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Table 1 Basicchemical properties of tested soil
HHLE/ N . o
AR T Y S
g kg
) (mgekg) (mgekg!) (mgekg™) pH
Organic
Available N Available P Available K
matter
25.8 121 38.9 81.2 6. 67
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Table 2 Design of experiments

4k 3 S bt AU B/ (kgehm?)
Treatments Contents Amount of N
1 B R AE 85 26 U 1 28 RENE R 55 475 B ] It A 140. 25
2 HHUMEAL 70 26 580 HE ) 9% RN 5 46 A [) A A 115.50
3 HBUMEAL 50 26 &tk i 2% B AL AR 5 4 BRI I A 82. 50
4 HHUMEAE 85 26 F Ak 40 0 FHE 55 47 B 1) B it A L 40 00 U HE A S BEAE 20 20 45 S RRAE . 140. 25
5 WML AR 75 3L B A IR 40 96 U AE Oy HE B — YRkt A L 40 Y6 SUIE A S BEAR L 20 Y6 1 W BEIE 165. 00

KFEAEFYNILHK 4 GCHP 5 A 19 B W S SRR AT HEK AN R Ak 3R AR HE K & 03 3.
*3 THHEHKE
Table 3 Drainage of paddy field

7K/ (m® «hm™) Drainage

piE:)
05-19 06-02 06-30 08-29 SHEK
Treatments
May 19th June 2nd June 30th August 29th Total amount of drainage

1 670. 00 406. 67 276.67 230.00 1583. 33
2 710. 00 400. 00 286.67 203. 33 1600. 00
3 683. 33 376.67 270. 00 170. 00 1500. 00
4 710. 00 390. 00 290. 00 240. 00 1630. 00
5 740. 00 390. 00 260. 00 163. 33 1553. 33
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Table 5 Effects of fertilization and transplanting integration technique on rice yield
Bk (EREP'S R/
, T Mk /em MK/em BRI SEE/% TRE/e R/ ‘
hb 3 BB AR . . . , , ‘ Yield
Plant Spike  Grain number Seed setting 1000-grain  (kgehm?)
Treatments Plants Effective increase
] height length per spike rate weight Yield
number  panicle number rate
1 25 477 a 106.5 a 20.4 a 90.2 a 95.3 a 26.8 a 9588.8 a 6.27
2 25 462 a 104.1b 19.1 ab 88.3 a 94.9 a 26.2 a 9387.7 ab 4. 04
3 25 436 b 98.7 ¢ 18.2 b 80.3 b 87.7b 24.4 a 8980.5 b —0.47
4 25 464 a 103.8 b 18.7 ab 86.2 a 91.9 ab 25.7 a 9372.2 ab 3.87
5 25 454 ab 101.8 b 18.6 ab 84.7 ab 88.6 b 24.9 a 9022.5 b -

[ 51 B3 o OR [F) /NS B 2R 7E P<<0.05 K R R #5ER,

The lowercase letters in thesame column mean significant difference at the level P<C0. 05.
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Fig. 1 Effects of fertilization and transplanting integration

technique on total nitrogen concentration of surface runoff
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Fig. 2 Effects of fertilization and transplanting integration

technique on nitrate nitrogen concentration of surface runoff
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Fig. 3 Effects of fertilization and transplanting integration
technique on ammonium nitrogen concentration of

surface runoff
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Fig. 4 Effects of fertilization and transplanting integration
technique on total nitrogen loss quantities of

surface runoff
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Fig. 5 Effects of fertilization and transplanting Integration
technique on nitrate nitrogen loss quantities of

surface runoff

101

£ 9 I
TE 8t D
:E % 7k AbFHE2
iﬂg 6L —A— Qb33
mﬁi sl —a— Ab 4
'H<§° i — AbHs
Kz ol
S _ :

£y —r ¢ .

< 05-19 06-02 06-30 08-29

Hesk st ]/ A -H
Time

6 Bl AE AR — PR A AR K b AR I e 25 U O B (5
Fig. 6 Effects of fertilization and transplanting Integration

technique on ammonium nitrogen loss quantities of surface runoff
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technique on nitrogen loss quantities of surface runoff
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