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0.3m’> min 'Y, 3 h, 35 d7, Wi
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Wi W, )
1.2
Hansen'”
(ASPRYV),
I m* min ',
3 em, 0.3m’ min .
5cm
I m, 15 em ,
R 4 cm
1.3
(C/N) (WSC) (N) (NHi - N) (NO5 = N)
[6], , g kg . (HS) (FA)
(HA) E+/Es [7], ) g kg .
(ECE) [8], \ emol- kg™ '
2
2.1
2 , Wi W3, 28d,NO3 - N
,NHi - N , 5,
36 d Wi W3 NO3-N 0.23 0.09g- kg '
1.94 0.72g- kg ', , NO3 - N Wi
Wi NHi - N 0.27 0.23 g- kg ', 1. 90
1.39g- kg™, NHi- N
. NHi-N NOi-N ) NOi - N
NHi - N , .
, [9]
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WSC ) ,WSC
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2 g kg
/d
1 2 4 7 10 14 19 23 28 36
NO3- N 0.23 0.43 0.56 0. 68 1.02 1.22 1.40 1. 63 1. 89 1.94
Wi NHf - N 1.90 1.76 1. 49 1. 14 1.03 0. 88 0.54 0.34 0.29 0.27
WScC 16.9 16. 1 9.9 16.8 27.6 22.3 10.9 717 6.5 6.1
NO3- N 0.09 0.13 0.15 0.18 0.25 0.54 0.58 0. 66 0.70 0.72
W3 NHi - N 1.39 1.9 1. 11 1.04 0.76 0.59 0.34 0.33 0.26 0.23
WSC 17.7 16. 8 14.7 4.9 20.0 17.7 10. 1 7.0 6.3 5.3
2.3
2 C b N 2
CO2 ,N ,C/N 3
, Wi W3 C/N  28d s R
C/N
3 C/N
/d
1 2 4 7 10 14 19 23 28 36
W C/N 23.4 23.1 22.8 21. 4 19.6 17.5 16.8 16. 4 15.9 15.7
! C/N 7.93 7.35 4,83 9.23 13. 46 10. 62 5.62 3.91 3.00 2.76
W C/'N 34.0 32.9 30.6 24.7 21.0 19.5 19.0 18. 4 17.9 17.8
} C/N 11. 96 11.83 11. 67 4. 06 19. 81 17. 18 10. 98 7.07 6.56 5.68
2.4
4 Wi Ws
HS,HA , FA R(R= HA /FA )
HA FA 4 , Wi Ws R
. HA FA.
4
Wi W3
EC/ CEC/
/d Hs /' HA /' FA / CEC HS /' HA /' FA
- - - R E4E mol* S _ _ R E4E I
(g kg™ ") (g ke ) (s kg™ e ((l;g{ol) (5 ke™") (g kg™ ") (5 kg™ ahe (f;nf) )
1 126.9 312 95.7 0326 838 6845 138.3 60.6 77.7  0.776 8.12  56.19
2 147.2 49,2 98.0 0502 7.81  70.58 167.5 78.3 89.2 0.878 8.04  61.60
4 151.7 50.0 101.7 0492 808 7558 182.3 81.3 101.0  0.805 7.98  66.75
7 162. 7 60. 1 1026 0.58 7.89  79.49 193.8 86.9 106.9 0.813 7.88  70.64
10 187.3 80.2 107.1  0.749 7.79 8478 209.4 1014 108.0 0.939 7.73  77.93
14 218.4  103.3 1151 0.897 7.45 8822 229.6 114.8 114.8  1.000 7.62  83.60
19 274. 8 150. 8 1240 1216 7.46  97.10 243.1 125.9 117.2 1.074 7.32 9373
23 307.9  176.9 13L0 135 7.28 103.60 249.3 128.2 121.1  1.059 6.99  97.68
28 336.5 2015 1350 149 7.19 115.20 263.2 143.8 119.4  1.204 6.79 10120
36 3523 2149 137.4 1560 6.95 136.60 308.2 184.1 124.1  1.483 6.75 109.30
465, 665 nm E4/ Es (7
4 , 35d Wi Wi E4/Es )
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Wi W3 : CECw,= 67.57+ 1. 63;,r= 0.953; CECw,=
60. 19+ 15.0¢,r= 0. 972(¢ ) Jacas ™ CEC .CEC
2.6
Wi Wi

, NHi- N,WSC, C/N,

; HS. FA.HA. R, CEC,
E4/ Es, ;NOs - N
) ; C/N
; (5,

:NHi- N <0.4g- kg',WSC  <6.5g- kg’ ,R> 1.5, E+s/Ee= 6
7, C/N<20,HS > 300¢g- kg ',CEC> 110 ecmol- kg .

5
NH4-N/ WSsC/ E4/ E¢ CEC/
(g: kg1 (g ko= 1) (emale ke 1)
E1 4. 16 0.61 14.9 6.3 8. 46 7.07 73.37 147.95
Wi 1.90 0.27 16.9 6.1 8.38 6.95 68. 45 136.58
\P 1. 65 0.22 19.4 6.2 8.77 6.43 66. 10 114. 47
M3 1.17 0.34 16.3 5.9 8.54 6.63 58.55 117.38
W3 1.39 0.23 17.7 5.4 8. 12 6.75 56. 19 109. 30
E, 1.04 0. 40 22.4 6.5 8.83 6. 81 55.03 107. 88
M, 0.95 0.54 24.6 6.3 8.99 7.13 52.75 104. 98
0.37 6. 10 6. 82 119.79
C/IN( ) NO3 - N/ HS/ R
(o ko= 1) (g- kg (HA/FA)
E; 14.2 11.1 0.41 1.05 140. 7 336.5 0. 399 1. 569
\% 23.4 15.7 0.23 1.94 126.9 352.3 0. 326 1. 564
W2 32.1 20.5 0.33 1. 64 119. 8 297.8 0.312 1. 605
M3 27.6 13.4 0.07 0. 68 133.8 308.2 0.776 1. 482
W3 34.0 17.8 0.09 0.72 138.3 308.2 0.776 1. 482
E2 43.5 24.5 0.08 0.55 114. 8 295.5 0.713 1.502
M, 56.9 26.1 0.09 0.52 101.3 26.32 0.693 1. 352
18. 40 0.19 306. 00 1.51
3 .- 1
0.3m”* min )

33d
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C/N,E4+/Es, NHi - N :CEC,NO3- N HS :HA
FA. , :NHi- N ,WSC ,
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M aturity Indices of Poultry Waste Compost

YANG Yu-feng, XUE Cheng-ze, TANG Xin-bao

(Department of Basic Sciences N orthwestern A gricultural University, Yangling> Shaanxi 712100, C hina)

Abstract: The paper researches on the trendency changes of several chemical param—
eters of poultry wastes in caged chicken manure and cattle manure during composting in
aerated static pile vessel, and evaluated these chemical parameter’s feasibility as maturity
indices. The trial indicates that NHi — N percentage, WSC percentage and solid—state C/
N are the priorly sellected maturity indices for poultry waste composts, that HS percent—
age, HA percentage, FA percentage, humification ratio (R) and E4/ Es, CEC are consider—
ated as common indices for the composts, and that NO3 — N percentage is regarded as
reference index.
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