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Table 1  Properties of tested soils

~ FIUR 2/ YEP K L)

*%ﬁ“‘t‘ P oM TN  AvaiP  Avai.K Q({f/?)w Avai.B  Avai.Mo

' (%) (%)  (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (cmol/kg) (mg/kg)  (mg/kgy)

JLE0E £ (19934F) 8.1 1.97 0.09 5.7 91.3 95.9 0.68 0.18
J620E B (199445) 8.3 2.33 0.38 38.2 63.6 78.38 0.73 0.18
FRRE 8.0 2.79 0.16 12.6 57.4 91.75 0.42 0.20
A 7.7 1.76 0.11 10.2 53.5 43.23 0.56 0.18
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Table 2  Result of CaBMo combined foliar application (feild trails)

. 1993 1994

ﬁ:i — - - FH T 4
wa | BE ]

CK : 19.55 19.57 14.00 17.70 17.70 -

BMo 21.16 22.46 17.38 20.48 20.37 2.67*

CaBMo 21.43 24.68 20.88 20.81 21.95 4.25% *

LSDo.0s=2.42 LSDyg.01=3.48

LI AR ASCa RSB MoA B2 BRI AE S50 ETAKIE . SR A M 1] it i e
GRE  ERANPKH UL KT F, B 2 25Ca. 3B Mo F Bt Z , 7E4: € S i 3158
4 E & W H Ca B MoSt SET K RAT B B F=VE M . THIER =& T, DR AR TR E
TR AR A KIS — B A PT RE AR AE R L IR ST R B SR UL RO o R R 0 10



92 MY BEXRSHEHFER 3%

CaBMofit & ik B 45 R & thh , CaBMoFL & B 45 R B i I o A T 57 (3R 3) . BYRIRY AL
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F 3 CaBMom2 &M A/ XX 7= I 45 R (kg/plot, 1994)
Table 3  Result of CaBMo combined root application in plot trails

nm W 4 & & :
Treat. NS R AEFR M
Plot yield Increase Plot yield Increase
CK 15.93 - 14.40 -
BMo 16.90 0.97 18.75 4.35
CaBMo 19.12 3.19 15.6 1.20

1SDg.0s=2.79 LSDg.o1=4.22 LSDg.05=2.66 LSDo.o1=4.04
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EREBEMEY RS AR EEMEEKT. CaBMo5BMoFICaR 4L HA b, 45 € XU M
B % TBMoMCaBi AR E R B 2 M0, SRIE7= B A Y 7= B A3 I B 39 K T BMofnCa — 4L 33
g2 F1, 875t CaFBMofie & A 1 8 B MR , X 55 e iy H (B i B 45 R — B .

% ¢ CaBMoEAEMRAFIABER
Table 4 Result of CaBMo combined application as basal (pot trail)

ﬁ. CK BMo - Ca CaBMo LSDo. 05 LSDo.01
£53¥ Pod Number(NO. /plant}) 1.33 1.67 1.568 1.76 0.67 0.95
B~/ Pod yield(g/pot) 19.62 20.756 20.88 24.88 5.85 8.22
S Bio. yield(g/pot) 34.5 42.0 37.4 48.6 10.64 14.0
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1 ZEHIET . AR SR ESENTAD 858 RS IR B 93

®5 XIREHRKSSE
Table 5  Absorption and distribution of Ca

% Stem uf Leaf F* Pod

@ % Ca & &
Ty, Ceabsor. AR Wl o AR ol R L MR SR
(mg/pot) Cont. Absor. Distr. Cont. Absar . Distr. Cont. Absor. Distr.
(%) (g/pot) (%) (%)  (g/pot) (%) (%) (g/pot) (%)
CK 374.4 1.57 56.8 15.2 6.59 272.2 72.7 0.69 45.4 12.1
BMo 384.8 1.53 57.3 14.9 6.31 270.1 70.2 0.83 57.4 14.9
Ca 367.1 1.68 60.3 16.9 6.24 254.6 71.3 0.61 42.2 11.8
CaBMo  397.8 1.58 59.9 15.1 6.34 274.5 69.0 0.76 63.3 15.9

3. BRI S HBRRICHWBAFAEM RRFET & 0K ESR . P RIAEZFFE20%,
4t 9 NIE (42,45 BMo K& CaBMo) B [ 33 in 2 1 3 3 Bty W e » 3o 25 Fo R il (326) .
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Table 6  Absorption and distribution of Mo and B

% Stem uf Leaf % Pod
w | TMER _
Mo absor. &E R iy CY B S &8 WU sk
Treat.  ng/pot) Cont.  Absor.  Distr.  Comt.  Absor.  Distr.  Cont.  Absor.  Distr.
: (w 8/8) (ng/pot) (%)  (ng/g) (wgfpot) (%)  (ug/g) (ng/pot) (%)
oK 8.0 586 194 589 1.8 52 174 120 18 231
BMo  103.6  13.43  60.4  48.7  6.19 265  25.6 3.8 2.6  25.7
Ca 375 546  19.5 582  1.33 57  17.0  1.19 8.3 2438
CaBMo 1227  14.66 557  45.4  7.52  32.6 266 4.15 344 28,0
K 239  11.60 42.00  16.5  28.46  117.5  46.8  14.44  94.4  31.2
BMo 282.7 11.84 44.40 15.7 29.93 128.1 45.3 15.92 110.2 39.0
Ca 246.8  12.77  45.70 185  2.20  98.7  40.0  43.70  102.3  41.4

CaBMo 307.7 12.10 46.00 14.9 29.29 126.8 41.2 16.27 134.9 43.8
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