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Table 1, Environmental conditions during the experimental period ai Jeju

ltems 2002 2003
Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. April May June
Temperature C 227 17.8 12.6 8.0 5.6 6.0 8.9 136 175 21.2
(T EP 226 175 107 85 49 72 91 141 179 -
Pricipitation C 138.2 789 71.2 448 63.0 66.9 835 921 88.2 189.8
(mm) EP 143.9 112.3 18.2 1024 559 64.4 164.0 1209 2843 -
*Temperature : mean, C : common year, EP : experimental period
AP Eode] 5492 Table 2014 i nle} o) Qakgledo] Eokon Abye g A sas) g ofoglc)

Table 2. Soil characteristics of experimental field before trial

pH Total Organic Ava.

Exchangeable Cation(me/100g)

. CEC
(H20) nitrogen matter P;0s
(1:5) (%) (%)  (mg/kg) Ca K Mg Na  (me/100g)
4.9 0.17 3.7 122.07 6.09 4 46 2.98 0.53 19.8
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Table 3. Chemical composition of applied swine liquid manure

Moisture Dry Total Organic Total
(%) matter pH nitrogen  matter phosphorus  Ca(%%) K(%) Mg(%) Na(%)
° (%) (%) (%) (%)
976 24 7.4 0.56 3.24 0025 0.16 025 0.07 0.06
3 Al ZAY] YA s}atea (5714
Eof g AlEae] A¥-EMLE st (5714, m Zn g DaE
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t}-& AA(GBC908, Australia)® EA3Hc &
ul= A e TP (34, 2000) H 7R
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Table 4. Descriptive statistics for cation and total phosphorus concentrations, electrical
conductivity (EC) , organic matter(OM) and dry matter(DM) content in pig slurry,

urea and microbial additive liquid

VARIABLE MEAN SE. MEAN C.V. MINIMUM MAXIMUM
Slurry(n=70)

NH4(mg/L) 3640.6 176.72 55.993 651.84 6880.2
K(mg/L) 47752 24518 42.958 37.858 1492.0
P(mg/L) 646.40 104.01 134.63 62.176 5373.7
Calmg/L) 1767.9 462.02 218.65 47.541 16768
Mg(mg/L) 445.82 175.79 329.90 7411 12236
Na(mg/L) 469.99 18.079 32.183 17592 891.73
EC(m/cm) 34.544 1.2922 21.297 531 67.52
DM(%) 2.9617 0.2843 80.302 0.7 11.89
Urea(n=19)

NHa(mg/L) 1279.1 160.75 54.779 87.425 3207.1
K(mg/L) 2212 29.803 57.178 48.502 517.26
P(mg/L) 161.54 62.129 167.65 4.1946 995.79
Ca(mg/L) 91.315 1859 88.739 10.791 297.59
Mg(mg/L) 28.782 5.6905 86.179 2711 88.311
Na(mg/L) 249.07 34.665 60.666 43.135 549.78
EC(m/cm) 17.181 2.0044 50.854 2.42 39.48
DM(%%) 0.5921 0.069 30.775 0.13 1.45
Fermented liquid manure(n=20)

NHa(mg/L) 10049 193.85 86.272 196.01 3800.2
K(mg/L) 400.54 41.449 46.279 123.47 986.49
P(mg/L) 97.422 25747 118.19 12.476 489.74
Ca(mg/L) 77.826 15538 89.284 13.416 289.44
Mg(mg/L) 24518 7.947 144.95 2.861 110.61
Na(mg/L) 282.25 37.816 59918 36.465 724.98
EC(m/cm) 19.419 1.6704 38.469 9.44 32.67
DM(%) 0.936 0.1305 62.352 0.38 3.1




AlE| EE0

(il o

MZERAAM 4

2. ofjdjel ofy JIX] MEn HIIMET ¥ DM
AR
Slurry®] A7|A=we} of2) w8 A¥ el 4
AL EA2A 23 Table 5), NHs®t Na
o) foldal AbntAzt AAEYL slurry®] DM
& NHs, P, Ca 2 Mg @7kl fejAde] JA=HA

o} (P0.05). m¥el o Ar|AEws} vl gAdEzt
o Az BAl NHsT £ A=Azt s

DM @kolldi= HNgS Ca Zollt #9)3 Axa
A7} AA=ACHPK0.05). LR Hule A7IAEEs}
NHs, P % Ca Zellnt #2913 A=Az sldlen
DM &2 K, P, Ca. Mg ¥ Na 7t $AH2E #
o)& ApzatAI7} SlAdHP(0.05).

Stevens $(1995)& %3 ¥ slurryelA <ol
&9 57} EC% #9d Al s etk st

a

CHH| AIRO| ALX

of AT} SOHEAN| OX|= Y g5
2 Aol 3EF2 Anjel distd ECeF 944 A4
FAE Holx AE-S NHEeloh ot A=
ECe} P & Ca Zoll #9d AARAE 8o o)
£ 2AcHP(0.05).

Bril, J. and Salomons, W. (1990)-& P7} struvite
o} & ;A Lol Yol EAYslEE EC% P 7ol A
ABA7} EA8HA 42 ok &ed slurry® kel A3l
A e Az A wadnjede o2 A ekt

Slurry®] P#ete] EC Rrt DM Zhell o] A3gA|
7} b1 Stevens 5 (1995)9] wBwel £ Ao A
Fztel = vl et

AHoz £ A EC Bt DMe| o2} 714
oJorx By} Al@AA) ¥& AP 53] & Brke
urg ofulelld] A7 Fdet.

d)

Table 5. Correlation coeffiencients between variables for pig slurry. urea and microbial additive liquid

NH4 K P Ca Mg Na EC
Pig slurry(n=70)
K -0.0589
P 0.0925 0.1175
Ca -0.0733 0.1032 0.3834%*
Mg -0.0612 -0.02020 0.1145 0.4002**
Na -0.0159 0.2994* 0.0488 0.0951 0.0831
EC 0.4597+* 0.1587 0.1292 0.1035 0.0834 0.2345*
DM 0.2425% -0.0700 0.5758** 0.2794+ 0.4654+* 0.1669 0.4443%*
Pig urea(n=19)
K 0.2850
P 0.0966 0.5154%
Ca -0.0156 0.0805 0.3740
Mg -0.1343 -0.3138 0.1201 0.6664**
Na 0.2045 0.3585 0.3258 0.2546 0.2360
EC 0.8087x* 0.1998 -0.0579 -0.0849 -0.0431 0.2183
DM 0.7248+=* 0.0705 0.1607 0.4344* 0.2762 0.1951 0.7938**
Fermented liquid manure(n=20)
K 0.1790
P 0.3671 0.7543*=*
Ca 0.3974 0.7083** 0.8395%*
Mg 0.4674* 0.4205 0.8105%* 0.6401**
Na 0.2868 0.8957=* 0.7022*= 0.6602** 0.5397*
EC 0.7592= 0.3461 0.5176x 0.5074* 0.2968 0.2850
DM 0.2831 0.9364 % 0.8832%* 0.8338+* 0.5285* 0.8336+* 0.5242%
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WA FFE dE] S W B2 Yz g A
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THA AErFE s g7rl JujAL4ES g
g = Aol s Aol 71E ¥ 5503.5ke/ha
o AEd e, FAelpo ula Hu)xL5Fe] =
g Ex20 AEFSL Fkod sy
(TDell ®lal T4 5,342.5ke/ha, T3 4.566.7kg/ha.
T43,293.4kg/ha® 47t 97%. 81% 2 60% AE=2
H2A IIeH(P(0.05). 28]z Ax$FoA = T4
7} e B} 6.2% ¥ 26.089.3kg/had] A
AME Blodt 1 9)e] ERymNelFE ¥F3}3)
vl gl ulal 89.9%(T3) ¥ 67%(T2) Szal
22,089.3ke/ha ¥ 16,458.3kg/ha®l AjAreke wo
o} ole} 22 Av:s sElaTe A4k 2 leA v
8 5 A 82t 33 AnlEglod el @A A
2R T 71202 sl B AHo] BE ofo) 3}
g7t sohe A9 (A3 A, 1989)9F 41(1999)¢)
B3 winter ryecl] %k=eiu] 100% 2 200%A1%
Al BN FFT vls) AEPFS Ygkoy) dula

BIFTHRAY A45Fo] BEFE ASSao] =9k}
v Bue dAsigcl w3 Lofu|x gk Zy)sks
= reed canarygrass® ryegrass &x|oj4 o] e
AZANFE B ou ryegrass EA|ol AUA o)
A2 23l8 HE 29ch(Studdy ete. 1995)
v Huel E¥qu] A43E 0, 3,000, 4,500,
6.000, 9,000gallons/acreAl4-A] Japanese millet
o IR A7 06, 1.27, 1.34, 1.95 ¥
2.23ton/acreZ %7131, smooth bromegrass
9] A= fAIRE 43S Bodch(Barnhart, 2002)%
B9} ofa Aolade) =g Aol ofu), slshulgE
T N, P 7 % 707 gk Agelx Ag1ahd
Soll= ol vlx= dge] A glgdon}, 23pdE
Ae FIx7t ool M| gTst 71 E9km Fu)7
7b 71 dskthe # $5(1998)9 Mol §Alstgont
Long and Gracey (1996)+ unseperated cattle
slurry ¥ seperated slurry #¢} 38| g3-2 v
3 6479 AgAR 1AhdEele foab) glalout
2 9 ARl AlxAabeke] fold Z7lE n
piia i Rk 50

Table 6. Effect of chemical fertilizer and swine liquid manure on the fresh weight and dry matter of Italian ryegrass

Treatment Fresh weight(kg/ha) Index Dry matter(kg/ha) Index
TO 4,726.2” 19.2 995.5° 18
Tl 24,565.5° 100 5,505.3 100
T2 16,458.3° 67 3,293.4° 60
T3 22,089.3° 89.9 4,566.7° 81
T4 26,089.3" 106.2 5,342.5° 97

* TO : no fertilizer, T1

* chemical fertilzer, T2 : swine liquid manure 100%

T3 : swine liquid manure 200%. T4 : swine liquid manure 400%

* 1 P<0.05

EplNg 452 9 e 9 Azl FAa
% 2 AYFE Table 73 2ok AbEY T-NE 3
g 3 Epolgael Z/184% 1Ee Soiy
27He o(P0.01). T4 2.92%. T3 2.02%, T2
1.91% T1 1.81% 2 TO 1.52%9 haks noch
ZPIARAEE 350 f2)4 Z74E 1o (P(0.01)

Hu] 400%7-<2] T47} 744.9kg/haz 71 =& Al
Fe RAT 2 ohg 3| sTal Tle] 622 5ke/ha,
T3 564.0ke/ha. T2 362.4kg/ha 2 TO 94.3kg/ha
ool olelgdt As= reed canarygrasse}
ryegrass ZA|o4] ofujAlfafo] Zrlg4E Apzu)
A g %9 594 (p0.001)S ZA 278
the B3(Studdy etc, 1995)9} ¥uele] 9lo] =7
Al g} kEgeielo) g ZUHIS o ALF5ao)
5731+l Peterson(1996)8 B e} $alsidc).
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w3t dadede o490 Be4E Fviskn
= $(1994)9) nusls YAs) B AxF £
ey dadaol B 697 BEY A% <A

2l 7h Fag el vsl =] folAds Zda N
o, 28] AHFkee 3t sl (Long and
Gracery. 1996)+ X.3uoh= Abo|dF A4S B}

Table 7. Crude protein content in herbage under different fertilizer management

Treatment T-N(%) Crude protein(kg/ha) Remarks
TO 152° 94.3"
T1 1.81¢ 622.5°
T2 191° 362.4°
T3 2.02° 564.0°
T4 2.22° 744.9°
* P<0.01

ZohiA geke sty g el wlE ¥ Y F
W E¥4eie] AHelr) ¥rhe X3(Anderson and
Christie, 1995)9} #ARF A% R ov HujAE
T T2¢} T37E o4 kel ole A% 9 AEF
go] Uglr] Eor AlgE o).

L, ROl

Az opoledl o ok FH3E Table 8ol 1}

el uie} o} ERYu|AlgFo] FrHESE K2
AR gRae]l folAQ F7EE 2o(PK0.05) T4
301.9mg/kg, T3 277.9mg/kg R T2 253.8mg/kgo =2
EFshsh) 879 T1 251.3me/keell ®la) A vhebit
o5, Mg % Na® FAZ7<l TOA #ls FFsHh|
8 9 ERAEES S8R met frefAal
Z7F8 Rch(P0.05). 28 Cafl At T3
7] et

Table 8. Nutrition contents in herbage under different fertilizer

(unit : mg/kg)

Treatments K Ca Mg Na Remarks

TO 222.7° 35.0 16.1%° 3.79°

T1 251.3% 36.2 17.7° 5.40™

T2 253.8% 36.1 15.1° 4.76™

T3 277.9% 386 17.8%° 5.07"

T4 301.9° 35.0 19.4° 6.33°
* P€0.05

ol2gi3t A= AFsHIES EFEA| FHPLA
E8-5 A43 A Fxd K] sip|ET wo)
=9eH(P(0.05) 2 A $(2003)9] Ruslgeoer &
(1994) % ALFFo] Z71d4= Ca, Mg % K 5%
ArFsaks) 22 Ao Zrlelgdrke ¥ wol fAb
steich.

5. EY 5 FE8Y

7h ATl EAWB}

ERAu|Al8-Fo] EofF FEwsl] vlAe 4%
& Table 99 ket B F T-N2 FA41472 TO
o} Au} 100% 7 T27olMe A1gH RBoh opt 22
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e Boy ZEsishsye) ERdu] g4
oAb ddlen Alg5Fd o=l 6.9~
2 37 A%E B

B} F FAEQAERE FulTel TOFedAe A
A 126.6mg/kgell A 120.7Tmg/kgo 2 tha ZHAasgd ot
ZF3Ehlg 9 ERARAEPNE 2.4~74.6%
ToAHA FTPRE Bon,  dnjA R
T E Y & R B olkd Ak &
Hlikgtego] speh) g7 573ppmaldl HlE 3}ehn
5 3| vl 158 2] A&7}z 583ppm,
600ppm % 695ppmoE F7lsidch= ©](1996)2] X

329k Hu]E 0. 2,000, 4.000 2 6.000gallon/acre
Al gl 7zt 24.2, 26.3. 36.2 2 49 51b/acre®
ooz Fvislgch= Barnhart(2002) % Newton
etc(1995)9] Bl fARRE AxE Ryt 2 9o
#7153 Nadl g3k HujAgake) 271842 oi
7 e A 2o ARl 2oke XY A .
F vlag A FERERE AL43 7o} sahm] gt
Higte] 718, FAEQAAE Aol T RE 4R
o] ofy] A-geko] ZIlRLE Zolshe Ago|drhe
©](1996)¢] X e} FAlslglon} ofo)ex|gofe] e
Ca, K. 2 Mg® &3k U3 Asko] glsich.

Table 9. Changes of soil characteristics after experiment at Italian ryegrass field

Exchangeable Cation(me/100g)

T-N OM Ava. P05 CEC
Treatment (%) (%) (mg/ke) (me/100g)
Ca K Mg Na
before 0.174 48 126.6 57 42 3.0 0.7 186
TO
after 0.156™ 39 120.7° 6.6 36 30 0.45° 23.0
before 0.162 39 129.2 74 39 33 05 198
T1
after 0.175° 42 132.3° 8.3 34 34 0.53¢ 23.7
before 0.198 42 131.2 58 5.0 33 0.6 20.7
T2
after 0.180° 4.3 144.3° 7.2 3.7 26 0.58° 226
before 0.167 4.0 109.8 59 51 2.8 04 210
T3
after 0.183° 51 169.1* 99 36 30 0.69° 24.2
before 0.174 29 1286 57 42 25 05 187
T4
after 0.186" 45 224.5° 6.6 34 2.7 0.63* 20.9
* P <0.05

L EAZlold MAL Rt

AfxAge] RalRa Bol0~20cm)H 2. o)3}el 2
0~40cm o) Eofol diRt £ A4k e Fig 1% 72
o} aelld B wig} o] RE Al 2Y &

Gl 3 Ax Pako) FA FEHT doged, 1 o)
&9 EgPele 2929 62~T2%4ES] $EXE u
e},



XZEAICI0IA] MAE] SE20H] ALBO| ARES| MAKTE EHEIZE0 0jAlE Y 99

H4u] 100%

0250 -

! G 200

0150

T-N{%)

0.100

L
o
‘k.‘:".

0 050 p . ';

0.000

Before 11.07 4.02 5.04

s g

0.250

0.200

0.150

T-N(%)

0.100

0.050

0.000

)7

0.250

0.200

0.150 O 20cm

W 40cm

T-N{%}

0 000

Betore 11.07 4.02 5.04

sampling date

Ad] 400%

0.250 -

0 200

0.150

T-N(%)

0.100

0 050

0.000

Ao 200%

0.250

0.200

0.150

T-N(%)

0.100

0.050

0.000

Fig. 1. The amount of T-N in two layer of soil
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Fig. 2. The amount of NO3-N in two layer of soil
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Fig. 4. The amount of NO3-N in the soil by grasses
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Fig. 5. The amount of NO3-N in soil water(two layer)
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