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Abstract

In conjunction with the implementation of the super rice + ratooning rice demonstration and ex-
tension project, the agricultural and technical departments of the northern mountainous Sanjiang
of Guangxi have conducted studies on the selection of ratooning rice varieties and key cultivation
techniques such as planting density, harvest maturity and height of remaining piles of first-crop
rice. The results showed that the super rice varieties Zhongzheyou 10, Zhongzheyou 2A12 and
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Shenliangyou 5814 were suitable for ratooning. The first season rice planting of 1.0~13 thousand
holes /667m? yield is high. The highest yield of ratooning rice was obtained when the ratio of bas-
al fertilizer to tillering fertilizer and panicle fertilizer was 6:3:1 (N1), and the yield of ratooning
rice was higher when the first season rice was 85%~90% mature, the optimum height of stubble is
10~45 cm.
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1. 51§

FRERE A TRAE AT /K ARG CRZRE) WG] LU A RIRBAE B A RHI 28 26 R I AR | 45 1738 2 (R i
BMARAS —ZFREA A7 sONBHER . hREE R EAREAAFNE. a1, aiE. g 4
FES AL PHER Ml it IR, AR X R MR e, KBIR, e E
PR HREG T BN A RGRR ). BARMEAREGEE AL, ATELEHE] 1700 FHT.
TP RALEIR, BE. R R, JOTIRARE, WAL VERDIRRAR AR, IRENHIISZ EAL, 3
BEPEREAT A AR N CAHET o (BN R R ZOR B I B S R D . T AR AR R, R
7 AR RO HARE . PRI, b3 BRI R PR et M T R R B A AR R AT BRI AT i R S

KRR, FRIE B AR T AR 0 AR AT T LU T 7T, 0 A AR =k X R K = fie
EEPEVETT: R R ERE R AR R B A BV D THOT R T ORI TS, WA AR AR K E
FAERIERR R BN WBABRRLMRFE, HAERPARE R, KR D a5t
FHERRIREM,  FAAS 5 R 2 Z R B TR MR 22 T U5 s A2 F AR 7 B TR R A5 R P24
A, FHERCHEBI RO, ARG SRR RAL. IR R B e S5 5 T il 1
LA, S T RZSCR . HUERZ IO AR R S E AR TN E. NEERE™E, k
ZAE IR AR SR S AR AR I AR ACOR B A R, SRR W R B A s R AR R AR
KB EATREW, KUk, Skl B AR AR B B S O AR kRS + AR RRER G R
BEPEROR A 2 TORHEBORTE AR TAE MEARZ K FAEREBE T, ZrEHB kT + AR EXE
I RTE I 2 T AR BT e, SURANE T TR T 2] -

AR TE R ZAR) 25> i AP (L5 B 7 BE MR AE J) 22 S AROK, TSk A 0 A 56 59 B i 1 A A
PR K. Ak, 2013 FEAEIL T L IX =TT AR A BARBGR TR BOE B AR . ks, K
AR 7 NIRRT, fEZE RO 2 ) IOR T2 R ZAE M A (H &) i ok, i 58
FEAF AR 2 BEAI AN A A0, e SR Z R AN A R i, MRt 2~3 AN AR T 9 X 2% SR i
(S SR S e R Y e sV nk IR VA E R

FEAEAE T B EE 2 RESF IR, A RAREUN 2 0 5 LB R AR S RN E IR &R . NI, 2011
EZEAREE T LGB SR i 1 5o BalaRl, 2B R O 2 MM B R + HARKFRARE
ik BE /N XN P, IR 3t B ARAE S SR A T AR ek i Sk TR A
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XS TAE F AT AL 2, SR BES, RS, REFICH S, 2013 475
BRI % BOR RSt A  sb S R AR 5814 it bHR IF R Sk B R AU 1
B, UG EUITIE B0 Sk TR B AR KR A R, NABRAE + BRSO F IR SR AR K
5.

PRS00, % B PR AR L R | ORI 1000) 8L T A (R 9596) i), {0
AT IR R, RETHRRZEN F38, (TR IR, R A0 TR ORI R ARG, FILER
AR . i, 2010 4 ERHI T DUBSR AL 1 S A BHRARRL, 7EI% 8L T\ SHH
N TF R SRR AR I AT, BRI i Sk TR B B MR R e

SRR R R RS AR R HEIR R RE (AR BUR)SET 55, FHLARE BT B P S E B PR ML X (o
TAX) S B P R e R b, PR KR R T R BT R X (R X)) 2 B A AR LRI o T )
R S B P AR OIS B R RE R FE, 2012 48 YT L ACHE ST LA 24 O R 2 5L 4 Pl A 1 5
(EPTRE, 7EZE R T % B IR T R AR R 7 B 7 AN X ik

2. WEME57E
2.1 REHR

2.11. EEAMIHERE

RIS VAEIZE K O 2 /O Rt B b EAE R, AN 667 m?. (ERFR N B AL 673,
TRML 5814 Bl 889. EFAIL 688, FHHifll 2A12. FRHFIL 10 SHAMMIL 2 53t 7 MR RHAE. W
AREES, SRR 1KX, KXK20m. %54 m (7% 40 cm), AN 80 m?, R X Y ¥
P47 4 47, RZFRET 3 H 22 Hi%F, Bk 31d. HHES 4 MRS R, $2478KEE 30 cm x 20 cm. 2 RS Ak,
FAKXFAE 1320 74 11,005 J57R0667me . HAhFIHE BRI 2 08 PO AR B a3l CHAE R s ok
BAREE A0 HET. 8 H 22 HWHISkZ=Hg, Wty 40em(f8] 3 biikiAb). 10 A 30 HkEIFAERE.

2.1.2. EEMEZERE

WIS AEIZE B 1 2 2 S A (b EAE R, HRCA 667 m?. Stilbh Rl B ZeRg itk
1%5. /MX% 151 m (F74% 30 cm). K 9m, AN 1359 m*. W41 6 M, HHE 3 K. kM
B, BHEFRI RN

A LbFE . ATHRER 30.00m x 26.7 cm. 2 KiAHE, 8344 7U/667m?;

B 4b¥: 47HKEE 26.7 cm x 26.7 cm. 2 KA FE, 10,012 7/667m?;

C AbFE: THRFE 26.7 cm x 23.3cm. 2 FisHE, 11,681 7/667m?;

D 4bF. fTHEEE 26.7 cm x 20.0 cm. 2 Ki#s Bk, 13,350 J/667m?;

E 4b3H. 47FKFE 26.7 cm x 16.7 cm. 2 R Hk, 16,687 7/667m?;

F b3, THEER 26.7 cm x 13.3 cm. 2 Kia#k, 20,025 /X/667m.

LERET 3 H 26 HiEkA, T 5 A 4 HEsdk, RS FAG RERGS B IO Al (A
TEE PR RO E ) #1T. 8 A 23 HikkE|, &4 E M 147d.

2.1.3. BB EBHLE

WIGBAE R 1 2 R OR N 28 Ad A o (R 2B R o 36 FTHIAR 800 mP. A4t AR fE 7758
WIBRFE R A AR 5814 A KL, LRGN 4 FEIREZE 70, RPEEAE: ZrBEAE. RS
N 7:3:0 (NO). 6:3:1(N1). 5:3:2 (N2)F14:3:3 (N3). k¥/NXK 8m. % 25m, [Hif 20 m?, BEHLIX ZHHES,
HE 3, /NMX [ H 40cm T N4 H Ve HE ok S RHE K YA, HE7E HHEE 78 o R LB AR/ K V2R
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3 H 22 Hi%kFr, RAFMEM, Pubid 31d. M 4 Bk, KA H MSATIE T Nk, 1rvkEE N
26.67 cmx23.33 cm, fE/NX I 30 17 BEATHE 11 7L 330 S A 1.1 5URI66TmM?, ARSI 2 R B, kFE
T N1 3 kg (T & R 2 28 kg)/667m?. L BERZ4S 30 kg/667m?. AL 4H 20 kg/667m?. UM% &-Ab 3 BTt
MBI BEALAIRAEFRAC; AR 5:3:2 (A BRI LLF G . SkZERET 8 H 15 HilHl, WS
FE9 40 om. £ b BT AR R I it A 5 A0 e FH B AR — 8, BDSkRRESR RS 20 d Bl SFAE(RE 20
kg/667m?. LN 10 kg/667m?). )5 3 d i AE(FR K 5 ka/667m?). oA # 7 b 43t K R v 7ok
BT . HAERET 10 H 29 HikcEl.

X SRR P A RRAT AL F R ZEBERNAS . R RAE KIS, W, 0, REIcE
A7 P ISR R 45 A4 T 2

2.14. EEWEIMFRE R

WIS BEAEIZE ) VLB SRR\ SR/ SR L AERVRE L, AN 533.3 m?. (R R R
T 1 5. IR L RS 75%. 80%. 85%. 90%. 95%F1 100% 6 AN [E] A U 1 4b 7, BEH 31K,
BEHLIX ZLHES, /MXK 10 m. %8 2.3m(F %% 30cm), HAH 23 m?, WREX MU E R IT 4 17. LFRBT
3 H 21 H¥EFR, B 31d. WS 4 mPETREAR, FRATHREE 27 cm x 23 em. 2 KIS RR, BEAS/NIXERAE 370 T
Prér 10,730 J/667mP. AR B S S IR R B (AR RS RIS AR ) T, K
ZET 8 H 21 HIFeEEl, T8 A 31 H&i k|, HART 11 H 5 HilkH .

215 EEEESERE

MIERAER D2 ROMNPFATR S LR DR E, CUEERRERHE 1 5 A0k, 58 H e
291000 m?, /NX K 5.7m. % 3.1 m (E4% 30 cm), HAA 17.7 m?, iR X VY B RAT 4 47, kZE
T 3 H 15 H4&Fh, #ld 31 d. mhid 4 AT FEAR, $ZATHREE 26.7 cm x 23.3 cm. 2 FiS R, BEAN/DNX
A 284 I A 10,714 JR/667m? . FLAMARES S PRSI S 0 P AR B o (AR S R R E
B 3T SLERT 8 H 16 HifeH|, BbE = E % A (5cm). B (10 cm). C (15 cm). D (20 cm). E (25 cm).
F (30 cm). G (35 cm). H (40 cm). | (45 cm). J (50 cm). K (55 cm)Al L (60 cm)3t 12 AMab3, & 3Kk,
BEHLIX HHES .
22. FESE. KBNS
221 FESE

PLE 5 AMRES S 3 AEH S5 : 2011 £ETT F2 Sk ZEAE AN [R) Pk 2 B RS R 20 B R 3G 725 2012 4R TF
JRE AR FEAS [F) B v B /N XX LA 2013 4R T Fi Sk 2o Sl Bh (4L &) 0 s AN T U RS i B8 A 72

2014 ¥4 AT 3 IR LS WiAT A, HEE AR+ BE AR S AR TR, AT RuRIE.
2.2.2. KHEIRTS

1) BMRIGIER . BARTER—REM, LA NN R 2 xR0 45 B #2 s

2) WRIG/NX S FEHBHUAR (1T R EE) 2 3 R S 2k 07 s T 2 A, DA RN XTI R . oA 8 B8 A TG 1% 5

3) VESEH ARG BTy AT HE AN E A GEER, DARARZE . PRI A6 45 R
HERF T o
3. BRE S
3.1. ARIGFF=ELLLE

M1 ATE Y, SRR B 450 kg/667m? (A TR 10 5 (F 4bFE)1 NG, Hiid 420 kg/667m?
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FIAT PR 2 5(G AbFE). il 2A12 (E 4bHE). AL 673 (A 4bHE). BFE1L 688 (D AHE) R ML 5814 (B
AbFE) 5 AN A, AL 889 A (C AL E A AK.

Table 1. The yield of the first crop of the tested varieties
# 1. s mMkFEE~2

wa o emes)  BR mwmome R TEE TR
A Ak 673 13.1 184.0 157.4 85.6 29.3 508.8 426.8
B XMl 5814 13.1 202.8 178.4 88.0 24.0 473.1 420.1
C L 889 12.2 189.1 134.1 70.9 21.2 294.5 315.1
D $ 7 4) 688 11.3 231.2 214.0 92.6 19.9 407.9 421.7
E Hrifit 2A12 12.1 223.5 202.2 90.5 22.9 474.4 431.9
F HWift 105 12.1 251.1 224.2 89.3 22.6 520.3 461.1
G WML 2 5 15.0 226.5 192.0 84.8 21.2 517.8 446.3

M 2 Tl R, F AR R 150 kg/667m? AT R 10 5 (F AbEE). Rl 2A12 (B AbER)FIR M
it 5814 (B 4b#) 3 MG, AR 4 NMLAHIEIK.

Table 2. Yield of ratooning rice of the tested varieties

#2. SEMBERETE

WE SR ﬁfgﬁ ) HEEBEH 490k00 THEQ (fk%}g;%) (i;'ggr%)
A il 673 10.4 68.1 56.9 83.7 26.4 132.8 126.0
B IAMifi 5814 10.0 78.4 65.6 83.7 23.0 128.0 153.2
C I 889 13.2 67.0 56.2 83.9 21.2 133.6 145.8
D T7 71l 688 12.3 72.8 60.5 83.1 20.3 128.5 134.1
E HiT 2A12 11.0 112.9 79.0 70.0 21.0 155.6 158.8
F o itk 105 14.6 107.0 84.5 79.0 22.0 231.6 194.9
G HFAL 2 5 7.2 120.6 92.0 76.3 20.9 117.6 115.8

3.2. FEFEREFELLE

M 3 AR, TE—E MR RV N, SkZERE - RS PP 2 B B I b i, AR 4k
BhnfE, PoEEW R, LB AbFE B 55(700.6 kg/667m?), A KLER YK (651.0 kg/667m?), F AbFE % {K(578.0
kg/667m?). EMNFRILF“EHRE, LI D kbFH A =(786.0 kg/667m?), AbFE C k2 (772.8 kg/667m?), B b3 j=
$5=(739.4 kgl667m?). [Klth, M SIS B RURORL S5 W1 25 CE RN B BT 45 A b, SRR S DL
1.0~1.3 J5URI66TM* NE . HFLERFI, A EEEIER K (4.9 JIR/667TM? . 32.9%), RS AR
TREER(32.7 KLy 18.6%), T HiEALHEE/NB.59. 12.5%), 4552 R AR MEE/IN6.3%. 7.0%). 7E LRI~
ST, I TTIROAMR YOS R > RSO > TRIE. Dk, 7B AR A AR S
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K>, HWE S TRRAEN T, WIEREE. U4 PR B A 20 R A 5 MR 26
R, WK SOKRE B &K T2 87 &, Ra BRI A, s & & m ek m k4, BFF
K= [3]e

Table 3. The yield of the first crop in different planting densities
% 3. TEMEEE LB~ 8

M AR g b o DX P A o
e o Ui M RS 4 M PPN T+ THTER BERTE

i Koo %)  H(g) (%) (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)

/667m%)  /667m?) i (kg)
A 8344 14.9 2190 1970 900 286 177 749 651.0 715.3
B 10012 17.9 2036 1936 951 295 176 812 700.6 869.9
C 11681 17.9 1987 1900 956 315 176 746 644.0 909.2
D 13350 183 2177 2087 959 285 172 745 627.9 924.7
E 16687 195 1840 1760 957 286 162 752 597.0 835.4
F 20025 19.8 1870 1800 9.3 280 163 721 578.0 847.8

3.3. IR e AEEKE~ENRI
3.3.1. XAFHEEHRN

MF 4 F, PANL RSB ERE, HRON N2, FSE N3, 1 NO Hik. A4 5785229 bl
Wik 15 B8 A Rl B i it 7 4 R [ATA AT

Table 4. The yield of first crop under different fertilizations
= 4. FEIERLGELFE=2

N e o o NP
o (ﬁggfmz) (igllaé% (j;;/laé% ERIE()  THRIEQ) (Ik%}easfr;) (E;Eg?;r}r:;)
NO 15.2 190.5 180.7 94.6 21.9 498.4 583.8
N1 15.0 194.5 187.3 96.3 23.2 555.0 661.2
N2 14.1 197.1 186.1 94.4 235 521.4 635.0
N3 14.2 1875 178.6 95.1 225 480.3 610.9

e PLEBEE N 3 A EE NI,

M5 HIHT, N1. N2 A1 N3 5 NO 2 [A] [ 2 R HIA B 2 /K, Hd N1 5 NO 2 [l £ F ik Bk 2
FAKF o BHIARI RS B 7 A LR B A A R, oA DR R RN HA
6:3:1 fl 5:3:2 AR TLFEBIAEKKE, WREF~E. MEFEIE T NEEE: 28EE: FAEK 7:3:0)
At FomiART RUG R GEAE: 2 EEAE. AN 433) K T LFERMIAEKEE, HmEBIK.

3.3.2. MHAEFE~ENFRW
M 6 F, PLN1 AR EiE, H4a 3 FEIEE%E 73 NO. N2 f1 N3 AR EHZEA K.
MFE 7 WAL, N1 5 NO. N2 Fil N3 2 [|] ) 22 S 2k B 2 35 /K °F, NO. N2 Ml N3 2 [H] ) Z AN
e

Em
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Table 5. Comparison of the yield of the first crop under different treatments
F 5 HLBILFREAELR

S I 56
AbE 7 (kg/667m?) EL NO(%)
5% 1%
N1 661.2 +13.3 a A
N2 635.0 +8.8 b AB
N3 610.9 +4.6 b AB
NO 583.8 - c B
Table 6. The yield of ratooning rice under different fertilizations
2 6. T EIMERLERERETE
Jesm %l MEE SR sk PRE EGKR BRI
(Fi#/667m?) (kL) (kL) (%) (@) (kg/667m?) (kg/667m?)
NO 19.6 64.7 50.0 77.3 22.1 183.2 184.4
N1 15.0 75.2 54.1 71.8 21.5 1494 205.2
N2 14.1 59.4 48.9 83.3 21.7 126.8 181.3
N3 14.2 73.6 56.8 76.9 21.2 1514 183.4

e PLEHEEY 3 N ER K.

Table 7. Comparison of ratooning rice yield under different treatments
F 7. SNEBERTEHR

TR

Ab R 77 & (kg/667m?) kb NO£(%)
5% 1%
N1 205.2 +11.3 a A
N2 183.4 -05 b B
N3 181.3 -17 b B
NO 184.4 - b B

3.4. FEIREREWEI=EEER
M 8 AN, ke E A R R SR B S, 2 100% 2 (F AP KRS = & s .

Table 8. The yield of the first crop under each treatment
8. BUEBLFHRE~E

g CEURRE (ERVG Mg Alsol GORF THE IR el &

(%) (Jil667m?) (%) () (kg/667m?)  (kg/667m?)
A 75 13.6 162.8 129.8 79.7 27.3 481.8 456.5
B 80 13.1 160.5 136.4 85.0 27.4 491.0 488.1
C 85 13.1 155.3 141.0 90.8 275 504.8 494.8
D 90 13.2 168.2 153.4 91.2 27.7 560.8 541.9
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Continued
E 95 13.2 188.1 173.1 92.0 27.9 637.5 573.8
F 100 11.7 201.7 188.0 93.2 29.1 639.9 575.9

e PLEBEE N 3 A EE M.

M 9 T, TELZERG 85%~90% KM (C 4bFE . D AbHE)E HA R~ B8m, Tk 200 kg BLE
1667m?, T £ 75% (A 4bFE).80% (B 4bFH).95% (E 4LFE) A1 100% (F AbFE) pl @i Ui B 2K T 200 kg/667m?.
SLZEFG 100008 (58 A CE T AR = A AR, R AT R T IEEEA 2, R R AR,
TEMSCEN IRV AR 1) A IR2E A R 2R CARMIK .

Table 9. The yield of ratooning rice under each treatment
9. BUNEBERTE

3 Y o . N, S
e Sy ooy SR w TGE TER G
A 75 15.7 745 51.8 69.6 221 179.7 150.8
B 80 17.8 87.3 493 56.5 229 201.3 166.3
Cc 85 15.1 75.3 60.5 80.4 23.7 2175 200.3
D 90 18.5 69.8 62.4 89.4 23.7 272.7 2325
E 95 19.2 65.4 48.0 73.5 22.6 208.5 196.2
F 100 154 62.8 52.4 83.5 23.3 187.1 157.0

e PAEHEE N 3 N EE KT

35. FEIBESEBERTELR

M 10 AR, RS R DAY 7 R A 10 om 1) B AL IR i (208.0 kg/667m?). Bt B ZE 45 em (1
ROFRVEE, T3S e R e (200.3 Kg/667m?) . JE BRI, BE B FEIA 60 em (L AL 51 (92.9 kg/667m?).
FEAREG ST, Bt m L 10~45 cm HH

Table 10. The yield of ratooning rice under each treatment

10, BAEHER~E

ibsm Eéj(?frf)’g (ggfﬁz) Mk ORGSR THE() (Ik%}gﬁfn%) (ijggn%)
A 5 14.5 56.9 46.3 81.3 25.8 173.4 164.2
B 10 12.9 75.2 61.5 81.8 26.7 210.5 208.0
C 15 12.5 79.5 66.0 83.0 26.2 215.8 207.9
D 20 13.82 66.9 54.4 81.3 26.8 201.0 207.2
E 25 115 85.7 68.9 80.4 26.2 207.3 205.6
F 30 11.2 88.3 70.9 80.3 26.0 205.5 205.2
G 35 10.8 89.3 72.3 81.0 26.3 204.7 204.1
H 40 12.5 73.5 60.7 82.6 26.4 200.2 203.2
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Continued
I 45 13.3 70.5 56.5 80.1 25.3 190.2 200.3
J 50 12.6 62.4 50.8 815 26.7 170.8 160.6
K 55 125 54.3 443 81.6 26.0 137.9 134.6
60 12.6 35.7 28.8 80.6 25.8 935 92.9

e PAEHEEY 3 N ER K.

3.6. EFHREIE

T O 0 S B M A B RS + AR AE), HABRERARR A R +
AR R B e AR AR R, WMSEI RS RIZHEE. FEZEE N EERMA . AN 2 KB
ZRZURON . RO SN VR Z A b AN ST F G+ F AR RE A 0T v 77 AR 7= YO i o) 3
BRI AIE . S GURE L KIAT I I P30 0, SkZERE T2 97 607.5 kg/667m? FiAE RS T34 B
77 227.8 kg/667m?. 57T 1 #7 835.3 kg/667m?, b ARZRYE X (1 AR F7) 77 R 48 85.3 kg/667m?, 1
11.4%, MIT3N T SHbE ARG A = IR R R R

4. R RITIE
4.1 #Hig

411 EEEEREBHNSMESR)

ARG, il 10 5 i 2A12 AR P 5814 3t 3 4 i b 1AL R = B 488 150 kg/667m?,
EHE W HAER.

Pt B AE ARG AT (AR G5 AR S M R R B, B TR AR A SRR R A SR R I 7 R T
BRE. KUk, EHEA R, A S AR ORI A S R G AR ) i R (AL A) B A T R AR RE RS
Sl
412 EEMERE

RIGLE R R, £ — MBS EIEE N, Sk B PO BTS2 &, A Fhoe 25 5 4%
XIS, PRI R M. EARIAIET, SAERAMELL 1.0~1.3 J17U667Tm* i A B, NIE B AR
R

4.13. EERBREESRN
RIGFF SR 7E7E N1 3 kg/667m?, N. P,0s. K,O EbIN 1:0.3:0.9 I T, kEBNAIIEE
JraCAIEAE. ZrBEAR: FHARA 6:3:1 NE.

4.14. EEWEIRHRE

MARIR 25 T nT G Y, AR R 7= e o Sk 2R SO Bl s 280 B8 98 I 2 T T 5 B 00 3 Mt i se s sk
ZERE (M 95%~100% A HAHi Hil 28 85%~90% ki S 1) vI 3k G it A P4 S 4R i« WG M A 4R 2 3R 57 0
A, KFEAR R ZE g, T AR IR P AR 2 0 R AR I AN R 0 e A, T 3RAF 7= o TEARIR %
P, ES RS B A 85%~900% 0 # .
415 EEBESE
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