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Effect of Nitrogen Application on Quality of Spring Maize

LI Dan, YUE Dong, WANG Qiang, MENG Xian-xin,ZHANG Wei,SHI Feng,XUE Zhe
(Kedong Weather Bureau of Heilongjiang Province, Kedong, Heilongjiang 164800)

Abstract : Taking Benyu No. 9,Pingan18,Fenghe No. 10 and Sidan19 as materials, the effect of nitrogen applica-

tion on quality of spring maize was studied. The results showed that protein content increased with the increas-

ing of nitrogen application. The difference of protein content between applying nitrogen treatment and no nitro-

gen treatment was very significant. The optimal nitrogen application to improve starch content of maize was

200 kgehm™ ,higher or lower both could decrease the starch content. The effect of nitrogen application on fat

was different because of varieties.
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