+ 1% (Soils), 2010, 42 (5): 815~821
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=2 AR

=
WORI 7 T LA B 2 80 D 5 W

¥ B2,
(1 P ERBERE R HIEVST, Bal 210008;

FNI4E2 , HHRE

2 MRS, Bt 210095)

DUHHORIRE o s R, AN R S BT H A PRI 1 AP 01580 (ND JIE2M B ELAR R RS A . NSRBI
GGRY: HIFw AR

ENEAEAENE N, ZEAC SR I REAR 1 o W R A0 i3] 2 B

TR, B e o3 BERURIA AR N AN AL el o I 0y I P ) 8 A1 S8 BN SR IA S T e i
SR AT N AR T KRR R 7 5 DD BE R R A NSRRI T AR 4, AT BRI T /KR R A0 B R PRIN S At DL B AR ERIN 3 T

FHL NARZEBRFINEIOL TR IS G, NR e R L R A —
- RN AL Lt 35-40-25 I,
HEEALHI R, PR ARG HEICRI ;s 2Rkt

[o ASZEGAMEN, N 180 kg/hm?, JEAE
KR HRER;
FESES: S143.1; S147.2

AHEHE (N B iR e =S5 i, 4E5F
AN ZE P PR B g8 ] 2R A oA . KRG
VEN TR FZE R EAEY), o T 3RIGE ™, NJESA &
e %, ANGE K FENAER) A8, 1 AR T
P R PRI JRURS: o 3 A SR [ ZK R PR P B INIE AR 27 28503
4 10.4 kg/kg, AL 6.4 kg/kg, NAEEMCRERAL N
28.3%, FE/KRE LA E T LT AR, Mk, Ay
B0 e B L AACRE (NI R FH 2 L A £ i ™ ) ] ek il 2458
NI AR B 355 XU 2 H A 7K R NIE A5 BLE 5 1 B4l
W9, KRR T T A IR R R,
E57 8 T H BRI AR, O KRR ITR IR
TAHETT, 2008 FVLPEAE RS E AR AR AR AR 1Y) 10%
FEAN, EE%E%%%E BB AR KRR, W H %
s REEERET, P, & TREARENN
JEAE BIEIEANBE S TG T E RS, JUH R
FE A o VLV EARAE X AR RATY IH R A e i) — My
ZUMINTT I, AMUNJER R, SR, a7 Y
HILRRR IS . DX T HF AR 244
735 N A BRI S L), B RS R L) 2
20% ~ 30% I/ i d ik R ERE S, (R A
{103 B B A 2 50 8 ASAR R o gl ] 25 B2
LR 0 R 9T DA B A e D00 3 A R RS 10 BT O

KRR AR BN A A AR, g T

A AR IR A 2B A e

IWHEEELL 60%. BEALLL 20% hfr; S sciaglop)
Shy RGBT 2 A G 11 55 AR BE A LE 5 24 L 50% A
25% WFEhTs A0 o5 R L B R R B A
AR 40% 7 Bt e F FE A\ YT P4
e X A RENAEIZ 2 5 5 LR 50%. 4> BEAE 30% A
WAL 20% LA L. DRUh, 7RIS E AR &1 g
fitkh 1, ZRGEHIAIF 5T I BEAENAS ] LA} B 1% R A 3
A NFEBIBOR B =5 T s L -+ b 22 . A
B AERE— DR WA X 38 B 1) 356 B A it 6
FEK RN 8 N2 FHRRAE RS ™ 58 B IR AE RTAL
L, JF A FINIEZZE N A5 e, b i R
X 3% RS NG R LS 5
1 MR5AE%
1.1 Rt

IR T 2008 A E VL P JE R A VLTI XR 5 R kAT o it
REHON L OF LREKRE L, B2 8
HUF& & 31.50 g/kg, 4= N. 4 P F14: K #0885
S04 1.66. 0.35 i1 30.32 g/kg, # % N 3HRL PRI &%
K Z853 &=l 144.9, 9.77 F1 108.1 mg/kg. 46
KPR BEHX T, SRR EX, ¥ 3 KT,
& (4 N) 205124 30, 60 A1 90 kg/hm?, ZEE

OFETH: HERABEAREEH TREKIE (KSCX1-YW-09-08) FE F /K thi5 Jedis il 5 v FRHE KL I (2008Z2X07101-005) %),

EEf: BRI (1977—), %, MEBRA, Wi,

BT 01, 35 50 N2 A 25 8 B U A T 55 e ) D T OIF 9 LA . E-mail: Ihxue@issas.ac.cn
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AEFOR X, 5 MK, FEE (2 ND 43594 04 15,
45, 75 Fil 105 kg/hm?, FEAES:—ii 4t N 45 kg/hm?,
AMINTE N XFRILE 16 ANMbHE, 3 IREAR, /DX 21
m’. P, K JEFAES/NXAR, P IEASEEmAT,
N4l P,0s 75 kglhm? K AEFHSUALET, FR R4l K,0
150 kg/hm?, P 4= # 3 it , KA 23 3 Vit FH (L E 30%,
BENIE 40%, BHAL 30%). Aiak it Aok & RS ok
181, XMEFE A, 4 H 6 HIFEM, #HMEL 55kg
CF48) 1667m?, JEAH 15.7 J7/667m> ids (i %44
80% 1o /MK IFHIHAINE, HHEREE, Bk RiE.
1.2 RXE5NERZE

FEKFEAE KA SR A Y G, 2 BERk 1]
P SR BER WL R D, RN ERRAR
FMERIK 5 /¢ RIS = NI E AR (A
SEESFIAD T i A2 T AR DL A #8 BTN
o APRIEFE S B A R AR E, BOREHT e A 4%
ANENIESN: 3 @1V 3 o o M RS R S o f [ P/ 5
CLIE A Mt i S HUORE R R 25 BRSO 1l 38 (1 £ 2
MG Z e BN XOBCR 4 mP, WE, I A
WOREA . BRI, TORCEEAES A A R iR
B SR B RS (BRI . AHRR AN 2R
TR LG
1.3 BARIAYEURAZEREENITE

N Z [ (recovery efficiency of applied N,
NRE) = Cjifi N AbFAEIE N AR - ANt N AbHAE
PN ZRZEE) /i N & x 1001,

N 2 EH%% (physiological efficiency of applied
N, NPE) = (jifi N AbBEAEA ™ & - ANt N AL BAE A
)/ Ot N PR N AR - ANl N AR B R AR N
BEE) x 1000,

N Z R 22308 (agronomic efficiency of applied N,
NAE) = (jifi N AbFEREAY 5 - ANl N LA BERE 75 -
)[R N & x 1000,

N At 4= 5= 73 (partial factor productivity from
applied N, PFP) = Jifi N KR4 = 5/N AE A =,

N Z#£iz% (N translocation efficiency, NTE) = (¥
A7 AR F SRR R N B ER - &
HIE AT N REBURE) /A7 AN SR AR
WIE TR T N SR A x 100% 1,

1.4 RS

ST RETE G 2 M U0 SE AR S KRR R A A N
R W 38 A7 B T A IR 5%, AR SCE s o
120, 150, 180 1 210 kg/hm? i N AN ] Ak 22
gds, HARGHNEE 1. FIFSPSS13.0 43X il —
B AR AL B N AT 05 22 0 i, 2L
%K FiDuncaniZ:..

*F 1 NELEMAEFAE

Table 1 N rates of different N treatments

NS (kglhm?) b B y FEAE (kg/hm?) BEAL (kg/hm?) A (kg/hm®) SEAB LB (%)
0 ON 0 0 0 -
120 B1T3 30 45 45 25
B2T2 60 15 45 50
150 B1T4 30 75 45 20
B2T3 60 45 45 40
B3T2 el 15 45 60
180 B1T5 30 105 45 17
B2T4 60 75 45 33
B3T3 el 45 45 50
210 B2T5 60 105 45 29
B3T4 %0 75 45 43

2 HER55H

2.1 HEASMBARZEENSHIMN

NIE P S 358 I B 2k 20 B 1) A 2, 43 BE I 4y BEAUCRN
ot et o3 BEHSCHS) it JIES S PO B D0 K o e % PR A )
Bt N )8 T 2 4G T a4, 180 kg/hm? AR

THEEZ . AHFEVERET, RS R,
TR IR RS, ALK 87.0% & T K 21B3
WhFE)74.6% (B Do 6 RN BN AR 7 A
WIS O R, BEIEAC 880, J3 B8 1 43 BE A% i b5
%, B2 BRGNS, By BESSOR R AL 1
R, {HAE 180 kg/hm? AR R,
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B2 AbERE K, SICTHA RS (B 1), RUILALH] &

—— Rl —o— LA
—— Emambs P 1o 22 B D AN T KRG e A TR S o
00 “~ 2.2 AREIEEERRAENKIEHMERIIEH SR EM
om0\ N AN SR AEEESCOEAL
S 00 | xox W 2 LIRS, AHIFIMENGR ) SERRAT R
% 20 %\g % -0 % ELBIRE N, PRI I D Rent (T 3 1D [ty
g, TR ctA st oA ENREHEG, T3 MO IBURA (LAD $614th
E‘E‘ E‘E‘E‘ E‘E‘E‘ E‘E SR/ A, 180 kg/hm? AR R T 3 I AILAILLEE
@iml oj@imiml jaimimt ) oo it 60 kg/hm? b P 5 K o 45 A, 3 13 ok DL it
o e w S AN P, AL PR S A 3
N AT Cghm® W55 R, T H A AE s R RE L ARIE KR J5 ) D e
| EEERRANE R A IS NERILAL AR TR L s, i e
Fig. 1 Effects of different basal and tiller nitrogen rates WIE%J—F ° {E%%HE [:uﬂ@xﬁﬁﬁf& ’ ﬁm”mﬁﬂ%lﬂﬁﬁ'
on population dynamics W R FEK,
F2 TREAEMLGHIFEHEMHER. &N BH0EM0
Table 2 Effects of basal nitrogen rates on leaf N concentration, leaf area index of top three leaves
N AE A FENE L1 AEERAR S T 3 45 N i (g/kg) T 31 LAI

(kg/hm?) (%) FrAk R S TSI

120 25 B1T3 224a 139a 3.35a 279a

50 B2T2 20.2Db 13.7a 3.28a 235a

150 20 B1T4 22.1a 158a 3.65a 3.02a

40 B2T3 219a 14.4b 345a 297a

60 B3T2 20.1b 135¢ 297b 2.79a

180 17 B1T5 224a 16.6a 391ab 3.03a

33 B2T4 219a 158b 4.09a 3.17a

50 B3T3 213a 15.7b 3.63b 2.66 b

210 29 B2T5 220a 17.1a 3.89a 3.56a

43 B3T4 220a 16.5a 3.78a 3.06 b

e [ NEFR T A P RACRAE p<0.05 K EES % .

2.3 AEEEERLEMIKEFER M E RN

WENE P e a, = - NAEAR I h 28 1 81
AL, B e IR EN G 180 kg/hm?. NAE
AE TR EE LT, TR E A ETE 285~28.99
Fed s o RERE ORI 25 52 32 (RS WA R /N, PRI IR AR
FRHHIN 6.6% F1 3.7%; KT HAREH F M Bk
A ZR AR 11.5% . A 8RR EL R A TN R D im0
hy e 8 B (A, 4h S 3 DU it N B (%) 384 i e

(£3).

P 5 R BRI RN B 2 B I IE AL R
HTRE, 4559800/ E . SN/ T5T 180
kg/hm?Hs, 7 5 Bl 6 FIE LA 386 i B o 90 1 SR AL
T B R A AU PR, 150 Kg/hmPHi AT 2%

FEA IR AR 9] 20% AbFE () 380.6 x 10%/hm? - 4 23 3
LG5 600% AbBE (1) 295.4 x 10°/hm?, [ ik 22.3%:
MAERENT: 180 kg/hm? 1yl 16 Ji PR 32 2 [ kg Rl
)R . SN 210 kg/hmPisk, FLAE L1 29% 4
InE] 43% A I O™ R )R B
2.4 FEEEERLEXKBREWRE. FiEfHE L
RA BRI

FSCAE 95 4% B ORAE TE 2% B P N 32 AR R o 35 it it
N R 4 e BB N S A — B O T
NS AE LG ) B 8D T R IINAR B, an7E N =
439904 150 A1 180 kg/hm?i,  FEAE LA 4351 i 20% i
16% 11131 60% A1 50% i, FEARNFL R4 Hi
103.7 1 117.8 kg/hm?[#{ik 51| 88.2 1 98.9 kg/hm?,
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*3 TRZBEMAETEHERENTFERIMMER
Table 3 Yield and yield components of direct-seeding early rice under different basal and tiller nitrogen treatments

N JEH & FENE Ee AR AR THE TR AL ErpMES S
(kg/hm?) (%) (x10*hm?) (@) (%) (kg/hm?)
120 25 B1T3 336.2a 289a Ma 85a 6 288.8a
50 B2T2 308.9a 285a 83b 85a 5715.3b

150 20 B1T4 380.6a 285a 82a 83h 6693.6a
40 B2T3 333.3a 285a 84a 81b 63216 b

60 B3T2 295.4 b 286a 8la 88a 5872.4c¢

180 17 B1T5 340.8a 285a 85a 84a 6826.8a
33 B2T4 361.2a 289a 88a 8la 6852.2a

50 B3T3 359.3a 287a 81b 84a 6413.3b

210 29 B2T5 347.3a 288a 83a 83a 6403.2a
43 B3T4 326.9a 289a 88a 8la 6561.4a

B Ik 14% 1 20% (R 4). EIRBEH N [H5H
LEAGI Bt N2 (0184 00 i 2 4 I, AR B2 K N AT
LLBIMIAE BT R %, fERRRE N &R, Bl R0
I, BIREE A RCLE IR, A ) A e L
iR (R 4). RUPBLIEL 2, AFFRKRI N
) FFRLIR 538 o

N2 s 2 [ W T8 FR 48 B TP ICAE N ZR 7 53 )
PRSI DL S5 RPN Rz F 5NEH & 2 2
EFAIK R, WAHINGT 69.1% [ 2 55z =y NAE Ab £
(240 kg/hm?) 1) 51.5%. 7EMIFMENE T, NZE#iE
It 5 FE AT LU A8 n i v, AR = 60 kg/hm?H
NZHE R, SAEEEE nEl 90 kg/hm?iE, N
B H AT TR R

AT N AU = KCFEYAE, i
HiEsZ N JERSRELEMT . H A TR N S=7F 1.11 ~
1.95 kg 2 454k, Lijiti N B2 B & M IEAKE R (r=

0.90), 5= & I FE R XIS R (R D).
AHIAD N 2R, J A TR N R EEAE LA b
BEAIG o 7 S e o BN ) EF 8 JT RS RN 0 1.70 kg 264 o

N A 27 255 8 S g B A7 N B T 189 0 70 1 40 K s =
i, NIDRCSCR AR RN RE T, NS
RARDL T R 2 WOBCINEE AL R kPR = B I BE T, N
JIE i 2 7= 1 D s Bt T N TR R IEREN BT B AR P AR AR
MIREST. MBI 2 nLLEH, BEAANICHER N, NA&
2 NAE BRI FINIE AR A 7 7 38T B B, 43l Bl 120
kg/hm? NJH ) 21.5. 57.0 F1 50.0 kg/kg I B# N
210 kg/hm?4b 311 14.5, 36.4 1 30.9 kg/kg, F&IE 535
M 32.2%. 36.2% Al 38.3%. fE[H]—HiNE LA NI
N, IR, SEARAE R, NARFACE. N
[N A RN G 2 = 3 5T BRI, TiTNA B A%
RIMGRTT R P INAR SRR, NIROSeR
530 19 kglkg il 43.7% Jifi .

F4 TEEERVBETKEBHONEZLRREE. NSERAYK. NEEXERBAFBARNE
Table 4 Nitrogen uptake, N distribution in different organs, N translocation percentage (NTP) and N uptake per 100 kg

grain at maturity under different basal and tiller N treatments

N H= FERE LA AR NFLZE & (kg/hm?) S IEEL] (%) N iz BHATTEA
(kg/hm?) (%) 2t g LiER7 2t il (%) W N &= (kg)
120 25 B1T3 29.04 63.44 92.48 0.31 0.69 57.6 1.47
50 B2T2 23.76 51.60 75.36 0.32 0.68 59.0 1.32
150 20 B1T4 31.12 72.58 103.69 0.30 0.70 58.0 155
40 B2T3 29.23 64.87 94.10 0.31 0.69 59.8 1.49
60 B3T2 32.25 55.95 88.19 0.37 0.63 56.6 1.50
180 17 B1T5 38.85 78.81 117.66 0.33 0.67 545 1.81
33 B2T4 38.55 76.50 115.05 0.34 0.66 56.1 1.70
50 B3T3 37.99 60.91 98.90 0.38 0.62 51.7 1.54
210 29 B2T5 43.28 81.76 125.04 0.35 0.65 56.0 1.95
43 B3T4 52.13 67.36 119.49 0.44 0.56 52.4 1.82
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Fig. 2 Agronomic efficiency, recovery efficiency, physiological efficiency and
partial factor productivity of applied nitrogen under different N treatments

2.5 A[EIEEERLALIE X KIEL TN

B T &2 KHBLKEP. KIERFHABA
BT AR 5 610 76, FER WG 44 Y H AR S T
o s R AR 5 B R AR DA R A FE A
250, AEFEBUN FRIIM AN B 3 W LUR
H e s B AR S A RS N S o, R R A
B wI, FCEE AT, R R E R N
ol 180 kg/hm?,  HLEAE-BE AE-FH AR LE 1)y 33-42-25
I (B2T4) RFAWFIi R, 45216 76 (K 3).
T AL S AR I L, 2 Bdise i B 2 I H == L
{51 R385 DT R T BRI, SNy 120 kg/hm i, it
25% I (B1T3) #Allcaih 4 472 Jo, M 50% )
(B2T2) i as RF& A 3 382 JC. 5 il AL & 450 B i
(180 kg/hm?), FEjiti 1/3 I (B2T4) [HAEA W25
Kok 5220 76, FENEHIE L 3E hn#) 50% i (B3T3)
e NFE T 840 TG, MY/ FENE S I A )
K, WL 17% 5 (BAT5) Wdih 5175 76, S
KU A 7 45 T

E s C e —e— il
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= 9000

8 000 s T ATl A= N -] eii=ii=ii =11

szl [slzlsl [slslsl kgl
120 150 180 |210

N JEAb 2 (kg/hm?)

B3 A[E N BBALIEEY A A2 5 47

Fig. 3 Cost-benefit analysis under different nitrogen treatments

REME AR AP IR . JU R R BRI — R B R G
AR, 443 B 3% RS BNIEIE B R B84
WL, SRR AT N, B C R 8 NI
ReJ1, h T @R n, RibygERkg, HAmwmE—
JE LO B ) BENE o TSR F 2 L 7 K, R A A
FRAD T LY 5 ~ 7 RFIA], R R EE R )
TR AR ST AR . 0 4 A e R X YK
Feili, A0 RA AL SR T A KB R, 2%
Sy N ZE AT 5 AT A7 ACAEE 0 (1) B 5585 G AU, T HL 2%
e . AP A AR, JEIE R,
KT, Sk SR g R 8. Kk, Hi%
TR S LG A /N T RS AR K F

AR B AR B ENK P, 2R K
Hot e 73 B AR R I L B B it B v, (REAE A R
Dy it KRR I A R AR B AIG o ASHE ST 25 R 2T
FW], W53 B Bl LA LA 8 i R R, B o
BERCLEIE FNZKCT R DU S JE L A9 348 o 52 2 T i B
o EAHFENGE TARAENA R, JEAR LR n,
BEIO ] A 0h gD, DR I3 R A L A8 K 11 4 B 5
5y BERCR: SR TSRS AR EL R AR BE . ARV 7 A
ZAEREMNE, 4 AU NTIVE RGN, ik, Ok
TR KR AR PR A, AR I SE R L
BN IE B, ARFFAE 30% ~ 40% ZiAT R, ANEE
it 50%.
3.2 EAELtHIFkFERER. FIARZME

AN N, FHEUCARTNZE R RN, rAcs]
Z N S G, T TR RRE R AR
R IR, XS B EN R R M
[FENSE T, SEAL LG I, FERE S AT RErT NG &
S T AR AR R, RIRENFL BB, 22PN
SYECLLAIE N, TR NG G G B BRI . R IR AL
BIHEINAF) T I BIKFEN 2 R OOR e aa , AT s o
FAAR, NAEfmAF= JJRINAR 223508 . NIRRT %
Dobermannt® &4 s £ 154 (137 43 Rl 2505 oL PR
MeEdk, AR EEDTINIERZSEN 10 ~ 30
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kg/kg, NAEF]TIH K 30% ~ 50% < 8] HLACIE B . AHT
FUAMR B, VL PR ZERE X R S ™ 1 B N A &=
oA 180 kg/hm?,  JEBEFIIK) LL 5]y 35-40-25 D', UL
FINAIE AR 272 30% 0k 19 kalkg, NJAEFIT N 44%.
3.3 EAELLAIFTKFEFE B AR Z T B 5200

R ORI AR B 5 e X7 LR 7 e ) e
TR, MFNGS T, JEALLGEIE N, AR
Lok G =0T N PN (TB 295 s+l N < S 5 S B2 RO
HERRBORB RN, EEEENE T (150
kg/hm?), FEARLLEIHT 25% 19 N5 40% i, 7= 8o Bt
Perm, SEARLLEIE— b4 m B 55% I, R TR,
KNHAEH BRI 2 o AL REN, BHENELE
180 kg/hm?, FEALLLBIASERLE 40% B, 7= Al iR 3%
Ll Ptk

P T R ER R AR IR R H bR, ARIET A
X} 48 B AR 1 3 BT ARG LA 2 o ASHIFFE R I I 2
BE ERL FH B (R i 5 238 5 ek s, FEAR A N &
T, SEEES 2, Alai s . N &b 180
kg/hm?,  FLRGJE WIHIIEEC G 7.5 @ 2.5 WPk

4 LR

FEVLPEXREAG X, R R A P A
IR G AR 3t b, & B g =, it
BENE, REREMRUEREAS A DA, S BE ikt S 8 it F i 55
SRR S A, A RERT 1h S L 2, A
S P ROAR I H IR . 7R 4 AR D KPR,
180 kg/hm? (¥l N DA Je 3 © BE D fli= 35:40: 25
(138 ZE A 2R VT PG XA X % e v 7 v s AR A 1
A 2. BRI AT N B4 1.77 kg C LA
T, 1aE MK R4k 6.5 a7, N BRI &L
HA A% I Ay, NIBARZEZHENA 19 kglkg.

S35k
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Effect of Basal and Tiller Nitrogen Rates on Population Dynamics, Nitrogen Uptake and Utilization,

and Yield Formation of Direct-seeding Early Rice

XUE Li-hong?, QIN Xia?>, LI Gang-hua?®, YANG Lin-zhang!
(1 Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China;
2 Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: A field experiment was carried out to study the effects of different basal and tiller nitrogen rates on the population dynamics,
nitrogen uptake and utilization, yield formation and economic benefit of direct seeding early rice (Zhongxuan 181) in 2008 at Yujiang City, Jiangxi
Province. Under the same seeding rate, total N rate and panicle N rate, the increase of basal nitrogen rate decreased the seedling emergence ratio and
the tiller emergence rate at 38 days after seeding (DAS=38). The highest tillers (DAS=54) and effect panicles decreased under the lower and higher N
rate, while first increased then decreased with the increasing basal N rate under the optimum N rate. Leaf N concentration and LAI of top three leaves
at and after heading reduced by the increase of basal N rate, thus the plant N accumulation and the ratio of N allocation to panicle at maturity
decreased, and N agronomic use efficiency and recovery use efficiency decreased significantly. The increase of basal N rate decreased the rice yield

and net economic benefit. The optimum yield and economic benefit was achieved at the N rate of 180 kg/hm? and the ratio of basal, tiller and panicle

N of 35:40:25.
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