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ABSTRACT

Two field experiments were conducted during two successive seasons 2006
and 2007 at the experimental farm of Sakha Agric. Rec. Station, Kafer El- Sheikh
Government. The aim of this study was to investigate the influence of zinc addition 0,
10, and 20 Kgf fad. For Zng(S) (control), Zno(S), and Znzo(S), respectively or foliar
application with or without urea, 2% urea {U(F)], 500 ppm Zn [Zn (F)] and 2% urea +
500 ppm Zn [U+ 2Zn ( F)], respectively under different levels of phosphorus fertilization
30, 45, and 60 Kg PzQs for P4, P2, and P; respectively on maize yield and its chemical
composition. Ratherfore soil content of P, Zn , Fe, and Mn. The experiments were
conducted in split plot design where P levels were the main-plot and Zn treatments as
were sub plot with four replicates.

The cbtained results can be summarized as follows:

¢ The yield and its components of maize were significantly affected by P and Zn
fertilizer treatments.

¢ Application of P; increased grain yield by 12.0 and 12.5% and biomass by 17.6
and 13.8 compared to control treatment {P4) in 2006 and 2007 seasons.

s  Soil application of 10 Kg zn / fad. under P3 level gave the highest value of grain
yieid in the two seasons. and of the biomass in the first season, meanwhile [U+
Zn{F}] treatment gave the highest biomass value in the second season. While,
the highest value of 1000 grain weight were obtained by [Zng {S)] and [U+ Zn (F}]
treatments in the two seasons.

s The maximum values of P maize grain content were obtained by Znz(S)
treatment under P3 and P; in the two seasons respectively,

« the maximum values of P maize stem content were obtained by [Zno(S )]land [Zn
(F}] treatments under P, in the two seasons , respectively.

¢ The maximurn values of zn maize grain content were obtained by [U+ Zn (F)]
treatment under Py level, while [Zn (F)] treatment gave the maximum maize stem
zn content under Pslevel in the two seasons.

+ The maximum values of maize grain and stem Fe content were obtained by
application of [U+ Zn(F}] treatment under P level in the two seasons except grain
in the first season. The same treatment also gave the maximum values of Mn of
maize grain and stem under P; level except the stem in the first season.

» Translocation coefficient (TC%) of heavy metal from stem to grain can be
arranged in the foliowing decreasing sequence Zn > Mn> Fe,

+  Avaitable P, Fe, and Mn increased by increasing P fertilizer levels from P, to P,
while availabie Zn increased by increasing P fertilizer levels from Py to P but at

i P it decreased.

e [U+ Zn (F)] treatment gave the highest available P, Fe, and Mn, while the highest

: available Zn was obtained by [Znyo(S)] treatment.
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INTRODUCTION

Maize (Zea mays L.) is the most important grain crop in North Aftica
and produced throughout the country diverse environments. Approximately 8
million tons of grain produced in North Africa annually. The role of maize in
human diets is increasing as a resuit of their favorable nutritional values
although it may help to inhibit deficiency diseases mainly in the developing
countries (Bodi, et al, 2008),since there is an ever increasing need for
increasing maize production in Egypt to meet the continuously increasing
demands of growing population. The high yielding maize cultivars ahsorb
large quantities of nutrients element from the soil { Laing ef al, 1996).thus it
is important to establish the right amounts and type of fertilizers to be applied
in order o create the right balance of nutrients inte the scil { Murille et al,,
1997). After N, phosphorus is the next most limiting nutrient in many soils
(Smith, 2000). Bukvie et al., (2003) concluded that phosphorus fertilization
increased the total maize dry matter mass, plant height and stalk diameter.
Concerning microelements, Zn is thought to be the most widespread in soil
(Cakmak ef af., 1999).

A large number of the former investigations, Mengel and Kirkby,
1982) showed that maize is one of sensitive crops to zinc deficit. The most
frequent causes affecting soil zinc availability are high soil pH values
{Shuman, 1880), carbonate content (Kamparth and Foy, 1971} and organic
matter, further soil texture and sorption capacity as well as the mainly studied
Zn interaction with other elements such as iron, copper and manganese
especially phosphorus (Marschner, 1986). Phosphorus- induced zinc
insufficiency occurs due to an increased phosphorus fertilization in soils with
high pH moderately supplied with zinc (Shuman, 1980). Wyszkowski et al,
2006 showed that an increased zinc content of soil was accompanied by
arise in the content of calcium, magnesium, potassium, phosphorus, and
sodium in plants,
This investigation aimed to study the influence of different levels of P
fertilization and zinc as soil or foliar application with or without urea on maize
yield and its chemical composition. ratherfore soil contents of P, Zn, Fe, and
Mn.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Two field experiments were carried out at Sakha Agricultural
Research Station Farm during 2006 and 2007 seasons using (Zea mays L
Giza 352) in the same plots in a wire proof. The experiment was conducted in
-split plot design with four replicates. The main plots were P- freatments three
levels of 30, 45, and 60 Kg P:0s/ fad for Py, P2, and P, as superphosphates
16% P;05. The sub- plots were zinc treatments as a soil application 0, 10,
and 20 Kg Zn / fad in form of ZnS0,. 7H,0 for Zn, (S) (control), [Zn4,(S)], and
[Zn20(S)] respectively or as a foliar spray with or without urea ie.. 2% urea
U (F}, 500 ppm Zn [Zn (F)], and 2% urea + 500 ppm Zn [U+ Zn(F)]
respectively. All plots of the experiments were treated with 120 Kg N/ fad in

’
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form of urea (46% N) splitted in three doses. The first dose {15 Kg N/ fad)
was broadcasted fogether with P fertilizer and 25 K,O/ fad as potassium
sulphate (48% K 0O) at sowing. The second and third doses of urea 52.5 Kg
* N/ fad were applicated after 4 and 6 weeks from planting. The grain and stem
" yields were determined after maturity and weighed at 15% moisture content.
Grain and stem samples were taken after harvesting and dried in an oven at
70 C for 48 hours. Dry matter was digested by using a mixture of sulphuric
and percloric acids (Jackson, 1967). P, Zn, Fe, and Mn were determined in
digested plant materials. Representative surface soil samples (0- 15 cm)
were collected from the treated plots after maize harvesting. The collected
soil samples were air dried and prepared for chemical analysis. Avaiiable Zn,
Fe, and Mn were extracted by using 0.005 M DTPA according to Lindsay and
Norvel!, 1978, then determined using the atomic absorption
spectrophotometer, Betken Elmr 3300. Available phosphorus was extracted
by NaHCO; according to QOisen, 1954, and then determined spectro
photometrically according to Jackson, (1867). The soil characteristics of the
experimental location are presented in Table (1), The data were subjected to
statistical analysis according to Snedecor and Gochran, (1980)

Table (1): Some chemical and physical properties of the soil surface
layer (0- 15cm) before planting

pH* EC., [OM% Available nutrient mg/ Kg soil Particle size distribution %

d(S} m N|[P K Zn Fe Mn | Clay | Silt [ Sand |Texture

7.55 | 2.50 [1.95[ 22 |58 395 [1.04] 1.66 [ 0.65 | 52 | 23.9 | 24.1 | clayes

* In 1:2.5 soil: water suspension

RESULTS AND DESCUSSION

I- Yield and some yleld components:-
1- Grain yield:

Data of grain yield (Ton/ fad) of Zea mays in 2006 / 2007 seasons are
presented in Table 2. Anawsis of variance revealed that the mean values of
grain yield were affected significantly by phosphorus fertilizer treatments and
zinc fertilizer (soil or foliar application with or without urea)

a- Effect of P fertilizer levels;

From data in the above Table and fig. 1 {(whole mean of all Zn
treatment) it can be seen that, maize grain yield mean values were increased
by 12.0 and 12.5 % in 2006 and 2007 seasons due to the phosphorus
increasing from Py to Pi. This could be attributed to the functions of
phosphorus in plants; a part of the protein molecute, necessary for transfer of
energy during metabolic processes (ATP) and improving seeding vigor.
Similar resuits were obtained by Bukvie ef al, (2003).
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Table 2: Phosphorus and Zinc levels effect on maize grain yield,
biomass , and 1000grain weight.
Treat. 2005 season 2007 season
Py 1 Py | Ps | Mean P, | P, | Py | Mean
Grain yleld (Ton/ fad) _
Zne{ S| 2569c | 2.558¢ | 3.082d | 2.736 | 2.508e | 2.047c | 3.005¢c | 2.820
[Zno(S)] | 3.110b | 3.267a | 4278a | 3.549 12.980bc| 3.520a | 3.676a | 23.392
[Zno~(S)] [ 3.010b | 3.075b | 3.486b | 3.150 [3.047 ab |3 049 bc] 3.230b | 3.108

L) 3.042b | 3.082h :3.174cd ] 3.096 | 2.7594d |3.050bc| 3.231b | 3.013

Zn(F) 3.083b ({3.225ab [3.246cd | 3.185 [ 3.021bc { 3.147 b | 3.415a | 3.194

i+Zn (F) | 3.326a | 3.230ab | 3.343bc | 3.299 | 3.18Ca | 3.345a { 3.435a | 3.320

Mean 3.023 3.072 3435 | 31477 | 2916 3.176 3.332 3.141
Biomass {Ton/ fad)

me-{S}] {7.753bc) 8.993a ) 10.837a ] 9.194 |7.967 ab; 9.358a | 9.528b | 8.951
Zn{S)] | 7.430cd | 8.346b | 8586¢c | 8.254 |7.545ab| 8.027¢c | 8.599bc | 8.057

iZnoj 8] 8.357e | 7.058d | 8.149d | 7.188 | 6.372¢c | 7.549¢ | 7.693d | 7.205

(F} 7.275d | 7.477c | 8247d | 7666 | 7001h | 7.728¢c | 8.261¢cd | 7.683

n(F} 8.019a [ 8541b | 8.738c [ 8433 | 7931a (8445ab| 8.222cd | 8.189

U+Zn (F) | 83412 | B.584b | 9891b | 8,938 | 8.130a | B.699a | 9817a | B.882

Mean 7.529 8.166 9.141 8.279 | 7.49 8.301 8.687 8.159
1000 grain weight {g)

7ro( 5] | 316.2a | 310.1a | 319.9a | 3154 | 293.1b | 29564 | 297.7a | 295.5
[Zne{S)] | 309.0ab | 311.5a | 204 4ab} 3040 | 3024b | 293.7a | 325.2a | 307.1
[Zne0-{S)] | 287.4bc | 303.2a [309.2ab | 299.9 | 311.4a | 300.6a | 204.1a | 3021

U(F) 2792c | 2947a |311.3ab] 2951 | 276.0b | 306.9a | 310.7a | 2979
Zn(F} 261.6¢c | 307.7a | 296.7ab | 2886 | 283.8b | 3168a | 321.7a | 3074
U+Zn(F) |2830bc | 30753 | 2886b | 283.0 | 290.0b | 313.2a | 320.3a | 307.8
Mean 289.4 305.8 303.3 ) 2995 ) 2928 304.5 3116 303.0

*Means followed by a common letter are not significantly different at the level 5%
according to DMRT

(P1)= 30 Kg P04/ fad. {P,). 45 Kg P;0; / fad, {P1). 60 Kg P;05 / fad

[Znq(S)=0Kg Znifad, [Zn.(S)] =10Kg Znifad, [Zn:0(S)]=20Kg Zn/fad as soil application

{U{A] =2% Urea, [Zn(F)]=500ppm Zn, [U+ Zn (F)] = 2% urea+500ppm Zn as foliar
application

a e s

*r

grain yleid (Ten/ fad)

grain yield (Ton/ fad)

phosphorus treatmenits zine treaiments

Fig 1: influence of the phosphorus (P) and (Zn} fertilization treatments
on grain yield {(mean of two seasons)

b. Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments: ‘

Regarding to the effect of zinc fertilizer treatments on grain vield ,
data in the same Table revealed that the maize grain yield was significantly
affected by different application of Zn treatments. Considering the whole
mean of Py P;and P; , the maximum mean values of grain yield were 3,549
and 3.392 Ton/ fad in 2006 and 2007 seasons which obtained by application
of [Zng- ()] treatment followed by (3.299 and 3.320 Ton/ fad) which obtained
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by application of [U+ Zn (F)] treatment, in the two seasons. These results
explained the effectiveness of the Zn treatment on maize plant, where it is
recognized as an essential component of several enzyme systems having
vitai roles in the plant metabolism{ Srivastava , 1996). Shaaban and Abou EI-
" Nour, 1996 reported that wheat and corn are sensitive to micronutrient
deficiency, especially manganese and zinc. Deficiency of one or more of
these nutrients gave rise to nutrient unbalance within the plant organs and
resulted in low yields, The effect of foliar application of Zn on grain yield was
more pronounced in the presence of 2% urea. El- Kady and Zein, (1997)
found that spraying with Zn and 2% urea significantly increased the stem and
grain yields, they added that these increments may be due to the fact that
applying nitrogen (urea) and microelements increases the indole acetic acid
level, chlorophyll content, and net assimilation rate in leaves and increases
the total dry matter accumulation and yield components (Hemantaranjan and
Garg, 1984). .

Fig. 1 showed the influence of P and Zn fertilization treatments on
grain yield {mean of two seasons). Grain yieid as affected by Zn treatments
can be arranged in the following descending order [Znyo- (S)] > [(U+ Zn (F)]
> [Zn{F)] > [Zn20-(S)] > [U (F)] > {Zng (S)]. These results prove that the grain
yield which obtained by [Zny, (S)] treatment is superior to the other
treatments. This finding couid be explained by Prasad et al, (1971) who
concluded that P/ Zn in corn ear- leaf is limiting valued from 25 to 154, the
consequence of such an unfavorable ratic decreased the total dry matter.
Grain vield can be ordered as affected by such parameter {P/Zn in stem) as
follow: [Znyo (S)] (103) > [U+ Zn (F)] (95.8) > [U (F)] {85) > [Zng (S)] (77.2) >
[Zn (F)] (71.5).

P X Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the maize grain
yield in the two seasons.

The highest values of maize grain yield were obtained by the
application of [U+ Zn (F)] under P, in the two seasons. At P, and, P; the
highest values of maize grain yield were obtained by the application of [Zny;
(8)] treatment.

The maximum means of maize grain yield were 4.278 and 3.676 Ton/
fad in 2006 and 2007 seasons which obtained by application of [Zn,y (S)]
under Pj treatment, while the minimum means were 2.569 and 2.508 Ton/ fad
which obtained by application of [Zng (S)] under P4, treatment in the two
$easons.

2- Biomass:

Data in Table 2 and fig. 2 show that biomass yield of maize was
significantly affected with different P fertilizer levels and Zn treatments.
a- Effect of P fertilizer levels:

The trends obtained for biomass yield as influenced by different
treatments are similar to those obtained for grain yield where the biomass (
whole mean of all Zn treatments) were increased by about 17.6 and 13.8% in
" 2006 and 2007 seasons as a result of increasing P fertilizer level from P; to
Pi. Similar effect of phosphorus fertilization was observed by Bukvie et alf,
(2003) They reported that phosphorus fertilization treatments increased the
plant height, plant stalk diameter and total dry matter biomass.
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Fig 2 influence of the phosphorus (P} and (Zn) fertilization treatments
on biomass {mean of two seasons).

b- Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments:

With respect to soil zinc application, the highest values (whole mean

of all P treatments) of biomass yield, 9.194 and 8.951 Tor/ fad, in 2006 and
2007 seasons were obtained by appiication of [Zns (S)] treatment in the two
seasons. By application of [Znyg (S)] Zn concentration increased in the
leaves, so the P/Zn ratio became lower (77.2 mean of two seasons} and
biomass yield was decreased,
In regard to foliar zinc application, freatment of [U+ Zn (F)] gave the highest
values of biomass yield at all phosphorus fertilizer levels in the two seasons.
This could be attributed, as mentioned before, to the high P/Zn ratio (85.8) in
leaves as affected by the combination of urea and zinc.

P x Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the maize biomass
in 2006 season, while it had a significant effect in 2007.

The highest values of maize biomass were obtained by the
application of {U+Zn (F)] treatment under P; level in the two seasons and
under P, level in the second season. [Znsg(S)] treatment gave the highest
values of maize biomass under P, level in the two seasons and under P;
level in the first season.

The maximum mean values of biomass {(10.837 and 9.817 Ton/Fad in 2006
and 2007 seasons) were obtained by the application of [Zn{S)] and
[U+Zn(F)] treatmenis under P, level in the two seasons respectively.

3- the 1000-grain weight:

The resuits in Table 2 show that the 1000 maize grain (gm) were
significantly affected by different Zn treatments under the same level of P
fertilizer. The highest value of 1000 grain weight (319.9 and 325.2g in 2006
and 2007 seasons were obtained by application of [Zny(S)] and [Zn:{S)]
treatments under P;. These results were supported by the data obtained by
El- Yamani, {1994) who found that a slight increase in the 1000 grain weight
of wheat was obtained with zinc application. On the other hand, Zein et al.,
(2001), found that the effect of zinc on 1000-grain of wheat was generally
more pronounced in presence of urea than without it.

li- Content of P, Zn'Fe and Mn in maize grain and stem:
1- Phosphorus:

Data in Table 3 showed that the content of P in maize grain and stem
were significantly affected by phosphorus and zinc fertilizers
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Table 3: Phosphorus and Zinc levels effect on phosphorus content (mg/
kqg) of maize grain and stem.
2006 season 2007 season

h‘ Py i_Pl II P; f Moan Py i Pz ] Py f Moan

P mg/ Kg Grain
8] 51785 | 5883b | 4679¢ Eszzs.'r 4318¢c | 5250 bc | 5215¢ | 49307
0~{S 5758a | 5812b | 5921a |5830.7| 5541 a | 5086c | 5028¢c | 62183
20+{S)] §921a | 5795b | 6030a |5915.3| 4914b | 6152a | 5740b | 5602
(F)_ 5398b | 5445¢c | 4322d | 5085 | 4850Db | 4695d | 5092c | 48257
n{F 4523¢c | 6201a [ 5146b | 6290 | 4422c | 5399b [ 5614b | 5145 |
Zn{F), | 5704a | 5756b | 5977 a |56812.3] 5506a | 5449b | 6334a | 5763
an 5413.8 | 5815.3 | 53458 |5521.7| 4998.5 | 5340 | 5503.8 | 5247.4

I P mg/ Kg Stem

5] 856c | 1276d | 1537¢c | 1223 | 1600b | 1716¢ | 1862d | 1726

w{S)] | 1319b | 2531a | 2238a | 2029 | 1575b | 1818¢ | 2119b | 1837

S 1378b | 1716¢ | 1675c | 1688 | 1773a | 1799c | 2036 bc | 1869

(F) 1196b | 1127d | 1237d | 1187 | 1558b | 1827c | 1877cd | 1754

13] 1296 | 2117b | 2387a | 1933 | 1577b | 2437a | 2296a | 2104

Lt:-:n (F) | 1656a | 2000b | 1878b | 1845 | 1779a | 2020b | 1674 cd | 1893
oan 1283.5 | 1795.5 | 18253 [1634.3| 16437 | 1936.2 | 2011.8 | 1863.9

*Means followed by a common letter are not significantly different at the level 5%
according to DMRT

a- Effect of P fertilizer lovels:

From the data in the above Table, it was observed that, {whole mean
of all Zn treatments) increasing P fertilizer level from Py to Pz increased maize
grain P content by about 7% in 2006 season; however when it increased to
Ps level the concentration decreased by about -1.3% compared with P,, this
is probably due to the dilution effect as a result of increasing maize grain
yield. This finding is in agreement with Lisuma, (2006). The corresponding
value in 2007 was 8.27% increase as a result of the increase from P, to P,
and 11% increase as a result of the increase from P4 to Py. We can observe
that in the second seascn the dilution effect disappeared. This may be due to
the increase of available P at P; ireatment at 2007 as a result of the
accumulation effect of P fertilizers. These results are in agreement with those
of Bukvie et al,{2003).

From data in the same Table, it is clear that mean values of P
content in maize stem increased with increasing P fertilizer levels from P, to
P, in the two seasons. These increments were 29.7 and 18.3 in 2006 and
2007 seasons.

b- Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments

Data of P concentration (whole mean of all P treatments) in maize
grain in Table 3 for the two seasons declared that mean values of P
increased by increasing the zinc levels. Increasing Zn levels from [Zny(S)]
{control} to [Zn20(S)] P content in maize grain increased by 11.6 and 12% in
the two seasons. This may be attributed to the fact that zinc as a component
in dehydrogenises and activator of enzyme system led to production of more
. solutes and energy that increase activate absorption and translocation of
nutrients (Fageria et al., 1987),who came to the same conclusion.

The combination of 2% urea and 500 ppm Zn foliar gave the highest
P content of maize grain (5812 and 5763 mg P/Kg) than the other foliar
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treatments. Concemning the effect of zinc levels in the P content of maize
stem, data in the same Table showed that, {Zn(S)] and [Zn (F)] treatments
gave the highest value of P content of maize stem (2029 and 2104 mg P/ Kg
DW. in the two seasons, respectively)

PX Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the P content of
maize grain and stem in the two seasons.

At Py, the highest values of P maize grain content were obtained by
the application of [Zn4{S)] treatment in the two seasons. The highest values
at P, levels were obtained by [Zn (F)] and [Zny(S)] treatments in the two
seasons, At P; the highest values were obtained by [Zn,(S}] and [U+ Zn (F)]
treatments. The maximum values of P maize grain content 6030 and 6152
mg P / Kg DW. were obtained by [Znzo(S)] under Py and P, levels in the two
seasons, respectively. The maximum values of P content in maize stem
(2531 and 2437 mg P/ Kg DW. ) were obtained by [Znis(S)] and [Zn (F)]
treatments under P, in the two seasons, respectively.
2-Zinc >

The results in Table 4 and Fig.(3 and 4) show that Zn content in
maize grain and stem were significantly affected by P and Zn fertilization
treatments.

Table 4: Phosphorus and Zinc levels effect on zinc content (mg/ kg) of
maize grain and stem.
2006 season 2007 season

reat P. | P: | P, | Mean Pi._ | P; | Ps | Mean
Zn mg! Kg Grain :
nef S] 58¢ I7¢c 70b 6.8 52¢ 7.5d 58¢C 6.2

(S]] 64c | 8.8bc | 7.3b 7.5 6.6¢C 96c | 86b 8.3
[Zn2o-{S)] B7b 96b 7.7b 8.7 87b | 102bc| 9.2b 9.4

ULF) 54¢ 70c 78b 6.7 65¢ 7.5d 79b 7.3

Zn(Fy 89b | 115a [ 87D 9.7 9.2b |118ab | 112a 10.9

U+Zn (F) 110a | 125a | 116a "7 126a | 13.0a | 1222 12.6

oan . 7.7 9.52 8.35 8.36 8.13 9.93 9.26 9.11
Zn mg/ Kg Stem :

o S 126d | 226¢ | 15.0f 16.7 13.9d | 182¢ | 129d 15.0

na{S)] 145¢cd | 250b | 205d 20.0 17.2¢ | 19.9b | 155¢ 17.5
[Znx-(S)] i56¢ | 31.0a : 280D 249 20.8b | 183¢ [ 206b 18.6

U(F) 13.0d | 16.0d | 235¢ 17.5 13.8d | 16.5d | 200b 16.8
Zn(F) 285a | 31.5a | 3458 31.5 230a | 26.0a | 259a 25.0
U+Zn {F) 21.5b | 252b | 176e 21.4 18.0c (16.8¢cd | 153¢ 16.7
Mean 17.6 25.22 23.18 22.0 17.78 19.28 18.4 240 |

*Moans followed by a common lettar are not significantly different at the level 5%
according to DMRT
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Fig. (3) Zinc concentration {(mg/ kg) in maize grain and stem as affected
by phosphorus (P) fertilization treatments (mean of two
$6easons)
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Fig (4). Zinc concentration {mg/ Kg DW.) in maize grain and stem as
affected by zinc fertilization treatments( mean of two seasons}

a-Effect of P fertilization treatment:

The results in Table 4 and Fig. 3 (the whole mean of all Zn
treatments) showed that with the increasing of P level from P, to P, the
content of Zn in grain increased. the relative increases were (19 and 18 % ) in
2006 and 2007, respectively. These increments may be due to the fact that
single super phosphate contains 100 mg Zn/Kg (Srivastava, 1996). At P;
maize grain Zn content was decreased. These results were supported by Ali
ef al, {1990). They reported that high P fertilization reduced the root of
surface area of maize plant and the adverse effect of high P levels increased
with plant age due to greater absorption and translocations of P, but poor
translocation of absorbed Zn to shoots. Srivastava (1996) added that Zn and
P are mutually antagonistic, high P supply has also been shown to interfere
with Zn uptake, translocation and utilization by plants, On the cther hand,
under foliar Zn application, Zn content in maize grain was higher than that of
soil. The effect of P4 on decreasing Zn content in maize grain was decreased.

) The results obtained for Zn content of maize stem as influenced by P
fertilizer treatments in Table 4 and Fig.3 are similar to those obtained for Zn
content in maize grain, it is clear that mean values of Zn content in maize
" stem was increased by increasing P fertilizer levels from (17.6 and 17.78 mg/
Kg DW.) at Py to (25.22 and 19.28 my/ Kg DW.) at P,, then decreased to
{23.18 and 18.4mg/ Kg DW.) at P; in the two season, respectively.
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b-Effect of zinc levels fertilizer treatments:

Data in Table 4 and Fig.4 (whole mean of all P levels) indicates that
the content of Zn in maize grain and stem increased progressively with the
application of soil Zn treatments. These resuits are supported by Alloway,
(1995). He concluded that generally, increases in soil zinc concentrations
cause an increase in plant tissues.

Data in the Table and Fig.4 showed that the sequence of Zn content
in grain [U+Z (F)> [Z(F) > [U(F), meanwhile Zn content in stem were in this
order] Zn(F)] >[Zn+ U(F)]> [U(F). Therefore [U+ Zn(F)] treatment gave the
highest content of Zn in maize grain in the two seasons, this treatment
increased Zn in maize grain by (41.8 and 50.8 %) in comparison with the
control [Zng{ S)], while [Zn(F)] treatment gave the highest values of Zn
content in maize stem (31.5 and 25 mg/ Kg DW) in 2006 and 2007 seasons,
respectively, This result explained the effectiveness of urea in translocated
Zn from the leaves to the grains. El- Kady and Zein, (1997} and shaaban,
(2001) came to similar conclusion.

PX Zn interaction had no significant effect on the Zn content of maize
grain while it had highly significant effect in maize stem in the two seasons.

The maximum mean values of Zn in maize grain (9.6 and 10.2
mg/Kg) were obtained by application of [Znz(S)]) treatment under P, in the
two seasons. The minimum values (5.8 and 5.2 mg/Kg in 2006 and 2007
seasons) were obtained by [Zny(S)] treatment under P,.

With regard to foliar Zn application, the maximum Zn in maize grain values
(12.5 and 13.0 mg/Kg in 2006 and 2007 seasons) were obtained by [U+ Zn—
F} treatment under P,.

Data in Table 4 showed that [Zn (F)] treatment gave the highest
values of Zn content in maize stem in the two seasons under Py, P,, and Pa.
The maximum values (34.5 and 26.0 mg/ Kg DW. in 2006 and 2007 seasons)
were obtained by [Zn (F)] application under P; and P,, respectively.

Zn content in maize grain ranged between (5.2- 13.0 ppm) with an
average of 8.73 ppm which is very close to the normal level (10 ppm)
reported by Bodi ef al, (2008). Zn content in maize stem ranged between
(12.5- 34.5 ppm) with an average of 23.0 ppm which lies within the sufficiency
range of Zn in maize leaves (20- 70 ppm), Aboulroos et al.,, (1996).

3- lron

The results in Table 5 revealed that Fe content in maize grain and
stermn were significantly affected by P and Zn fertilizer treatments.
a- Effect of P level fortilizer:

From data in Table 5 (whole mean of all Zn treatments),it is obvious
that the addition of P ferilizer to the soil markedly decreased the
concentration of Fe in maize grain with application of P; treatment by 39.2
and 14.3% compared to P, treatment in the first and second seasons,
respectively. The corresponding values in maize stem were 31.9 and 31.6%.
These results were supported by Sirvastava (1996). He concluded that the
capacity of plant to absorb and maintain Fe in a soluble mobile form becomes
less at high P concentration in the plant. He added that usually, P
concentration in the rhizosphere is much lower than the level at which P-
induced Fe deficiency is observed. On the other hand, Sonmezi and Yilmaz
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(2000) founded that Fe uptake by grain of barley wasn't affected by applied
phosphorus.

Table 5: Phosphorus and Zinc levels effect on F content (mg/ kg) of
maize grain and stem

2006 soason 2007 season

P; | Ps | Mean Py | Pa T Py | Mean
Fe mg/ Kg Grain

S 187a | 92¢c | 82b 120 | 133b | 113a | 111a | 124
[Zn:e{(S]] 746b | 89c | 60d 98 | 95d | 91c | B2¢c 39
S

reatments
Py |

103 d 90¢c 53d 82 93d 90c 84c¢c a7
ULF) 117¢ | 116b Hb 108 107¢ 102b | 103 b 104
Zn{F) 93e 73d 71c 78 88d 85¢ 76 ¢ 83
L+Zn (F) 146b | 125a 128 a 133 144a | 112a | 110ab 122
ean 1320 97.5 80.3 103.3 | 110.0 98.8 94.3 101.07
Fe mgl/ Kg Stem

396 b 324 a 256 ab 324 384 a 280 ¢ 254 b 280
312c | 328a 2718 a 306 356 b 238 b 280 a 320
240d 220d 140 ¢ 200 220e 236 c 184 ¢ 212
320 ¢ 260 b 224 b 268 324c 240c | 260bt | 274.8
2524d 224 ¢ 172 ¢ 218 280d 252 ¢ 200 ¢ 244
432a ) 280b 260 ab 324 400a | 368 a 286 a 350
3254 | 2726 221.6 2734 | 3274 | 2748 224 282
Means followed by a common letter are not significantly different at the level 5%
according to DMRT

b-Effect of zinc fertilizer treatments:

With regard to the whole mean of Py, P,, and Pa. data in the above
table showed that the Fe content in the maize grain as affected by zinc soil
treatment can be arranged in this order [Zny(S))>[2n10(S)]>[Zn26{S)], and in zinc
foliar treatment in this order [U+Z(F)P[U(F)]>[Zn(F})]. Fe content of [Zng(S)]
(control) treatment increased by 31.6 and 29.8 % compared with [Znx(S))
treatment in maize grain and by 38.3 and 24.3% in maize stem in 2006 and
2007, respectively. These resuits prove that excess zinc reduce in the
absorption and translocation of Fe (Srivatava 199€). With respect to Fe content
in maize stem, it was observed that the effect of P and Zn fertilizer treatments
has the same way as grain.

P X Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the Fe content of
maize grain and stem in the two seasons.

[U+Zn(F}] treatment gave the highest values of Fe content in grain and stem
under P4, P,, and P5 in the two seasons except for P, level in the first season,
control treatment gave the highest value.

The maximum Fe content in grain (187 and 144 mg/Kg in 2006 and
2007 seasons) were obtained by the application of [Zny(S)] and [U+Zn{F)}
treatments under P,, respectively.

The maximum values of Fe content in maize stem (432 and 400) were
obtained by the application of [U+Zn(F)] treatment under P, in the two seasans.

'4- Manganese
: The results in Table 6 show that the Mn content in maize grain and
stem were significantly affected by P and Zn fertilizer treatments, except in
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case of Mn stem content in 2007 season where no significant difference was
observed.

Table 6: Phosphorus and Zinc levels effect on Mn content (mg/ ky) of

maijze grain and stem.
2006 season 2007 soason

P, | P, | P, IWean| P, | P, [ P, | Moan_

Treat.

L3 ] 32b 37c 39d 36 3¢ 40 ¢ 42d 39
w{SH 34b 40¢c 40 cd 38 36 be 42c 43d 40.3
S 42a 47.0b | 47.0b | 486 42a 48 b 49¢ 48.3

42a 47b 50 b 43.1 | 38.0b 50b 52b 48.7
Zn{F) 33b 40¢c 42.7¢ | 388 32d 47 ¢ 4d 9.3
+Zn {F) 423 52 a 62a 52 44a 54a 66a 54.4
ean 358 43.5 46.8 42.2 ar.8 46.8 49,3 " 44.3
Mii mg/ Kg Stem
S] | 107ab [ 110be | 112bc | 109.7 | 108ab | 112abc | 115a 111.7
(B8} | 105b¢ 112b 114ab | 110.3 | 104b 114 a 115a 114
S) i03¢c 117 a 117a | 1123 { 104b | 113 ab 118a 11
U(F) 110a ] 109bed | 112bc | 1103 ¢ 110 a 108 c 116 a 111.3
Zn{F}) 109a 106 d 110c | 1083 | 107ab | 109 bec 117.a 111
U+Zn {F} 110a 108¢d § 111bc | 109.7 | 168ab | 108 ¢ 118a 111.0
: 107.3 110.3 127 | 1101 | 1068 110.7 1227 [ 1112

Means followed by a common letter are not significantly different at the level 5%
according to DMRT

a-Effect of P-level fertilizer:

Data, in the same table also, revealed that Mn content in maize grain
was increased gradually by increasing P-level from P to Ps. It were 35.8 and
37.8 mg Mn/Kg DW, at P, and 46.8 and 48.3mgMn/Kg DW. at P3 in 2006 and
2007 seasons, respectively. The corresponding values in maize stem were
107.3 and 106.8 at Py, and 112.7 and 123.7 at Ps. This could be explained
partly on the fact that single superphosphate contains 57 mg Mn/Kg (Srivatava
1996) and partly to the phosphate fertilizers which affect Mn synergistically by
lowering the scil pH. This was in line with the observation by Sonmezi and
Yilmaz (2000). They concluded that phosphorus ferilizers increased P and Mn
level pariey in grain.
h-Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments:

Data in Table 6 (whole mean of all P treatments) revealed that
application of [Zn,(S)] treatment led to an increase in Mn content of maize
grain and stem. These increases are 21.1 and 15.8% compared with {Zng(S}] in
2006 and 2007, respectively. On the other hand Mn content of maize grain (52
and 54.4 mg/Kg in 2006 and 2007 seasons) were obtained by [Zn+U(F)]
application in the two seasons, The lowest Mn content of maize grain (38.6 and
39.3 mg/Kg in 2006 and 2007 seasons) were obtained by [Zn(F)] treatment.
The decrement of Mn content in the latter treatment may be due to the
antagonistic effect of high Zn concentration in maize stems Table 4 in this
treatment as mentioned before.

P X Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the Mn content of
maize grain and stem in the {wo seasons.

5694



J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura Univ., 34 (5), May, 2009

[U+ Zn{F)] treatment gave the highest values of Mn in grain and stem under P,,
P, and P3in the two seasons.

The maximum Mn content in grain (62 and 66 mg Mn/Kg DW.) was
obtained by the application of [U+ Zn (F)] treatment under P; in the two
seasons. Mn content in maize grain ranged from 32.0 to 66.0 ppm with an
average of 43.0 and in maize stem ranged from 103 {0 118 ppm with an
average of 110 ppm which lies within the sufficiency range. According to.
Srivastava, 1996 critical Mn content for deficiency in malze grain (4.9 ppm)
and in ear- leaf (10.6- 11 ppm)

lll- Translocation of Zn, Fe, and Mn in plant:

once the ions have been absorbed through the root and have been
transported to the xylem vessel, there is a possibility of movement though out
the whole plant. The rate and extent of movement within plants depends on
the metal concerned, the plant organ and the age of plant (Alloway, 1995).
Translocation coefficient percent (TC) from stem to grain has been calculated
according to Zein et al, (2002) as follow:

TeY= content of heavy metalin grain (mg/Kg) <100
content of same heavy metalin straw (mg/Kg)

TC of Zn, Fe, and Mn are presented in Table 7. Zn, Fe, and Mn are
immobile in the plant, thus they move in the xylem vessels as
organocomplixes. This reveals their hydrolysis and sorption on charged
structural surface, and non specific chemical reaction with other ions
simultaneously transported or metabolized, Srivastava, 1998.

TC values of Zn ranged between 25.2 and 79.7% with an average of
44.05%. The high values of TC for Zinc were obtained by the foliar
application of zinc combined with urea. This treatment resulted in high
concentration of Zn in grain and consequently high TC.

This finding is in agreement with those of Bowman and Panl (1989).
.They reported that urea is one of the compounds most rapidly absorbed by
leaves. in meantime; foliar spraying of urea with certain micronutrients
increased penetration of accompanying nutrients.

TC values of Fe in Table 7 were ranged between 21.6 and 49.3 with
an average 36.9%. The corresponding TC values of Mn ranged between 29,1
and 55.93 with an average of 39.15. Data of Mn translocation coefficient
showed that means of foliar Zn in combination with urea were more efficient
treatment in increasing the Mn translocation from maize stem to its grains.
Data of translocation coefficient can be arranged according to mean values in
the foliowing decreasing sequence Zn > Mn > Fe. These results are in
agreement with those of Chaney and Giordano, {1977).

They classified Mn and Zn as elements which were relatively readily
tran- located to the plant tips. These results were supported also by
srivastava, 1996 and zien et al, (2002) they concluded that all the trace
elements are not equally mobile through the phloem. They aiso added that

. some trace elements such as Mn , Mo, and Zn are easily moved, while Fe is
less mobile, it is transiocated in plant as citrate complexes. Soluble
ferredoxins may also take part in mobility of Fe.in plant tissues.
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Table 7 Translocation coefficient (TC %} of Zn, Fe, and Mn
2006 ssason 2007 season
P2 r Py , Meoan Py T P T Py , Mean
Zn (1C %) -

[Zne(8] | 464 | 341 | ass | 405 | 374 412 | 450 | a1
Zno(S) | 441 352 {356 376 | 384 48.2 555 | 411
SN | 558 [310 |275 |32 | 418 557 | 447 | 495

P4 I

U{F) 41.5 438 33.2 38.3 47.1 455 39.1 | 434
Zn{F) 31.2 36.5 25.2 31.9 40 45.4 4.8 | 435
WZn{F) | 512 (406 659 |47 70 77.8 78.7 | 754
fean 43.8 7.7 36.7 9.0 45.7 52.2 501 | 494
Fe(TC%) :

8] 47.2 28.3 32.0 370 346 40.4 43.7 42.5
S 48.8 2714 21.8 32.0 26.7 27.7 29.3 27.8
S 42.0 40.9 37.8 41.0 42.3 38.1 45.7 41.0°

F 36.8 44.8 40.8 40.3 33.0 42.5 39.6 ar.e
F) 36.9 328 41.3 36.6 31.4 33.7 38.0 34.0
Zn {F} 33.8 44.6 49.3 9.4 36.4 30.4 38.5 34.9

40.6 357 36.2 azs 336 386 39.1 | ag.1

Mn(TC%)

299 336 348 32.8 324 35.7 36.5 34.9

8| 32.4 35.7 35.1 .5 3486 36.8 ar.4 36.3

40.8 40.2 40.2 40.6 40.4 42.5 41.5 41.7

F 281 43.1 44.6 391 34.5 46.3 44.8 42.0
n{F) 30.3 37.8 38.8 35.6 29.9 43.1 376 5.4
u+Zn (F) 38.2 48.1 55.9 47.4 40.7 50.0 55.93 | 49.0
Mean 334 39.4 41.5 38.3 35.4 42.3 42.3 39.9

iV- Availability of P, Zn, Fe, and Mn
1- Phosphorus:
Data in Table 8 indicated that significant effect was obtained for
available P with different applications of P and Zn fertilizer treatment.
a- Effect of P fertilizer treatments:

Data in the same fable showed that available P ,whole mean of all Zn
treatments, generally increased by increasing P fertilizer levels from P, to P;.
These increments were 21.4 and 27.7% in the two seasons, respectively.

b- Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments:

Mean values of available P (whole mean of all treatments) in above
Table showed that available P decreased with the increasing zinc levels
added to the soil from 15.23 mg P/ Kg soil at [Zng- (S)] to 13.84 mg P/ Kg soil
in the first season. These results may be explained the Zn- P antagonism
interaction. This antagonism mainly seems to be based on chemical reaction
in the rhizosphere, Olsen, ef al,(1991). On the other hand, according fo
Alloway,(1995) the Zn-P antagonism can be explained on a plant
physiological basis. In the second season the mean value became higher and
the behavior of available P takes different ways, where it is 18.84 mg P/ Kg
PDW. at [Zny- (S)] freatment. These increases may be due fo the
accumutation effect of P fertilizer in the second season and higher P content
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than soil Zn. With foliar application the maximum mean (whole mean of P
treatment values of available P (17.22 and 17.89 mg/ Kg soil} in 2006 and
2007seasons were obtained from (U+ Zn (F}) treatment. This may be due to
the increase of maize biomass with [U+ Zn (F)] followed by [Zn (F)] treatment
and therefore the increase of size of maize roots which increased available P
for use by plant.
Analysis of variance revealed that PX Zn interaction had highly significant
effect on the available P in the two seasons.

Table: 8: Phosphorus and Zinc levels effect on P, Zn, Fe, and Mn
available In soil. )

2006 soason 2007 season
Treatments P+ | P, | P; | Mean Pr | P [ Ps [ Mean
P mg/ Kg soll
na{ S] 13.31b | 15.83ab | 16.53bc | 15.23 | 13.87bc | 20.80a | 21.33ab | 18.67
10-{S}] 13.72ab | 14.30bc | 15.83cd | 14.63 | 15.63ab | 16.27bc | 19.37h 17.09
20-{S)] 12.43b | 13.70c { 14.80d | 13.64 | 15.7ab | 18.00b | 22.83a 18.24
U{F) 13.50ab | 14.30bc | 17.43bc | 15.08 | 14.4abc | 15.63c | 20.44b 16.83
Zn({F)_ 15.22a | 15.43ab j 18.03ab | 16.22 | 13.47¢ [ 16.73bc | 20.44b 16.80
U+Zn (F) 13.6ab 16.6a 2146a | 17.22 | 16.43a ['17.73bc| 19.5b 17.89
13.64 15.02 17.35 | 15.34 [ 14.92 17.53 20.65 17.6%
Zn mg/ Kg soil

1.42bc 1.44b 1.34bc 1.4 1.44¢ 1.72cd 1.44¢ 1.53

1.86b 3.31a 1.66bc 2.28 1.82b 2.81b 2.39a 2.34

2.66a 3.28a 2.62a 2.85 2.83a 3.16a 2.58a 2.86

1.17¢c 1.36b 1.81b 1.45 1.46¢ 1.85¢ 1.90b 1.74

1.78b 1.35b 1.19¢ 1.44 1.82b 1.85¢ 1.70bc 1.79

1.8b 1.87b 1.79b 1.82 1.35c 1.39d 1.76bc 1.5

1.78 2.1 1.74 1.87 1.78 213 1.96 1.96

Critical value of soil test for Zn deficiency in maize 0.6 ppm (extracted by 0.005 DTPA ,
Takkar and Mann,1975) .
Fe mg /Kg soil

[Znof 5] 1.8¢c 1.96c 2.44d 2,06 1.68d 2.08d 2.72d 2.16
[Zn10-(S)] 1.68¢d 1.92c 2.08e 1.89 2.08c | 2 36cd 2.16e 2.20
[Znz-(S)] 1.44d 2.04c¢ 2.92¢ 213 2.36¢ 2.92b 4.08c 3.12
LH{F) 2.92a 2.24c 3.44b 2.87 1.64d : 2.64bc 5.04a 3.11
Zn{F) 2.24b 2.80b 3.28b 277 | 2892 4.36a 4.76ab 4.01
U+Zn (F) 2.88a 3.96a 3.96a 3.60 4.0a 4.44a 4.56b 4.33
[Mean 216 2.49 3.02 2.56 2.45 3.13 3.89 3.16
Foil critical level (2.5- 4.5 mg/ Kg soll ) (extracted by 0.005 DTPA, Lndsay and Norvel,
1978)
Mn mg/ Kg soll
[Znof 5] 0.78 e 0.71c  0.79d 0.76 0.63e 0988c 10.93d 0.86
[Zne-(S)] 10.96b L74c 108%c K086 1092c 0.82e (1.33a 1.02

Nxo-(S)] [0.93b 1.00 a 0.89 ¢ 0.94 K©083d 1.02c [1.04c 0.96
U{F) 0.82d 0.86 b 1.14 b 94 10.53f 0.93d [1.23b 0.89
Zn{F) 1.01 a 0.85b 1.39 a 1.08 098b [1.09b |1.02¢ 1.03
U+Zn (F)  10.89¢ .98 a 1.11b 1098 [1.08a [1.22a |1.05¢ 1.12
Mean .83 .86 1.03 0.93 0.83 [1.01 1.10 0.98

. {Soil critical level 0.22- 2.9 mg Mn/ Kg {extracted by 0.005 DTPA, Bansal and Nayyar, 1989

Data in Table 8 showed that [Zn (F)] and [U+ Zn(F)] treatments gave
the highest values of available P under P, level in the two seasons. [U+ Zn
(F)] treatment gave the highest vaiue of the available P under P; level the two
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seasons and under P, level in the first season, while [Zny- (S)] treatment
gave the highest values in second season under P; The maximum values of
available P (21.46 and 22.83 mg P / Kg DW. soil) were obtained by
application of [U+ Zn (F)] and [Zny- (S)] treatment in 2006 and 2007
seasons, respectively under P;.

2- Zinc: '
Data in Table 8 and Fig. § and 6 showed that available zinc in the
studied soil was significantly affected by P and Zn fertilizer treatments.

a- Effect of P fertilizer treatments:

Data in the above Table and Fig.5 showed that mean values of
available zinc {(whole mean of all zinc treatment) at P; were 1.78 and 1.79 mg
Zn/ Kg DW, Soil in 2006 and 2007 seasons), at P, the comresponding values
were 2.1 and 2.13 mg Zn/ Kg DW. Soil. This may be due to, as mentioned
before, that superphosphate contains 100 mg Zn/ Kg socil. At P, treatment
mean value of available Zn were decreased t0 1.74 and 1.96 in 2006 and
2007 seasons. These results were supported by Xie and Mackenzie 1989,
they concluded that phosphorus fertilization increases specific sorption of Zn
on crystalline Fe oxides.

b- Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments:

From data in Fig.6 (whale mean of all P treatments) it can be seen that,
mean vajues of available Zn were possibility increase by 50.9 and 46.5% in
2008 and 2007 due to application of [Znys (S)] treatment in comparison with
[Zng (S)] control, while it is obvious that foliar zinc application with urea or
aione had no effect on available soil Zinc. The mean values of availabie zinc
were ranged between 1.44 and 1.82 mg Zn / Kg sail in the two seasons. The
slight increase over the [Zny (8)] (control) may be due i{o the increase of the
size of maize roots as a result {o increasing the maize biomass.

P X Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the available Zn in the
two seasons, Data of available Zn revealed that [Zn(S)] treatment gave the
highest value of available Zn under Py, P,, and P;. The maximum values
{3.28 and 3.16 mg Zn/Kg soil) were obtained by [Zn,(S)] treatment under P,.

Values of available Zn in the studied soil varied from 1.17 to 3.31 mg
ZnfKg soil. These values being within the moderate range (0.7 - 1.5 ppm) to
the high range (>1.5 ppm) according to Aboulroos ef al ., (1996).
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Fig 5: Effect of phosphorus fertilizer treatments on available Zn, Fe, and
Mn (mean of the two seasons}
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Fig 6: Effect of zinc fertilizer treatments on available Zn, Fe, and Mn
(mean of the two seasons}

3-Iron:

Data in Table 8 revealed a significant effect on availabie Fe with P and
Zn fertitization.

a- Effect of P fertilizer treatments:

Data in Table 8 and fig.5 showed that, the highest mean values of
available Fe 3.02 and 3.89 mg Fe/ Kg soil (the whole mean of ail Zn
treatment) were obtained at P; in the two seasons. Available Fe as affected
by P levels were in order P; > P; > P, in the two seasons. although numerous
studies indicate that high rate of P fertilizers induced Fe deficiency in soiuticn
of culture Mengel, 1984 and Alloway, 1995, it is interest that the results
- reported here did not show such antagonistic in the reaction effect between
available P and Fe in the studied soil, however this antagonist relationship
was induced in the maize plant among Fe and P and Zn as mentioned
before.
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b- Effect of Zn fertilizer treatments:

Data in the same Table and Fig. 6 revealed that mean vaiues of Fe
(whole mean of Py, P;, and P;) as affected by Zn treatment can be arranged
in this order [U + Zn (F) > [Zn(F)] > [U (F)] > [Zn(S)] >[ Zn(S)] (control)>
Zn1o(8)].{mean of the two seasons). These results showed that the addition of
Zn as soil application decreased the available of Fe in the soil. These results
are in an agreement with those of srivastava, 1996 who explained that
antagonistic interaction between Fe and Zn (in the soil application) is
supported to be associated with precipitation of franklinite (Zn Fe, O4} which
depresses the availability of both metals. Huyer and Page, (1989) added that
zinc ion strongly inhibits reduction of Fe™ to Fe?* to affect the uptake of Fe
and also the translocation.

P X Zn interaction had highly significant effect on available Fe. Data
in Table 8 showed that the highest mean values of available Fe were
obtained by [U+Zn(F)] treatment under Py, P;, and P; in the ftwo seasons,
except for P1 in 2006 and P3 in 2007 season. The highest values were
obtained by [U{F)] treatment. The maximum values of available Fe (3.96 and
5.04 mg FelKg soil) were obtained by application of [U+Zn(F)] and [U(F)]
treatments under P, in the two seasons, respectively.

Values of available Fe varied from 1.44 to 504 mg/kg with an
average of 2.86, being within the critical concentration range of (2.5 — 4.5 mg
Fe/lKg soil extracted by 0.005 DTPA)} according to Lindsay and Norvell
{(1978).

4- Manganese (Mn):

The results in Table 8 show that available Mn was significantly
affected by P and zn fertilization.
a-Effect of P fertilizer treatment:

Data in the above Table and Fig. 5 (whole mean of all Zn treatments)
showed that mean value of available Mn increased as P-levels increased in
the two seasons. These increments were 19.4 and 24.6% by appfied P; in
comparison with P; treatment in the two seasons. These results are partly
due to increasing the solubility of Mn by forming manganese phosphate, and
partly due to the fact that superphosphat contains 57 mg Mn/Kg as
mentioned before. These results supported by Srivastava (1996). He
concluded that phosphate fertilizers affect Mn either synergistically or
antagonistically by lowering the soil PH or by increasing Mn sorption capacity
of soil, respectively.

b- Effect of Zn treatment:

Data in Table 8 and Fig.6 showed that mean values of available Mn
(whole mean of all P treatments) as affected by Zn treatments can be
arranged in the order [U+ Zn{F)] > [Zn(F)] > [Znx(S)] = [W(F)] >[Zno(S)]
>{Zne(8)] (mean of the two seasons). The mean values of available Mn by the
Zn Foliar application treatments was (1.01 mg Mn/Kg scil ) while the mean
values of soil Zn application was {(0.94 mg Mn / Kg soil). These results
revealed that available Mn slightly increased by zinc foliar application than
soil application. This finding could be, as mentioned before, due to the
antagonistic interaction between Zn in soil and Mn (Alloway, 1985),
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P X Zn interaction had highly significant effect on the available Mn.
From the same Table, it can be seen that ([U+ Zn(F)] gave the highest
available Mn under P; and P; in the second season, while in the first season
[Zn{F)] treatment gave the highest vaiues under P, and P;. Also [Znx(S)]
and [Zn1(8)] treatments gave the highest values in the first season under P,
and in the second season under Pa.

The maximum values of available Mn (1.39 and 1.33 mg Mn / Kg soii
) were obtained by the application of [Zn(F)] and [Zn4o(S)] treatments in 2006
and 2007, respectively.

‘Values of the available Mn varied from 0.63 to 1.39 with an average
of 1.01 being within the critical concentration (0.22- 2.9 mg Mn/ Kg sall
extracted by 0.005 DTPA ) according to Bansal and Nayyar {1989).

it may be more convenient to take into consideration that although
there were no addition of Fe or Mn in the experiment, the concentrations of
their available contents in soif were within the critical levels. This can be
explained by Srivastava(1996). He concluded that rhizosphere zone receives
appreciable amounts of organic acids from roots and H” released by roots
reduces the pH and dissolve many relatively inscluble trace elements through
complexation or chelation to increase their mobilization to piant root by mass
flow and diffusion.

CONCLUSION

From data in Table 9 we can conclude that:

1- Grain yield and biomass increased by different percentages form P, to P;
and from P; to Pj.

2- The nutritional values of maize grain increased with the increasing P, Zn,
and Mn from P, to P, while it decreased from P; to P,

3- The fertility of the socil increased as the available studied elements
increased at the two P fertilizer levels, except for Zn in P;.

With regard to the methods of Zn application, foliar application of Zn
combined with urea is the recommended one because it avoids the
antagonism interaction in the soil with other efements.

Table 9: Relative increase (A %) in the all studied factors due to
phosphorus fertilizer treatments.

Factors A%(Py, Ps) A%(Py , P}
IGrain yield 4.9 7.7
Biomass 8.8 78
P maize grain content 76 -2.8 _ ]
[Zn maize grain conterit 18.6 -10.2
Fg maize grain content -21.0 -14.5
n maize grain content 18.6 6.0
vailable P 12.6 14.6
. #Avallable Zn 15.6 -14.8
vailable Fe 17.8 18.7
vallable Mn 8.5 12.2




Zein, F. I. et al.

Zein, F. I ot al.

whﬂw\wmanuw 3 U0 dsanall 5 A0 Agladid
QJ;!\QALDWJMMMU“,JM\,’

dpan w9 ol gl daal pland ¢ j sl Jad

s = 5 AN — Lot 5 a3 5e —All g oluall g el T Eigag Sgaa

seas —Apll K - L et Gigall Aaas —igingdl Ao el (A Oflia G a0 Caal
XY Y splladadl Cpa el A
. AR AR = TR TS [T (T 5 FETON gt R R TRLE N Pt
s 0n Sy 4)n %Y ) eajia o Low sy Al GOl yandl f ( ohaill o)
370) Qo Pl dpanl (e b shue S Cand (el Lol Oe Jagliee J otaill G ladl S
Dgapill eabind doabialioly ATUGSay (VOF 3 350) 30 Jpmana o (i f 0 8 pal. , 0
Wkia kel pyanal (B A el Cunll g A A pealial A jed s2ag il y aalt g oW
3 i Coal Jaladly ) phen gill Dy e b i B Jaball IS i) S e Baal 56 e
RIS T, W
q-h‘-sz-hl\uqﬂcﬁm
ol Wy A il il U gima Do Bl 4T 95y 500 grmana
u—l\",a\;\\’.‘h—_‘qg»ﬂdﬂﬂ‘, % 1,0 1Y iy A0 s Jpasa @
[ s S0 ) SO (g fndll Y ien gl dpancil 3 30 3 o g pYY g gl
O ol v a8 Vo) Jy sl Aelaa 33 jlia (s
J_ﬁn._ac_nu)_u-_]_,ua:u }13‘;&!&_}95“5%;-'4)&”&_}““‘\.‘;&6‘ .
et S Lty Y payalt 3 g Jyeane by Dpaw el 8B Sl it el
i S T (g e Cin gyl ps Sl 8 Akl (U syl (g g Jpeans
Ll )
had [ oS Y Jamay i W1 il Al s S5 g (A psieill 58 8 Jei @
(oA d paS £0) A8 (g gudt aay U1 poagall A I Sl gl sgandd (5 yinay
G gl
Ulalaag (Otad /b5 paf Vo) s dpandlt Aol S 30 Mgy jpbeash 385 Jel 0
SR -1 IO TP O [ S F W YOV P WORLICY ('L I RVEPY PR
dM‘t—AL—:_J_,._ﬂItadb.}“.h,l';q‘_):):“&heu&n)ﬂluﬁg’j;ﬁﬂﬁjuh‘ []
u.u....J.Jl q-ILIu,mMQ.aLm
b [ el e ea 00 i 00 Aldlae aa DS A Gl B el 385 el @
A e Ay OB i g panil (5 sy
SFuay Lol o AL Gl Aldas g laf Job el ymall e figdly gl gina e
el Ll i abaed g Y e gall g bae L (e SN ) JaW b il el
PR EDY JUA T HUPH JETONE DPY-RVRCRCIY W PRIFPAN OV [N JE TSR PP Y-S0)
IS gl s
~ytal) € Giaiall € aliy s VK s 5 S (TC%) Al oabiall JIEY) Jelas S
dl_.':jnhl_\,ll'rl".bu)dl Apanaidl dmiab__)ca_jgi;hllﬂjw)}iuﬂ]{}aaﬂ*d‘ﬁuﬁ“ dhaym e
RUAL ISV TP U N P PR WO [P SN R PN, |
Wiy el Gl Ly e Syiniag masy sbegh ot Ciaed Lol ae il (50 ddas @
(cpad [y oS ¥ ) oo 1 ol ) lalaa ps puia

5704





