ZHRM RIS, J. Anhui Agric.Sci. 2022,50(4) :165-168

AREANHEIEX SR WERM A KE"E - mRK

WRm' %% LFE ERFR Ebm Rt

M
RS

H =2 i

)32}:
Bk

CLYLTRE AN A JEAT RS R BAS:23 R) LIRS B 2243315 2. B st S AT AR R AT BRAY R VIR 3t 21001453 TL55 4 40l B2 e 4™ i
JFi 2 A AR TR TR R 5t 21001454 LI iR AQ I K JReAT BRZA ), VL35 R it 210019)

HE FFRRR ER AT @RI RS B A IAKAG L T 8 et R A R RA AL AN Y A, EREN, AT @ e
G Bl et R EA T B RAAREY S TR, AP XEAFTANTER(AED) T4 EL4E BE T EFRB/EALEH
BE R AAANBE(LAEE), RS T REHAEEH ST, 5ESTANE(RED) S 24l G dBamE &, ARG TaE
R ALEKESH T, S EAL A AL HIE KRR R —FEALEFHE(LER) T EEZLE S ERAEH ENRAERR ;&
FOAIE(LEQD)HEELTLSAEDRAEOAEEE2F 2EFRTAEORLEG), L£FLE, RE LA @le-F4ke
R 3B BB WA = he e A TH—F R,

SR A AAUKAS AL B 5 5 R A
hESES S141 XERFRISEG A

XER/E  0517-6611(2022)04-0165-04
doi : 10.3969/].issn.0517-6611.2022.04.043

Effect of Different Organic Foliar Fertilization Treatments on Yield, Quality and Economic Value of Organic Rice of the Saline-alka-
li Land in Yancheng

HU Da-peng', CHEN Hao’, XIA Qian-wei’ et al ( 1.Jiangsu Coast Development Group Co.,Ltd., Sheyang Branch, Sheyang, Jiangsu
224331;2. Nanjing F-zone Biotech.Co., Ltd.,Nanjing, Jiangsu 210014 ;3. Institiute of Food Safety and Nutrition, Jiangsu Academy of Agricul-
tural Sciences, Nangjing, Jiangsu 210014 )

Abstract

rice in Sheyang County, Yancheng City, Jiangsu Province. The results found that chlorophyll content, yield and economic values were in-

The study determined the effects of various organic foliar fertilizers on chlorophyll content, yield and economic values of flag leaf for

creased with application of organic foliar fertilizers. Among these organic foliar fertilizers, large amount of elemental folia fertilizer ( (D)
showed the best effects with high chlorophyll content, yield and economic values. Next, spraying organic carbon fertilizer () significantly in-
creased amylose content. The highest thousand grain weight by application of seaweed organic fertilizer ((6)) with high potassium, while yield
was not increased significantly compared with other fertilizer at low nitrogen rate. Compared with control, single micro-element fertilizer, calci-
um fertilizer ((3)) showed insignificant difference in chlorophyll content, yield and economic value. The chlorophyll content in fish protein or-
ganic fertilizer () treatment had no significant difference compared with (D and &), but its yield was significantly lower than ) and &).
Further study is needed to improve the yield and quality of organic rice in saline-alkali soil by balanced fertilization with different types of foliar

fertilizer.
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Fig.1 Effects of different organic foliar fertilization treatments

on flag leaf chlorophyll content of organic rice
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Table 1 Effects of different organic foliar fertilization treatments on organic rice yield and economic value

L e . e it Wit

%jiment Eff/fc;%zhear 1 wo:rifﬁveight Grj?féﬁar Theort%lbgf;i;f yield Econ(:ﬁile \,falue
L2 g kg/hm’ Jt/hm’
@ 10.0 a 26.7 ab 155.1b 6268.7 a 75 224.9
@ 82¢ 26.1 ab 172.5 ab 5 145.8 be 61 749.5
® 7.7 ¢ 254 b 165.0 ab 48978 ¢ 58 773.4
@ 9.7 ab 269 a 133.0 ¢ 5286.0 b 63 431.7
® 8.6 be 26.3 ab 181.9 a 6203.0 a 74 436.1
© 7.6 ¢ 226 ¢ 173.1 ab 4530.1d 54 361.3

L [RISIARNG TR AR AL BEEZE 0.05 K285 3% . AHLAE LRI 60% , A HLKRG ks 20 7T/kg

Note ; Different lowerease letters in the same columns indicated significant difference between different treatments at 0.05 level.The shelling percentage of or-

ganic rice was 60%.The price of organic rice was 20 yuan/kg
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