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Abstract

This study systematically investigated the effects of applying ternary compound fertilizer, ecological
revival water-soluble fertilizer, and liquid organic fertilizer on soil properties and microbial activity
in high-standard farmland soil through pot experiments. The results showed that while ternary com-
pound fertilizer efficiently supplied available phosphorus and potassium, it significantly reduced soil
pH. The ecological revival water-soluble fertilizer demonstrated the best performance in maintaining
soil acid-base balance, whereas liquid organic fertilizer markedly increased soil organic matter and
stimulated the nitrogen and phosphorus transformation functions of soil microorganisms. This study
reveals the unique mechanisms of different types of fertilizers in the soil-crop system, providing an
important theoretical basis and practical guidance for the scientific selection and combination of fer-
tilizers in agricultural production based on specific objectives.
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WREAE SR A AR 07 T A4 AR R, (BRI R Aok 1 — Ry, a5 S5
TIEARES L TRAL, BN SRR S M AN A DR T, BRAR IR AR 7 A0 [10-(3] IR AR TR it ok
I S S IR EA ST R AL ML, AHUIEAL e AN R F 97 7y, ERER s +
BEEMEIR, $G9R HIROROKORIERE S, (i3 s UEYI B, TS B AR IR L3[4
[5]. SE4b, AHUEHIN A B FAO R ST ISR, HEEhARO AR RGEH RIEGEIA 6] [7]. =R
NESE VLN AN S RN EAAAEREZER, RGUTRE & KN R RSN, XAMURER
B e AR R VR SRS TR R AL, SEREON I E R A AL YT 5 LA ALRHS FL 4R fi
REEPAR A, WHEZ AR IEE 2. SCHUR % & 5 ARSI 2 2 U R e B AN W] B AR SRR
FE-

2. ARAAE

NRGHTANUEMALAE I I LR ED I ome, BB RS, JT R IR L J5 0 -3 B AL
JoE R AR A Y A S IR R S R ST 7T o A ST K IR A S R A AL, . AL
B A RBERE R S B, DUROKIE N TR TR IR KR . SRR AL S AL,
SERHAAE, W ATERZ L], s KU HEXS 3 HLSUN L3 5

3. IREAHR

HAE PR = s B S8 ASEEFRKFIE. BEAHE, =xE&EH N>15%, P.Os
>15%, Ky0>15%. AHEERKBIE. WESHAVLHZEARIALIER L 1.
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Table 1. Basic physicochemical properties of fertilizers

1. BMEREUMER

E{=Lan LR EERKBIE WAGHIE
pH 9.06 8.36
HHLF (/L) 17.54 3.10
% (g/L) 30.47 0.66
S (g/L) 14.44 0.09
HAf(g/L) 63.21 10.40

BRFEIED NN A, REILRE 3 M, e = o2 A, AN E ISR KE R
LSS AV, W& 150ke/m, b 77 KO ARt it il -3k B g Em s
FEREEA, PrikthPUE R RS, TIRBON s . BN 3 IER, JLIRE 9 M. WETH
& T3 pH. 7. IR MIRRE .

(1) H3EFR

KA L FERR 25 R b B A DR B AR S %), AE B il XA B =, 23905 1 mmy 2 mm ¥ )
ERIEANUR . AR EHE A0 . 3 U I e K AR ER A ANk, AR E
RAYUIRE BUE € s LI AR e R By H0%: LA Sl e K iR A AR 1R - s e Pt
ey RHEEAI R QRREGR IR - KIE e,

(2) LI AEMRE

SRAEHPR L SRE W, DRI S P S e B AR A, IR AT R R A 38 R AR A . HLEL
ANFIAC R IR A . HES AR . 2R R RS AR, IR R 8E R o 3%
TAEYIREVE s AL, 487 7K R P T o B3R A v 1 BV TR s

4. SER IR
4.1. FERAARFARR*T 3 pH B9

TERF ARG P, RN A3 AR ZSRAERL, WF R T ALIE & A HUIERE A 5 3% pH {ERI5E
M, 2% 2 Nt A AER S 3% pH {E.

Table 2. Soil pH values after application of different fertilizers
% 2. M EAERE 1% pH &

Jite F T ) 2 7Y +-1% pH
FhHE AT CR it AE) 8.40
=uHEANE-1 7.80
—ILE A2 7.67
—ILEEME-3 7.69
BRI R KEIE-1 8.10
ESEERKEE-2 8.19
AR EIEFKEE-3 8.08
WA PLAC-1 8.14
WA HLIE-2 8.18
WA PLIE-3 8.18

LIS HAER Y], AR L H) 3% pH B0y 8.4, RHIWIMG IR EmVE. WH = cE GG, Hi%
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pH 53 TR, =ANELAM pH 2508 7.8. 7.67 f1 7.69, P20 7.72, BoxHESRABRLIER, X
Al e 5 5 A N0 b BB b 22 o IR O, IR B o FE o) il it R P S B T, T AR 33 el 1k
A2, AR IE R K AR I pH fE 2 508 8.1, 8.19 1 8.08, ~FIZIk 8.12, TilMAAHLAE
[ pH {E 50514 8.14. 8.18 1 8.18, “FIZ)00 8.17, XA ALRL XS 145 pH MRZMa4L /N, A pH (H 52l
B, R R, ARSI E A AR B R A O%, IX SR BRI R R AR AL,
YERE I AR E -
4.2. HEF A [EI AR % 1855 5 B S 0

3 ONMAAFERLEE LR S B A, MWEEERE, AFRER LR & S5 A e B B 2
T, B IR R AR A E LS AN R

Table 3. Soil nutrient content values after application of different fertilizers

3. AT ERMELRFSSEE

Bab Supygal THANL e A R £

ifi ol 2K Ty

PR (mg/kg) Reke)  (mgke) (mehe)  H(gke)
FHE AT CRIAE) 208 16.70 11.0 40.62 1.26
—LEAE-1 329 18.10 68.9 37.15 1.08
—LEAEE-2 313 22.60 82.4 39.36 1.17
—“JLEEE-3 343 18.10 52.6 38.66 1.11
BB EFRKEIE-1 345 19.20 36.1 41.71 1.18
AR FEKEIE-2 139 19.00 21.2 40.25 1.00
AR R KEIE-3 139 17.90 21.7 46.80 1.08
WA HLIE-1 301 24.20 17.9 47.80 1.13
WA HLE-2 266 19.90 10.4 35.37 1.12
WA HLAE-3 138 19.70 8.2 38.67 0.98

BAG, - SOE A T, R AT O FEREE Y 208 me/kg. M =0 E SRR, = AN EH 2 4L A
EEHIRTEE 329, 313 fil 343 mg/kg, “FIIZN 328 mg/kg, FHLH &3 AR .. SN RKE
JEALF G, BPE EACRAR R, 43BN 345, 139 Al 139 mg/kg, “FHI%1°N 208 mg/kg, SIERMERT, i
WA R AN AR E o IR HLIE AL FE, =ANE 5050 301, 266 Al 138 mg/kg, V320N 235 mg/kg,
BA— RS, HEBRAN=T0E G IR HAREREAR (8] 22 5 K i)

FEEIEANLT T 1H, ZERE Y 16.7 g/kg. = e E S LA AP & & 70008 18.1.22.6 A1 18.1 g/kg,
SEZIN 19.6 ghkg, ol —ERT. AERIEEAKBICAE 58 19.2. 19.0 F1 17.9 gikg, “FHZH
18.7 g/kg, W& . WAKAHUIEALIE S5 242, 19.9 71 19.7 g/kg, “FI%10921.3 g/kg, T M
S, U IIRAA HUIELE RN 78 AN AERE 33 A LT 7 TH R A BT RUR

T A I IERIECA 11.01 mg/kg. = IJCE AR, X055 & 50 A6 % 68.94. 82.39 1 52.60
mg/kg, “FEILN 64.64 mg/kg, HIEHINEZE, UHIHBERBNAE ) 0R. ABEIERAKEICLIL 5N
36.12. 21.16 £121.68 mg/kg, “FHIZ1H 26.32 mg/kg, B TRAME, HEX{ET=7TcE &M BIEEGHLIE
AEFRA AR 17864 10.41 A1 8.24 mg/kg, “THIZI4 12.17 mg/kg, SIERMEARNT, 1B H N 3584 2k )
FTHERAR .

TERFE T, LIRmAMESEAME N 40.62 mgkg. = ui & JEALEE 574 37.15. 39.36 F 38.66 mg/kg,
P21 38.39 mg/kg, BEAR T IERIME . A EIERKIEALAREE S 08 41,71, 40.25 F1 46.80 mg/kg, 135
2149 42.92 mg/kg, RILH — @B EESE . BWARE YL 7354 47.80. 35.37 Fi1 38.67 mg/kg, P14

DOI: 10.12677/ije.2025.144039 338 A A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ije.2025.144039

o %

N 40.61 mg/kg, SEERMEFREAREE, (HFEAREARRE KR, THRAEIIEMEN 1.26 gk, AT LR
JE ARG EYRT EAME, K = E G200 1.12 gk, EBEIGEZKERTHZ5 1.09 g/kg,
AR HUE32074 1.08 g/kg, 1 B ZEIRES 8] W] BEAEAEVERIE R Rk, SRR A S &8 TR,
4.3. HEFAERER X LI MR R

% 4 WA FIEEHE SRMEYRTAME, WIRER IR, AR IR SR E MRS ThRE RS2
FAERE TR, W 7 AR LA £ 34 (e R AR 2

Table 4. Soil microbial indicator values after application of different fertilizers

3 4. MATERAHE IR E YRR E

Bl 34 S 1 T R T AR S o

Jite A R} 245 70 S A*é?f‘(il m%{%f) . CiT i‘rflol/“d%) HIEMIEE AU HIEREREU)
FIRE AT (R AE) 11.35 27.99 4.40 17.32
—mEEE-1 11.48 35.92 2.42 21.85
=ILE A2 11.69 45.34 2.70 20.51
=ILEEE-3 11.66 38.92 3.11 21.06
ERETERKIEIE-1 12.58 26.51 231 21.79
R R IEF K R-2 11.24 22.86 2.40 22.13
R R IERKEIE-3 11.22 21.71 2.81 20.45
WA HLAE-1 16.39 37.56 8.08 15.36
WA HLAE-2 17.41 32.88 8.53 18.23
WA PLAE-3 17.51 33.68 7.10 15.52

M A SRR YE IR NS PR, S TR R A VIR G . FIE AT ZERE Y 11.35 pmol/d/g. it

HA=nE &G, = EEHAMEEES SN 11.48, 11.69 fl 11.66 umol/d/g, V¥4 11.61 umol/d/g,
ERAMEAN LA A B AR T, BB E I ZKEIEAE 58 12,58, 11.24 A1 11.22 umol/d/g, “FIZIk
11.68 umol/d/g, FIFFARLA K. TR HUILALEE U R0 B 5R0R, = ANER S HEE] 1639,
17.41 #117.51 pmol/d/g, ~FI41%179 17.11 pmol/d/g, W1 T~ HAt AL, WA HUILREA ROR 1 1%
5 BRI A AE DG AR a1, AR A MUBE I A

7E 8t S A A B S T T T, FERIE A 27.99 umol/d/g. = e E A IEALEE S H N 35.92. 45.34 i1 38.92
umol/d/g, “F¥I%17 40.06 pmol/d/g, im i B MEFER, RUNZALRL AT At et 3% S A PR BT Bl
PEAL T 2 TG R T AR R R . AR RIS KA IR ER N 4y BA 26.51. 22.86 Al 21.71
umol/d/g, “F¥JZIN 23.69 umol/d/g, RIMKTHAME, BERZALE AT REX S 51 S A S 0 fR I Y i
VAT RN o AR LB AL FE 3 5 37.56. 32.88 il 33.68 umol/d/g, “FH%1°K 34.71 umol/d/g,
T HEAE A K = E AR, YRGS A T SRR g A .

IR VRS OB TTH, JERKECN 4.40 Ulg. = JCE & IEAEE S50 2.42. 2.70 A1 3.11 U/g, “F3
218 2.74 Ulg, WIRACTEERIK . AREEZKEIELIE 708 231, 2.40 F12.81 Ulg, P44 2.51
Ulg, [FIFEZBENGEGES . M2, WARAVUIEA N B 52T T ZME M, = ANEE ik E) 8.08.
8.53 F1 7.10 U/g, “F¥ZIN 7.90 Ulg, i THAMALEE, FREBUIAAHLALRER Rk L1 h 5 R R A
KA ThRe, (R E A RAIA R 3 .

KT g A BaE I, 1% R RAE LA e R ARSI B e . BEAIMEA 17.32U/g. =Tt
HANEAEE 7358 21.85. 20.51 F121.06 Ulg, P28 21.14 Ulg, RIVHEHEME . EEHEEER
AKIEHRARER 73730 21,79+ 22.13 1 20.45 U/g, “F¥IZ0N 21.46 Ulg, 5 =0 A RS Y. TRAAEHL
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REALER I 43550 15.36+ 18.23 A1 15.52 Ulg, “F¥JZ1N 1637 Ulg, BEAKTIERIE, FUZACRINT 350
VIR ARAR TGP T RE P2 A 7 B, S At BRI AR B, LSRR A P R 68 4 1) AN (R Th 6 T 95
.
5. g

RASKE, =05 A IOAERH N AT FA% 1358 pH AR 3, 1 AR A8 500 2 /K VA IR A4 MLAE X - 43
TR R SRR AT, IR R TESERR A AR =, 5 i 3%, = c B SRR AR, (A
AR IR E YRR, WA HIZRAER BONIE E . =708 A REAE BT S b B0 A AT 0 T R N
R, HAEHURA R R MIRTHERGIR; SRS RKEILES A P R BB A . R AN A
71, ABRGEVEAR R WARA VBT T LA R 75 T RO e, AR OB R4 0 (LR B8 e85 . X
S gt B[R AR E FR 2 HE . &AM, SERR R A RARYE - 3875 1 IR R E A 75 SR AT & B 4%
FECHE, DASEIFR Sy FIS T A N 5 3R B AT RESRER T o AN [ BEUR)Xof - S90S e 2 B
RHIThReRe . o B SRR T i A SN AN B SR, SR O IR AR ) A AR A
SARARNEVE R s AR EIE FOKIERE XS 2 0l 5 M s i BN B 2 4SS, e A RS 1
BIHETEs A PUIR IR 48 5 7 BRI MR A AR 1 2 (A BRGNS AR e . EEIE
FEOR AT R 7 T IR 3 o X2 SR, IERL R B A S 438 35 0 Rk, s sdd IR i Ak
VIR TR DhRETIIR 252 I A A #, 78 S b S A AR B 3B A= M Dh e 75 SRAEW AR K H bR, 4%
EUI AR B B AT S B,  DAGERE IR AR S R GRS ThRE T4
6. B4

A FRGR T = e R AN ESEIER KB AR AA P SRR, BHRkm, —rx8
HNERE R PRI 3% pH A, JFRIRSETHE R R & &, EX HA PR 2 R R THE IR . £
RiE FOKIENEAE YR T IRIR AR € U7 TR Il o A HUIEESETT LI HUBR T T BRI R, I e
BERIRG R BHEARSCH LIRS SaTE, SRS A E, ESER R bR ARYE
FIERAFANAE S HARBEAT BRI £ SO

E&UH
Bl 7 4 Rk P Al B e TR A A FERS I R 40 52 20230612).
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