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REE 18 em; Ab3 2. 4 28 AL A2 VRS 30 em; b3
3BT EMAETRIN 40 cm; Ab 4. B B0 L ZE TR
WA 30 e AbEE 5. B F W LB RS 40 em A0 BE 6.
BB L ZETRAL 30 ems Wb B 7 Bk 2B HL 2B TR AL
40 cm, 9 47X 47K 140 m,Z&HE 0. 65 m,/NX [f
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Fig.1 Change of growth period during the subsoiling
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Table 1 Comparison on soil moisture content of different treatmens in 2009
5 K/ % Soil moisture content
W BEW/  WWIEE/  CREERE/cm
Ab 1 N 05-05 05-25 06-26 08-04 09-28
. H-H cm Sampling
Treatments Date Depth depths (FEHD CHIIBD € &2 G228 CHLISD
Before sowing Seedling stage Jointing stage silking stage Mature stage
1(CK) 06-26 18 0~10 23. 86 21.78 31.27 20. 81 25. 87
10~20 26.12 24.08 30. 56 20.77 27.31
20~35 24. 47 23.39 28.35 22.23 26. 92
35~50 20. 50 17. 74 26. 37 22.61 25.99
2 04-28 30 0~10 22.17 18.08 32.87 22.51 27.27
10~20 26.03 23.22 30.72 22. 64 27.67
20~35 25.95 24.28 29.07 23.63 27.93
35~50 21.38 19. 34 28.19 24,25 26. 28
3 04-28 40 0~10 20. 38 22.21 29.17 22.72 26. 45
10~20 25. 68 24. 24 31.44 22.56 27.55
20~35 24.35 23.58 30. 14 22. 46 27.33
35~50 18.03 19.98 27. 66 23. 90 26. 11
4 06-26 30 0~10 23.23 19.23 31.92 26.03 27.49
10~20 26. 37 25.15 30. 25 25. 68 27.74
20~35 23. 46 22.93 29.51 25. 34 27.57
35~50 18.19 20. 44 26. 46 24,39 25. 24
5 06-26 40 0~10 23.82 21.94 31.04 23.32 26. 38
10~20 26. 06 21.49 31.22 23.71 28.01
20~35 25. 11 23. 37 29.15 24. 37 27.39
35~50 18.17 18. 50 26. 37 24.57 25.43
6 10-14 30 0~10 21.10 21.94 33.15 23. 14 27.35
10~20 25. 96 21.49 30. 00 23.30 28. 35
20~35 26.52 23. 37 28.08 23.47 27.28
35~50 22.11 18.50 27.54 22. 60 26. 40
7 10-14 40 0~10 24.11 21.75 31.71 22.50 26. 37
10~20 26. 45 23.32 32.40 22.74 27. 96
20~35 23.51 23.39 28. 44 21.79 27.43
35~50 20. 22 21.06 24. 87 22.97 26.57
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Table 2 Comparison on soil moisture content of different treatmens in 2010

A+ 38 5 7k 5 / % Soil moisture content

VA H 1A/ ISR/ RERIREE/cm
4k 3 L 05-07 05-25 06-14 07-17 09-07
Treatments - Sempling e D GREED  GhEND  GRED
Date Depth depths - ” =7 7
Before sowing Seedling stage Jointing stage silking stage Mature stage
1(CK) 06-22 18 0~10 26.11 28.63 19.49 21.35 18.07
10~20 24.51 28. 74 21.61 19.95 19.74
20~35 27.15 29.13 21.37 19. 26 18. 28
35~50 25.95 28.02 21.97 18.43 19.01
2 05-04 30 0~10 26. 82 29. 04 19.79 23.92 19.51
10~20 26. 90 28.25 21.93 18.15 19. 97
20~35 28.11 28.09 21.47 20. 05 19.11
35~50 26. 92 27. 60 21.06 17.36 19.70
3 05-04 10 0~10 26.52 27.33 19.03 22.78 19.53
10~20 25. 69 27.22 20. 87 21.69 20.2
20~35 24.39 27.38 21.51 20. 63 20. 14
35~50 23.12 25.78 19. 98 20. 23 18.74
1 06-22 30 0~10 26. 00 30. 28 20. 50 24. 24 20.18
10~20 26. 38 28. 60 20. 88 20.01 19. 46
20~35 26. 90 29. 09 20. 63 21.87 19. 44
35~50 25.99 28.55 22.32 18. 27 17.55
5 06-22 40 0~10 26.47 28.23 20.57 20. 79 20. 54
10~20 26. 31 29.51 22.51 19.53 19. 29
20~35 25.67 30. 48 21.95 18.08 19.33
35~50 24.49 28.70 21.78 19.79 19.78
6 10-10 30 0~10 25. 39 27.50 21.04 24. 28 19.56
10~20 26. 90 29.16 22.42 21. 26 22.24
20~35 27.38 28. 84 21.33 20. 32 21.36
35~50 25. 36 26.76 22.38 21.01 17. 84
7 10-10 40 0~10 27.14 26. 74 19.18 24.02 20. 42
10~20 25.67 28. 37 21.48 19.93 20.03
20~35 28.11 28.23 22.45 22.29 21.43
35~50 26. 92 28.23 22.65 24.42 19.07

AU HUBE VR Ak BEAE R —
AR T E AL

2010 4F , FE Hir K 2= TRAR (40 cm) b F7E [F] —
SRR DRI 5 KR T A B e Ak B
T[] — SRR TR M 55 7K R R B 22501

3005 8 30 4% A B ) 7 ) — SR A IR
KRR BT 22 . e SN 4. K

KRR 5K i

R AR — B BT A R T A S B )
e 5 AR I R e KR BRI

il 22 Bk 75 M (30,40 em) g BRFE [A] — SR FE
WEEES KRS THELH., ZFKE
FA (40 cm) fb BRAE [A] — R AR R 385 KA T
FE A B o b I DR O B TR 2 K Al 22 0
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2009 47, 78 TR T 9 XF 25 TR A B3 47 1 15
RHE W 3 E5 R EW,0~20 cm HIEFE .
HRLHEE 18 em + B4 e, 5 H B A 40 2R
() 3 75 B 22 S5 3k 3 B KO L BT DL IR P Ak B R
THOREMSEN I B E, 20~40 cm R HEA .
HHLHEE 18 cm & TIR#A 40 cm AbH, (HAK TR
B 30 em Kb HE, F R 40 cm 19 A H I
i . TRHA 40 cm Kb B £ HEZS T AL T IRAS 30 cm
AR, G 2% SR B K. IR 40 em Y b
PR £ R 25 AN W3 TR 30 om Y 4b B ]

THEAEEROARE., SRR, EMR 30 cm
PR A TR A 18 em ) RIER
B LA BETRAL 30 em AR FRTE )2 30 cm HAA IR
P4 e 3 T 85, 1 20 ~40 em + 38 25 E )
A E B E )2 30 em IREE,

2010 41 [ IR i b B %) 1+ 198 25 5 B B K T
2009 AEAH N IR B T IEARH . 0~20 em TS
B AR 18 em T BEZ H fe i  RAA 40 em 4
PR A - B FAI T AH B RS 30 em AR IR L BR T
TR TRIA D A 25 0 L 2 A TR A B 22 5 1 5K
FEFE KT, 20~40 cm - HER . KT HEL
40 e PR - 38 75 B I, b B TA) - 9 A R 22
FBRIA B EKT

F3 200 FEARGENTERE
Table 3  Soil bulk density of different treatments

4k B 0~20 cm TIEATE /gecm™®
Treatments Soil bulk density in 0~20 cm

1(CK) 1.27 a

6 1.23 b

2 1. 23 be

5 1. 21 be

7 1. 21 be

4 1. 21 be

3 1. 20 be

AbH 20~40 em HIEARTE /gecm
Treatments Soil bulk density in 20~40 cm
4 1.33 a
2 1.32 ab
6 1. 31 abce
1(CK) 1. 31 bed
5 1.29 cd
7 1.28 cd
3 1.28d

F4 2010 FARAENTIERE
Table 4 Soil bulk density of different treatments

Kb ¥ 0~20 cm +IERH /gecm?®
Treatments Soil bulk density in 0~20 cm

1(CK) 1.24 a

2 1.23 a

4 1.22a

5 1.17 b

6 1.16 b

7 115 b

3 1.14 b

b 7 20~40 cm A FE/gocm?
Treatments Soil bulk density in 20~40 cm

2 1.26 a

4 1.26 a

1 1.25 a

5 1.24 a

6 1.24 a

3 1.23 a

7 1.21 a

2.4 AERDALIEI+EFEERI

2009 4F, 0 ~ 20 cm -+ HERE ORE. W M BE
YE(18 em) + 80 B A 5, 5 2R TR Py 40 om - 3 A
JE AR, RS 30 cm Ab B A TR
40 cm Kb PRI - HERE B, G E 22 Bk B B EKOF
TEAA 40 cm f b B R] 4 48 B8 FF 25 5 O W 3, TR AR
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2009 SFMNIREERY £, 0~20 cm HYEREE . & P A A R A, 5 O ab P A A 25 5 Y0k

ZEIRFS 40 ecm ii;%ﬁ@fr;mff&, B HEAE (18 cm) +
SN T A, S IR F B K, 20~40 cm
- HERE R L HRLBEE (18 cm) 5 /RS 30 cm Ab

S F K. TRAS 40 om b T Y 4 SR B AR T
VRAS 30 cm AR PR, TRAN 40 com b HE[H] Z R AR
FLFE6),

R5 200 EAFMBELIEFEE

Table 5 Soil hardness of different treatments
Ak 7 0~20 cm -+ HEfif & /N b B 20~40 cm +HERE /N
Treatments Soil hardness in 0~20 cm Treatments Soil hardness in 20~40 cm

1(CK) 189.6 a 2 231.4 a

6 187.5 a 213.8 b

2 180.9 a 1 203.4 b

4 179.4 a 4 197.9 be

5 137.4 b 5 184.0 cod

7 129.2 b 7 183.0 cd

3 126.6 b 3 168.2 d

Fz6 2010 FAREGELIEEE
Table 6 Soil hardness of different treatments
Ak 7 0~20 cm +HEfl /N AbH 20~40 cm - HEA I
Treatments Soil hardness in 0~20 cm Treatments Soil hardness in 20~40 cm

1(CK) 89.18 a 1 127.40 a

4 87.22 a 2 122.50 a

5 83. 30 ab 6 105.84 b

7 75. 46 be 4 101. 92 be

2 74.48 be 7 97. 02 be

6 74. 48 be 5 95. 06 be

68. 60 c 3 92.12 ¢
2.5 ANERRAE 280 .
m# 7 Al g, 2009 A, B ORLBEAE 7w AR 2010 4, HL AR 1 7= & e AR i Bk 3R IR AL

FOH K3 AZET A0 e IRIABEEH S F 30 em
Ah PR, Hoh Rk TR 40 om PR E R E. N
6 945 kgehm™, # % M # /£ (18 cm) #f =
14.43% +3 4~ 40 cm ML AL BEE] 7= 5 2 58 8
Fo 34 30 em EAAALFEZ AR R 22 AR
RT7T 20090 FEfF

B K=

40 cm 7 K femr s FKZETR AL 30 em )77 & A
F 45k 8 361.0 F1 8 190. 0 kgehm ™, &5 %
FLHEME (18 cm) 4> B 18 7= 14, 41 % F1 12. 07 % , i
HZHEFARE, BESGTHELAILE S,

BHERILE

Table 7 Comparison on yield component and yield in 2009

wR o OWBAM/IH RRE/em BT FPRL FRT e e ke
Treatments Date Bare tip length Rows per ear Grains per row 100-grain weight Yield
7 10-01 0.5 14.5 43.2 23.5 6945.0 a
5 06-26 0.4 14.7 40.9 20.5 6886.5 ab
3 04-48 0.3 14.7 40. 4 21.4 6841.5 ab
6 10-15 0.4 14.7 43.5 22.8 6840. 0 ab
2 04-48 0.5 15.0 40.9 21.3 6730.0 ab
4 06-26 0.5 14. 8 41.3 21.9 6628.5 b
1(CK) 06-26 0.5 14.6 42.1 22.4 6069.0 ¢
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Table 8§ Comparison on yield component and yield in 2010

Ak 3 WA H I/ A-H FTRK/em HATE/ AT (R %98 A FRLHE /g 74 /kgehm*
Treatments Date Bare tip length Rows per ear Grains per row 100-grain weight Yield
7 10-10 0.5 13.0 37.6 31.2 8361 a
6 10-10 0.5 13.3 37.3 31.3 8190 a
3 05-04 0.4 12.8 37.1 30. 8 7722 b
5 06-22 0.5 12.9 35.7 29.4 7686 b
4 06-22 0.4 12.7 37.2 29.9 7669.5 b
2 05-04 0.4 12.8 35.7 28.1 7638 b
1(CK) 06-22 0.5 12.5 36. 2 30. 8 7308 ¢
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Effect of Subsoiling on Maize Yield and Soil Characteristics
in Early-maturing District of Heilongjiang Province

YANG Geng-bin', LIU Xing-yan', WANG Li-chun’,

WANG Hui' ,ZHANG Heng'

HE Chang-an', JI Chun-xue',

(1. Keshan Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Keshan, Heilongjiang
161606;2. Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Changchun,Jilin 130033)

Abstract: In order to explore the most suitable subsoiling period and depth in the early maturing areas of Hei-

longjiang province and to investigate the effect of subsoiling on soil physical properties and crop yield. The sub-

soiling tillage of maize were tested from 2009 to 2010 in Keshan county of Heilongjiang province. The results

showed that soil physical properties of subsoiling could be improved significantly, yield of subsoiling was better

than conventional tillage,subsoiling in autumn>subsoiling in spring and summer>>conventional tillage, yield of

subsoiling in autumn(40 cm)was the highest.

Key words: maize; subsoiling ; conventional ridge;soil bulk density;soil hardness;yield
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