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Abstract

Under the condition of reducing the amount of nitrogen fertilizer by 10% on the basis of the
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amount of nitrogen fertilizer used in large-scale rice production and high-yield fields, research the
optimal nitrogen fertilizer operation ratio to achieve the goal of losing weight without reducing
production. The research shows that the optimal nitrogen fertilizer operation ratio is base tiller
fertilizer:ear fertilizer = 5:5, and the author also proposes key supporting technical measures.
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1. 518

IKAE AR B B AR AR, 65% L LRGN L ERAREK, KRS S AR AR 35%. ™ 1 45%,
fEE SRR 2 R B2 R R NIEM, EXOKRE R R KRR AT T — AR E R T AL
FRENEY, ERE PR BORY, 5Tk 1 55%% B[], SR, AR B8 7 52 4 I i e
RS, i R EE KRS RSN, SEEEMA R, MR, PR R B, ik
FIPE, JFGURM GG R L, B iSRS SRS OP JE H st S [2] [3]. T E SRR
MINIPER R, $E IR KT AR AR 25 Rt Rt 54T 3 [3] [4], B> BUIE T B RIS, A 2GR AIE A sk
DIKREF IO O i SOML B 22 A MUY R RS R BT LR L

FURT, KRB e 2 AR SRR SR AT il ik, SR RS A 7 o L el 2R
AR5 7 T, QoK FE 2 Wik e m RO AE . ZKFEREFR A . A AR 2 B AR, FIRAE— Kt A
IKFEMIGR AL . FERGILAE L B R RIS P &%, FORHS N, FH R AN AT AT 714 [S]. AEASHIIX K
% 700 kg/667m? 7 T AU Bl b, > — R LI AUE &, REM S . WAREN TR, Fix—
AT, BT RENEILIEELLE], GERKIURE bR, SR KR &, Himg™, xS RmHR
PRI R, AT R L. 2021 4F, EVLIRE KRS AR AR R AL X B AT AL R T
T, ZHEREM B S 1 KRR R R S R R BRI, DAZRHE DORIBURTEHE T I R &
WREHE R AN A, BT RAERIA FI2 % Lo ase, WG 2 e N A RIS D 2 e 1 e R
Bk, RTARA P IT A AE AR 24 3Bt 84 S8Rk B AT SR AR ST 4%

2. M5 %
2.1, RIE M

WIS FAETT I A BUARAO (FEZE) P L B AR A R K RE R 45 G s T b ZEHEX = /K B8 K A
HBEARG . IETURL: pH 6.0, B HAKRE L, AP 29.6 g/kg, 2% 2.12 glkg, %% 10.4 mg/kg.
TR 224 molkg. b AE DIRUREK RS .

2.2. M
2.2.1. K&

WG % Y FRVT 75 48 AR 22 BEAR VRV FE AT ide & 00 . S IX 2 ZERPAE AR DIE T B R RS i ol 7l
9108, IRMAVRIZAL G, ZHEX 2021 FFHHEIAR 2.57 5 hm?, (54 XOKFEFIE A 86%.
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2.2.2. WIGALE

1) SRR P H IR F . 2248 X KAE 700 kg/667m? — i 667 m* jifi &l & 18~20 kg, A%IK
RIGH I IR ALFE Bt 667 m? i %(E: 18 kg, RIGALENSFhiEH N-P-K LMl 15-15-15 f) &R AR A
46.2%JR %, HANE BRI, JREH TR, (EAAEFI R

2) I AbHE . RIS 5 AN AbEE,

@© KbF 1. EHUALKHE, JEBEAL AR = 6:4;

@ AP 2: BUEMEAEIRE 10%, FEEAL AL = 5:5;

@ AbEE 3. U P E R 10%, FEEEALFEAE = 6:4;

@ AbFE 4. BUE PG EEIRE 10%, HEEENLARE =7:3;

® AP 5. BUEMIEEEIRE 10%, HEEEFEAE = 8:2.

ARG AP AN 667 m?, ANEEE . JERMHAN. Bdfir . BRAEIR SR . KB B IR A b
—3. RCFRAEEL 667 m? it T E WK 1.

Table 1. Fertilizer dosage of 667 m? in different treatments (Unit: kg)
%= 1. TERIAIE 667 m* FERR S (B4 kg)

- HEE SrBEL ApEE2 fRAEAE RIEAE
SRR SN SRR &

AR 1 (RFHE) 26 10 5 15 75 6.5
A3 2 25 75 4 15 75 104
b3 3 25 8 5 15 5 8.4
A3 4 25 5 5 4.75 15 2.83 0
Ah3 5 25 75 10 5.75 15 2.15 0

23. MBMERAZE.

231 KEEEH
ARERKAERE RSN AR, A 2

2.3.2. Mt R ZEEZ7S

MR E BRI 7 JRE A R A B i B L T AR KA A ZEBE R, 0T AN [R) AR B X - R 2R B A AR IR
M o
2.33. KEBREMMRETF

MR T, ARSI 3 AVNX, BANXIEITHR 8~10 m?, FARIETIEK S, Hi
14.5%7K 73 /KRG T 7= 6y WSO R BRI A AL, 0 W AN R A B g s PR RO 2 i

3. ZBRE S
31 FEEFELFIENLE~ERI(R 2)

N [ MBS 2 b 51 45 AN A B KRS 667 m? P B B B A0 AR 2, bR 1 (6FAR) . AbEE 3. Kb 4,
GEFE 5, BT 2 B R AL FE 1667 m2 3477 13 kg, 667 mP i 2.28%; AbFR 3. AbFE 4 AILLIE 5 At R b FE
1667m? J= 43 WM 3.6 kg 29.7 kg F163.4 kg, 667 m? Y17 %19 0.63%. 5.29%F1 11.1%; Ab¥E 2 ZiE—
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WEpe AR, AEEE 3 U ANE R, ACEE 5 RIALEE 4 iR B .

PLERH, 7RI 10%N5 0 R, AREILE Z L&A, BEERIELLE T, 667 m®F=& T,
FLEEAEAHAR = 5:5 RPLE E WS, FLBEAL AL = 6:4 S AN, FLBEAL L = 7:3 AL BN REAE =8:2
AR TE

Table 2. Yield performance and grain formation of various treatments for reducing nitrogen (Unit: kg, g)

2. BARMLIE~SRYRIERA (R kg, 0)

e . . N o 5 ck+-%

s AR BRERE 4R TRE BT SR R
(J31667m?) (Cki/AE) (%) C)) (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?) ~ 667m™ "
BRI

AR 1 (O HR) 22.3 113.8 93.9 26.6 634.1 570.2 / /
A 2 22.04 1235 90.5 26.8 660.2 583.2 13.0 2.28
5 ] 22.45 115.8 91.5 26.6 632.7 566.4 -36 063
AR 4 24.95 97.4 90.8 27.0 595.7 540.5 -297 52
Ab¥E 5 23.43 90.9 93.1 27.3 541.3 506.8 634  -11.1

3.2. R EFEWL(FE 2)

1) 667 m* 43 REEE . IR 10%261E T, AFRIEILIE % L&A b HE 667 m? A B m EIME 2 5N
AbFE 4. KEFE 5. AbFE 3. KCFE 2, AbFE 5. KCFE 4. AbFE 3667 mP AT MBS L TALTE 1 (XHIR), Hin
B, KhEE 2 IR E.

PAEZREE, FEURA 1001500 T, AFEEERE % H il 85 A B A S RE BEAE L il 1, 667 m® A5 2Rk
KNS, (Hiba A, A 4 667 m> AR TAEE 5, A HriA R AL 5 5 AR R
2, PSR s A B BUBUR R R . (KRR 667 m? A AR, FEERAEEEAE = 7:3 (AbEE 4)EUE
B A R 667 m? A ZGEE (WK 1).

26

25

24

23 |

BB (F7/667Tm?)

22

21
CK 5:5 6:4 7:3 8:2

RALIBZE ]

Figure 1. The relationship between effective ears per mu and the proportion of different nitrogen fertilizers

E 1 aAdESTRRBEEL XA

2) FRESRL. A 10%514 N, AFEEEHS ZE L E A A F A RUSR E RIMK 0 B AL ER 2, ALFR
3. AT 4, WIS, SRR IBALTE 1 BN 9.7 Ri. 2 ki, —16.4 FiAI—22.9 ki, HENES N 8.5%. 1.8%.
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—14.4%#1-20.1%.

PLERE, 7RI 10%404 F, AFEIEEZE LGSR, FEE AL S8, RUSRIEn,
FEBEE AL = 5:5 (Mb3E 2)f Rk sy, HAE IR 2, LR ARE = 7:3 (Ab3E 4). LB ARE = 8:2 (&t
H 5) kL5 (LA 2).
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Figure 2. The relationship between the total kernels per panicle and the proportion of different nitrogen fertilizers
2. BRERHNSTEIRRTELEIXFR

3) AESE ., A 10%%M T, ARIENEIEZE ] & A B4 S 3 s B A 0 N b BE 6. bR 3.
LETE 4 FNALTE 2, Bt IR ALFE 1 43 9900/ 0.8 2.4, 3.1 A1 3.4 K%, W& 574 0.85%. 2.6%- 3.3%FI1 3.6%.

DL SR, 7RI 10% 61T, AN A BRI 2 b 5 A b 3 4 Sz S8 4 At AE o) B A B35 R 30 T B4
FLEEAE: AR =8:2 PRlR AN R, Bl MU AR, LR 3 M HiE B, H 3 AN AR A B
(WA 3),

100

975 r

95 r
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Figure 3. The relationship between the seed setting rate and the proportion of different nitrogen fertilizers
B 3. FXRE5RERBEBELLGIXFR

4) THRIE. WA 10%%M4 R, AFEAEIEE ]SS A BET-R Y m T AL EE, TR0 M & 2K
SrRINALEE 5, AbFE 4. ALFE 2 FIALEE 3, RO HEALEE 1 390 0.7 g4 0.49. 0.2g A1 0g, MIESHIA
2.63%. 1.5%. 0.75%7F1 0%.
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PAEZRY], FEIRE 10%%1F T, ARZICIEZE LG8, BEERICH &R, TR ER (L

i 4).
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Figure 4. The relationship between thousand-grain weight and the proportion of different nitrogen fertilizers

4 FTRESTRIRESRILAIXAR

5) i bh LRI, R 10%551F T, BEERAELLGIE N, 667 m? 47 s {8 U #adh, JLBEE:
FEAE = 7:3 /b3 667 m* A 2CHMUR T RELE R R IR TS, SSeRBARD N RS, HEH
S TR R B

3.3. FRIALTEX ZEELE BTN (3R 3)

7 7 16 HBE KRG A R0 S0, KREHRS 9.2 i, SN FRIAA BIREEET, R ALFE 667 m?
ZLEEI N E BUR D HIONALTE 5, KbFE 3. ACFE 4, AbFE 2, AbFE 3. ALBE 4. AbFE 5 pRE TR, 7 H 27
HEGER T, KRGS, AKREHE 12.6 M, midms s BIME 4 B AL EE 4, AbHE 3. Ab3E 3.
AbFE 2, LA AR 4 FIALEE 5 5 T4 R 667 m* A5 BN B A BN ALEE 4, AR 5. AbFE 3. A4bFE 2,
AbFE 3, AbFE 4 FOALFE S 43 e TN IR A R A B A B R AR AR, B N B A T AR B 2,
AbFE 3. AbEHE 4 FOAbEE 5, HoARAREE 5 KT R,

Table 3. Stem and tiller dynamics of different treatments (Unit: 10 Thousand)
%3 FERIZLENTS (L T7)

Qb FEA 712 719 7116 7123 7130 8/6 8/13 8/20 & ;ﬂ;g }:EE(E)
(%[\jfé’; 7.2 8.9 15.2 24.8 36.2 36.7 34.2 30.2 25.4 38.1 22.3 58.5
KB 2 7.2 8.2 14.6 23.6 33.3 32.6 302 28, 7 246 35.6 22.04 619
4bFE 3 7.2 8.3 14.8 25.1 33.8 33.2 30.4 29.3 26.0 36.8 2245 610
Ao 4 7.2 8.5 151 24.9 35.2 39.5 37.6 33.5 27.8 41.6 2495  60.0
Qb3 5 7.2 7.0 155 25.7 37.1 38.2 32.6 29.1 25.2 41.2 2343  56.8
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Figure 5. Dynamics of seedling situation in different treatments
5. FEILEHBELENS
4. NE5THiR
4.1. 1IN
1) R 10%H0L T, AFEALIEZE LGS A EE, FEEMALLLE R, 667 m? =& N, FEEEn:
ML = 5:5 B R 3, FEEEILAE = 6.4 B ARE, BT = 7:3. AEBEICAE = 8:2 ) &
Ho

2) Rk .. BB SR IR ERAR R IR DG, FEBEIE S H 70% R A SR £, BRSO
S5HEACHEEIEMIE, AL S L S0 a bR E; SR BARITFEA, TRESDTNRFEEHA.

3) WTELMb. TEIE 10%/)5, FEEEAL (5 b 500 AR RE 2 T IR E TR oK AR E L pek s, &
WG Y A AR s, F ZEBE R RAG, KA 667 m? i 5 2L BE B IE A G .

4) ZEERW, TERE 10%H0 T, SLIREA B8 7= B, RIS %5 A bu gy SR g e A e =
5:5, 667 m* M BEE S, 667 M’ AR S ERIEA S, ZEERMEEEE, 667 m i E R .
4.2. g

AR A R EEAH, BREHITEZRESRE, WoEeA—E LM, wgsseRBiE
AL = N RREE R REA WSO, AR RS RIMEAAS %,

5. IKIBHIEZ LR EF & RRRIEEAR
51. RESERAMDIER

PRAETE B AR TS N, e IR 4w, 4R m 2RE iR, PO, SREE 7 [6] -
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5.2. FFEMEEIEHR
667 m? =& 650 kg LA_E, #eAE BIRAE 10%0 .

5.3. #FiEX@EAR
1) i R EWRKREH AR IR A . iR XEAES XS TER, EAR R SWRmE s a bk
SR K A HT

2) “EiE R B EE R Bt BRI AT, 667 mP i 45% 4 A AE 25~35 kg 5 R & 10~15 kg;

FEFALIE, 4F 3.0 kg Rl TR 277 D3 —48(150 mI/AR) . MUBAL K Zeas i fhdd Rl , 434% 100~110 g.
H AT VR RFRARIIE N, I SRR AAT, FEROK, R R B K A i R i s i

Ko BRATRAMIIRE 2~4 g (EIRGAE, DURGRM. FEHRaT 1 KTk Ry, R4S H R Lo . R
S EEE.

3) EREMNIE. AR 3.0~4.0 1, ¥k 15~18 cm, 667 m?#k 1.7 X LLE, £7X 3~4 1, 667 m?
B 78 15, BAEREAST 2 em.

4) FEVEZ WAL . 667 m? S N 16 kg, JEBEAL: AL =50:50. FEAUFTH 25 kg 45%E &L, #5 7.
12.d 435 667 m® JR & ifi 7.0« 5kg, AEAET18 4 . {38 3 H535 667 m?jifi 15 kg 45% K A AE K 5 kg JR &
5kg JRE

5) PALREHERERE . KA “TEQR) - ¥ - 4l - 187 MEREREE,  BD KRR SRR T RS K
BRI R R IFIE T 80%~90%15 1 fa WK Z S H s RS fS, BRiG BB AR FR K E4b,
SE it R AZ B B B A KRR AT — o

6) i G NS HESR (KB AR RS I 5 SR (LR & P debs, R AN B ERR
w5 BIFRRE AR VA SO . R . M R R A

E&mHE
TLFRIACLM P M ARAR R T H (95 JATS[2021]298).
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