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ABSTRACT

Non-point source pollution resulting from agricultural activities may enter neighboring water
bodies through surface, intermediate, or groundwater flows due to rainfall or irrigation and cause
negative impacts on water quality. The main purpose of this study is to evaluate the efficiency for
using green farming technology for agricultural non-point source pollution control. The results show
that organic fertilizers are more likely to be washed out by rainfall or irrigation due to their higher
content of soluble components as compared to chemical fertilizers. The analytical results showed
that the concentrations of nitrogen nutrients in both infiltration water and surface runoff exhibited
the following trend: over-fertilization (120 %) > full fertilization (100 %) > microbial agents + half
fertilization (50 %) > zero fertilization (0 %). It is worth noting that the washed-away phosphate
nutrient demonstrated a different trend because the addition of microbial agents, including
phosphorus solubilizing bacteria, converted fixed inorganic phosphorus in the soil into water-soluble
phosphorus. In addition, the experimental results proved that the loss of nutrients in the farmland
after fertilizer application is mainly caused by the scouring and leaching in rainfall events. By
combining the fertilizer reduction and microbial agents, the crop yield remained similar to that with
full amount of fertilizer (100 %) application. Over-dose application in fertilizer may not necessarily
promote the crop growth, but may cause crop damage and fertilizer loss. The green farming
technology employed in this study can effectively reduced non-point source pollution from
agricultural activities without impairing the overall growth and yield of crops.

Keywords: Agricultural Non-point source pollution, Green farming technology, Chemical
fertilizer, Organic fertilizer.
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B o ZR1M > RESMEIR R ARGE A ERE - i
FAREAER S R EE - EHEAL - MRIBI SRR
Hie B 4H 4% (Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations, FAO)4tst iy Eis# R » RS EITE
AEERAE 2 ffE 2 A 2005 A5 2015 41y 10 2
BB BTSSR BRAY T S H & 1E 2005 4
HYERALE 57.55 AT EFHEENE 68.61 AT - BEAE
Ailf¢ 2005 FEAYEFANEE 24.98 N EFFEE/A\E 30.10
N (Xiaetal., 2020) - AR SETT RAERIFEERIE T -
Rk e gEE B E R - 5iERoKIRED 5SS - KIEEs
TS gL R —(Wang et al., 2019; Zhang et al., 2019) -

FRABEAST - it AV LE2AERHE S 20~50 %t /EY)
W o R ALERAER R B - R 1k - [EIRE
R 52 T e 8 A2 (o S B gl ) H A A ALK
K TR A0S ORI 2 54 T /KRS » TR AT &8 %
PR A B FHBRZK T 5 St T 4K sz 7K S Rt 7K (s
I 808 ~ KEEED N KSE) - HErEa R
(Wang et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2016; #HFE - 2007) »
5 AT RE A IR EE B R R S B S B K R

" Sti(Dead zones) | - RIEEHERT RS HIKEE &
[HIFZ 2 A2 EOREZ YRR E (EPA, 2016; Kellr et
al., 2014; Zhang et al., 2020) -

R 5 == B B 52 BB 5 O € & (Environmental
Protection Agency, EPA)j* 2016 FHYHREfEH - %
FEREIR 5 AL i BB BB R R £ A - [FIR
WA E = K545 © FEEIFR (R (Environment
Agency, EA)2007 FHH S R » A 45 %EL 50 %Y
N2 2 E R e e B AR R B Y B - REIERRIR
TG R B R AR B st R /KR IR BRI 5 2 e T
55 %1 48 % EELE (Volk et al., 2009) - AR A »
EEIRRER T E T G R AR A Y 52 %8
54 % - [AEZAFAITHIEH 24 %k 71 % (Xia,
2020) = Zhang 71 Lou Jf> 2011 FERAVHHITRS - 2
SEEL R A NI BE R 5 AL T 2R B /K 14208 57K
PHUELE S HIET S -

BEHA B HARHMEAEFLHEFEELA
W7EI R S5 2 A R TR SRS BB i - 2R
BRITEE R R S HE Y Jin(Best Management Practices,
BMPs) » Hr&f##E M BMPs W15 E A T8N ~ FE -
B~ % g G ERHFE %4 (Multi-Soil Layering,
MSL)Z(Bugg et al., 2017; Hanrahan et al., 2018; Leroy
et al., 2016) » HAFEFH S TESRIS B TUAR N B > DACE

7KEG 55 » [ {EoKAG 485 (Total Nitrogen, TN) ~ #fik
(Total Phosphorus, TP) - 4 1k 25 & = (Biochemical
Oxygen Demand, BOD) - {£E225 45 & (Chemical Oxygen
Demand, COD) - £ % [&|#&(Suspended Solid, SS)EiEE 4
JEEIGHN) o PRESH RS HE v BT W IR - AR AT
Bl R EEE A KRS - BEHESURS B R SERITHE
UDHEEE ~ TR MAERY > B RER A
SRR (Jain and Singh, 2019; Wu et al., 2013) - £3T
[ 52 BRI PRI SR - B8 R e 5 AL IR T T
il B DHERHE R - W6RE A RIRRITHY « ARIATTRIR
Ha k5 aH i E R i R ER R 5 A < Bt
B o AT A2 /K ~ 1SR /KB 1398 2 PR B AR o3 A7
DAER SRS (8 A 2 AERER ABRE IR S5 4%
MiaRdt 2 Zes - sHh&k e RirE i L IR E
TTHHRERI R - IR ARGk E B R il FE FH Bl
T22% -

—WHEGE

A FERE B BB RG T  PRET Skl aR
IR S A ERI s - Bt ssht Rtk
BERTHL & 6.8 AREK 28 AT RS
it > BB Z B ERR R > 144 FTTAR -

2.1 RiERRREES A

T E BB R AR R ALY 25~35 R E My
AEREY > WL T AERZE - TAERAEE BT A
FRIIAEYIEI(Microbial Agents, MA) | 3t alER4H
Al e Bt T ARERE ) E o ARBRETLERETRE
BUE AN E N IRR S BRI » EITE
EHFELAN TARER T » ok s ot 1 =ie
RE > BRATHEFHREE ~ (BERAERE - ERSUENVESEFE
Ji=C AR AR E R R IR E T = A ERE
ZE ~ BRE RESRATARR AE E  (BA T E A
RIS R R - (5 A 38 1 e i 5 = 5 =R A
a1 T NEAEE ) B T ARSI 6
BT S ETTRIAECAETREE - AT BRI
B e 28 {4 A S #E(Taiwan Good Agriculture
Practice, TGAP)#EE AR &2 HEf Ta BasE Hllaeat
AR+ 0 %R A (EFAERE 5 50 %+MA Bfs ] 0.5 f%
TGAP HEE SRR+ 5 100 % &M 1.0 &
TGAP e SRR+ 120% B (A 1.2 i TGAP i &
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EHE 26 % (N2 HARE 2 %)

T,

(=4 1 Egﬁgiﬁ%” KIS HEBERT © 13 %
%) KL ¢ 13%
5 55%
PRI ey Zmnr: 20%
(3% o s 20%

P25 57) FHUTT : 85 %

R - AE BT (8 A 2 {LE2AEE}H (Chemical Fertilizer,
CF) 817 1% HC %t (Organic Fertilizer, OF) ] 5 & 5H 41
1o (R TGAP 2Rk - FOBHERTAET TR AK
L > ETRHETT 2 JUEHE - &CTEMETR 4 BResUiRmIoE
TEY) » AR R - BREE/KESAI T JRA &
THERCTESETR - &K 4~5 RIET LIRSS - SR ATRERCS
PR - FYA P SRR THE A B /K R
KRS -

22 TEFEEARESH

AT FER BRI A A E YD SRUS IR T L3RR i
e HiAREESBEA R ER - PRSI
JEREMBE R = (BT LIRS - BRI LRE
PRERBET - TorReaRENTEEERET T
SRR - e B TRREERE /R LE 0~15
Aoy TSR TR V 220 2R 15 &
o7 BT 1.5 A3 R E TR RAYL REVERE LA
Fre Rt IH H e B S B (PR EE) - Se S
(EfX) ~ FLREREERDE) ~ pH {E(NIEA S410.62C)
F5 B T 72 # 25 &= (NIEA S202.60A) ~ Z & & (TARI
S101.1B) ~ H1#E (TARI S201.1B) 2 & &2 (TARI
S301.1B) -

2.3 KEREEAEEERESH

AT FERR E i R B T3 A RUK EREEES B
W BRI KR L So DU TN 2 Bk U B 02
JKERER > 400 1 FoR o SRESERIE AR R RS R 55—
RIErk & EHAH PR R AL ELFY 24 /NEF A BREE - 04K
W E BGRETHRE > MFRNEARREVE
10 mm PA_E > SPE{E£25 %N (K25 T YL R G milnh

[
EREE S EN TS " @ iE AR B

ZEE > HEASEATHE Z EFFTHE 2 KR
&) o AB/KEE /Kl i PH B E A2 & E(NIEA
W437) - T4EE S (NIEA W415) ~ 91 E(NIEA W438) ~
of B B O (NIEA W415) -~ 4% B B B8 (NIEA
W427.53B) ~ 445T(NIEA W313.54B) % -

24 IBREEERAEHRMES

AT B R b B B AR TP U R B /K RS R
TKHEFT /K oA BB R 2 SRR S R R BV R
2K RESEHE > 2K RIERKKE R
WAL TERE R K B E - ERER IR A 2
BRI T AR HERE - HRA
SRR A B K R8T 7K 2 E BACIR By [ PR R R R
Ko SRR AR SR A R R T A
PRIZK BB /K 2 A R i & IR R E e EH A0S
AR B R AR I OB RS > 2 R
ORI A HR R - DU B A5 > & PRVK B
BE/K A A 1358 1% > H 1 #8235 & (Percolation) 4y
By 12 mm/day > i8R = B A A ERATULE 2 AB7K
i MEA SN LESRE 2 FR/KSCERKHE A H
MRS > Al i 221807 - B R AR B U 88 2 283 /K
B o RETEME M ASK R KZ 48 EhF > B
7 H FEFR &4 Sl rR SR R DU TR 7 =04
FHEVA R - BIOEMEL R 15,000 mL > [ {E
B ATAS S T ABKESTE - L BIAE
B TRSFEE R 12 mmiday K 7 mm/day >
sFEAKT ¢

AB/KEML) = +H82E Z(ML/M2)XARFE TIEIFE(M) oo (1)
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i FiKE(mL) = (B PR = (mL/m?)x i S (m?) R (mL)xn) R A7K&(mL) —A2/KE(mL)....(2)

ASBIKH IR (g/m?) = AJZ7K & (ML) X524 (Mg/L)x 1,000 +HFRFE T IEFE(M?) v, (3)
}L?éﬁﬂ@#ﬁﬁﬂ%(g/mz) = K & (ML) x5 4R (mg/L)% 1,000 —;ﬁz@iﬁ%ﬁiﬁ(mz) .......................................... 4

2.5 BEZHABRIEHTERIEBIRAE

AtFeatbe s @ E o BRI TR >
EEBRSRIEY) > EER RSN RHETET
el o FHEBAEN HEEREZES > AR
B o s AR B DU & N A RAR U 2 R
EETERGET > SoRkE B2 E - PR R IERD WLAEL
BZPHIEARZIRE TEEZERRH -

A
i1

- AR

e J113

4

k=111

3.1 Rl T IEEARMERE

EREM - GRESEE - FLIRRE - ARE R R
B s R R IR KA SR R
FEZ— o Atgez BithatSatsht Ry R o0t
Sl > H SRR SRR 2 BUK
IR IR BRI - (DL 18.45 + 2,17 % fipfir -
42.75+1.58 % ; fhHr ¢ 38.81+ 1.46 %) - 4AREREL Ky
1.15% > FLERELY Ry 40~50 % - L HERDHT & B IR
& yEHEESHREE - HRIPKEET s
B 1 SRR T FE RO LS R TSR I SR B 5RO
&4 FOoRHEF RIS R R A2 RAET
o (FPIIRAATIER 1 T3 > ARWAERZERG

x2 BERT/ARBRISBELEERYERE

ar i H 1%
kL (%) 18.45 + 2.17
WL (%) 4275+ 1.58
HERL (%) 38.81 + 1.46
TR BYERIEL
R (%) 115
TIPS (%) 40-50

5 0 %CFUIEHEAE) + 50 %CF+MA (CF RFEAE+E DI ;
100 %CF (4 EHEAE) © 120 %CF (ATRTHEAT)

TEVIR 2 M4y » B AT IRIEEE

eI LEREE A4S SR (A2 3 FIR 48~ » +
s BRI pH (EERSE LanEK fy 5.08 £ 596 2
il pH {EfRAK > 2R 139 - HEREE/ VY 1,000 uS/em »
P T CHAZS B4 £y 9.75 £ 0.14 meq/100g - 1-3E4H%
=8 LHE[ELY Ky 266 mg/kg 2 448 mg/kg - A RELY
By 2.5 % o LLE Sy 1 (2R AR LA AR} 2 8
T RS R T » DI HRALRER S B 2 T AR
Bag  WEAEERERIGRI AR B 8nF
AR A B R B EREA LR AERE S
& R ARG R T E A 2 A AR = 22507 By
TEEM > BEOREWRYE - SERRHE A
BB FEFAEYIFRFIA » SRR K -

A 2R R AL > s 4E A 0 %CF -
0 %OF ~ 100 %CF ~ 100 %OF ~ 120 %CF F1 120 %OF

*3 BEETRZHREHR/ ELEESCBENE

0 %NF 50 %CF+MA 100 %CF 120 %CF
EpRiliz) EEpRiliz) EaRiliz) EEaRilz)
pH 5.24/6.14 5.08/5.95 5.38/5.74 5.33/5.67
SEERE (uS/em) 251/127.4 179.2/193 214/348 179.5/387
B TAsiAZ5 8 (meg/100g) 5.83/11.1 6.81/10.94 5.89/10.46 11.17/11.53
HHE (%) 3.13/1.86 3.05/1.87 3.13/2.06 3.04/2.03
4%, (mg/kg) 336/252 448/294 350/308 448/364
AHRERE (malkg) 6.6/36 38.7/136.8 51.5/0.9 109/4.9
AR (mg/kg) 263.1/136 427.3/309.1 495.3/548.8 696.9/604.5

it © 0 %CF (FEHEAL) + 50 %CF+MA ((EEHMEHE+A ) ¢ 100 %CF (&AL © 120 %CF (& EHEAL)

-22 -



x4 BEARRASRESR/ETRENCENE

0 %NF 50 %OF+MA 100 %OF 120 %OF
(FErT1%) (FHEriliz) HEpriliz) (FHEpriliz)
pH 5.11/5.96 5.35/5.82 5.32/5.77 5.22/5.71
MEERE (uS/em) 284/117.6 315/159 255/174 53.3/192
T E (meq/100g)  8.57/10.84 9.36/11.27 9.46/11.56 9.89/11.48
EHE (%) 2.45/1.22 2.52/1.43 2.6/2.21 3.12/1.98
44 (mglkg) 280/252 266/294 378/308 364/350
BERERE (mo/kg) 4.6/30.7 26.4/100.9 107.3/93.4 119.5/277.9
RS (mg/kg) 108.9/67.4 516.8/241.5 787.2/382.8 707.3/412.3

it © 0 %NF (fE]iAL) ; 50 %OF+MA (- E AL +EYIER) ¢ 100 %OF (2= &/iAL) : 120 %OF (48 £iiAL)

Z IR R B RystBan AR S ER 1R
HAR MR RS &8 T - ATRE RN R (YY)
LEIE 1S P N R N e S 2w e R
SRR A S BRI A PR R H s ERAH (50 %CF+MA
1 50 %OF+MA) » HE IR & B IETT > HEf (A
85 PR B 1 R R ]2 7 3% b B sl O 1
i - Nt TR Ea e E -

3.2 EMHARIRREEE

H Al BV ERRESR S - j0 L ARYETE
FCTAE - SR EBRERP B AR E - AR
SHETBRAT ] Z YRR TE R E - EEiE
V) IDNA CREFIEISHET THRE R e fy > B2 NCBI Bk
FEAETTEE B R AP G HYEE - B E Y 168 FRAYHAE
Vgt - oA 7 EEARE K T EROLEE - SR
%5 FR > HoAth 154 il Ry BUASEU R e ELRERH (A
T -

x5 FEREANEVEREES TERMERE

T [EspEd
Achromobacter
Acinetobacter
Acinetobacter Iwoffii

BSWEE Bacillus
Bacillus thermoamylovorans
Burkholderia-Caballeronia-Paraburkholderia
Pseudomonas

Anaerolineaceae
Gulbenkiania indica
KD4-96

Rhodocyclaceae
Rhodopseudomonas palustris
Rhodopseudomonas
Vogesella

FE ¢ R LA ER H R < A Y i

3.3 FEmE=E

T B AR KRR & - IR A - Sohd
AN AR AR IR Y INTIREY - Ja sl N Ak =Y
FE39 Ry A2 7K > 385K > HIBRE SRR T R iR B
>R E > EE > mHREE o HILEE T AR
R EI R SRS R 27K TR RS 5 AE
TEFAE « REESTE529YbRE - XIS 245
IS A - e IR R - SR R RS E RO = -
WS A2 BE R RIDR A BEhNE ISR
e R AEITERE > FEAIE 2 - st REUR > Salbas
AR B IR AR (NBKHER AWK T BETEE
Fhofe e B UBRES - AH 2 AT (18.82 g/m?) > & & i A
(16.83 g/m?) > - & A +4E P 75(8.39 g/m?) > fEjife
FE(3.43 g/m?) AR AR IR B B SRS > 22 HEAE
(16.08 g/m?) > & &AL (14.30 g/m?) > & HAE+4EY)
[#7%1(10.28 g/m?) > i A (1.78 g/m?) -

FHiE 2 SRS AR A ETRAR
T e > AR AR e sl 1 B E e A R
T MBS ERERERES R 76.37 9
MiEAEERAEEZRK - KETIRRFHNERE
BT NERUCHITFFR &= B 40.5 mm > [FEFREE/D - )
HEERAEMR DTS > HILEHA » FERE R
HRERENEZRERN T2 — - MBS IR 35
INIIAEPIEEIRIEE (50 %CF+MA) » HREH R E/K
PR E IR

i K FIRF 2 52 28 B — %4 & Rhodobacter
capsulatus FY' & IR G &4l E (Costa et al., 2017) » H
A ERRREGR T BEAREEDENE - MIFHZEEd
FHEITI T K S B E B - ERNIAZEE
AHEAYEE/K R > 2 NOs-N JEREE/ V4T 95 % ~ NHa-N J&
[k D& 70 % Fe COD JRIE[F{REYT 69 % » #ZIH9T 577
M BRI AR S S E TN A | B IRAET
HARE P LR E - n AR E - RS
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(u) . mm infiltration-C
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BF 1F 2F
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(c) HE-50% —infiltration-HE+MA
—— FF-100% mmmm infiltration-FF
== OF-120% s infiltration-OF
35
30F
251 P
Z20f e &
& - e
=151 =
[= L &
10t — :
: Aﬂlj
0 -

5 1: BF(EMR) ; 1F(118) ; 2F(238) ; X(RUW)

(b) HF-50%

= runofi-C
= runoff-HF+MA
——— FF-100% m— runoff-FF
— — OF-120% = runoff-OF .
40 )
- -
L Is
30r e R
T fa
- -
— - - —
B T T 3 E
*5,420 + = 1 )
= ) s 12 =
10 - paa
H 11
0 = = H m . § 0
BF 1F 2F X
mm nunoff-C
(d) . hEsen == runof-HF +MA
——— FF-100% — runofi-FF
—— OF-120% = runoff-OF
35 1.6

TN(g/m?)

7 2 1 CURMME) ; HF+MA( EMIE+EMEE) ; FR(EEAE) ; OFGBEEAE)
2 BESBREKREERHEE(QEBTRAEAZK,; O)ETRZERK ; C)AMREAZK ; (d)BHRBRERK

K AR e eatf 42 BI[2£ R Rhodobacter sphaeroides A7
— R R R R A B IE R T - LR PR EHY
SRS EEY)E (Idi et al., 2015; Madukasi et al., 2011) -
ZAGHE I CEEERGEET - ITAREREE K
71 ¥ L ~ 62 %5 S 50~80 % COD » Tl fyE&
7K BRI R AR -

3.4 Bk E

He R EAR A2 /K B /K i 2 4l S B éd
RIKTESEE 2 tfrafam 7= EHES 2 SRR
BEORAE > BT R B S TERE
SFA0E 3 Frr o SBRGEREUN A ERaH A 4R
B (NBKHEFUKMR I BT AR B bl
2 HEAE(0.40 g/m?) > 4 & i AT (0.09 g/m?) > - E Al
+/EVE751(0.08 g/m?) > 4 A (0.04 g/m?) s AR E
o 5 2 BB Y > 38 & AT (0.07 g/m?) > 4 & i i
(0.04 g/m?) > = i Al +AE P 751 (0.04 g/m?) > fie i A
(0.02 g/m?) -

INM SRR 3 > £RFE 2 TGAP H#EER
PHRACENIIAEYTERINIAE (50 %CF+MA) » HoKr
i EN e BT R AR ARE S B B K

1% TGAP i SRR R ERAE AT - BURA YA
BA TR B BERF AR A R A R KO PR Bl
IR A BEK - EEEEEEBILALEE Chlorella
vulgaris 5z Pseudomonas putida FifEYE &4l @ igTE
WG aoKRE R R (R IR S) B COD
s FREUR (Mujtaba et al., 2017) - 3L 58 2
Gith > R EMEMHE AR EE R - B EREF
TEHAEMER - HAERERFRRRE/KHIVE ~ B AR
YIESE > [EE/KESH4Y 60~80 %COD - ZFEis A 1
LEREE AR R - e e RS AR
TEIR AR IEEN: » BB AR B RS TTIERN
NER G /KEE R -

3.5 #EREE

BRI BRI A2 /K LS RUK B b 2 SRR A &
Foo TGRSR Z et = ERES Z SETRE
MERAE - FHET RN - MBI BT
B FEE 4 For o SURSERETT > Sl hI A
TR B (NBRKHEFUK R BB T AR & B
gl > A EHEAC(15.42 g/m?) > £ BEAL(11.12 g/m?) >
“FEHEAT+ A PIETRI(6.67 g/m?) > AT (.93 g/m?)
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(a) o
HF-50%
- FF-100%
== OF-120%
70
60
50+
E 40t E
S 5
E 30t ,”’ ﬁ
204
104
0 _..EL..I
BF IF 2F
(c) i filtration-C
HF-50% E=infiltration-HF+MA
=== FF-100% Wi filtration-FF
— = OF-120% i filtration-OF
50 3
40t e
o 30f a7 e
£ B -
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2 20t
10+ I I
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IF

3 1:BF(EID) ; 1FQLIB) ; 2F(238) ; X(RK)
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3 BESRAKEABEBEEIBITREAZK,; O)ETREERK ; C)ARRZEAZK ; d)BEHREERK

(a) @ infiltration-C
HF-50%
———FF-100%
—= OF-120% = infiltration-OF
25 0.25
20 10.20
a 3 1
= 15 0.15
2
£ 10t 0.10
3t 0.05
0 0.00
BF 1F 2F X
(c) mmminfiltration-C
v HF-50% —infiltration-HF +MA
===FF-100% mmmminfiltration-FF
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0.025
0.020
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0.000

BF

IF 2F
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Bl 4

TP(g/m?)

TP(g/m?)
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(b) = unoff-C
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E
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e
=
BF IF 2F X
(d S unofi-C
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