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W OE: [869) A LR RS RAGHERFE. KROF KB R R AILKRILGH 0, HKRAGKT RS A
AR ERE. [FE] RAZHRRXRG &, L “GRK6” Ast, @R ETRRIEASKE, ALBEFLK
F 34T RIS 90% A E (W1, 3FR&). 75%~90% (W2). 60%~75% (W3) A= 45%~60% (WA4), X7 EIEKH
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BEX K 43 A BURRE B AR O DN Y A 7
—IDEYE T K BEL B KR K 3 i R TR s 0
PRI - 330155 5 7K R K 20 8 FERFAE AR R AR A
o [AOR RS 1) ] N att,  ASHE FEiE e HE i 4%
] - 498 55 TR AR TE IR 73 X KRR L 7K 7
FI IR0 DA B P /K oy A BRI 52, AR 7K A
TKBARSR BB -

1 R5RE

1.1 R 5k

BT 2020 4 6—10 H 7EiAdb A B i kol
K2E (028N, 11429E) AL F 375 Y6 B A
HEAT o RIS R IR KT ARHE S B oK
FE S PRI P R KA AR 6 5, 1T 2005
RIS E K E, 24 F 145d, 2003—2004 fFZ 0
WL PR R X G, 2 a T8 8.34 thm?,
KIS EFMERAES 3 HbnitE, ALK 55 -,
XA o 6 3 B T KRS L RHEZ
0~30 cm, L3 H IRRA SR eIt i (2 mm) f5 4 H (&
BERE S KRN 1.8%). M HIEFEABAHR: pH
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{E ) 5.08, HHLFE RN 19.7 g/lkg, 2% &N 1.70 g/kg,
KRN 18.9 mo/kg, JEAEHEA 80.0 mg/kg.
1.2 It
RIGWE 4 PR AEE, 73708 T35 KR

o 358 HH A HE7K R 11 90% A | (WL, #Ei#E IR v 5 em
IKJED | 75%~90% (W2) . 60%~75% (W3) 1 45%~60%
(W4, FEE 1R A5 e H R RE KR E 2 b K E
VEBE T PRV BOE HIRIRF K2R (1) B 7 el /ME, BN
4 R . R 30 cm. EA% 30 om JEER B
SR, -5 SRR AR/ B (R AR T A4
BiiE e, %t 10 kgo FFAE4E N. P05 AT K0 F
W E BN 2. 1. 1.5 g, JEVES SN NHLCI.
(NH4):HPO, F1l K;SO4, ¥y 53 Hr 48, 1EIRIEHE - —Kk
PEMEFH « FEARATINE Fk IR A SR, HopikN
TR POKERE 24 h LI AREE RN
HHTKZ, BEIkEKE. RALREER, 6 A
23 H¥kMr, 7 A 17 Bk, SHEIEHE 3 ki . /K
TR MR A5 3~5 cm K2, R 51K
0.001 kg [FJRF-K PR EEE ] L3 o KR i

K EIERUK R — R E (M » &, L
FOKATF LR (M) FZEFE (M), FRZK
Sy RS R R KR AT LR, B )sipe /K Sk 142 il
K REBERAEIE . RS LIRS KR (0, %) it
SFREBKE CREMRE PR ARTIEAN), HHEA:

_ M yMi-M g
Mi \_M i

FERAAT R EAK, FEMEHACH K,
1000 mL & CHEREE 10 mL) HERf S EURE & .
1.3 MEMBESHE

1) FEKE MFEKIRE

FRREK, 25 7 L AR K B o FEZK BB P P
R 7K G 358 — B 11 A K B 5 e T 9 BT (i) 2 B T B
(CEIp

2) KRR

FARTFEER . RS SRR L B & 3
TR PRI R MR A i A B s B, Al KRR . TH
B, FEHRARIAEL 3 /CAEAR, $225. g, A
T AR L1-3100C 35 T A A ZE AT 43 AN
A 105 CAT 30 min, T T 60 CHEEE &,
Fl 1100 K PRR TS B A M. b 5 i sk
W A= b R Sk AR B AR T A 3

3) AEFHIELR

AH TR BT A AR B R A8 TSI 2 - T 18:00
FERRIX 15 cm BYWT=K8E, K H 06:00 F MR
PrimRR R e AR R, AR R Rt i
B 5EHE L 558, SPAD i H1 SPAD {3l g,
2

x100%- )

EEUH R e b R 3 om AR, B 10 YR SE Y
FEMEAERN LA ER AR A 1 m & {#FF UT300A
ZL AN A 58 AR e J2 56 4 i i [ S
SR, RIRE SRR R, AR RS KR
TR FE M ZE RIS 2 . SR B EL a3 i vl v
PEME R HBEKIRIEDUR IR, KA =i 26
FENEWERE. DUEETEeRAM 3, BAED
IHRHS B T UK & S NAREE R E my 5, B e 4
REAEK AR 24 h, FEAUR TR K AR R T
my, TJE1E 60 CHAMTZIEREIT me, RIELLT
NS A AN S KR (RWC):

RWC=22x100% (2)

4) PR FoK oy R AR

THGSHIL 3 JUHERE, FFPRIARE R TT,  FPRL
NF-ERIE, FRBEEIFNES/KE, %8 14%H57K
R R FPRAIRE AR 60 CHUHML T 2R 25
TR AR . KA PR R A K 2 A
RS ARV AR SRR E L EAS 2.
1.4 #IEAIE

% F Microsoft Excel #1 SPSS 26 45 i1 #1423 #rak
I EE K 2: &, % H Duncan (P<<0.05) % HEAG4i
ITEMAE

2 HERE5h

2.1 1Ky K FEFE KRR R2 M

£ 1 LB NKEREK BRI HE 1]
Hl, BEE LHOKDRC, AKREELE S A E
WA K E . 5 EK R 90%LL -
(WD) bk, LHEHIERKE 75%~90% (W2),
60%~75% (W3) F45%~60% (W4) /KFE44: 5 1
FEK B B/ 32.4%. 58.7%F1 69.9%, J3BE—IK T
WIRIFEK &) Bk 33.8%. 60.5%F1 69.3%, 47—
R (A 7K B 2 T3l ks> 28.2% 58.3%F11 67.4%, 4
e — RS A (P AR 7K B2 3 ) kD> 36.79%.57.29%F1 73.9%.

k1 BB ARS KA E G0

Table 1 Effects of soil water on water consumption of rice  kg/#k
AbEE SBEIRTEH RPN WA AEEW
w1 6.08 7.37 5.37 18.82
w2 4.03 5.29 3.40 12.72
w3 2.40 3.07 2.30 7.77
w4 1.87 2.40 1.40 5.67

AR 3 K5 TR K FEAS [F) A2 & B A A FE /K 53R P
W 2. 5 W1 AHAE, W2, W3 kAT W4 4b 7
2R H W FE K R E 4 0 PR AIC 32.4% . 61.5% Al
73.5%, 4y BE—R T WIMAE KGR 2 S PR (R 33.8%-
62.8%F1 72.7%, 4R T — R I I FE K 58 BE 43 ) P A
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30.7%- 64.6%F1 75.3%, FhfH— R EAHA BIFE K B EE 4y
HIFEAK 34.8%. 57.2%F1 73.9%. 5B F&AK 115 /K 43
A8 BRAR KRG 428 B A AR B I A RE K R R, 93
DK PRI HE -

R 2 B3 RAGH KR GG

Table 2  Effects of soil water on water

consumption intensity of rice g/ (Fk €)
AhEE BRI R BRI AEE W
w1 190.1 263.1 153.4 198.1
W2 125.9 182.4 100.0 133.9
W3 70.7 93.0 65.7 76.2
W4 51.9 64.9 40.0 52.5

2.2 TIBKSIKFE=EIK 5 F AR AT
3 IR IR KRG B AR o M R 5

M. FHEE 3 WA, BEE KKK, KREERAD
AR RIS, KR R AR & 17K 5y
AR RS T JE PR, e W2 A B ) 7K 3R F AL
RAAEYIENK BRI A s . 5 WL AbEEAE
b, W2. W3 AZbFRFT W4 Ab PR AR A 0 Sl B
ik 15.8%. 62.8%F1 83.6%, M4 i AT
9.0%- 64.9%7#161.8%, ¥ 5 73 Jill FE1IK 13.2%- 71.7%
F192.0%; W2 Ab3mAsaT. Ak F A EK 4
P2 R AR 43 R 3 4y i) e 22.0% . 30.5% A1
24.5%, 1M W3 AbHhAsaT . 428 F A EK 4
P2 R R RNIK 43 B 33 43 i BEIC 11.0% . 20.5% A1
36.0%, W4 KbFRRHEERT. 424 B WA E KA re
AR ANK 53R FH 0 7 ) A1 46.9%42.2% 1 74.7%.

& 3 ARG I KAGFEE KA AR E R
Table 3  Effects of soil water on grain yield and water use efficiency of rice

s (g #7) _ AR RN kg™ bRy g ayy  ARUARGR
e i 5 i EiiE ) S W] (9kg7)
W1 32.474).78 a 38.79+2.10 a 2.3240.06 b 1.9240.10 b 16.7030.47 a 0.8340.02 b
W2 27.3640.30 b 35.294#).75 b 2.834).03 a 2.5140.05a 14.5040.54 b 1.0340.04 a
W3 12.0740.66 ¢ 13.614.70 ¢ 2.0640.11 ¢ 1.5340.08 ¢ 4.7240.36 ¢ 0.5340.04 ¢
W4 5.3240.16 d 7.0640.38 d 1.2340.04d 1.1140.06 d 1.33#0.17d 0.2140.03d

I FFIAE RSN Z R 2% (P<0.05). T,

2.3 TR IKEE KB RN

Bl 1 A B3R XK m SR . HHE 1
AL, RS KRR, KRG &R & B mI bk s b
k. 5 W1 AFAMLEL, W2, W3 AT W4 4L TRy B
B IRK 2 I AR 4.5%. 13.9%F1 21.1%, filifs
FRIRR 70 A BRA 9.6%. 26.8%F11 34.2%, FL 2 HIHE
= PR 2.4%. 26.2%F1 31.1%.
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Fig.1 Effects of soil water on plant height dynamics of rice
AN TE] 358 7K 43 TR KRS el A P R R A ok A
K 2. 5 W1 AHAHE, W2, W3 ALFERT W4 4
R 2R A0 7 T8 43 ) A 32.7%. 92.5% 741 92.8%.
HHEE 4 vl A1, A L3k AR, KRG T
FRRAET 5 AR BEAR, MLkt EE. SPAD. ATy PR
BAHMERERS. 5 WL MM, W2, W3 &8
FTW4 Lb B ) TR 4331 B I 19.4%.45.0%F1 75.6%,
AR B KR HIFEAL 1.1%. 8.2%A1 13.7%, LM

0 15 30

Iy IR 5.4%. 34.3%7#1 59.4%, SPAD f{H 7y il &
9.1%. 18.8%F1 17.2%, W]y MHMEE 7 HlFE = 8.0%:
16.4%7F1 22.5%, MR T M$em 39.9%. 202.0%
F1392.6%. 5 W1 AL, W2 AR ZETT
SEESE, M W3 AL WA LI S R 22 ) B3
FRAR, i B 3K o0 IR ES & 5L M iR FE I T = A
FIF 7K R 1 AR B N F33E4T
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4k
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Fig.2 Effects of soil water on root bleeding rate of rice
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SR b AR ZE R IS, MSAE FRSSHIRTEE, MM KD 5 8E 5 S B02E R

PEREE . 2R 2 OO, U R AFI Koy

T A ERE A R KA R

ARDURLERF I Fr B g 5Kk fedbm-mmAg oK. feiert

F A4 RERIFKAGT A ARG R
Table 4 Effects of soil water on leaf physiological traits of rice

pise IR (m? 457 Lhnt-E/(g m?) HHXF 7K 2R 1% SPAD SR ZEIC AV MR 5% E R (ug o)
i 0.3440.05a 30.061.45 ¢ 8494411 a 389#2.1c¢ 32740.15a 3.8140.13 b 15.44:1.05 d
W2 0.2840.01 b 31.6941.83 ¢ 83.9943.66 a 42530.7b 34140252 4124062 ab 21594183 ¢
w3 0.1920.01 ¢ 40.3621.59 b 78.0140.69 b 4633052 1.5340.12 b 4.4430.17 ab 46.6244.75 b
w4 0.0840.01d 47.904.23 a 73.2741.99b 4564.0a 0.7540.08 ¢ 4674054 76.0444.59 a

& 5 RAGIALIAAL KA Moot J A LMK Person 48 X 547

Table 5 Person correlation analysis of water consumption characteristics and leaf physiological traits in rice booting stage

Eizta FokE FEAK AT AR Lot i AR Er K SPAD AR ZE AL R iR
K E 1

FEKRSE 0.999™ 1
URTAEA 0.957" 0.950" 1
Lot & -0.925 -0.911 -.987" 1

HART Erk 0.926 0.911 0.984" 0.999™ 1

SPAD -0.979" -0.980" -0.878 0.838 -0.843 1

SR E 0.902 0.881 0.946 -0.983" 0.986" -0.834 1

CIpGIca -0.990" -0.987" -0.988" 0.961" -0.960" 0.940 -0.926 1
Jri R -0.910 -0.897 -0.987" 0.998™ -0.996" 0.812 -0.969" 0.954" 1

VE RS RIR R EE (P<0.05) FUEmINEE (P<0.01).
33T 8

IS K A RN FRAE LK PRI s S 5,
SXof 5 48 7K R P A 7K 17 10 A0 S EIL S FH ) v 28T 7K E R
B BEEE L. B e B s R o a5k
R, KFEEEEIFKE. SEFMBFEKE
T KRR I T AR, 1% -5 A8 5C T FE/K R PR 72
g5 M — 83X R DR A B 38K 40 BE 0% 55 35 kb /K
FEARR A 28 i DA Sy 3 2 75 s =, T sk /K A
AP R K IR B AR A, ki sl e
G FFE/K & B SR e s, o) BRI /), HlAd
BN MAEARWE T, AFEF BB FEKEFFE
K58 BE 3 R I S A A > 43 BEIA > FL AV, X TR
FE RN KRE oy BERT R SR E R, BNARER
KT S

S HAREYIAR B, KR 338K 43 A8 4k i 7 5
IR, WA SRR T BRI R T A g
WFFERN, KREE BRI Py 2R . A &AL
P )38 BE /KR BR 23 ) A R R 5 7K 2 (1 70%
85%. 80%F170%, 4= H HAMEWE N IRMC TixfAh <
SEGFRKIEREC, SRS RIEA . WE L
K MIBEAG, AKRE ML b3 AR KR B 527K 45 R R
RS R IN AR (13D . AT R B, KRB &
Ay R TR A L3 B 7K R I BRI PG, X2
BT 7K 5 SR 7 A A Ik e AR DK
AL, TS T TR AR 21, shak,
KB K 73155 T VB T T AT

PERR R AR 2, DALERE /K 20 i 26440 i 40 i
JE A AR B, 8 K RN H AR K R 1990%
PLE e A b, 3 S OK RO H A K R
75%~900% 1 E B 77 20 i A % i I i = v 0 R Y
W ORI 1 R 3R A R v 1 A X B K
R DA 7K R R R A PN 2B B A 4K B N AR AE 3 3k 4T, W]
TELRAF A s I /KRG = B 2 3 32 K 2 R R 2
Ko GAEFRKRERFARRE B KR F RO, T35
B 7K ER Ny 8] 5 7K 2R 11 75%~90% 2 AS fF 78 v 3 ‘B 7K
T T 28T 7K FE R ) B A 3Bk A AR B . T K R
IR0 2, e S P 398K 2y BORS HE S . DRI
AHIF TR F R R 6 () 7 92 R R W ) 3 S KR,
FRUE Z AR 1) 3 M) DL RCR SO S K AR
R ZE 5, A 045 o R e H S K HE R AR
AL SARIEARE . 2488, g sebrd i
T P R KRG 38 18 MR DU AR R AT R T K RS
H— PR T

B3 ##&80dEARRLEKYTRKBEA
Fig.3 Phenotype of rice under different

soil water 80 days after transplanting
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