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W& (Vaccinium spp.) J@ ¥ SR (Ericacae) #i4F J& (Vaccinium ) /NER ., R RLHIEE EZSTE R, A
E b 22 3 5 B aRO IE T BE VBT H B SEMURR DR, A T B R A R (T BB T XUBE 4 Bk, b LA 20 1iE
20 80 AEARTFti | Fh ok 5%, B B i AU R B L B ™ AR B . (H AR S AL RS AE R Y L ol pH(E G FLE
4.8~5.5, b pH (E & T 5.5 WF, W51 5E 3 A M 7 s BRam A8 T b pH (EART 4. 8 1 I AT AR BUBAE
(Vaccinium vitis-idaea) 5N . BP9 AR BN E R + RS pH BTGB 2 4. 9~5. 5 kA& “db
23 7% HHE pH E (938 B B 4. 0~5. 0, 17 988 247 R SCR X 3 pH E & BB FE 4. 0~4. 55 % B
WEE M pH AAEVE R 4. 5~6. 05 @ AN IE AR I F 70 A HHE pH (SR 3. 0~5. 5", H AT g = A 5 4
AR WD T R R DA W R R T R M DX 3R SRR R R AT DT R b X SR R R e N i A
T WA R G B R B A A B A DS ER  BVS I B AE AV BT p HL X A A A 4 AR I RE e L DT
DAL B 57 45 4 8 i Ak, LA Ay 0 2 R oMb 7 7 R b DX PR e R AR Bt A R O T A O B R
L B 7 S e e pHL RS B A BRI A A

1 MRl E 7%

1.1 ik #et

A e A A5 3 (Sharpblue) 78 B H 8 BT Kl ol BHEE A RS R 4R fE X8 & 2~3 em, & 1~2
AN 25 5 Tl A6 R H AR A 2 B RIS T 99. 5 %6 s B R ik 104 A #8 5 Klasmann-Deilmann /A ] . K i 414, pH {H
K 6.0 RAIA HARZ N T i+ pH {EH 6. 8.
1.2 ik igit

FEFES T 2013 4F 8 H A 5 PRt KA Al BB A BR 2> w38 MR M H R AT 8 B L AL b R R 43l 4 1R B
a0 3 3IRAWA.SKEL 60%; FEARH HANNAHIOON 21 {5 #5 = 4 e /2 5 3 41 46 pH {8 )5 43 ik
6 BN 4 710 em® SRS 76 FE AR B ARy . LAAS it B A BB R X IR (SO) it Bt A BB S1.S2.S3.S4.S5 1Y
JAR LS R 2. 4,4.8,7.2,9.6,12.0 g, BAH SEGPEREX S G . 40 A BHAZ X &R 10 em X 10 cm
(38 SRR N, B A 785 em® BEJIT, ST~ S5 b 3 rr A bR 3 I 3 A L A 7 5 et 4300 R 0. 4,0..8,1.2,1.6,2.0 g,
PR B E A T TN B SR 4 i BB 4 d De/hvK 1T IRGIREIRIE N 26~32 °C, AL FE 3 IRE
HLORAEE N 6 BRE RSN,
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SEAE AR B I A R R0 0 BE G BRI 10 7 it 7t [, 1T 0. 05 mol « L' SRR Uk » 1491 25 B 7 /K kL i
70 CEAR LT L B RS I GE AR I R B VBN e DE T S IR R A N R A TLIRE A

TR RE 5 AWl R AR IR - SRR T A% FIUAH B e (0% I 5 80 TAS-990 3~ W e 3 )it ' B2 3 7

FIFEE R R I LA R ] SPSS19. 0 B PFEEAT AN R T 2200 . IF ] LSD ik Z H i, Heh 22 57 B 3%

JKER p<<0. 05,
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2.1 T ER pH MR

F 1 EoR 5 AU NGRS AL BE L A LR pH (15 W R 4
HiEAE 30 d J5 ¥, FLBE % it B i 0 3O, pH A T B
B B4 Al 60 d e, #5 it A Ab 38 Y L BT pH 3 2 B
R RS, BN R B AR s, o S5 4 pH {H T B IR
JE B KL RS pH A A 3,89, 7F 90 d A1 120 d J& I 52 i, 4%
fifiAb B pH (HAS b 22 AR K WA LT, X — 45
R ABE R HA -,
2.2 pHEZAIEKESH T

B =B 1a BT UL, S B 0B 6 Ak B, W5 &5 40 0 A Bk
KB IR BN F R G AR TZE 508 i % R 205
W 0. 4 g BRARA T, 4l R AR K B 2 A L ANOR AR
R R RS AR AL (B =R B 1b) 5 2 U8 0 G A 5 A 5 3
0.8 g LUJF - 4h Mk it B % (B =B K le~D . £ 2 &
TN FE VRN 0.8 g BB I, & B R R O . Gk
14. 70 e {H Fifi 25 56 5 p 3% 0BRSS R 2 0 486 K & i e A
o B R R A G — 2 SR g it T o R 4
K. R 20RO 0B B R BTE  KN  E AE
4 P AR R o BB A S
2.3 MMM AT RTEEEXM

3 WoR A X W A AN e b L B LB Y
B Wt A 6 5 v e o R R O A B 0 A i rp AL
W HR S RS DT R R R A A B ) R e 2
S E (p<0.05)  FEFT N 0. 8 g Bl 5, 4 f it Hh
AT BB 13,44 pg » g 1 BB v AN IS 0 il By I, i
Fh S R RAR . 2.6 pg e g L EEBTHREAN 0. 8 g B
JEL g S RS, N 4.4 pg e g 'L fH S1.,83.84
gint 2 RN RN 0. 8 g BAE S, 4
WA A R AR .18 6.66 pg e g L fH S2.S3.54 4
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Tab. 1

mMENAREER pH BEUHR M

The effects of sulfur on matrix pH

change in container bag

AbFE R/ g

AN Ta] 4 B BSHE] R /Y 38 R pH A

0d 30d 60 d 90 d 120 d
SO 0.0 6.45 6.44  6.47  6.53 6.56
S1 0.4 6.45 6.13 5.10 5.05 5.23
S2 0.8 6.45 5.86 4.53 4.61 4.75
S3 1.2 6.45 5.56 4.22  4.35 4. 42
S4 1.6 6.45 5.51 4.09 4.12 4.23
S5 2.0 6.45 5.50 3.89 3.92 4.01

®2 MEEMEEHFESHEOEM

Tab. 2 The effects of sulfur on blueberry heights

cultured in greenhouse

W AR /g RS/ em VAN e
S0 0.0 8.55+0. 36¢ 1.53=+0. 21°
S1 0.4 13.61+0.60" 1.50=+0. 30*
S2 0.8 14.7040. 98¢ 1.60=+0.17°
S3 1.2 14. 3240, 45° 1.5340.12°
S4 1.6 13.5840. 80" 1.40+0.17"
S5 2.0 12.43+0. 54¢ 1.30=+0.17°

T < Kb B A AN [ ) /NG 7 B 2 5 3 (p<<0. 05) T[] .
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Tab. 3 The effects of Sulfur on blueberry leaves nutrition
R g LSHEGHEH/ s/ 2ReHE
(pgrgD  (pgeg) (pgrgh

SO 0.0 5.044+0.22" 2.60£0.46° 4.3940.74¢
S1 0.4 10.64+0. 24> 3.20+0.21" 5.8640.42"
S2 0.8 13.4440. 36" 4.40+0.53" 6.6640.23"
S3 1.2 9.5240.15° 3.4040.48" 6.46=+0.56"
S4 1.6 7.8440.76% 3.000.65* 6.34+0.78"
S5 2.0 6.7240.51° 2.8040.44° 5,9140.37"

WA AR TR B MR M -, HAT 48 pH A e 2 BRI i 2 A 5 9 R R0 F2 B R R R A AR
Tk BB 4 pH (E R A R RO R A R, D A B A JS 14 pH (B 4.9 BEE 304,01
HT DAY RE 4 4E DL B, ARWF R 45 BRI, B0 b AR B AR . 60 d J5 3L pH (B T RSN EAL, IR 4R R AR 3. 89~
5.23, FEERE K FEEA L5 55 40~80 d 4M# 5 A BE R BT pH EMERS ., ABIR LM, 5
Xof HECAH b il B S 0 A R s P 084 AL BRI (8 R B R R LA T D (B =R B 1b,1d le 1D . MR R E
WS B A pH (EVEF N 3. 89~5. 23, fxi& pH By 4. 53, M W5 RERE AR 25 B e i CBF =% K 1e, % 2),
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R SR X R A A R PR AR RN RE T 58 L R pH (A R R B RAE U E AR T R A 5
WA W A S L SR A AR B R A2 B i R R AR R X IR R VR I B A R L B BT pH (24 R
6. 45 MR KR B NS BN O B T S I g R0 (=R K 1) . WSINELER B G, 3 pH (R
IR TSR X Sl AR HE R VR AR . R R S AR R R A B A A SR S i AR A A IR
PERE AR BT S LR A G R B p AR A R B P 7 S R R R 5 T e DA T A 25
7 pH H A 4. 5~5.5 [ EE T b g BE R 7 W1 W A= W ek W SR ™ o xR e A AR I v Bl L B A R
A A SRR, BB pH {ELAE 3. 9~5. 0 WF AR I R rp 580 B B3 8 2 0 IR, R 5T pHL fELTE 4. 5 I A BRI
Frrb R B A ELARDRR I R P L W LB 0 R A B R T A A 0 2 5 BT R R R GR 3.
SRS AR s | AR <% - N /i RO O W 7 T Y 31 65 IR E S T G

4 2518

CHEEREVI R X A AR A — R N RN o E AR S E R L e
I B A 5 AT BBk MO R A B 2 bR 1 A R DR R e 30K 1 X AR O R R A
TR, ARG AREREN AR IR MR . PR pH H. R EEE"AERET., PRl hm
A SRR A TIE E A pH (BB F A 3. 89~5. 23, fwidi pH {E M 4. 53 AR Ha &5 SR, LI H B + 3% pH {H 6.5
F AT 15 cm JE 2 W R B 1 m? T 153 () 1 hm® BB B 1 530 kg) . AW ik R 7

LT B Lo M AR R BB T B AR
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