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Abstract

accumulation and distribution in rice under different selenium fertilizers on rice in Chaohu Lake Basin,and the fertilizer effects and cost analy-

In this study,a feild experiment was conducted with“Nangjing9108” as test material to investigate the yield and selenium uptake,

sis were also made. The results showed that there was no significant yield increase in rice,but might even reduce the yield slightly when applied
different selenium fertilizers. It was showed that foliar nano selenium fertilizer and selenium fertilizer of leaf enzyme had certain effect,but not
very ideal by the analysis of selenium content in milled rice,and the effect of foliar selenite selenium fertilizer was unexpected ,even above the
national standard ;the effect of selenite fertilizer applicated in soil was 0. 12 mg/kg, which was in the national standard ,and relatively idea, also
relatively safe. The effect of four kinds of selenium fertilizer was very different,and the same to the cost of selenium fertilizer, the practical ap-
plication should be considered from the aspects of agricultural product safety , environmental effect, selenium content and economic benefit. The
results showed that the Se content of rice was significantly higher than that of brown rice,and the Se content of brown rice was significantly
higher than that of milled rice. And it was showed that a considerable part of selenium in rice accumulated in hull, chaff and straw, could be

fully utilized.
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Fig.2 Selenium content of rice,brown rice and milled rice un-
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Fig.3 Selenium accumulation in rice and rice straw under dif-
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