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Abstract

Experiments and demonstrations of the one-time deep-side application of slow-release fertilizers
and the “one-base, one-recovery” technology have been carried out. The one-time deep-side applica-
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tion of slow-release fertilizers saves labor, improves fertilizer utilization and does not reduce pro-
duction; it can increase rice output; “Hanfeng” slow-release fertilizer has a better yield-increasing
effect than “Meinong”.
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1. 518

IKAEH AR ) 20 AR — AP it FH S P R SR e I AR R i IS Vb K 8 v SRR IR P S5 g i
Ao it AT SRR R AR i 05 T (1] O T oRIE BRI R IE R A A S B R I B BOR 2020 4, 1E4%)
MR P EEERIE T F, LR KRE LSRR REE BT O PRI A RS 1 73 351 O ek
FEATLAE [ 22 R — Vit P 2R NE RS AR B UG AR v, ARSI T “—F—i8” 2 iRt
B, RRGEFENUEAKAE & LR E B

2. MRFTTE
2.1, et

VLT3 38 7K R 77 ML AR 28 8 BT rv 0o R B 2 1 (V95 48 KRS 7 ML BOR A 21 T & X ok it A g L AT
P BNAETL IR BH T 3L AR 22 X B s VE Bk ), 6 22 7 M RE A XL 22 B - D ey BT A I A 3 (T
T KRB BARAR R LR RGBT R sk i), 5w Je- /KR A .

2.2. EEREMIRNIEET

22.1. EiFEA
IR bl 57 22 R DX P = it A, 05T EX WR AR A A 9108, 5 H 8 H TAFHEF, 125 g/fit, #Hicditd
AR/, 5 31~6 7 2 HGkds, Bkt 20d, it 3.6 1, 667 m* LA 7.72 77

2.22. FEZERES M, FRIAE—RXMERARERIT

I T R MAE 1. WL 667 m? % 16 kg, NPK ELfl 1: 0.5: 0.5, R¥EF=5: 1) “FER” RS
TRAEEL, AR ALREATRA TS, KIS N+ P05 + KO >48%, N-P-K26-10-12, #BE% >9%; 2)
O BIRNEEL, DRI (LIR)A R A R A=, &3R5 > 48%, N-P-K, 26-10-12; ZZREk} 9
ANE S FUREME 15 ANE S AR I IREED IR RERRSS: I RER S A R A 12%; EALER T
BN E N 60% [2]. 2 DERENER F 20 5% 57 30 kg 40 kg 50 kg 3 NMAbFE, LA MG, N AT
AR AR I BERRES . AN S, HUEATIEN . %57 16 kg, 18 kg FH 20 kg 3 /N it
JEXTHE, FEAE:/>BENE =5:5, RGACLLG] =6:4. REEE, FFMEHIREHF 0.53 hm?,
223, “—EH—B” 2 xiERER RS

1F 2.2.2 R FAREIERE I, 6 AN LR AR 5 i I FL 22 B 0.13 hm? /N IX, F181 4 -5 2131 667
m? Jifi JR 2 7.5 kg, NS Bt P AR X A R 7 B B
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Table 1. One-time application technology test plan of machine inserted slow-mix fertilizer (Unit: kg)
= 1 MRBERRE—KMERREARIE ST E(EM: ko)

AbE A3 B3 A2 B2 Al B1 CL(¥Hi)  C2(xHi)  C3(xHR)
R 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 18 20
RN FR 50 R 50 P 40 R 40 F& 30 B 30

RE 6.45 6.45 12 12 8.8 8.8

i3 5 5 4 8 6 6

£ 6 6 48 48 3.6 3.6
I R 0 0 415 8.3 16.7 16.7
AL 0 0 2 2 4 4

224, BERBMSGE
IKFBTEAR G € ST 667 m? ZKBEE, WMEAFEIE R, MW 5 SR EE R, 3
RN 2R SN X B 667 m? SEfr e

2.3. FEPRKFEN AR L ME— R 4 i B E AR R AR RS

2.3.1. MR
JRTG IR 1.33 hm?o 7K Sh R 00 5T & W FE R W P R RE 46. 5 H 2 HTFHEFRD, 150 g/4t, Hat sy
BER/ACHE, 6 A 2 H/RTiikdE, B9 30d, M 411, 667 m? kLA 6.88 /.

23.2. ERliEE
667 m?jiti & 18.3 kg, MLAEM JE AN LE B IR ALKl 40 kg + K KiifEFgfR % 7.5 kg/667 m?, {31 4 i 667 m?
it K 2% 5 Kkgo

233, BAEAR
AR FRIX HE 667 m? 7= &

3. ZRENHh
3.1. 3 MEMMAEHRR 667 m’ FrEAMFRLEMILER

3.1.1. 667 m’ =&
C1%: C2. C3 %34l 667 m* /> 66.2 kg. 35 kg, Ui 11.4%. 6%, C2 % C3 667 m*#/™~ 31.2 kg, ¥
% 5.7%.

3.1.2. NS

C1 667 m* 43 %k C2. C3 43 ilk/> 5.3 Ji. 5 1, ALK/ 16.2 Ky 22 ki, ZEREE;
C2 2555 97. 7% Fe =1, FLIXCN C3. Cl; C2 TRifH 24.2 g femy, FH KA CL. C3;

DA 3R, H U IEE 2 C2 667 m? P= m i, A UK Mt ATz 2 LA 667 m? it N 18 kg #30Hx
f; C1 667 m* A A AF A R 2 ZK T C2 AT C3, 667 m? M FUER T3 /NT C2 F1 C3, %W C1667 m?
it N 16 kg Al et RN, SERHAEKEEARL, PR C3667 m? A N & T C2, 667 m* &
FACREWET C2, {H667 m* =&/ T C2, MR, MiH I NER, SEfiEm, HIEES,
JfEE K, C3JEMITT, THEEHMKT C2, F5667 m* =k T C2.
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3.2. FRIERER =R, FEAEKE~ENBNERELR

321 “ER” EERENTEARKEE67 m* =&

%2 B, KAG 667 m? AR MEENRINE A AL, A2, A3, ALK A2. A3 435 667 m* 1™ 9.5 kg.
20.1kg, A2 % A3 177 9.4 kg, WRIGEH, 7E 667 m? HH NN 16 kg T T, BEZERALEL 667 m® &
N, 667 m*PERMN, FALEE 667 mPPrEERALE.

322, “ER” ERIENAREREKIERENGW

92 2 o, AR[F 667 m? & 667 m* Az R ARE: SHIMAE R, 667 m*H ik
FEEL C1 2, KW “SeR” ZRIERHE R 7ILERIH 2, G588k, A>T C2 1 C3, RUIHTIHAL
JIEF AL FERERL, G5SEFR2ZR AU, o, 5EMMICEAL, SR TH AL, % C2.
C3 ¥ 235 THiEFE 667 m® FIEIEINMI N, AL H A2 Fl A3 HEINE %, AL, A2, A3 BUH it E
IR E, R AR FRART G KRG TR E A B R

323. “SYR” ERIENAREIREKIE 667 M’ =8

%2 BoR, KRG R S BMEINF N B3, B2. B1, B3 4 B2. B1 437 667 m* 17 52.6 kg. 132.5 kg,
B2 #; B1 177 69.9 kg, I £, 7E 667 m* S0 N %8 16 kg 1500 F, BEESZRILEHER N, 667 m?
PR, W RS R R E R

3.24. “XiR” ZRIEMTFERAEKERNSH
2 SR, BEERENLRLH RN 667 m? A5 MRk, HIESR R . RRRREURL. S5 SEARI TR E 2
A&, T,

3.3. —RM4HEAERER A ENEEX R ~EBLE

331 —RMHER “ER” ERIENFEN TR

Al. A2. A3 % C1 7435 667 m? 17 53.1 kg. 43.6 kg. 33 kg, 1% 10.3%. 8.5%. 6.4%, 1”&
#. Al. A2. A3 % C2 3% 667 m? i 13.1 kg, 22.6 kg 33.2 kg, JilE 2.3%-. 3.9%. 5.7%, /" &
F. Al. A2. A3 C3 74351667 m* 177 18.1 kg. 8.6 kg. —2 kg, IHilE 3.3%. 1.6%. —0.4%; iRIK*
WY, AR SORNERIAN ] FH & 5 A [R] it A a5 00 8 RO R R Iy G 72, R W] “ 38k SRR IERHIE
BRI R T8 R AE A H UG AR 667 m? jiti N 18 kg B, 15 IR 5 %11 1) 667 m? jiti N 16 kg
FARE AL

3.3.2. —RMHER “IXM” ERIEMEIMEEXEELE

B1l. B2. B3 # C1 %)%l 667 m*#°~17.6 kg. 52.3 kg 114.9 kg, 1IE—3.4%. 10.2%. 22.4%; .
B1. B2. B3 # C2 4} % 667 m* #4°-83.6 kg. —13.9 kg. 48.7 kg, MilE—-14.4%. —2.4%. 8.4%; . BI1.
B2. B3 # C3667 m?14%-17.6 kg. —17.3kg. 79.9 kg, 1¥iE—3.2%. —3.15%. 14.6%; iRIEH, “WX
W7 45 BB 667 m? Fil 5 50 kg ALFE 667 m? = B AN S M [t N & F) 5 JxH IR, 667 m® T 40 kg &b 2T 667
m? 7= Bt N 18 kg MU R P2 KT, 667 m? B 30 kg A4bFE 667 m? 7= Bl N 18 kg # FILxT 1
PR

Lity LIREWI, 77 667 m? ijiti N 16 kg 2fF T,  “3e4k” SRRAERE 667 m? F RGN, 667 m” /= w1
I, AFEFEE 667 m® A IR S, SH MR, BAHFENE N AP RGPS, R BR
NERHE & T IR 2, (HACH UL 18 kg, 667 m? PE B AR E, “FR” ZRILE 667 m? i N
REJ1/NT 2 kg, JRIE/NT 11%; 7E 667 m® S it NN 16 kg 214~ IUZERAERIBE 667 m? F &40, 667
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m? PR, AN ) 667 m? P A 3 5 AR X LA, 667 m? FHER R, 2233 667 m?
PRI, EEERHMRERIE, A RE 8O,

Table 2. Rice yield and grain structure of different dosages of “Meinong” products (Unit: kg)
o “ER FRIRMBEKETEMBREN(EN: k9)

Ab 3 667 m? 5 %k ik SRR s FHi 667 m? Szfr =

Al 23.4 102.3 94.9 25.6 566.3

“CEAR” TR A2 23.2 107.4 93.7 24.7 556.8
A3 238 99.5 97.5 245 546.2

B1 224 94.9 97.9 24.1 495.6

PR ik B2 25.4 95.0 94.2 24.9 563.1
B3 26.9 97.6 95.2 25.0 628.1

c1 19.3 103.2 93.8 234 513.2

i T HE c2 24.6 119.4 97.7 24.3 579.4
c3 243 125.2 95.1 229 548.2

3.4. AR EBEIFIISEI

AN AL 3 e R A AR 2SN, KA 667 m* AN 7.5~7.8 75, LT 667 m?
FERTY 7.7 J3E A, HEEIE SR (7% 3 FIE 1), i A2 R AR F e, 28K i 30 0 B3 1 b Mt AT
CHEART B DU R, FRIIGRE IR AT IR 7 BN T R P R R EOE A R B, DURER
IR, “SEk” RIE. HHUGAE, RUPERIERSBEE LT, BHAK, NpEEhZ, K% 667 m
BB MK E N BN DREREAE . HAUMEAE . “384k” BREAE, DL LRM, “D” ZRIEHZERS
BEET R PR, NOBEREEE, EASEE, KT ZRIEHERIEAE, DNrEEET
%, 667 m? AR IAR; WAL CL Ah, NARSUHERAE, RiIIBEEshte, KorBEL, migNnEH,
R TIE, 667 m? R B [3].

Table 3. Occurrence of stem tillers in different treatment fields (Unit: ten thousand)

F 3 AENEHEZEELEFR(BA: 7)

HHEE
VoS
6 10H 6716 H 6 H24H 7THe6H 10 420 H 667 m? B

Al 7.7 14.8 24.7 411 234 0.57
A2 7.7 14.3 25.8 39.2 23.2 0.59
A3 7.7 13.4 27.0 39.5 23.8 0.60
B1 7.7 13.0 25.6 44.8 224 0.50
B2 7.7 14.1 26.9 40.6 24.3 0.60
B3 7.7 15.0 28.4 37.2 26.9 0.72
C1 7.7 14.1 26.0 38.8 19.3 0.50
C2 7.7 14.9 35.6 38.1 24.6 0.65
C3 7.7 15.8 25.8 36.6 24.3 0.66
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Figure 1. Occurrence of stem tillers in different treatments
1. FEAIEABZEELEFR

35 “—E—B” REZERS59

3.5.1. 667 m* FERELE

AT ERERIBAEAE, Al 667 m*UE 110.8 kg, —19.5%, 5% JE K JE R SR Bl EE v
GESZRMITRIE B A2 667 m? 147 25,5 kg, +4.6%, A3 667 m* i 8.7 kg, +1.6%; XA ZERE I IE it flt
JIE, B1667 m*14/* 73.9 kg, +14.9%, B2 667 m*1/™~ 32.5 kg, 1 5.8%, B3 667 m?Ji& 35.3 kg, —5.6%,
Yol R IR T A T AR R A DUMZE R IEIE AEROR 4 T “ 3847 , B1 F1 B2 667 m? = EilE it C2.

3.5.2. FERIGEHTN
# 4 BoR, BRI, ZAMCEL AL. A2, B1 RPN 667 m? 4 R, FRERIECE N, 45 SeRAT

Table 4. Yield and grain structure of 667 m? in one application and one chase (Unit: kg)
4. —HE—iB 667 m* FEEFFRRILEHI(BL: ko)

RIS HE H X k667 m2 st it g TR 667 m? &
Al 23.41 102.3 94.9 25.55 566.3
Al 24.74 101.6 91.2 23.93 455.5
A2 22.90 107.4 93.7 24.73 556.8
A2 23.17 127.4 93.7 24.43 571.9
A3 23.79 99.5 975 2453 546.2
A3l 24.31 101.2 96.2 23.08 554.8
B1 22.36 94.9 97.9 24.08 495.6
Blif 23.18 112.6 93.4 23.98 569.5
B2 25.36 95.1 94.2 24.90 563.1
B2 & 24.33 124.3 91.1 24.30 595.7
B3 26.87 97.6 95.2 24.98 628.1
B3i& 24,55 118.4 96.0 23.75 592.8
c1 19.29 103.2 93.8 23.38 513.2
c2 24.56 119.4 97.7 24.30 579.4
c3 24.26 125.1 95.1 22.90 548.2
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3.6. FEBARSEMAKEE 667 m* =&

— . =

667 m? S2Pr = EoF) 571 kg, B0 667 m? o 562 A TN 9 kg, +1.6%, AT
4. iR 5itie
4.1. &

1) — RO R P 2R R SIS Ty 4 s AERLR FH 2 AN

2) FEMIR TSR NEIEAL b, TKFEE] 4 i 5 230 w68 000 7 BT, B 0 & 1 Bk, B« —
H—ia” AR, RERSIE N 667 m? A ARG R, R EI/KAE 667 mP R .

3) JKFE 667 m? e R A EI S R, DUNZEREAIERL KRS 667 m? =& 667 m? 43 UREAN AR
B 667 m? FHEIGINTEG, — UL 0RO 25 B & B 667 m? FHEE A 40 kg,  DAKHERE. AFhity
ST BIE AT 667 m® Fil N 16 kg; 667 m* RS %, MR, BIIKHBED, WAL 667 m®
HREEARL, DS, WREHANHBR: “FER7 ZRIEIKRE 667 m* P&, 667 m* A AR A
BB ER TR, 667 m* A, SR MG HER LR E 2R, THER 667 m? F &3 N & %
b, PR <364 SEREINIE E 667 m® BN 50 kgo LARARRL. HFREE) 1 4 I AT 2
667 m* il N 16 kg.

4) ZIEAIAFERHRIE LR, D RIS T “3EAR” o K 2R AR s 7= R khE
% - IKFEALIF IS MR 667 m? Jiti DU ZEREAE 40 kg, LAKHRRL KFRLES 51 138 AR AL 667 m? I N 16 kg;
- TE 5 V4 B . KRS 4 )i 2l 667 m? it JR & 5~7.5 kg

4.2. g

Ak 2 HEAE RS 24 1 T e gk S 31T 06

2) HI T EIRM RN RIS, ATRE A RS, TSR R A IR, g A AR A
GRS, S
EEMA

LI KRG A AN R (G5 JATS[2020]266), 4%V B K H AP e 71Kl (9w 5 2020-SJ-047-04-01).

&E 3k

[11 frta, xldbs, BREEE, 2. KR — i A 2 B AD ™ B K 3 as i e i 9], B B4, 2011(10):
285-287.

[2] whEHE. HRARRLE R B R ROR RSN T FE[D]: [t 2 i3] KA EMRARLREE, 2015,

[31 ARALAN. WRPZERE L bt A B AE /KRS L i BT RCR W FE[I]. 2R 2 AR BHET, 2020, 8(3): 35-37.
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