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Abstract

The yield of soybean and corn strip compound intercropping mode and soybean and corn common
intercropping mode in actual production were studied. The results showed that corn yield and soy-
bean yield were 443.5 kg/mu and 89.6 kg/mu, respectively, under soybean and corn strip compound
intercropping mode. The yield of corn was 272.9 kg/mu, and that of soybean was 45.1 kg/mu.
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REFARAARE A AR 3 P 1AM K A4 SCER 3% A1 BAE 78 81537 1 — Dk 1 A 2, i o i
TEHNC R, 3TIRIDE, AERRIRE A DEOR, AT RLSEEL R FORANBG - SO0 T, 20— S, MR
AT AN, R OROR B AR P SR OKR R BRI R[], KE KPR E A FiE
A 22 ) T AR [ P A R BRI T8 [ 2]-( 7], & 2 A0 22 () E BN AR 2 A ety R B DR BEE ANIAD
PR XA E AR 22250, RIS R, SEIASIR], SR, ATeE . PREE A BTASIR],  DRd
WANFE . ZRLHAM R Ff, TSGR BERETORMPIRE SR, A K G A [ SCANRAD> Tk
. T IZBORE B R B R I E & A B R E SRS AHEETR J REEARTRE
L A AR R oA [ A A S A 7 i R SR B, T8 0 5 A b 1) 2 (R e B B R 240
VEPNGIE /S 2R g EIR (B S WP € it R R S [

2. IR 5 S

RIG R AR FAE = B =W E 4T . WP Ab B

(—) REFKARE AP [ VR

KRG T KPR E AP () R CRE AR 1.5 /i, SEEE AR 2 /75K 3 47 KE h— A Fhid
TG, BKRATEE 40 em, #KFE 14 cm, KTATHE 40 cm, #REE 12 om, TR 5 K EAIAIEE 60 cm, — /NP
FIGEE 2.4 mo BFR K4 A 200k 3200~4000 #F/FT, K54 HAE 206k 9000~11000 #F/FT . — MR
FCH T KA T AR o5 S TR RR I 42%, KGR AR S TR 58%.

(=) KEFKE@EAER

KT FKRE @RI, A1 a7, FRACERN: 2 75K 3T REN SR IE, &
KATHE 50 cm, FREE 50 cm, KEATHH 40 cm, FRFE 40 cm, KA 5 KEHAIRE 50 cm. —MRbE LT A
B 2.5 m. HTR EK A H A Rk 2200~2800 #R/Hi, K 4000~6000 #F/FT . —ANFlE 5T H R K Fh A X
d S ETAR ) 45.85%, KSR IR S AR 54.15%.

REFARAIRE S PR AR U S B A, N T ORIERR MR BT, AR 6 i & 1 b i 5
ARTAE NS B0 S S WA 7 L SV i e S NIS R S /AN - U VA & L Sy NI 7 L 2 IR (9 B VO S NG I W
ToKERR 2 KR T, KERER 3 KA. M3 H 16 HIFGEEI3 H 17 HE K.

3. XEBIEEEA
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() HAE:
1) REIKAIRE AR ] (A
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a) FEFPSHERIIE . KA i N-P-K ELIA 15-15-15 2 A8 50 ke/Ri . RS A5 SEREAE 50 ke/T »
FIAE S kg/T o

b) T KA KM AL, MR 20 keg/Ri. KEHAEL TR 30 g 5K 40~50 kg
T AEAR 2 UK, Bk

2) RE FKH i ) VR R X

a) FEFP AL . £KA I N-P-K EL5 N 15-15-15 &L 12.5 kg/fi. KEH R 12.5 kg/
T, AR 2.5 kg/H o

b) FKATERMIW DB A, MR 5 ke/H .

(=) et

1) TKATLE 6~10 M, SR TTHI I [5T 3% L08R + 27% Z44H] 30 ml/H 57K 30 kg Wi 25 50T .

2) KEWAEVITEIAEE 7 SCHTHIRE = 40 cm B I [T e 5% 0 R m] Y 1460 71 50 mil/ |7 567K 30 kg i
SEHE, ARFERE L 10 KI5 F i — X

(PU) S B ERT A

1) fh2EBR 5

a) FHPAIBREL: DARES BT LIRS ARRE Y 3. RS T 96% K S P Y B LI 120 ml/R S K
30 kg Wi55, HHIFRE—X.

b) PSR AR A A B AR L, 3 A IE K T TR R R St S [ 2R R L. K
WTERE 2~3 F I 16%FEM R R + 4% L SRR TR 120 ml/f 57K 30 kg W55, S e bR
o ROKAAE ROK 3~5 M A 4% MR % + 38%7% 2 vl 73 #itH &7 7] 100 ml/H 57K 30 kg Wi55, SK
it ZE 05 ] PR

Jit 245 B YA T DR 2 ok R R K R BR R0 20t ot P ST 50 T K K S TR BB 2,
B A2 E

2) JHHRFEYG: AP ARG TR REFER D, HE AR AR mH L. KRR
AMARBERF T, KT RHME R - BRE R B IF AR R BT 6 . TR R 1 s oK & 45 5
I R AESE R, R UK d AR 25 S R R BE A% 200 T/ Tt 15 = TR MOK 30 kg MPIHIME S, BHVAE
MDA R SRR SR, R SESE B I FORIE KWW TR 3% E BB BRI T 350 B/ B
NS/ I e S G

(F) JERFHCER . RAE KT R R & sk .

4. BERE545h

2022 47 A 30 HE 8 A 12 HllF=,
OURE = 7E M RIBENLIRER 4 ANMESHIFEE G, BHEK 9.6 m, % 6.95 m B35 4 ANFHE R ICHIFE
J7, FTHERLHERETT o WORFETT NI AT B 1EYD, TR BRI FRE

Table 1. Yield measurement table of soybean and maize belt compound planting mode

1. REEREFRESHERIN =%

e medy  ERRTEREB e e SIOTR SRR Srat

HAmY) L% (kg) (Hy/m (k)
EEPS 66.7 27.8 42% 318 405 4435 3180 4435
K& 66.7 38.92 58% 863 1414 8.96 8630 89.6
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Table 2. Yield measurement Table of soybean and corn common intercropping model

2. REERARZ@ENEERN %

e () EAKE AR FAR ) BRI s e TEREA et

M) 1% (kg) MER(GEE) (k)
ok 66.7 30.58 45.85% 219 294 27.29 2190 272.9
K& 66.7 36.12 54.15% 425 661 4.51 4250 45.1

AN[R] FH ) FC B8 10 oK K S B L

Table 3. Comparison of maize yield in different planting modes

3. NEMERA ERK~EXE

. HiiE 6oTm' il M ATANE 66T’ i
fFiem)  HR¥E(cm) FRiZL  (66.7m°) HRAE  WTEke) (ke

KREFKAIRE AT AR 40 14 405 318 3180 4435 4435
KEF K8 50 40 294 219 2190 27.29 2729

Table 4. Comparison of soybean yield in different planting modes

4. TRMERNKE =23t

Pl i 66.7m* & Hxkk  PEEE  66Tm’sL HrafwE
[FEEem)  HiBem) TR0 (66T AR WH(ke) ke

KRG F KR AP AR 40 12 1414 863 8630 8.96 89.6
K K [ 4 40 40 661 425 4250 451 45.1

M= 45 B, K E TR E A A I e 20 K 77 B 443.5 kg/RT, KE & 89.6 kg/Hi, LKi™
BN TR 2, B2 WK 89.6kg/Hi (75 1), KH T KMl A /EAR R T K=& 272.9 kg/ii, KH 45.1
Kg/RT(F# 2), 7R bR S T oK A b A A 2 7 R

KEE KR E SRR AV ER A B KA B0 3180 AN/RT, 77 443.5 ke/Ri . K5 T A3 i) A 4
KB R 2190 AN/E, F=& 272.9 kgo A RBEAHZE 990 N5, FPEAHZE 170.6 kg/mH . K& EKF
WRE AR IR RO G %k 8630 FR/HT, =& 89.6 kg/Ri, K E K3 A/ A 0Ok 4 Xikk 4250
BR/BT, P2 45.1 kg Fr/HT, AR ZE 4380 BR/HT, FERANZE 44.5 kg/H (£ 3. % 4).

5. &t

IS R BN KRG KR E A MR ESA T, FOKRBIET] 4435 kg/wi, SEFETKMY, &
ZWCKNTE 89.6 kg/Hi o IEWIZAE A SR B R AR, HARIE. ATH. bREE. AR S HEE
B EA N HIHET A o

R OR A e [ A A ) 2 (B G AP R A, A RN A, AR, ASRETE 20 A AR 58 B
TR 5, BTl BB,

KRG FRAPARE S A QAR OB AN E R 5, 32 i KAT RO R AT ROk AL 8] KoK
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