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Abstract; The effect of silicon fertilizer application dosage on yield and quality of rice was studied with a new

japonica rice variety Yulong 2. The results showed that with the increasing of silicon application dosage, pani-

cle number, grain number per panicle,1 000-grain weight, yield and head rice rate increased firstly and then de-

creased. The effects of silicon fertilizer dosage on brown rice rate and rice quality were not significant, but with

the increasing of silicon application dosage the chalky grain rate and chalkiness degree decreased. Considering

the grain yield and quality,90 kg+hm™of silicon fertilizer application dosage was suitable.
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