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Study on Surface Water-Salt Relationship of Loam with
Different Salinities in Yellow River Delta

ZHANG Shu-wei,CHANG Chun-yan, WANG Zhuo-ran, GAO Peng ,ZHAO Geng-xing
(College of Resources and Environment, Shandong Agricultural University/National Engineering Laboratory
for Efficient of Soil and Fertilizer Resources, Tai'an 271018, China)

Abstract: In order to prevent soil secondary salinization,in the Yellow River Delta, this paper prepared loam soil
with mild, moderate and severe salinization, and carried out the experiment of soil water-salt relationship, the
relationship between soil water and salt in the process of adding water to raise salt, pouring water to lower salt
and evaporating back salt was discussed by using the methods of classical statistical analysis, regression
analysis analysis and Origin chart analysis, the field water holding capacity of soil was calculated and converted
into field water holding capacity, and the parameters of salt-reducing irrigation were estimated. The results
showed that: (1) In the process of salt rising,there was a positive linear relationship between water and salt in
the surface layer of soil,and the increase of water content had a significant effect on the soil with higher salt
content, the water-salt correlation in the high water and high salt environment was higher than that in the low
water and low salt environment; (2) The water-salt correlation in the soil surface showed a negative linear
relationship in the process of salt reduction; (3) When the volume water content reached 20 % , the soil reached
the field water holding capacity, which was converted to about 6. 6 m’ water per 667 m* farmland, the moderately
salinized soil becomed slightly salinized; when about 7. 8 m® of water was injected, the severely salinized soil
was reduced to slightly salinized soil; (4) Under the condition of natural evaporation, the rate of return
salinization of heavy salinized soil was obviously faster than that of moderate salinized soil.

Keywords: soil salinization; electrical conductivity; soil moisture; soil salinity; linear relationship
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Effects of Soil Treatment with Amicarbazone on Weeds
Control in Spring Maize Field

ZHAO Xiu-mei,ZHENG Xu, WANG Li-da,LIU Yang, LI Qing-chao, WANG Lian-xia, LIU Yue,
LAN Ying
(Qiqgihar Branch, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Qiqihar 161006 ,China)

Abstract: In order to confirm the safety of amicarbazone to spring maize and control effect to annual grass and
broadleaf weeds by soil treatment,field efficacy exploratory test of amicarbazone to weeds in spring maize field
by soil treatment was done in 2020. The results showed that the security of spring maize soil treatment after
sowing and before seedlings was very good in the dose range of test(active ingredients dosage 250-750 g=ha).
The control effect of amicarbazone on annual grass weeds was low, good control effect on annual broad-leaved
weeds, the control effect on annual grasses and broadleaf weeds was better by mixed application of amicarbazone-
S-metolachlor,30 and 45 d after spraying, the total plants efficiency and total fresh weight efficiency were
96.5%-98. 9%, and the validity period can reach more than 45 d. The recommended dosage (active ingredients
of 70% amicarbazone WG+ 1 000 g+ha' of 960 g+L.! S-metolachlor EC.

Keywords: amicarbazone; soil treatment; spring maize; safety; control effect

dosage) was 500 geha'



