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An Obse vation on the Diagnosis of Phosphorus

Efficiency to Different Soil Texture by Employing P32

Yong Kwan Kim and Hwang Gyu Hong

College of Agriculture, Korea University

SUMMARY

An observation was made to diagnose phosphorus elficiency to different soil texture

through employing P32 labeled Calcium Superphosphate, and following facts were

observed.

1. The decreasing ratio of P31 intensity in the soils

the shaking time of soil solution with

was differ according to

P32 labled calcium superphosphate, and it

was observed that after 32 hours, shaking the decreasing ratio of P3! intensity in

Soil-A, Soil-B and Soil-C were 96.2%, 31% and 37%
decrease of phosphorus

2. In begining of shaking, the

becoming gradually slow afterwards.

5 respectively.

intensity was rapid

3. The adsorption and fixation of P32 have shown the same tendency as P3t.

4. Along with the ascending of pH, all tested soils showed the decrease of

adsorption ratio in general.
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Soil C
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Fig. 2 Variational pattern of phosphorus

solution(P32) along the time
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Fig.3 Influences depend on the phosphorus
adsorption rate in soils under different pH
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