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Table 1 Fertilizer application amount of different treatments(replacing partial urea with MUS50)
(gehm®)
JR#% PU
i 4k 3 75 =X GiRuRH S LR 5 5 UL
No. Treatments MUS Ca(H; PO, H, O  K;3;SO, s B Ca+ Mg
Base fertilizer ~ Top dressing
1 1. 3 F5 | Bl %4 7 MU50 1454 685 462 0 0 303
2 L. 3 R F F1 % 75 % MUS504-25 % PU 1092 685 462 315 0 303
3 1.3 f5 A FH % 50 % MUS50+50 % PU 727 685 462 632 0 303
4 1. 6 3% ] % 4t MU50 1176 685 462 0 0 303
5 1.6 f%F I 2% 75 % MUS0+25 % PU 882 685 462 256 0 303
6 1. 6 fi ) % 50 % MU50+50 % PU 588 685 462 511 0 303
7 1.9 5 JH 2R 4/ MU5S0 987 685 462 0 0 303
8 1.9 f%5F I % 75 % MU504-25 % PU 748 685 462 208 0 303
9 L. 9 f%F HI % 50 %Y MU50+50 % PU 496 685 1462 127 0 303
10 B HL e 0 685 162 819 819 303
20 ANt AT 0 685 462 0 0 303
*k2 AEREHEIEER MU0 REABIERER)
Table 2 Fertilizer application amount of different treatments (replacing partial urea with MU70)
(gehm®)
JR % PU
s Jib 28 5 o R 5 it iR 8 R
No. Treatments MUT0 a0 HO KuSO, e B e Ca+Mg
Base fertilizer ~ Top dressing
10 WL T 0 685 462 819 819 303
11 1. 3 f5F H £ 4 & MU70 1491 685 462 0 0 303
12 13 f5FA% 75 % MU70+25 % PU 1120 685 462 315 0 303
13 L3AEFAZE 50%MUT0+50 % PU 746 685 462 632 0 303
14 1. 6 iR FH %4 MU70 1206 685 462 0 0 303
15 1.6 £ A 2% 75 % MU70+25 % PU 905 685 462 256 0 303
16 1.6 f5F A% 504 MU70+50 % PU 603 685 462 511 0 303
17 1.9 £ # 4 1 MU70 1012 685 462 0 0 303
18 L9 fEFIAZE 75%MU7T0+25 % PU 767 685 462 208 0 303
19 19 A% 50 % MU70+50 % PU 509 685 462 427 0 303
20 At AN 0 685 462 0 0 303
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Table 3 The effect of MU50 and MU70
on nitrogen content in maize soil
£ R e
Total Hydrolyzable

b 2

Treatments

nitrogen/%  nitrogen/(mgekg')

AT Before planting 0.207 173.3
1 0.193 132.3
2 0.188 131.6
3 0.181 117.6
10 0.178 125.0
11 0.192 117.6
12 0.195 132.3
13 0. 189 118.3
20 0. 181 124.2

2.2 MUS50 # MU70 33 Ek RBEF) B ZE 520y

2 4 AT S TA) it AR A B G R OK AR A
AR Hrh Ab B 3 RN AL B 2 UE A R 4 )
Fb 3 H0 6 I AL B O10 25 1. 05 [ 4R A5 R 0. 54 H 4y
o s Al &b P RCNE )R 2R B AR T R R e A, Ak
PR L1A IS R A5G bR FUME AR AR 17. 32
O3 8o JUFP AL B ] SN R R Bk L b B 3>
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Table 4 The effects of MUS0 and MU70 on nitrogen use efficiency of maize

e FE AT A FFRL I A R e ] AN F % LU 8 R A 3G i/ 43
Treatments Nitrogen uptake by Nitrogen uptake by Nitrogenous Nitrogen use Higher than conventional
straw/(g+ehm?) grains/(gehm?) fertilization/(g*hm?) efficiency/ % fertilization/percentage point

20 2.27 5.59 0

10 3. 14 8. 64 12.00 32.69

1 3.22 7.43 9. 26 30. 15 —2.54

2 2.39 8. 54 9.26 33.23 0. 54

3 2.81 8.18 9.26 33.74 1. 05

11 2.62 6. 66 9.26 15. 37 —17.32

12 2.91 7.61 9. 26 28.79 —3.90

13 2.71 7.57 9.26 26.19 —6.50

2.3 MUS50 #a MU70 X EHX =28 &M
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Table 5 The effects of MUS0 on yield and its characters of maize
o JER A S L TRK s LY B R AT 38 7 A
Treatments 100-grain Ear Bald tip Yield/ Higher than conventional Yield increase

weight/g width/cm length/cm (kg+667 m?) fertilization/(kg+667 m?) rate/ %
1 44,06 5.23 1.93 683 abA —32 —4.47
2 45,18 5.32 1. 69 705 aA —10 —1.40
3 43. 60 5.10 1.77 654 bA —61 —8.53
4 41,43 5.16 2.05 646 bA —69 —9.65
5 43.97 5.13 2.01 674 aA —41 —5.73
6 44.72 5.26 1.70 693 aA —22 —3.08
7 42.51 5.19 2.87 647 bA —68 —9.51
8 42.41 5.24 1.95 640 bA —75 —10. 49
9 42. 33 5.19 1. 89 673 abA —42 —5.87

10 41,97 5.29 1.59 715 aA - -
20 39. 84 5.07 1. 94 540 cB —175 —24.48

TE AR KNG TR B FRR 22 83K 10 506K T T .

Note: Different capital and lowercase letters indicate significant differences at 0. 01 and 0. 05 respectively.the same below.
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2 6l & it R AL A R AR K IEY & T
B HGAE (AR BE 10D L 3 WE A 5. 03 %0 ~28. 93 % . &b
P18 A AL H 15 /AR K /. BrabHE 13
TEECKE LU 0 A 25 2. 46 96 b o Al v it 28 18 Ak B

£6 MU MHENKFE

A FEHL Y I 5 B AR . Ab B 11,18, 19 B M &%
/NGA 5015 em, ARFE 18 R 19 T ORL EAK TR ML
Jite IS Acb L, JE At ik i 20 A A B A0 OB EE BE R R it
AW 0.09% ~10.55% . 15 BH el it 20 A X oK 7=
MR T R,
FEERAZm

Table 6 The effects of MU70 on yield and its characters of maize
o [ER A TR FTRK s LU H R AT 3 A
Treatments 100-grain Ear Bald tip Yield/ Higher than conventional Yield increase

weight/g width/cm length/cm (kg+667 m?) fertilization/ (kg*667 m?) rate/ %
11 42.65 5.15 1.92 615 bA —100 —13.99
12 45.16 5.18 1.93 659 abA —56 —7.83
13 44,50 5.42 1. 67 639 bA —176 —10. 63
14 46. 40 5.17 1.73 644 bA —71 —9.93
15 44.58 5.22 1. 68 649 bA —66 —9.23
16 42.95 5.28 1. 74 666 abA —49 —6.85
17 42.01 5.16 1.93 648 bA —67 —9.37
18 41.57 5.15 2.05 639 bA —76 —10.63
19 41,45 5.15 1.92 659 abA —56 —7.83

10 41.97 5.29 1.59 715 aA - -
20 39. 84 5.07 1. 94 540 cB —175 —24.48
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