIE T 2 85k 85 [1], (HHAE K A2 2L s [ 2]
FHORKE AR SS 2 W T B/ STk, FEImk i T Al i, AR Rl Sl . R4 4 IR FREL 4:1 R
GREPUN[2]. I HIATEAKYE . B S B S SC R F 40 ] DL R A AL S8 0 AR B35 2 T 3] 17T HL
HASRTRBCHE PR A IR ROR [4]. B YR ARG TR ARG

BRBEANE B W AR RAK, TIZREIE AR E , BRI REC S T e R i FE ik
PR, GRIGE H R IC Ty, R SCHERUREAL = T T R AL S LU AR AR 25 3 F (1 B BT 42 (5] [6]. ASSCLA
ANFEFREFE L R B L A S5 I N AR S A B i S G U7 EAT AG S L ARG AT AR R
Xof At S LLARARARES IR T B B A B AR bR AR A AT 20, DA AL SR L AR A 2R s s o g 4
BESCHE . R R S e 25OR P S Al 1 B T )

2. M55
2.1, M

R0 5 B 1) AR 4 PR SR Y U A R B, RS 2 WA 6 SCHIR[7]
2.2. M8

JEELOAEMTCNE R R N AEZ) 2 cm~2.5 cm, THEHEhZ B RSN 25 IMCHIN .
AP A FIBEARAS ,  FEHARY Ty Cu(OH),.

XFHE AN 50 cm x 40 cm L Yifids .

FETEEFE: PL (W2 100 HIF). P2 (W Bzt 100 H . #4 52id 50 B 1:1 RE). P3 (b it
50 H i %5 3:1VRA). MO (ZEMAF). MML (FAF. % 11 7R E), MS (B, MY (FfFF. £k
s LLIRA), MX(FFF. NERE LIRS, CM (ZiARE)R MM2 (K&, H#E 11 RE).

23. B

ZWOCHR[B], BEATALSCZLAEMU XA et . Jorr, Se FIMLARAE i A% IR AT EE 1.3 m x 1.3 m i
ITATHL, TRESN A AR, B L PARAT; IR R ECAT IR PR T A N R AS, IR AR 2, R TR
JERWARMRELL, BRIGHBRAHARMNERBAISNES T BRI — MO, 56 3% 1
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Table 1. Field experiment design of pot-in-pot
< 1. WAF[NEHENE T

R4
ck  CK, AL MY 5 #k P35k P15 ¥k MML1 5 #k MX 5 #k
R gy STRCEYIMIE)  (@25Me) (25 ) (25 ) (25 ) (5me) IR
i i
T ﬁﬁ CK, MM1, P2 5 kk MO 5 #k MM?2 5 k CM 5 ¥k MS 5 #k iT

5 ¥R(CLYiAiLS) (25 ) (25 ) (25 ) 25 ) (25 )

RIAT

23 HESCHR[QAH S 5E 7 VAT 3L R AL F R bR sE « b, SRATEAIEENE pH {H, B 59EE 4
R, BB A EIRENEANRSE, K HS04-H,0, & . 28 mEE 2% & &, X H H,S04-H,0,
WA A L R E AR o, SRR HySO4-H,0, WA KIAIEEE VI A5 4 . AR IR
ULSCHR[9]

HdEEiT Excel 5 SPSS B AF 4T .

3. BRI
3.1 BIESREPERAIRSETH T

RIS R AN & 5 L R SR 8 3R BT RE oy EEE10]. BRI 1 A, R
MM2 A HLR & EREE/N, 45 PL AL F MML B HLUR & &5t KE N, R mAaNHR &L
Jelk /NI K. BRFER PL. P3. MX. CM WA MR & & K AN JE SR A HUR S &4, HAKEFA N

B ESARTHENEREFEIRSE. EhER P2 AENRSETERZ, N 19.86%. ZILiEEH
KHFENFFEHN: P2 >MO >MM2 >CM > MM1 > MS > P3 > MX > MY > P1.

BHUR 75-
FEY% 70 —e—P1
—a— P2
65 -
——P3
60 - MO
55 —%— MMI
50 —e— MS
—+— MY
45 X
40 —CM
35 —— MM2
30 : o o CRPERE]
D R R B — UKOHEIE L i 35 5 2 — v it e T T R

Figure 1. Variance of content of orange matter of ten substrates during planting

Bl 1 BEEREFARERMEBINRSEL L

TrESHRR, R T, =K AT HLS S B2 5 ARA B R 2K, SRR AR
AT BT S B AU RE RN o TR SR TR AT LR 5 B 22 3t R B 2 AT, DR+ Fh o 18] 47
HUTLS AR A —H

32. BIEHEPEREASETUIWH
HE 2 sedr e, 26 PL. P3. MM &R & &R N KGN ZE5 P2, MS. MY 1)

DOI: 10.12677/br.2023.125039 302 JERZIEERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2023.125039

e 2%

ERGEBNEE NN, HRERAER S BB NN EE R, BRI PL. P3. MX.
CM. MM2 4, HAeFRRERSEH/NTFHNERRSRSE, HPEf cM mes S e L Ask, A
1.55%., AFAKIEE MK EN/MFFEN: CM > MY > MO >MS > P3 > P2 > MM1 > P1 > MX > MM2.

AR 3.1
EE% —o—P1
26 —a—P2
——P3
21 —><— MO
—x— MM1
—e— MS
1.6 —— MY
—— MX
1.1 —CM
o + —o— MM2
e———— . s
06 JEH: R SE— MBI AR ATHE R 55— MBI B AT 3 AFERT T

Figure 2. Variance of content of total nitrogen of ten substrates during planting

E 2 SRt A RERMAS A BTN

TSN IR, BT, =R R e R S R ERARB R EE AT, GV R
JRARE BN RN TR b 6] 2 R S B 2R R R KOr, U R A e RS R AR
WAL S, HRIEBINE Z KT,

33 BIBEREFEREHSEZNSH

B 3 M el &0, BEJ5 PL. MO MY B4R & BRI FH RSN, B0 P3. MM 14 &
AT NS IG RGN, R E R A o R A N RN G R, BREE P3. MM1. MX. CM
() ATl B v T A L S o A W 2 A, LR BRI Al B 38/ T AR B o A i . AR FE A
KENNFFEH: MY >MX>MO >MM1L>CM > P1>MS > P3>P2>MM2.

B 094
E% —— Pl
0.84 .
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Figure 3. Variance of content of total phosphorus of ten substrates during planting
3. HIBIFEPAEERMAEHMIETH

TR, AR RET, = UCDURE () 2 2 35 22 R IA BB KT, U R R
B A S AR AR RN . T A A A B 2 R A B KT, UM R A i AR
HAAEZE SR, EARERIEZ KT
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34. BHIBUBEPEREHIETHSN

B 4 o8 e, B P2 AR A EAR ORI R, ARERRE; HEE PL. MML A8 & &84
BRI N EIER, B MX IS BREA R EIE M, B MM2 488 BB Rt
Bhn, HARER P3. MO. MS. MY. CM & & B NS Nl KER/DN, 5 P3. CM 144
TRART, B MML, MY 1SR THREERAS SR, HRE AR 85 TR
LA R, AIEE MW KBNEFE S : MY > P2 >MS > MO > MX >MM2 >P1>M1>CM = P3,

s 0.7

E8E% 0.65 —— PI1
06 —=— P2
055 - P3

—— MO

05 —— MMI
0.45 e MS
0.4 —— MY
0.35 — MX
03 — CM
0.25 —o— MM2
0.2 SRFERS 8]

JREE S - UCHEB AL AT 55 UCHEIE AL AT 4
Table 4. Variance of content of total kalium of ten substrates during planting

E 4 BIEBEGEFIRERMELMIETNH

TSR, BEERET, = RIRE AL e B E R AR RR AT, SRR A 2
RS AR LB o T3 5T 18] A0 5 R 22 R A B R E KT, WA o (A 4 S R AR
BIEZER, (HAREBIREZ KT

35, HIETEPERIR DT ETUSN

MR S R 22 o o (R VR P ke 1 HL IR BN T AERE 7T, JF B SR RFR . BB T R K AR
RARE 1SR R A K IS BT el s, BT PL ER 7 S BB N RE AR RIS R I R P3.
MM1. MS [f#h7& BN EE NI RN, HoREE L & BB EhE/, B &
BRI THNFI S5, PR MY FEh0 S E TR, O 4.75%. 4GRS KRNI
FN: P3>MO >MML1 > MY >MM2 >CM > MX > MS > P1> P2,

4y
@%% ——P1
—=—P2
——P3
—<—MO
—*—MMI1
——MS
—— MY
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—CM
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- RBE (]

JEIE R S UCHOBARATIE R 3% = UCHe A BT 22 T

Figure 5. Variance of content of salinity of ten substrates during planting
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TIZENT R, RIS RET, = UCHURE ()2 5 #h 0 B2 A B R KT, U R I R
H R ER IS B B AR O TR o A 285 B R AR B R E KT, B Rh Ik o R 2 B
AR — .

3.6. BIFFIEFER pH EELS

WIEHEAK RS, B 6 &, FE PL. P3. MO. MY. CM [f] pH B2 1k &35 A5 16 K 5 Uik
/Ny FE MML 1) pH BRGSO Stk N E 3K, FER IR 1) pH EAR A AR SRR, HE T 1 pH
E M T AR BT 0 pH A, JLrh L P3 1 pH B FFERR, 9 1.02. A4 IE FE K EIN T . P2 >
MM2 > MX > CM > P1 > MY > MS > P3 > MO > MM1.

PH{H 6.8
—o—P1
6.3 —=—P2
—— P3
58 - MO
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Figure 6. Variance of quantity of pH of ten substrates during planting

6. 10 MEREKIZTIZFH pH BT

T ZEN N R, RS, ZRIREREE BT pH (E22 R RSB B KCF, e A
BEJ5 pH EAR A RE EEARD — 2. WA IR pH B2 ik B8 KCF, SRRk 5] pH (AL 3
FEZES, ERIEFINREZ KT

4, gEip

1) JbSELLAEMANES 28 H G T 3 AL a AR AR AL U 0 B pi s RGBS AR, R LA
PRI R TN R 24035k . #BERE R, 5 6 Mabr B LiE R K far LB Hoda.
ERGEMEHSE 3 M, MAENRSTE. SWEEM pH E 3 MR BILIE A BN fEIb3E
LIS BB FE A, SRR NTT B P8 i M B A BT 7, S BART 3 NMeda T, J& 3 MER
VoL R

2) JbIE LA ZR AR P J2E 0T A 2 P T 455 A e M DR 2R TR O e ) R B 52 . R DU (9 o 5 i
FHERLRAR IR, AR = i R B AE B AR PR AR R 22 57, ik B R /K, TERRBE L AR h
BRIV AR T BN A7 . TR T Ak 25 P RS AR RS T . P1 > MS > P3 >
MM2 > MM1 > MX > P2 > MO >CM > MY, L P1 (L a ke e M fedir, LR MS k2, i MM2
K HFMY R bEiiE. PL (W 100 HIF). MS (INFRARFT) MM2 (OKJE . T 1:1 1R &) 2k
CLACRR R 2R AR I R IR I, Ll — 2D 255 B I B AL HE b SRS R AR K MR AT 25 65 0 4B 22 ol
Bi 7
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