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1
/
() (cm) (cm) () ()
15. 2 85.7 15.8 89. 4 221
17. 8 87.9 16.3 96. 7 22.17
16. 1 83.3 15.4 86. 9 215
18. 3 89.0 16.3 101. 0 22. 4
17. 2 86.3 16.0 94. 1 22. 3
14. 6 821 15.3 85. 7 21. 4
16. 9 88.2 16.2 99. 1 22,1
15. 2 84.0 15.7 92. 0 217
16. 8 83.9 15.5 87. 3 21. 6
16. 4 85. 4 15.8 89. 0 21.9
1%,
pH , , 17. &0 ,
, 10. % , %o . ,
, ,
2
(kg /hm?) (%) 0.05 0. 01
7093. 5 - b B
7713. 0 8.7 ab AB
6999. 0 - 1.3 b B SE= 147.0
8188. 5 15. 4 a A
7284. 0 2.7 b B
6666. 0 - b A SE= 171.0
7855. 5 17.8 a A
6808. 5 2.1 b A
7093. 5 6.4 b A
7380. 0 10.7 ab A
2 BRAEZR B A
2.1
) )
6 ,
. , , @O NPK( @
NPK S.@ NPK $S@ NPK $S@® NPK @ NPK S’ (kg /hm’):

262. 5

150. 0 1125 (

!

2150. 0 $225.0 S375.0 Ss3 2250 S5O0 , 50%

B

kg /hmz): S75.0
21m’, 3
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22
22,1 ARG G F A28 Hh
. . : , 3
3
N PK(CK) 4. 503 6. 874 7. 311
N PKS; 4. 530 7.081 7. 403
N PKS, 4. 844 7. 640 8 105
N PKS 5. 131 8.132 8 462
N PKS 4. 413 7.225 7. 824
NPKS 3 4. 674 7. 820 8 016
.k
, .
: S S, SRR S \
2.2.2 BUAKAGFE RS RE #oh . ,
. 3, 1 : 4 5
4
(kg /m?) @) 0.0 0.01 %) %)
NPKS'; 8191. 5 20. 3 a A 8 75 17. 66
N PKS; 7906. 5 16. 1 ab A 8 42 17.27
N PKS, 7572. 0 1L 2 b A 8 47 17.22
N PKS4 7381. 5 8 4 b A 8 64 17.30
N PKSi 7191. 0 56 b A 7. 90 17.70
N PK( CK) 6810. 0 - c B 7. 84 18.17
NPKS 3 8382 0 17. 3 a A 8 31 17. 34
N PKS, 8001. 0 12.0 ab AB 8 02 17.61
N PKS;3 7716. 0 80 b B 8 50 17.58
N PKS; 74717. 5 4.7 be B 8 13 18. 06
N PK Sy 7287. 0 20 be B 8 44 17. 42
N PK( CK) 7144. 5 - c B 7. 62 18.20
4 ) )
. S, 225kg /hm’, 50%
, 506 . 20. Fe. S,
225k g /hm’, , 16. 1% , S, 11. %% ,
S S, 8.4 6. Y. . .
: SER 17. 3% ,

. S RS S, 12 0. 8. B0 4 P, 2. Do,
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3.3 \ 225. Okg /hm’, 50% , 50% \
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Study on the Effect of Sulphur Fertilizers
Application on Rice

Li Yuying
( Soil and Fertilizer Institute, Heilongjing Academy of Agricultural Sciences)

Abstract Suitable sulphur fertilizers for rice were screened from four sulphur contained fer—
tilizers by field trials. The experimental results showed that the optimum sulphur fertilizers
for rice in the province were ammonium sulphate and sulphur. S{fertilizer had positive effects
on rice tillering, chlorophyll content in the leaves, rate of grain bearing and weight of 1000
grains. With SHertilizer application, the rice yield increased by 2 0% to 20. 3% . SHertiliz—
ers also had the effect to increase protein content and decrease amylose content in rice.

Key words Rice, Varieties of SHertilizers, Effect of SHertilizer



