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%K H DRAINMOD A% 5 i H KT PR A R A
TR R, 2 5P DRAINMOD H% f
FH B AGAR SR W AL T X, 6 X R
HeK A Z i R A AT AR, R BRRE2R m] A 2
UL T e TR 3 DX T HE K R M M R R B R
P, MR TG 2.8%~16.0%. Hashemi 2214 i
DRAINMOD & 8Y o] DA AU AS [RIHEZK IR BE A ]
PEAH A N AR RS B A HE KR &, X iR 2 E
8 1.0%~35.0%. [UIAR] %L, %+ DRAINMOD
R ZE ARG H () N 90 22 2 AR SR, (EX
ANFEEHRS N R S A e i s DR L%
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[FFEHESE RS K Z B &S, 2R DRAINMOD
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1.1 RIEWOR R R Z1EE

RIGHF 7T T 2017 4EA0 2018 4 6—10 H7EiE/KE:
IKFIRFERE TG RIS K 58 i, RIS X AL TV
WELZ T WK LR F — FEATEE Ny, Hh B ARFR AR &2
119°16', Jb4f 33°507, J& T WHTBIEMESEX, £
PSR 14.4 °C, HFEFFIK 979.1 mm, K ERFE
S AN, ARREK & A ROKE L EROR, £
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K% 13854 mm, EHHIEKE 2 280 h, FHTHH
# 240 d. iRE[X 0~100 cm 2 A+, ik
FAREN 1.42 glem®, pH AN 6.82, HIAIRFK R 27.9%
(&) , AVFER 219%, @%E. 2S5
79098, 1.12 g/kg, A RN 21.5 mg/kg. K H
AN ARG, A% FHFIRS 9 90 m>27 m, % FH FH I 25 30 cm
PAE, JKHTE 40 cm, EEBTE 30 cm, BRAVG—IfK H
HiAh, K AN 50 om I8 25 45 ke, i
G T F/NX [RIK AL . 33056 X A B LK 1o

27 m

90 m

> HAKIRRE
[] MEBEAK R A

O BRI R PRVIRIARTPSS

o HEKEAHEM s
Bl XBREAE
Fig.1 The layout of the test area

BEAKRE SR 9918, % AR KA &
H, BEREESE, ZERIRYD, mHEgRSk, M NEE
B, AR OLE, PUwHCE AR, iR e )
5 o 1% Al SRR 241.5 J3AE/hm?, BRI % 175.7
Fi, #5507 85.5%, THIfiE 27.59, thmnlik 122.7
cm KA, EAEFUTEN 130.8d, ZAETHTEN

597.1kg. KR ZHERAE 1, EHIEN. Py KJi
FAN 1511515, JREGEREN 46.4%.
%1 2017—2018F KA R L4
Table1 Agronomic measures of rice in 2017—2018

Efy 2017 4 2018 4F
i zF 57 23H 5/ 27H
Hr H# 5H 25 H 5H30H
i 6 H 18 H 6 H23H
H 6 H23H 6 H271H
B % 6
E 22 cmx>15 cm
- ‘Elli); 6 H23H GZH 27 H
it A = &4 900 kg/hm
B 7 A 16 H(23d) 7 A 15 H(18d)
e it A JR % 50 kg/hm?
- H 8 A 4 H(424d) 8 A 5 H(394d)
it JR% 50 kg/hm?
el Hit 10 H28H 10 H30H

W d2d) SEBRURE 42 K, LU
1.2 Rt
5 S8 2R 5 4 XK R KM 5N R 2, il v
HAE AT DAAE R FF BRI K T IR TR, SR ) &
KRR, 3K AR R, 3K 378 0 R R SR I
Ky IR BEHE KR | BEHEE B BB, K
H T NS JUAE (KRB0 45 U224 BT 358 KRS T 7K
VEWAHAR RN, % AR AL T RN 2.

k)2 BRBR\ KA IRIET F

Table2 Water control program of each treatment

osail Sy BESlem R AR em HOFETTEHA/em FLEYH/em B

CK -20~6~6 -20~6~6 -20~6~6 -20~6~6
LCID -20~6~10 -20~6~20 -20~6~20 -20~6~20 NEKE, BRET
HCID 50~6~10 -50~6~20 -50~6~20 -50~6~20

T BBUENR KL F1U1-20~6~6 73 Fom K TR HKAL, WK B FRAR B KA L /R Foid & KR B Ko

EHOUKFE /T BERA . T 2R . AT e AR 2L
I A N E B BT EAGRE, 33 e, B4
MERV 3 ANEE . AEGREHE (CKD A% H /KA 1)
K FFRAE-20 cm SZEIVE/KE 6 cm, M JE/KZHREE
it 6 cm BIHEZK. $E6HEHE > A R iEHE (LCID) #
#HEPEHE (HCID) , LCID iAF#E/K T FRE-20 cm 37
RIVE/K 2 6 cm, 4y BEHIRN JE /K 2R BT 10 om BPHE
K, HAbA BN EKERERBE 20 cm RIHEK;
HCID % 2% /K FBR{E-50 cm SZEI#E/KZ 6 cm, /)5
HE/K 77305 LCID A
1.3 RIENMIEFR R 754

D "%k HHEENRENX I ESR %
UUSCEE, BB FEFE NI (A] . PR T A BA R B AR
AR RAEE. RKAAHEE . KGE. KHEK
. AR R,

2) AR IKAL . K 09:00 Xif 4 FH 7K AT 34T W0
2R LT K JZ I, 88 3 8 RO 3] s W] s ) &4
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FH O T K E IR . To/KERT, I8 73S0 B A (3] 45
PR BB ) 3 AN R KA HE 85/ X AR F K
AL o

3) HEKE. BRI e i = K HE
5E A5 FH R /K

4) HKkF. KRRKM 2, o HKE G H
KR, R =3 ZE T E R K E, Hp kW
Sl AR IR R _EHE KR BN B &, H A RE
ZIRHEKIZ LIRS

5) KFEFREUZ /30T TEARS H/NXESE 4 NHURE
R MR K A SR S 2 A8+ 2 4 BIFE K T S 1/2
KR JREEUK, REENKFM, —M 5~7dH
1 UOKEE, (HHAR S LA M fE 1 B HEURE s &
TR 7K R KA, REEA 1.5 m, HE R
B, ERESTFLIFHCYiARLIE, HOnsabiN . U
e ESRBEEIHNK, 1~2 h 5 BEHE s
7K, BURESIR R MK o HEK I ZE HEZK H TTEUK,
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FT DRAINMOD 457 {7 ] 38 Hl A% 2R HH /K RS AR A0

30 min BX 1 W%, M- sIm ariE MK K,
I IKAE R Ja W I AR 25, FFiEAT VA (3 "CH AL HE,

1E 24 h WHHT KB AKFEP AR, AR
AR BRI N R AR AN e,
BT FAX 2% 323258 UV2800 5734 A3 e 6 EEAY

2 RAFEEFESH

2.1 {RBVEIE

DRAINMOD #5528 DA fij B (1) - 3383 i 3 [l 9 7K~

iy S 35 Ry TR IR AR K SRR IS FE, mT AERf

TR H A KA MR AL N HEK & CA AR =
B IR R EAN, T3 KE PR AT R A

AV=F-D-ET-DS,

K AVATHKERARE (cm); D AMAHKE
(cm); ET N7ER B E(cm); DS MR ZE T E(cm).
TE R ITAMT BEN, MK &P FER -
AS=P-F-RO, (2)
X ASHERZEKERNZNE (cm); P AKEWE
FHEKE) (ecm); F AABEE (cm); RO MNHEE
7miE (ecm).

DRAINMOD #81 A] DL A TS UL i b X e 7K o7
ZAF AR HARBEAX (—4E, Fm)D) KHEAX (4,
e [ A [A)) { RIBOK AR R iR, BRI Z
FH— 25X I R BT FE 3R IA ORI T AR AR A
Rick, FH—IARZESERM . 24X R

(1) BOT RN
0C, 0Cy\ 0(V,Cyp)
6.D EJFQ@dgE)'TJFS’ (3

% (9aCa—’_‘ggcg—}_pbCs):gj ( aa

e 0 N EIETARRAA S 0, A ISR R
B py AHIEEAMTABRE (MILY; C, NEFTE
REZMMASE (MILD); CyARF R E R AR
B (MILY); Co NREMEREZFMIRE (M/M);

Da ARSI RS (LT dg AT HUR S
Vo WO AR E R S NIt OUIFE] (T); 2 938
[ ALAR (LD

% 3 LEABAHAKSK

Table 3 Main input parameters of soil and drainage

TIESH 0~20cm 20~40 cm 40~100 cm HEAK R U E #/iE
LA k% 0.378 0.365 0.342 W PR fom 120 S
L S SRR 0.047 0.046 0.039 Hesk I BE/em 10 000 Sl
M fa A K i (em b 1.42 1.04 0.56 HeKEH B4R em 18 HE
[ YA Sk 2/ (cm d ™) 42 21 18.9 Hb T BIANE K2R B lem 300 RiE
R /% 39.1 39 38 HeK Z%0/(cm-day™) 2 SCHR[25]
R /% 48.9 49.2 495 Kirkham FUKIRE/em 0.5 SCHik[25]
FRLE% 12 11.8 11.5
LIRS (g em™d) 1.40 1.43 1.47
k4 RESHK
Table 4 Nitrogen parameters
R ¥ B #TE
Michaelis-Menton iz kid #/(jg ng™ day™) 10 g
[EL A R0 B (g ng™ day™) 25 R
ETSTNERITIETNG 20 HIE
Michaelis-Menton % k% #%/(g ng™ day™) 35 g
SR HRIH$U(g ng” day™) 35 P
Bo&E EIREE/C 37 HIE
Michaelis-Menton % Kig /(g ng™ day™) 100 HE
KA S A FH U (L ng™ day™) 50 HR[26-27]
S ER LI C 51.6 3CHR[26-27]
HEAs} v i EIFIVEY TR 15 e
IR LE M % 7/(g mole™) 150 000 SCHR[26-27]
AR LT R HU(s em™) 30 HE
Gy

2.2 1RESY

TIESHEE NB R FPAMEALIE IR TIESE
THENGE .. BT R RGBSR, ENAT
YA HEZK I 75 ZEAEAT AR S HOR B, HERER AT HE

KA EERIG I 52 s HEKE A R 2 A E K2
TREE I AR R, T SR AR 56 S5 AL,
HeZK RERKirkham R 7K IR B 225 SCHR[25]80 7 - AR
FH 2SS BOE I R 25 T2 SOk [26-27110 € - 1E)
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A WOR R IR ARG 2017 4 F120184F Sl £ L 201748 150 W I St #E4T 2803 7€ « 20184F 4 %
ARG W HATROE - BRYIIGSHNARI—3KE, K AT IIE,
k5 i HK
Table 5 Growth parameters

H i 6 H 23—30 H 7H1-31H 8 H1—20 H 8H21H—9H8H 9H9H—10 H30H
IKFBAR R IR E lem 3 15 18.5 20.5 225
e e i Sutcliffe 2% (Nash). X iR % & RE LLEAHK AR
3 FHAIS BRI ¥ CC, RN
2 —\2
3.1 BESEEER ST Nash=1-37,(0,-M;)" /1 31L,(0,-0) (4
BB 2 T 43 S J) B U I % 4 SR iU, o Re==Y",(M-0,)/ 3L, O, (5)
4 R BURYE S BT S8 ] AR BRI, B N T e S (0-0)M:-TD) 6
AR, S ER e NS, B B — —
DRAINMOD 4 . 45 S N 5150 A i Fer00r feonm?

I AT YEHE 22 0k [25], BAR AR 6.
%6 BEA SRR 5 A
Table 6 Obedient probability distribution of model parameters

Korf: QAR HIKAL ST (emd; My A KA A
PR CemDs n WBERE O A KA S35 {E

P PR (em)s MR KAAEALFIME (em)
po——— KU, 12), Kem—U(L4, 05), Hft ZHOR I E AT Morris 1Pk T 85U
Keat/(cm %) Keag~U(0. 6, 0.45) M, &S S ECR AN T S w A bR v
K70 £ Delem De~U(16, 25) 2 o R FIWT S E BB , Forh pfl e B S UM K
R KSR 1.L/om I.L~U(200, 350) /N, pfEBROKR , ARFEZHon B i o 45 SR (R 52k oK
FRHUREL Alem A~U(5, 20) o [E RS ERI 22 AR R/ N RS HON AR
vmax/iﬁﬁi o) Vingoit~U(75: 30)s Viaer—U(25, 30) e3-Al0| ,\\cﬂﬁf&%i;j%, RESEAZEAEF K.
iy U, 50 K Ul10, 10 32 7}<§71T2§$§’|‘%Mﬁiiﬁ%liﬁ$ﬁ -
Kn/(bg ng™ day™) m T e ’ XTI AR aris B 2 40 ks Morris 72kt
BIE BRI Topd C Topni~U(20, 35), Topen~U(20, 35) 1T 20 YAk, 153 100 AR B S EFREREA, i
BERGIILIRK U@, 100) TR SNSRI RBE, SR0E 2 Fos.
(s em’) . 1 BRSO T IS 1L RPRERLR P
AL Kyt O oo, 1 it A5 R, De BEMBIR, =R S
A HUFE B Topraeo C Topee—U(18.5, 74) IKZRIEAE HARR B LA FTIX A, 1B Kep 225K,
KPR LK (725 (i B3 i i JESNIE Nash Al CC LMARZEII R i Ak

= =7

AP LA TR T VP48 S MR, B Nash  FHB FBTRAL Kae 55 De MISIARCR L BEW /)

o lL o K, & K v K < De

satl sat2

0.05 . 0.05 0.04 60 12
o
0.04 0.04 <& 0.03 O o 5 9
44 0.03 0.03 A v A
i RN o % 0.02} © © o 6f o ©
% 0.02 0.02 A
0.01 3
0.01 . 0.01 . v 30 © N
0 1 1 J O 1 1 J 0 1 J 1 1 1 J O 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.04 0.08 0.12 0 0.04 0.08 0.12 0 0.025 0.050 30 45 60 75 0 10 20 30 40 50
e PfE BN Bl W
(a) e KAL Nash (b) & HKfL Re (¢) KHKALCC (d) HFEHK (&) T

B2 KX AHHEEREZHE
Fig.2 Mean value and standard value of hydrological parameters
H HiR R AEZo i IS, BARRI “ 17200, SRIE2204H 24 45 31 220 4 B8 2 25 1 41l
#7 R, De ZHAMSEIWFN (ARLMAERD & FFEA, BATHAS H &N SHUN REBUE, EBHIR.

N, T Ko ZEAASZHABS HL (520 X T HUR 1 H bR R B T AR, 0 TR S R AR
AKEMM T ERE, |LATRREKT, De Ml Kep WS, M S RIGEITRYILE, B U2 5%
S HAMR RN RIS M ZHUE, SRR IS M B R B
3.3 REEHBARIBRME D 2 BHR 2 ESRES AR H . Ry

MTERBRERIEB S, KIEMorris TTVEIHE Topaee, PN T3R5 03 G BEARIL Y, A AT
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T DRAINMOD #5271 /A [F] FE HERR U R HH K B A5

AV NS R X THUERA S EARRUA, &
Eﬁﬂéfiﬁﬁﬂéﬁf/ﬁﬁﬁ, ﬁﬁl‘#%’?‘ﬁ Vmaxden\ Kmden\
Toptaen X i tH S5 R I N, BT IS EL Toptdecs
Kaecas Kaees BEMHER /N ;X T NSRS IRHR,
Y E5 R A 32 B BT 3 A AL SN ZHOE
Wﬁ\y‘j Kmnit\ Toptdec~ Vmaxnit\ Kdeca\ Topt—nit\ Kdecs; Xj‘
THIF S RB IR, S 2R A R 2 2 &
@&fiﬁ%’f’t&&%ﬁ%ﬁuﬁ, 1%‘277\?\7 Vmaxden>Kmnit>

Vmaxn it > Kmden > Toptden > Toptnit °

H B bR Bt Z o ] LIS, IR “1llg”
TGS, MRS TR RS Topecs Toptnit~ Kdecas
MHEFZMEBR; MRS EAR TR S ET N Kigen
W2 HA S HE I TR A RBIRIUR Topnie M
Kdeca *HE%ﬁuﬁ?&j{, iﬂ?ﬁ%#&ﬁ/ﬁ/ﬁ*ﬁ% Kmnit r‘j%/ﬂ\:
Sk .

= Vmaxnlt © Kmml o Toptml v Vmaxden <& Kmden < optden deca Kdecs optdec 14 o 2
0.8 0.15 o 1.2 1.2
A
0.6 N 0.9 > 0.9 .
" 0.10
# 04 e o 4 06 K 06 5
= 005 o N ° o
0.2 0 0.3 ° 0.3 v
O ? 1 1 1 1 J O QO 1 1 1 1 O o 1 o 1 1 J O @ DO 1 1 1 J
0 05 10 15 20 25 30 0 004 008 012 0.6 0 04 08 12 16 0 04 08 12 16
i Ol HfE i
() HFREER (b) HFRHER © M MESR (d) HFIHAE
B3 RESAHMHMEEATEZH S
Fig.3 Mean and standard values of nitrogen
200, X SRAKRL —— BYK L 300 xSk b EDPR 300 % SEMIREL —— BKAL
£ 100}
S| of i
% -100+ -
E 200t B
00p L ‘
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
BRI ] /d R BRI 1] /d B RUE I 1E)/d
(a) 2017 #CK (b) 20174 LCID (¢) 2017 4EHCID
300 % SRk K i 300 X gl L P EPPIN 300 o sk —— KK
g 200 200 200 X
£ 100 < 100 s
iz‘ X 0
< 0 -100
g
-200 -400
-300 1 1 1 1 1 1 500
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
AR JE I T /d T H e ) /d ARG E /d
(d) 2018 4ECK (e) 20184F LCID (f) 2018 4HCID
B4 RE KAz T AL DME A= 52 WA T LB
Fig.4 Simulated and measured values of farmland water level
AT REAKAZIAE A Jiiso B 4 AT RUE H, SRR FH 7K A7 S5 5 A A
Table 7  Fitting performance of farmland water level S5 IR AW, AU, 25 SR R G b st P i) A FH
2017 4F 2018 4F IKBLIIARAAE B, Horr, IEKAIRIFE R B4, (HAn
;//Q” AN AN B SH Ly 23 >
ﬂﬁﬁ 090 098 099 093 092 093 %[J’ {BE?E‘T&%?@O EE% 7 ﬂuf%‘tﬂ’ ZQE7J(,{E
Nash it 097 003  0.89 084 081 091 A1 fE 2% Nash 7E 0.81~0.97 2 |f], ¥ KT 0.8,
L ik 006 001 004 006 -002 010 BERR BT ; Re 46X%HEAE 0.01~0.53 28], HFE
€ 24 2 Y AT EN Y = g RIS He
Bif 000 003 035 055 021 0l gygFOKABUNIRE: CC 7E 0.86~0.98 LI, M
% 095 099  0.99 098 097 0098 WUE 5 Sz iE AR #a i oy —3,
CC uir o087 o098 084 089 086  0.90

4 RIUGERS T

4.1 A EIEAHEX T FEEK S TS
R PRAR H KA A A BHDELAT SIME X EE A& 4

AN FIEEHRB E HE K EALAE A S AE LR 7.
5 b B E K B AHE K B E S SRR E = N T
10%, MRIRCREF. 5 CK AHEL, 2017 4E LCID Al
HCID /K &3 5/ 16.1%. 37.1%, HEZK &5 51
/1> 68.6%. 72.6%; 2018 4F LCID F11 HCID /K &4y
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> 9.7%+ 26.2%, HEZK & 73 i3/ 33.0%.41.9%.
Tt I 92 i R A 2 A B R B SR K B, b R
HAR R HEK &, X F 123 KA 2 L.
M HCID 5 LCID #HLL, #EKEED, UBTIKE T
RO R .
4.2 AEIEFHEX THEEERIT

FAHE R A RIR RITEWE 5 Fin. WEEA
ARG, SO EERE S SEE LR BT R R R

—o CKHL  -->- CKI:H —o— KB --o- CKI
-o-ac LCIDAESD, -~ LCIDSEZ)

- HCIDHA, -~~~ HCID 3

<o LCIDBEA, - - LCIDSZ
20~ HCIDAEAL), <~ HCID SZil] 20

EEA AR K BB/ (kg hm?)

20 40 60 80 100 120
R E IR E)/ d
(bh) 20184F

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0O
A JE A/ d
(a) 20174F

K EMHRIE LR B EBCRAA A th T 2E A A E:
BN, RS A BRI R 2 RFHOKZ, Bttt
RHVKERR, HILHEIEREA 51 R K R
W R Ho, CKARMMRRERR, FER T
WHOKERZ, MHEHRERRE WK, B TRE
. SYENMEALL, HSRARTABHELT, B
SRAE 2018 SEAFAELLVRZE SR, B2 PR, 1M
FERRIRE T, SRR R R AERRZ

—o— CKHL

oo LCIDAEHY, ——- - LCIDEE
g, - HCIDEHY o HCIDSIH 5 -

—o— CKHEl  --o- CK3Zll
oo LCIDAEHY, ~—-- LCIDEL
<= HCIDEHL) -~ HCID S

-0~ CKZll

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0
G A/ d
(¢) 20174F

A B R BB/ (kg hm?)

20 40 60 80 100 120
BB 8/ d
(d) 20184

B5 AEFZAMKRETE
Fig.5 Cumulative nitrogen runoff loss

BEBLTIK RS IUE 5 S E X b
* 8. FAHA RN K R ERAME S SLhrME
ZER/NT 20%, BRI GF . WS R LR TUL R
TMEREE, SSFEIMESLhREMZEAR, HS5H
KHOK ERIELAE LR FF— G HEERRA
Bt REAE 2017 SER A — EREN T,
2018 4 CK #ixU N A BT, 1X = BRSO HEK
HA B B A W 22 T 8. 5 CK A3 L, 2017
4 LCID Al HCID # %Ak Bt S o il b
41.2%. 45.0%, FHARLTIK RIS 5>
49.6%. 53.1%; 2018 4F LCID F1 HCID %S &4
KB RES NS 43.6%. 47.4%, TEABLRI
5 Bt BB D> 29.8%. 32.8%. i BT I EEHE
P Z R T Hb K B R R R B A R HEK
SEPL T RCHEE S 0 H bR
%8 TRAARAFZRAMKRITEE
Table 8 Fitting performance of nitrogen runoff loss
2017 4E 2018 4E

CK LCID

ShrE 171 101 94 178 100 9.3
AR BRME 170 102 9.7 171 102 9.4
(kghm?) {4

Lt/%

SehRE 2.2 1.1 1.1 2.8 1.8 1.7
AR ERME 25 1.3 1.2 2.6 1.9 1.7
(kghm?) (4

Lt/%

5 ¥ i
68 70 2 4 B8R 30 X T A 40 45 SR TS ik 1
42

HCID CK LCID HCID

0.6 1.0 3.2 3.9 2.0 11

136 181 9.1 7.1 5.6 0

FIRBER, K2 S EUE KSR B 5 e (A1 #2
S0, SR RS AT RN 5SS A e 1
SHEALSE B, B B iU S5, A ER
P I e SO AT I A T, AT BRSSP AR
552, @it DRAINMOD REE A TAEL, 20~40
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Using DRAINMOD to Simulate the Impact of Irrigation and Drainage on

Reaction and Movement of Water and Nitrogen in Paddy Field
XIE Yangcun', XU Min'", GAO Shikai?, Shen Liangi*
(1.Chinese Academy of Environmental Planning, Beijing 100000, China; 2. North China University of Water Resources and Electric

Power, School of Water Conservancy, Zhengzhou 450046, China; 3. Shouguang Water Conservancy, Shouguang 262700, China)

Abstract: [Background] Nonpoint source pollution from managed ecosystems is a major environmental concern in
many countries. Using models to simulate contaminant movement in agricultural systems under different
managements can help improve water management and reduce nitrogen loss. [ Objective 1 The purpose of this paper
is to study the movement and reaction of water and nitrogen in paddy field under different irrigation and drainage,
with a view to improve water conservation and reduce gas emission from rice production in southern China. [ Method ]
We used the DRAINMOD model to simulate water flow and nitrogen transport; the sensitivity of the simulated
results to its parameters was quantified using the Morris analysis. [ Result] Horizontal saturated hydraulic
conductivity in the 20~40 cm soil layer affected the simulation results most; diffusion coefficient, denitrification and
nitrification parameters, decomposition of soil organic matter all had a significant impact on the simulated nitrogen
dynamics. The DRAINMOD model was able to simulate water and nitrogen dynamics in soil under different
irrigations and drainages, and the difference between the simulated and measured drainage and irrigation amounts
and the total load of nitrogen runoff was less than 11%. Compared with traditional irrigation and drainage, controlled
irrigation and drainage reduced drainage amount by 33.0%~72.6%, irrigation amount by 9.7%~37.1%, ammonium
runoff load by 43.6%~45.0%, and nitrate runoff load by 29.8%~53.1%. [ Conclusion] Controlled irrigation and
drainage can effectively reduce gas emission, drainage and nitrogen loss from the paddy field, and the DRAINMOD
model is able to simulate water flow and contaminant transport in paddy fields under different irrigation and
drainage managements.

Key words: rice; change in water and nitrogen; DRAINMOD model; sensitivity analysis; controlled irrigation and
drainage
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