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Abstract

In order to develop distinctive industries and help poverty alleviation in poor mountain areas and
rural revitalization, since 2018, agricultural science and technology workers in the Sanjiang areas
of northern Guangxi are using the “Rice and fish farming” project as a carrier to help the poor, the
local model of “Growing rice and raising fish” and its supporting techniques have been explored
for many years, a comparative experiment was carried out in small (large) areas (fields), such as
selection of high quality rice varieties (combinations), planting density, amount of fish fry, N ap-
plication level, stubble height, etc. Finally, a green and high-efficient technology system of pit-ditch
rice-regenerated rice-fish integrated rice-fish farming model was formed. From 2018 to 2020,
2833.3 hm? was applied in 15 townships of the county. The average yield of rice increased by
314.1 kg/667m?, with an increase of 68.1%. The average yield of fresh fish increased by 19.6
kg/667m?, with an increase of 83.8%, with an increase of 1837.8 yuan/667m?, income nearly
doubled, thus turning “Green Water and Green Mountains” into “Mountains of Gold and Silver”.
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1. 518

AR, JTHARIRERL “—/KMH. —HZY. MFRgEE . ESER. SORRE” ATERIER
ME LA SR A FIR, PSR R SR I B S HEBN A a5 M A5 W ME K, A A /AR S T AR 7 H K 2
AEBMEERE VAR, LI T RO B B AL

VLA R F B TRRE AR E il R A R A H HUBGR 2R oI, e B HIE 60%4 9% . T
IRESHA “TEARE” B2 BIRIE, EELT ., SeBBENH AR, S e R
BOK, TEH AR IR RIFIR — 400 218 . [, PSR BRs iU KBRS B ARk AT, I
P LRSS B EEAROR RISt s ) 10~20 Ju/kg,  HLAAEARIK.

N T IREREEAE AR, RIPREEASAE, BINE S R OER, (2EER LI AR R, =TT AR
BREE R, BEUFI=%[2014] 18 SHIAK T CRTPIMRBUAC: R IR R ED) 5 $R I
IR AR SRR IR A AR PR S e E R, BB KR A AR AR, KB rREE A
SRIRPHE— PR, 2 BOMZ B “PIR AR IR SRR, $TIE PSR R
FEFRf” AP ER R . Nt SRR 2 DO G TR “—FRg + M7 R LR G R IR
AT THARS R S0 T 9, SR 7 uaa “Umts + HAR + @7 i o IRl tm
MBCEBARM AR, IS R R SRR AR AR A ™ . HoRVEHE, FEAREL T I E RGO &
GUEER. WIRZEAMA. “RAES. KRG, KEAR” FBERHANE R RGN, RS
RPN URAE, R EORGE R, SR HI I A s, LG g, R, A
AT B S P IS
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2. AITEHR
2.1 REMBESAE

HEHR

1) WP E) TG R

2018 EZAZHREE B AR R () TR RIS AT VAR % E ¥R BN £ KW B A dE 1L I
SR P CRREIR R FEHBET . IR 600 m?, HIEAE b B SRR EHS)E 7T AOLE 2).
AKX TR, KXK 13.8m. 5 3.6 m (F4 % 40 cm). [HIFA 49.68 m?, ANEEHE. KRR
AT 7 U, FRATEECN 20 cm x 30 em. 2 FEARRIT, AKX 51 4T BEATHE 17 703 867 7.

SLERETE 4 A 2 H#EFD, g 31 K. 4 Midfedk. Zbemi s A 8 H. Hih 6 Nafh 8 A 11 Hik
FSLZERG, BEMEEESN 40 cm. 10 A 19 HIREIFAER . XELERAFAEREAT A R, ZEEgE.
AR R A KEATWEE . WE. 108, BB T B30I

2019 4EARALAE LA FE K HIXT EL ks . 56 T AR 2500 m?, 2l B (4L &) A hiith 10 5. B4
703, BFE 3 SAIEEE 9 5t 4 4, FMEEHIEY, KHEEST, MHIREDIEA . R AR
B 1,

Table 1. Basic situation of experimental field

F 1O HEEEKER

wm mEes)  EEey TR REEERN  SEEAMN AR

(B/8) (A/8) (A/H) (A/8)
A ik 10 5 600 42 4/30 8/19 11/4
B AR 703 667 42 4/30 8/19 10/24
C HEMN 3 5 667 412 4/30 8/19 10/24
D HE9S 600 4/2 4/30 8/6 10/10

2) BRIEF AR

2020 EFF KI5 kst kI s iz B )\ FE M S REA T [ “FrfasRea” M, X536 1AL
F7R4 109°34'27.58", b4 25°55'21.79", ik N 188 m, [HiFL N 800 m®. A NMEE MAKRE L, +
A5 N B2-3, RefaedE, RAEEAHE. IEAhSE, BIENKRE. P00 RS AR (HE) e A
1205, JitiJEEC 5 A FUIE (S A HLF>40%. N-P,0s-K,0>5%. A R0%# > 0.2 12/g) 100 kg + &0
(N15-P,0515-K,045) 15 kg + A5 (K,0 60%) 7.5 kg/667m?. Jiti I 77 2 A ATLIE A0 A3 4 JIE 4 3 1 5k e i
A1) TO%IEIB RS & BRER TR H M T, 30%E AR -

WIS KX HFA 100 m?* (20 m x 5 m), PUJE AR 47, kil 1.0 J7R/667m*, 1.2 Ji7R/667m?, 1.4
JiRI667Tm2, 1.6 J3UR/667m?. ik 24 7U/m?. il 1.6 F5//667m? A1 1.8 J37X/667m? 6 MNMbHE(KX), A
WHH .

2021 FFFIRIF R R IDXAT LGRS o 150 Hh fU 2 B £ KA B de 38 T 5k - i “ P g R . |
BRI AL 300 m?. RIGBEARAE 1.1 J37%/667m?, 2 R4 B/ 7R 4 R4S RIZN LA K 1.4 J5%/667Tm?, 2 Fids
BRI 3 AMEFE(KIX), AR EE. KXK45m. 9% 14.7 m. [y 66 m2. WRE&ART 3 A 21 HI&Fh,
T4 A 21 HERKR, BRITEKKIEEZEE. HRFEFHRSEHNEIES FEREEaMmE. T8 A 11 Hik
Hy BARARKERIIEALR, THERRFE, T 10 A 21 Hk#, 24EFHH67d.
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3) #E N K-FkE

2020 FFFFRANF i N ZAKFARES o R38O Z B TSP E N R AR 1) “FifgsRa” |, {5
HI T 44 109°34'27.36". b4 25°55'21.56", #34k N 186 m, AN 667 m*. A NuiE kR +, +
A5 B2-3, REHRREME; RAZEAE, AeHERRME, MEJ1h&E. BIVEN/KAG. PR O IR i ()
AR 1205.

I N 0 kg/667m?. 6 kg/hm?. 8 kg/667m?. 10 kg/hm? Fi1 12 kg/667m? 3£ 5 MALFE, N: P,Os: K,0
=1.0:0.4:1.0, EE 3 W, 15 ANPX. AXEFA 20 m? (8 m x 2.5 m), /NXFABAREES, /NMX P PYE
FHF25E R¥I 30 em [ VA (B T FL K5l  #5 ALBE 2 [R] 5] B 2R 25 75 50 cm BA F

Tt B 75 Sk ZE R A A R s, AR S SN A ER AR T, /N AT RS B I BRI RC L, RS
H1 55011 IR 25 (N46%) 40%[F1#H AL (K0 60%)F14x &R AL (P,0s 15%)1E L AL, 5534 H 5 H LR 705
JEAET 5 BT K 45% K 3R (N46%)  30% 4 I (K0 609%6) 138 AE 45 £ Bk 557 1R 7 144 5140t T /K A8 AT 18] »
SRJE AR B JE TR AR 30%EH IR (K0 60%)EREAE, T /K RE4AR XIS S0k T /K REAT 18] o e AL AT S HE
HWHAK, FEKES5em. BAZEKBEA .

IKFEFEHRATEE 20 cm x 30 cm A&tE, B/DNXGERAE 17 17, 4T 13 /X, /AR B 3L 351 X4 & 1.1
JI7I66TM. {8 2 I DB45T2016-2019 ( =T FH I 8 J: 5 A P BAR TS ) RIS E[1], Tk
FifJE 7d~10d, 7ERS R 5~7 om FOAh -+ 25886 14 11 BI/NX (Fr & 367 J2/667m?).

4) BERNERR

2020 T f AN R B BCRE KX A L ARG o 3Bk i i B TP i S 1) “FfgaRea” |
PRI AL T 44 109°34'28.82" b4 25°55'22.60", HEHREIE N 192 m, [HIAH N 800 m?. -2 Uk E MK
+, LRSS B2-3, BEHERGHE, RFEREAHE, MEHHEE, RIVEAKRG. FOERT RS SR E) e
AR 1205, FAEE N 1.1 J5UR/667Tm?; BRI RO = VIR MLt , R 4K 6 cm At

I KX K 20 m, 58 5m, [HAA 100 m?, /NX VYR AR 4T. R 3E A LFE 50 FE/667m*. B AbEE
150 J£/667m?. C Ab¥# 250 J£/667m?. D 4bFE 350 £/667m?. E AbHH 450 J£/667m? Fl F 4P 550 J£/667m? 6
AMEFECRIX), AEEE .

5) HAERE AR

2018 4T J B 2 v IR XA LGRS o 350 AU Z AR 2 KA B o L 38 “ P g R a7 H .
BRI HEIR A 667 m°, FHEAOML R S A (L) NEF AR 3 5. SkZERAME 4 A 2 &R, Buid 31d. 4 1)
Bk, 8 A 14 HUHISLZERE, WM LA 2 MRLARURRIARE AL, 4% L /ANTAERY, — B 5 bk
Gb, FeB 4 ANKEFE, 3 HINAETE A S 2 HELALGG cm). AbFE B 55 3 HARAL(15 cm). AbFE C 5 4 HRLAL(25
cm). AbEE D 2 5 MRLAL(40 cm), FEANMGECA—ANRIX, KX % 3.2 m (F74% 40 cm). K 15.8 m, [
4 50.56 m?, REGHEHE AT 20 cm x 30 em AN KX 54 47, AT 15 /U 810 J. AR 2 Rty
B & 1.1 J5e67m?, ARER, RIGXVUE BT 4 17. 10 A 19 HUCEIFHAER. LBRAEAR
HHATAE G, 28NS, AR AEKOME. WE. ic3, ACE BT 2500

2020 AEFIXIT R BE 7 i FE R DX LS o AR B8 R pT O B \ VT8 M M I ZE A P 1)« Pl 9 fa.”
o AREE AR 700 m?, W MKRE L, ReRaeiE, MBS Pes, ArfE KRG . P r o s s i (4 4)
e FAR 1205, i AEES B HLIE(E B PR > 40%. N-P,05-K,0 > 5%. A 2% # > 0.2 12/g) 10 kg/667m?
+ N10 kg/667m? + P,05 4 kg/667m? + K,0 10 kg/667m?. jiti il 1715 55% )% 2 (N 46%) . 40%4H It (K,0 60%)-
4B (P,0s 15%) FIA HUIE (S A ML > 40%. N-P,0s-K,0 >5%. 5305 > 0.2 14/g) FIAEFLAE, 45%
JRZ (N 46%) 30%% AL (K,0 60%) FH/EIB AL, 30% 8 AL(& A ML > 40%-. N-P,0s-K,0 > 5%- A 4% # > 0.2
{2.1g) FIVEREAE o
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R EMER T E 0 om g, %5 cm iy, L5 MbH, 3ES, 15 AKX, DIRERA[FEEHE
R A L. FERR AR, NXK 10 m, T8 2m, TR 20 m?, PUREBAR
PAT ARER I HEHRAT B 20 cm x 30 cm kAt , /N X AR 34 17 AT 11 7 374 U, RABH N 1.2 T3 7X/667mP,

AR 5 [F)AF A b O R i A 3 NS, T3 H 20 HIEFh, Bris 37~38d B4k, T8 H 13~14 H
Yekl, SAFHIAN 133~134d; FARAEKRIIEARIESR, LHEMMRTE, T 10 H 28 HikH], &£ EMH
N 74~75 d.

DA I A R 5 A K X E 4 10 %, BERE 7 d W8 19Kk, WE bk . R AR KEhA.
o U R ARG LS . KFEBGRAT 1 d, 4% “ s BURRVE” BRIX BEALZESREL 2 703k 10 7¢, SFHbE] R H5[E
HEAT RERLEE ) 23 AT s 5 K IX ST SSORR BT B i, & R X SRS AR 45 R 1 kg JEAT I UH BT T2,
FEUL 1000 FLFE A 5 TR0
22, HBTFRALIESR

LAk 8 Mk 3 ARSI it

1) 2018 LA FHER) 7 DM OUTRE S AP E) N EaAT B, R B AR ZR S R IR sV KRR 2 KR
BN T LSBT R A B A (A ) S ik s[RI, DA R CA ) RIOL PR A (L&) EF & 3
AR 3 RO JRE Sk AR B 2 v R X PR

2) 2019 S LA 43 FARCHR) I 3 MLFURE A AR (L E) AT 1 AN 512 AP0 AR b b (4L &) 2 LA R — 3
PRI AL it b (4L E5) 9 2 1t B o

3) 2020 4 DA 43 [ 51 2t () A R = R 2 SRS AT A (L ) A A 1205 Dyl ppkt, fEi% 8\
BOPEA R ISR G P TR 1 TE R s YR T R AIE R AR 3 R DX B3 i N 7T/ XS B 6 A
0 BB R DO LIRS, F RO R Sk Z AR AL B 7 1 B K DO L e

4) 2021 4FLL 2t b4 5| B A O = R AT RS AR (AL S A 1205 ik E A k), R % B A
LR R IR XA 2 KA A T L 3B T T e SR 2 2 K X0 Bk

3. LREDH
3.1. FEIGFHFEEELE
3.1.1. 2018 fEiR L&

Table 2. The yield of the first crop of the tested varieties
F2 smMAERTE

P mF(EE) INX =8 (kg/667m?) 37 A B (kg/667m?)
A e 325 436.1
B e 7 10 BT o 33.0 442.9
C B kAl 1354 36.1 483.8
D 77 1) 688 38.8 520.7
E LA 688 39.2 526.1
F FFAAR 703 35.3 473.7
G T 2A12 29.8 399.2

MNE2FAHY, LEFFEE A, DM, CAMEMF AR, HE 3 &R,
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Table 3. Yield of ratooning rice
#= 3 s mMBEERE~E

g SRR /NIX 7= B (kg/667m?) P& B (kg/667m?)
A B A 12.0 161.0
B BEPIALBAT o5 24.8 332.1
C KA 1354 18.9 253.6
D B4l 688 21.3 285.8
E Lhitl 688 17.0 228.1
F B4 703 175 234.8
G Hft 2A12 23.8 319.4

M 3 HET AT, FAEREF R LA B ALEE, G AR D AR, EHEE WA AR 4 M

YIRHK .
3.1.2. 2019 {FiR IS

Table 4. The yield of the first crop of the tested varieties
F 4. BHmMLERE~2

wm pwee)  ORER SWER SWEE SWAKE s TTEEKETm)
(m?) (m?) (kg) (%) (%) A FA
A s 10 5 600 5.6 6.0 19.2 15 709.3 658.6
B FFA{f 703 667 5.6 5.8 16.3 1.4 683.3 657.7
C HHEMI T 667 5.6 4.2 14.3 1.2 499.0 4916
D HE9S 600 5.6 3.58 14.52 7.90 39572 3888

M 4 TTEH, ALFRA B ALFR KL ZERE B S (T 650 kg/667m?), T4y 2 AMAEFR AR

(1T 500 kg/667m?).

Table 5.Yield of ratooning rice
#=5 simMBLERTE

wm a@e) BHRER SNER SWEE KWK pmx TERGOI) g g
(m) (m) (kg) B) () xp F  (kg/667m’)
A ik 10 5 600 5.6 2.6 33.7 20 3046 232.1 46.1
B AL 703 667 5.6 3.3 33.0 3.0 385.3 296.8 54.9
C HHEMR 3T 667 5.6 4.1 316 2.0 483.4 380.1 45.2
D HFISHKE 300 5.6 2.4 29.7 2.0 2774 224.2
E  HFISE 300 5.6 2.6 335 2.0 299.4 228.9 %S

M 5 AT, CAFRAN B AbFR A AR RS B (2 1453 300 kg/667m? A1 400 kg/667m?), 1] T
EREAR, A 2 MO BB L 230 kg/667m?), AHEEH T8 B 4.
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3.2. FEFAAEEEFKIEEREARERNF N
3.2.1. 2020 {FiR IS

Table 6. Economic characters of the first rice in each treatment

+® 6. BLIBHKFFEEF MR

oham 2 - - YN ] AR R BN BB 43X TRE BT E SHTE
R (A/66TMY (F/667Tm?) (%) (kr) (kL) (%) (@  (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)

A FI 1.0 8.1 55.9 196.3 206.6 95.0 24.0 381.6 367.1
B FIh 12 9.1 67.9 188.6 205.5 91.8 240 412.8 401.8
Cc Fih 1.4 9.1 54.6 219.0 234.8 93.3 24.0 478.3 437.0
D FIh 16 9.1 51.4 172.6 192.3 89.7 240 377.8 374.0
E PR 1.6 12.0 59.5 142.4 157.3 90.6 24.0 410.2 3334
F FI 1.8 9.9 55.0 196.2 214.4 915 24.0 466.0 415.3

MELZERBIAERLZE MR E, DAACEE C. AbFE F AIAbFE B I ELACERAR, d@id “RERI 2" MRS 7
. AEERE B “REZ R AN RESR S = (WK 6).
Table 7. Economic characters of ratooning rice in different treatments

F 7. BNEHNBERAFMER

fhm BHE BEAH AR REE BN BEA FEE TRE HERME  EhETR
FR (Fil66Tm’) (Fid/eeTm?) (%)  (B) (D) (%) @  (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)

A Fid 1.0 10.8 88.5 72.2 114.3 63.2 21.0 163.8 161.9
B Fia 1.2 13.4 85.5 68.7 108.5 63.3 20.0 184.6 179.2
Cc FIh 14 12.0 72.9 65.7 122.0 53.9 23.0 182.0 177.9
D T4 1.6 11.8 79.6 68.0 112.6 60.4 22.0 177.1 176.6
E Pk 1.6 13.6 714 60.1 1175 511 22.0 179.7 155.3
F FIh 1.8 12.4 67.9 70.0 120.1 58.2 22.0 191.2 177.2

MR AERERI R SER oK, DL B ALBE . C 4bFR. FACFIRI D A AORE. KAdBod, B
E ACEEA B BN R %, (HIshimb, B ERIOLE 7).

Table 8. The first two rice yield of each treatment

* 8. BEHMEFETE

WE B g;’;ﬁz 7= & (kg/667Tm°) SEfRFE & (kg/667m?)
(J3/667m°) L=H BER  HER LER B4R PER
A FHi 1.0 381.6 163.8 545.4 367.1 161.9 529.0
B FHi 1.2 412.8 184.6 597.4 401.8 179.2 581.0
C FHi 1.4 4783 182.0 660.3 437.0 177.9 614.9
D F 4 1.6 377.8 177.1 554.9 374.0 176.6 550.6
E Bk 1.6 410.2 179.7 589.9 333.4 155.3 488.7
F FHi 18 466.0 191.2 657.2 4153 177.2 592.5
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MiF= gt Bk E, BB AR C Am, HIREWAIEE, B4 B, HIKFE4FE E(
#8).

DA b 25 SR ) A ROk 45 M & R T BE SRR s 0 [2] . SRR B B N 1.2~1.4 T3 R/667m?,
3.2.2. 2021 fEiR I

Table 9. Yield of the first rice in each treatment

9. BENERILFHTE

o REEE  KKER  ARER  HEE pmxE TEGesm)
(J3R1667m?) (m?) (kg) (%) (%) HER FA

A 1.1 (2 KESHRIIT) 66.2 48.5 86.3 1.5 481.5 415.6
B 1.1 (4 KB FRITT) 66.2 51.0 90.4 15 506.3 457.6
C 1.4 (2 KIS TRITY) 66.2 53.0 87.7 15 526.1 461.3

F: KX K 45m. 7% 147 m.

Table 10. Yield of ratooning rice in each treatment

10 RLBHBERTE

s REER  AXER  KXER  HTR gk IRk
(FITRI667Tm?) (m?) (kg) (%) (%) A EUN

A 1.1 (2 RIS FRIR) 66.2 14.5 91.4 15 143.9 1315
B 1.1 (4 RS HRIIR) 66.2 17.0 92.6 1.5 168.8 156.3
C 1.4 (2 KB HRII) 66.2 17.5 94.0 1.5 173.7 163.3

E: KXK 45m. % 14.7m.

2 9. % 10 w40, AERAMEARESEEY L C A N E. WIHRE S EEEA e &,
A 2 P RN BB, @ AEK KB AR, PIAGEIE A HE 1Rk 25 #1520k~ [3] .
3.3. A[EIHE N 7K E3$KFEE F RN

Table 11. Yield of ratooning rice in each treatment

F 11 BAERAFREAF IR
oz PR X RER K SR SRR gk TRE HpTE Lhrreg

(cm) (FRE66TMY) (%)  (cm) (%) (@) (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)
NO 1259 7.4 649 257 2555 2716 941 20.7 3915 385.2
N6 1245 9.2 59.3 252 2365 2727 865 22.7 495.7 4276
N8  126.0 10.9 747 247 2030 2559 793 22.3 496.4 450.9
N10 1249 11.7 65.8 246 1918 2435 789 21.3 478.6 466.5
N12 1273 11.0 737 249 2079 2618 792 21.7 496.9 454.2

M EF 1L WA, B L A A RO b g, (HIA 3 — e B A I R R RIAEE
Pe N BGESE R ALER A, R SRR A L, AN — RN EAE B, DA AN
IR, ARG ST
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MFEFARE R ZE 1R, N10 AL BE A SR . SER B & 58 A, [HE B AR &SI
#12).

Table 12. Economic characters of ratooning rice in different treatments

12, FLBHBEREFMER

f/667M?) (%)  (cm) (%) kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)
NO 864 8.3 686 180 579 899 644 21.0 100.6 77.7
N6 843 9.3 822 188 739 1181 626 22.0 151.7 91.9
N8 864 9.4 749 157 500 780 641 21.0 98.4 93.5
N10 882 9.7 684 182 609 969 628 21.0 124.2 93.8
N12 855 9.4 706 172 584 908 643 21.0 115.7 92.8

Table 13. Comparison of two-season rice yield in different treatments

13, ZLBHRERE~ LR

it 7= £ (kg/667m?) H NO £ (%6) BEEWR
5% 1%
N10 560.3 +17.4 a A
N12 547.0 1154 . R
N8 544.4 +15.0 a A
NG 519.5 +10.9 b A
NO 462.9 _ . .

PG AT L N1 AR PR s (ML 13). UL RA, X /KA = B i i K e A s R4
BAE T, LAN10 FRAC FRE AL AR et

3.4. BEANEHRMEXKFEERAIRE

Table 14. Yield of ratooning rice in each treatment

14 EABIOKFREFILR
o VRE R OREE WK o oo 4% THE BRFE SRR

(cm)  (Fil667Tm?) (%) (cm) (%) (@) (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)
A 131.2 8.8 69.6 23.8 14.0 15.9 88.3 23.0 424.7 424.5
B 130.0 9.4 91.4 24.5 14.7 16.5 89.4 23.0 474.2 425.2
C 128.4 8.0 62.9 24.9 14.7 18.1 81.4 22.0 390.3 383.8
D 130.1 7.6 57.5 25.8 15.6 19.7 79.4 23.0 409.3 369.6
E 130.1 7.8 65.1 24.5 14.6 16.5 88.1 23.0 392.1 391.3
F 133.9 74 55.4 25.8 18.0 20.7 87.2 23.0 457.9 360.2

vE: AB0 J£/667m?. B150 J&/667m?. C250 £/667m?, D350 J£/667m?, E450 JZ/667m?. F550 F&/667m?.

NCLZERE AR S5 R R, AbEE A FIALEE B OIBON AL, BRZRIAD, s HRAE I H
FEEOAS RN AR BEFRAG 7 (ML 14)
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M AEFERERLZE R, AL E RIALER F IBONBRAR, LA AL SR 25 DR ARASOAS J 1 oK BE 3045 ™ (L

# 15).

WIG LSRR, KFRE = A B Jyfermy, FAERm R AL E P &,

Table 15. Economic characters of ratooning rice in different treatments

15, RALEBEEREF R

: » ‘ SN,
wa B e Ty s amm A0F TRE BETR SR
A 85.5 6.9 70.8 20.1 80.8 107.1 75.4 22.0 123.2 115.6
B 84.7 6.1 98.2 18.7 97.7 117.8 82.9 21.0 124.1 123.5
C 84.6 6.7 95.3 18.7 80.0 99.4 80.5 21.0 112.7 111.7
D 84.2 6.5 85.7 19.7 91.1 123.6 73.7 21.0 124.1 122.7
E 85.0 7.6 84.2 18.7 88.7 125.0 71.0 21.0 141.4 126.3
F 82.9 7.4 98.5 20.1 89.9 141.7 63.4 21.0 139.1 120.5

vE: AB0 J£/667m?. B150 J&/667m?. C250 J£/667m?, D350 J£/667m?. E450 JZ/667m?. F550 F&/667m?.

Table 16. Comparison of two-season rice yield in different treatments

=16, RAEHREFETE

phm SPREERE BERERTE APEXEE SERKECR APEERTR APEKRR

(kg/667m?) (kg/667m?) (kg/667m?) (kg/667m?) (kg/667m?) (kg/667m?)
A 4247 123.2 4245 115.6 547.9 540.1
B 474.2 124.1 4252 1235 598.3 548.7
C 390.3 112.7 383.8 111.7 503.0 4955
D 409.3 124.1 369.6 122.7 533.4 492.3
E 392.1 141.4 391.3 126.3 533.5 517.6
F 457.9 123.2 360.2 115.6 581.1 475.8

vE: A5 JE/667m?. B150 J£/667m?. C250 J£/667m?. D350 J£/667m?. E450 J2/667m>. F550 J2/667m.

M= R RRTE, PIZERE™ & AR B s (MK 16).

35 FEIBESENKE~ENIIMT

3.5.1. 2018 £FiR IS
4 DNRCFR S 2R = 34 436.1 kgl/667mP.

Table 17. The ratooning rice yield of each treatment

F 17 BAERBERETE

Ab3E B (cm) /NI 7= B (kg/667m?) P& = (kg/667Tm?)
A 5 (3 2 MHiab) 16.5 217.6
B 15 (58 3 HRLAb) 215 2835
C 25 (58 4 MHRLAD) 22,6 297.7
D 40 (85 5 HHRLAL) 20.5 270.3
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&

M

M 1T AT PR AERE R DA B AR (R EE w15 om. H AR 3 IERRAL IR AT C AL 2 (BH 7 v BE 25 em.
H 55 4 HRRALYCE) 2 T B v B R

3.5.2. 2020 fEiX 14

Table 18. Economic characters of the first rice in each treatment

18 AFRAFIEIR

. AWM WK o ey eon R e ST
BRCm)  cmeemd) om) PSR RN 4% (%) THIE() (kg/667m?) (ka/667m?)
129.9 106 245 1988  236.7 84.2 22.7 479.6 456.8

SKEFEL BT AR LR 18,

Table 19. Economic characters of ratooning rice in different treatments

19, BLERBERIFER
ghm R AR OREE MK Mok pawk AXE TRE  HERE SRR

(cm) (FiBEhM*) (%)  (cm) (%) @) (kg/667m?)  (kg667m’)
A _ —_ _ - - _ _ —_ 0.0
B 955 — 0.0 . — — — 0.0
C 956 6.7 514 200 922 1823 506 200 1242 62.0
D 95 7.6 635 196 7000 159.2 440 210 1112 1114
E 974 8.3 726 199 1030 1769 582 210 178.8 213.4

7¥: AOcm. B5cm. C10cm. D 15cm. E 20 cm.

M 19 5N, FAEREA SEEL E AP EE, HUKOE D AbEE, BUGE C AbEE, A ACEERI B AP
HAERHE, SRS, E AP iR E, HIKE C AR, THRIEDLE AFA D AFER i m, CAFE R
. Mr=g5 R R E A EARBREREEE N &,

4, RNEHRESTAHARHERN(ER1H)
41 XTFEERMEES)
= (FFAEAE 200 kg

AN BB LA AR 58 Dum (BRSTRRIE ) YR . A2 & K (145~150 d)FIREIRT &
AE/667m?) N Hbx, MidRATMIBE TN CARRA: Sk B (BUR . i) SR, BB E T (140 d A A). IR
JR(ERRL B K 2 22 LL ) A = (F A4E R 200~300 kg/667m?) Ay H A

42. BEEREEE

HI N ERIRIE  CASH I 36 o R P2 3R A B8 2 (0 0Pt 1T < B e P R B, T BRATT B 7 UL R
“CRERKLZ " RIS SR R AR 7 o
4.3. EEMEEE

AN 07 LB SR P 8o H Y, i N KFmik 12 kgl667m?; 1 FR AT 78 75 LASE B AR «“ B K7,
Jiti N 7K-F-LL 8~10 kg/667m? A H .

44 EEBESE
AN OB T AT TR g s A AP A =0 R S, 15 1Sk 2R ) B8 75 3 B 2 DL 40 em N EL[4];

&

E
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4t %

T BATHIWE TR AE TR ARG 23 A IR T AT, 15 K Sk R Sct B 7 e B2 B 20 em N L.
45 BHEHRME

AN FRIBIE 7E /8 CAR BB e R B 42 7 B 0 F AR, 10 B ATT RO 7 D) <5 B DL o A vt 7 O e i e £ 7 By H
FRe

5. &R Rt

Wi =R, eI ER . T 2A12. AL 688, BFEL 3 5. B AL 703 FLHAE
It 1205 3 6 AN 5 e it P (4 ) 3@ B P T 2 i Rt 5 P A RS HH 5 T PR

PRI IR 5 R R, S By AR AR “IRTRE + B SKZERE I o 2 5 DL
1.2~1.4 J37X 667 m?. 2 R4 BRI 7 NIE B

M 2020 4EFIRIGLE FAFH, 6 S REI S5 A AR T, L N1O AREE (it FH 46 N10 kg/667m?) fr) i
R + HAER) S ERE, N 560.3 kg/hm?. B, HUFAREA S ERGE SR IEREH], HEE
BB ) A A

2018 4EAI1 2020 4E[RIG LG IR, TEGHAESZMET, DURAAE SN 20 om 224 (H 58 3~4 ik
REVCEN) A iE R A R, A RSP B 300 kg/667mP,

M 2020 SEMIRILE KRG, SEKBALFERE + FHAR) &, DRIl 150 RB/667m* N . 7
ARG, FAERE S B DA 1 550 FB/667m? FIALFE B, R DR Bl T 9 £ R AR R AN e
fE, TR A TN S, WA AR AR E R T ER LRSS, EE5
JEFHERAIRT o ARG F A B 2 bk 3, Sy kppit, FECS R B i 0 7= S AR Bk,
AT b I B i 7 B e sy ) 8 TS R BT o

6. RICHESIHR
6.1. RICHT BERER

HEZOAHWT:

1) HEINTE SN, E W 2 Ay My, NN 2, SR R, OB
IR, RBERKRIE, PLREEER, BT “Yuasl” Mg E R, MR 10
cm, JECHBTE 12 cm;  AE Ak i DA FH A RS I B A2 A A Rt R 3R 40 em DAL REHITEA > 200 m?,
FEH I ZEBE K AR T2 — AN TR 5 R R A 3%~5%1 b, L btiRE 0.5 m~1 m; fadpdi st FiR R+
fffk, B %1 10 cm~20 cm. FFHEIFL <200 m?, ARERFIZEHEK DA TFE—A 5 m? [,
iy FAEEEYIN . EHEJFZ B e 7 FRlE CH Y RS, VIR, IE A
30 cm~50 cm, F VA THIFH (4 A8 H AL TR 1) 3%~5%. fiya) 5 b AHiE .

2) KA “MRBRE + BAR” &5 ORISR KRS, SUTRE. RF Rk, REFHRE.
WERRHEE (8. (R/K SRR SRBEEARE s BUMELE . mPARRRAE B BN 140 d A4 HIL RS
Fh(AHE), Wik 251, &R RFIACEER RS &M, AEEMR, XHIKERAE, EhiR
EHPONEIEA . B 30 d AAERN B, SEUHAL, LkZER 85%~90% M El. B M. WA
el P 1 1 P AR A 58 3~4 A A (2 25~30 em) e

3) SRR/ R E . RIOKHERE LT, AR L R M.
. REBRDBIEEVRGHEAREE . SRR, FH 8T R 2% 2 ARG .

4) FEEHEXEH . AL R SR HHEXAEE A, AMERE AR, R, R
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)

&

M

By 0H  J5 AL . KAEAS R, i P S HUIE 50 kg/667m? AEFEAE, DAREhNEEE LA bR,
T AR, (R PRSI, P2 mKAE S .

5) L Fc 5 AR o e FH LSRR S A A, AR B e K R AR S 7, HEATRME MR . &R
Boftiz B B Rh. ETRSAR, REEAER R R, R ARG RL, A B3 KRS
EAN ST E

6.2. RSB ER

2018~2020 4 BT 7EAT EL 15 N S BURTGHE T R RE + B4R + R Fhaeisia\ 2833.3
hm?, FES R 13 4>, A 1140 hm?, .

2018 4E/RTEHES T A 807 hm?, (5 A% H 77 B AL 5000 hm? () 16.0%, E 7 ittt 11 4>, Hf
367 hm?, Ak 100 hm? ) 2 AN(R 1 £ B ZERTRTRELAR) . 8 33 hm? (¥ 2 (PRI PG 35 AR & K
B # 13 hm* [ 4 NCEE S KT, ZEM. FR 2 HEMN . MIREESA . MIZEMEF). 7~10 hm?
3 MNR O 208 JITHEFEN . RS MR Brdfab 1.26 /it

2019 4E7RVEHES AR A 960 hm?, (5 7% HH 77 0 B B 5067 hm? ) 18.4%, ST RiEdEH 12 4>, [
383 hm?, J&E FAERFERE 1B 1A R O 2 TR 17 hm?.

2020 4F R YEHES HAN Y 1067hm?, 5 RE I FR AU EAN 5107 hm? () 20.9%, #S7oRyEFE 13 4>, (i
3

390 hm?, J&AE_LAE LR EBr 1 ANFNBRITAT 7 hm?,

6.3. TRIEHE RRH

“OUiiRE + FARE + M7 RERERE PR URT S AR SR TG RCER, TRvaHE T “IRRRE + HAE
fE o+ 7 B “—ZFR + 7 BGOCPE o 1837.78 Jo, WIH X AFILAE . AR ZGSEBN b i
PSRBT “ A “HIER”, A (A A = s B et P E A e B B e,
AR F A BRI KRS T R B N ROK L5 e e, 5 VR ZRa MR “ =il 1
PR, SR T — =R A R R, (et TAROIE R RIRIEY, BT T BRI AGGE . AR AEE A

Table 20. The economic, social and ecological benefits achieved by the project
F 20. MBBMBHEN. 2. £ETHEEBER

THRIHE B (hm?) 2400 SCPRHES B (hm?) 2833.3
HI Al 35 (F6/667m?) 1837.78 O ASE I BE (%) 95.8
E RS NI 1061.0 R (JT6) 17,285.3

6.3.1. &5

T H [X A R T-45 B 77 T H S AT 1) 2017 4E 461.0 kg/667m? 32 £ 775.1 kg/667m? (SkZ:4E 514.7
kg/667m?. FiAE R 260.4 kg/667m?), fiff P 1 77 ly 2 HiTf) 23.4 kg #2551 43.0 kg/667m?; TR (ChERG +
AR LA — ZE A5 68.1%, 11k 1837.78 J0/667m?, BT T 99.33% (.7 20), MIHF « 4kl
BRT “Elidil” o HA

2018 £E3L R 124 877 502.9 kg/667m?, it 715 877 38.2 kg, FEAFE T4 H~ 289.5 kg/667m?,
B B I5 400.0 kg/667m?; MRS T-H4 877 792.4 kgl667m?, ELRNE —ZEAR A0 T4 877 4485 kg B4
76.7%.
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2019 4 3L 114 77 520.8 kg/667m?, i 42 145 #7% 46.0 kg/667m?, Fi-AE i °F- 14 B~ 257.4 kg/667m?,
PRIk 386.0 kg MG TIPS 778.2 kg/667m?, ELAMIE —ZERF K T2 57" 436.9 kg/667m? 1=
78.1%, ITiE T “HP ARG, KEFE, KEEE, BHREH. ST G RR” BRSPS TT K AR
W, FE7T R + HER + 1+ JTUR” BHLZEMIE “ =10 N

2020 4F Sk ZE 124 B 77 520.5 kg/667m?, fif £ - 14 7 43.8 kg/667m?, T AL R 114 B 77 234.2 kg/667m?,
B i B P95 380.0 kg/667m?; I ZEAE T 1 7 754.7 kg/667m?,  ELFE —Z AR ()T 1y B 445.4 kgl667m?
77 69.3%.

6.3.2. LW E
Feita P\ A 75 70% LA ERIZT IR Y, AN — 0, 2R N AR N AR RS U 1000 T, fiEdk T RS AZ
D b XA BRSO () 1) R, A5 9 58 T I A R L X AR R R

6.3.3. MR

Faita LB S A R IR ERAT “PIL 7 (SR E Lt 4 LR IS, RASHNASMREA, HE
AHECD R K25, A=, gafmafEmmmga; SRR, Ml A K. KRN E,
RN skt TR SRR R . PR OR AR, Pem TR R R SR AR e A,
JETH B AR SRR, BT “REN iR, PRI ST B R B AR

6.3.4. IERE

1) “fLifE + FAR + 07 BlLEE PR E A BORER . P, AR ER SR 77 X007
SN ERAIHET, TH SLiE 22V KPR B R X A .

2) BIHASER  “=ILamafg” Ar=sRREY AEE T T ArdE . A7 AR sk B S ARk

3) “ULiiAE + FAER + 7 AL P IFRB IR, ST SR A C— R+ A
T+ 7 e, (e 7 S AR A I E B Bl 90 AFEART IR, A N H ARk
100%, ERFIRFEFNARTIR S AR R HE TR EARER], Rk RS RTRRERT TR K
&,

4) B EARP GRS, BERR T BN “RER + AR + A7 RS IRt
BRI ERAKR.

5) TiH seh e, TWH AR GG (AR ARH:Y  GRIESHRLY  CRMERZEY (7 PatE i)
LA B RER T “EmEILXE—HAR ARG AR AR X R + BAR ¢
BRER G P FRERE AR T “Rafm It TP = AR R AR E R ARG RN E 2
‘FELRE NI FE NG IS B N7 B2 R AR RHELEE TR “ =T T H R
BT T 2018 ) VRPN F L IR SR SIS TTIR A AL, CORTRE + FIAERE + A7 AR
H £5 A PR A ORYEHE) T T H R 3R G 7 2021 4 ) P AR Al 32 S SR B B R A DTk 22 Stk A Ak
=N HARER LB R “—MiE A E X R R bL” F 2019 4F 5 H 10 H3RSE T HE
FENRF=RUR AR, T H 4L 5E T P 5 FRifE DBAS/T 2016-2019 = V1A% HI 8 1 3% 5 A = H AR AR )
2019 4 11 A 5 H&k A, 12019 4F 11 /I 30 HsLiji; T H 48T 2022 4 11 H 25 H [\ PasriE i
SR T BIARbRHE (IR R + FARE + 7 R SE S R IR B PR RO URR ) M S I EE

6) 2019 4 7 H 28 HAeE R H LA R IR IR TTIIA M E S TR R S EZ B ATE, “RFfE +
AT+ 7 RRMLE AR IR AR B T RO R RS T RERNE € F9E 9 A 23 H=IIikEakE
e LA v AR S A IR LR DR T PR IR F A XN RIBURE N 2019 4228 )\dtt) P EARARE B A0k O
NEX(ZEY): FF 10 A 21 & 22 HeXFEHLEE RIS AR I PEE 1% 22800 [F4E 10 A 23
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&

M

H =LA % B A 5 E 5 IR AR A R Y6 DGl T 38 S SO AR #EARTE X H bR % 1% L RS
Yo ZESRUKERBR S 2ME SRR RS Be AL A E S RG) T
T 2021 4 11 A 12 HEE AN ARM A E 9 5 7S it b B B ROl oAbt =, 17 “ =i i 7 ) 2021
12 AR B VR X AOR M THR T R R 7 AR X

7. AR EMA RN R

TEMHAREIMIE ST, ZEBEN 2 KM T “REafE” “REIE” PFhFRe, [FH
IRWR 2 G BARR T “RBIRILAE” SR F IR, RO SFENSHIRR T “FAER + A7 X,
BB IRE T “HAR + B+ iR B, WBBESEMMIRR T “akk + 137 B, DRSS
Fh A P A ONIL B 5000 43T, 4BUR R 3000 Jo, EhafifgfERiaeE 3 5L k. G0 2021 4, itk
BT Ah i B EL B AN B s SRR AR R A Ao A A 1205 BUig X IR RE + FRAERE + MR R LR G
Pt s URTE T 17.73 hm?o &% ZAHHAT ORI~ 300, k25 P15 57 586.4 kg/667m?. FAERE T3
B77 181.9 kg/667m%, MEFH4HL 803.7 kgl667m?, R4S {E 2565.35 JL/667m?. MR {E 8037 JL/667m?,
At {4 10,602.35 J6/667m?, BREAFARRA(RERE . 82 R, JERL. &2, HIBEZRAE) 1200 J0/667m?, %Ak
AN 9402.35 J0/667m?, L AHE —Z=Fa i 8843.18 It 667m’.

E&WmE

=VLE 2018~2020 A5 H A Mot s 1 H (=B & [2018] 2 5). T 2020 SRS VEYI 4R 4
B 7 B AR R HE ) A I H (BEAR 4 [2020] 11 5).

TV B VA X T B B8R . DB45/T2016-2019[S). M7 [ PH R H VA X Tz B R, 2019,
[2]  FB/0HE. G - FAERAFAE % AR IR [I]. P EAR BT, 2018(9): 29-31.
[3] GkeRzn, JSh, 205, &5 PR EE BARRE = 2 m ], AR, 2019(12): 35-36.
[4] 2805, ke, s, & BAaRGhEAERA HARERD]. P EFK, 2016, 22(6): 80-82.

[6] BREAK, RITW, A, S ASFEZF R LR &R IR TG ARG SRR RO PR [0 TR R, 2021, 34(3):
5-9.
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