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Abstract: The effects of different irrigation methods on the consumption characteristics and yield of summer corn were investiga

ted based on different water treatments. The results showed that (1) the higher the control limit of moisture content is, the

greater the water consumption is; (2) the water consumption of the integrated ridge tillage furrow planting pattern is low er than

that of the conventional furrow planting pattern under the same water treatment during the growing period, and the impound

ment effect of soil moisture is good;(3) under different furrow irrigation methods, the corn yield and water use efficiency are

significantly different, and the integrated ridge tillage furrow planting pattern generates higher yield and improves the water use

efficiency. The average increasing rate of yield is 8 67%, and the increased water use efficiency is 0.23 to 0. 36 kg/ m*; and (4)

too low or too high moisture treatments can cause adverse effects on the corn yield and its component factors.
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1.1 X3 IR3E 5K Bttt

TR AE AR AL AR K LK 2235 7K Al T R 4 B 0 006 =
AR BEAT, HoBE A7 BN AL 34047, KRS 11346 . ik
5 M AT B, HE 5, Hh oA — 3, HERKER 30
m, BRI L 1 m A2 P K E( ST
) FT R T N 24% F L3S of em® o B TR A
H1 958, T TR B FOKE AR 1 AR, IR R4 2012
6 H4HITER, 201249 H 18 H 3k,
1.2 X%t

AR BTt T 2 Tk g s 2R 2R AE R (CFL) /N
KRB W RE (TFT)) 3 FhoK A HITIR, JL 6
Fab B, AR PR = AN EE . B RORFIILE 1, R
BEBIA 3 500 B/ o KSR 7 T B 43 0 T RE K B
60% ( 1 60) ~70% ( I~ 70) F1 80% (1- 80) , LA %4 & 311 11 Ril3
TECEE/ WA 60 em, 1 EHI K 100 em) T3 K5 Jy b

T, R BB K A4 T BRI R JEAT RE K, HEAK e A 45
mm. HEKEFHRAREK 7 Z 0K 1. w5 At
ATHER, 2Ok A A WA 2R 311 4 mm, 204 T 7
JI8 7, Bt th ik 6 7 G L It 0 B

1

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of summer corn planting

1
Table 1 Irrigation scheme of summer corn
HEK R/ mm
Y NEN K5y
64H 6 15H 6J120H 6125H 7H21H 814 H

Iz 60 45 - - 45 - -
5 B HE( CFT) I- 70 45 - 45 - 45 -

I- 80 45 45 - 45 - 45

I 60 45 - - - - -
— A AR HE(IFT) I 70 45 - 45 . _ _

I- 80 45 45 - - - 45

1.3 nERE 5k

TESK ARG 11 50 5 K TR, EK 21 KSR 0, g
WO SL/(s* m), AESEEESH.

(1) LK. ERFREEFTYN (AW S5 )
SRR R JE AT I 2, FEAEREK AT & — REEAT Inl .
KB BTEDZE (JZIE 20 em) W 2 1 85K F, E 1
mo — PR ZEAE VA FE PR A 5 B T L 4 2R A D R,
FIVE) HE PP AE A A 28 VA 25 B — A W A

(2) BT Ry WA B35 5, B30 R
TSR B 4 S 0 B B T A S T S R R T TR )
KA A R

(3) HRhe A AL PR ) 5 KR A B L BT
E LT e st R (R Y/E 8 SN R v NS ACER L T Al T
1.4 HrEFekEi+E

MR B T K AR 0T P 338K A3 W &5 5, A K &
15 75 FETH A5 Ab B BOK Y BEFE K &, AN

ET, ,= 10;”11-(6“— 02)+ M+ P+ K (1)
KHCET A BEAK B(mm); i AL )EwmT; vy A 1m A
TEVPHTHREE(g m®);H, A )2 TIEEE (am); M N
W R IKANG B (mm) o B TR WL T KEEERTE 5 m L
T, EL3E I R S 0 IR R A R A SR I v R 2 R

JEVB R, HOW R KA R TN 0.
1.5 X346 4032

K DPS FRAEXHR A HEAT S R Ze vt o #r o X0
SRR SNK VLR 4, 1 25 M 22 IR 567K T4 P< 0. 5.

2

2.1 REAE TR ERFEKGFE
2.1.1 EEXAEAET MBRAKINE
MR FRAEE NI AEE A, BRI K 7 Fh-

T T - BT RN — R e - R RES - AL
A BE . R 2T, AR BORAET NS BURRKE AR
AR B A BRI HHAH (V) RO 3 - A B BEAE
KE I 2, FLUOR IR - R, PN Bk KB R
FKBFEKI 50% it #EFh— B B, FEK b, Ry
7. 89% ~ 9. 54% o WAET WK, W EERP R AL &K
a3 AR B[ FEFK 52 L — A A0 28 A Vi VEEASE U 38. 15~ 44. 13
mm, fHEAFEK I AN RE RS B K 2 . 20
OFTRIL, B 1270 K45 16 R, TFT 463 e S 1 I FEK
HOKT CFLZ Ak, HoAb AR A K4 4L 21T, CFL 7245 B B I FE
KB T IRl AN, 76 fle - HE 2B BU & FK B2 R
AR, KA H T CFI 283 5 a8 A 3 3R 1 ek, B e 5L
KR T SR I TR 5 D IR B, R R A s AR R
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TSR, AE R TE AR E HEAE A, IFL 1) 2805 &K T CFL, HI99
TP BRI A AR 1% B B AR KR 22 . EAH I A X
T, Ko A F R, FEOK K. LA IFL 941, 1> 80 /K 43 b3
705 EKBEA A P FE K= 40 31 T 1270 A L 60 4k

PRHEAN 43 98 mm A1 102 96 mm, 5P 2 7K 43 b B b e,
B2 & RO, R, BT 7 R 0 K5y, K4
TR KRBT, K TR R, R4S BURF
IK G b BB K 1) S 3 2

2
Table I Water consum ption and mode coefficients of summer corn during different growth stages
TR AL 2 - — - Ll —— — — -
FEfh— HH - R Hti- i - e TEH - U S LT )

Fe/KE/ mm 30. 24 67.57 84.74 65. 12 101. 99 349. 66

IFI BERK(%) 8.65 19.32 24.23 18. 62 29.17 100. 00

e FE/K R/ mm 37.08 83.23 88.35 67. 65 112.5 388. 81
e IR %) 9.54 21. 41 22.72 17. 40 28.93 100. 00

Fe/KE/ mm 33.76 74.53 91. 4 81.51 117. 44 398. 64

170 i MR K %) 8. 47 18.70 22.93 20. 45 29. 46 100. 00
Fe/KE/ mm 37.12 94.5 98. 4 79. 44 129.6 439. 06

e R %) 8.45 21.52 22.41 18. 09 29.52 100. 00

Fe/KE/ mm 34.93 90. 21 98.28 87. 62 131. 58 442. 62

i MR K %) 7.89 20. 38 22.20 19. 80 29.73 100. 00

80 FeKE/ mm 39.62 107. 57 109 88. 44 142.12 486.75
e R %) 8. 14 22.10 22.39 18. 17 29.20 100. 00

2.1.2 EEXAFEAEHTME EAANE 2.2 AR ARG XA B R F 2 R0F

I 2 AT, B ROR AN [R AR & W B RE K S 72 A
Ko HEF— BB, FEAK BRI R T LR, T %M BER
SIELF, H B SR, & Ab R FE K ik # 3. 78~ 5 66 mm/ d.
P, TEZE I B I T HEKAT 21, AR L3R 2 1T, FEK
A LLZE R N, T IAETE VR B 56, KK HIgS T AR 1A
R, BEm B K25, 5B ERG IR .
5 CFIAHEL, TFT PR 3558 /K 68 70 B0, Ref8 6 &% 40 ) 4 1 28
R, SR AL HFEK T3 T 0 58 mm/d. HEAIKTY
Wiz 5, AR AR, B K 0 HFE/K it i K, 7 dh b
— WERMBOEBEME 5 92~ 7 37 mm/ d, IFT ) H AL KR8
& T CFL. ERIT IR )5, B B KRG M D, 28 AR
FHI%59, & 4b B AB7K 238 FFUG sk, B AREL T IFL, CFL I
BRI 2% 5 M S 1 o, I 241K L REJK 2 LE IFT S H 8. 01% ~
13 98% o X T[RIFHREME B0, B T K& ABF BB iy H K
S A K o T PR AR v W SR O, AR RE A - R el
— VSR B S D W, R R X AN B LAt
T8 R R A BR 26 10 O 32, 78 2 1 38K oy S8 5 I F 25 1

2
Fig. 2 Variation of daily water consumption of sum mer

corn during different growth stages
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i 1t — P K 7 BRI 15 A B, B 2 IR AR
iSRG RO R b, BVEH R TEEK Xm=. AR
3 ATLAAE e BARREK 7 3B ORI P BB B K A R
FRIER TH S SEHT S T B a3, oK 3 AR BRI 7= B K R A
R de AL, (A T i 7K Gy A 38 VA7 KW R i35 CFL 7
KA R BRS AF T AT B IR A4S, B 55 AH ) K 43 4 B
IFLAREE, ZERR AR o X0 WA 7K 25 B 2o 7= ik R
JRIR TP AR R, 30 T E R MIER K, B B
PN, K3 CFII 1= 80 /K20 ib Bl -4 &k &t
e, ORI RO R R, MI59 T A9 AR 5, BRI
TR AR LG L - 70 G, TOLFL 1) 15 70 4038 B K oK 7e
BAHK T 1560 AlL- 80 43 A K 219% F1 3 42% . BLAM, 7677
SRR T TR DA % K o A B R R ) 2
BN, B L 60 K4 AbFR 4% 4R B 5 1 7001 80 7K 43 b3
AEAEZE A, ot Z2 3N B35, UL AN ) 7K 43 AR B 0f Bl
JEFCXF KL E R AN K AN [RIRE K T 2L K gy b PR ) Bk
B 22 IR B T R W 3K P, R WA [ Ko T
B G RORE = 2 G2 , H B R B B . IFT AT
CFI B 80 (& KL IR fE 1, 3 FhuK 23 A BRI 4 CFI /b ik
7K 45 mm, EAEURI BN 18 41~ 32 40 i/ Al B RIAF
2 75%~ 14 08%, V-3 & 14/0 587 74 kg/ hm?, 17 /K34 ™
e ST
2.3 KRR AE 7 RAFK A R & 6970

KOy FIF 2R WUE) $5 B K6 1 m? 7K BT R 257 KT RL
PR W WUE= Y/ET o 9V — 1 1028 151 HE %55 15X
KA AN A G T A AR, AR SCR B K IR 7K 23 1 A
HATTHHE, 45 FK 4,

M 4 T DU, B 5 K oy e R BR IR v, R
KT B KK P =20 3 5 SR 5 9 A a3, 6 ik
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Table 3 Yield and its components factor of summer corn
7 g ) LT
R 47 — ‘ -
T/ em TR 5 ot HHRE g PR/ (kg hm'?) W= (%)

IFI 16.85 b 495.10 e 25.19 a 6 547.95e

1-60 2.75
CFI 16. 80 b 472.35 f 25.70 a 6372.95 f
IFI 17.48 a 541.05b 27.65 a 7 853.39a

L-70 10. 88
CFI 17.35a 522.64 ¢ 25.81 a 7 082.62c
1K1 17.52 a 548.45 a 26.75 a 7701.33 b

1-80 14.08
CFI 17.42 a 516.05d 25.41 a 6 883.87 d

Vi AN R R AR AL B2 5 B2 (p= 0 05)

4

Table 4 W ater production efficiency of summer corn

IR AL #E Fei/ (kg hm2)  FE/KI/ (m3« hm2) WUE/(kg* m'3)  WUE K% (%) “FY¥IWUE/(kg* m3)

IFI 6547.95 3496. 59 1.87

L- 60 14.25 1.76
CFI 6372.95 3 888.07 1. 64
IF1 7 853.39 3986.41 1.97

L- 70 22.13 1.79
CFI 7 082. 62 4390. 63 1.61
IFI 7701.33 4426.15 1.74

L- 80 23.03 1.58
CFI 6 883. 87 4 867. 54 1.41

e IFF I 70 (7K 43 4277 2% de s, CFE 17 80 dfi. 77
VHEDT ST, BUR 1 60 (R BK - BT8R 1570 AHZEAR
K, HIEE I 70 7 709. 67~ 1 305 44 kg/ hm?; I 70 I 4
& T 1= 80, fH 3R /K B 1- 80 Jk 2 T 458 32 m?/hm?,
SPYIK AR - 80 R T 13 60% o iR Ar B i,
o R FPRE K 7 2, L 70 16 GRAIE 7= 5 1 [F] B B HE K &, 42
BT K AR R A T A Ky AbFE . 5 H A VA EAR B,
INFE ORI 2B ARV ERPRE % T VR AR R, TR AT
MR E T 2 TR S8 E AR E T, 5K R m
T 14 25%~ 23 03% .

3

(1) 5% B HE PR A EL, — A L0 ZE VA 3 51 K R RE
JKEE KA T IR TA) R e, EHTIAFE K D, R IR E R IR,
RS RFETK 240 A AS R R BE (R B A, ~F 34715 7K 38 15~ 44 13

(2) ANIRI 7K 43 Ak R Y v 8 7 2 BRI R 7 5% i A
K, AE 4 A # ) AORE HEOR P R 2 SRR AR R KT S
HRARS TR, HR TEERERKES, o @el ke
K 53 Ab B o 38 R S TR OK T TR B 5 VA JE R AT
Ll — A 28 1) Y J5 3XAE 1 200 BE 7K &= 1 TRl Y, 1260415
70.1- 80 K4 Ak BH 43 WM = 175 kg/ hm?. 770 77 kg/hm?.
817. 45 kg/hm?,

(3) EL KK 4 = e B A E K SR B9 0 48 B 538
JE T BRI FFREK A, - 70 K5 A FRAE AL k= 32
e TR [RJ IS, RAS T4 i 10 7K 43 1) FH 80 s AR T 5 VR E T
3, — IRV HE TERE K B D IS LT, 7K 2 A1 8%
BT 14 25%~ 23 03% .
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