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Abstract

[ Objective | The research aimed to bring up optimum fertilization amount of different yield levels of maize and improve production

efficiency. [ Method] The situation of adaptation growing of the corn in Xinxiang County was analyzed. [ Result] The optimum fertilization a-

mount of different yield levels (high, middle and bottom) was brought up by the research on the technology of formula fertilization. [ Conclu-

sion] Through the demonstration and the promotion, the technique had obvious economic benefits.
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