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Abstract

Reducing the application of chemical nitrogen fertilizer is an important measure to improve soil
and ensure food security. The author summarized the rice weight loss test demonstration me-
thods in Jiangyan District into 7 models, summarized and analyzed the effects of each model test,
and evaluated the application prospects for reference for large-scale applications.
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1. 3l

HEAL. B B DOEIARRE A A IR, ISR RS IR, SEARITAR
FAESTHBNRY s B2 RS, MM STHBIETT . HESKREE 12, et 2 MR B
HERS HAT OB SN AR R RER A 10 2. BT 5 HFILIRKRE P AR 2 22
TR SIAE R AR By dEAT 1 BB, AR U AT BRI, fEBh R R, A
PP AR AR AR, S5,

2. EAREENIREBER
2.1. HUiEE R RIS EE E SRR R AR

2.1.1. RN

FAR N KA AE B S . 3 A IS A XA PRI 1 AR P AR TR ARG o, AR AN [ 8 B L3 R AL
SRR SRR AR R LR AR PRI EE BUE YRR R N T S8, @R B HEE
Rt L S e R AR LA ARG = = 0 0T ORI T BN A S AR B S W BOR YR AR, X
BHENBHThAAGHE TS, METERRERE, SR PR 3w AR R 2R 1]

21.2. EIZH
2019 F. 2020 FEF M RFAE T FEHIRAG ST, EILIFE KRG B R LA
WA ELEPIAE . AR5 T R EBAR 7RV .

213 BRES

667 m* H iR/ =58 750 kg. 2019 4F /KR bRk A A< b E BRI 5 A E FE 9108, 5 H 23 HiEF, 6 A
10 HALIE, #R4dmH-#4 3.8 1, 667 m?Jiti N 20.0 kg, FEBEAL AL ELG] 6:4; 2020 4F /KR Fhidk A 3 b Fh
SHE LY, 521 H#EM, 6 A 10 HHUIE, #idntid 4.3 1, 667 m*ji N 21.5 kg, JEEEAE5REAELL 61
6:4,

2.14. YR

RN A AR A R LB £ Z P, 2019 4F 667 m? 7~ 835.2 kg, #x /s H 667 m? 7 853.4 kg, 4KJE K
J1 667 m* 77 697 kg, 667 m? 187 138.2 kg, 14 19.8%; 2020 4 667 m? ** 750.4 kg, fix /= 667 m? 7 754.4 kg,
AR JE K1 667 m? 7~ 635 kg, 667 m? 1 119.4 kg, 1 18.8%.

2.15. BILFFEKR
2019 4 667 m? jifi N 20 kg, 4B K/ 667 m?jifi N 23.6 kg, 667 m?J& N 3.6 kg, & 15.3%; 2020 4 667
m?jifi N 21.5 kg, 4FiT k) 667 m?Jiti N 25.7 kg, 667 m*J& N 4.2 kg, & 16.3%.

Tk
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2.2. IRFERFFMESA

221 HARE

PR HTL IR 8 AL A2 B R R T A5 3R o 3l e R s P OR B AN D™, S it 7
BT ) v A P R A 2 KRG SE TR 24, T B NEAR 25 W R0t I b B T “IRRZG St Ik
NESERET” (Rt % 5 “ Rt ARG | IR B AL A L S ST AL Y R I, S
B, MR LAEMRRE .

2.2.2. RBIRM

2018 AEFEIRBE I - 1 5 2B X T HAHES 7R3, 2020 4EAEER I A PV B ik . I AR 9 Sk SR RE
BRI FARIEH AN 52.7 hm?,

1) FARE S, KRGS AL T FAE 9108, & 110 o/, JKFERRES 30 K, HLIEM-# 4.6 H, 667 m?
Jiti N17.1 kg, FEEEAESFEAL LLA) 47:53.

2) HEFERR . FEHEARM A ARHES LGN, 2020 SENCALEK FEAR I 667 m? 77 636 kg, ERTEH
S35 667 m? 7= 642 kg, 667 m? Ui 6 kg, ¥k 0.9%.

3) itk SRR . PN R BEA ) 667 m? it N17.1 kg, #iEH1(CK) 667 m*jifi N 21.6 kg, J&/b
b2 N 4.5kg, ¥k 20.8%.

2.3. BHEDIZEREAR

2.3.1. FEAREH

R DA RO R AR S R RO 7R A X RSP R SR VIR AR P AR PR B bR R
WX HANPETIUE X RS SR AR IE B HET G UIEE o B AR, @ MRS R AT
EH L BB IETS E A LL R A MLAE R A S A I S A LS &, R A &, 2 A HLAE jit
& St T AR .

2.3.2. BEIRM

1) WAIRER 1, JLEBA R ST a0 - KRR, TR 587 hm?,

@O HARE S, 4 HFH~5 A¥], LETHEEM. 5 H 8 HAREM B, HHEhlE. IErHs%:
667 m? B 1 N 14.7 kg, FEBEAEFHAE =62:38, LR 18%E & 25 kg, ZPBEALJRE 10kg, FHAE 28%H &
JIEE 20 kg

@ HPERCR . KHE 667 m? 77 628 kg, HREFE VBRI HLAE /KRS 667 m? 7 662 kg %/ 34 kg, I
5.14%.

@ Witk EAEBOR S E - KARHVEH 667 m? it N 14.6 kg, TG 22 75 VAR i HL4E 667 m? it N 20.4
kg, kb ZEEE 6.2 kg, Ik 30.4%.

2) MAVRG) 2, F2HEDCIE I A B SR AL HE o0 R H Sk, VAN SR N B B 3EE, S
DIFpFREE A FH RIS &, AR IEE R &, R TR s LA R R REAR I N,
2020 4R HTEIR 41.3 hm?.

© BARZE A KFERIGERT S EERTIHRE KA L R BENIAS 3T, 667 m* iA=L 500 kg, CLELERN
Al 34F. 667 m* I N 19.1 kg, HAb2#%UIE N 13.7 kg, FEJIE 667 m? jiti & N 26%Z2F:JIE 25 kg, 43 BENE 667
m° i R % 7.5 kg, FHAE 667 m’ jiijR K 8 kg.

@ 7Rk R . 2020 4E AR I 667 m* 457 640 kg, BEAHE F 2808 H (A8 A 37143 4 7.5 hm?) 667 m?
77 610 kg, 667 m? 1% 30 kg, IHIlE 4.6%.
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@ WL RIER . 667 m? FH{L2: N 13.7 kg, ATt 2L H 667 m? F1L2 N 21.45 kg, 667 m?
AL N 7.45 kg, JRIE 36%.

2.4, FRBE—XMRAREAR

24.1. FAREH
PP IR ZELE KT b B AR AR Z2 FE o i 000 o K8 A AU Ak oA 28 YR B — VR M it FH AR sy, ot JoofE
2B 7 A R 17 5 it R b R ARt 5%,

2.4.2. HBIRH
LIRS AN KA B AR 3 NI s

243. BRES

AR B MR RS F A 9108, EETGHLIG, ¥ 3 RhAGAEACEE, JLrhPEsIRAR 2 FhALEE, DLE RS>
YT BHIE NI . H A R E I A 18 ko/RT, BUEILBEINARAE = 7:3 WA, AN EERT:
FAE =3.5:3.5:3, /PBEAETREARIS 7 d Bt FH, REARTEIPU e A o 2 Al TR AR K 3L 05 i M R 2B 3 4,
FROYA R 1A 4355 h 40 + 80 d. 40 + 100 ds

244, HEEEH R
40 + 80 d. 40 + 100 d FFHZIE — R PENEFH 667 m? =437y 533.9 kg 509.8 kg, % H XTI 667 m?
77 543.6 kg, Al 9.7 kg, 31.8 kg, JRIE 1.8%. 5.8%.

245, BiEFERABHR
2 Fia IR IS H A 667 m? ik N )4 18 kg.

2.5. MZRHEABHA

EARREL

B R SRR, 2019 4EJ5#FFR[2029] 15 5 ST R AT 7R YEHE) /KRR i AR HE 3 0. /KA
RIAERF AR TREE. RERZ T —RMERGHEA, I KRR [F] 5 Sk Ak
SEAL. SE R YISIHUE T RREN 3~5 om, ARG 4~5 cm, AEAERIE e AR R, IE KRR TR,
BEREATRRI R ZHEX TR A 2 B — IR MR AR A — 318 2 R AR

1) AKFEA ARG — U O it AR A

@© SAIER] 1. 2020 FEIT IR KRG M AR 22 ] I b 15 1 /K R A LA 2 VR — VT O 2 it A 36 7R ¥

Q) BOARZE M. BRI RN 2 NEREIEE F(N-R-K £k 26-10-12), #it 667 m* N Fl= 16
kg, 667 m? FIE 7%y 30 kg 40 kg 150 kg 3 MEFE, AE#E N FHRERNTE, KRR — M
Jiti, ¥ 667 m? & 16 kg. 18 kg A1 20 kg 3 /N HL/ VE BXF IR

by PR, W& 1. WIRERER, ARHEREIEY, =R rrsi; 2 NEEr-
i 667 m? A E N E FMKE S 60 kg, 80 kg. 100 kg, FEIZIEIEHEROK, 667 m? = EHAL.

C) Vit A BB R « B 43 72 i — VMR it FF 45 AR5t N 16 kg FLG AR X R 667 m? R B = 5. 2%,
FEU O 0 e B SR MR R B 2%, AR 18 kg 20 kg k™= 3%, WLIESEVRE — UL DN I ARk N
I8N I R B R

@ IR 2, AR AT AT, KA H 80 hm?, 2020 45 FH /K AGHLIG 22 1R — Mt A A o

Q) FIARZ S 1 DU RN (30-6-12) 50 2 T LA AR it AL «

b) =R R . 667 m*H577 575 kg, HARIT AT 667 m? FF 583 kg Ui 8 kg, IRIE 1.4%.
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¢) WAL ENE SR B RATE A 667 m? i N 17 kg, BE4FIT K/ 667 m?Jiti N 20.55 kg, J& N 3.55 kg,
R 17.3%.

Table 1. Test output performance of different slow control fertilizer products with different dosages Unit: kg, %
F 1. FRIEEE~RAERRERE 2RI B kg %

bosz] W 60 K 80 B 100 i1k 60 4k 80 11k 100 CK20 CK18 CK16
667 m?/<E  584.1 531.4 485.9 561.2 589.5 479.9 675.6 670.4 436.4
5 CK16+— 147.4/33.8 95/21.8 49/11,2 124.8/28.6 153.1/35.1  43.5/9.9 239.2/54.8 234/53.6 /
# CK18+— —86.3/-12.9 —139/-20.7 -184.5/-27.5 —109.2/16.3 —80.9/-12.1 —190.5/-28.4 5.2/0.085 / —234/-34.9
# CK20+— -91.5/-13.5 -144.2/-21.3 —189.7/-28.0 —114.4/-16.9 —86.1/-12.7 —195.7/-29 / —5.2/-0.077 —239.2/-35.4

2) KFENUIRZE R — I — B M An AR

© AN 1. 2020 ST TRKFG = M AAR F IR FE 1 T K R AR 8 — HE — 18 i AR i3 RV .

a) BAREN . 7 2.5.1@%M F, A CERHER 0.13 hm® /NX, 7E/KRE(E 3.5 1] 667 m? jifi R &
7.5 kg,

b) I RR . WE 2. 667 m?itirh 4L 60 kg, 667 m? PR EEIEIR(ANHERN T JRIK), H A EEYE
PGP 2, 1E0E 9.8%~21.3%, KE LB IR EE,

C) WAL ENE SR . — 3B 667 m? i N 19.45 kg, %% 667 m> it 18 kg ¥kt i F I, IR
BRI, S UREBAUGRE: .

Table 2. One base, one follow-up production increase effect ~ Unit: kg
2. —E—BTHEAYR B kg

667 m? = & A 60 AR 80 A 100 H1t 60 Hi1t. 80 H1t 100
—H—iB 653 644.7 570.4 553.6 647.4 536.4
— 584.1 531.4 485.9 561.2 589.5 479.9
+— 68.9 113.3 84.5 -7.6 57.9 56.5
+% 11.8 21.3 17.4 -1.4 9.8 118
B CK18+— —22.41-3.3% -30.9/-4.6% -105.2/-15.6%  —122/-18.2% —28.8/-4.3% -139.2/-20.6%
B CK20+— -17.4/-2.6 —25.7/-3.8% -100/-14.9%  —116.8/-17.4% —23/-3.43% —134/19.9%

@ RG] 2. 2020 4= KETIE KA T 22 520 — 3 — 3B K R A i AR B A THI R 40 hm?,

a) POREE S LA 0 it IR 55 % 2 A I (20-15-20) 40 kg + 10 kg JR &, FEACME FHEACHL, 667 m?
JiE AR (30-0-12) & I FEAE 20 kg .

b) 47X H . 667 m? P 680 kg, Hi4xIX KT 667 m® 7 & 630.5 kg, 667 m? A4 49.5 kg, 1R
7.85%.

¢) VAL RNERR . A E SR — 3 —iB 667 m®jiti N 18.6 kg, %4 [X 667 m?jifi N 20.3 kg, 667 m?
9N 1.7 kg, J81E 8.4%.

2.6. THMGILIE

26.1. HARE
& AR BRI S0 KPR E DI 4 Ak, 1R 1 AR SHRIORIRI A, s 1T AAE.
AU, THESE S 7RISR —— R s dadEs. SFEMAESHE Y ER . A3k
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B LRERGSAE A 1 S5 N, RS AR KR & 5 W KRR 22 e AR, HAB - EH, HERE TR
AR TG = 235 2] -
2.6.2. BAIZHI
TLI K FEPA A AR R B A5 3 R R RIS LA i
2.6.3. YR
W7 3. 3LEHIRIUE, Ty 667 m* 77 27.2 kg, MR 4.2%.

2.6.4. BHEALFRLYR

LR AP 3 EIEREE 5, 667 m?jifi N & 13.6 kg, HFIEAE 667 m? i HLAE 150 kg
(NPK1%) + E &0 20 kg (N28), ZrBEE 2 Ik JRFE® 7.5kg, {R4ENE 45%FSNE 15 kg + JRE 5kg. &K
F8 3 4T 667 m?jiti N 21.2 kg Vit 7.6 kg, Vil 35.8%.

Table 3. 2018~2020 Jiangyan base rice-duck production of 667 m? of rice  Unit: kg

3 3. 2018~2020 4F ZIEEMFEMSLAEKFE 667 m* =& Bi: kg

667 m* 7 & 2018 2019 2020

FEmg LR 658 736 642

4x[X P2 627 698 630.5

667 m2 g 31 38 12.5

+% 4.94 5.44 1.98
2.7. FBYAER
2.7.1. BRI

PR E N AL B I 7 2, R A A TIRe 5B A IRE th AR R A R (1 s
SE IR R IR RHAIE SR H K. B RILR BENS L sl m O (R R b 75 BB FR R Y
TIERRTRSE . DR A o IR A P SRR AE Y A T B GE R AR KL SGE AR
b S o B e AR IR A F 2 @RI R RCTTIE . i s A AUIE . AR, ST s ek
YR RURIN 2 437 ek 48 A HLALSE: 6 Ko

2.7.2. RBIRM

1) FHIRE. EEMFEFIRE LM EELRMARAT =M, EREMEH 2GR
BHURA AT RAH R 2=, AR AEYIET & B R R 8ER 7, A 80s0E 38 N P K E TR,
WRA L PERK, B E R SR BRI R, WAL . X 2013, 2014 T LUK, 2015
RS T S B S T H AT T, R AR

O BORZE R, 2013, 2014 FZIEXAM 1 2 IFEIFRFERCR RS, R T7E: MOy E RS, 667
m?Jifi N 20 kg, 5 AE it I 5 R A1 667 m? F& A A, 4 it AR L =F SR IR R B IR R, £AFR
ZH BRI N 50%. 60%-. 70%. 80%F1 100% [3].

@ WP AR . 667 M2 PERCR L 4. RIGE W], 667 m? i & 50%E00 IR, 667 m?jiti N 60%%
PN EEHE, 667 m? i N 70%. 80%K I AT E ™, 667 m’jiti N 100%™ FU A A K& 70%. 80%, HI
] H IR BEAR AN B LR

@ Wit EIERCR . 667 m* = EARFIE LT, XFHE 667 m? I N & 20 kg, £ IR & FH & 60%4ib#E
667 m? il N 14.39 kg 667 m?J& N 5.61 kg, Vil 28%.
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Table 4. Fenghui urea application effect test  Unit: kg
= 4. EFRERASRAE Bl kg

667 m* ;=i i1 50% % 60% HIE 70% HiH: 80% I 100% X
2013 486.5 508.5 655.2 628.8 507.1
2014 456.7 492 515.5 561.9 493.1

2) “PFn” HEMEMIE. FERKENTFAEIRGE. X 2019 T T L IRE .

@© HARZE S WAL 9 ML AR UKL, “FbFEI0” ZAMAEYIIN T F & 100 k. 80 kg
160 kg, AFAERAE—RVERA . “F0FEo0” BEAMAYIEEH&E 100 kg 80 kg 160 kg, HEAE: 4 BE
JEARAE = 3.5:3.5:3, W HUEALIR D 25%. KU ALk 500%. AL AL > 75%, B RIS

HHAEDIRE .

@ PR WA 5. IR TR, Pl “AFEI0” EEHAIAEES > B AR HUIRE = 2R
i, 50%E A4 667 m? PrE A .

@ WAL ENEBR . 667 m? /b 2 EUIE 25%~100%34 7],  LLIRL 667 m? i 50067 & 5t 5 -

Table 5. “Mufengyuan” compound microbial fertilizer with different dosages and model yield performance  Unit: kg
F=5 “RERT EEMEVERAIEREFEX~ERN B kg

A it £ 80 it 60 100 kg 80 kg 60 kg

h <+ HE N N N
iR M 100 kg kg kg 3% 3K 3%

U 25% K 50% Uk 75%

667 m? = i 663.9 609.1 571.6 575.1 641.3 664.2 589.5 694.4 759.9 665.5

3) KK =F/KRE AT T Re A

@© HARPEH . KRR FERRDURR A PR A TR — 35 2R BRI AR KRG L IR BEE.
FEMY: FMAHRNER. BESPMETR. PUBR T EMRERKRREEZ R T, B
8 52 A B AREIE R ZTE N T A K FER KL .

@ HARZ S, 2020 FZIEHH BT TIRKR = 5K TR AR L RS . 6 A o AR
R, iR AEAE R AR B B 5 (26-7-12) 25 kg; MLId 5~7 d, JitiiR 5 /0 BEAE, (EHRAKRE 17kg, F7d EH
Jit 5 R BEAE, IR 10kg, | 7 A TR AE AR IR AR £ o6 1 (25-0-20) 12.5 kg.

@ B HUR . IR E KGRI T AEIE 667 m? 7 645.2 kg, i3 667 m? 7= 613.6 kg, 667 m?
14 31.6 kg, HIE 5.2%.

@ it b EIERR . AR 667 m* it JR & 10 kg, Hou HEIRALS N 14.6 kg, JRIE 76%.

4) JKFEH IR B —— “HpH$”

@© HARIEH . PN KZER VBRI BA I o 277 N AU E4 H, 85 5O (RRR,
WAL E: & AR .

@ FARZ S ZHEHEND 2018~2020 422 HE T L RIS o 7K L 47 Tl T Tl B4R BT P it B i 5 it B
SCEAMT . 2020 FEERATTREL 1B S W, FE R — P e HE T IRORYE.

@ PR, A E R 667 m? P& 797.4 kg, XTHE 667 m? 7 712 kg, 667 m? 1 85.4 kg, 1
& 12%.

@ it A = AR . 0 R [F) St AR L, B, SRR & . DA 100 kg 75 N 2.2
kg T4, SZFr 667 m?Jk N 1.88 kg, JkiE 9.9%.

5) 1EREEHEE A
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@© HARIEH . 35% 1 KEREIA AL M 1E KB RIA R A =124

@ HIARZ S SR 2019 FE 22 HE T AL . AE R, 7EKFEHR T 2RI AR % H 35%
TE R SRR AL T W55 500 mis /KRBT 28 FH 3596 IF K 4R i Vi AR - T W ji— 7 1000 ml»

@ PR PR ZAE] . A IR i 667 m? 7 658.4 kg, X IE 667 m® 77 & 568.9 kg, 667 m?
1 89.5 kg, 1HIE 15.7%; TR — X W 667 m? 77 591.3 kg, CK 667 m? ™ 568.9 kg, 667 m? 14
22.4 kg, H1E 3.93%:

@ WAL EIER R . D2 IEARAEAE, 667 m® Ik N 8 kg, IR 41.2%.

2.8. 7 TR RN FNHES B

2.8.1. HIASEEM IS BT E R BRAR R A

PR AL KRS B 58 B BLE Al B .

1) Mewie EIE KRG SRR A 5 - €0 TS WORS It P RIS, AT S e HDREA P 2, il b RN e P

2) $ai: BARTER, KPOASEREN. £RZEARKEANGIRST, RHEX 3 ZNH#ESKE
1+ J v B S 7 Y A v T

3) HEJTHTSR o X KR B AR S W KR SRR A2 I ZEAR A, 3R Rl B AR,
TR N B AR,

2.8.2. IKFERFMEREAR

FEICIEAI 70 3 ELE R TR AL =4 R I — IO R AR, FR R B mliR 1 A4 o bk s

1) . MEAES RN, B BT . & I A AT, R RAE K, MR
JiE, JWAORERAE, KREREME T IRAEA R

2) Bese KREBEARAEK S MFTRAAM R, RN AR, %S85 A SRR 2.
BN EEABE TR, 3843 7R 0 P A AT AN

3) HETTHIR. AKFRREIERRIT R, BAKREAE FERAEE SN, KPR — e,

2.8.3. AHEEEREAR

1) istio FHUIEIR S HERZENE, A LU R VR 42 B WIS R B 92 20 IO 5 5K, 170 Ao IS ) 26 g i)
P EMI R (TR . A ERIEECALAE . A HUIE, wlokss Hagakiy . s -H3eAe 4y, (RAE 1R,
SR - KRR AT K AR B 1 10~15 K, FEAMIEE 0.2~3 JTt/kg.

2) Bl FEXAETA FI5rg, BUFAMIEAD, NG R R, HET4E - KRR H At
WE; B EIFREMEN, AYUER/DN, FiE K AR RN, FEREUFIE L RHES).

3) AR R, REMREEFEFR, HEAH TAMN, RHEEKEE Y, R RS,
RAEDFEAT IRARI 2R & & 3805 3R FH R WK, & Ual R AES IR AS G R H . 5
IR0 EER, SOKELEUR S IR, EIRRE AR IEA R A AR E S, R R R
J7 AR AERE 7 2 AT 1 AR TS Y B IR, SR T IR SRR WHRMES,
TEORBE, & & 3875 TR RI AT 3 B K.

2.8.4. FRIB—XMEARA

ZHRX S EG—KIFRRE R, HEARNRAE, TES B RER.

1) M. — kM R, sl iR 3~4 ¥k, A TS 1.

2) e AKREFEEA KR N & H K

3) AR PEEEBIRAEE AN S, B TR SOk
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2.8.5. MIRHEAD
2020 4 ZEHE X 1 S A R R B N e SR, B TETAR 28 hm?,
1) firio B 7 KRENURAL P SRR BRI P2, b 7 RERHH &, KRS e RIS
2) . HUBFIIEELS A N, SRR H 4 P
3) AR, FIEX CIFE KA, R LBHE, A RFiE - RiE SR .

2.8.6. FERGIL(E

1) . ABIRRE, RAMK, KA, 83 KEFEE, W, BB

2) BS. MTEERL AW ST RS, FES YA,

3) HESHI R . EHEX BRI IR NS KRS R R E B, AEs RS TN T AL, iR
RSG5 Y ), w] P AIE
2.8.7. FiELRER

1) Do JRAEE P RO

2) k. mrEmE. SLELR: KEEIIES. S EIRA, FESE B

3) SRS A AN FEARI ISR H A AR E R E, ERIG R JE R b, BT =S
iy HBEERICER AR, Mmfs S RKmBRAEF R .
3. &ig

RESAE T L X B SRAC) — iR, A LENAR, WREMEEIE. REIItESE, F
FEHES N, WREE . AHUEEALE, AAERKRTER, WKRERIFR AR, fIRIE— IR,
BHRERERMD, WHBIEREE. ARBES AR, RBECNEEN S, 35,
E&InE

LB KREF W F AR RTH (9% 5 . JATS[2020]266); “+=Fi” HKE LA ETH (5 -
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