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Abstract: Globally, mineral nitrogen (N) losses as nitrate leaching (INL) are a substantial portion of
applied fertilizer and cause surface and sub-surface water contamination. To precisely measure NL and
its interlink parameters, biochar soil amendment was tested in this study. Three treatments—biochar
(BC), without biochar (WB) with °N urea (300 kg/ha), and control (no fertilization)—were tested in
soil-filled lysimeters (circular PVC (Polyvinyl Chloride) tank of 30 cm diameter and 35 cm height)
equipped with moisture content sensors and weighing assembly for the consecutive two cropping
of Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis. The 1°N-urea in the first season and the poultry manure in the
second season were applied, but the fate of the 1°N was examined in leachate, dry matter, and soil.
As compared to WB, BC significantly decreased mineral N leaching, including nitrate levels (35%),
increased electrical conductivity (68.5%), and water availability (20% inches per foot), while there
was a non-significant increase in biomass per plant (2.84%), evapotranspiration (8.33%), dry matter
(6.89%), and a decrease in mean leachate volume (7.63%). Moreover, BC accumulated values were
higher than WB, as N uptake (38%), water use efficiency (12.24%), maximum fresh weight (11.4%),
and soil N retained (185%) after cropping. The soil pH, the bulk density, and the total nitrogen were
changed but presented non-significant differences. Therefore, biochar can increase soil N retention
and available water to improve water use efficiency and decrease potential N leaching.

Keywords: soil nitrate; lysimeter; water use efficiency; dry matter; soil pH; soil electrical conductivity

1. Introduction

Worldwide, nitrogenous fertilizers are abundantly used to enhance crop production in agricultural
sectors, but lower nitrogen (N) use efficiencies in almost all agricultural land originate from nitrogen
losses in the form of ammonia volatilization, nitrate leaching, and emission of greenhouse gases
(GHG). On the one hand, active N threatens the environment in the form of worsened changes in
precipitation and temperature patterns, and on the other hand, higher nitrate concentrations in surface
and subsurface waters put pressure on water resources of the globe. Higher nitrate in potable water has
been generating problems after agricultural modernization such as blue baby syndrome in humans [1],
poisoning in animals [2], and harmful effects on plant bodies in certain conditions [3]. In China,
nitrate contamination has been affecting not only shallow groundwater (unconfined aquifers) but also
deep groundwater (confined aquifers), which may take a long time for recovery [4]. Nitrate pollution
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was recently measured in the whole of China, and it was found to have caused adverse effects in
adult males, children, and infants in Shaanxi and Shandong provinces [3]. Therefore, the Chinese
government has to take management measures to protect the groundwater from further dreadful
conditions, because a considerable portion of the population depends on the groundwater resources
for drinking, livestock farming, and other uses.

Total N losses vary from region to region depending on fertilizer type [5], fertilizer dose [6],
soil characteristics [7], water content availability [8], climate [9], and management practices [10]. In any
agricultural region, management practices cover seedbed preparation, time of plantation, fertilization,
harvest, irrigation, vegetation type and rotation, and protected or non-protected agricultural practices.
However, the best management practice is to utilize all the influential parameters to control nitrate
leaching sustainably [9] and without compromise to yield reduction, because the world population is
becoming enlarged with expectedly high demands of food, fiber, and bioenergy [9], especially in large,
highly populated countries such as China. In the last few decades, the Chinese government has ensured
surplus water and fertilizer availability to farmers on time to enhance crop production, which might
boost agricultural production and endorse N losses as nitrate leaching [11]. Many researchers reported
nitrate leaching losses in different parts of the country of up to 50% of applied fertilizer and 30-35%
nitrogen utilization efficiency. China has a large population (about 22% of the world population) and
7% of the total world agriculture land (approximately 135 million ha [12]), wherein 19.4% (26 million
ha) is degraded and polluted [13]. Thus, sustainable development in the arable land in China might
be faced with multiple challenges, including nitrate leaching and maximizing production to feed the
future population [14]. Many remedial measures have been taken, such as covering crops, nitrogen
inhibitors, and biochar additions, but a sustainable solution still has yet to be implemented. However,
reduction in N losses has been verified in many cases; Quemada et al. [15] analyzed a 40% reduction in
nitrate leaching because of improved fertilizer and water management. Biochar (BC) application in soil
to control N losses as well as carbon sequestration is becoming a popular method in the agricultural
sectors throughout the world [16,17] because it synergizes climate mitigation, soil conditioning, and safe
environmental waste management [18]. Moreover, BC improves soil hydraulic properties, as it holds
more water to deliver for crop production [17], increases soil respiration, and upgrades recalcitrance in
soil [19]. However, the aspect of biochar that may increase crop yield is not fully understood because
of controversial results from different studies. For example, Kammann et al. [20] found a substantial
increase in quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa L.) yield in a pot experiment, whereas Rogovska et al. [21]
found no increase in maize yield in a subtropical region, and some studies negatively described a
reduction in yield [22]. Hence, biochar amendment in a particular soil-water—plant system should be
analyzed under climatic conditions, water availability, and temperature to fully understand its benefits.

Global warming alarmingly generates soil aridity/water scarcity problems in China due to shifts
in severe hydrological, meteorological, and agricultural drought as well as increases in the frequency
of extreme precipitation events [23]. Consequently, these postulating sequences might probe the risk
of surface flooding and subsurface nitrate leaching, because water has a positive relation with soil
nitrification processes [24] and high nitrate solvent capacities. In particular, heavy rains in monsoon
season after dry and hot summers cause severe nitrate leaching losses in agriculture sectors of China [25].
N losses in a particular farmland system can be monitored in many ways, but isotopic pool dilution
(IPD) is considered a powerful tool for determining the N dynamics in a soil-plant-water system [26].
Water and nitrogen are inter-related and are integral factors related to crop yield, soil fertility, and
nutrient leaching from an agriculture soil [6]. Some studies illustrated that crop yield was increased
directly with excess availability of water and nitrate, but after exceeding a certain adequate limit, it may
have damaging effects on the ecosystem. Therefore, moisture content must be taken into consideration
while monitoring N transformation and leaching in any soil-water—plant system [27] with the help of
different methods and devices. Different types of moisture sensors are available in different markets,
which may be installed in soil during pot, lysimeter, or field experiments for instant and quick data
acquisition and manipulation, but their accuracy is always questionable because of different technical



Agronomy 2019, 9, 331 30f18

and non-technical issues. It is better to calibrate the moisture sensor before and after installation in
soil [28]. This study was conducted in an open greenhouse that had similar conditions as a field, but
protections were applied in severe weather conditions such as freezing temperature. Such types of
greenhouses are commonly used in Beijing for vegetable production.

The purpose of the study was to evaluate the soil-water—plant relationship in the context of mineral
nitrogen (nitrate and ammonium ions) and—more precisely and accurately—in the presence and the
absence of biochar as well as no biochar and fertilization for Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis cultivation
in two consecutive cropping seasons (April to July and August to November). The comparative
analyses among the treatments were made for the parameters encompassing total nitrate and ammonia
leaching, total N uptake, biomass per plant, evapotranspiration, and water use efficiency. Moreover,
the soil properties, including pH, Electrical Conductivity (EC), bulk density, total nitrogen, moisture
content, and tracer nitrogen values after the first and the second harvest, were also monitored in
consecutive two seasons.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Site Details

The case study was conducted at the greenhouse in the Institute of Agriculture and Sustainable
Development in Haiden District that is in a suburb of Beijing, China. It has a population of 20 million
people and a vegetable consumption of about 11 million tons annually. A substantial portion of
vegetable production (approximately 67%) is produced in protected greenhouses [29]. Beijing has a
typical monsoon climate with hot summers and cold winters with an average 447-580 mm rainfall
and 10-12 °C average annual temperature. Hot and dry summer spells make it essential to irrigate
adequately for the optimum production. In addition, vegetable production in the winter season is not
possible without a protected greenhouse environment. Temperature and precipitation graphs present
the heavy rainfall occurrence during the cropping season with the number of dry spells, as shown in
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Figure 1. Daily mean temperature and precipitation data during the two cropping seasons.
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2.2. Experiment Design

This experiment was conducted in 9 soil filled columns that had 30 cm diameters and 35 cm heights
with a leachate collection assembled at the bottom. The vegetable, Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis,
was cropped in two consecutive seasons (April to July and September to December). Three treatments
with 3 repetitions—no biochar and no fertilization (CK), biochar and fertilization (BC), and fertilization
without biochar addition (WB)—were tested for total mineral N leaching (nitrate and ammonium
ions), total label N leaching, total nitrogen utilized by plant, total and tracer nitrogen retained in soil
after every season, evapotranspiration (ET), water use efficiency (WUE), total water volume leached,
water holding in terms of inches per foot (IPF), growth rate as fresh plant weight after specified
time interval (30, 45, 60, and 90 days), biomass per plants (kg), and N leaching rate (mg/L). These
parameters were analyzed for the treatments CK, BC, and WB before the time of transplantation in
the first season to the end of the second season at harvesting time. For the fertilizer treatments (WB
and BC), 1°N urea at the rate of 300 kg N/ha per lysimeter was applied in the first season, whereas
the poultry manure (1.98% nitrogen, 0.83% phosphorus, and 1.53% potassium) at the rate of 300 kg
N/kg was used in the second season. Soil was collected from Shunyi District in March 2017 that was
covered after harvesting in December 2016. Each soil filled column weighed 33 kg and was the same
for all treatments. The soil properties measured before use in the experiment were included: soil
texture was 45.9% sand, 36.9% silt, and 17.2% clay, 1.46 g/cm? bulk density, 1.07 g N/kg total nitrogen,
8.15 pH, and 115 pS/cm (0.115 dS/m) EC. Furthermore, labeled urea 98.5% enrichment, moisture sensor,
poultry manure biochar at the rate of 20 ton/ha, and irrigation at the rate 1 inch per week were used in
the experiment. Decagon (ECH,O) was installed in each lysimeter as the device to measure the soil
moisture content in term of IPF.

Poultry manure biochar (1.95% nitrogen, 0.83% phosphorus, and 1.53% potassium) was prepared
from the mixture of chicken litters and straw at the slow pyrolysis (10 °C min~') up to the temperature
of 450 °C. The biochar prepared from the poultry manure usually had the potential to increase organic
carbon, electrical conductivity, and soil pH. The resultant poultry manure prepared had pH 8.85,
EC 12.3 dS/m, and Cation Exchange Capacity (CEC) 740 mol./kg. Vegetable seeds were germinated
in soaked cotton wool spread in a seed starting tray and were transplanted in the lysimeters after
being placed in a controlled environment for 10 days at 25 °C. Fifteen plants were transplanted in each
lysimeter and were kept 1-2 inches apart from each other. Lysimeters were set in open greenhouse
premises where no side walls or shelters persisted in the summer to provide obstruction from light
and air circulation. These types of greenhouses are common in Beijing, where the transparent shelters
are placed only in the months of November and December to protect the crops from the severe
winter conditions.

2.3. Experiment Procedure

Soil was filled up to 32 cm in height with a weigh of 33 kg, and a moisture content sensor
was installed about 5 cm above the bottom in all of the lysimeters. Each soil filled column was
calibrated before applying fertilization and plantation according to the procedure explained by [28].
Leachate volume collected during calibration was measured and analyzed for nitrate and ammonium
concentration. Columns were placed in an open place for 7 days, and the moisture content was
determined every day. Thereafter, topsoil up to 15 cm was stirred and mixed with biochar in 3 columns.
Every column was transplanted with 15 plants in each season. In the first season, labeled urea fertilizer
in water solution form was applied in 6 columns. Single super phosphate (55P) and potassium sulphate
were also applied in all columns at the rate of 150 kg P/ha and 300 kg K/ha, respectively.

Every day, moisture content and weight were measured at a fixed time. Irrigation was scheduled
as 500 ml in two days by a sprinkler. Plant dry matters and fresh weights for each column were
prepared 4 weeks after the transplantation and 2 weeks thereafter up to the harvest in both seasons.
Therefore, plant dry matter and plant fresh weight samples were prepared in each season five times.
Leachate was collected after a heavy rainfall or after a week as it assembled in the collection chamber.
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After harvest, columns were kept in an open environment for about 45 days, and processed farmyard
manure was applied a week prior to plantation. The same schedule for irrigation and preparation of
the dry matter was followed in the second season. After the first and the second harvest, soil samples
were taken with the help of a plunger of 2.54 cm diameter and 30 cm depth to determine the soil nitrate
and the ammonia level.

2.4. Laboratory Analysis

Lachat Flow Injection (LFI) equipment based on the Flow Injection Analysis procedure invented
by Riizickaand Hansen was used to analyze mineral nitrate and ammonia concentration in soil as
well as in leachate samples. Soil samples were prepared for LFI as soil and a KCI 2M solution in a
ratio of 1:5 and were placed in a mixer for 30 minutes at a speed of 40 rpm. Leachate samples were
filtered and passed directly to LFI for testing. Samples were prepared for soil and leachate to determine
the 1N nitrate and the 1N ammonia as guided by Coplen et al. [30] and Goeges and Dittert [31],
respectively. Plant dry matter or biomass were prepared as the plant was unplugged from roots,
washed in de-ionized water, oven dried at 70 °C for 24 hours, crushed, ground, and forwarded for 15N
and total N analysis. The total biomass and the biomass per plant were weighted for all treatments.
Isoprime 100 IRMS United Kingdom was used to conduct all the isotopic tests. Digital EC meter and
pH were used to measure the EC and the pH according to the Rayment [32] procedure for soil samples
after calibration.

Fresh plant weight was taken as the plant was removed from the soil, washed off, blotted gently
with a soft paper towel to remove access water, and thereafter weighted. Wet fresh biomass was
taken separately for each plant and the number of plants taken out each time to monitor the plant
growth for all the lysimeters. Every day, IPF values were taken by sensor, thus there were three
values for each treatment, and thereby an average value was considered as a single day reading
for a treatment. Equations (3) and (4) were used to calculate the ET and the WUE. The vegetative
growth above soil surface produced in a lysimeter was used to calculate the biomass per plant and the
maximum plant fresh weight. In each season, plants were unplugged 5 times as 3 plants from a single
lysimeter on each harvest date. In both seasons, the last 3 plants were harvested 90 days after the
transplantation in lysimeters, when the plants in all the treatments gained their maximum vegetative
growth before the reproductive stage according to the seed providing company (Beijing Advanced
Seed Co., Beijing, China).

2.5. Calculations

Nitrogen has two stable isotopes with the atomic masses 14 (1*N) and 15 (*°N). The difference in
the isotopic composition in atmosphere and other substances (soil, plants, etc.) is used to trace the
source. The measurement of the stable nitrogen isotopic ratio is referred to as 6 and is expressed in
terms of thousandths (%o);

d15N = {(Rsample - Rreference)/Rreference} X 1000 (Coplen et al., 2011] 1)

where R = 1'N/M4N

R reference may be taken as the natural atmospheric concentration (0.3663) or may use the control
crop natural isotopic ratio. In this study, the CK crop, the soil, the plant, and the leachate were taken as
reference isotopic ratios. Therefore,

Water use efficiencies for all lysimeters were found by Equations [33] and [34]:

Total 15N concentration absorbed by plant, soil or leachate
= (% %%y) X (Total N in soil, or plant or leachate)

2

Water Use Efficiency = (Dry matter/ET) (©)]
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The concentrations of N in the extracts were determined by an automated total organic carbon/total
nitrogen analyzer (Multi N/C, 3100/HT1300, Analytik Jena, Germany).
Evapotranspiration was measured with the help of weighing lysimeters with moisture content
sensors [35]:
AW=P+I+ET+AS=>ET==P+I1-AW+AS 4)

where AW, P, I, ET, and AS refer to changes in lysimeter weight, precipitation, irrigation,
evapotranspiration, and AS change in moisture content, respectively. A decagon sensor was used
to measure moisture content in term of IPF and analog digital number (ADC). Before fertilization
and cultivation, sensors were calibrated for IPF and Percentage (PCT) to the corresponding lysimeter
weight and the known moisture content.

2.6. Statistical Analysis

F and T-tests with one-way Anova were applied to determine the significant variations between the
initial values of soil pH, EC, bulk density, and total nitrogen (N) taken before fertilization and after the
first and the second harvests for CK, WB, and BC treatments. Similarly, one-way Anova was applied to
calculate the variation between the total N and the 1°N in dry matter, leachate, and soil with ammonium
and nitrate ion. In the post hoc test, multiple comparisons all pair-wise among the treatments in the
two seasons were made by the Scheffe test. Furthermore, single plant maximum growth curve and
leachate volume for cumulative values, total yield, ET, water availability in IPF, and WUE were also
compared between treatments as well as seasonal variation in the form of tables and graphs with SEM
(standard error of mean) by the computer programs MS Office 13 (Microsoft Cooperation, Washington,
DC, USA), Statistix 8.1 (Analytical Software, Tallahassee, FL, USA) SigmaPlot (Systat Software Inc.,
San Jose, CA, USA) and GraphPad Prism (GraphPad Software Company, San Diego, CA, USA).

3. Results

3.1. Evapotranspiration and Inches Per Foot

A total of 181 days ET and IPF were determined for all treatments under different climatic
conditions, as presented in Figure 2. In the first cropping season, there was nearly the same trend of ET
in all treatments with a little increase in BC in the first season, while in the second season, BC treatment
showed a little decrease, which was not statistically significant as compared to WB and CK (as shown
in Table 1). This variation in the results was not due to the poultry addition in the second season in
BC, because WB was also treated with the same. However, it might have been due to the combined
action of poultry manure and biochar in the second season. It was evaluated from the accumulative ET
mean value differences for the two seasons that ET increased 1.08% and 5.08% in WB and BC then
CK, respectively. Moreover, maximum and minimum ET were observed in BC as compared to WB
and CK. Mean daily ET in the second season was observed to be lower than the first season because
temperature dropped after the month of October.

In both seasons, the water availability in terms of inches per foot was significantly higher in BC
as compared to WB and CK. The standard deviation in the first season was more than in the second
season, which might have been due to the higher evapotranspiration rate in the first season, as given
in Table 1. The maximum values of IPF were observed in the BC treatment, as shown in Figure 2.
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Table 1. Mean values with standard deviation for the parameters measured in each sampling date for the treatments; CK (control), WB (without biochar), and BC
(biochar added) for the two cropping season of the Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis plantation in lysimeters. The small letters (a, b, c) present the level of significance

among the treatments in a season according to the pairwise Scheffe test.

Properties Seasons CK WB BC Properties CK WB BC
. Season-1 326 + 257a 470 + 404a 529 + 435a 85 + 68.7a 116 + 91.3a
TN in DM 15N

in DM (mg) Season-2 193 + 181a 360 + 479 369 + 512a Nin DM (ng) 19.8+245 287 +343a

ET () Season-1 8.76 + 4.32a 8.46 + 3.97a 9.32 +5.02a PE 231 + 0.75b 254+049  3.08 +0.65a

min Season-2 3.54 + 2.55a 3.65 + 2.49a 3.53 + 253 2.39 + 0.34b 251+035b  3.01+0.40a
. Season-1 20.6 + 8.2¢ 485 + 24.5a 35.1 + 18.4b 4122 £205a  30.8 +18.20b

TN N. 15N N

itrate (mg) Season-2 14.4 + 7.9¢ 50.6 + 14.4a 30.13 + 7.1b N Nitrate (ng) 287 +10.64a 139 +3.2b

. Season-1 223 + 1.84b 521 +3.2a 6.18 + 3.06a 390+27b  49+233a

TN A 15 ;
mimonia (img) Season-2 1.99 + 1.44b 4.84 +2.35a 5.74 +3.92a N Ammonia (mg) 1.6 + 1.8b 336 +2.9a
Season-1 1.00 + 0.96a 0.9 + 1.04a 0.86 + 091a . 62.9 + 3.09b 79.5+275ab  87.4 +11.02a
D DW
Total volume (L) Season-2 0.67 + 0.31a 0.61 + 0.33a 0.48 + 0.24a ry weight (DW) (9) 4445+1035b  61.95+3.65ab 66.12 + 6.81a
Biomass ver plant () Season-1 9.90 + 1.71b 14.26 + 0.98a 14.93 +1.92a Macimum WUE 6.05 + 0.95a 588+1.0%9 693 +1.14a
perp $ Season-2 10.89 + 2.2b 14.97 + 1.92a 15.1 + 2.06a axtmum 12.47 + 2.69a 1159 + 525a  18.84 + 5.30a
. Season-1 1232 £3.05b  29.00 +1323a  22.27 +9.67a 2435+ 11.19a 19.27 +9.72a
TN Nit. leached 15N Ni

itrogen leached (mg) o on-2 8.87 + 4.76¢ 29.94 + 7.85a 19.37 + 4.02ba N Nitrogen leached (mg) 164+41a  939+262b

TN: total nitrogen, DM: dry matter, ET: evapotranspiration, IPF: inches per foot, WUE: water use efficiency.
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Figure 2. Mean values for IPF and ET for each day in two cropping seasons presenting peak ET in the
first season in BC and lower in all treatments at different times in the second season, while IPF showed
maximum values in the second season in BC and minimum in the first season in CK. In all treatments,
maximum ET was observed in the first season whereas it was IPF in the second season.

3.2. °N and Total N Uptake

In the two cropping seasons, 10 plant extracts were taken and analyzed for total N and ®N
concentrations for the seasonal difference and total uptakes, as shown in Figure 3. Non-significant
increases in N uptake were observed in BC and WB in both seasons as compared to CK. Overall total
N uptakes in the two seasons in WB and BC were 34-37% and 44-52% more than CK, respectively.
WB and BC consumed more total N as compared to CK by10-22% and 19-26% in the first season and
56-70% and 76-87% in the second season, respectively. BC consumed more 1°N than WB by 13-23%
more in the first, while it was 50-137% in the second and 38% overall, but non-significant differences
were calculated. Therefore, BC treatment in our study absorbed more >N and total N as compared to
WB and CK (as given in Table 1), but the results were non-significant. In the first season, more total
and N were consumed by all treatments than in the second season because of the lower biomass
production in the second season and the difference in fertilization (poultry manure application) in the
second season. The °N was applied in the first season, but it was consumed in the second season,
which presented the lasting effects of urea fertilization up to the second season, as shown in Figure 3.
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As BC absorbed more °N in the second season than WB, the biochar amendment increased the lasting
time and the quantity in our study.
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Figure 3. In each season, five dry matter samples were prepared, and accumulative values with
error bars [standard mean of error (SEM)] presented for the BC-15N and the WB-15N (1N in biochar
and without biochar treatments), CK-TN, WB-TN, and BC-TN (total nitrogen in control, biochar, and
without biochar treatments). BC accumulative total and trace nitrogen consumption was more than
other treatments. 1°N uptake was not different in BC and WB up to the third dry matter (50 days after
fertilization) but thereafter exceeded in BC and lasted up to the end of the second cropping season.

3.3. Total Leachate Volume, Total and 1°N Nitrate

A total of nine leachates were collected with different amounts of leachate volumes during
two cropping seasons, as presented in Figure 4b. Total leachate volumes were 8.3% and 0.99% less
accumulated in BC and WB than CK, but there were no significant variations among the treatments,
as given in Table 1. Leachate volume collected from BC was approximately 7.63 (mean value) less
than WB. Moreover, more leachate volume was collected in the first season as compared to the second
season in all treatments.

Total N nitrate leached from the fertilizer treatments was higher by 2.16-2.95 times and
1.23-1.59 times CK from the WB and the BC in the first season, whereas it was higher by 3.13—4.04 and
1.45-1.69 times in the second season, respectively. WB treatment conduced significantly more total N
nitrate leaching than BC in both seasons, as given in Table 1. The total N nitrate leached down from
the first season in all treatments was higher than from the second season, which might have been due
to the poultry manure in the second season in the fertilized treatments and no addition of N for the
control while cropping the second time.

Total >N nitrate leached in BC was 26% and 69% less in the first and the second season as
compared to WB, respectively. Moreover, overall, 35% less '°N nitrate leached in BC. Total nitrate
collected in leachates was 73% and 49.5% of the applied >N contributed in WB and BC, respectively.
Thus, the nitrate leached from the applied N urea and previous stock in BC was less than in WB.
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Figure 4. (a) Different >N (WB-15 and BC-15) and total N (CK-TN, WB-TN, and BC-TN) ammonia
mean levels and leachate mean volumes (CK-V, WB-V, and BC-V) measured on each event as well as
cumulated values in lysimeter study against the days after plantation as x-axis for the two cropping
seasons of Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis in Institute of Environment and Sustainable Development
in Agriculture, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences Beijing China. Maximum ammonia levels
(labeled and non-labeled) were collected in the first season for all treatments. Moreover, higher ammonia
concentrations were collected in BC (biochar added) as compared to WB (without biochar added) and
CK (control). (b). The mean value of total N (2N +15N) nitrate, 15N nitrate, accumulative volume of
leachate in without biochar (L-WB) with biochar (L-BC) and control (L-CK). The maximum total and the
15N nitrate levels were analyzed in the fourth leachate (maximum volume in all treatments) collected
after heavy rain (66 mm). WB presents the more nitrate leaching (total and tracer) as compared to
BC and CK in both seasons. Moreover, total volumes collected in all treatments were recorded to be
not significantly different. (c). Total mineral N leached in control (CK-TN), biochar added (BC-TN),
and without biochar (WB-TN) as well as 1°N leached (WB-15N and WB-15N). Overall, mineral N was

leached more in WB as compared to BC in all nine leachates.
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3.4. Total and Tracer Ammonia in Leachate

Different amounts of leachate volumes collected at different events with different ammonium ion
concentrations were observed, as shown in Figure 4a. Maximum total N ammonia was leached down
in the BC as 2.68-2.93 times CK overall, 2.42-2.74 times CK in the first season, and 2.53-3.17 times
CK in the second season, while in WB, it was 2.26-2.47 overall, 2.23-2.37 in the first season, and
2.04-2.72 times CK in the second season. Total ammonia leached down was 18% (accumulative mean
value) more in BC as compared to WB. Similarly, >N ammonia was also 41% more in BC as compared
to WB. In the first season, 26% more N ammonia leached in BC than in WB, and it was 110% more
in the second season. Moreover, more total and N ammonia were leached in the first season as
compared to the second season, as given in Table 1.

3.5. Water Use Efficiency, >N and Total N Uptake

Non-significant and lower water use efficiency was observed in all treatments for both cropping
seasons, and accumulative values for BC were more than WB and CK. Moreover, nearly the same
WUE accumulative values were observed in WB and CK. All treatments had lower WUE in the first
cropping season than in the second, as presented in Figure 5. However, BC showed a 23-40% increase
in accumulative WUE in two seasons as compared to CK. In two cropping seasons, it was analyzed that
BC consumed 38.459% and WB consumed 27.714% of the applied 1°N urea in dry matters. Moreover,
BC consumed 7.4% and 42% more total N as compared to WB and CK in two cropping seasons. In the
second season, increased WUE favored the N uptake in the last observation as compared to the other
observations for all the treatments. The maximum WUE (mean values) was calculated to be higher in
BC as compared to other treatments, but it was not significant. For all treatments, WUE was higher in
the second season than in the first season, as given in Table 1. Moreover, accumulative mean values of
WUE for two seasons in BC were 12.24% higher than in WB but presented non-significant results.

Dry Matters Preparation dates
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30 - . . , \ . . . . . L=
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o
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Total cropping days in season 1 & 2
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Figure 5. Mean water use efficiency (dry matter/ET) as WB-WU, BC-WU, and CK-WU, total N (15N
+14N) uptake (CK-TN, WB-TN, and BC-TN) and labeled N (}°N) uptake (WB-'N and BC-!°N) in our
study conducted in IEDA, CAAS Beijing China for the plantation of Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis
in two consecutive croppings in weighing lysimeters for WB (without biochar plus '®N-Urea), BC
(biochar added plus 15N-urea), and control (no biochar and urea). Highest total N was consumed in
all treatments when WUE was higher at the end of the cropping season. BC presented higher total
N, labeled N, WUE, and dry matter, as observed from different peaks at different times during the
cropping seasons.
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3.6. Plant Growth Curve

Plant growth rate was not constant and fluctuated with respect to the growth stage and the season.
To monitor average growth rate per unit day, the whole mean fresh weight for treatment was plotted
against time (days), as shown in Figure 6. A significant increase in growth rate (dry weight) was
noticed in BC and WB as compared to CK. Highest mean growth rate for a single plant was recorded
in BC and WB as 39% and 26.4% in the first season, whereas it was 61.1% and 39.3% more than CK in
the second season, respectively. The mean maximum single plant fresh weight was 11.4% higher in
BC than in WB for the two seasons. Similarly, BC produced more growth rate of a single plant than
WB, but the increase was non-significant. The dry matter produced during the two seasons in BC was
6.89% greater than in WB. Similarly, the biomass per plant in BC was approximately 2.84% (mean
value) increased from WB in two seasons. Moreover, the significant difference in the biomass per plant
was produced in the fertilized treatments as compared to the control (given in Table 1).

6001 A
First Cropping Season

500 ab
—~ mm CK
20 4004 b
= == WB
%D 300 mmm BC
= a @
w200+ a
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1001 i
a a a 2 2 g
0 T T -
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e L
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Days after Transplantation

Figure 6. Presents the mean value with error bars (SEM) for the cumulative dry weight (DW) growth in
grams (g) against days after transplanting in two cropping seasons while cropping Brassica Camprestis
Var. Chinensis in lysimeter experiments for BC (biochar added and ®N-urea), WB (without biochar
added and ®N-urea), and control (no added biochar as well urea). The small letters (a, b, ¢) present the
level of significance among the treatments in a season according to the pair-wise Scheffe test.

3.7. Total and Labeled N in Leachate

Significant mineral nitrogen including tracer was leached down in WB and thereafter in BC as
compared to CK in the second season, whereas a significant difference was found in the fertilized (WB
and BC) and the control (CK) in the second season. All leachates somehow carried mineral nitrogen
concentrations and contained more than 10 mg/l in almost all treatments, as shown in Figure 4c.
Moreover, there was a significant difference in '°N leached down in WB as compared to BC in the
second season, but not in the first season. Total mineral N values leached down in WB and BC were
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2.63-2.80 and 1.69-2.01 times CK, respectively. Total >N mineral leached down from the WB in two
seasons was calculated to be 10.37% of the applied °N labeled fertilizer, whereas it was 7.60% for BC.

3.8. Soil Properties

The recorded values for the soil parameters, including pH, EC, and bulk density, were not statically
varied after the first and the second harvest, except soil EC. Nonetheless, soil pH and bulk densities
showed more variations in BC as compared to WB and CK, as presented in Table 2. Soil total nitrogen
in CK was significantly decreased after the first and the second season, while it was not significantly
varied in WB and BC. '°N retention in BC soil was found to be twice greater than in WB after the first
harvest and 1.85 times (mean value) greater after the second harvest.

Table 2. Mean values with standard deviation for the soil characteristics of CK (control), WB (without
biochar), and BC (biochar added) before and after the first and the second harvest of the Brassica
Camprestis Var. Chinensis plantation in lysimeters. The small letters (a, b, c) present the level of
significance among the treatments according to the pair-wise Scheffe test.

Soil Properties Treatments Before Plantation After 1st Harvest  After 2nd Harvest
CK 7.95 + 0.079a 8.07 £ 0.148a 8.09 £ 0.107a
pH WB 7.99 + 0.081a 8.03 £+ 0.095a 8.03 £ 0.105a
BC 7.96 + 0.098a 8.01 £ 0.137a 8.01 + 0.096a
CK 87 +11.35a 92 + 23.06b 88 + 26.90b
EC (uS cm™1) WB 93 + 12.67a 93 +21.79b 115 + 27.89b
BC 91 £ 8.01a 151 +15.27a 205 + 50.7a
CK 142.56 + 0.136a 142.5 + 0.601a 142.80 + 0.696a
Bulk Density (g cm™3) WB 142.95 + 0.085a 142.8 + 0.416a 142.75 + 0.505a
BC 142.94 +0.198a 143.00 + 0.776a 142.53 + 0.275a
CK 1.081 + 0.006a 1.071 + 0.012b 1.062 + 0.012b
Total nitrogen (gN kg™1) WB 1.079 + 0.016a 1.082 + 0.014a 1.075 £ 0.017a
BC 1.074 + 0.015a 1.085 + 0.016a 1.079 + 0.018a
WB 100 20.90 + 3.00b 10.5 £ 2.9b
15 ; ()
N nitrogen (%) BC 100 43.56 + 15.5a 19.4 +3.03a

4. Discussion

Many researchers reiterated the fact that biochar amendment in soil increased the soil water holding
property [17,36] to provide more moisture for evaporation, transpiration, and evapotranspiration
in soil and plant systems. Biochar modified soil to be a spongy nature to store more water at field
capacity and to withhold more moisture at wilting points [37]. Thereby, in this study, biochar added
soil presented peak values for ET and IPF. Brassica Camprestis Var. Chinensis belongs to the Brassica
Camprestis family, which is considered to consume the highest N concentration (approximately 1500
to 4000 mg N/kg™!) in nitrate form substantially [38]. In this study, total and tracer N in BC were
consumed more than in WB in all treatments. Many studies revealed that biochar addition enhanced
the N uptake, as Huang et al. [39] found a 23-27% increase in N fertilizer uptake in rice plants, and
similar results were also reported by Awad et al. [40]. Nonetheless, few reports also elaborated that
biochar had no effect on the overall N uptake; for example, Jones et al. [41] performed a three-year field
trial to examine the agronomic effects of biochar including N uptake but found no increase in crop
uptake. Huang et al. [42] found no significant increase in N uptake during a four-year experiment.
Few researchers added the negative N uptake with biochar addition [43-45]. These contrasting results
evaluate the complex nature of biochar and its interaction with a soil medium. The effect of poultry
manure biochar on soil pH, EC, CEC, organic carbon, and nutrient availability depend upon the
chemical composition of poultry manure and the temperature conditions in the pyrolysis process; for
example, biochar composed above 400 °C has a better capacity to supply a quick release of nutrients as
compared to biochar prepared at lower temperatures [46]. However, we found total N contents of
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2.3-8.06% in the dry matters of the whole plant body at different growth stages with no significant
difference in any treatment except lower N content in CK.

The biochar has a porous structure and a higher surface area, which can improve the soil ability
to absorb and retain more water. Hence, the potential of biochar in reducing the volume of the
solution percolated through the soil must be pursued [36,47,48], but conflicting results have been
found [49,50]. In this study, we found inconsistent results showing that cumulative mean volume
collected in leachates from BC was lower than other treatments with a non-significant difference.

The Brassica Camprestis family of vegetables consumes a higher level of nitrogen in nitrate
form ranging from 1500 to 4000 mg N/kg [38]. Every soil has more or less nitrate concentration,
which is the product of the soil mineralization process of organic matter and applied N fertilizers.
Soil mineralization depends upon water content [51], temperature [52], organic matter [53], soil C:N
ratio [54], and aerobicity [55]. Therefore, the urea mineralization in soil and the conversion into nitrate
forms may take different amounts of time, which might be the reason for maximum nitrate and N
levels in the fourth leachate. The second reason may have been the heavy rainfall event, which caused
the generation of the maximum leachate volume from all the treatments. As demonstrated in many
studies [56,57], maximum nitrate leaching occurred after the heavy rainfall events, particularly in the
summer season. In our study, biochar addition decreased the nitrate and the total mineral N leaching
but not the ammonium ion levels, as accumulative values were found to be a little bit more than
others. The biochar addition can modify the soil characteristics (physical, chemical, and biological)
and decrease nitrate leaching [described by other studies [58-60], whereas few researchers found
contradictory results [61,62]. Nonetheless, biochar added soil can flush higher nitrate up to 90% of
the total mineral N [58] and higher concentrated ammonium ion solution because of its absorption
and desorption effects [63,64], which were also described in previous studies as they were observed in
our experiment.

The peak water use efficiency was developed in the BC with overall non-significant differences in
other treatments in our study. Uzoma et al. [65] found that three biochar treatments increased water
use efficiency by about six, 91, and 139% as compared to the control in sandy soil, which supports
our findings. During the summer season, frequent and more water had to be applied to maintain
optimum moisture content in all treatments, which caused an increase in evaporation from soil and ET.
Therefore, it might be inferred that there was lower WUE in the first cropping season.

Growth rates in WB and BC were higher as compared to CK, presented by the difference of N
fertilizer addition on crop growth and yield. The single plant growth curve in BC presented more
elevation as compared to WB, and maximum plant growth was observed in the summer season in
our study. Different studies found similar results; Awad et al. [40] in a greenhouse study reported
that the significant growth in shoot, leaves, and number of leaves was observed in biochar added soil.
Jones et al. [41] noticed that biochar amendment increased the foliar mass in a three-year field study.

It was observed that tracer 1°N was present in almost all leachates collected from treated lysimeters,
and the levels decreased after fertilizer application up to the first harvest and thereafter increased
again. This fluctuation in N levels in leachate was surprising and somewhat conflicting but was
observed in almost all treatments. Johnson et al. [66] recorded soil mineral decline from 200 ppm at
day 20 after fertilization to 10 ppm within 161 days in a lab experiment. Similarly, Ferchaud et al. [67]
analyzed that °N urea applied in one season was retained in the soil and was utilized in the next
cropping season. After the first experiment, soil columns were placed in an open environment under
the hot summer conditions for about 45 days. Many researchers [68,69] reported that a dry summer
can accumulate nitrate in the surface soil, and subsequent rainfall might create peak nitrate leaching
from the root zone. Therefore, peak N leaching developed in two cropping seasons might be due to
these aforementioned reasons.
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5. Conclusions

Biochar composed of poultry and straw at 650 °C pyrolysis has the ability to provide maximum
mineral N to plant uptake, reduce nitrate leaching, and promote plant growth rate. It can exceed the
residence time of nitrogen in soil medium of depths of 30 cm, which can be utilized in upcoming
croppings. Biochar added to soil presented significantly higher water availability [IPF) in two cropping
seasons and showed peak ET levels without significant differences. Hence, biochar addition is helpful
not only to control the N leaching but also to provide optimum water availability in the cases of wet
and dry conditions. In this study, urea volatilization and N,O emission were not determined, thus
further investigation is suggested in this regard.

Author Contributions: Data curation, R.A.; Formal analysis, R.A. and W.L.; Funding acquisition, Y.L.;
Investigation, R.A. and L.M.; Methodology, L.M.; Project administration, Y.L. and L.M.; Software, C.X. and Shakeel
Ahmed; Statistical work and Software, W.A.; Supervision, Y.L.; Validation, C.X. and S.A.; Visualization, C.X.;
Writing—original draft, R.A.; Writing—review and editing, W.L.

Funding: This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 41473004)
and the Agricultural Water Productivity and the Water Environment Team.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO). Water Pollution from Agriculture: A Global
Review; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2017; p. 35. Available online: http://www.fao.org/3/a-i7754e.pdf (accessed on
19 June 2019).

2. Nolan, ].V,; Godwin, LR.; De Raphélis-Soissan, V.; Hegarty, R.S. Managing the Rumen to Limit the Incidence
and Severity of Nitrite Poisoning in Nitrate-Supplemented Ruminants. Anim. Prod. Sci. 2016, 56, 1317-1329.
[CrossRef]

3. Gleadow, RM.; Ottman, M.].; Kimball, B.A.; Wall, G.W.; Pinter, PJ.; LaMorte, R.L.; Leavitt, SSW.
Drought-Induced Changes in Nitrogen Partitioning between Cyanide and Nitrate in Leaves and Stems of
Sorghum Grown at Elevated CO? are Age Dependent. Field Crop. Res. 2016, 185, 97-102. [CrossRef]

4. Han, D,; Currell, M.].; Cao, G. Deep Challenges for China’s War on Water Pollution. Environ. Pollut. 2016,
218, 1222-1233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Zhou, M,; Zhu, B.; Briiggemann, N.; Bergmann, J.; Wang, Y.; Butterbach-Bahl, K. N,O and CHgemissions,
and NOg3-Leaching on a Crop-Yield Basis from a Subtropical Rain-Fed Wheat-Maize Rotation in Response to
Different Types of Nitrogen Fertilizer. Ecosystems 2014, 17, 286-301. [CrossRef]

6. Gao, S.; Xu, P; Zhou, E; Yang, H.; Zheng, C.; Cao, W,; Tao, S.; Piao, S.; Zhao, Y.; Ji, X,; et al. Quantifying
Nitrogen Leaching Response to Fertilizer Additions in China’s Cropland. Environ. Pollut. 2016, 211, 241-251.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Wang, Q.; Cameron, K.; Buchan, G.; Zhao, L.; Zhang, E.H.; Smith, N.; Carrick, S. Comparison of Lysimeters
and Porous Ceramic Cups for Measuring Nitrate Leaching in Different Soil Types. New Zeal. ]. Agric. Res.
2012, 55, 333-345. [CrossRef]

8.  Gabriel, J.L.; Mu, R; Quemada, M. The Role of Cover Crops in Irrigated Systems: Water Balance,
Nitrate Leaching and Soil Mineral Nitrogen Accumulation. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2012, 155, 50-61.
[CrossRef]

9. Thomas, D.; Johannes, K.; David, K.; Riidiger, G.; Ralf, K. Impacts of Management and Climate Change on
Nitrate Leaching in a Forested Karst Area. J. Environ. Manag. 2016, 165, 243-252. [CrossRef]

10. Wang, Y; Li, K,; Tanaka, T.S.T,; Yang, D.; Inamura, T. Soil Nitrate Accumulation and Leaching to Groundwater
during the Entire Vegetable Phase Following Conversion from Paddy Rice. Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosyst. 2016,
2012. [CrossRef]

11. Zabel, F; Putzenlechner, B.; Mauser, W. Global Agricultural Land Resources—A High Resolution Suitability
Evaluation and Its Perspectives until 2100 under Climate Change Conditions. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e107522.
[CrossRef]


http://www.fao.org/3/a-i7754e.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/AN15324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2015.10.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.08.078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27613318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10021-013-9723-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.01.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26774771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288233.2012.706224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2015.09.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-016-9807-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0107522

Agronomy 2019, 9, 331 16 of 18

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Chen, X.-P; Cui, Z.-L.; Vitousek, PM.; Cassman, K.G.; Matson, P.A.; Bai, ].-S.; Meng, Q.-F; Hou, P; Yue, 5.-C;
Rombheld, V; et al. Integrated Soil-Crop System Management for Food Security. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
2011, 108, 6399-6404. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Jiantang, M. National Bureau of Statistics of China: Statistical Communiqués; China Statistics Press: Beijing, China,
2012; Volume 3. Available online: http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/StatisticalCommuniqu/ (accessed on
19 June 2019).

Hou, D.; Ding, Z.; Li, G.; Wu, L.; Hu, P,; Guo, G.; Wang, X.; Ma, Y.; O’Connor, D.; Wang, X. A Sustainability
Assessment Framework for Agricultural Land Remediation in China. Land Degrad. Dev. 2018, 29, 1005-1018.
[CrossRef]

Gu, B,; Ju, X;; Chang, S.X.; Ge, Y.; Chang, J. Nitrogen Use Efficiencies in Chinese Agricultural Systems and
Implications for Food Security and Environmental Protection. Reg. Environ. Chang. 2017, 17, 1217-1227.
[CrossRef]

Quemada, M.; Baranski, M.; Nobel-de Lange, M.N.J.; Vallejo, A.; Cooper, ].M. Meta-Analysis of
Strategies to Control Nitrate Leaching in Irrigated Agricultural Systems and Their Effects on Crop Yield.
Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2013, 174, 1-10. [CrossRef]

Li, S.;; Zhang, Y.; Yan, W.; Shangguan, Z. Soil & Tillage Research E Ff Ect of Biochar Application Method
on Nitrogen Leaching and Hydraulic Conductivity in a Silty Clay Soil. Soil Tillage Res. 2018, 183, 100-108.
[CrossRef]

Haider, G.; Steffens, D.; Moser, G.; Miiller, C.; Kammann, C.I. Biochar Reduced Nitrate Leaching and
Improved Soil Moisture Content without Yield Improvements in a Four-Year Field Study. Agric. Ecosyst.
Environ. 2017, 237, 80-94. [CrossRef]

Masek, O. Biochar and Carbon Sequestration. In Fire Phenomena and the Earth System; John Wiley & Sons:
Oxford, UK, 2013; pp. 309-322. [CrossRef]

Kerré, B.; Hernandez-Soriano, M.C.; Smolders, E. Partitioning of Carbon Sources among Functional Pools to
Investigate Short-Term Priming Effects of Biochar in Soil: A13C Study. Sci. Total Environ. 2016, 547, 30-38.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kammann, C.I.; Schmidt, H.P.; Messerschmidt, N.; Linsel, S.; Steffens, D.; Miiller, C.; Koyro, HW.; Conte, P;
Stephen, J. Plant Growth Improvement Mediated by Nitrate Capture in Co-Composted Biochar. Sci. Rep.
2015, 5, 1-12. [CrossRef]

Rogovska, N.; Laird, D.A.; Rathke, S.J.; Karlen, D.L. Biochar Impact on Midwestern Mollisols and Maize
Nutrient Availability. Geoderma 2014, 230-231, 34-347. [CrossRef]

Kookana, R.S.; Sarmah, A K.; Van Zwieten, L.; Krull, E.; Singh, B. Biochar Application to Soil. In Advances in
Agronomy; Elsevier Inc.: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2011; Volume 112, pp. 103-143. [CrossRef]

Leng, G; Tang, Q.; Rayburg, S. Climate Change Impacts on Meteorological, Agricultural and Hydrological
Droughts in China. Glob. Planet. Chang. 2015, 126, 23-34. [CrossRef]

Huang, J.; Xu, C; Ridoutt, B.G.; Wang, X.; Ren, P. Nitrogen and Phosphorus Losses and Eutrophication
Potential Associated with Fertilizer Application to Cropland in China. J. Clean. Prod. 2017, 159, 171-179.
[CrossRef]

Jia, X,; Shao, L.; Liu, P; Zhao, B.; Gu, L.; Dong, S.; Hwat, S.; Zhang, J.; Zhao, B. Effect of Different Nitrogen
and Irrigation Treatments on Yield and Nitrate Leaching of Summer Maize (Zea Mays L.) under Lysimeter
Conditions. Agric. Water Manag. 2014, 137, 92-103. [CrossRef]

Murphy, D.V.; Recous, S.; Stockdale, E.A.; Fillery, LR.P; Jensen, L.S.; Hatch, D.J.; Goulding, KW.T.
Gross nitrogen fluxes in soil: theory, measurement and application of 15n pool dilution techniques.
In Advances in Agronomy; Alden Press: Oxford, UK, 2003; pp. 70-110. Available online: https:
//books.google.com/books?isbn=0120007975 (accessed on 19 June 2019).

Bonachela, S.; Fernandez, M.D.; Cabrera, FJ.; Granados, M.R. Soil Spatio-Temporal Distribution of Water,
Salts and Nutrients in Greenhouse, Drip-Irrigated Tomato Crops Using Lysimetry and Dielectric Methods.
Agric. Water Manag. 2018, 203, 151-161. [CrossRef]

D’ortona, L.; Duhamel, J.; Frangois, Y.; Chopin, H. Calibration of Soil Moisture Sensors for a Long-Term Field
Experiment; Gembloux Agro-Bio Tech: Gembloux, Belgium, 2011. [CrossRef]

Wang, H.; Mu, Y. Analysis on Facility Vegetable Production Efficiency and Production Structure in
Beijing-Based on Data Collected from Vegetable Farmer Householders. China Veg. 2015, 1, 45-49.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1101419108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21444818
http://www.stats.gov.cn/english/StatisticalCommuniqu/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.2748
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10113-016-1101-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2013.04.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.06.006,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.12.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9781118529539.ch16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.12.107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26780129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-011-0771-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2014.04.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385538-1.00003-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2015.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2014.02.010
https://books.google.com/books?isbn=0120007975
https://books.google.com/books?isbn=0120007975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2018.03.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.17504/protocols.io.jm5ck86

Agronomy 2019, 9, 331 17 of 18

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

Li, J; Han, R. Development and Suggestion of Greenhouse Vegetable Industry in the City of Beijing.
North. Hort. 2015, 4, 170-174.

Coplen, T.B. Calibration of the Calcite-water Oxygen-Isotope Geothermometer at Devils Hole, Nevada, a
Natural Laboratory. Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 2007, 71, 3948-3957. [CrossRef]

Goerges, T.; Dittert, K. Improved Diffusion Technique for 15N: 14N Analysis of Ammonium and Nitrate
from Aqueous Samples by Stable Isotope Spectrometry. Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal. 1998, 29, 361-368.
[CrossRef]

Rayment, G.E.; Higginson, ER. Australian Laboratory Handbook of Soil and Water Chemical Methods; Inkata Press
Pty Ltd.: Melbourne, Australia, 1992.

Takac, J.; Nejedlik, P,; Siska, B. Irrigation water use—Field stationary experiment goal Statistical Evaluation
of the Efficiency of the Irrigation. In Proceedings of the International Workshop and Course for Decision
Makers on the Effective Use of Water in Agricultural Crop Production, Jois, Austria, 6-8 October 2008.
Zhang, X.; Chen, S.; Sun, H.; Pei, D.; Wang, Y. Dry Matter, Harvest Index, Grain Yield and Water Use
Efficiency as Affected by Water Supply in Winter Wheat. Irrig. Sci. 2008, 27, 1-10. [CrossRef]

Piitz, T.; Fank, J.; Flury, M. Lysimeters in Vadose Zone Research. Vadose Zone |. 2018, 17, 4-7. [CrossRef]
Basso, A.S.; Miguez, EE.; Laird, D.A.; Horton, R.; Westgate, M. Assessing Potential of Biochar for Increasing
Water-Holding Capacity of Sandy Soils. GCB Bioenergy 2013, 5, 132-143. [CrossRef]

Bruun, E.W,; Petersen, C.T.; Hansen, E.; Holm, ] K.; Hauggaard-Nielsen, H. Biochar Amendment to Coarse
Sandy Subsoil Improves Root Growth and Increases Water Retention. Soil Use Manag. 2014, 30, 109-118.
[CrossRef]

Staugaitis, G.; Dris, R. Nitrate Levels in Vegetables Grown in Lithuania and Factors Influencing Their Accumulation;
Abdelaziz, FH., Jain, S.M., Eds.; Plant Nutrition Science Publishers Inc.: Enfiled, NH, USA, 2002; pp. 107-122.
Awad, YM.; Lee, S.-E.; Ahmed, M.B.M.; Vu, N.T.; Farooq, M.; Kim, 1.S.; Kim, H.S.; Vithanage, M.;
Usman, A.R.A.; Al-Wabel, M.; et al. Biochar, a Potential Hydroponic Growth Substrate, Enhances the
Nutritional Status and Growth of Leafy Vegetables. J. Clean. Prod. 2017, 156, 581-588. [CrossRef]

Jones, D.L.; Rousk, J.; Edwards-Jones, G.; DeLuca, T.H.; Murphy, D.V. Biochar-Mediated Changes in Soil
Quality and Plant Growth in a Three Year Field Trial. Soil Biol. Biochem. 2012, 45, 113-124. [CrossRef]
Huang, M; Fan, L.; Chen, ].; Jiang, L.; Zou, Y. Continuous Applications of Biochar to Rice: Effects on Nitrogen
Uptake and Utilization. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 11461. [CrossRef]

Prendergast-Miller, M.T.; Duvall, M.; Sohi, S.P. Localisation of Nitrate in the Rhizosphere of Biochar-Amended
Soils. Soil Biol. Biochem. 2011, 43, 2243-2246. [CrossRef]

O’Toole, A.; Knoth de Zarruk, K.; Steffens, M.; Rasse, D.P. Characterization, Stability, and Plant Effects of
Kiln-Produced Wheat Straw Biochar. J. Environ. Qual. 2013, 42, 429. [CrossRef]

Kammann, C.I; Linsel, S.; Goflling, ] W.; Koyro, H.-W. Influence of Biochar on Drought Tolerance of
Chenopodium Quinoa Willd and on Soil-plant Relations. Plant Soil 2011, 345, 195-210. [CrossRef]

Lei, O.; Zhang, R. Effects of Biochars Derived from Different Feedstocks and Pyrolysis Temperatures on Soil
Physical and Hydraulic Properties. J. Soils Sediments 2013, 13, 1561-1572. [CrossRef]

Novak, J.M.; Busscher, W.J.; Watts, D.W.; Amonette, ].E.; Ippolito, J.A.; Lima, I.M.; Gaskin, ]J.; Das, K.C,;
Steiner, C.; Ahmedna, M.; et al. Biochars Impact on Soil-Moisture Storage in an Ultisol and Two Aridisols.
Soil Sci. 2012, 177, 310-320. [CrossRef]

Abel, S,; Peters, A.; Trinks, S.; Schonsky, H.; Facklam, M.; Wessolek, G. Impact of Biochar and Hydrochar
Addition on Water Retention and Water Repellency of Sandy Soil. Geoderma 2013, 202-203, 183-191.
[CrossRef]

Verheijen, F,; Jeffery, S.; Bastos, A.C.; Van Der Velde, M.; Diafas, 1. Biochar Application to Soils: A Critical
Scientic Review of Effects on Soil Properties, Processes and Functions; European Commission Publication Office:
Luxembourg, 2010; p. 149.

Guntinas, M.E.; Leirés, M.C.; Trasar-Cepeda, C.; Gil-Sotres, F. Effects of Moisture and Temperature on Net
Soil Nitrogen Mineralization: A Laboratory Study. Eur. ]. Soil Biol. 2012, 48, 73-80. [CrossRef]

Koch, O.; Tscherko, D.; Kandeler, E. Temperature Sensitivity of Microbial Respiration, Nitrogen Mineralization,
and Potential Soil Enzyme Activities in Organic Alpine Soils. Glob. Biogeochem. Cycles 2007, 21. [CrossRef]
Wang, Q.; Zhong, M.; Wang, S. A Meta-Analysis on the Response of Microbial Biomass, Dissolved Organic
Matter, Respiration, and N Mineralization in Mineral Soil to Fire in Forest Ecosystems. For. Ecol. Manag.
2012, 271, 91-97. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gca.2007.05.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00103629809369950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00271-008-0131-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/vzj2018.02.0035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcbb.12026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/sum.12102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.04.070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2011.10.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-29877-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2011.07.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/jeq2012.0163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-011-0771-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11368-013-0738-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/SS.0b013e31824e5593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2013.03.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejsobi.2011.07.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007GB002983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2012.02.006

Agronomy 2019, 9, 331 18 of 18

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

Bengtsson, G.; Bengtson, P.; Mansson, K.F. Gross Nitrogen Mineralization-, Immobilization-, and Nitrification
Rates as a Function of Soil C/N Ratio and Microbial Activity. Soil Biol. Biochem. 2003, 35, 143—-154. [CrossRef]
Zibilske, L.M.; Bradford, ]. M. Oxygen Effects on Carbon, Polyphenols, and Nitrogen Mineralization Potential
in Soil. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. ]. 2007, 71, 133. [CrossRef]

Yang, X.; Lu, Y.; Tong, Y.; Yin, X. A 5-Year Lysimeter Monitoring of Nitrate Leaching from Wheat-maize
Rotation System: Comparison between Optimum N Fertilization and Conventional Farmer N Fertilization.
Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2015, 199, 34-42. [CrossRef]

Dai, J.; Wang, Z.; Li, M.; He, G; Li, Q.; Cao, H.; Wang, S.; Gao, Y.; Hui, X. Winter Wheat Grain Yield and
Summer Nitrate Leaching: Long-Term Effects of Nitrogen and Phosphorus Rates on the Loess Plateau of
China. Field Crop. Res. 2016, 196, 180-190. [CrossRef]

Xu, N.; Tan, G.; Wang, H.; Gai, X. Effect of Biochar Additions to Soil on Nitrogen Leaching, Microbial Biomass
and Bacterial Community Structure. Eur. J. Soil Biol. 2016, 74, 1-8. [CrossRef]

Kanthle, A K,; Lenka, N.K,; Lenka, S.; Tedia, K. Biochar Impact on Nitrate Leaching as Influenced by Native
Soil Organic Carbon in an Inceptisol of Central India. Soil Tillage Res. 2016, 157, 65-72. [CrossRef]

Sun, M.; Huo, Z.; Zheng, Y.; Dai, X.; Feng, S.; Mao, X. Quantifying Long-Term Responses of Crop Yield and
Nitrate Leaching in an Intensive Farmland Using Agro-Eco-Environmental Model. Sci. Total Environ. 2018,
613-614,1003-1012. [CrossRef]

Igbal, H.; Garcia-Perez, M.; Flury, M. Effect of Biochar on Leaching of Organic Carbon, Nitrogen, and
Phosphorus from Compost in Bioretention Systems. Sci. Total Environ. 2015, 521-522, 37-45. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Eykelbosh, A.].; Johnson, M.S.; Couto, E.G. Biochar Decreases Dissolved Organic Carbon but Not Nitrate
Leaching in Relation to Vinasse Application in a Brazilian Sugarcane Soil. J. Environ. Manag. 2015, 149, 9-16.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kizito, S.; Wu, S.; Kipkemoi Kirui, W.; Lei, M.; Lu, Q.; Bah, H.; Dong, R. Evaluation of Slow Pyrolyzed Wood
and Rice Husks Biochar for Adsorption of Ammonium Nitrogen from Piggery Manure Anaerobic Digestate
Slurry. Sci. Total Environ. 2015, 505, 102-112. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dai, J.; Wang, Z.; Li, E; He, G.; Wang, S.; Li, Q.; Cao, H.; Luo, L.; Zan, Y.; Meng, X; et al. Optimizing Nitrogen
Input by Balancing Winter Wheat Yield and Residual Nitrate-N in Soil in a Long-Term Dryland Field
Experiment in the Loess Plateau of China. Field Crop. Res. 2015, 181, 32—41. [CrossRef]

Uzoma, K.C.; Inoue, M.; Andry, H.; Zahoor, A.; Nishihara, E. Influence of Biochar Application on Sandy Soil
Hydpraulic Properties and Nutrient Retention. Food Agric. Env. 2011, 9, 1137-1144.

Johnson, D.W.; Cole, D.W.; Resource, F. Anion Mobility in Soils: Relevance to Nutrient Transport from Forest
Ecosystems. Environ. Int. 1980, 3, 79-90. [CrossRef]

Ferchaud, F; Vitte, G.; Machet, ].-M.; Beaudoin, N.; Catterou, M.; Mary, B. The Fate of Cumulative Applications
of 15N-Labelled Fertiliser in Perennial and Annual Bioenergy Crops. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2016, 223,
76-86. [CrossRef]

Scholefield, D.; Tyson, K.C.; Garwood, E.A.; Armstrong, A.C.; Hawklins, J.; Stone, A.C. Nitrate Leaching
from Grazed Grassland Lysimeters: Effects of Fertilizer Input, Field Drainage, Age of Sward and Patterns of
Weather. J. Soil Sci. 1993, 44, 601-613. [CrossRef]

Goulding, K. Nitrate Leaching from Arable and Horticultural Land. Soil Use Manag. 2000, 16, 145-151.
[CrossRef]

@ © 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0038-0717(02)00248-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2006.0167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2014.08.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.06.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejsobi.2016.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2015.11.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.09.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.03.060
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25828410
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2014.09.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25463566
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.09.096
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25310885
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2015.06.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0160-4120(80)90040-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.02.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2389.1993.tb02325.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2000.tb00218.x
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Site Details 
	Experiment Design 
	Experiment Procedure 
	Laboratory Analysis 
	Calculations 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Evapotranspiration and Inches Per Foot 
	15N and Total N Uptake 
	Total Leachate Volume, Total and 15N Nitrate 
	Total and Tracer Ammonia in Leachate 
	Water Use Efficiency, 15N and Total N Uptake 
	Plant Growth Curve 
	Total and Labeled N in Leachate 
	Soil Properties 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

