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Abstract

The crops absorb an average of 20 to 40% of the applied fertilizer, the remaining percentage is
lost from the agricultural system by various mechanisms, causing considerable economic losses
and environmental contamination. Among the benefits of the use of microorganisms in
agriculture is their ability to improve the assimilation of nutrients. A field experiment was
carried out whose objective was to evaluate the effect of inoculation of bacterial and fungal
biofertilizers on the efficiency of assimilation of nitrogen fertilizer in wheat cultivation. The
experimental design was randomized complete blocks with four repetitions and nine
biofertilization treatments using the °N isotopic dilution technique to determine the N in the
fertilizer derived plant and the fertilizer utilization percentage N. The chemical fertilization
produced the highest grain yields and ensures its quality. The inoculation of wheat with HVA
significantly increased the yield of grain up to 1 291 kg ha*, the amount of N in the plant from
the fertilizer up to 15 kg and the utilization efficiency of nitrogen fertilizer up to 11% compared
to the witness without inoculating. There were significant differences in plant-microorganism
interaction in biomass production and assimilation of N.
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Introduction

In the central region of Mexico known as “The Bajio” (ca. 1.1 x 10° ha) 40 years ago, 150 kg N
ha was applied to the wheat crop as a synthetic fertilizer and yields of 5 Mg ha™ were obtained.
Currently they apply up to 350 kg N ha! and the yields have not increased significantly. Studies
conducted in the region show that the wheat crop absorbs an average of 20 to 35% of the N applied
as fertilizer (Grageda et al., 2011), the remaining percentage is lost from the agricultural system by
various mechanisms, causing economic losses and contamination environmental, such as
eutrophication, acid rain, destruction of the stratospheric ozone layer and increase of the
greenhouse effect (Duxbury, 1994; Franzluebbers, 2005; Grageda-Cabrera et al., 2005).

The increase in the price of nitrogen fertilizers from $2 049 in the year 2000 to $6 800 in 2015 (t
of urea) makes wheat production more expensive and reduces profitability. Faced with this
problem, it is necessary to develop technologies that reduce the use of synthetic fertilizers, which
can be achieved through the application of beneficial microorganisms. The development and use
of biofertilizers is considered as an important alternative for the partial or total substitution of
synthetic fertilizers (Caballero et al., 1992; Aghilia et al., 2014). Currently there is a wide variety
of biofertilizers made with microorganisms such as bacteria and fungi, with various functions and
according to the type of crop (Pooja et al., 2007; All-Taweil et al., 2009).

On the other hand, the estimation of the assimilation by plants of soil nutrients and fertilizers is
necessary to know the effects of the specific interactions between genotype-microorganism-
environment. However, the estimation is difficult because once the nutrient is part of the plant it is
usually impossible to determine its origin. There are several methods to quantify the assimilation
of N and all have their advantages and disadvantages. However, the °N isotopic techniques are
considered as the most reliable to provide quantitative and integrated values of the N assimilated
by the plant. For the aforementioned, the objective of the present study was to quantify the effect
of the inoculation of bacterial and fungal biofertilizers on the assimilation of nitrogen fertilizer by
wheat cultivation.

Materials and methods

An experiment was established under field conditions in the Bajio Experimental Field (CEBAJ) of
the National Institute of Agricultural and Cattle Forestry Research (INIFAP) in Celaya,
Guanajuato, Mexico, located at 20° 35* 06.59°” north latitude, 100° 49” 46.84°* west longitude and
altitude of 1 769 m. In the region an average annual rainfall of 650 mm is recorded between june
and august and an average annual temperature of 18 °C (maximum 28 °C and minimum 10 °C).
The physical and chemical analysis of the soil showed that it is a pelvic vertisol with pH (1:2 water)
of 7.9, organic matter content of 1.85% and loamy clay texture (FAO, 1994).

The Nana wheat variety was used and nine treatments were evaluated, which are described in Table
1. The experimental design was randomized complete blocks with four repetitions per treatment;
each experimental unit was assigned five rows with a double row of 0.76 m in width and 3 m in
length. The agronomic practices were carried out according to the recommendations proposed by
the INIFAP for the sowing of wheat in furrows.
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Table 1. Treatments to evaluate the effect of biofertilizers on the assimilation of N derived
from the fertilizer (N ddf) by the wheat crop.

Fertilization N-P-K

Inoculant (240'60'00) (%)

T1. Without biofertilizer 100

T2. Without biofertilizer 50

T3. Bacterium 2709; species: Pseudomonas sp.; origin: State of 50
Guanajuato; concentration: 10** UFC g* of product.

T4. Bacterium T4, species: Bacillus sp.; origin: State of Guanajuato; 50
concentration: 10! UFC g* of product.

T5. Mycorrhiza INIFAPMR: species: Rhizophagus intraradices; origin: 50
State of Nuevo Leon; concentration: 75-80 spores g™* product.

T6. Mycorrhiza CH1,; species: consortium Gigaspora sp. and Glomus 50
sp.; origin: State of Chiapas; concentration: 75-80 spores g™ of
product.

T7. Mycorrhiza DA18; species: Scutellospora calospora; origin: State of 50
Guanajuato; concentration: 75-80 spores g™* of product.

T8. Mycorrhiza P163; species: Acaulospora scrobiculata; origin: State 50
of Guanajuato: concentration: 75-80 spores g* of product.

T9. Mycorrhiza PR82; species: consortium Gigaspora albida and 50
Rhizophagus sinuosum; origin: State of Hidalgo; concentration: 75-
80 spores g™* of product.

The evaluated biofertilizers were selected by previous studies of biological effectiveness in
greenhouse conditions and are protected in the Microbial Cepario of the CEBAJ-INIFAP. The
treatments with biofertilizers were inoculated 2 h before sowing. In the case of bacterial inoculants,
the seed was treated with the biofertilizer containing 10** CFU g of product at a dose of 1.5 kg of
inoculant per 50 kg of seed. In the case of mycorrhizae, the seed was treated with the biofertilizer
containing 75-80 spores g product at a dose of 1 kg of inoculant per 50 kg of seed.

The 100% fertilization was 240-60-00. The source of fertilizer N was ammonium sulfate and it was
divided into two applications, 50% at planting and 50% at 40 days after sowing (dds), all P was
applied at the time of planting as triple superphosphate. A linear 1 m isotopic plot was installed in
each furrow in each treatment and ammonium sulfate enriched with 3% of atoms in excess of *N
was applied.

The variables flowering, physiological maturity, dry weight of grain, straw and total, harvest index,
N in grain, straw and total, N derived from fertilizer (N ddf), harvest index of N ddf, and efficiency
in the use of N ddf (UN ddf).

The determination of total N was made by the Kjeldahl method (Bremner and Mulvaney, 1982).
In the samples containing °N, the enrichment was determined by optical emission spectrometry
(NOI-6e spectrometer), according to the procedure described by Faust et al. (1987). Isotope
calculations of 15N were determined by the isotope dilution method (Zapata, 1990).
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The data were analyzed statistically following the standard variance analysis procedure and
Tukey’s multiple means comparison test (SAS Institute, 2014).

Results and discussion
Yield

The yield data of dry matter of grain, straw, total and harvest index are presented in Table 2.
Statistical differences existed (p< 0.05) in most of the treatments evaluated, several studies in wheat
have shown differences due to the plant-microorganism-environment interaction (Khalid et al.,
2004; Ferraris and Couretot, 2006; Arias, 2007). Regarding grain production, the highest yield was
obtained in the T1 treatment (regional control without biofertilizer and with 100% fertilization)
and the lowest in the T2 treatment (control without biofertilizer and with 50% fertilization), in the
crop of wheat reduce fertilization causes a reduction in the yield of 1 475 kg ha™ so this practice is
not recommended. The application of bacteria in the wheat yield had a small effect if the T3 vs T2
were compared and negative if the T4 vs T2 were compared, the low yields in T4 could be due to
the negative effect of certain plant-microorganism relationships in inhibiting the radical
development and reduce the efficiency in the intake of nutrients such as N and P, especially in
alkaline P soils (Afzal et al., 2005; Barea et al., 2005; El-Sirafy et al., 2006).

Table 2. Effect of the application of biofertilizers on the accumulation of biomass in the wheat

crop.
Treatment _ Dry weight (kg ha™) Index of
Grain Straw Total harvest
T1. Without biofertilizer (F 100%) 6790 a 9772 hbc 16 563 a 0.41ab
T2. Without biofertilizer (F 50%) 5315e 6497 g 11812e 0.45a
T3. Bacterium 2709 (F 50%) 5545 d 10298 a 15843 b 0.35c
T4. Bacterium T4 (F 50%) 5166e 8429 e 13595d 0.38 bc
T5. Mycorrhiza INIFAPMR (F 509%) 6368 b 8794 d 15162 ¢ 0.42 ab
T6. Mycorrhiza CH1 (F 50%) 6 606 a 9506 c 16 112 ab 0.41a
T7. Mycorrhiza DA18 (F 50%) 579% ¢ 8002 f 13797d 0.42 ab
T8. Mycorrhiza P163 (F 50%) 5336e 9910b 15247 c 0.35c
T9. Mycorrhiza PR82 (F 50%) 5335e 8 705 de 14040d 0.38 bc
CV (%) 6.48 11.55 8.52 8
DSH 207.9 331.82 539.26 0.04

Averages with different letter in the same column are statistically different Tukey (p< 0.05).

A greater effect on wheat yield was observed with the mycorrhizae applied in treatments T6 and
T5, which coincides with that reported by Kumar et al. (2011), in field trials with two wheat
genotypes had increases of up to 25.8% when the seeds were inoculated with mycorrhizae. In this
case, T6 could be an option to reduce the risk of environmental contamination by applying only
120 kg ha'* of N. In this case, AMF had a greater effect on wheat yield than bacteria, in this respect
Peltzer et al. (2003), observed a null effect of the inoculation on the yield and weight of wheat
grain with Pseudomonas fluorescens. In addition, another cause may be the immobilization of
nutrients when microorganisms decompose organic waste (Grageda-Cabrera et al., 2003).

284



Rev. Mex. de Cienc. Agric. vol. 9 num. 2 15 de february - 31 de march, 2018

Bolletta et al. (2002), in plots of wheat inoculated with mycorrhizae obtained between 15 to 18%
more yield than the unfertilized controls, in this trial the differences disappeared when compared
with the treatments fertilized at 100%.

Regarding the production of total dry matter, all treatments exceeded T2, which was related to
greater production of straw. The highest production was obtained in treatments T1 and T6. The
reduction in fertilization caused a reduction in the total biomass of 4 751 kg ha*. This is confirmed
by the harvest index (IC), which is an indicator that provides information on grain production
compared to all the biomass produced. The data show that the inoculation of biofertilizers affected
the harvest index, treatments T3 (bacterium 2709) and T8 (mycorrhizae P163) negatively affected
this parameter, the crop produced more straw than grain compared to the other treatments, which
leads to an efficient use of nutrients.

Total nitrogen
In the Table 3 shows the assimilation of total N. The statistical analysis indicates that there are
significant differences similar to those observed in the total dry weight (Table 2). Absorption of N

is directly related to performance (Sprent, 1987).

Table 3. Effect of the application of various biofertilizers on the accumulation of N in the wheat

crop.
Treatment . N (kg ha'l) _Harvest
Grain Straw Total index of N
T1. Without biofertilizer (F 100%) 159 a 61b 219 a 0.72 bc
T2. Without biofertilizer (F 50%) 123 e 40 f 163 g 0.75a
T3. Bacterium 2709 (F 50%) 129d 70 a 198 ¢ 0.65e
T4. Bacterium T4 (F 50%) 119 e 55d 174 1 0.69d
T5. Mycorrhiza INIFAPMR (F 50%) 150 b 56 cd 205 bc 0.72 bc
T6. Mycorrhiza CH1 (F 50%) 153 b 59 bc 212 ab 0.72bc
T7. Mycorrhiza DA18 (F 50%) 137 ¢ 50 e 186 d 0.73 ab
T8. Mycorrhiza P163 (F 50%) 124 de 61b 185 de 0.67 de
T9. Mycorrhiza PR82 (F 50%) 124 de 54 d 178 ef 0.7cd
CV (%) 4.57 6.43 5.65 2.01
DSH 5.11 3.28 7.59 0.02

Averages with different letter in the same column are statistically different Tukey (p< 0.05).

Regarding the content of N in grain, the treatments T5 and T6 were statistically equal and surpassed
only by the treatment fertilized to 100% of the dose, reason why these biofertilizers contributed to
the accumulation of N (protein) in the grain. This same effect was observed for total N in the plant,
with values between 205 to 212 kg N ha’. The treatments that accumulated less amount of N in
grain were T4, T8 and T9, which corroborates that the biofertilizers do not work of generic form,
these must be generated for specific regions of production.
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Regarding the harvest index of N (ICN), it was significantly affected by biofertilizer treatments.
The Tukey test establishes five groups of treatments with a significant response to ICN, the largest
is associated with ICN> 0.73 and the lowest ICN< 0.67. The highest ICN was 0.75, which indicates
that the plant used 75% of its total nitrogen for grain. But it is not associated with the highest grain
yields as observed in the fertilized treatment with an ICN of 0.72. The application of biofertilizers
influenced the assimilation of N and the content of N in grain; these characteristics are related to
the amount of protein, carotene content and quality (Degidio et al., 1993). On the contrary, the
dilution of the N content in grain causes an increase in the percentage of white belly and reduces
the quality (Mahdi et al., 1996).

Nitrogen derived from fertilizer (N ddf) and percent utilization of nitrogen fertilizer
(% UFN)

The results of the amount of N in the plant derived from the fertilizer are presented in Table 4. The
treatment that accumulated the greatest amount of N of the fertilizer was T1 with a total of
83 kg N ddf ha*, which indicates that the Wheat took 136 kg ha N from the soil. This treatment
received twice as much nitrogen fertilizer as the other treatments, which was reflected in a greater
assimilation of N ddf. T5 and T5 treatments followed with 48 and 53 kg N ddf ha each, these
treatments take advantage of more N of the soil with 157 and 159 kg hal, respectively. The grain
presented greater N ddf than straw.

Table 4. Effect of the application of biofertilizers on the accumulation of nitrogen derived from
the fertilizer (N ddf) in the wheat crop.

Nitrogen derived from fertilizer (N ddf) (kg N ddf ha™®)

Treatment -

Grain Straw Total
T1. Without biofertilizer (F 100%) 60 a 23 a 83a
T2. Without biofertilizer (F 50%) 29 d of 38¢
T3. Bacterium 2709 (F 50%) 26 f 14 ¢ 41e
T4. Bacterium T4 (F 50%) 28¢e 13d 41e
T5. Mycorrhiza INIFAPMR (F 50%) 35¢ 13.5¢cd 48 ¢
T6. Mycorrhiza CH1 (F 50%) 38b 15b 53Db
T7. Mycorrhiza DA18 (F 50%) 35¢ 13d 48 ¢
T8. Mycorrhiza P163 (F 50%) 28 ¢ 14 ¢ 42 d
T9. Mycorrhiza PR82 (F 50%) 28 ¢ 12 e 40 f
CV (%) 3.7 2.46 0.75
DSH 0.57 6.83 3.87

Averages with different letter in the same column are statistically different Tukey (p< 0.05).

The results of the percentage of N ddf and UFN are presented in Table 5. Of the total N assimilated
by the crop, less than 40% came from the nitrogen fertilizer and the rest of the soil. There was a
significant difference (p< 0.05) in the values of the percentage of N ddf in the crop between
biofertilization treatments. The highest values were obtained in T1, with 38% N ddf, which raises
the need to review the current application form of the fertilizer to improve its use. Regarding the
effect of biofertilizers, those that contributed to the plant assimilating a greater quantity of Nddf
were the treatments with mycorrhizae T5 and T6, with 23 and 25% N ddf.
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Table 5. Effect of the application of biofertilizers on the accumulation of nitrogen derived from
the fertilizer (N ddf) and the percentage of nitrogen fertilizer utilization (% UFN) in the

wheat crop.

Treatment N ddf (%) UFN (%)
T1. Without biofertilizer (F 100%) 37.75a 32¢c
T2. Without biofertilizer (F 50%) 23.75cd 29.75 e
T3. Bacterium 2709 (F 50%) 20.75 f 31.25cd
T4. Bacterium T4 (F 50%) 23.5 de 31 ced
T5. Mycorrhiza INIFAPMR (F 50%) 23.25 de 37.25b
T6. Mycorrhiza CH1 (F 50%) 25 bc 41 a
T7. Mycorrhiza DA18 (F 50%) 26 b 37b
T8. Mycorrhiza P163 (F 50%) 22.75 de 32¢
T9. Mycorrhiza PR82 (F 50%) 22.25e 30.25ed
CV (%) 5.09 6.81
DSH 1.26 1.46

Averages with different letter in the same column are statistically different Tukey (p< 0.05).

The percentage of UFN indicates the amount of N that assimilated the crop of the total of N applied
as fertilizer. It was observed that inoculation with T5 and T6 mycorrhiza contributed to the plant
assimilating a greater amount of N than applied as fertilizer, improving with this the percentage of
UFN compared to T1, which had greater availability of N.

The best treatments in terms of percentage of UFN were T6 (Mycorrhiza CH1), T5 (Micorriza
INIFAPMR) and T7 (Mycorrhiza DA18), in these cases the plant assimilated 41, 37 and 37% of
the total applied fertilizer, representing 52.8, 48.2 and 48 kg N hal, respectively.

Even when inoculation with biofertilizers improved the percentage of UFN, it was low (less than
45%). More 55% of the N applied as fertilizer could not be counted, surely a high proportion was
lost as nitrates by leaching or in gaseous form by denitrification, nitrification and volatilization
because it is a slightly alkaline soil and retains moisture (Vermoesen et al., 1993; Grageda-Cabrera
etal., 2011; Wanga et al., 2015).

Conclusions

The chemical fertilization produced the highest grain yields and ensures the quality of the mime.
The inoculation with HVA increased the grain yield of the wheat crop up to 20% in comparison
with the control without biofertilizer with the same dose of fertilization. Inoculation with HVA
influenced the crop index of both dry matter and N. The biofertilizers with HVA increased the
absorption of nitrogen fertilizer in a range of 2 to 15 kg N ha more than the control without
inoculation. The efficiency in the use of nitrogen fertilizer (% UFN) was increased with the
inoculation of HVA.

287



Rev. Mex. de Cienc. Agric. vol. 9 num. 2 15 de february - 31 de march, 2018

Gratefulness

To the Directorate of Bioeconomy of SAGARPA for the support granted for the realization of this
work through agreement No. S2341HA4310111.

Cited literature

Afzal, A.; Ashraf, M.; Saeed, A.; Asad, A. and Farooq, M. 2005. Effect of phosphate solubilizing
microorganisms on phosphorus uptake, yield and yield traits of wheat (Triticum aestivum
L.) in rainfed area. Int. J. Agri. Biol. 7(2):206-209.

Aghili, F.; Jansab, J.; Khoshgoftarmaneshc, A. H.; Afyunic, M.; Schulind, R.; Frossarda, E. and
Gampera, H. A. 2014. Wheat plants invest more in mycorrhizae and receive more benefits
from them under adverse than favorable soil conditions. Appl. Soil Ecology. 84(1):93-111.

All, T. H. I.; Osman, M. B.; Hamid, A. A. and Yusoff, W. M. W. 2009. Development of microbial
inoculants and the impact of soil application on rice seedlings growth. Am. J. Agric. And
Biol Sc. 4(1):79-82.

Arias, N. 2007. Ensayo de evaluacion de inoculantes bioldgicos en el cultivo de trigo.
http://www.crinigan.com/trigo.htm.

Barea, J. M.; Pozo, M. J.; Azcén, R. and Azcén, A. C. 2005. Microbial cooperation in the
rhizosphere. J. Exp. Bot. 56(417):1761-1778.

Bolletta, A.; Venanzi, S. y Kriiger, H. 2002. Respuestas del cultivo de trigo a la inoculacién con
biofertilizantes en el sur de la Provincia de  Buenos  Aires.
http://www.crinigan.com/trigo.htm.

Bremner, J. M. and Mulvaney, C. S. 1982. Nitrogen-total. In: Page, A. L.; Miller, R. H.; Keeney,
D. R. (Eds.). Methods of soil analysis. Part 2, 2", (Ed.). Agronomy Monograph number 9.
American Society of Agronomy. Madison. 295-324 pp.

Caballero, M. J.; Carcafio, M. M. G. and Mascarda, E. M. A. 1992. Field Inoculation of Wheat
(Triticum aestivum) with Azospirillum brasilense under temperate climate. Symbiosis
13(3):243-253.

Degidio, M. G.; Nardi, S. and Vallega, V. 1993. Grain, flour, and dough characteristics of selected
strains of diploid wheat, Triticum monococcum L. Cereal Chem. 70(3):298-303.

Duxbury, J. M. 1994. The significance of agricultural sources of greenhouse gases. Fert. Res.
38(2):151-163.

El-Sirafy, Z. M.; Woodard, H. J. and El-Norjar, E. M. 2006. Contribution of biofertilizers and
fertilizer nitrogen to nutrient uptake and yield of Egyptian winter wheat. J. Plant Nutr.
29(4):587-599.

FAOQ. 1994. World reference base for soil resources. Wageningen. Rome. 161 p.

Faust, H.; Sebastianelli, A. y Axmann, H. 1987. Manual de laboratorio, métodos para el analisis de
BN. FAO-IAEA. Vienna. 122 p.

Ferraris, G. y Couretot, L. 2006. Respuesta a la inoculacion con micorrizas en trigo bajo dos niveles
de nutricion fosforada. http://www.crinigan.com/trigo.htm.

Franzluebbers, A. J. 2005. Soil organic carbon sequestration and agricultural greenhouse gas
emissions in the southeastern USA. Soil and Tillage research. 83(1):120-147.

Grageda, C. O. A.; Medina, C. T.; Aguilar, A. J. L.; Hernandez, M. M.; Solis, M. E.; Aguado, S.
A. y Pefia, C. J. J. 2004. Pérdidas de nitrogeno por emisién de N2 y N2O en diferentes
sistemas de labranza. Agrociencia. 38(6):625-633.

288


http://www.crinigan.com/trigo.htm
http://www.crinigan.com/trigo.htm
http://www.crinigan.com/trigo.htm

Rev. Mex. de Cienc. Agric. vol. 9 num. 2 15 de february - 31 de march, 2018

Grageda-Cabrera, O. A.; Mora, M.; Castellanos, R. J. Z.; Follet, R. F. and Pefia-Cabriales, J. J.
2003. Fertilizer nitrogen recovery under different tillage treatments and cropping sequences
in a vertisol in central México. IAEA-TECDOC. Viena. 1354(1):39-55.

Grageda. C. O. A.; Vera, N. J. A,; Aguilar, A. J. L.; Macias, R. L.; Aguado, S. G. A. and Pefia, C.
J. J. 2011. N-fertilizer dynamics in different tillage and crop rotation systems in a vertisol
in Central Mexico. Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosyst. 89(1):125-134.

Khalid, A.; Arshad, M. and Zahir, Z. A. 2004. Screening plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria for
improving growth and yield of wheat. J. Appl. Mic. 96(3):473-480.

Kumar, A.; Sharma, K. D. and Gera, R. 2011. Arbuscular mycorrhizae (Glomus mosseae)
symbiosis for increasing the yield and quality of wheat (Triticum aestivum). Ind. J. Agric.
Sci. 81(5):478-480.

Mahdi, L.; Bell, C. J. and Ryan, J. 1996. Non-vitreousness or “Yellow berry” in durum wheat as
affected by both depth and date of planting. Cereal Res. Comm. 24(3):347-352.

Peltzer, H.; Santos, D. y Firpo, R. 2003. Trigo en siembra directa sobre vertisoles: efecto de la
inoculacion de semilla con sobre la biomasa radical, aérea, y la produccion de granos.
Actualizacion técnica trigo. INTA EEA Parana. Serie Extension. 24(1):20-25.

Pooja, S.; Dudeja, S. and Neeru, N. 2007. Development of multiple co-inoculants of different
biofertilizers and their interaction with plants. Arch. Agron. Soil Sci. 53(2):221-230.

SAS. 2014. Institute, Inc. SAS/STAT. Version 9.3, Fourth edition. Cary, NC: SAS Institute.

Sprent, J. I. 1987. The ecology of the nitrogen cycle. (Ed.). Cambridge University Press.
Cambridge, UK. 148 p.

Vermoesen, A.; Van Cleemput, O. and Hofman, G. 1993. Nitrogen loss processes: mechanisms
and importance. Pedologie. 43(3):417-433.

Wang, H.; Guo, Z.; Shi, Y.; Zhang, Y. and Yu, Z. 2015. Impact of tillage practices on nitrogen
accumulation and translocation in wheat and soil nitrate-nitrogen leaching in drylands. Soil
Tillage Res. 153(1):20-27.

Zapata, F. 1990. Técnicas isotdpicas en estudios sobre la fertilidad del suelo y la nutricién de
plantas. In: Hardarson, G. (Ed.). Empleo de técnicas nucleares en los estudios de la relacion
suelo-planta. FAO-OIEA. Viena. 79-171 p.

289



