+ 1% (Soils), 2010, 42 (2): 153~163

e BB X Fe5 FH BR e HE A A 2
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# ZEE

(3L RO W] R B [ X s % (O [ RL2 e o HIERESTRT), Hist 210008)

OB ARG TNEREHULKFE . i it 5 SO I 18008 5 B CHL HEBURKI SR, St T 98 FCH,
HER R NE SRS , FF il T A IWFFE A ISR RS FHCH, HEBHLER RIS 13T UERTF PSS, AT R S0 o

A6 B CH. HERSCIR M s 1E— 25 FFOR FHR & AR A A

KEER: FGeHERG &R BHUIE; pkdEx SR FEE
HESES: X511

it JIES A2 AR M A = e S DDA A R RO v 7 i O
1) — T5L L B AT R . JERE AT 43 R TN LA R BL
HEPE K. TEHUAE 8 FH Ak 2% 7 VR AR 7= L o
WM R IER . PG, 2005 fEAx
A AL AL FE ik 4 766.2 Jit, FLrANAE it & Ay
46.8%!" . ATHUAL A FHAT WL SR A AERE, - B4R
B MRAEH S . REAHEREEE, &
VEMIFSFRIAE = B2 510t B & I NEr" B4 N
17.3 422, HUIEFIGHUAE K KR, KRN T
M A= RGP R RE RGO 2, R IE Al
AR A A L PR R SO 2 Al B T AR
YEH

T H & R CH, 2B 2 — 4l IPCC 2
4 PHERAE, REH CH, MIAEHESCE N 31 ~ 112
Tg, HABREFRE 5% ~ 19%. FEREHR ERK

FEA = R G BRI, 2005 AEAx [ KRR P AR T
Bl 2884.7)7 hm®, /KRG &84 18058.8 Jj .
FEAES R H AL LA HUIE S 3, B TR A ™
(R, FE T N IR f s sk b o g 1H it P
N EsA NI &5 HIERAT C FE. N ERES
R DRI AR R, R+ C. N 3R
R, ATISENAAE - CH, R

1 FBEXIHE H B SeHE A RS20

R B CH 4 (R HE TS G 38 P CHL I = A PR
A K AR 3 AN L AR A aE A . it INIE
SAFREE R IX 3 DR, 2SR H CH,
FRHE T o NI X A FH CHL HE JBC 52 i i 82 5 it T IS
BB T it Ay SO T e ok (3R
DB

F 1 NAEXFEHCH, HE BRI

Table 1  Effects of nitrogen fertilizers on CH,4 emissions from rice fields

PSS A U ERL el N B ot FH 47552 CH, HF i i CH, HF i SR
(mg/(m’h)) (kg/hm’)
NS R LR JREN 112.5 kg/hm® 57.1° 1632 W i 4T
TN 112.5 kg/hm? 0.1° 1202
TN 112.5 kg/hm® 30.7 878
AIiN:zp Y PR 3.31 89 Cai%!
JREN 300 kg/hm? 2.85 77
TRAEN 300 kg/hm? 1.34 36
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k1
TLHR IR T (HEAE+PE ) N 191 kg/hm? 4.58 148 A AR
(HENE+R4%) N 191kg /hm? 2.92 94
Bl Awid g AN 150 kg/hm? 6.69 133 PRE ® 4
JRZEN 150 kg/hm® 8.38 167
A IEN 150 kg/hm? 439 88
A RN 150 kg/hm? 6.54 151
JRZEN 150 kg/hm® 11.1 256
A A IEN 150 kg/hm? 5.65 130
[SXeE -3 g 44N 280 kg/hm’ 0.90 28 Liou%®
TR AN 280 kg/hm? 2.82 87
e AN 280 kg/hm? 9.17 246
TYFAIN 280 kg/hm? 13.56 364
Louisiana, USA g - 2.69 60 Lindau™
TRAN 60 kg/hm? 3.14 70
THERAN 60 kg/hm? 3.58 80
JREEN 60 kg/hm® 4.93 110
- 2.69 60
RN 120 kg/hm? 4.48 100
TSMRAAN 120 kg/hm? 4.03 90
JREN 120 kg/hm? 9.86 220
Bengal, India W e - - 53° Banik25!1%
JEZ 1 g/kg soil - 152°
MRk 1 g/kg soil - 138°
Wik 1 g/kg soil - 136°
TiljI4h 1 g/kg soil - 90°
Los Bafios, BB JRZEN 200 kg/hm® 0.30 8 BronsonZz!!!]
Philippines HA%N 200 kg/hm? 0.08 2
e JREN 120 kg/hm? 1.15 27
TRAEN 120 kg/hm? 0.43 10
Los Baiios, LR JRZEN 150 kg/hm? 1.13 27 Wassmann 252!
Philippines RZE+BEE) N 150 kg/hm? 0.38 9
R JRZEN 150 kg/hm® 0.58 13
RZE+BEE) N 150 kg/hm* 0.29 7
Cuttack, India B - - 34.7¢ RathZi!3!
JREN 60 kg/hm? - 40.6°
TRARBRIREIN 60 kg/hm? - 14.3°
N IRt 4 Jbm IR - 14.39 - L%l
JREN 72 kg/hm* 4.99 -
JRZEN 144 kg/hm™ 225 -
LA IR - 331 89 CaiZl!
JR#EN 100 kg/hm? 3.07 83
JRZEN 300 kg/hm? 2.85 77
MIPiNe Iy ARG JRZEN 150 kg/hm® 6.11 173 ZouZ!!
JR#EN 300 kg/hm? 2.58 73
JRZN 450 kg/hm? 1.48 42
TTIRE Y IR - 1.26 39 MaZL16]
JREN 200 kg/hm? 0.73 23
JRZEN 270 kg/hm? 1.06 33
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s
Louisiana, USA HAg - 10.17 210 LindauZs!7
JR#EN 100 kg/hm? 14.53 300
JRZEN 200 kg/hm? 15.02 310
JRZEN 300 kg/hm? 17.93 370
Bengal, India 16 55 - - 53° BanikZ5!'%)
JRZ% 0.2 g/kg soil - 68°
JRZ 0.4 g/kg soil - 108°
K 0.6 g/kg soil - 123°
JRZ 0.8 g/kg soil - 131°
JRFE 1 g/kg soil - 152°
HIBINGS LIRS - 331 89 Cai)
TN 100 kg/hm? 1.91 51
TN 300 kg/hm? 1.34 36
Bengal, India I 5 - - 53° BanikZ5!'%
Wik 0.2 g/kg soil - 68°
4% 0.4 g/kg soil - 97°
Wik% 0.6 g/kg soil - 106°
%% 0.8 g/kg soil - 17°
4% 1 g/kg soil - 136°
N e 77 Vercelli, Ttaly L JREN 200 kg/hm?, i 15.8 428 SchiitzZ!¥!
2y JRZEN 200 kg/hm?, ¥t 7.9 214
Cuttack, India IR H - - 3475 Rath2'%
JR#EN 60 kg/hm?, it - 3075
JRZEN 60 kg/hm?, it - 2950
N it Jese PRTRFR AR A 143 487 SR 7 A 2 200
I B4 BEALER £ 300 keg/hm? 7.8 266
B AT % 300 kg/hm® 12.1 412

TEeoar FEIUHTRE: b S, BREITIEIWN HCH, HEitd; o ML/ 28 REDWIMIME; d: AR

1.1 FARFHZEFE A R L HR A=
HOHRINABALRG IR & ke, Bk, AR, JR
IR R T — RN, H 5% T PR 20 A
CH , HETBG M g A0 &5 BAR AR — 8, DAk — ek
PO 17 2B PR it 4 N 7 RS T CH HECE . R
AET: IRBERERAROET, WIRR WY, H
CH, 7 A 3R LT 2 1 AT A SE i PR 34 13 bk fig
NH,', NH, XTCH,AMAT 54/, i hn 7 CH,
HER s 139877 A R CH 32 Bl i A AR R B R
e, PREBEGEEE AR, MO8 s T R 7 KA 4
CH,IAIBE T o 1T S A —SERFF SR LD 1410 100 PR i
FFBAR T R I CH, I HER . TR AT g it ZERG R A
PRCH IR E RISAE R, BRIt ] B 25 U A H 1 38
FALCH I IR R BA AN HIE T, AH RISk 5 CH, A
NH,-NIOAEAEAR I T e B AR K, B IR 1)
FERFINH, -NIFRET O, et i Fbe A Ak
B MCH,, MITTPEAR)S ICH, HESR . Schimel ™A

3 AR T RSB CH BRI R0 AEAE IR/
ERRGUK B, NIEHERFR A, W CH A3 LT
PRI, e BECH, [RGBV KT |,
N E e S A 40 BT A AR ACRIE 1, AT 2 CHL R
G R B, NHy 56 4+CHL I, AT
fEECHL IHIR. (21X 3 MR, AR 2
BECH,HERHIMER], AW D>CH AR IR, B )
CH AR IR TS EUIEAE 3 A2 AR TR A 5
5o

it Bt 2 — b EE HTIONIE , 5G Tt B0 i H CHLy
G 4 R R . — L8R RR IS
21 A i P AR CHL R I 37— S8R I
OO0 5 et AR 08 3 FH CHL, P HIETSC R% FEJta J 5 e f
CH TSR M R TNH, ™ 6 CHL S AR £ FH A
SO4* AFCH. 7= A (KR FI (K AR A 3899 . — T,
TCHAINH, " 7R3 T TEARFUR AN _ERIAIBL K AL CH,
FINH, " A A0 O PR B0 S0 A Tl ) I 1) 2 %
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PR, FGE A A B RD S AU B S T LA A AL CHL AINHL
e A B H INH, " S 4 CH MG, TR SECH, 1)
Hejs 55 —Jr i, REHWAK)S, SRR A 1k
PE4I AN R AN B K ORI FINOS . Mn*' | Fe?', SO,
FICOLME Ny WL 2 AR IEAT A WL 53 filt FIRE IR A H
O TR EIEENKRZN 4350 mVI 5 HOE SR, bR
NO;™ FMn*". Fe*" & SO,> 43 5l#E +250. +125 mV X
KE) -150 mVEFHILJE, 7= Fe B E 1 4008 Js i
f4 -200 ~ -150 mVINFFEG =4 CH,, B ER & T
SO, 7 3 I J5Ud 5 P 1 g LT B2 AR SE 2% - SEER 1)
NEE, NI CH RHEBG BEAh, SO, IR J5 =)
ST PR HE AT FE AR, N ITTERD CH, IR HE

TERT LI 4 F T, 3] LA 52 21 2L AN IE &
Xof e FH CH o HE AN [R50 o A b X5 2 8 110 00001
R, SEREAELG, it PR 2 AECH HEROE I 10% ~
70% %o LI L MR ORI, B R A
HE AL B LY it PR 22 A0 R AR CH , HEBUS Tl b 48.6%!7,
KEBFFURI M, i 4 B (1R 1 CH , HE R /)
TIRFEAEE, R AT RELE TS0, > X CH 2= A= (4R
s
1.2 RARTEF 23458 E R HE A 20

DAFERIETUACE, e FH CH, F I BN IE jti 2 17 A2
A1 2 SR ABAS B A, 5 FH CHL FE 35 B NI it P 184
(10 A= %/ 0 e S = £ S e €2 S S
T NAE it FH X5 A% B CH  HE U AR R AR HTE 4 il 4
INJJE it FH 2 A CH  HE R 2 TR AR R R G R (R
1o 1B 24U OV RS UL 45 SR S5, NOBER it R ) A
CH AR 520 55 AERL HI A7 9%, 7EN 0. 200, 270
kg/hm® =R Z it I ACF A, it AN 200 kg/hm?
I, CH F R 5 o NIE it P 50 e FH CH 4 HE
YIS T EE i — .
1.3 RAEHER 7378 H R HE A 20

N FH 7 20t 2 S ma fd FHCH FR I I 22—

TSR FEOULIN 45 R B it R 3 A0 e 5o R
FH CH  HE R 5 M R 5 e TR AR 5 5K, AR T30,
B it T LAyl A5 P CHL R BN R 978
I RE RN 2« PR ZERE IR e AR R T CH g (1 HE I
M PR 2% 2t 0 A% FH CHL HEBGE AN K. I64h, Kimura
SN Z AR R I, 5 T P B, T R
B AR 3, CHA AR 23 b 45%. 60% Fi
20%. NJEJitE H 77 252 e e CH, HF 805 16 Ji I8 ] g
FT: HE HCH, AL 32 B A A K Bl Sl 4 Ft i
ARG IX S, S NIE R it s 1 LR, NIRRTtk
it = AR INH, T Se4rCHL AL, e dtCH,
RIHETC
1.4 SR HE A A 8) X #8 F R T HE AL B S0

N IRt FH i T 6 ARG FH CHY HERC A — 52 (52
AT 7 A2 RO S/ AN [ i T e S R, P50 K
e EXTREARLL, BidREN 7 BENCIG AT CH, FFK
K 45%, MmELAE ARENCEAAT CH, HFBCE R
KT 15%. JERTET: KREARKE R IS CH,
Heemleg, o3 nlfr/KAE o BESINUK R 746 . e, 455k
BB, AR CHy FHIRSCR R EE IR G, Tt hn 23
BENEX 2 2 A CHy HFGE AT A — e e .

2 BHAEXTEE R A R

CH /A" A% R AT 1 7 F e i 1 17 ke
SLIR R AE A, 78 AL 1™ H ek AT B 1K) 7 R e b 2F
KIAFRECH LM e 46 AT HLAL — D51 o
TR B T I PR G i,
WEAR AT AT UL R R 73 it IR FH A A st LA
(Eh) [RRRE, D7 Fbe i I AR BRI 1Al IR A 05
FAF, e Bt S HCH, O HER . A HLIEXS RS H CH,
HEIR S MAEAR KRR I G T A HUIE R AL i
FE 5 A ] (K 2D,

2 HHAEXFEECH, MR R0

Table 2  Effects of organic fertilizers on CH,4 emissions from rice fields

FAPSES Hhp IKFEM R BT A A5 CHHFjAc CHHE S E=BEN
(mg/(m’h)) (kg/hm’)
WU R ARG - 0.67 19 G
LA 2.25 t/hm? 0.57 16
WA 2.25 thm? 0.82 23
REM GEZE + 538 2.25 thm’ 44.18 1241
T BE U A - 4.5 - Bk

VW 45 t/hm? 9.9 -
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gk 2
Y7L 15 t/hm? 149 -
AP 15 thm® + %3 15 vhm? 21.9 -
b - 6.8 -
T 45 t/hm? 9.8 -
FATL 3 t/hm? 202 -
FEH 3 hm® + F% 3 22.5 thm? 22.1 -
B[ PR - 0.17 6 WangZ&#!
FEHEN 40 kg/hm? 5.79 191
2L 2N 13 kg/hm? 1.29 43
TEHN 9 kg/hm? 425 141
DN Py BT - 1.40 39 253 S 2%
R AL 2.25 t/hm? 1.34 37
AT 2.25 t/hm? 2.03 57
3k 2.25 t/hm® 4.94 137
FFF 2.25 t/hm? 4.90 136
b apzEbig g - 10.33 201 ZR I 2500
R 15 t/hm? 23.79 463"
FA#E 2.625 t/hm? 27.09 527°
N e - 10.27 215
15 t/hm? 20.38 426°
FA#E 2.625 t/hm? 51.38 1073
Mito, Japan PR - 12 36 YagifliMinami*"
FEEHENE 12 hm? 1.9 59
FAHE 6 t/hm? 32 98
Los Baiios, L - 1.13 27 WassmannZ(1?)
Philippines FE N 60 kg/hm? 26.42 634
M #N 60 kg/hm? 4.96 119
e - 0.58 13
FEHIN 60 kg/hm? 25.88 602
[ #N 60 kg/hm® 1.75 40
Luzon, FLZF - 6.88 160 CortonZ;32
Philippines FEEHEE 2.5 thm? 7.67 178
FAHE 4 t/hm? 18.04 420
R - 11.33 272
FEEHEE 2.5 hm? 14.71 353
FAHE 4 t/hm? 39.67 952
AL EXCE A i - - 295 Yang A Chang®”
FAEE 6 t/hm™ - 915
FE% 12 t/hm®™ - 2012
e - - 76
FAEE 6 t/hm™ - 518
FE% 12 t/hm® - 1331
HpINI e - 1.10 30 Fra iy
FFF 2.25 t/hm? 5.08 140
FFT 4.5 t/hm? 9.16 253
Mito, Japan PR - 12 36 Yagi A1Minami®"
FALL 6 t/hm? 32 98
FAHE 9 t/hm? 4.1 126
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Bk 2
BHUALEH 7 X TR W e 6.94 185 Lu2sB4
FEEEC 600 kg/hm?, 35457 IR 10.49 279
FEHIC 600 kg/hm?, F 1% 9.30 248
WH T % L FEEE 6.75 thm?, FHHEIGE 11.1 234 RS
FAE 6.75 thm?, FedhRiE 115 243
FEH 6.75 t/hm®, FHIH & 8.4 177
FAIDINCTE S TR 235 69 MaZ 53¢
HHT 4.8 thm?, 51IRE 9.21 272
FAT 4.8 tthm?, S HEE 9.51 281
AT 4.8 thm?, 4HPIREE 6.28 185
HHT 4.8 thm?, 575k 5.40 159
Prachinburi, oK FEE 12,5 vhm?, 5 RES 12.96 619 ChareonsilpZ45”!
Thailand FEEE 12,5 tthm?, FKi# e 2.67 127
FAEL 12.5 vhm?,  JKitE° 1.46 69
A WU it B i) MpINGIESS TR TR 5 g/kg soil, HIZEMEHY 4.06 - XusB¥
FEEL 5 g/kg soil, 47 19.73 -
FE1E 5.83 g/kg soil, FiZEHi A 3.15 -
FE® 5.83 g/kg soil, 4Zjti 35.20 -
TR Aoy 7.48 142 LuZslP4
FEELC 600 kg/hm?, R H] 10.56 200
FEHIC 600 kg/hm®, 47 i ] 11.84 225
Aichi, Japan PR - 189° Watanabe
FE%E 3 g/kg soil, HiZEItFH° - 319° Kimura®®!
Fa%: 3 g/kg soil, 47 - 513°

TEeoar AHUEA 1981 FRCHIEN, WIMES 2004 FHpdE; b K o BARE; d FRE; e AKRBEERE, RSO EHN);

f: CH4HFU{%$4\7§JIH§/POR

2.1 BHLBBHHZE S e H R b HEA R #20
AHUERFEMRZ, &R PUIL A E RS AT
ZRE. HENE. L. EASAMGHILSE. A UL
BERE FHCH,HEI, IR E /NI T A7 B 1 B A
PR (R 2)0 PUAR L SR ORI g R U5 L 1T
CIRIWFFCR I, A TS T8 HH CH  HE T 1 AR K
KARFFEATHUIL, Js A il aeid T
RV A, TSRO A HLAE S5 20 g 1) 18 23 A >4 —
oy ORI R, PR AT AR gsb, i 28t
HErh CH, = A AR . AR 2 SO PR AR A 210 A
FUIBHEATEIIL, RIRE HCHL RSO = . SE0F. 42
>R AL >FE AL, Wl RER I A A BEAL AT HLC
BRI, M BEAL A HLC KR 73 LUK 7 5 AT Bl
WArAE, TR RGE TR 8D
HACURISEA s SR I, M A AT HEE
W A N L CHL RIS . SR, HERE SRR R,
T KEA YRGS T @R R
T, e FECHHB 1WA SR R e HE L Ab
) CH = 28t 10% JEAl L, KBS AG 5 Py

HE B3 I CH AR HEUS Bl 3.2 x 102 go Mk, HEAEXT
A7 T CH 4 1R T 52 1 . 23545 2% 18 HE At FH 5 A T CHLy
HEos D i GRS T8 A LA 5 MR
HHCH HEBUR o it B S 45 1 T IPE I HENE A&
A7 204 CH YRS a4
2.2 BHLBEKE M 2 X HEH B R HE A R0

KR 1P, 58 HCH HE U= B A LI
Jiti FH B 3G g . SR, A WLt B A CHL IR
B2 M IFA A BT SC R . SchiitzZE 7 & AR
FE IR B, RS FH 500 12 vhm? i, CH, HE
AR 2 f5 2, HY0t ] EAR S i, CH,HE
TR AN TR I . Wang S5 OIE 51286 5 R RS 15 77 R0 K
W, AP CHy 7 AR SRR IS RS 2
PERFR, HIXMEAE R RG] TR 2%
HIVEE A, X ANE R, T2 Ak B v A,
A REANFREAG LK R

T E S A S, B R IRE HH CH, HE R
5 AN R OCR EIEL TR . Denier van der
GonfllNeue!Zr & [H . FEM . HA. EEFEK
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FILE 1989—1993 4EMIAHSMFTTEE F, R w2k
%A (Gauss-Newton iteration) 75FAEL 1 7 Fe:
53

11 e017(82-%)

A yHCH,ZETHEBR (g/m®: A ML &
(t/hm*) .

Yan %5 SR VR A 42 M ASL AR 43 A7 R HH CHLy HE BT
TEGEMN R, 1322k

In(flux) = constant + axIn(SOC) + pH,, + PW; +
WT;j+ CLi + OM,xIn(1 + AOM,)
AP AucChFEFCH P AR R SOCH HIEA L
CHri; aJSOCHIRN: pHy ok TIEpHIIN : PW;
NHTZEIR T N s WT A REZE K 345 BN CL A<
BN OM A AT BT 24N ;. AOM A AT AL
LWNINE 6198
2.3 AHAEK A7 X HE HE R HEA A 2 00

VE— PGP T, 1EWRSHT EHaL W
A LASGE g b SR R U S R (R
EERGE R EDRATH ZMEm T B4
Wt RIS B, SR . AL
S5 DAMERFFUR AP, R TR, AR
7 i 103 F 7 3R] LA L CH I HE B, st R
TR S AL HE T REFF I A 4 . Harada %5504 4R
IR, 6L AN 52 Wi R VR AL B R CHL HE TR
i, AR B it AL B () CHL H I, DGR
LB G P2 AR BRI T K S CHY 2R 1
MaZ5PS ST AR R I, A B A # T, e X
Bl TSRS AT, L CH, HRBCR AR T3 5 it
AbER, AH IR VA AR P HEIR T KR REAT, BEOh
PR PR T AR R R T, SO T K
TIEER TR, P HLCH FFBCR 2wy T3 20 TRt Ak
L, ORMA L, e A PR CHL IR B B 5 i
AbFEAN G FEFT LA IR 55 38 PN, RS AT 5 TS 2
Fe AR, BEA R TR LA, SO R T
K 3ITR] 7 A2 R K B CHL R 84K, PR FCCHL FR IR 2 2%
R T RMEAL P . FEFTACHE ) LA B I8 F CH HETR
PO RN T BRSO A LR beid
P LRI A g, JEREY 387 H e i S i 1
7 e AR R 9, AT 3/ CHL 1R R R
FRS FF-Be A ok P rp A A M B0 (K CHL HEC Y, [
ARG FT A 08340 PR AR HE CHL HE TS0 57 W00 . 25 5 2% 18 K
A T CH IR RO# A R i CREDY T AR B 5K
I FEH CH R
2.4 HHAEHE A B (8] X & H BR e HERL B 22 M

y:

A AUIE i FH B R] 52 5% Wi e FE CHL, HE B0 3= 2
R0 XuSEPU R R I, AT KRS A i
i G, 2R A KRG A A it FH R o (2 3 B (R 2
CH HEs R, SRR T 2t ZAE 0 i 5 o it
TR G o A WU QA SEA R iR, TR AR 132> i
A AU CHLHE R BN AN K o LuBEPYSHT S
WL, BT ZEAE Sk HH ] DL 25 PR S FH CHL HE
T . Watanabe FIKimura®43 B 75 {25 /K Fg e SR I LA
KK AER AR T R ARG R g AT 2 Ak, RIS
FMC/NELAHT F 58%, AHNHE, CH,HERE A HT
HI 62%.

3 TEH R LHIMATRE X R

H AR FH O R CH [ B ZEHE SO S, i
U500 R FH CH  HE U — N 52 N DG ) . fEFY
T CH Bk HERE I, D625 78 2 R B LA J T -
OIKFEAE =10 B B IRBE A R ORI 28 R L)
YEF, AT ARG FH CHL okl 475 e 26 15 AAS BRI K R =
O @R HIE AL CH HE OISt 2N OHE B, i H
M 2Z AP AE T KSR 1O, PRA RS I CHL %
HEFE R, D620 [ s 25 R 6] I A it = A AR R S
@R FH R I CH  JFHE RS it i 20 200 % R L5z v 47 K
O RN 1 HoAth 2 i

A Job it I 55 s 14D 507 T A AT 280 ek 2 7 FH CHL,
Ji:

(D) JEEPPSE . WSO, il AR EL 7% FHCH,
FEBCERAR Tt T PR 22 R >0 1, (A 5 S M5 2 11
FEIH 3, BRSO, IR JE A H,S, #5K
FEAR RAE KA, P=AE KRG AR, BT A KRB A 7
HOANHOE TR B . LHE ROV R B AR B, st
FHEEAT HLAE T LU B 1 CH gl HE g H g7 3132 40,
H PR B S84 A T 1 M A LA 3 s L A A7 e o v K
SECH HETR, 1 v v A it P R 8 3k — 5 B [ )
DABEEAER 7 FF A 11 3t 1 FH A

(2) It it o 5 P CH y HE B0 5 N IR it FH 52 R) 6
FRI NI, 1M FHN  OFHE B0 BN IE it FH 248 Jon vy
e EARRARIEY) = RIGHTEE ~, ERE Gt E
A DLIK B3k 8 HHHE T CHL FITN, O 11 565 3 250 11
H o A0 I RS 70 AT, R NJIE it FH Y
H A BESF 2t BN 270 kg/hm?BRAREIN 200 kg/hm?,
9800 F H CH oy FIN OHE T LA K W5 37 7 A2 1 25 B il 35 3K
N, RIS AS R KA =

(3) AT . SARIBFIER M, NATERE ] LAk
D FE I CH IO HECS 1, 8 22 p 3 — 5 5 Sz o
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ErAEPE T RS PN I i FH 38 5 R FH R AR RB AR AR 45 A
Mo YOt AE 7 5, KRG A 2 ATt i A 5
F LB A SEAN IS o B i CH = A T =
G5 g1V g R R VAT (@ O DY (P § AR VS 1 P :5vi e <
BUIEELFIVE DS FT IR 48 53 il (A ) 43 R C I mT g
HACO,, TMAZECH,) 208 A HLIEX A HCH, HE K
PEHEVE I S it . AR T3 50 TRt 3R 10 78 26 11
R4 5 2 n] LY/ g T CHL R 323790, (e
STt A LA e R MDA R HE L KR BE L 4R A
M SENILG IS G )8, HE) 52 BRI R RS
PSSR 7 o (107 204 P e S DL B el e, HL Rg gl
T T CH o HEJBCR: DA KRS B CH, AN OHE TR 26 (R 25
TN, T KRE RPN, MR, &
TE AU RS AT I 7 0

(4) JEAER TR . e KRG AL K I A PR,
I JLAERE TS /K AT I TR AT 78 00 IS 48 o0 i, AN
] LA 2R I CH iR (6 H 19055, gbdt, fEk Rk
7 it FH R A A AT LAE, S MR A I ) I R ST
A KA AN PE S AR RS N O,
T R i DR AAUIR TR, SRR R AR, T
P AR KR A ATt A LA ] L G 1K L6 [ 520
IS B il AR HE T L 3R A 2 1 i A AU AR 1
W fERZERGHLX, R T] REE b0 7 RO ROk
{1 T R R AR T FH

4 [EmERE

R AL SE W RS T CHL R IE R %2, SR, N
JES T B CHL HEIBG W IO AT 8 4 R 225 AR, S L
HURT-ME 2 A HUIB L HEAE . <t 25 % R T CH,
JBGE M AT Sk 2 2565 4T (195 18 s NILATA FLILAC
Jit JH 2 FH R A 10 i SR 4, 1T Y Rk AL XS e FHCHL
HETBCT REMIAZ LR IE A R WARIE AR A KSR K
[, PR SO I CH HF ORI B 2 A3
AR A5 5 T AT ORI, (HA SR
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Effect of Fertilization on Methane Emissions from Rice Fields

MA Jing, XU Hua, CAI Zu-cong

(State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable Agriculture (Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences), Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract: In this paper the effects of variety, application rate, application mode and time of nitrogen and organic fertilizers on methane
emissions from rice fields were summarized, and the fertilization strategies for mitigating methane emissions from rice fields were suggested. The
research emphases in the future should focus on investigating the mechanism of methane emissions, conducting complete and further investigations
on the effects of fertilization on methane emissions to overcome the shortcomings of previous studies, and investigating the interactions of greenhouse
gases emissions from rice fields.

Key words: CH,4 emission, Nitrogen fertilizer, Organic fertilizer, Mitigation strategy, Rice field



