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Table 1

medicine residue and chicken manure

The ratio ofturf.traditional chinese

ik x93/ %

Traditional chinese medicine residue

dib B/

Treatments  Turf
and chicken manure
T1 35 65
T2 30 70
T3 25 75
T4 20 80
TS 15 85
T6 10 90
T7 5 95
T8 0 100
CK AT i S A 0
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Table 2 The physicochemical property of different treatments

4k 7 AHE/(geem™®) BALBREE/ % LB/ % FARALBR /6 - EC fi
Treatments Volume-weight Total porosity Aeration porosity Water-holding porosity EC value
T1 0. 387 56. 2 40.1 16.1 6.93 2.71
T2 0.371 53.1 29.8 23.3 6. 84 2.90
T3 0.367 58.1 33.0 25.0 6.78 2.93
T4 0.373 56.5 27.4 29.1 6.75 3.10
TS5 0.384 57.3 33.1 24.2 6.77 3.07
T6 0.413 56. 2 29.7 26.5 6.71 3.14
T7 0.407 56.1 28.2 27.9 6.68 3.16
T8 0.441 55.1 30.1 25.0 6.73 3.46
CK 0. 288 66. 6 24. 8 41.8 4.13 2.78
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Table 3 The main nutritional components of different treatments

TR A/ AWt/ M E R/ LW a/ SRR KEMR SR/ AR SR/
e (mgekg!) (mg-kg!) (gekgh) (gekg") (gekg!) (mgekg!) (gekg™)
’ Soil available Soil available Total Total Total Hydrolyzable Organic

Treatments . . . .

potassium phosphorus potassium phosphorus nitrogen nitrogen matter
content content content content content content content
T1 882. 289 10. 555 1.499 0.017 0.027 258. 366 86.919
T2 948. 989 10. 963 1.563 0.019 0.028 267.523 88.189
T3 1015. 689 11.372 1.627 0.020 0.029 276.679 89. 460
T4 1082. 389 11.781 1.691 0.021 0. 030 285. 835 90. 731
T5 1149. 088 12,453 1.755 0.022 0.031 294.991 92.002
T6 1215. 788 12.598 1. 819 0.023 0.031 304. 148 93.272
T7 1282. 488 13. 007 1. 883 0.024 0.032 313.304 94. 543
T8 1349. 188 13. 415 1.947 0.025 0.033 322. 460 95. 814
CK 360. 288 5.110 0. 807 0.056 0.019 182. 152 82.559

® 4 AR T E BT E N H A 20 E R 00

Table 4 The emergence rate and sprouting

percentage of different treatments

gL HHR/ % R/ %
Treatments Emergence rate Seedlingrate
T1 98. 8 aA 100. 0 aA
T2 100. 0 aA 100.0 aA
T3 100.0 aA 100.0 aA
T4 99.2 aA 100. 0 aA
T5 99. 2 aA 95.2 bB
T6 84.0 bB 100. 0 aA
T7 83.6 bB 100. 0 aA
T8 30.8 cC 100. 0 aA
CK 99. 6 aA 100. 0 aA

[FI 5B Ja AR TR R /NG B4 Gl 378 0. 01 il 0. 05 12 K
¥ R

Different capital and lowercase letters in the same column
mean significant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level.respective-

ly. The same below.
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Table 5 Theseedling healthy index of different treatments

A 5 #
Seedling healthy index

R e (T3

Root shoot ratio(dry height)

30 1M W T

Treatments Dry weight of shoot Dry weight of root
T1 0.096 dC 0.014 bB
T2 0.116 abAB 0.016 bAB
T3 0.110 beABC 0.013 bB
T4 0.101 ¢dBC 0.013 bB
T5 0.100 ¢dBC 0.011 bB
Té6 0.064 eDE 0.011 bB
T7 0.071 eD 0.011 bB
T8 0. 050 fE 0.010 bB
CK 0.124 aA 0.023 aA

0. 0048 {F 0. 143 beBC

0.0036 gF 0. 136 beBC

0.0067 deDE 0.118 cBC
0.0075 dD 0.127 ¢BC
0.0107 bBC 0.112 cC
0.0113 bB 0. 181 abABC
0.0098 cC 0. 154 bcABC
0.0141 aA 0.217 aA
0.0061 eE 0.184 abAB
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Table 6 The seedling morphological indexes of different treatments

e FitK/em  FH T/ cm —_— A /em IR%HRL/ cm R EK/em — B E A em?

Treatments Cotyledon Cotyledon Plant height Hypocotyl Hypocotyl Maximum Leaf area of the
length width length thickness root length first true leaf

T1 3.29 ¢BC 2.15 beB 11.71 ¢B 9.69 cB 0.302 cB 10. 12 bcABC 12. 80 dC

T2 3.53 bB 2.23 bB 14. 89 aA 12.15 aA 0.322 bAB 10. 78 abAB 15.78 bB

T3 3.43 beB 2.18 beB 13.51 bA 11. 24 abA 0. 317 bcAB 10. 75 abAB 15.17 beBC

T4 3.43 beB 2.11 ¢BC 11.88 ¢B 9.59 cB 0. 308 beB 10. 87 abAB 13. 60 ¢dBC

T5 3.40 beB 2. 11 beBC 11.56 ¢B 9.60 cB 0. 310 beB 9.19 ¢dBC 13. 77 bedBC

T6 2.80 eE 1.77 eE 7.52 dCD 6.09 dC 0.253 deC 9. 64 bedBC 6.72 efDE

T7 3.07 dCD 1.96 dCD 7.91 dC 6.26 dC 259 dC 9. 67 bedBC 8.37 eD

T8 2. 88 eDE 1. 88 deDE 6.40 eD 5.15 eC 0.239 eC 8.42 dC 5.27 {E

CK 4.12 aA 2.64 aA 14. 47 abA 12.13 aA 0. 340 aA 11. 98 aA 21.11 aA
®7 AARGERMENYEEEBEROPME 3 5

Table 7 The seedling physiological index L R T ALV R S T % B R 5 AL

of different treatments

. 4R R A i/
WL HBEET /g M T RGET g ’
Ab B ] ] (mgegh)
Fresh weight  Fresh weight

Treatments of shoot of root Chlorophyll
content

T1 1.110 dD 0.319 abAB 1. 857 efDE
T2 1.522 bB 0.343 aA 2.176 abAB
T3 1. 371 beBC 0. 306 abcAB 2.133 bcABC
T4 1. 234 ¢dCD 0. 285 bcABC 2.341 aA
TS 1. 182 dCD 0.269 cBC 2.062 bedBCD
T6 0.599 eE 0. 263 cdBC 1. 964 cdeBCDE
T7 0.691 eE 0.272 beBC 1. 882 defCDE
T8 0.534 eE 0.222 dC 1.743 {E
CK 1.799 aA 0. 285 beABC 2.131 bcABC
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