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Tab. 1 Analysis of nitrogen in Citrus plant by !*N tracing (%)

B oH X # (X)
2 5 15 30 45 60 75 90 110

Fy | &E

1978 2%CP | 1.562 1,378 1.362 1.514 1.438 1.521 - — —
X B | 1.491 1.530 1,459 1,427 1.200 1.398 — — -

1979 2%CP | 1.201 1.278 1.459 1.281 1.509 1.636 1.565 1.500 1.481
X B[ 1.209 1.296 1.430 1.462 1,435 1.416 1.389 1.350 1.293
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Tab. 2 Effect of CP on raising the 100 fruit weight in the experimental plot

5 H 1%CP 2%CP 3%CP XRI XRI

HEHE(ARF) 11.33 12,01 11.66 11.30 11,58

JER(%) 100.27 106.28 103.19 100  102.483

FRAMERREER (X3 ) BxBHEMCPREREN AR I H.

1984 ECP i A= BAOHEM IS AT £ B (£ 4 )« 19754, 19784 M
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Tab. 3 Effect of CP on raising the 100 fruit weight in the intermediate
experiment

A5 " 100%RE  80%RFE o | ORI

LT +2%CP  +2%CP  (100%RE) (120%FEK)
FEAEH Eﬁ'ﬁ_ﬁ_(gﬁv) 8.50 8.80 8.20 8.30

JVE &£ WH(%)  103.7 107.3 100 101.2
FIBAEH T HRE(ARF)  9.65 9.00 8.60 9,00
B/EA (%) 111.6 104.0 100 104.0

EWRIN BREMLRF) 915 9.35 9.00 8.85
HAMPNELED I (%) 101.7 103.9 100 98.3
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Tab. 4 Effect of CP on yield of fruit in 1984 intermediate cxperiment

M fé Yook g g e Sd { toos  towr

EREE 2 2%CP XMW

1975 —173646 3096 550 9347 9738211 130.0 4.229%* 2,120 -;2.7'92;

1976 6 2459 1957 502 3015 2583389 137.7 3.649% 2,571 4,032

1977 4 2399 2211 188 750 194359 66.8 2,808 3.182 5,541

1978 19 2476 2101 375 7122 4429546 110.3 © 3.398%* 2,101 2,878

1979 6 2452 2032 420 2522 1479936 118.3 3.553% 2,571  4.032

1980 9 2183 1533 650 5855 5168409 137.4 4,735%* 2.306 3.355
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Tab, 5 Amount of available introgen in soil with different treatments,

X | X ] = -

#* o d 2d 2d? Sd t & &
(2%CP)|(NRI)
g2E5 K 20,3 | 11.3 | 9,016 | 171.3 |1773.85 | 0.819 | 11.009 n=19
BMAsE 27,7 | 31.8 |-4,095|-77.8 | 490.65 | 0.703 |-5.759 { to.01=2.878
EBR - BESE 48,0 { 43.1 | 4.921| 93.5 |784.25|0.974 | 5.052 | to.05=2.101
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Tab. 6 Amount of nutrients in Citrus leaves with different treatments

L ol x |- _
iy d xd 3d? Sd t &
(2%CP)(HEI)
2,971 2,877 0,094 . 2,361 0,733 0,0292 3.233 n=25

0.144 | 0,139 | 0.005 0.118 | 0,002 | 0,00158] 2,722 | tp.o5=2.064

1.333 | 1.334 {0.001 |-0.021]0.184 | 0.0175 |-0,057 | to.p1=2.797
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Tab. 7 Residue of CP in Citrus fruit

CPEMBRELBANZEER(ppm)
EFRE
] RE RA AR
# O | 0.00110 0.00058 0.00087
# M| 0.00087  0,00044 0.00073
$ X X W
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Abstract

The application of nitrification inhibior CP on the Citrus was studied by
using the isotope technique.

1. The rate of utilization of the nitrogenous fertilizer was increased when it
was used in combination with the nitrification inhibitors.

2. The number of the length of shoots, nitrogen content of leaf, amount of
ammonium nitrogen pH in soil and the yield of fruit were increased, after the
incorporation of nitrification inhibitor CP into nitrogenous fertilizer,

3. There was no effect on the quality of fruits in citrus with the application
of nitrification inhibitors. The residue of nitrification inhibitor CP in fruits

of citrus was very low.
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