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Abstract

Through field experiments, the combined fertilization method of “organic fertilizer + microbial
agent + formula fertilizer” suitable for the application of strong microbial agent + humic acid
compound fertilizer was verified to have a reducing and increasing effect, as well as an increasing
yield and income effect on lily cultivation. The demonstration results show that the appropriate
application of microbial agents and humic acid compound fertilizer promotes the increase in
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height and diameter of lily bulb bulbs, as well as the increase in single bulb weight. In the case of a
20% reduction in pure nutrients from chemical fertilizer, the yield is increased by nearly 18%
compared to the single application of proportional compound fertilizer, with a net increase of over
4000 yuan. The fertilizer productivity is increased by more than 10%, and this fertilization model
can be fully promoted in lily cultivation.
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1. 518

BERAGHESEEY, FESZEMVEe AR RN, IREE, I “ HETE”
ZRmA. BAFM, AER AL WESEMER]. HaaR, wEHH, S5&Eak. K.
WP RAS . B Bk, 4EAER B 4EAER CAEESR, R MATTRM, EEA EARIE SRS, W
RS 22 Fh A= 3] o X AR B RAF I E FRBEANDIRL[2] [4], 0 H A Ja R 5518 5 /B KA 1 23 [5]
[6], =2t EEgH R [2] [4]. NZiRIFREIEM. &0, ERRAm, KIRZE. K],
HAABZAR . . s AyuEERs].

AR, BEEAEFEACEARSET, AT R & R R H o0, B E S Rsokobi sz 21 K0
WHEIE, Hik, SHE SR mBBERLN, KRR, T, ARG o] 2R A
PR, RN RIEES T, IEFERECAE 1.5 JTwAh, BN 2 AR P — A H ™
Ao AINEFIZF L RS E AR B AR, AT R AESS 5wl Ab B AL B A IR AR &1, BT EEH
FHAALET T, #E 7 RAEMREIL + BERESIEENL. L. B =4 6) LT %, /58 &M E
PP HIA T FEHORTIAURTE, BORRH, SRR T H SR AL R .

2. M5 5%
2.1, RIBAFE Rt

2022 47 9 HHEF, & 2023 47 9 AU MO BB /KR, AR 7R 4% 109.05684°, Jk4i 30.33868°
HEIK 1134 my RIBONBRIR Shon K E IR SZ AU ER R, R AT R A i R, AU, R
ZOE A IR L B NHE E GAME 10 E L BRI NS, EIZA IR T RIE 5 & 120 AR

2.2. RN EAE

AERL: REABAEMEFIER), AR 50%, &35 5%, H208E 2.0 14y, fRIFEH 24 A~H, 40 kgl
8%, PUTIRHE GB20287-2006; ‘&2 HARTMAEYI( M) G v Ak Az 7= 4 % e in L il B PR T AR . L
AHEBRAES R, R, R X RV, BRE S, A EVRSER: BT
A=, JEE T A A TS S, AR TR B R R R AR BGEAR  R R
RN AL, HBEAHIE, AHUT 30%, L7775 4%, 40 kg/4, HUATHRME NY/T525-2021; BB
RES R, HI545) 43% (25-8-10), HJEER 1%, 50 ka/48. L =Fh ekl vl b B i 4 b B A B 2
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AR, WS AR, M4 45% (15-15-15), 50 kg/4¥: JRE, S 46%, 40 kg/4¥: MR
R AT,

Y. EE, WOV RIEFTE S, BARYER i o SER, RS E.
PREWE . BRI . E IR E R 428 IR [10]. BE. BB, BiR, AWER. RS, die el
51 HE R PN T AR5 SRl

2.3. R E5EE

B UG IE (R AL AE) . H AL + AHUECENLENNS &) WIE + FERE S IECENLENLE
FI=454) 3 ML EE, BENLHES, 167 &R X Ak = H07 IERR 00 E AR R =25 R B EE,
RN 45 . 3 21 /. EARKINE 1.

Table 1. Demonstration of fertilizer dosage and nutrient conversion for each treatment (kg/mu)
= 1 e IRAER A 8 RALBE TR 2 disk (ko/E)

%' HbFR P 2 HHULEERE  EEE RE BFES N P,0s K,0
1 R 0 50 10 27.1 12.1 7.5 75
2 AN + FHH 100 50 10 27.1 12.1 7.5 75
3 WAL + SWERE S 100 50 0 215 12.5 4 5

T AHUIE AL BB B IR S AR TE AMBIE S TR

BHAERAKT AT 0 AR A B K. BRI, SR K. s LA 1], 9
AP TNRRKE 3 H ERAREMEAN], AR AR KBRS, 2FECEN A KA, (i
ZERZERW LI B, HRFSERBIHER . 3 AP FHE 5 A EaaERAKY, Bk
ARKRE MR, ESERNTHE, A ERZEIERE, AR e Eat. 5 AR THE 6 H
R RN E AR FE SRR F AV, SR E S R SRR, [FR AR, AT TR A
MRAKRICEER . 6 H T2 7 A LA EGIEE LB, R i 22 st . 7 AR
% 8 A LAINBEZERMN], BER I T IR S AR e Ak v, ZEFT S, SR E .

PR E A HEEY U SR BB RAR N E, VIRIEMESRTE R BN, AT ZRRREY
[11]. 3B ssem . HEEER. L EHE. LRes BRIt . 5 AW, R EEREE
Ffr, FIF HEHEK . RJEER AT, Jote 2 m SEVERT; 2022 4 9 H N HIFEFRE, FFiE 250 kgl w2 A s
TEFATH BTV 1% 40 cm ATRESRIR /%, IRA S 2B R, FRIE 20 cm, W E 8000 #ELA . A HLAE
BT 3R AR 2506, T FH & 100 kg, RUE AR RPN AT 2023 45 3 H N A) I ESY S B SR T AL,
HRHEAL . AHLEHLAE & 2 M EEIR = RS S0 10 kg, A HLICHLE 7 =45 & A3 Uit 3
JERRE A AE 10 ko/His 5 A NA), 1HE 20 cm AR, ARSI HEEE, 1. 2 AR S
WIEE AN 15 kg, 3 ACFER /N EIRE AL 15 kg; 6 H o NSRS LT AL, 1. 2 4
AT/ L A HE 25 kg, 3 AbEE R/ R E A AR 25 kg.

HAEMPURMERZE, SR MR RIE. R, KE. WESZMWEE, JWPiNE, %E0
e BT, WHEARIBA 2K EE AP i RO ) E B, HA WS, B 710 R—IK
2y, 3~7T AR AMZ 3 UL L, &EFWITZA 15k kAH. 5 A 25 H, HIEAESAEK. 2 9H
6 [, FAbFBREIE bR E . 250, M TFBEE A, B IR E SR, 9 H 15 HgE, AR
JE X HL 200 m® Wk T SRR 2SS, T A R

DOI: 10.12677/amb.2024.132013 121 TRAEAI T I


https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2024.132013

WA &%

2.4. WGBTS S

I Excel BATEHE G 08, FARA R F K, WML B R 2R B, SRR
B A= 3PP SRR o

3. RS54
3.1. ARIGEFNEEFENF

BT AR LA 2. WRMIE SR, 1507 kgl HUONE IR + AHLUIE, 1665 kg/Hi;
AHLEHLEE R =256 (RAMEER + HERE A ) Rm, 1771.3Kg/MH . =45 A mgsa. 5l
H47 106.3 kg/Hi. 264.3 kg/FF, HEHES> BT 5%, 15%; Wigh& Lb s MG 158 kg/R7, IR T 10%.

LI ENM, W ERNLE, BEEREFALE. HEWEEELEEZS, HIEHLE
SEELGHENENNG AR, R UG AE S A 5 A G L R R e

ZEEE WG AT BN 5.6 kg/RT JRIEIL 20%, F A1 5% 0L (A 2 E K, Ui
R R A B S R R T AR, 1R e TR,

Table 2. Demonstration of lily yield results and analysis table for each treatment
=2 FERNEREFEERROER

A7 i X 7 B kg/200m? T b 1+ bt 2+

G5 | I i i kg kg % kg %
1 4386 4552 4625 452.1Bc 1507.0 / / / /
2 5158 4804  502.3 499.5ABDb 1665.0 158.0 10.48 / /
3 5322 5214  540.6 531.4Aa 17713 264.3 1754  106.3 6.38

W B EP RN ENE L BILESR, REBTHANSZREREEP <0.05), LHAKSZERER
52 (P <0.01).

3.2. FRAKENESH A RFHRI M

ARAEE A LTI R, 1A E) 22 Ji/kg: JE A AT EE, SR BT 12 Ji/kgs AR TE X 2 T OCRS
PRI A 16 Jt/kg. FEER(LE 3), AFEAIEE A EAE 24112.0~28340.8 Ju2 (6.

HAMEBNAKR, EEEHEALE 12,000 Jo/H 7647 (- 5000 7o 57 /7 4000 7o - Hijii% 9% 1000
J0). RAMADER] HEAHIE. HERE A, RS RERNHHIN: 1.7 Jikg. 1.2 Jilkg.
4.0 ji/kg. 3.8 Ji/kg. 3.0 Ji/kg. HHL. BAHLEHFELE A BHLEHLEF =455 AR E BN 2508 220
JG~ 340 7G. 370 7o, A AUIERITE L bt A RO, BN R, s kAR 23 50l 4 hn 120 Jo/8 . 150 7o
157 o ARAEEE F RN TE 11892.0~15970.8 Ju 2 [i], WXASAH A RT W, 2 AME A8 FE R A e (172l

AHUTCHLPE 25 G LG B I8 B 13 590 2400 ARG, AHLTCHLE A =45 Lo H B E 38 i 4000 Jo A L
FEA WL ZS A B I 1600 Rt ANFEAREL =3 LWTE 1.97~2.29 Z (], =45& s H AL 5
1%,

JERMRAE = F1[12] PFP (kg/kg) = YIF, Y ATEDIHEALIIA G =&, F LIRSl E, PFP 4 E PR %
S, THREBETAX, FRWT. RERSTEE. WEEARE TR N ER, IR
NRERIELEE, VPN IR RN IE B ARFR[13]. A A B R IR 27. 1 kgl T, A HLAE. BEAE
S R AILRR IR 4% 5%1t, AHLEHEZ G AL =455 18I BN 5008 31.1 Kg/Hi
26,5 kg/H . WL BEE A =455 0IHERL PFP 43754 55.6. 53.5. 66.8, =45 &k, HLi AR & 11.2,
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Table 3. Analysis of benefits for each treatment

3 BB @R

Kb PEAE (TE/ ) TINGTL) IR (87T N
W5 ey 1x  He2r BEA ER H1x SiRA b 14 b 2+ P
1 24112.0 / / 12,220 220 / 11892.0 / / 1.97
2 26640.0 2528.0 / 12,340 340 120 14300.0 2408.0 / 2.16

3 28340.8 4228.8 1700.8 12,370 370 150 15970.8 4078.8 1670.8 2.29

33. FEAEMESEBHAREMFHROT R

ANFIR ST EIEE, AP . SRR BRI, AN R F AR ER . EE R
AERIE R AL BRI A ROk 250, RRPUTIIR AR R . 2. MUTBEEEE AR BRm RORERE, 45
RIWFE 4o BIRERILEA FACE G & PR e A SR UL . AVLENLEE & A HLIEHLE
ZEE IR AR T S BRIt . FRL BEEERRG . BRER KRR E AR R R Il 4%
BEH 8000 BRTHR A& S 0K iy T 587, ARAC AN B 5 987 — 2. /1 A7 3 RS T 8 25 B s A
FARSE . AT R ERE G

Table 4. Biological characteristics of lily under different treatments

Fz 4 TENIEBEEEMFMRE
A3 AtKE em THIZEH mm AkEem ZMH mm e mm BRESAmm #B3REg ML E kol

1 49.2 11.21 53.2 11.45 58.42 91.85 205.37 1643.0
2 55.3 11.56 58.5 1191 62.15 94.44 224.43 1795.4
3 58.1 11.95 62.8 12.32 64.36 97.34 238.82 1910.6

4. &iL511ie

HERAGN, Lt e, PAmBRMeEs, miiNEs] 2 Bocbh b, iR 1570,
RS AR AR E , TG A R AR RBETT B R84, T2 2 MRS AR Lk $%

ATRVELR TR, WA B AL B PR A 7 A7 AR A RCE MR G (A HLUR 50%, S977 5%,
AR 2.0 1219) 5 43% (25-8-10) s MR E & IERC At AEALIE R IR 70 /b 200000 T, ThaR (et 1
FABEZEERE . BRI, FRERE S, MTTSCBUE G DRI AL, BRI A b i e A
HUIE T &4 028, 7K 5% LA E, FFHIY 1600 ARc; Eh A PUALIE =4l B 25, HEMRIT 18%, miid Ik
4000 R7. AERMEA ™I RigE, &3 10 k. AHESIEs e EER S Faa- &, HiE
HIL 10%, FHEHL 2400 RIC. EFHEPHIABAEMRIE + BERE SN SR iR IR
o AR A I A P AT I

AR A L, ) B AR R EE R + SERE AL KA, E AL,
Fe T IS AR =45 &, N E SR 80U, D 2 MRS GO R, SEBUAR IR 2

SE MK
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