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Abstract:Based on the principles of soil-plant nutrition, taking Zhengzhou city for example, the
risk of phosphorus of livestock manure around the city from the nutrition circle was analyzed in
this paper to find out the best way to utilize livestock manure and fulfill the sustainable develop-
ment of the agriculture in region. The results indicated that the theoretical capacity of livestock
manure phosphorus was 24. 24 kg/ha and the actual capacity was 27. 04 kg/ha. The whole city
was polluted by phosphorus slightly while the pollution degree in every district was different, of
which Gongyi had the most serious pollution.
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