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Effect of Organic Fertilizer Replacing Part of Inorganic Fertilizer on Rice Yield and Fertilizer Utilization Efficiency

GONG Ming-giang ( Guangming Agriculture Development ( Group) Co., Lid. Shanghai Agricultural Technology Center,Shanghai 202171)
Abstract To explore the effect of organic fertilizer partially replacing inorganic fertilizer on rice, this experiment was carried out.The results
showed that applying 4 500 kg/hm’ organic fertilizer instead of 20% inorganic fertilizer, the yield increased by 104.4 kg/hm’ compared with
treatment (D), yield increased by 1.12%. Spike rate,seed setting rate, thousand grain weight and economic coefficient were increased. Applying
4 500 kg/hm” organic fertilizer instead of 20% inorganic fertilizer could effectively ensure the yield of rice.Continue to increase the amount of
organic fertilizer replacement, rice production declined.
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il R S R K R AR A HERLF 5 H
(DG S AR S A B BTk ) [ L, S Al %
() Bifgfol FoAR O G iR TAEZOKR,
THIEE 2021 AF K AE A AE A IR ) 3C5 , 52 42 7K R o MU AL |
AHUIEEA AL RS K R AL AE A R 520
1 ##57H*%
L1 et iK% T 2021 4F 6 A 9 H AL KlA )
PR [ (8#) AT, Bsah Rl A 38, 1056 [ 3t 3
YA B YA T A=, A U 523,68/ kg, pH

7778, KR 129 me/ kg AR 343 me/kg A 256 mg/kg,
1.2 R R 7 AN Ab B b RO H R R (R
) AFQ@LEHE X O TH X, 4 DA HLIE
4 500 kg/hm’JJIEL 20% | 4k BE G A HLAE 6 750 ke/hm’® Ik i
30% ALFIO@ LA X ABOLIEX ], ¥ IR 2 4
WIEA(N-P-K filh 12-10-14) HHURE (AR
46.3%) 3k B R 5 (A7 R0 o 14%) AR B (A R0 oy
60%) o 25 FUARE R AEAL . 7 ANAb 3 ANE AT, 3 21 /)
X, /NX A 30~50 m? , ELAARAERZZE L 1,

F1 FRLEEHIZESERZEE

Table 1 Fertilizer management plan and total fertilizer amount of different treatments

4T A Y A
st HEHE%)] JRF Compound Calcium Potassium I
Fertilization Urea P . Whole growth
Treatment iod Ko/ b fertilizer superphosphate chloridel o
perio g/hm K g/hmz X g/hm2 K yhmz period
® JeAE — 300 — - N.P K S35
T 262.50 150 — — 1 262.5.60.0.84.0 kg/hm’
#Aie — 150 — _
AL 150.00 — _ _ o
) . . N.K &
) HAE 77.70 70.5 5% 262.5 .84.0 keg/hm’
HiAe 301.35 — — 34.8
P 38.85 — _ 34.8
AR 150.00 — _ _ o
) N.P B&55
® A 71.70 0 214.5 H 262.5 .60.0 kg/hm’
spilst 301.35 0 106.5 —
AT 38.85 0 106.5 —
AN 150.00 — _ _ i
: _ _ _ NP K kg
@ Heqe 240 7 210 .48 84 ke/hm’
Hy e 210.00 120 — _
PATAE — 120 — —
TR 120.00 — — —
&
EBEN ZWE(1983—), B, 1mE S A, REF, AFHEHHE

Wi HHE 2022-03-15;f8E HHEE 2022-12-09
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FR1
= [A——— =y
i s Rk Compnd Gl Pot SR
Treatment Fertlh'zatlon Urea 2 fertilizer superphosphate chloridel Whole er owth
period kg/hm ke/hm’ ke/hm’ ke/hm period
® JEAE — 210 — — N.P K BRM5H
e 183.75 105 — — 183.75 .42.00.,58.80 kg/hm’
HAHE — 105 — —
R 105.00 — — — P K A
® P — — 214.5 70.5 % € 8“4 ke/hm’
H — — 106.5 34.8
AL — — 106.5 34.8
REAL — — — —
@ Sehn — — — — N.P K ¥R
e - - - -
. —~ —~ — -
e — — — —

BER it FH IR Ta) R REFPRT 7 d 5 v I R 2R P 1 1) 7 1% =
15~30 d, 43 2 R, &2 A A0 B0 050 B — 0k 5 457 I A 235
S R K FERE AR R AR B 2.5~ 3.0 B
13 WEBMBESFHZE EHEREMZREG L6, K
+358 pH AL SRR AR A, g B O
[FALPRAAR TS B 7 d —IK o VRS /DX R 5
SRS (AR ) B i, DU 28 B Lb, R0 260 B A R
FALFRGY 3 R B BURE AU AR PE R 100 7 ORE PR AE
B B P RO bR 10 5, 05 KR 7 d A R 2=
e i A A 12 m® ZE A ARG AR, F AT 3 UK, T A A
Sehr
2 #R5HH
2.1 AREEIKEEEERKOFME %2 v, ekt
PO TR IO 57 BE W 185 A SO W] AR T oAb b
AR HE ST R ENE 7T H 28 H W R B O &, B
fls ik 38 43 530 3 fin 62.55 J7.100.05 J5.57.45 J7.81.6 J7 .

225.15 J5.282.6 Ji/hm’ , BERARE AT AL G4 BERZ I AL /N, A
BRI R . A @5 A G A RO AL L A D433 T R
T 2295 J7 .35.55 Ji/hm’ , BEIAAHLEES SR ICHL IR F 2>
XK AT SR e — R, ELBE O g s ™ . A
AR, AP @ A B G XT B ORI T 1.97% 5
1.85% AbFRD AbFRO) 5 A FROAFAE B 3 22 5, Ui 3G A #L
iluk SN 3551 Wi W SO L SRS 1 20 o R R W5 a2
7=

22 AELEBIT/KEBHREHIRIE B3R 3 vlH, KU
Otk e, 96.62 cm, E AL @5 4b FEG) 43 5] i 2.71
F14.36 em. JC B A BE D B & A, HE A BEO PR AR T
20.16 cm, ik i 22 5, UL B FH A ALIERHR R TS HLAE B it
FH, 2% KRR 7= 2 — 2 R ) 38 4 4 1 T A &%
B 1R /KAREBEIR AR HLAE MR el K2 5 i K R4
ERIOEAE SN OVEG S91% Al RUINIP- ST 0/ I8 ALl
NGRS 2 P - W N

F2 FBABABEENTH

Table 2 Tillers dynamics of different treatments

HEACH

[4i%% Number of seedlings // J5/hm*

A R

bR Basic Effective %ﬂ%ﬁ
Treatment  seedling — (7-07 07-14 07-21 07-28 08-04 08-25 panicle s
J7/hm’ number // 5 /hm? rate// %
® 180 324.15 402.15 562.80 637.80 540.30 48525 317.70 a 747.15 ¢
@ 180 316.20 330.15 525.30 575.25 490.20 447.75 289.35 a 754.50 ¢
® 180 308.10 333.15 512.70 537.75 460.20 430.20 276.45 ab 77115 ¢
@ 180 304.20 384.15 535.20 580.35 487.65 470.25 29475 a 761.85 c
® 180 308.10 354.15 520.20 556.20 462.75 435.15 282.15 ab 760.95 c
® 180 229.20 261.15 347.70 412.65 355.20 300.75 228.00 b $28.75 b
@ 180 221.10 28.15 265.20 355.20 260.10 252.60 212.40 b 897.00 a

VE: BN R/NG T n AR 22 5 1. % ( P<0.05) -

Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant difference between different treatments at 0.05 level.

2.3 AESEIKEE=HHERNZM  HE 4770,
SR SRR A B @ o 9 410.85 kg/hm’, He
WHACHR ORI T 1.12% , K B2 5, b 3.5 .6,
D5 HHEIN T 9.44% 10.96% .5.39% 47.03% .65.57% , Vi
4 500 kg/hm® A HUIEEMR R 20% 14 TCHLIE R FH B8 4 2%
PRUEK R 2t , AR08 A K e 25 i B B [m) it

FUBEER ZR B L 2 KR 7 W B2 I I 5
SIS B B

WHE BB E , b B Ok 54 317.70 J5/hm® 52 b 21
@5 AP AN T 7.79% F1 12.60%, L AL B @ i T
49.58% , Ut WA HLAE AR B30 K, 2o LA SR T R AL
SESRORTE , W INE HLIE RS 4 S KRB 4 SR N TR
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HORA , AR TR 8 s , A @ 5 4 F R AL P
MBI T 4.97%F1 5.28% , i IS 24 18 hn A3 HLAC A}
FHEKARE TR EIE N, M EKEORE , THLUIE KA K

SR SAT I TR, HZ AR B, WA REORE,
TEREAL B i by 59.62% , A HUIERME FIIS , RS RLAL Hi
PILIRTAS

F3 FAEABERSHEWL

Table 3 Plant height of different treatments

HfLom

#kr Plant height

e AR
Treatment 07-07 07-14 07-21 07-28 08-04 08-25 Plant height in
maturity period
@ 23.1 29.80 33.60 39.0 54.5 79.2 96.62 a
@ 20.1 25.90 30.30 40.7 52.9 76.8 95.64 a
® 22.7 28.70 30.80 40.5 53.4 76.2 94.78 ab
@ 22.2 29.60 31.40 39.9 53.1 79.4 93.91 ab
® 21.7 26.10 27.40 38.8 54.1 75.0 92.26 ab
©® 20.1 26.10 30.20 40.4 53.5 66.6 83.83 ¢
@ 19.2 24.80 29.20 38.3 50.0 65.2 76.46 ¢
0 FFIAR R NG SRR R AN R AL P 22 5 5 25 (P<0.05) .
Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant difference between different treatments at 0.05 level.
F4 BREIKBEEMREZNZME
Table 4 Effect of different treatments on rice yield components
o il o THT AL ity i ek R
Treatment Panicle number Seed setting 1 OQO—graln Grain nul.rnber Theoretical Actual yield E(‘:ogomlc
Ji/hm’ rate // % weight // ¢ per panicle yield // kg/hm’ kg/hm’ coefficient // %
@ 317.70 89.18 25.93 138.77 10 194.60 9 306.75 53.70
@) 289.35 90.28 26.32 138.21 9 502.35 8 598.75 52.78
® 276.45 91.04 27.16 137.99 9 432.30 8 481.45 55.49
@ 294.75 92.52 27.22 138.01 10 244.25 9 410.85 55.86
® 282.15 93.56 27.30 136.86 9 862.80 8 929.65 56.02
©® 228.00 94.29 27.40 128.98 7 597.65 6 400.80 59.20
@ 212.40 96.14 27.53 118.91 6 684.75 5 683.95 59.62

24 FBABABEMHEBEFSEE MRS WH, LHO
R 5 2R U i A1, A SR QFFRL 5 2R B R AR,
WA UL BB NE 2o DR R 8 BRI, b BEDRF
R B AR DA, 25 4 5 i LU AR B QD w5, ANt B9 I o
VEE TS AT NS TP PO RS U T E ok =y

FUMGE R RAON TR . AL B T AL IR
SR AR, 9 2 D, 250 B 7 A
A, 45 LRI, 0 L8 B, KRR e
SSR PRSP REAAD , TR SRR

x5 KBEEREEERSE

Table 5 Contents of nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium in various organs of rice

Kb FPRL Seed 221 Stem

Treatment A/ ¢/ kg B/ mg/ kg B // mg/ kg A/ ¢/ kg B/ mg/ kg B // mg/kg
) 11.7 1.32 10.7 9.5 1.23 237
® 10.3 0.85 10.3 10.6 0.83 252

® 10.3 1.19 10.5 10.6 1.35 24.1
@ 10.4 1.22 115 10.9 1.32 24.6

G 10.8 1.27 11.0 9.7 1.18 26.6
® 10.2 1.22 9.4 6.7 1.21 23.9
@ 10.8 1.21 10.8 9.8 1.59 27.6

25 HZFXMEBEAEEMERKEREHRIFIAR MEO6TL
F i AL BROR A B B TR IR R I, D B A A ) 1
IR 2R AR X Bl AR, AR BECAOAR X T AL D, A
RN, R BRI L KRB BT R, 4k 2k i oK
AR LB R S R, TS

T LI AR FER@ R R R R IR N 40.14% , L b
PRGN 5.68 H 43 a5, LALIRGYE N 2.26 H 43 81, WAL

FIFHR N 15.94% , L ACHED (B4 T 1.69 H 435 . 1.65
A5 PR B RS R FH 3 57.75% , LA (D5 A BG4y
SN T 14.00 B 43 45.3.92 T 43 4, UL 4 500 ke/hm
AHUIEEME 20% TCHUIERHE T KR L B B 2R R 2
FE ARSI R R G T TR AMFR@DIFR5
eEF IR S, BRI RI FHR N 14.33 ke/kg, BEIEAC 2
FIHIR A 16.89 ke/kg HIEA AN 13.92 kg/kg,
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Table 6 Nutrient absorption of different treatments
e F43 B i Nutrient absorption // kg/hm® 100 kg ¥FH0F 7435 Nutrient content per 100 kg grain // kg
Bt
Treatment AR R R AR PR R
@ 185.10 22.20 289.35 2.12 0.26 3.44
@ 169.35 13.65 282.15 2.08 0.17 3.55
® 159.00 19.35 252.60 2.09 0.25 3.46
@ 178.95 21.30 291.15 2.13 0.25 3.61
® 164.25 19.65 284.25 2.05 0.25 3.76
© 94.65 13.05 165.30 1.62 0.24 3.32
@ 99.00 12.90 167.10 1.90 0.28 3.83
F7 REERFIRE
Table 7 Fertilizer utilization rate of different treatments
s MU H 3 Absorption and utilization rate // % ARZFFIHF Agronomic utilization // kg/kg
B
Treatment A B B AR PR S
@ 34.46 14.25 43.75 11.07 11.80 9.83
@ 40.14 15.94 57.75 14.33 16.89 13.92
® 37.88 14.29 53.83 13.76 7.88 10.67

T AR IR Ak FIEZ2 % HoAl 2 ASTRER I IS

Note ; Treatment @) and (3) ignored the effect of reducing the other two elements.

2.6 ARGEXFEARMBRARN K 8 A, ANEILAL
AR AL R B KA R R A HEVE R A T A,
FUZ GBI ERAT BTt B (L TC A e . b BR@ A HeAk B

@, Bk RS L TR, BT, B R
22 AR, VLA DAL R T T RE R BRI i BT T B, (HLAh
L RT3 , 205 28 A SO AT T

*8 FREIALEXFEK MBI
Table 8 Effect of different treatments on rice quality

fh g i =8 HORPRR e B B fEL HEEER
T t " Brown rice Head rice Chalkiness Transparency Alkali elimination Amylose
reatmen rate // % rate // % % % value // 4% %
@ 84.6 71.7 1.50 3.0 6.80 6.90
@ 84.3 71.7 1.35 3.0 6.80 6.75
® 85.0 73.7 1.40 3.0 6.80 6.80
@ 83.4 70.5 1.10 35 6.80 6.75
® 83.3 71.0 1.20 35 6.80 6.80
© 83.5 70.7 2.70 35 6.85 6.60
@ 83.7 70.4 1.70 3.5 6.80 6.50

3 #igHitip

PARE 45 R R W] 4 500 kg/hm® A7 HLAE AR s 5 # jti IE
20% FEHLIE R R, 58 BN b BECQOAR Lo e 1
104.4 kg/hm® 1977 1.12% , iR 4550 TR 45 25
PR, (H B B0 R R MR I, A Sk REL ROk BT R
6 750 ke/hm’ A HUILEAR 5 HUIE AL 30% AEARHE AT &R, 540
PR L R AR T 5.39% , 45 %0088 15 MORECT W 52, 138
BAFH 4 500 kg/hm® A HLIERHMRE 20% JCHLIE R g% 4
RRAIE KRR 77, RS s 1R B K R 77 2 T R I 1)
I U 28 B IR L T o e SRR R 7 R W, S M 725 3
AR B o

SR EME K R B RP EENEFOR, %
TR LA BRI 4 W R P 2Rl 34.46% , Wi AT i |
FIZH 14.25% BRI R I N 43.75% 0 3 FIIEARHI 425
FIFH 2R 40 % 4 11,07, 11.9, 9. 83 keg/kg. A5 #HL AT K
4500 kg/hm’ FAt 20% JCHLIEEHE F S , HERHT A % 5

A AR AR BT, AR s A W e A AR
FAFHFARTFUR TR, WA ML R ATCHLAL R L
IR 30% , 73 WUPKE T 7 H i B o

BT R WA HUILRRE G TTHUILRHE TS , BRI i 5
SR ARSI IR AT T LT, 28 s A T
g 22 451 kg M, F A HUIE RIS REOK RS it S 23 T
SIRRBIS AR AR WA A DU R
ART RN T 5T SRS B A SR A R A —
FEMZESE . A LA A SE PR R T 8] AT T 3l S0l
PUIERHBEA , A AR AR R 5 , B o OB, st K AR
TGS R, 42 T o o BE B A T I REAR B e A
A IREEIE Y AR A R AR
&% 3k
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