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Development of a Rice Growth Simulation Model and an Expert
System for Environmentally Sound Fertilization

ot 2 Of 8 2
StAEEHN AT

ol
ou
I



501335 /4
é‘/gs_"\

4‘...
:J(g_,




&

A &

E RIANE TASMS AISH0M oY U AN A HAMH| MBOL AIAH U

o B% A7 FAe HFRAMZ AZFUD

1999. 2. 20.

YFAFAYA : B § A
4@ 7 4:3y 4 3
da F 9: 2 4 9



ko
i
Hd

1.4 5
ZEAE NEdoH d R ALY AHA] AE A29 AR

O. a7A%e 53 2 F84

AF FAE sle gsulg 53] 4 HEE AGsA AEdd 2 YN e
Ege] ol5dtd A o4ste BE AEF 2%, AAFA A& Ass 29 § BHEEA
7} cbZlF e maty FFRAY Fde] Yool A AFHD U

FHARAY $U& A FEALY FY4E FANT, Ad R §3& BAsH, 4
Eo AL Tl FFse AAHANIEE gt ol @} ol W HIWYHPeE
e Byt JAge BAYol led o= WHolE EY B VAR, FF, A5
71, 9@ e Fi: 87F F AFH FEFF R L9¥H FFBAE, FFH
g o] g3l AEHA B2 s, FoiF EY, FE R JAFEAC HEHE A¥ ®
B AFES FEY & UAEE A2V A2 AE, RS 287t

m a574% W8 % 94

Seuat 20 A3 Mg BAE MEEr] At gFeA 71 Add FEA
& AEYoA 2de £, F2AE E45td, uFdA 7lE@ CERES(Crop Estimation
through Resource and Environment Synthesis) model€ A& %{th. 1996358 1998'd 7+
2 3MET A2 AN FEAS AY AEE o83t o Rde HIAI HYAHFE
¢ AARAT £ @A GPAAHE AA, AL ey, HFHoE HHAH AL
AN2dg A%t a3E HASA

V. a7A% 23 ¢ &8 @ A9

(1) =2 Avl a%st FAH

23] et 92 us &) WA AuFo] gor ks e A=A F
AuFEos g vas Axsa . 53 FAF vlge #F @4 ASHA 3
Uete] hay 3stu)g A6 Fe 421kgo2A ULB=E A AAANA 73
FZo) itk HA SYROGE GHBEHG g L Fo] Ed dEoy d7]d
$AEA AALE AR FEI] AEFS F2RAAKLY 9 dEe 2353 4
v o] Z7ts] ezt HZol Aol A FHE YUEi Ut

3

s

<o

fuoot Hr £

B o rle



olNY spetule] 2ulFo] e RS EFRA T HoHE uhgo] oA Au A=t &
Faon HE 7140 F4E 70 HE FoiHez ded 1 4] itk §3] £E
o] A4 1970~80dt) AF FAol A JAE teyd FF AW $A o] A= ALH
2 oe dAE 3 998 2 F Jom o] HelE Had A AR /HFAAH Ao
A& Jdoke FE ARG £ Y& Aol |

ME2E FEA AT A Aest AEFY 29L oA Ao YL $9
4253 Aok AFSY egL Aoy 549 FIFHE FANA £4& 29A T,
A5 2QL AL AANNE RS 2987 GE B AIFY ML £2
o 2AF A3 $8) dete $3e on o] AZAE Feloly FP&F LdE A
W 2o EBE A02 YRt 7HEERE $2E 39 E FoE Q02 A
H3 YA otH7tA WAl ¢ £33 2P FAY T FFL oplnh 2¥AY F
A 4ol tE AL A% olg AS HBA] ¥ £ LAE WAHME 4L
Ro)7) WEd w7 AL BFeE A&z Basd.

#5273 7t Aulgeis FAYL 2AG AW vas & £8P 2 ¥ "X
o HE 71dol dE AZHGRE ALY A¥] L FAsEE QY] FF A=
etk wE 7HAE 50% 94 A ANFES 75% AE FaAIm, HE 7ol
100% A48 A F& AuFe 15% 7hF AAANZA v RS VYA % -0.15
A= Aoz stHgch oAL 1980dY FHEE HIAALY ANAIREE o83
Mee 7ARANE AZ¢ % dehd 0287 AR Hst Aok 2T oz
steh g AMEFE FolEE ¥R ATE YE Ao FAEUY] BEC] FRHA A
AEE Fa A3 AH FE02 FET & Ye Ao BAGY FUEL FHHE AES
2 A Ao de FvE £ e YA YAG A Bk 23 A=I AEFE
olg3x Y AL UEon Assrt 948 A% ART B¢ A A MG
¢ AEY S5} Avke o] FAHAATH

tlo

(2) 84RAY AAR A¥] =22 A¢

AR AH G FHE Aate] £94& BAs AT §3& RAN Az AAIY
o FANE A FrY F Y AH FEL TIG L B HH AHE #E
2 FUsAE AH FE2F AT geu oje £9& FUSATIE AH
Aol7t Atk AR IA AFNE g ALgo o #§F e ZAE ndA &
o 5449E FUsAE Ab FEF FF29E THT AFH HFY AH £
T A7t & F vl gl

A
fr off o

4
AN
_&:_l‘

7

—_—



HAY AHFEL A4 dAMAE d 7R Ee 598 & AAT sbg 2] F

= AL A% AYL B8 A2 Fuolh o AFGNE FRAT/BA R LA
3d B¢ AP A8E o4 ol AU CERES RA(HE4 A Eellold 2
o 43§39 d2 BAN RES £ olF A AuFEE V) A =79 3
Uz A ol 43tdth T8 HA s&AEFAMN AT Aoz v ARE ANYE A=
28 AN 2¥e ALse AW CERES 293 AFsig o] 9479 2¥Q @
e 2 AH AH £E¢ 27) dAHE 2UL B vas 453 s1eH AF
2k ohe 4 JHE, 9B HE 5 AAR A4S 2984 299 AFH vl gegE
2733 Ra7AE FA Festeol .
24 As @49 71¢ 2 A AFANA & £ FRSANE A2 WY e
F& 10a% 159kg2ez2A A9 %7t ¥ £23 dA8A% 2y £9L Fd8e)
daMEs AHl $F¢ 155kg2E WFolep @t Aol Ed 34 A gsigich we}
goz A4y BAZ YFEAE 2& SATAAAE vlg FAdohd daa uge A
0 £F< 119%eg7tA 25 "art Uk 2ds 22EAT B4 A% @49 dgez
t WsAe @AY 2L £29 RS ALSHRE 8P4 2 FEL 72 @A
goz £Aeqd BA oS AAHT H 5 24 AN ANEY $F22 FeuE ALE
B AN god kg Hojth A4 FH 10a T BAY AM] £ 123 Bz
2 lkg(HEF 713) 271802 H ofrHE 1 298 TdHeR 9y HMME 4835
g9 AL TYshol e Ao Jedth o) AL HE Age T A3)F ugo)
g g 4 gl '

{F

o u

23
a

ot

(3) AE7L A=9 AR
AR 2R S AEE] st AF7A AAEEd g2 FF FEASAEYNA 24
NP g A CERESE Y] 7MY} AT Aoz s gy 3 o mde
S2E ¥ 5¥9dE 2Eg JHAT ged ¥ Fape geliy FAAXY A QL =
P3ste AK7IFY ESY FE FHE 44 5 A3 Abld e EY, FEAW &
ol-§ Bl olle} FE] ANFFHAAL & F W] Wi £ A7 EHA F
T2l wEelth ol AFEE T3 33 AET A8 $EIJFHY HE mAnd BF
ANgAR & o83t f8 U HEF EAF EY R ¥ 542 H9s= CERES
2d2 FASAYG. o) Rdo WS A5 o4F WEIY =& do] ZdNERe} F
RS Alxstdrt
2dd o]&HE Fo JdAASZNE FE9 FFEHA 2,

r-(m oﬁL -{) mlo

o

=, 3%, 42% 5



N3 AEAE, ESE F/188F, $44, A4 2 4Rty F& %, pH, EY¥FEY
% EY EIH 5EA 5 EG SN0 B AF, AHlg B, oY, & T e ddd
HED AL Bo] Atk Bl AEHAE F ATHE Fo SHARE HEA A
AF, AEZF, A, UAASF, A2EF5F, 2%, TF 5T AEA AS53H, A4 A=A
o, A5Y, ESVFRY T i o&FA, G ¢ T8 2EH: & ANTFe2H
ME e A%E wgdsta Ay 2 A e dYE ANE & A

AEMN2Y AL DOSY =495 FAMAE 7Ivteg 89 MS-Fortran 50,
Visual Basic 5.0, MS-Excel 97 730X 258 4 JAEE 3tQth Zdvo]22M =44
CERESE WS 7j2o2 &1 FA3F 2 FIFASHF, &, L9+ & 2%s
Aot F8 dlolgdlo]22 A AEY 54, 71FAE, EFAR T2 Exceld FI dFHsn
olgAlZl L why, TAAZ Z BAF, AMAY] H AHF T Edd Y YHI}EE
743 A

Add 2¥ AR Ay FEFAF7IFe 1996, 1998d A¥ATe} Ede] FHAE 4D
3 2o 1997 A¥AFHEe FAXASG I JHUE BAd EddA FAHE AL
ol &FL EY, 7/IFxA, NulsEd met vady zEA wadd. 4&dAE FE
ASAREE AARY FAHX7) ZHF e v2d AF oAt

ALy B ol &3t Ayl A7|E zAFo 2N HEA F2uE FFFL TaAT
A godM ARHFE £Y & Uv A2oZ Yelgdo 2N AH] A7|9] 2Hd 3 32
d A7 7tsAde FUsidth o] R3PS T =Ed AFAE FUHHA EF ANFE T3
gd "art sley 3dojgte AgANE vig oz Edo] fER UF doz ASEHY
Age 53 RdE Bgs] Yrte x=¥o] st

(4) §ARAY AU E AT AF g

7448 doaozy AYFA, A FAAE, ALY FIAE & 2T F Yoy
et WY T3 AuFE SolEE AFse WUde] BARME JHF AAHY Re
2 gadg goz AHPAEANES dAsd FHFEBEYA =(ntegrated Nutrition
Management)& A2A17l= k¥o] B8 ZHolr},

AHTFAY 9= vlEY Aok AHES AE3] Ao F UAT AGALE R AT
AEo] A5 HA u o] FuFd HolmZ HLAo] Yo @Hol Yot AAH /<
AZ2ZH BlEAE AL 3¢ A85ad FH S3T9 A4 FAMe vddsy F
Zhol did 2g dollME AY ARG 29, vastdEzx 5L JR AF AEE &
d g Aoy HE AME A AFUF A3 Frtd dg Fgo] & ReE e,



Y Fe ALY A4E JAAAE JENHAT YYuiE 2% ¢ 4 Aa BN
A EZ2aYL ALY FS AHF 2% A= € Ao o] A A Y= A
REFHAR Z23Y3 ANAYZE2Ide BSWTd 7b3 uRAE AAggo] © Ao
2 gddd.



SUMMARY

The purposes of this study are as follows:

‘to develop rice growth simulation model applicable to our agricultural environment
through modifying existing models

- to find the optimum nitrogen level considering farm profits and negative environmental
effects

- to suggest policies to prevent pollution by the overuse of fertilizer

* to develop expert system to recommend the optimum fertilizer use.

A rice growth simulation model was developed by modifying CERES(Crop Estimation
through Resource and Environment Synthesis) model which was developed under
different environmental conditions from Korea. The model is useful to estimate nitrogen
level leached to the ground water and rice yield under different soil, climate, and farm

practices. Three-year experimental data was used to estimated parameters in the model.

The optimal nitrogen application rates were estimated by using statistical models. The
optimum nitrogen level was 159 kg per 10a to maximize rice yield, while it was 155 kg
per 10a to maximize profit. However, 11.9 kg of nitrogen is recommended to maximize
social welfare by considering negative effects on environment through overuse of
chemical fertilizers. Yield response functions, profit function, pollution functions were
estimated to find the optimal nitrogen levels. The optimal nitrogen levels are depend on
soil fertility, output price, fertilizer price, and social costs of pollution by nitrogen
leaching and run-off during rice cultivation as well as the parameters of estimated
functions. Considering current nitrogen application level, 159 kg per 10a, reduction of

nitrogen is needed for sustainable agriculture.

Several alternative policies can be suggested to reduce fertilizer use. The most
recommendable policy is a voluntary incentive system like as BMP(Best Management
Practices) which is extensively adopted in the United States and european countries.
Recommendation of fertilizer rates to the farmers by analyzing soil contents and

fertilizer recommendation programs will be very effective at current situation. If we



establish the INM({Integrated Nutrient, Management) by scientific tools, pollution by
fertilizer use can be prevented. Direct incentive payment or cost-sharing are alternative
policies to reduce fertilizer use. However, the government have to pay a lot of money to

the farmers to implement the policies.

Fertilizer tax is not so effective policy because high tax rate is required to reduce
fertilizer consumption to the targeted level. Reduction of fertilizer price subsidy gives the

similar effect to the farmers as fertilizer tax.
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A% BP9 s FASY olele edddelt ANPoez odW Na4g FrIH L8
W oW &9 fE2ulo] A4S $WEA REHE WARIENoD WstH] Aggol
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2 QAN 7MY B U 29 shtoln AARA AHAM $52¢ 2%sHL Q. 53
ALAvEE 198599 16.0kg/10a%) Al 1997\ d ol = 21.4kg/10a(EH 4 —’;‘_—ﬂ%ﬁl, 1997) 2 3
2 S0 27147 SarlE S oldE AYE Fe AMsT glom JEe FeudgE
ouj oot Bt AAH RAAN £2(FATUI AHFE)E 2FsE A FLS B0
o 252 AHAY B olid FALFS HFANE 2d0) =l mdN FARAY ¥
qe AN HANE HHA A& ALselok ot

AR 7SR TP SRS FARL, Y R FAL AR, ARH AF
o gtHA BRAE K ZEE FAo FFeE AuYIEe T oo tY W
We Egduys 4ass 2AYo) it Eddude A8y 4870 F FA2 EY
BHg AAste] ZEo]l WRE & Avld WaY o) WAANEE Agae PHoz
E9 292 WdIE, 92 UT 5 3JAATNN A4sET Yok AAEFS EAYL
Nagze] Be HEe] 42 P ogEd WEIL B2 U 9 BAYLEIA
(marginal value product, MVP)E %A %<8l & (marginal factor cost, MFC)# - 2 ol ¢
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F3e) BAE FRAHE EH(EE Ao AnE)AYE WXL 3 ARE olgsh] eu
Zhol] got= FEAS AEdHo)H EdS /Y YRst gk £§ o] mde o]gsd
ANHS£ES 2ART o] E APAIY AY B AALeH(d, vEA F3, HEAHS
F A, LG94, 29F FA )& BT 9, 2F FoF EY, AE R sAxA
o A Alb] € B AFL FYYE £ UAEE AR} ’\]"E:‘J(expert system)g it
B3Fe dast Yok

d

2. ¥4 71 A%

7t AS7A L AL 43

Algdold RE2ZA 9FoAM 7] sig® @ EPIC (erosion-productivity impact
calculator) crop growth model @ IEM (Irrigation Efficiency Model) model @ SPAW
(Soil-Plant-Atmosphere-Water) model @ CERES (Crop Estimation through Resource
and Environment Synthesis) model 5& 3 43

o] Aol 2ol AEHA Ed HF2NE B/ L AlvAgd @& 5 s
A2Z FAZE 45 F dolok e oleld xdd %E 2de EPICH CERES &

dteitt, 23y EPIC 222 57 ®do] @2 Qlo] AF¥xrt "oz B olyg #
Ezd dig HFol EFET Adolth o] ulste CERES Rde =S AT S¢€
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FHoz B Fo glo] "8A & € F e FHol J2==2 CERES 2d& A
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2R 71EY Aqertx AFoz A AE 4% E ESAYE FHHY ¥z AF
3 & Roldh A /e Rde I, B, AA, 55, F, &, BF F 1 HI2
v 2do] /luEn gith o] Rde Fa7t weldte AAFH FEHAAA FEAS A
HAE ZYIASAL ¥ ol EYFTY IS FH(ALTFTE, ofF, 4 FIHAE A
EHolAg £ Ut o] Bde F8 YHAEE 9AE 742, EAY EGEA, FES
A, Q@Y An 2 FA) T, F2 #¥8 FETH, dAE JEF, 22ETE 4
A %=X (nitrification, denitrification, leaching, volatilization), EAY 9 4E L &9 FH
Solt, o] Rde Fxzo #go] HFdln EY, FAEAN T ANHIASESF Y AL FFE
1EdolAd 4 Y& B ofy A & #AsjHdegd B £F € L FAZFS 458
T Ao

N
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B7) N2de Y RIFRezA U £t F¥IAs AU ARHE ol&stel A
g 0 JEadel AYgY AL AL S5 doh 2@ EFAEHE Adse 5
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g AR Azd 2 EFAUEE T AN AL gasior a7 BEd oA
d79 Ade ourt Aok |

3. d7E 5% R U$

. ATFAY REs NS

) NBdoH 2Y AF : Aa vl FEAS Y AZE ol &5te] ofn] ALe A
ool Rde HPHS ARt $7) 4R 2 mdz £A9G.
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3) BARAA ML : vE e BEE EH0Y SAYNL AL

4) BB A2Y AL AP H AES AaYS APsn e 249

U4, Q9 A7AY SES} UE

D IAEEA996) : 9% FEAS ARANY R FUs Fude 24, Ay
dolel FYY e AESDT FHAAoH, AN HSEL AU, SA 4D @
AE A 3 & dAG

2) 2AUE(1997) : FEAS NYEHRE ol Edte] ABolM R AFYT &G n|
$2¢ A4S BT LFIRANRYNE AL n AR A2Ye AGL ALS A4t
Ak, |

3) 3EE(1998) 1 FEAS R 0PI ARE o] gse] ANBdld U AFYH
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AN 422 AFsgen §Fe9EANAHE AT FHAH] At N2 &
Asn ase AR

4. FAAE D yy

R EAN

7} 333

oFEAQS NEHH Rde I 7] Add Rdg £ U @F=
Ao Rerte ARG _F A9 T2aPE FA}AT

o1, 2, 3dE AYS Fotd £AF voHE 2dg A % AL 3AdE
ARG 523 BALAFAFAS AAD FHAY] AE7 A 2SS

oNEYoIH B ALL A% FE4S% g AP dIdsta sHelM FPs
Qom ANgdold 2d A, AFAusE 24, 384 FH AL R HFHAE ALt
N2d Age dFFEFAATLANN FPsA

U QT ¥y

1) AEdo)H 2d Mg 3 AuF£Td g FE4S S 43

92 ¥% o] Lysimeter® AXst1 AL Alv] Ao @& A¥L Y3yt 124
TolE= 0N, 05N, IN9 A2 348, 2, 3ad=odE Hul(0, 1000kg/10a) + A& ON,
05N, IN, 15N, 2N& 289 Az EddAN 278 EY, AEA R 71324 4
< AABH

2) FEAS AEdUolAH =Y MY
9o} e F2AYSAY ARE EYE 2d9 source code FA3H LA

3) AAZANuFE 2A

s ge Aol guA $AE FEAS ABHolH Rdg o] &3t AH|F, Au]AY]
9 Wz FF AT 52 gdste FuAe FE2ALEF(activity) & A EHIA & o
e 7 g5y £% 2 ANY WEFL AEaAYen A& dataE AFBAFAHA NHE
ol g5t T4 294 E AFHAUT. £F A BAZIE(EE Operation Research
71M)g o] &3t A 2 ATS, vEIE, FAENE, Q9 AHYH v 5 A
§ HHAUAF (2S3UYs == eFH23E AT ANZ AEAY] F)E AHSAT

4) BFEA FAH N
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© 2 d Al(Pollution tax) : “MVP=MFC+2 9 A" 2 Z$9 HHAuF L o)) wg &
5 R 9% dEdUY. 29AY S AHgEEA A5 2 odge WalE A2
At

02 dEH wi& Al (Pollution standards) : LG HE YA FX o] LAAZ Abejo A
FE4F 2 252 420U 292 HEAE /PSRN 259 WsE AZ3 A

o ¥] & Al (Fertilizer tax) : W &7tH0] AF& THAI F(MVP=MFC+8] 2 A]) = A A |
F A5 R 29FS B2t HEAE AR AA oo e HEAET A5 W o
dFE AS3A :

OoH|EAME-F A & (Fertilizer standards) : HBAE 2SS AASA 1HAZ & 25 2
LHFE AN HEAEFE VIREAA A5 L 2P Fo] wEE AZsY.

oolZ| & AT FAVIE FF 7154, F/AE U 2 4854 ¢ BUEy
HH 9 AAFGE S ME3At

6) HAAH AE7F A2 A

ZE2AS NEUH 242 3) F D9 AA L TAo AAFEE Az G& FoR
(718, ZE, EF R BAD) stelA Mo Judd(An, @4, 4718 59 B) 71He
Zold & Sle Al2"g Adsso
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A2a Ao OE +=4% A A}

+E FUHEF 2YHE TANAY.

Y. GolAvE HX 2 FANEY

ZFEX A2 X Zo|7t 94X49X64cm, EHH 4,606cm’ 53 032m°® H& Ta2rgx Abz
%< Lysimeter2 A3ttt ¥4 vige #9siA 18 & RS 231 1 Yo HER
e ¥ ol AuHE FX} olAnEHE BAY 492 A Ah. 289 FIdFE B
Hog #ol ¥ 2mo B2E HXsn YT E WHE 0050 EES T2 4 YA 9
9. ol Ee 2EBHE Aty FIE 2Y g3} FolAuE AlololE Scm 549
SX2EE FASGAL FolA v Alo] 2 gF FHAE FL 223 AYM, IE2 A
A =EgH 2L 2xzdo] HEE g

ol AP B & st W3S MAsded 7 2cm, Zo] 30cme] SakAE o] ko)
504718 FHE& &3 ol FIAXZ AF F Wit AxEPon B wjsTE AR
FAE MR8 A3 8mme wi$ 28 AHAEE st

A2 =EFE 10, 30, 70cme] S9E2 sl $AsATH AYA oA nH B}
BAE FES] st WA ESF FF5H sHFo] AN 2HIEE 283 69
stpen F1F ddtd EYY A 2938 =REUT 199630E F5uA A R
g B3E st Hul 1000kg/10ag A&3AT 93 7tx] ZAHE E73xn 19969 &

AR EHl71Z0] RES] EY 205 328 HAHA £ AHolM AYo] £AHY
19961 AWF FE e FFL WA Ao 197dEAE FolAuy EFS A
W ZAFREY, EFE 34F F $235 AT A9 SI5A. 2t vl B

Y TAHY EFEA) A4S} G2n By $YFE ALY Ao gzhso]
199840l e FASFA BT 19979 EFE U ALSFAHEINE AL o]
AlEE 95 £9). 5 19983 EFE BE 14 o4 Aulste] AAAE S FALS Bz
Aojdwi Azdrt. A golAny Axo wE Ege Fd T E94T golAn g
A% A2 A% 49 712 AP HAYH) FEE 298 SoHAT
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o. 438X

01996\d : A& FEL 0, 05 IN9 37EIAUL AP MR 3¢kE o2 FH Tt

01997 % 19989 : HH] &L 0, 1,000kg/10a8] 25F, A& £ 0, 05, 1, 15 ,2N9|
STECIUL 289 FAY WA WtF o= R

2. Ay
‘whg AEHH RUg 9 ZAGRol ZAE v} 2o 1 st Auawye
eI A4sH FEFEN FaAT

v, AL B4 R £3Y

1) EFAw AF

Auger® 10cm, 30cm, 70cm7}A 8] 2AEYLF S AF3A A8 oF 500gS Aoz vjg &
H&] F T ol AwE yFx2 &3F EC, pH, NOs, NHy, Urea, T-N, T-C, 'Org.—N
< BY &Asgd.

2) EGEAN.SAY

71 EY EC. (53¥3%H ESsIgEAY, 1988) : dx EY 10g9 FF4 50m-2 71
§ F 3087 A%sn 4#A2 &3 F Conductivity Meter(ATI ORION7iE Model 115)
S48 '

) EY pH (5&XEF3 ESSEAY, 1983) : A= EF 10g9 FF+ 50me 7F
% 0B AHen AAAZ o3 F Jon meter(ATI ORIONf: Model 725A)2 &3}
. '

t}) E% NHs (Wageningen Agric. Univ., 1989) : EY AZXAE 20g& 200m Z#}
gyl 3l Wageningen Agric. Univ.'8(1989)2.2 A} st}

2}) EY Urea (Wageningen Agric. Univ., 1989) : EY AAAE 10g€ 200md
gl W o] #3}31 Wageningen Agric. Univ.}(1989)2.2 R4l

) EY T-N (3&I%F3 EGsegE4H, 1988) : 1= A& 05g9] HxSOs 20mlt
ZujA2A BAAY EF BY 5g8 Mt BaA] F WZste NaOH 5mig 7tstx 3
FAAY. Z7H3l9 wre fo4e 0IN HClo2 FMolA PzMe] & dzixl HAF £
T-N &g AAsid o

vh) EG T-C (5&AFAH EGsEAY, 1988) : 8% AJFT E4S =7
1~3gS& ¥ o]l QEdA 450TC AHE 1~15 Al 71438t 2% =7HUE dAA

>

i
>

2}
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ol o 30837 A3 ¥ FYstd Fe T AR Y %2 EASGA
AD) E9% Organic-N : $&0¥3 EFsE2H198)9 st
ol) E%4 NOs ¥ : Ecoli cell o] 882 #4385 tHKiicke,ol & 2,E4 5, 1996).
(1) 434y
D A8 £
o4 EH : AAAE 10ge AT F 100m FHF 1A 5 Asgoh
oE % : AA 100ge) 0.025N CaCl; &< 250mtE 7}3t ¥ 30®3 I3t
0% A : §&dA Y1 Ay B
@ %4
ANg FEYEFEL AH AHE) 02E A P8 ¥SF 1708 Formate buffer &Y
B 37°C water bath "°ﬂ “%*%—* 0.1m¢ E. coli cell’ suspensiong& ¥&% 30%37 N; gas
Fh—- ANFgwe I’--‘%“ﬁﬂi 93 2087 37C° water batholA incubation— 208F 2mt
NOé "te‘st reagent (sulfanilamide + NEDC)% % — 540nmol| A extinction &2 ZA3sith.
(2) MFY A=
D E colj “H.%kéq
o 13"3‘1 1 : 1mol KHsPOq - 3H209} 189mmol (NH4):S0481
o0& 2 10.2mmol MgSOx4 - TH.0, 34mmol tri-Na-citrate - 2H;0} 64smol
(NHq)2Fe(SOa)2 - 6H209] &3+
o4 3 : 1lmol NagMoOs - 2H:0
o %9 4 : 1mol NasSeOs - 5H:0
089 5:10% KNO;
o4& 6: 0.65g casein hydrolysate®} 2.7g nutrient broth(Difco)& 100me] ZH4
o =ik
o&Y 7:30% D - glucose
@ E. coli strain : KCTC(@ 73871 ¢A724/49 F4A 72 §249) 1116 K12
Wildtype & AH&3H3ich
@ Cell ¥iF R £4 18 374
OF. coli % : E. coli TFE& WA HF
oE. coli W% : §7148] 37 °C shaking batholq Wl F £8
OE coli RBE 9 : 289 stock suspensione & 67197 ¥ZL BB
OF. coli ¥4 49 : 43U stock suspensiond 3|43l ALLEH A=
(3) E. coli cell v Wy
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©0.8% nutrient broth solution 50mé-g 4z &eh=A stirring magnetst F7 ¥
120CAN 35t BEAR F E coli® AF8AS. E3/23 A7E BT 92 %L 16
AZr ek 37ColA ankst o , :

01~6 §Ag vlF&7)ol stirring magnetst 7 ¥ FFAAT BF H7IHoE
Ugo] 7ted ¥E AHEEAUH &

oGlucose solution® 1~6 E¥-&A3} 2 FZAZ i EFAH AU FFE
A8 HET S g7 AT

olem® AES F7I¥ew @7z wg FIZAZ 27 FFHTZ WIE) =R
745 ALH 37CAA AL APAIIEA wjF3 Ao

(4) BHEY Az

05Xt Fe cell Mol BYF Awe wFsrld d&2E BIL FAAINEA
etk 4T olstz ¢ WAHU(F 308 £8) 10000gelA LA olH
LEE 4T ol8t2 FAsAon AL E tubee U] 4TE FAAZ A& AHESHY

x

ogARe F AFHL vd i celle WAH 0.1mol/l phospha_te'buffe,ri“Z?J K
sttt A3 & p-buffers AT Fo AWt 7]'3]'3’-‘cell(pellet)% Z EoE A AZE
Yol stirring magnet 9 7 93 XA FAAA J"l‘?l?'fl-tﬂf‘] N; gasE 108 ¢ 873
Fda Ao o

o suspension® 34 A] 0.lmol formate £ Imol formates} p-buffer EFEBo 2
M3t 714 Z7)1 24 L $18A 7] g8 ABEY Np gas®] FYF R W& T
FoetA i gas Y F vlE F Hol WA RASHUH

. oNaR activity=. cell suspensiong& TE F AL 459 o Holx 2wi7} HE=F
st
(6) EM &Y Az ,

o ¥4 29 stock suspension E%E phosphate buffer2 X st} A-&3atArt 24
< 9= NaR activity7} 30xg NO3-N¢l stock suspension 0.1m¢7} B&.&ch 7oF NaR
activity7} 10ug NOz-Noj 2t 0.3me 2} stock suspension®] ¥ 83}t}.

3) AEA 24,544 .
425w 24 Newmand line intersection method(1966)& ©)&3te AR ow 7|E
e EFEH oA

ks
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vl Al EHo]Hd Td 9§ RAEE
1) Site and Soil Information

Latitude, Longtude, Slope, Soil classification, Soil series® ZA}&} ).

2) 714 =

Ha71L, HAAVE, FA7]L L FAEEE TFNAH I8 OTAAA AVLEEA
(0T-103)2 A3 AT GAIFS 7133 7134989 AN AEF IFANY ARE o
L9 B+FE XA LFAZ ZAEEY. ESLEE IYSimeter‘-H 10cm, 30cm,
70cme 37} EZ oz B Data Logger(ROLOGG Agent)a B *3#7]”% A
Ao ZASFAR T4 %t G 57511"1]*1 ge2e Astn BEHAT

3) EEAE : 0~10, 10~30, 30~70cm Aol¥E ZAMFAT.

7h) °19A : EY pH, EY NOs #%, EY¥ NH, %, E¥ Total N, E% Total
carbon, E¥ 75, EA, EZ3d EYTES ALY

W) OlGE AN A $VSEF, $YF NOy UFppm), $8F NOy FHmp)e
ZA}8E A o '

t}) lysimeter EF AFH ZAF @ L7, #5847, €57, A% - £87)9 golAn]
B EYE JUz EY¥ pH, EY NOs, E¥ NH:, EY Organic-N, E;’J Total-C,
Urea-N, E4 EC 5& EZHUE XA

4) ZFEA A=
7h) olgA : £E FF9 PUEILH F57HR] U, 9Tl 45 Ys9] GDD), P5(&45
3~44F5H A A577A e Y¢F, 9Cold A5d52 GDD), G2(ol4=ANA A&F
< do &H1EF), GB(QV&ZEH_%P IR64 ©in] BEAF), GAZEAZASF), 7&@%— 3E,
22 (BE, 45, #E, AAF, 185, NIFHs z2AEA
) oldF AL ¢ oYY, o4l AAYE, AN F, u|F, BAE, BEAAI, G54
& AL, BAsFL dd, 27, £dFE 79 BH o2 A
o) lysimeter &AL © £97], F5847], 2471 AEAE F839 A EF(leaf,
stem, root, 7] °o|F o]4h), LAIL HE, 2%, 4&A 949 N §5%& =4, 43814
o A&7l &8st 3, 4, 47, AT, T5E, 7%, *3%%1—’?, AEZA F4d N
F4% 5¢ A4
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2. 43 2 &

7. AEA AA

190695 E 19989744 4= AuMAEY AYRAEZA Husle, AAIL, BEsL,
H9%, WEFSE, ANFE $EB1 E 1,2 L 3% 21 EFSEE BE] 4 2UNBE
221 E5% 2t |

U, EGXA AF .
AR 9z, EYEF, EYF, /INF, EA, FEFH 5 EdARE o3 23,
1

1996 19083717 4% AuAREY 24E EGEA 4HE BE] H6RH 16 7%
o zo

1) Site and Soil Informatione &% 2t}
o0& HUAA GATF A 299 A
oLatitude : 30" 49 86%, Longtude : 127 09'92°, Slope : 2%
o EYEF : Inceptisols (Alluvial soils, 3 E), Soil series : Sachon series’ (A& %)

2) EY 7FL o3 2o

Bulk density (g/cm)

EY 3ol
(Cm) 1996 1997, 1998
0 ~ 10 15 | 16
10 ~ 30 16 15
30 ~ 70 16 15

3) EAQL 933 2o

E% 2] ' 1996 1997, 1998
Cm) "Hewe) WA ZA A HBEG) WA ZaA) A
0 ~ 10 19.2 . 28.1 52.2 100 213 276 51.1 100
10 ~ 30 22.1 34.1 438 100 19.8 29.4 50.8 100
30 ~ 70 174 254 57.2 100 184 30.2 514 100




4) E3d E%‘-’i‘-—‘?’-% =n=2 J+ Zo.

1_996 - | 1997, 1998

EdZdol Maximum Field Wilting Maximum F leldty Wﬂtmg

i : ity - ; ity - Doi . capaci

C _capaclty capacity point capacity

Cm - aussrs z3e+3 @299 @98+, (zALc% CEL 0

%) %)
0-10 . 301 21.7 145 28.2, 205 156
10 - 30 29.2 213 - 135 28.0 204 14.8
.30 - 70 284 205 125 275 19.8 145.

'5) Soil pH, EHESH) pH . $21 Z63 2o,

6) E¥F NOs &%, NH,' @a&, ’i‘otgl N ste, Total carbon &% : ¥ 51 ®7, &8, E: 3
9 % E10% 2t} . |

7 EusF

EY $9453e £2] Ellg 2t 1996, 1997, 19989 3749 5 o]gzFE weton
Azbel AssheA FasTHE 44437 792097) OF DA FAsE F4E dehil
o EFE AZ 32T 199%, 199798t 199899 £2F Z7hv} Solsgon, we 34
BT old 27129 44437 o1Fe $€F 377t FRAUG. FolAuy 2 of
AP HE A7t GHHA Gob o) @ $¥o] FUHE 5 A =xAGMR
o EF 884 ta BHe ROz 239

old4(1995) $vtz W AupdEd BALSEFL oldYMAl 88mm, AT
998mm, G433 1263mmels, o FAMAS BAFHEBIMIE (FVZLF 500mme+s
WZWF 300mm+A S5 F 500mm+BAAY2T4% 120mm) - FEFFZ 582mmet
Bag v vk £F A XE44FFL 800~845mmO A 1UH T A SAEZL o
GA v 5mm, B2 % 5~65mm, AFA T 8mm(Z7] 20°92HE 19 15mm) AEHT H1
S

8) £¥< NO; ¥#=(ppm) ¥ NOs & 3F(mg) : 21 ¥12, ¥133 2t}

$84%9 NOy BEE 1996d0)E E7]9] 10~15ppmol M Alzke] Asto) wel 728
o 79 olFdE 1~2ppmE E AT 1997“‘°ﬂ“ A5Z7]9 1~2ppm Mot 4%
ARl we} i Frbstel 44 Frlo)E 2~6ppme YEHAT 1998delE BA xR
= 43~69ppmo.2 i F}T7t £LEA7] o]F 25~35ppmE Hboh

£Y4F) NOy $EES I8 NO;-N £832 29 7|H], 2odu] 2 Su] 55 A4 A
M A% FEHYoY Aol WANE AL AHE HE A2EYFo] TRSA 2ok



%E A4 A

FEA7)E DA £LFL 19960 0.333~0.370kg/10a0l AL 19979 0.113~
0.185kg/10a0]91.2.™ 19980l = 0.814~1524kg/10a01%ch. A& §EFE §259 NOs
SERGE 884530 98 AuEE Aoz dewt #d99 FEARANAE g
A9 26~30%Q W3 25~3kg/10a8] A7} FAHY vF K55 '%011*1‘: +8d 32
AvlEel 10~34%% 93 4~57kg/10a8] A&7t FAHE Ao Rudm JIHH F,
1995). Kafkafi(1997)& £ As £9Fe AAu g TAEA 1.8kg/10a, DA A& Fo)
10a% 5, 10, 15kg #& Y W 2 zto) glo] 2kg/10a WS o3, A4 o] 20kg/10a2 F7}
Al F 3kg/10a o1QTHT AT |

o] AYPdlAM 2AE Ax §EFE YoM g Frn I %%IE} ?}3’4 o] Ay
A dold A §EFE *lﬁl%l Ax4 HIE%OII EHHlUH Etﬂ m}l 199642 26~2.8%,
19979 & 09~14%, $85Fo] =27 Z7He 10089 63~117%) s13HsAch

9) %% Organic-N, Urea-N, EC : ¥&1 ¥14, 15 ¥ E163% o} .

. FEH A 43

1) Hel 48 @ AR B4

1996'3 -8 1998'd7}A] 4“—5 Au71zE Fo FEA AS52A R FH9H L F I B17F
B ®227hA) ¢k 2ot 233 £L2 o= FHelu Az AHFd 9] Aste] Alul o] ol
A FrhstAn. Axsde Aax FETNN0, 2—;‘% 1997'd°]  300kg/10a, 1998'd°]
305kg/10a °l‘ki°u% B H] Al “’Hl—?é 1996 o] ‘4001‘<g”/10a, 19973 0] 420kg/10a\, 1998 o
410kg/10a°l9dl:} Ax E—r-—rL(Nl)-J HZ5FE 199, '1997 1998 d0] 247} 595kg, 602ke,
602kg/10a°lait} 47}1 FE N BF |GFRE 6UAR: Fasnrt 145 444
A7) olF AA F7t e Roz uedd,
2%, 29, 8% 2 %22 E 75 A2 AvHez FAoeny A5F2 A

& £Fe A deiuga o
(2 %= ¥F 34 P, P5, G2, G3, G48 ZA® A3te thgd 2ok

OPL (Fok3H $4711 Y4, 9T 45Ul GDD) : 2048C

PS5 (84 3~4UERE 4H A%/HAY Q4% 9T A A4el GDD) : 50T
oG (IEANA ASAE A FUIUD) © 0027
0G3 (14273 64 the] EAAS) © 110
0G4 (EEATAS) : 120
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3) AET 22 B4F 130

4) o|%47] : 3dzZe olYdvlE Z+Zt 1996. 5. 24, 1997. 5. 26, 1998. 5. 25 o|Yt}. o|%
ZAolE 3em, AYLEE F7 38, o)A EF(4,606cm’) 1257 (=265/1m’, 865/3)o|Ut}. -

5) AlH] @ EFEHE= N-P-K = 15-8-10kg/10a¢] vt #AIH &S N& 74| : £y
(14DAT) : $°H](-24DBH) = 50 : 30 : 20% 2.2 Al43t¥ 1 P& 100% 71H|2 A &892
H KE 71H] @ §H] = 70 : 30%2 A8 NS 842, PE £4AYE, K& 437t
2 A4t

03dzte] AlM|AIZlE o3 2t

H 8 Al H] A] 7] 1996 1997 1998
7] 4] 523 5.26 525

N A (14DAT) 6.7 6.9 6.9
48] (-24DBH) 7.24 7.28 7.28

P 71¥] 100% 5.23 526 525
K 714 5.23 5.26 5.25
4H](-24DBH) 7.20 7.28 7.28

6) N &% 221 1784 2.

7 BAFF Y VIEE #ASFS dY 281 #2187 2ok 244 SemE KA
How 5ol 2em AER WolAA #AFEgch Wk A9 wjd A5

8) 2% B FRELSF 7Y 13, 3uE, 1 EF 5F zAEALY BE] ®19 ¥ E20
7 o

9) 7AE%F(leaf, stem, root, 7] ol¥F o]&}), LAL ESH¥ #HER, <F& £=1 2179
Zr}.

10) 2T, YT, T, 55& 2 kES 781 8229 .

11) L71(A, 71, $87]) 1 1996d0] zkzk 647d, 7€19Y, 9¥6delAx 19972
6999, 79309, 9¥1Yelen 199892 zt7 6¥€15Y, 796Y, 997d ol

12) Fr8A7] 19963 7924Y, 19973 74264, 19983 7Y¥20¥ o] T,

13) £71(A], 71, &371) : 19963 8917, 20, 23Y, 1997'd 8¥16, 19, 22¥, 19984 8¢
19, 22, 259 oAt}

14) F=&7] : 1996'd 10¥10€, 1997'd 10€11¢, 19983 10¥7¢ ol o}

15 #F5H 5719 d4 0 19963 1139(£57] 199%. 8. 20), 19973 1109 (47
1996. 8. 19), 1998d 110Y¥(&47] 1998. 8. 22)olUt}. oY R el E471x9 4= 199649
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884, 1997'd 859, 1998 89¥ At HFHEH A&57A9 UFE 19969 1649, 1997
1634, 1998'd 156Y oIt o4 HE A&7 d4E 19969 139%, 19979 138%, 1998
d 13590t
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M3 E S Al HYI 2XH
1. 5% Nv a3

7b. Mg A8 AL v

8 vste 99 HAF "B 2 Fe] AA Hu FEolo o A3 9]5.‘21% g
UZtE Hlg A FE AE Eole FAoIE Y olAk ¥ FEE A A &
g Yzte ha@d AlH|FHE L21kg(BEF 71F)2EA DA =(555.0kg)E A9 stae MlA
Ax 7t = To|t(E 2-1). Hl8 AMEFo] Bon Rk o E(326.8kg), @7l
(3658Kkg), AFGVADLTE T FEoI5h 19804T steiehe 0719 (6960kg)s L@
=(75B.1kg)E 3 \—}EMI H] 3 ZHH ol B2 HgE Al%?s}?im—} H g AREFo] atE
Zasa g FAAd H& $8 dde 2388 Fregust 2ok Aase FAE
Holx it} ' |

8 dete g HlE @9 247 vgE Wol ARgstn jld. ?J_s‘i'_— E¥S 9 Y
g E%o HE 4718 FFe] & T EY 2ol 2y dRoIJE sxg S0 U
B0l WA q2e vlge Ay Au PP AAFoRA AHFE 2Y 5 AN
. F=3 i M E 8 dge d&d HE HgE Bol AHEsAT 53 Ax
Z g A|LFo] S & FFEo|th BEL AL R HEo] HA ANH|F 1/3 &
9 vis 8 Jvge AL " Fo] 1/2& 2H3n JTHE 2-2).

EG 540 we AH] 7]Eo] AT BREEd U A8 FHAEZFLS 102
N-P-K7} 11-7-8kg?lHl Hl&] 57} AM&3F& 159-63-76kg 224 Ql4tely #e]d HlZE
AEl71EE 58t Jded v 243 HEge $H AHZFRY 45%4Y FHrh AlE3ka
AE AAO|HE 2-3). 53] HARY HAFY ZFF< v5Y o A&o| Hz3id.
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E2-1 38 39 R A4

@9 : A% kg/ha

S 1980 1985 1990 1995 1997
vdds 775.1 765.3 586.6 555.0" -
I 236.3 236.3 246.2 2065.4" -
o 1106 93.7 97.0 102.7' -
W 7] o 59.0 562.8 494.2 365.8! -
9 = 2936 357.6 355.9 379.8" -
g 372.1 430.4 344.0 3342 326.8°
AU 502 57.1 498 54.0 -
=g 2972 296.0 296.1 268.0 -
& = . 2850 311.0 4580 " 4340 4210

A FHF 1998 FHD FLEA.

dE FYSAES. 1998 H 58
FAOQ. 1997. Production Yearbook.
FAO, 1996. Fertilizer Yearbook.
OECD. 1997. OECE Environmental Data: Compendium.

' 1994
21996

E 2-2. 9 JEet A2 AujF v

& = 9 B

BER 2 awlz al A 4 209 2xlz | A
1991 156 6.7 7.7 30.0 9.3 9.9 84 276
1992 155 6.5 7.6 29.6 99 9.8 85 28.2
1993 159 6.5 8.1 30.5 89 94 8.0 26.3
1994 16.0 6.5 77 30.2 9.0 9.6 84 27.0
1995 | 159 6.3 77 299 87 | 100 | 82 | 269
1996 15.9 6.3 7.6 29.8 8.7 10.3 8.1 27.1

A8 FHE THAE A A4, 7 A=
dE THEAYE. "H=a . 1998
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¥ 2-3. #EF A&
@9 AE%F ke/l0a

71 M| F H A
T8 EYEAN , ¥ 1
N |P:0s|K:O0| N |P:0s|K:O| N |P:0s| KO
AutA [ogolx], FA| - E°&°V&€}E§
BEE UgE ' 100ppm ©| 8
- 12% 55 70| 56| 55 0| 24| 11.0] 70| 80 |
. @2 24|22 (2.4)
- 28% 770 70| 56| 33| 0 24| 110] 70 80
(2.2) 24| (22) (2.4)
oRYE, A= . 65 80/ 70| 65/ O 30[ 130" 80! 100

oﬁ*&z}ﬂ, ¥=¥| 65 100] 7.7 44 0 33 110 100] 11.0

o ARzt YA 88| 120] 91| 22 0 39| 110 120[ 130

oB:A | 40 80| 32 160 o 48| 200/ 80| 80

. 2y
g [OREE TEE | g5l g0l 771 75| o 33| 150] 90| 110

| | EFolAE S

dutA [OEEL, FISE | - |100ppm el ¥
- 123 ss| 30l 56 55| o 24| 110 30 80
e 2l lealeal  |@a

77| 33] 56| 33| 0] 24 11.0, 3.0} 80
(2.2) (24)] (2.2) (24)

A5 @TUBTAYS. 1998, "HEAZ,.
5 (U AR Auvled.

B AdE F Br)d ulEde] WZe Rk 19979 & A F ulEu] HFS 26%
of Bxjste] AGulF wlgH H|FL 52%°|HE 2-4). 1970 2AAA L strjee A& A
au] 2 ulmn) wZe 5%l olZgou & sAd s wa /13 Age Aumes
el A HEHel HFe 2%l WEA DA 2 4 W FHol6EE WS ¥
& Foz Yrhkn vk 1704 Hsh ‘0TS HHYPL mgvﬂ°q:=°m§e:%%
o Aws vzel 37 ol o8 AW Ho)FAL HE Hedo] ohrh, | |
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X 2-4. & Ay F F7)1F v]gH] v F
&9 : 9/10a

A4 = & gamla) | ®/1A WEM®) | B/A%)
1970 17,160 839 49
1975 53,291 2,581 48

11980 143,752 4 5,981 42
1985 252,140 11,386 45
1990 385,851 10,345 2.7
1995 411975 11,118 2.7
1997 458,240 o195 26

AR FYE TEAEYMEA, } UE

Hge 4 e ke vl§ 7o) wre AL HEY HARYA ] BriE 23
Azl o8 F wgEn Yok ARHoz A4d vz AAVIHL 03 Axo|H, A
23 HEE -01~-02 A=A Ao A Utk ol @ AU WFo B o HE 57
o TR AM AHEFo 4 BAE e ASE ANV BN v LT T
g A4 olg o7l 934 AARAL AL dE FA AdE AL A

@A stetulge] @ AREEE vE/EE UE BEE 8ol Aok 19899 R B
ANA FFaE HE, 5% 577 AL EANANAE dASE AL HEgon
A e G BulrtA e %533 ok 19989 AS R e Bxe o
9 woisbAs weldzt ke B9 13089902 setg T gl o] 2 779U Y
ol AAH o2 F48n Ur 106599 ARNM RAYUL. AFEde PYREL v=
AR AYF FHA B AF o)z o] o LAY RelthD saulge g @
WtAe Bujrte) 725% $E02 WE MRS 275%0) 2Eu).

2. g Alg9 #A3

7. vzl s #Fed A= |
SeulEg BALARZE <29 2-1>% 2o FEZH HETY vz IVE AE
o F4dol B4E AN o] EHIL, UnAE el ARAAY AAd@Ad $Ad}

423 W7 AABA FUFE AZE A A Uro] 448 % .

1) 1997929 vaAA4 Ha FHAL 12 4849990 23 d523 L FIAR I dig
AdelAts a3t 1,209 48 2343
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AR, A29A, Bx 422 Az T uAge] 0EX 5yg 28 Aoz
A oA A2 Jalg Fu A g

=4, g &0 EAFY S0} NEFE LG EA0Z 51, 34 2 AEx g B
Fgse 2ANA $AL AU}

AR, Mg AEol FY¢ £& A A5 faH0 No5-E LYNA 299 A
€ Abgoly 7h&o] vhAld o2 7hx] Ao Sy

|

Aol &4 :E%““[:ﬂl:%l ol #4
FoRE | B

EO }\\_/\ Eog:-o’] N N

2 98yd| (294 o8 AR ed] RS 2

ERIEE) vyt

a9 2-1. HEAMR O] A% HEA = v o
AR MY 9, 1997 "EBRAY T LHE A% FAA, dTE T R36L
T AAATL.

4. $4209 o

38 Uetel A g o|8FL 3128ECE AVES 67TEQ20%), FAES 2oE
(100%), 5985 14821 EWUT.0%), HX1 84 6621 EQLO%)OI. Aok ol &L & 2869
oz HA B o839 92%E AX Gtk Y Ash: ol 8HE o8 F )L
BEET 1479 E(21.9%), TDEF 219 EB.7%), FUEF 11.29E(75%), FAL5 079
E(10%)01},

594 AR ALgel o3 BHPFE BAY F MR E3 B + de gAges

2 29¢ & 4 A £4 292 A Ass 2dF NS ool AP HW °
ae edor FRUTL $2) Udkey B¢ EA AYNE Aa4E A4z Agse
47t £ dou 52 AGANE A4 452 AHSEE F90 Wdstn BaA 3
SUlE Abgel mE Astee 09g WAy A HHe] Basth AGE &e B¢
lha% 4471%% A%z AFHE B9 FL 6000~70008 FES Roz wopsz e
o Aad HEE A8 3% NO-N(EAH Ax)el o] YA Feolch =o) A



£9 Huly g3 vsEs NHENGEYoY A4) EE NO-N(ZAH Ax) JHE &4
ol ATt S EE #RA P2 FEHT A&K7ILF lhaT 1,500~2,000€¢ Eo)
FE&de Aoz deA QU

3 JdEte AFHA #3294 FHE Hs7] A% £229 FAYE 43t A
on 19939 1,3487]A0llA 1998 154070 FAIAH o2 &&F&tqc). & ol8 =X o
HAF, A%, A5AF, TS, FUUE, EARF FoE BRI FAJSE A2
3~4832 AF& Fi gtk FHESFE AT 14970 FHAAHNA 4 28 FH L

BA7E 1522 AA e 549 d¥9d FHA(T-N) F=5€ 09~18mg/L 2 of

BE FARAVNE VEFA FAY € 2348t Jen, FAT-P) O5F &3
£ Aol d-Eelth $3 U Zae FIEHT AAsH QAdEGE AL 29 H
2 EA7E g3 o ol FAANAE F o 9% Hl’di%ﬂ FE AUQY Aoz &9
A T

19974 A 1617425484 1757 A)E ddez $39d e 2AE 23
2472 (AAY 149%)7F 290l A% Aoz Uit 8 29de 4¥s, A4,
AYAS Ueton o 3 ATssel 0 ool 677%F AASHH BT 9@
29e 242%A FIA(T-N) & 712¢ 23% $I459¢ 3agon g5 7
N2F 5AA7 A2HE 2AH900 A4Ae] AL 0 GE AAHATHE 2-5).

® 2-5. AAdd FE5d 485 sAVE 23 A%

s I

A A Wi | pH | EC | SS | DO |BOD|COD|T-N|T-P| CI' | Pb | Cu | Cd
NA | 2% | 2% | 29 | 2% | 23| 23| 2% | 2% | 29 |23 | 23 | 25

A 61 |72 |5 (5% {3 |10 65 (33 |22 |8 |0 /|0]0
g5 | 7| 5| 3|6 | 3|07 5|55 ]0]o01!o0
A%A1 130 |63 | 0| 00| 0[5 |28 {17 |00} O01loO0
S+ 16 2 1 0 2 7 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
g8 | 2{1o0|l1|3}jo0lo]lo|l1|]O0o|O0]oO

AR FYR. 198 "9 FUEF FARA B3A,

%4 %29
S EE A5 YT FES BEH Fo] FHANAE FHAIE wd HEEA
W ARHA, EFANRE SANA AHS A $-2 U $2 A= pH 57, #71€



ek 2.3%, FAEQAA 107, 22 027, 43] 38, vfavle 142 FFA2 vdH L o A4
HEE F A48 4 420 F5IL ¢ UmAE A2 JF, FAFE T3 74,
F71Fe sy dRe EGF FAHH dS AR ol8HAY 22K 2HE F
date 8o 43 AEZ AR HEHEL 5 dFFA S wgs
B, EFH71E9 CO/N&(F4/24 H8)E AnAFL2N f7lEd £3& FAXUH. og
Zo] 473H € EGRVIEY ZAve EY B S ASANA, EYY A g A&
o] AANE #AAAFA ok o]H T ol f "EA PFoly K4 FF AH A=E
AoAH &FAeE FE FHo mwat AHAYE gFPste A B & Ao

3. 453 ¥719 Avl Aes EAA

7F. ZA AL
D AR R FAARA
7} AP EA
O ZAIIZ 1 1997. 7 |
O ZAME @ &Y "].H]QEHQ} &Y 59 AHE sobaty] g8 BRI é@ﬂ’—‘l,
g740dq, 299 £, = EFFUAAAR, AEre] 2N N BAEF Aol
g s wg =

O %A} ¥7H@14%7h @ A71(40),F3 841, $9(92), W5(48), A (39), 73 5(54)

) SALRA

O ZAM7IZF :798.7.29 ~ 8. 25 _

0 2N ¥4 BRFEAAATA BUAF FEAE AFHE 1220 571FIH 800
5718 Fatg Agstel SHURALE AT 23t 354%57H44.3%)9) ZALETL BS5HA
o, | -

O ZANE 2 £8Fo] FBE MAE 89, WA HES FRIH BA, ANF +

2 A4 3 AW, Mg Auss MEAEFHe BA 5

. 57k Al g
D Hlge g s o4 g AlH] Fei(FAL A 2H) |
O 4 £8Fd YFS vAdx A= +4 A€ O 715(26.6%) Q H=

2) ph 65, OM 25, &4 100, 78] 05, 43 50, vt2vjE 2.0

..35..



(16.9%) @ WZ(16.4%) @ EF(1.1%)

- BUEE 24 A 9L UAE 29F J1FE MY 249 Aoz A4sn

e AA 2227 2AG 4 Ut 2AC2A HES AP FeaA 1

s gt

O AAME AW F} +4FH} AAE @ AHT8.0%) @ AF(10.2%) @ o

2 315H(10.2%)
53 424 ME F4FY $8FL NE B¢ AYIHE HAF vhe go] Hul
EE vl$ dwyel & Aoz d4sn Uuk

O steulg Al e @ 2AF28%) @ LAS+7HAAS(U55%) @ WAS+7}A)

A+l AE(48.0%) @ BAE+7EAAE+o| A E+AAE(6.2%) ® EYAF+o|
AAE(23%) ® 71AAE(4.8%) @ 7EAAE+o] 4 A E(9.9%) ®@7tA A E+ol 4t A
S+8AE(2.0%) @O F¢2(85%)

A% AR 57 UAE NEF FH2A ANAE, oldAgoE 28 R
£ Aoz ZAHAY WABE FA ¥ $/E 17% 7139 Aoz g,

O 7k NuFE 59 Ao wla) D vlEHHE64%) @ BTH209%) @ AT

(10.5%)

- $27 Brbe AuFE 59 Aol we) wxaAY BokE 9o RujHolAL} o

=y N8 Pa A9 BoEA ¢ Roz nay,

O gtoz g3ulg ANFL O FANZ(55.1%) @ 29 AY3E25%) @ =4

O

Ax

AY42%) @ A48 ¥ 3 Qv (7.3%)

rr

gozg sshulr AMFL A9 ML $202 HE7 2dY
e AX s,

7ol i

29 FAANYFL @ AT (24.6%) @ A}H(475%) @ B (7.3%)
FUE) Ax2e F4 ANFE A% AT JAHT Axce FAA
A ARG AF NEoldn ¥ o NS WEe ME FIF 2AM
st AR

1)-

5a
re

£
£ o

Q

s
|

'S
i
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O AA NgHE NulFo) Axi FAF Hl& @ “*t}(37o%) @ AFs
(31.1%) ®@ A(12.1%)
- oo ARH dus B o ‘zls»;/:e]”—%axl‘ul%ol Agn g o) 475%
e AAZ A=A FHAUFEG Vol FUste B7} vl o] 37.0%A AL 7]
F ZA9 et AMFS 2-se w77 Bl 7] dEQ Rez g

O AR (AE S0 BPulR) 712o] 50% AE AS AMF $2e D A%
FA(48.6%) @5% A A2(175%) @ 10% BFA2(172%) @ 20~30% A
(11.0%) ® 50% FA2(45%) ® F5931.2%)

- el g 7hFo] 50% A4E W AL A s AAY $FL 4AT RojFdn
UigetEl R 20% o4 FASATT WEE Brhe 16% FEU Aoz Jehrt

- F7te Wee FY W HEAE 50% AN AMBL PF 75% BAT Ao
oA,

O Mg 7tAo]l 100% AL AS ANF £ ® V5F #A(237%) @5%
2(9.3%) ® 10% #F2(13.8%) @ 20~30% 4(20.6%) © 50% 72 (5.7%)
® ¥25(26.9%)

- HE AL Wz LHE 50% o4 FAIATE BE 57% EHsn Y7
Hog AW BL 15% 7t oAk ggsigch '
- 99 AR AAE W FHu R AAvPPL 015 ALY Ao ZAHUG

O WY stetulE ANE4Fe WA ALFEYG A ALHES ZAZ FART
WO AAFVET A4 Huy £713 A4FL 5AT(458%) @ H
b #7132 A4%L AAYE s euE AL4FS FANZ 2AH254%) @
YA AMAE A AHSF L AR T Syte]  QAH(27.4%)

- FROA et AT FAHoz FAY S Huy £/ vEE F6 2
£Z3g ALATE ddol 458%, BPFolAu dA AeFE FAGAGE A
o) 27.4%2 Jelgdo =M A2 AlH =S Gx s AHE gidge] A9 34L& XA
st @38 A Alu] FAe el ge AAEL U

O HH ANgoq4R @ v (24.6%) @ 7/1EH (31.7%) @ N4 %L(31.6%) @ %
$9(6.1%) '
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- #ul FHE AL YE S7E AAY 140 AUA &3 A&3A Fede
F7tE 1/3 7HEF Ht

- 71 olutnl Hulg F7)Heg FYsa JE e AAY 60% BE2M TUE
& Hul A& FLAE UA}T YU

O 10a 2 Hul A§3F2? 1,004kg

O WA Nge @ vt 100%(24.0%) @ 3wttt 50%(25.2%) @ 7+54(28.8%)
@ AHE ¢3(22.0%)
- Hu AL Er ZasE dA ot RIS A&dE F7te AAe 80%
tgo g A vl A F7rSAT
- ol 2@ 100%E FL3te F7hE 24%4 HU.

O =o Agd Y& FAuEZ A [Ho] 2dddx G4 © 1%
}H(36.7%) @ ot vH(10.2%) ’
- A9E 5L guart #4099 4] e AL AHT AUT

O A59e?7® FEE0181%) @ AA $E(545%) @ 3F +E(12.7%) @ *F
$(1.7%) ® +4 44(0.6%) ® 718 (12.4%)
- Ao B7te 2/3 AR $ES B A54E G452 e A2 FAHA AR
LEL F&9 FAT AFdde AT + AU

O Ao EAN Qe A4S @ U A5QA o 8(282%) @ A A2 (46.1%)
Q@ 4459 MAN72%) @ 71E(2.0%) ® F-8H(6.5%)
- Ao EAZE AT A AAAY T oj| FHE u &S FAstd AdAS
E 77 3Rt ol B4 2ge] 2T stEAel AE S A 249E
A sty % v 42 AEY At AEE AAbstE Aolth

o Aul Fejo] FARIH AL TG

9@ ug Ertel Alu el i@ EAFoEA 71 9A NFE £ J' AL seh
2 &7 2oE oju A% AuFe] wa gL vgE Aedn doe Aot =
E7be EFEAlY] 2AE Fo] AMEA @1 FAe Aol A Augesn =FF H
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E A FAHH EFE AFANINAY Atz §EF 0] AstrE 2472 U A
£ o] @ AuBYL sgulE Bl FAY vAE RaE AZHA ¢ B ohyzt
sietu] g9 71Ao] vlgol ard vlE FAHo2 AYsy] doirt AvtAq wi v ES}t
Ao H &L 80 ol F A& ol glon Yiul F seulr e HFS 2.7%(F 9y ¥
7 56%)° €343},

So2e BR1EC] ATAHY A YL v g dvke Holoh AP & Ay
TS AAse U vl &o] 574%0°]3, HA Y AHFE ASKAA A7l= TR 20.2%, A
E71#9] £ A el wat A¥lsts FU9 H&o] 125%, 82 9FES 2B HA A6 g
= UL 26%° EFsi.

FeAQ AN E oty EFHTE FdlolaE ANE F7) 36%, 2 F AN FHFS &
T F7he 31%E FAsAY AHE s F7he WA 13%] €St diREe 7t
AA8 Y 4F A 71ES obFx ¥EA 43 UG, .
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A4 d By Sy Aueg Ny
HREELELR

7b AR Nule A

AR (optimum) AW$FES B2 Helarle oPAW e 2 A AA 7Ee
ANG & Ak WA vE EARE FAAT O o4 S0 ZrtER] gk 4Fe A
MFoz HY & itk & wEY FALAMPPYO] F(HAAN 002 vHE AH 22
& TR o8 2P0z Yehd <129 31>% Y. olae AYY BF AuFe &
8 AAnstd A9 Ao wet g ¥ £3L Yshls AN £Z02 FHAY. o
@ AMFe B2 $£FE IUAINIE ST A 57t o) golut R 9§ §7
2de nASA %7 d2ol $7t FIH AFANY 27} FDe AlH] A)Fo A At
ed @47 9.

T~ (kg/ha)

2 2 A v]

H & %< %F(kg/ha)

I 3-1 ¥ JF AnsE

O Ade AR AuFozA G AAG o)L SUSAIE AH £2L AT 5
AT 571 FIERE A8 7Mx AQS FEe Ao o)Ye AAS=H Uk HEE
2712 SYste] 4A3¢ SAUIE 2700 ABEY AL 2712 R9E A9 we
HoE A0 riEAe 22 ddS A9sx] 4e Holg. Aol 93t n)
89 @A7}A A (marginal value product, MVPy)o] Hl&¢] &7 Q448 (marginal factor
cost)® Zold w7tz vE FYL F/ANPLEN ol& L IUSY 4 YL AL
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SABAYNZAN F7t2 FYste HE 1999 714D g 129 T4 ) 712 A
A BAEY JHA ZolAE FEAA HEE FYdTGE Fe MY L oge &
g 7 3 oA I olge SUEANY AMME vlEe FYY YaFgae A
Bt ofvz} HE tAs FAE] sHHE FA 7c}°}6}7<l god ¢td RAolg. Hlm A
of Hls) H|E 7tAe] oz HFAdd HE FUYFE U 5YL2H o8 L ZYA
4 ¢ de Rolx, ek YAE st duiHoz e A 8 FYFL F2AA
22X AHY ol&d FEY & A o o] | Frke HE AMge 93] wAsE 290
WM e s && RAelrh

o] &(9¥/ha)

CEREE:

U8 %<9 %F(kg/ha)

2¥ 32 57k olg FUF HY AusE

vtAgo g ALSH FAL FdE AAFE Al £EE A ANuFolga Y 5 9
< Aol HEE FodA FAFeEN A FLY B B dFANAME o2
Hl§ o2 ZtFetA] AT AL AMRAME INEY g Ho) "o AR} 2o
et AL AAHo2E HATE Bl o HE AR FE FAANPoEN 9] A &
d 7 A& Aolt olHY A H FA(welfare) & FUIFA7]E A 328 2 5 A
" olE AHA AugEoldn & 4 vk ol& V] AsiME v WAFIe AR
olvg Bl FAES 714, Hlgd 4 FHLAY A FHLFo] ABd e
<2 a9 E Aot 4.
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NS
(%1/ha)

27403

Hl& %9 %F(kg/ha)

a9 33 A8 F4 305 A" AN £F

T

4. AR Au$E 2L A% A=

Aol g HAARFE
- @I APABE o &3t HA Ay
O FAA 7Yl % HAAuFE

O &= 4%

FE 2R

- SRR ANE A2 AP @
2Hate] AR Aug

& 4% NYARE ol g3l £

Fg e
z 2% -

- MRS REF, E%9) 554 (pH, OM, P0s, K0, Si0y)
- A TAEX2AEF XS S X JEE=2407] FE(REE)
0 #RePe LAW AN TS

- BaE L WE MY AR, 3% A ARE 722 RS SVLUS
| CERES2WE o|g3td 3¢ ¥z 29g+ #4 AnE 2%

FEAEAY NYE ZFE vg s 74
EE JHANE 2906 F4& 7l =2

- 9.%?]’—’]:t CERES =43
- ode A% AR uge

2. AAQ A¥] 34 29 2 33 A7

7t} MY 4 29

1) AEM 82 (CERES)Y 9§ A Ale|aFE 2
FE ASAEYA REd S

olgatol Alul, AlH|AlY), BAHF D AN 5 WA
t 2Ye Foo 7 guae) oE W £F ve, AN MEF 5L AAse HH Ay

FES 2A% o] WS /Y Frvt MY 5EY 87 205 Jedeld AH AjuF
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& 2AFoZA oS {45 288 F Aoy 2l S HE FUle S 3% 2
F g & Ug UF 2de 13T & Qe 1A FAHoF & Aot

2) A ZIYS B HAFHANE ST 2F
O AAETE o8 +F S A & EA
- AWEE 1Y = f(N, W) |
Y=a+ b,N+ b, W+ b;NW+ b, W + bs W-(Quadratic)
Y=a+ b,N+ by W+ b.N"% + b, W + b N2 W% (Square-Root)

o Y AA(EF kg/10a)
N: A43 AuE (AEF ke/l0a)
W 7lE 23
a, by, by, by, b, bs : vl

O ARgF, o) &, HR/HE, FAEIAE ol &3l H5Y F|AIAAL) HlEY -
dALAH L} dAMVP=-MFC)3=& 3= ol& iz Alb +#&& 23 -

- A 1Y = f(N, W)
- o] &84 : max I1 = Py - f(N, W)-rv - N-rw + W

- Py fi=r;
&, 17 ol&
N " A F

W : ZAAHFE o]9e] AaAh

Py ! FAE (B) 714

fiifae AN o S
Tw, Iy, ; - AA8E o] AAQA FAiA L AL (9 713

3) BFLEE uu T WY
AR Av|BgE s AT AHES FEste &4 @A BT oY
@, 872 2de) W A A v Eg okrlEtd Ade FAwWEE AP ddM EA2F

e 2T HH Aul £7& Az A A5 uge NESer @ Rolth AR A
H] Pele o5 Ze] ved 4 3l

max 1= P, AN W—ry- W—ry - N—Cs-g(N, W}

—_ Py » f'_—_. rl+ Cs- gl’
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G714 N: Ax A F
W Aaee] Pias
Py i BAE (&) 714
Tw, In, T © A4d o]9j9] Yakgs s @ Y424 9 714
g(NW) LguE
D 4A" HES @70 HAE Y g

firigae] FALY
giigde @AY

4. AQ Ay 3 43

1) CERES 2dd] 9§ A

AEHoIA g% dxd AuFEE A2F R FXNHEA, EGFT)E <E 31>
I 2ok '98de] Af HEAZ F5E A2 HE HRT ZE QAP o889 Y& ha
3 FH|F 955kg, Wl 129.3kg, BH] T 161.9kg, 1.58]F 175.8kg, w6 208.2kgo 2 A
HE FYFel @SS A2 vgY oj§Fo] A vEgton £3d TEF 23 @
ZF= F7MEAT. AEA FFEHA Reln £€HE A2A vge FIL 9ede Ao
ha@ FH]TF 647kg, W7 657kg, BHT 665kgo 2 AlH] &9z 2 Ao Yz
AA AR, 97} B = AlMFo] BEFE ALAWBEY FETFo] B Aoz
2354=

a4 vErt EY M Bel FEHE AVE R4S AT 99 AE2A 4
X FrHe FRUE ESFTA FEHE 223 659 g us Bt 27}
A2 HEeY BF02 QY 2EH2E Ho| W 7|7 §5E8Y], £47], aga A

SL7N2M EG AL nel @ A Arle 2do] 9oy oz BAHUL

B 3-1 AuleEd Aol g 2 g3 W

@9 : kg/ha
AH) 96d 98d
TE |olgg | = | 424 | 49Z |o)eF | =z | N2x | Luz
0.ON 110.6 69.6 410 6.47 955 479 476 7.59

0.5N 131.5 74.1 o574 6.957 129.3 66.3 63.0 9.99
10N 155.6 73.5 82.2 6.65 161.9 74.4 875 12.19
15N - - - - 1758 75.6 100.2 14.11
2.0N - - - - 208.2 736 134.6 16.43




2) BAH 71de] g% AR AuFE

S$E AN £2 2 BALAYAAHA AT A v AEaY] A5 £%
o $FALUFE AZHYY. FSUSE $59 2T 5% (kg/l0a), EYHSE P4
MR AMTAERT kgl0)F EFF 418 B2ez SUn. Asrde
Quadratic(Q-D) ¥ Square-Root(S-R)S] 5 7H4 & dsidon 1984d S&WFHo) A%
EE AN AR 87 FolN HETS WP FAuE AuPd FE 4% 43 AR}
28 o839t A2 M AMFL 552 (, 10, 15, Wke/l0a D EFAA As 23
Hyolm AeE 2 +E2(EENG 2 B0l |

FPuses 34 Ane 0eW 2o WA QuadraticF4o] g 2FAIE o
2t}

Y = 388.72 + 25200N + 58.047TM - 0547N2 - 2.924M - 3.110NM + 23.321D
1177y (3.993) (85.02) (0.097) (1557) (1.314) (8.266)
n = 240, Adj-R? = 0.4284

Square-Root¥r=ol] 9|t FHH 3= &3 v}

Y = 21896 - 7.487N - 25.725M + 129.35N* + 226.97M* - 41.506N*M* + 23.761D -
(4136) (2604) (155.3) (31.89) (504.7) (18.32) (8.287)

n = 240, Adj-R® = 0.4254

©, Y 1 AUAFEF kg/l0a)
N : Axd AuF (JEF ke/l0a)
M: EFF #7218 #3FH%)
D : o7 ¥4 (3P D=0, sEMYHE D=1)

( )QHe ¥+ 2 X (standard error)

% 717 Wele) %% Quadratic#47} Square-Root¥4ol Hla) AAALA 1 A%
o 494 WANE U 2FZADE dehin gl A0 waso] FA Au T A
Quadratic<ol o8 4+ e4g AHEHI ).



g 8 8

S

S0 Quadratic
B
=620
o
[
5600
580
@ |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 20 2 23 24 25
Nika/10a)
Iy 3-4 FE FENgEs FH 43
EYR71E $FOME £30 €& 9L vX7] d&e A3d 5o F71EFFS

3FFE(15, 25, 3502 A £3uSF45E vw3d <2¥ 3-5>9 #H

Yield{kg/10a
2
o

[4]

(2]

o
T

500

A —_

— L L “

450

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25

N (kg/10a)

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1%

a9 3-5.

F718 % %ol B8 Quadratic T+FH-SHF] JH



Yield(kg/10a
S8 88888888 s

I R T R T S T S R S L 1 L L

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21-22 23 24 25
N (kg/10a)

a9 3-6. f71E8%Fo) ©E Square Root w3342 )

TUES AMFS 2RS4 §429S ndA ¥ FFFd3 B #9434 5E .
ZEZ ¥4 ojdd YUNFFE Y=AN W g8 503 dAe b A7 Zo
veld 4 gl
"max H=P, - ANW—ry-W—ry-N
| — P,- fi=r; (MVP;=MFC)

@, N: A4 AHZ, W: AA299 484 Py $AE (B) 713
tw, In, Ti - ZH2E A2 o9 Adas, AL # Ades i 714

, UL vl FANZEMFC)ol FAZNAAMVP)FH 2E wrtA] vaE F

= =3
o AN AZE FE FFVLTFET Quadratic B+ E o145l £FTUR 2 49T
qst AulsEe AER <E 3-2>9 2ok BAA FRIdsel FolFgs AW FEE

27 1027 159kgd 155kg o2 & Aozt few A £EF Frtel Fad v AR
AH[$=E 159kg/10a FH(EE $9) FUHIE Y3t AH 5o 2HE Aol

E 3-2. =S £FIAE 9 F£FdE AHFE (OM=25%<2 3 5)

T ) A Av| FEAEF ke/10a)
433} 159
o F 3} 155

F 1 2% kg9 714 : 1,2529(19989 Ertdv)srE)
2) Axd HE 7H4 : 5716/4 B F ke(19989 F7HT A7)
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3 BRLEE 1T HA A&

F7t2 FY¥ vz @AZ/IXA(marginal value product)e] 7NNF  IFAW L
(marginal private cost)ol A}3]# 3FA¥]-§ (marginal social cost)g &3 v &3 ZE2 3
E £F4A HEE Yo A8 AFHe Bt g Ald] FEolga & 5 Yk

max 1= P, - AN W—ry+ W—ry-N—Cs- g(N,W

~ P, fi=ri+Cs g

o, N: FAa AuF, W da9e] Aidas Py BAE (&) 7+
Cs: w29 wast 840 mAE AFA ulg, gN, W) : QulE T,
rw, I, Ti © ZF2 A4 ol9)e] Aits s A P AMN8 A 9 717,
gi:isao dAeY

A714 BHlEY FTAZMANREL Py 2 YEd £ gon JAFH @AM LS 1, A3 3
A EL G- g2 BEAEAY HIEARRO] WE AR A §ANES (FEYG A7] P&
BHLde AT ANFS P29 E TSR F& A B @& FEoj HEALE
ol Ag A #AEE (Corg)& 0~100009/kgol 2t 7HAsE R FE 2T HAHAH
TEL <E 3-3>3 2o, oy AFHez v AY Aa AN £EE E27] HEMEe Al

B SEd) BE 0dF(@)TH 9F¥W WEs @A WAL AH uL(CHol B ok
2.

E 33 BAede naw A3 A £3

Cs-gi (Y/kg) 0 2,000 4,000 6,000 8,000 10,000
A2 (kg/10a) 159 145 13.0 115 10.1 8.6

A42Z vg Algd BE FFEe A 271A FEE Yol A4 £ o sue
E%¥ A5 (Leaching)el ¥ Ast9 2geln, d& 3= 59 A Run-off)ol =t
& stdolv 349 Qdolth 8 UM E BE BF FF FFAACN o8 A
g3z Ay gEE7t £& 0 Fd HlE Ase 299 AAAdol v A 44
HAR &Y ¥ FRAAME YEd AANY 60% o9 w717 A S8 EE
TEF FES B3 HAFE 2 o} Azt £98 BF FEY HF FHN 2
g dodlA 8n F5Ue] 298 A AgAMYE FEV obE tE FrdeE M@
soF st7] @WEel AakFe 2Pe AA WEL FLAIA HE Aol MEE A4



A W 2o $a50] Edss A2 $EJ FobAA o Aol Al my A
$E7b A3 Rl AA T F$U Bopol Q8 Fusd $4E WY £ Ae o, %
AE71% 1027 FAHE EASe Fe S0mmAES A ATk IRAL o 508
Agste 2o dolrh #AY BE A 5UEFE o)85E FLE AT FHoY &
22 $950 298 AL fuaA 51 2T 459 29NE AHE ¥A @
= -

wol A18E dad MaEst Aok Ashz ATHEs ) B 22 P4} S
517 @3k7] W&ol CERES B3¢ olgstad 98 7x 7|4zdsteln & A7 44 o
o] Sl AlFES] s wRHoz NBUHNE WAGS A4 FF ARE FaAT
o] A2E wPoz Au £F0 wd A3}z YT A2 FL UHiE LAHSE
tgt gol A&sg.

gt = 0.7632 + 0.0309N -0.0001N°
(0.064) (0.0009)  (0.00003)

@ gt = AAF AFFN kg/l10a)
N = A4 ¥l8 A 2FAAEF kg/10a)
( s ¥F:ex

AAA AH] $£F 15kg/10a%) A AvFS lkg E71819S W dA=Ee F4A AR IF
g9 AAsty oS3 2
dgt/aN = 0039 - 0.0002N = 0.028kg

AY Azt 9std v A5V F AFFY Y FANO-N) A& HFE L985=s
10ppm(10mg-N/ ¢)o.2 utazomg 0.028kge] AAE A4H AL & 10ppmd 259
12489 siFste Folrh

o] dFME FUFY AL LGUFE AST + AT AYe] FHAA gkenzg F
EXZFAY 4IARE ol &5t FAFY FEo o4& A4 wEe 29E Yehly] A
LAUFE UdeH o] AZsPrt &, F42A HBE AL LS W Ay A2
2 g Ah JE FAFL 102 0.242%kegoln 1kg¥ A2 vlg ANEFS 58 3¢
0.113kg® ZF7}3tc}. '

g® = 0242 + 0.113N
o gt = EAES0 AAE AL F4F(NOs-N kg/10a)
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N = A2 Hg F49F (Y& %F ke/10a)

43 243 ¥ 45 73 ZETE 59 FAHE Y45 gEUotd £& Fay
a9 FHz FEEY Hgd A 249 FHE F2d9n PP S o HEF =
10ppm FEZ Y onZ(o]7)4, §UY, 1996) A2 HE lkg FFFLZN FH4S
T fFEede ALY vg HYE 0113kge ALe A4 10ppme FHET YE 25 113
€l sigates Folth

d2A 10ad AL HE lked FFEY AL Ads € AEFFE S AMH AL
10ppme] 2.4 23.7€< w&dle ARE xYsA 9ok .

BEA AN fFEHe A4 vEst @36 uXEe 43S Yrlar) 9aMe 99
7HA S B8 ASE & UAAR o) AFAME A AR e o549 Hsjug
€ ANsd diAste S Adgsg. duHos ¥e FEo 2PEFA L Adse W
Hezes AEH AYH, ASFHoE o8y, F7|FUY(air stripping), A7 23, FEo]

&% 5¢ 1A & o o ATANE FEIEUL 18T AS 22 HES VEH
A =AY A @AY A $Ee FEFHoZ A4Y L 10ppm AES] BE Yol

2 7] dEe] +3 Ugte] £33 LGrIEold AT AP VF HLUEESE 237
stA gEd. 2y A7jHez HE AlE AR dFY AxE FASY A&FR §F
He A9 vE7 $28 B FEA A2 vdEgdt g8y iy Asse 2y F
e 2Aste FEY LYEL] A&Hog WEH AS A wEFodn dAIFE
JA7be BFLEE v d3AE F Uk wEA =54k A vlE Aol o] A
He 29239 =7 @93 dudx olg 4 HHR AFNPezN FHeYe
F7tE SAYAIIA. &7] B old 28HE HEE HE Ao wWE AYH wlgoz
HFE F U0E Aot

NO3-N 10ppm? 2.5& lﬁpmﬁi AA7led 289E HE&S AdEr] A% dg
B} 22 71Ee dAGA

« 1Y 50008 HIGE
- 271 A FA0]  50RE/E(M T E S 30d, FEJLA 0)
- Az 7HEY 5 300Y '
- g, FAY A FBAH] 9 2%
ok 8] (methanol) : €9 549
- AZIR  FEHY 10%
- A8 A8 120(H 1509
- o)AE 1 6%

HE Ak 23 Add A4 F%E 10ppmed 25F lppmo 2 FFA7led £85HE H



€42 9 244202 AEHAY wEA 1027 AL HE kg(HEF 718)E F712 AHE
A& o AdFY U522 FEHE 278 Fssed 22HE €42 485Ut

H 2 ALE-9] A3 A @AIHE (Cs-g)e 10aT 483502t & o §FLFE 2T
A A FE 10aT 11.9kgo.2 ALFHN . - :

400,000 800

350,000 | 750
300,000 | . 700 8
s ' 2
= ° x
= . 5
250,000 | ] 650 @
; >

200,000 }3 H ” H H H 1 600

150‘000 n 1 H i 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 I i L i 1 . 1 550

1234567 8 910111213 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
N (kg/10a)

a9 3-7. 3F AW|$E v
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M5 HEIAILE o

1. 712 44

7t. A4 @4

O AEAZ AEdHNH 2d 3

O CERES Bd¥g wgste 3 e @73 A =4 /g

O CERES 249 AZd) "HQ3% input data ¥ variable 3}9}

O ¥3g CERES 299 Test-run ¥ HA

O CERES E9#% A4 2dS$ 27T 22 5719 A8 Al2d A

(EXCEL Z21Y o] &)

. ZFEAS AEYeld 249 53

489 AF AL AEYUAY 4 & 29L& SPAW, IEM, EPIC, ORIZA 5 B
zdo] Jjdsoe} gloy B L ANATEY W £ 34 2P FAFE 458 F
Qe =9 EPIC, ORIZA, CERES =4 $o] Qi)

EPIC 29L& %3 Bdo] @2 glo] RE FEE AS(crop coefficient) S npFo] =
£317] wE FF=rt dojd B oplet Fxitd gt HFol EEFET Ayolth
CERES 24 +x2<% 93 SHE Edo] /o] dx B FAt wolstes A HNE
THARA A& AAAE BYsatd AL710F EGW 4L Fu(AL534, d4F
o ol 2 FAE ¢ F U3, AHY g EY, A2AY 2 XN AFF U Aix FFL
A& 4 Ao o] AFolM FHERA d= HRE AF FE 4L F QU o] o|83WE ¥
NAEe] st B A4 29S8 £0]7] A AuASEN=, AIBA)17], R EEF, Al6E)
2 WA @ANFE, AAAZ], BAE)E AL + At

CERES Ed& 3teto] g, mA di&, Aol Ui & FH502 ¢ vF9 10474
FHUE A7 e FFo2 ML AFE Z2aYPolth o] RdL y|Ee] o AN
BEz ZEY A5 € E3A4E £8EQ PR A Aoy Fo TIPS
Fortrano. 2 ZAHo] gt A 7/Mud 2de A w5, #4x, S5£4£, F F 1374019 o
AFNAM AMEF ¥ Ede vluy HId JidE ROE oAk AXUYFHAEF HE oY
A ZS AS 9AE AR 54, 5 2P FA, FFAF FoAe FA Ao
A& B Foloh

4

pLo!
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2del 8 4% At YA sz, ENY EFSY, A8
R BN FolH, F8 &9 ARE FESFY dAH AZF, A2FSFE 4 F balance

(nitrification, denitrification, leaching, volatilization), EAl® QY& 2 $Re SE Sojo).

. Al 8ol R DSSAT A4

Aol 299 DSSAT(Decision Support System for Agrotechnology Transfer)= model
driver, input module % simulation crop module2 T4H°] ¢t} Crop Model drive?] Tz 73e
MDRIV960.EXE°] 3L, Model input module> MINPUT90.EXEL 2 AgAtg <l FILEX, E¥x8<l
SOILSOL 2eln 5% FF54¢ e Cutivarz 7450 9tk Simulation crop
module® ZHEEE 259 54L& 1E model2 TAHO Yo $E2te] H9E ricerd60.exe
°|t. Simulationd] ©°}]$¥ ABE INHCE IBSNAT30INPY AFsin, HAzge
OVERVIEW.OUT, SUMMARY.OUT, GROWTH.OUT, PEST.OUT, WATER.QOUT, CARBON.OUT,
NITROGEN.OUT ¥ PHOSPHOROUT S22 vheldt}, '

2. 2 do] o] &8 JY A= (Input) I

Mg Ed A Had A8E FAALNLA 2P FE MLAY
(Lysimeter 43)& &3t AFTadAT. a3 A48 Aae ey 2o

O FE B4 : FF 54X

O 71485 A5 : 471 (A3, JA, ), 5, 5%, YA, =043

O Ed =1 E3E F71ERF, F24, I3y A2, d2Yoty) AL, pH, 7MW F, £
=4F (Hd, 44, 23}

O F&add : AH F B/MN(LAE F4H), ol A, AYLE) , $3(58Y, $3%)

vh. Al &Y ol & YA % (Output) 5

Agdold A AFHE ARE e gk

O A=A ASEE : YAF, 1EF, AF, 945, 99dAF, 255, ®ado], 24,
T

O Az olf A : ABA FFWY, B7), 38), 9% EY 25

O EYT 4& 2 & 5d : 42 2 FE 2Eg2A7)d 2Ed2 %)



2. AFAANZ=E ME

7. AEas
- Window95 - Visual Basic 5.0, - MS-Fortran 5.0, - Excel 97

U A" 74 R JU§

E 4-1 AR A2d 7% g

2 3 Moo3
. BB B EXCEL FILE
do :r
delEvlel= . oA 9wy 4199
BN 2 B ;
- AuIA] S A '

- CERES %9 ' Bio~Model

Fyutegs SAH 2y
Zduo] X LAY T iy
Fol2ds 2y "
BAE 1t HAGAH =Y ”
R L dolg &9
-SRI AT FF "
a _—,q, ° 3’];5']"]'5]%}: 5[:%_5 "
- A7)d AaxAn g JAEF tlojE], 18 X
- A7ld AxAuEY AW FF "
- A7l AaRuae FUF "

oo e 239 HF 4%

g gtme] APARE o] &t TAE FFY 2xue] FE B4} A 874 W5E AY
& & wEzoz vug AASRen A5d AEE o U Ao Ao 2l ¢
e AEstg. 2o $AAANA 1996, 199799 237 ABgt REA] F7] W] 2
de] $AoE AV RSB $EVFAA Ay #d A7 AL ot F7HA
Q AY Azst ARAlA AgHQ o fudAete] FAUE AR nEE o] $-2 2 AA
o H3e 2 £ASYL £49 27 19989 /M| DSSAT v3sel gt =2

3) mde) Aol Asdetne A9 T4} FEAEH FEAGR] AAY AN g2
28 =AYy s 7ZAl=gn CERES 2493 ¥ 2dg /st #este IFDC(nternational
Fertilizer Development Center)®} Dr. P. W. Wilkens¢} Dr. U. Singhol A ZHAEE B Rice Model
9] Source code® 7]7o] AT&HZE setolthste] Dr. Gordon Y. Tsujist ZAotdise] Dr. G.
Hoogenboomol Al Z =@}



4 2 1996, 1998 4% A% AYAs A7 438 2AsgoM 1997 Y Ao F3A
o 499 B8 RAT CERES ZdoIN #49 44 o838 ¢ B 7/1F2, Au] 57
ae} vd Bzkeh BeaAT 42 ASTAY A2 YANEE AN FHA7 w0 24
shglom AR ol |

2. o] g v
Mte 2de 7, A, EY £ A FHE 12 HHo gwa (A, A, F

1% T F) 1Me Fohhed S F83A o848 ¢ Uk 53 o] 2AL FH 4§
A 3 ERAGAN A4 £RFE 2T & dvE RS F FE) YE V3ol B8
sz NPe £3¢ APsHEd B4Y & A% 53 o £UL $45e) £ AY 24
% 4 Qe BE A9 4 44FE FA5ed $28 FE A ARG

o] Rl 839 /¥ 7t IFeAHEE FHE + P FgFE FUHSINE T 3
£ A oldd € A F4, WA R B, A2F vz ARAY], a2 AuF
< Fed 280 @ Aot

2 AE7L A2EE o] §F AL vE 2HF HA: A

Miad 2dg ojgste] Al A7} 2R ¥ A vg JAFF AR(ELH A7 =
) 7HeRE BASAY. 24 blg9 o843 {4& AES AF ¥ NE&F €S
AxA HE7F g ol&5A Ritn FAHE ZAIAE ZdYsn o] A A2 w89
AT A7 A& 2 Mol WS & Aoz vt wabd ELue A& A7)
g 3oz A2F Hgd AE o&ES %ﬂ*]?l-'- FAFE A2 F Ae A
olth. <2 4-1>T <I¥ 4-2>0lA4 B FE AXNY £Iu] ANLERE 109 A% A
NAozH AAhA vgY o]§FE SolA oW ANz JFHE vEFE A 2
d F g ReZ JERt EE o] A I AEHAd o Hiolr] wE
EZNDE AA ANEHol Mo g AAE AHT Favt Ak



N kg/10a
180

160 A S

. s
o 78| ol / / Fu| Egg -~
» N\

121 131 141 146 156 166 176 186 196 206 216 226 236 246 256 266 276 284 Day

3% 4-1 AE] A7) 22—l o7 A4 o) &3Fe] W

. l

121 131 141 146 156 166 176 186 196 206 216 226 236 246 256 266 276 Day

I9 42 AN Faol 8 2 82 W




Mo AIEXY AlH[E ¢le 3 o2t

1. 72 U9 32 a4 43713 44

7t #3284 A+

FABY AVNFL AA ‘FARRNEH ‘FAFANE oZ FEAL ‘SRR
27¢ 2 AA7E FAZIEL ohun dA%nA st @429 g Yehile @339
Exdn & 5 JAHBARHZNEN). ‘FEARAZIE S BH7EE 2487 A HdAd
ZA tRezA FRFIIER NESEVIELE FAH AHEAZFELAR).

TARYE 37|29 MRS 4¥HED $4 196339 AAE FTHAEAYE 2 AAE
e F A FHLAELS TF £ AR #9499 71F(eH, BOD, W3, Al¢t, wla
5 27/ 3), 443 BF59 $471%0H, BOD, SS, h3# 5 4 £3), 3% =
A1 e 3 JIE(rlE ¢ 2%, pH, BOD F 70 #5; ¥F%s 2%, pH,-
BOD, Al¢t 5 & 90 &F) T F2 3 -5 R A4y HFF 7]EolNer FHH 34
o d¥ £AERNEL ARFHA FAHARAE, ALA).

1963 FHLAY AAP oF THITHY FIoE W), 4, EG F #4249 A
7t EAA 02 AZHEA @729 es AY IUE HANA EAS AR-A UAsu
#4E& BAY] A% BHoz 19778 FREAEES AQA. SFRAYL A, 54,
99 7HA FHd da FF TEIAL 4749 FAFRVIES dANLH ol& 24
&7 {3t W& E71E R R 948 BFF FAVIEE 4A%AY. #A@PNEL
AA A7 &3 71EFH YEFH Y LA #F JIEe=E EFsta AdAsAG.

FREA B BEFAAEA 1919 TP Sy AAJ] FFRAY LS AASfst &
AAAZIEYE T F 1A Htez LY. old wet 7t A7E AAol #F A
g BRAA7IEHANA FAFT WE LT T BT ARS M- dFASA H
Aot 39 B¢ FAGHFEAEH 25 - Ex £ ALY AP 8% YEE AA
gtstA HAd,

i

4. 53837 -
2 UBE 499, #2492 £AVA/EL UFAT e FIU=E H, 54,
dgoz FRex, $2E2E A¥YA71ZA pH, BOD, COD, SS, DO, HFF 2+, £4
&, %9 5 &0 $E3 Age] AFRE71E Cd, As, ON, Hg, #7141, Pb, Cr, PCB, &

MN
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JXAVENA § N FFoR FEHL Y. FEERE AW, Tad A FEA-V),
el 3/ $FU~NIDo2 T3 77 7|EE A5 dAso @Y.

dde A$ FAX(T-N) 7I1€°] 9oy 349 A9+ 7 wet 02~15 mg/ L 9 7]
& AR Yt TPLFE IVEFLE E/FEY FHAA(T-N) §%F L 1.0 mg/Lol3t=2

AR YHES 2 A=),

4. s2AFA7NE

&L M MEgdid HEste FAVIELEA BH7IEH Y i
ARTEE FAstd 2870 FEo g FEAYg FHTAE FEHoER BIYIH.
19973 B @RF-Z T AAsE AQd gt FHA} F19 wEs&71ES 48
i ok HFF FAVNEL - de € ExAIANLAY ZE FEAYA LA H 85
T 7E22A 199687 H FA2(60me/ L ol FUBmg/ L ©18H)E F7HSHAT

25 - 2x 2 FALNFES FAVES AR2(BEAEE, $YAAR), 25N,
TuAYAL, FAAFAIANLE TR HFF £271EE 4AstT Yo o) F Ex
A dat FAdAFAYALL FAE(120mg/ ¢ o13hHek FA(16mg/ L °13hHY FHE7EE
AARsa A

2. 3P3RARZE gt

7. A3 7 Al (Regulation) ,

ARFAL FVENA 58 FANY A4e AR Tx ALEFL FAAANAY 54 2
A4 714S AYsEE Boste HHozA Ao dU(Point source pollution)& ZHaAl
717] 9 $eo2A oj&HE A7t B H] & @ o4 ¥ (Nonpoint source pollution)< 23
AZZ 4 Q7] W o] WHe HNgated A Jow MY eFGF AZol S5
i tejgts YA &o] s =

AAFA AL 2PEAL wEsE AMY 4R Ay AW AL daAAE WS
Fg Adse NEE Aot o8 oZ AS PAYY T HAL H L A 4L
gA sl 2ot ool B 7]%(Environmentallquality standards)® #Wl&7]50] Ao
BR3718L AFFAE A% FA7IEclr|nde Agde SRV T & Uth
Aol Wgsy ABFTo) JusPosN 09 HAYY S FEI AL AvH o
ool 2H57] qEol Ad LALol U MEIEE At FAGE HE FAT A
2 e $AEAE Fusrlt 2as BPd FUEd e Busn AT o



S FA7] 9 $AVEL 4ASNY o2 AJE AL WE FLF dojth. ¥HNFL
#8749 Ao] g ZE(goal)olw AT < xlfmguideune)oln- #7439 24 od2g
et BA7F(criteria)d A0 #2F] U§ EZF(standard)@ & & Atk £
vete] A9 82284 84718 dANLY HEEES} olUy FAVNEE o}
Utk 873718 8748358 A% 934 ZE2A ¥3 749L 2 AL opyrh

E71Ee 2Q9EDY ME e FARY) 9% 71202 o) 7|FE 2H5td LP2AS
WEste eddd daANE MES Ay 98 e AsA Ao dRgoz wWEF
AZ AfME WE2NE, WEALS 27, 29E2AY FF, 292 A YY) BH
F4e 51 U WErEe WEALAN e #FedEde) Y EF £=
WL EEE Tatd WS40 nE Bk o] V1EL 2 FASE AW FARN &
Aoln] wMiERAFT AEE 4 A AT 4R s1Fo] @b £29 e 32
FARAY) MEV1Z S A48 I Yok

BT 4T 2 24 A7) s wE AHgo] da) AYTFAE B8 A
5 i AALe A4S & Ak s LAEAY WMSVES HASGE Aolxw o
g shiE £229e WA Ado] HE HEY AEFL ATstEs Peolth 2 dEA
e AEY A4S HE AL 4% FAINAREP, - f)o] WEY FAN LT &
AU E(A - g)e T2 W4 AFEE 292 MSAFDL HASE o] uy
Asieh olel@ AW F¢e HE AME 2 AA FA HE Aol o HEE F R
AHgstel g0 AHE FA 2 W EAs 2+ JvkE A4 @ vge o
FHLePe B/t AY EFxAey 71F2d, Ay, g1 #7343, agx ey
ol we} = o7t Yok 2E3 HMRE AEY A9 EFLS AW FHE sAx QU7
HEol HE AFES AAs BAE A9 870 B FX 4 & JYonE g AL
& A ATHE A4S FRL S AGE AvAA FHA 7oz BT 2
Ay odEdel WERe 2R o8 B YL IAY =¥} @Yy Lo| Sty
7] W& FAstatsds FA7 A ol Wi WA HBALEFA W Aol
' $o9e A9 5 Ao

0 29ER WEATVL HEY B 1 2
max 7=P, - f(N,W)—ry - W—ry N, s.t.g(N,W)<Z
Lagrangian : max 7°=P, - f(N,W)—ry - W—1y - N+ A(Z—g(n, W))

- Py°fi=ri+/1 ‘g
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e, gN. W) = 248
g = 5982 i9 #4249
A=99Ed9 FAuE

LHEA WEAT Axs FI4L JHAYBE HFL G dAAE AP EASL
At ool U 71y TAE A2 AT WA HUzA vHE AMGF e 2P
&S 1T F Utk o ARE oS Ad EAE AAE HE A % AL
(Py - fn)o] Hlg9 @AHEE YetdE HE/MA S vge] FAu&(u)e & v &5
YA EE v A F 7€ S dATCEN AHE FUSHE + 0.

O AALAME) AHEF AW : N
max =P, f(N,W)—r1y - W—ry*N, s.t. N<N
Lagrangian : max 7°=P, - f(N,W)—ry - W—ry N+ £ (N—N)

- P, -fy=rnt+ 1

e

fv = B9 FAY
v = H 8714
Hl g9 HAHE

>
I

Y. 8 AEA FAA §AA = (Nonvoluntary incentives)

AollA AT JHTA P sdBVFLd BF 2 H97 s AS3HA &
A7 2338t Al7[A o2 2 F AR g B ol @i oy EY 2 7|F2H
w2t Aoz Ty ofHr] Wid AAz HEde de A7 Ao gy g 5
ZhlME AL FAAS F3o THAoR FAe HHE =Y o #FHLd
PAE ¢ FHAAGYAE AEFAFTAE, AFRAFTAL, HEEFAE, FAFAE
ol At

v} & 53} 3 (Measured emission tax)AXE AIFA7E WMiEH L&A E 28t L9E
A& WEded detoq sA3es FHse 4F9 FEaolt. LEE2Y W W
o FRA0E g AA o2 AR 2282 2FEZY HAAFANYE FEde T
A FAAZS 29 MERANA AR 71EE E7Y A FEFL A2 Br(get F
At SAE UF H83 oz BH A JIES AFAHLE A% AT O F
ol At LFYEA MERIAF AxE g5 A 7HA 7HP] 71x8a ik RAA, 29



=2 AAY B &S T wE AAANA FFAAk o} A, EHFL 2YgoIN ©
FulEE dAstn 2Fe @ TN APES AL, AREEE RS 5 Ao A
A, e FAFoEN LHEAY AA AHuE 2EE 5 Ao wWERgFe J)E B
dEH WiE FHEE TESY BFHE A9 dnEQ @4t NRRAFE AYR
TR wet RaEte] wERAFE EF L9EdY ¥ ¢ &Iy 2ASZ Bgsis
Aol Mg R AgAze 5JL §AFAY Fu3 A= o F wWExA TAA U
= Aol ok @2, 59, WA= SN A, 52 52 2GAIE 2R u)
g W3ty FHan Ae A FL o7t doh DY FA7 A QL] AFE A
E2A fFAEIHS W $ 2.

FEEAEE 29 99YA dEtq ABse 24 HFoes 2ddA ETet A
ERE 7RI Ao 8 Yol Me 9 FE oj4e AMETD ARAExd st o
Ard FEE9 H4F4o2 REFAEE AYstn Yo qr)dqM AsHE RIGF e 8
SEEA7IFoR AL @)

AFF 345 (Product charge)AEe F409L F2ats AEZAA Rists AE2A
HAEARF, A71E 9FL AF Tl FHs 497 Bk 28 vl AS FASAH
1A A 2AE Fol ARAFAAFY ARGANA A AZTPYLFL EQiz
FHeq Al FA4L FoAE A9 ARYFA FHu LR ALY ARSFY A3}

2 LGA7IE AT dsle BEHoz HEd 5 glon FA AdE AgHo T x
gy 29 ddAs uget FoFol dis) AFE FHslm Uk AAaie ds AT
PO AS AR FASL gdSH go] A = Uk vBY FIt Ao oF §A5)
2B P, - fe] SAF HEIHA @)Y B8 g AF (TS 38 293 dXFEE 4
& FagozM A g Hg= & 5 Yo

O Adasma)d AFe 2y 3¢ (TYEE TYH
max 7 =P, f(N,W)—(ryw+T") - W—(ry+ TV N

- P, -fy=rny+TV

o] AL o) He Bho| 7t7 Wse] Anpt WRBsel wet 1 msst gebuc
YiHoz HEE 714 Ao d& 8 Wl AE J1F vy FYMolnz APE
27 gor} Ade) e Wolsk 2 oz BAYL & AT J5H vRg dgwolF
o A HE AEFE 10% Fol7) AT vzl B 6%l ATE PIHeokeixw
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dtjojubF o] A$ 13%9] AFT RRstor FUF 2H4E S F IE R YEHEG
(Fernandez-Cornejo, 1993). ¢ dsiM s < A7t deld RS £ + A (Ribado
and others, 1993). °} #¥ L HHLEY AV ¢ A4 5 AL Fez AAE
ol AWE AE F U

ARz PARoZ ERste dF9 BaiFoz Auk AAd i Eojda A AF
g Uk A st ke AS olE WASAE AA AN FHAHez FHstE dFY
Agojct,

dXZTE ¥R BFAHe e FHEAE FRAAY GFoz HI o] BASE A
Zol A% 1 HAEY 8% AUAEL AFY Az, FAGAANA FFATE BAH #
AYozA v|do] ALHeZ MHIE BAFLE FoEE FxdI on LAY HAJEE
28802 34, AYsy] A@E 2o Ak 3 e A$ AAA, geldf, &,
FARAAE, Zol"d 5 T/ Fokd] 17F sl A Aok ¥ APA F 47 AAIL
FAL 2ANINE AL ALY & lon HE FAH S AGHo|T FA EHTL W
< Aol YwrHelrh

LgMEE AYAEE L9ES WET & U dYE Adses AFES FA4sto U
ol ALHoZ #F2d EAE HEHAEE e A=t L@gMEd AA=Es %4
AL wEslodor & 29SAe] £ FFan Y W WM dAR AZ
AAQLAE 295 AFEA EFL AAFES @k o] Az =9S ARME FF
FAY AN Ao ol k1 LFE wiEol tF 12 AB7 FRHojok 3 FFAHE
&EF AAo] AAHolol gt 2Pn AE, d&7|He] AFRYEHI T FFHA A=
So] gulslojol Frh AU A R 2F WA A uhet $FA AF FFo] A
g FAAYE ¥ A= Hridn

o

o, AuA #Ao §-AA X (Voluntary incentives) .

Aurd Fo FAAEE LGER wEA AFF Fdo st 71EHA Ao
AR B ARGz ALHo FdA 1 29HA AHE ASHOE dux
s © Z3o] gtk o] AxE ALAHQ FHE FEsE ¢F 2 AV A o
Bo| #Aojslx %= ALES gHEty e 429 Ao ZFH oloF & A
£8 ZoluA ASo wa Avd AHE AE & dvke FHl Ak

HEEg £ APABAZE FUE0] 298 29 & dE IPHL ALHoz A
AA37) S5 AR o] ¥ &L EF(Cost-sharing)dtAt AR 7 BleA AY &
e ANFetd AAAH BaAolt £33 vste Axolth HEEH(Cost share) 3]
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859 AlgozZ Ad 2ho] FAY Mol AE BT olE AMAL WAEI] AG Ao
U FH| & AU, AAFHeR 24 Eold EYES AsEy] A AHE A A
S oQEGAYg FEI} v S S BEsts PO A SARLNYAM FLHT A= A
Toltt. sEH| g FF Aldd 2FGS HAY £ de SEE FAI ALHA Fney
AMFEHoZT 9FE ES AT & AT AFHAHA Wl /EHA dgtenz HEd ¢
7 ik 28y Ak S84 v g Hs HE vEE AHEE A AL o8ES 9 F
A £ 2ds 43 AERZ £Y F dve AE ZFHE FEIUY B JHFo] ujg
SEAR & AEb2d g BRxE AFE T3 $UH AR F7HHA HEE £89
F QE 7t5Ae] Ut B4 v BEdAEE H2e FtA AdE dAsted 289
£ 27 BAHL4L By 984 £9HY dRE B9¥ & o

APARAEE 298 #ZANIE dWHe AdFeEN FUo] YARAE &doy
AAH B4R AR RASGE AL2A G2 BEY Fo7t E2HA god AAJL 2
@3t -8 debe 199995 H 45l AHAEAEE Aoz dAsta gt vE
Egtolu} APANBATE Aol e PAuEE A28 & oy Adyez Fdae
g g wlS FL Aol HE FEo] Aoz WA= F 48 HlEo] A
= 93] gtk

12§ 2 7eAYAEE FUEC] 2498 Y + UE IFEYS ALH oz AHdk
Z A5sted 24 L Fol UEC] 2¥4S £9 & v WS Y MLAY ANES
g AS 27] 9E&E AN § Sk o] S V&Y WY dA ozt v g& F7t
s A2e BHS AYPoM Be AAY THE AL 4 A= A APl ‘wY
A FgrgE vE #gd 2o ZRFHA Pyl dEANLR AYPHu Je AEERE
# A v F ALY (BMP, Best management practice)e] .o ulFojy f-HolA de g
i Ak ‘

)

4) QENA ol7jttmulx] FFE ol HE FE W AHAAE AL o]LES FHT
Al Aol o3td {4 BAAHFAE W AL o] 8 EL 93%, FEAH AL o
A% ol 4BE N5%Z F7ldH HRAAE EUANSUE W A2 o §EL 605%2
i Fheee. ARLLE ZZANT F99 ABALE HEAHY F9E B o

|8o] 4zt 77.7%, 832%F FTUIEAS(JAZRE, 1996. "BERED H 0 IEEMEHL, 3

%) ‘
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% 78 A4 qgd 3 w=
A A g o 3 A I
AR A g Ao A A&E |- Bg g Ao ma 74,

A fAdAx
Fau & A
AFHIF

ug 2

IZ = AL

- 53] Hideddd

AdHoz Ao

-4 Fen g BEe

A’ el A v

c2REET A AU gl

AA 28

e 29
WS ARHOR oA

AR R 2HR BEI} @S

3o EtHor #74nA

- AP & HAE F gl

o e $8E7 ¥E A%
o o] 3HY AEY

50 23

- &Rugo) Bt 20

-RH o3 ZEse] AAA

Sk

-AEEAEE G Bt

A aqlo] ¥y

3R ARAE 24

A8 ZH JEAY

3. =9 @7 nAd AA

7t mlEe 245 FAS)

U5 §85 £d 7122 NOs-N 46mg/L 2.2 dAsA AdAs1
A Adtae AL BASY) Yild FANHLE T2 R (WQIP)2

Atk 19969 F4H
A Fo] gl

Z2aYd FAG FUS AR HE, B SRR ALS ALe] tha] EFEAZ(Soil
Conservation Service) ©.Z¥-E wld $A& we 270z YA N %7 Ay uv]&7 749
@ A% 35002 7A QMEBE AFBL & ok

9 A% 25 43 EF 44, 448 vEY 39 12Bnd 4 2 83 99, o
G2 Foke Aats AT AP £AARY 3 ge WBL 45 AU D 7

5) o] BEL Aed AHA. 1998, "FA $4%Y =9 %7 gouel, ANATRY
P2, #25&AAATIE TEAUAY 2 B YEATHYR A o] Fe 2
2o dn wi - gye A9,



B deddo2ny AR 298 22 Ed Jldagoy 59 2 e Hyedg
CERH YAHE ode FAAEdE A7 Uk 19909 "] BEHE SHAY
(Water Quality Program, WQP)& 4A189 59 stz ol 59 #7120 98 9o
EFE ATY & REaz #Qch o] FAL 19708 AEAI 19808 e &
TARGAY, FALIE AY 5EAYL TFT FAY NYHQ =YL upPoz vy
g Aotk $AAYE O FUA4L €87 £33 DA U FL¢ =L Twsn
Q@ ANEF R Ak £AE BB A8ty r)eHor FAYoT ARAY =& 58
= B2 v AN AFE A, Agstr] 9§ ¥ 23o) g}

TAAYLE ©Q 7L @ %, 71€H, AFAY @ DB AL} Yreg =i 499
o FAAYLE Fob &2 A3 FAVEOE A Fho] JPIT g YL WA o}
Wi s7hd 85427 @4102 a8 FAHez AYrtss JEuys Agss
S FEIG EG FrtAE ARE AFEG 2T 22270 YAHE Zow 4 et
A AEE Eole AUMAAE YYIES sl S85U Y85 3L AAA T
2 F2 FFHE, A, Ao U 392 Ago] UG ABE D/BST XY A
ARE T At dsdste) BA e A2E Fs8A 9. o)g@ ArSe
e AAdA o] Ade] AH ANl o|FA F&L vHETld] s F olAAZ =
A& Aol

1994d7bX) £AAY L UuFE AP A3 BE FoA 400719 RGe) Y= w7}
% AFE gz AAHYUT. 199850 AN APALE F2 Eloly Bagis
o dal B8& BANY AT FYWAIIEH FFoly v} Bo E Sojst: A
FHagste AN2de Bt 7€Fo2 AYsed AFSA oF =¥ FoqE &
FIFH, ARAA A, FAFFHRAAPM), A P2 DAY, YA 5t
A AX 9 W7 7lg, NARAEE 49 9% N2 52 = 5 Qo

FANLZAAGL Ao 2 BE7] A9 A2y FAAHozA 1992dEE
AYEA. ole BFHoz APz A PPoz wHeddd 9% g TS
20171 A7 Aotk o AYL Yoz 10T oo|A olate] A249L YL ka4
s LA Tl o) od® £EE BT AMEY] AP BIYAA WS Zxe
gt o] AFel FE $VL AAAYRAF(USDA/NRCS) S 25E sjujtt vg, of,
FAEERS AR 5 FIALE AT AYL $AWo} o]lE AHY Ao Ao z7] A
Y HET o] A APy AF ugoz do)AY A 20 MR, AAYG Az
3500 @37HA ALEE Wwe & Atk Bt 48 & Y FAH AJozNE AN
T TERAA ABAYEGE FHFFEIAS} 2L BYAY, A2 o2 W JPRe



otat7] 91g EF E HE2F HA Fol . dukARoez Agrzte 3do|n.

B3 A7r #3st= "2 U(The Clean Water Acth 2 +2E& B337] 4@ 7H3
T8 Holth. o] W2 19729 R H APHon AR ES 35y, 2, Y4EHos
FAY 22 HHI}L fA87] AT H FHE FL A0 0¥ FHE 4 A
o ol JFE AAE B AN FHE T2 U

WA 54 2B 35 Y (The Clean Lakes Program)& 5 AR Z sl F 349 £3&
AALte B85S w713 S48 5 H5E] AT A RS XEetA A9 g
F4 HE 5& =8 HAE F AR AFE AFY . F AR AFE A
L7l fAAE o 2dvi 87A Z4o] e #¢ HIME AESL HE 35E
FAE7] A APAE S AAsor gtk Be A F FRE F5d FYHE 2983
< WA A% ERHRE A8 WY R QERE dddE AsA 89 F ARE
g 55 9 g0 g3 $NEo ALHoT $Y LPGEA 54 FYHA Y=
st B9 $98 ALIES SAUG.

AR, g3 F F5d FFAE HFLEL AF LEEAE FolA FuAE

71E 4 JEE & Qe g3 75 FAE Zohllo] FFo2 FrtRIME FAAsjor
ot olsh A vl g AT LFEA L A2V AF BYHAYE wA o} ok
@A R F= 3347 9T AYE 7HAL A ol Fd AYE Fe, AN H3
o @AAE vttt 49 D7A FARN AFE ALY 5 Ak 2y o] AFL Y
AFo d3] vE EFFoE AEHANE tdr}
CHLdY 2924 wl£38 474 3(The National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Permit Program)& '+ dA51W, 01 sistel %YR Ao uFeel % ASHE TRY
dd AE e HE VAL F H2E9Y 2HEA wiES FAS] AT b EHo)
o 1993 FFAE 387 Fo o] AL +UAF v Atk FY ALY AS A% SEA
o] of AYdl TP ADH JHEH ARSAF A5 1,0000H oo &b stEdhe
(Animal Unit) £ 3009}g] o]Fo 24 Ay E& w&Ests A$ =& 3007e] olste=
ES AT 948 A W& td s g5dof @t

7 o9 #{bEit#)(The National Estuary Program)ol] 2J3] 29 9o & AF F8
ZF oA dish 2d 2 FAYE AL o] AAY A F EE AY @99 F£E
g A 7Bl s WAF AeE AL ¢ A5 AFAA 249 ¥ B B &Ft
g Aoz AFHAYG 74 S AAFE Aol g3 RAAY S afHoz 38 +
AEZ FABAA 71€H AFA A9 ATRL,

A= kA &84 B Y (The Safe Drinking Water Act)d]] ol3] &-859 44 71&

A
o

o

rir



< FYgstn FF &5 FTFAAN dME B=A ASFAYE FEF 7AHL F U
o] Yo wet F ARE FF &5 IFE 4T $Eo] ¥ HE, 78 & HGEA
o8 24l HA ¥xE B3 WAL el Ik 2 A FFAE F AR ¥ @
245 FF Uy 4Pstn FRES BRIy A% Z2ads NEEs F AR As
S A9 F Ak A 2670 F7F LM HE 2RSS U ¥ U+

¥ Z23W(Pesticide Programs)< g4 4@ Y (FIFRA), 9 93 FHE A==2
A o AHES FAIS7] A WHA A € o] el At Fofo] Atge Aoy
A0 U 4 + v A2 HEE =& AF AHEE AT F U

E£8d F A4 RE A 8 (Comprehensive State Ground Water Protection Program)<
1991 #A A & A AozAM Ao +2E #Ysy] Ao BE AW, F, A
W AR Z2aYde 2Asted E3o] qith F ARE o] ZEIaPS AYsta A3
T 4xy 4dFE HA T U

nge H 5 AL dis] W AROAM APFAA FAE 2 YA don g
ZNE AAqHes HAHALY(BMP, Best Management Practice)® #AFs 1 UL 34
9 Y93 E 3o Y ¥4 BALEFE T A L EF A A IF
£ AANEE A A YQFdEAE(Agricultural Best Management Practices ‘Loan
Program)& %3 fad& A9 §FAE AFIth nulieFoax Adsa Je FLF
v 8 A& A8 (Nitrogen Fertilizer Management Plan)< 1989W 5 € AlgJg X &5FF
H % Y (Comprehensive Groundwater Protection Act)ol] we} 3 A&& WAsx o 59
Aol & 958 Y39 FAE A ALHE F4AF HEE #YY EHoz FId
o ol & EXE A5 9T 84 EFEA A2 JHAY AHYHIL Qo

nuAERE Fo AAALE BARY] 3o g7 #F7|Bo] B TFFEAAAY
(Environmental Quality Board),& T3t 2zt7] 48 EEdd. sdds 24 JA71a
o] 714 YRuUE ZEF YL AL Y7] PR agHoz ] AL wAY F YL
o o 2EF @49 4FS WAE R, A, ALY Z2HEY JA T FITIH
Q3o = Y+ (Minnesota Department of Agriculture), 71383 (Minnesota Planning), &
2 EYAA9 93 (Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources), ®.Z1%-(Minnesota
Department of Health), 2+dA9 % (Minnesota Department of Natural Resources), 7%
¥ (Minnesota Office of Environmental Assistance), 33 A]°ojH]2A % (Minnesota
Department of Public Service), T %% (Minnesota Department of Transportation), |47}
43 (Sustainable Development Programs and Service) $ 9719 F A 7|#o] o3t}
Zt Fd 7132 vdiEe] FHRAS A8t UEHE AYE HAR o o] F A&
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B FdR7 Bt $4% Z2a9 F uas Bdd AW Aseg

A 9¥F UEAX(Agricultural Best Management Practices Loan Program)= & @9,
E¢ R TARAANGT B FRAUANA Y 4 S 0¥ Byoz ¢3S wjy
e Axolth ¥7, ¥EAF, ¥4t & QY vHedLe FAFAY FAAA
TAE AL Ast] A AR $AE AHY 5 Yk 2 =W, A2Ex M A
=9, XE 52 B, ZAANY EGFHA AU $2 A4 $XE 9§ TN 2bq,
BRREY BL717] 7YH 2L 0 F2H FANA So] FAUAAGY gt

TH3GEA 29 wl¥AA(Agricultural Chemical Response and Reimbursement
Account)2 HIEU 5% 24 YA oA o]S AAsY) AT v LS RGAIE= ALolo)

Z2IY AL MY 2L WA ol HE AZRSA} $EIA, 5o A
A2, BedAEL vttt 2R3 Esor @k 19919 o] A= AZY £ 19959
74 1739t 3607 2o ujgFe RAson 1995 AAAEgE 0P taf 5
dEAELS AAS7] A vl Loz 100¢ 2AE 3G vl Yok ol MAREE =
F Aol d T AA ARHoR FURGFEAL AAL £ YA 59 3 5
tEdo] FEHE A& YA 98-S A .

#4958 YA =(Best Management Practices)s Q7 Ao vges =3 ¥ulo] zput
HoR Fofste] FAHNoz FRAoE &9 /15T I5AAESE T2y 9% 4 2xe
T AT TR0 HHAYAY BE A FIAL v dF FA YPNA RHojg 4
dem o £Yo] 3 AN AQABNE 2HE + U Aol I2A vg HABa
A& (Nitrogen Fertilizer Management Plan)& 1989d%H Algjg X st EREY
(Comprehensive Groundwater Protection Act)ol] we} mlulAElZe 42 Astg Wxsn
o 40 5 9% L A9 FE Yo AEHE A4rA vgE BYY Exos
FAHAS. Y BYAYL A23FBYSE o) vYe E Ao 2o A Y
EE gH9 Axe TIANA FYse Aot A By YHY 2HEe AAA v
of et aFfHelxn AN FAY A4 BYS YANE G2 A2 DAY g W
Hel g nest "asio

A& HAAAYE A3t UREBFE NG 5S40 g BMR FER G @ 2=y
TEF, FFF T 579 ANdoem Yo #a ¥yyE s P& gFel e RE
A9, ZE 227} 95 dd 3Pz HA4HE A2 FHBY WYL ged e =
o £ A ot

- JAA UE FF 2H Uy

- HEdHoE 2 % EXE 4AYSA HY ¥USS HEE YT Bo] A&do

E
=



BN F7F 4L doj=A H3 A4t AR {F4E shsAel ok
- A A& I V1RE vReR I3 HE £FE AL £F SHE HA
ok e,
XY £ REE HA £HFE AW 2 5743 HEFEF S HLE
- X% 179 AEE 71530 A T/ NFAA g AL
- FYSdEE AdMNT LAY JE £F FEE dAS T TFENY AT 720
TR S olof 3t old vigE £ AEHY 8TE
- TAHeEE AE £, A2d vE, H7 ALF EG FFAT U 7120
EZs ook ot
- BEGT 718 ¥, difF, 87 A8 e AxA vE AEFe A
© EFRIIES HE0] 08T F UE FAAE WEEnE EY F2PA AAN) Qe
B EFH7IE §F o} F4A vg ANEFE =Y
© ERHEmE 37159 A4aE 1A dg B 43 Fo AAE AT

olg Zetstedol g A BHY, HifFe2 T AMSAS A e FEol o)A 05
£29 A28 ATHE BV dom ARoz dBRE ANAAL B dolAR 1505
gEe W2 ATSHE AW AT

- HTHE NET AT whasiAe Ax FFEAI A @R B2 AEFS

29 "ast g
- AT Az Y5 $54 A%, F-944, D-9449 ¢ 2545 A A2 A
HZ& 2t2t oo AT 160, 120, 120 HEE2 vhebsteh
- EFHRe AA
A W AFFl 5UA(6Bmm) ol e W2 HE NEFL Fad
AAME A e A e EFY AF ALE W) AW £ WL AN
£ g s,
C ES ARAGY 9 54, FF, AYF AURAAE EF A2AFE 9479
23 Pyolrh,
- EY 44e A¥ EY ARE BSA 3F old 0~8UA AoldA AAw
- B ARAB AT 175 L= ol ge] Axst FHH UL A 22 Ay
82 golx FUse 175 %= o8 A% £% ZE, F401E &L, wifrol o 2
& 3 AWFe AR,
- AN 7 2
C HTHO FRHel U AL JEE 2R 23,

A

¥ 2 A N, A8, A
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wo) o gda2ez A Fo7 e

- EFu)e o8 FFHE FE FFE 2AV] AT AP ¥y HFd #dFh5H
o] At FEFL BHHoz AAse Aon. ATAFAC 3y ditHe= LA HT
Hlo] HEL 25~300%9 HHL HHAAM Wsstng AEE H7HY HE YEFS FE
3 SAs T dASA FYe Ao Basiy,

- AAA Y A9 HFHE BeEn d O Fo2 HE Aol AHAHoY. £ {354
o] & HTu A FL €A ¥ BF FEYoY iAoy FAXNE wE} vy HAE
ol #4E £/t At 7EsE AAAY A Fole HFHIE AEA FE Aol 249E
93t Aot

- Hg 53 A& 7T #ALE

. o3} oA 2AsE dAE 32 297 19 oA ALHEE oF 7t §
ojof gtch. wiMA EF dTHE A AYHYS B¢ FALE AuHE S oo
A 3 B ALE AT #YFEHIL va b E 503E=Y AAE AFE
' AF47 Y=

- H7d geHY 7] AAE o so A A Eo] o]&¥ £ Ue FHY A= A
- gd FF /7] a9 33~50%7F ol HEe] o]&¥ & 3= FEje A2 AdE

- Ai 8 FAF EF
A28 NEHAE S 430 AAS ke Ao 9L

Aa Au el AR o HSFFe A dolAR 150 HL=)g 2T 1B 4
Zol Q38 ZAaslm I YA Asge FAY §Fe A T AR HUHI
aich,

- Ax uE Ag A7 dY

. HE AE A7 AES HE F4 A7 Alolo] BA] 24E we FAL Bom
o w3 99 sHs4ol Bopdnh |

. gwHoz zFol nAT EFlE st AHHA A9 Bk nluasFe 3
& 557 MR HEE Bo] EFdte A7l 692 ~79olER & 2 o]l 5EE A
Wate Aol 43 aHH ol

. e 84%d 349
FHAFEV)L 20108742 Eoll dis “FH]-§ FFH(Full Cost Recovery)'d3& AT
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Agoltt, ZE 714, 714, s7te AME 9 HFY 75, 29€ 29 AFS Ao o
3 PRI BE HEE FFEA grh B9 ALE B &S @70 viAE A& @7t ofy
2t ol Adel RXE AT AgdTE 94 71E€S HETH

fPolME A7t AA SE59 70%E AR o A2 AL o Asts
o 2gol AAsd s+ R AEFe FF F2E NOs-N 6mg/ ¢ 22 dAsT A
3871F 2 NOs-N 50mg/ ¢ 2.2 AAste +3 249& dF3] Agsta k. d2yotdl
dalde B¢ $3& NHeN 005mg/ L, HH387]FE NHo-N 05mg/ L o2 HAH ¥
3 3.

FEAFEL FAEE WAEY] sty EAHoE F kA HIWHE AYsL U
sue +2EE B2 (The Water Quality Objective approach)zte Ro2A wjaEde ¥
A FIFL A@Er] Azt @AY AR AR L HARA e H2TY A VES
AR o] BYPste Aot o]y HIHL olv 1970~80dd 2 BIE AT o
7 A wogdd v o dE dus wE&7|EX e (The Emission Limits Value
approach) 24 L4 EZ wW&dd HAE&F S Bste Aot o] AIYLS F= 19904

FABYS A% A FA vgdE RAe2A AR, AYHSE, FAFFAN AT
&4 5 JFANYEAY $£3E Bt YULZE o&H1 3 A F A BRF
o= uyo] HAGRINE Fi LYUFY =] Helevst H2d e F IAE £/ A2
e MEsts At " B dAR F2HS A9t ok o] F ulEriEA #dE
243t glolME “HZ 7574 (Best Available Techniques)’ol&te /IdE =3t &
Ao olg M5 71&€F /HF EAFRAQA rlee Adde A WA @ e HEFE T
4 g 7Fez dAsx ok du S FHAY LTS dEvigd AgHe Ve
o] t27] WEo EWF 7S AAA & dA7A AEd 71eF Mg AHAHA 7
£g ALPL W LGS FAE) A% 7IEE AAFoEA AFHAA A #e7t 7L
F7Izke =3 HAE F Jvhes AAAA ZAHA Aeld . ;
FHPATL o] 1991¥ Y AABFAAAM FEHe FaF vgd o8 2 &
HE RAe ¥A87] st AL FA©Nitrate Directive, EEC 91/676)& w3ttt . ol
FAo dea Aad oo AAHE HFATFE AAHI}n BAFY Adr vEE
NOs;-N 50mg/ ¢ ©13t2 % 3le). o]& &t nFoA AAga e RAA FAHE AH
%7 (Codes of Good Agricultural Practice)S AA3le] FrulEo] ME2EE 31 A=
& ol Adsy] A T2aPg viAsjol FoD. HE ALgel] di@ FAE AR T3¢
6) 54 HB7IEFEE Olmg/ L 2 AT

7) AA 9% F%(Codes of good agricultural practice)= @ HIEE AXdAE o He Al
71 AA @ AAA G i Av]) wy @ 8 ¥ 3A, &4, dAY Fol ¥

ofr
B

o
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of wet gt T3 vz A& i@ AHF FAT Qo ALl ojuF ug
9 A= FAEL Ak LE9 URAAYA IFY F FH 20m olUldlE= HE AES F
Asta F4 w71 A9 3~6/M4T FES ARZE  de 93 AAH HAE gFEEa
Atk FAY BETH F 29 URAYANE 20033744 #7132 HlEg ALE dEFS Q
Zt had 170kgo2 A@stn F7F X ZH 1998d7HR] 210kgo 8 ZFole AYL FA3n
At

detae 43 H8d AHERE FAAI7) Add FG AHEFe 60% olstE AAiA
HEE FYste 45 SUdA 3G, F7153E A3 AF 571 AY)E AAsn Y
o A4 AHSFE doitt 93T Yo we Fsn BAS BAE A A$ R 3
' s 422 HEHo glojor it A4 ¥FFEE 03ha ojFoz FAHHT Ut
AA Bf TR A RS PE U gFHoz FAAY, He R AuAYe
Aok st Hu] 2 3888 42 E(Balance sheet)& 24 soF $o}.

59 A4F HEE HEH Bol AE3 e ZHEA A2 uE9 Ao %
Astr R ARFY ALY L9 BAV Adste §F3F, RAR FPHI FEoE WU
< oA Foll U ool thE dSHozA EFHAAY AYS Ry EY E HE 8
T UEFL HEE ASEE ALFS AsY A9 gEae sARNY I FEE
Hae % Aok 10ha ©139 FAE £F31 Ae H7tE sivio 134 EFAAE 4
Algte] AxBE(F71E 2 f713)9 ANE3S AAsool e Aty Z2F HEE 3d
o 1314 AALE AANE ¥ 24 F9FS 2H Y FHYdaE FARIE Y&l U
BollAl AE W, AEY F7, 98 R Y AR, Ex € 78 4718 MYy 5
FHoz Arstn 2 w49 AA e ANYE FHE T AN dEye A
AT dF AFe] B35 AL ¥R AMEHFE 30% F2RAIE 2UH Y A9
& AY3tA s o8 F83E FA BREEFS AFHL A8 F Agd g &
AL AR FALAYY g3 rgsn Ao

Wdaee A42 vss F7129 o3 AHgoR dn el & 2 go] A A
Folth, Aok A% S 2 JYE' FF L ¥ A AS A 9me AsteF A4ty
As ol HF 264mg/ L 2A HAI LA 113mg/L & A8t Yutn ok AL 2
el FAE FA2A717] A% AY o2 A 1995@7tx] Ko digh Ao 4l wiE
FE 198699 50% FELE #AEHIFLT 20008 SRR A3 2m Aol Aty A

FdFS 113mg/Lodta AR 321 FE AEFY £ AAr FFHE 22mg/loldz

44 ofN

1z

A EXol g vs 4 Y @ 2 ZAY v 4 21 O 7t € 23 WY
ol #% W&s s US
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ARSI sloh Aas 44 FAAAY Ase] AE ok APl wek Az Fr F
JY-2& FAEE A4 AT FE aTF) RFo) AMES HE T FBIIUL
AMES #h3 QAch. . |

g 1089d0] AHE $AUE T £H2d P FPe Askn Yoo} $YFY
FAFRE vhAst vEst e Ak FYe AART Uk wEY AY FY Fat
o A AFE BAL £AAAE FHRT Aok FALE A ©E S d
Ne nzEe A

2q9e 19597 Fdol @ AAME §2E 1986d V1E0E 500674 FHehw
2001 374X BlEA R F9 20% AES EEZ 3n v 1980dFE 10%9 HlEAE =9
ste] AlgF] ek

o] #rol exEZcl BAE, w2soE 24U shAAZ vRol Y BHAE Pt
so gt

4. A9 ML3 53 B4

@ dAdA 71F B4 EdFHojoF @ AxE uFod FydA de o5z e F
AAu g A Eolr), o] AxE A AFHoz HAAHIL Yt EFHZAZSG AHAE
Z2aPE 722 By AU F2BIY sgo] £4Y Fart Ao $A4 AE Bt E
%3 7174 ARE AT FE FANEE AYT UF o)& viHoRE FH Au|FE 2
Atk B FEAZHAA AN Y= FH AUFL £ FS U #dEgE
5kg A& @on o AFoA B £FIds € FASUSE 4F HH AuF 2o
45~5kg, ¥4 29E nd A AvFRTE kg AR L FEoI0.

o] A Mg HHA M AL/}t AadE ALA v HFH AHRg aF R
7] Qo 7t AF Hgstede A7 Joenz FEAFHY AHAY z2aPH
AAs Abde] AAA HlEY 2¥oly £HE FAHINE T ERHU FLLEAN #EE
F Atk 84 w7 ALEYAAE AT FS AR 14T 500099 HAEE FH-8 L
dey Az 15000~20,0009¢ Hlgo] xQa = 3dd] 13 HE HAFGA ¥ FALY

< Az 10099 AE9 Bl go] 28HE Ao FAHAY T AU AuF FH
S e Hg3 AYPo] 28] o HAFH R AAFIdE A AL RAelmz O
old dAEA e B9 999 AYEIHAS HAZL o§ uwgoer FEHE
(Bulk Blending)& A¥W3dte W¢dx u]$ &340,

BFo I IR F x¢o] vluF Lol Heo] vlEA H ¥ AL F. Aol ¥lwA
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toulEe o Agoz A% ANF uge AT PIFOIH HMBAETE Folt
Woln MEAEY AT FAL HEE o BE olfoz AEshe A& FAs: I
olch.  wy BE WEY 1Y AHEE AESY 82998 A2 & Yot AR
MEA B3 BE FUs 250 FasE vhel dn FAE HEAEF] FAEE
2 53R $¥) 2T BAZ A

fir

>

18143 (119kg/10) 0.2 @37 fate] F ARL =8NS A A Eotes
ASRA 2 FAEYY H &L BAFa ot vEAE RHAstd vg AHEFES EoluA
& 749 BEF AuFL 9EF 119%kgo s 37 A E kg? HIEAHE 5174 F Rk
stk o] AS FIPAZ AT ASHAMVP) 17,9049/10a¥% vlg&H] F7t FHY
(abgh-cefg) 3,8489/10ag &3 21,7529/10a8} u]&o] LA gth oo vlsteo] B BAHEFE
Ae A e YA 7AAT A% A5 74 (143kgx1,2529 = 17,9049/102)14
W) EALE A7he (4kg X5769 = 2,30491/10a)S  156009/10a8] A57A7F BAF H]
2AE Biste ZAL 713 PAuGo] BAFA Fout ¥ Rge] F ¥k opy
2 A myrl Bt ddel QAT wE AMEFE AFse A4 AYY A ¥
Hle] ASZAN AUAoR HA 2T FA ZFHAAE H2F A olg FAE
7 9% AAu o] HohstA DAY 247k ok 2 oA A wHL e A
AgA} AAse] HE AEF AT P AYeoid FuEY Fo AHgoR AT @
Aede aRHoz BaAZ £ Ye Ao Arg ¥ /A M ¥ 87309 A7
ase 3. |
HEA B3 $AE 2THE dehdE AAugezA wastdd dd Ry #ES
Azkg 4 gk @A AL b g date BT 275%9 HEFE AFAL JeEE
o8 Fud A$ W vE/FH0) 38%IHE AEE A3t Ao WA HE AHEFE
SAT A AFHoZ A o] Fr12 FHsol & &S 130099 2. AL
MEel stAugyel 0282 FAAYenw HEE Adel we} 10a% W BT e
106% A48 Rolmg Asd vlg ALFE WA 159kgolH 142%kgo 2 a2 Aoz
dagc mastAe] Ao e AAN ZA2A 10aT $FL keg(2F) Fadd Bt
Z5oe 50089 20150 B7tE 10a% 213099 HEHE o FRFoRN s &%
& 71389 #Aast=d HlE v ALEF Zad BE ogNH AgA H&E 82204 7
A5 Gk MEAZdN dE REF PSS MEA P pAAZ FAAHA GRS
o] WAEA et
@A BAe wgel Hrh Alge we PPl AAHNE A5E MR 2ol
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o) FAol FFANE HE Ago] BE 87 ¥ M4 Ad FAAAGn 2 5+
o 2T ol BHAME HEY f2 HE B70d NS FASY A5 A5 9
% 2o 290e SR 849 A4 HL nesx gsivhs Aol EHE @A)
£ A4Y & Aok -

HES 59 AUEES FAZ @ Qo7 WE Fde] BA VA= FAHA ARE
n#ste Aol ugFsit o] AFE uge Algo] WE B BHe dAFUAN Foz
A7 AuZe 21T A4S ANH vLe nesty) 98 e Az FA9U 7
W 7t A7 02 EYR /% zdddd 9585S s A2 ¥t 48 4%
o ma 4A% P e AGFGE BHo) BRe A FowA By £
Zg8Ad $ Ax 2ol LutEA AL Aol ‘

- Bl B 7R (9/ke)

a
1003 B
576 € d ~—
g h f
0 11.9 159 Al ] g (kg/10a)

29 51, 8R0S WA AR Khsh HE
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M7a d =2

1 $2 date] $de A% dagn JE Ao vetggon ol YUIF L F4v
Fo o Aol FE FYolAT FAE gulg o] Hr} ALge] e A= FAY
At T485e FAAE FAY 5 g FFo2A A A 8499 15%71 2
HAZTE AR Ao ZAHUT

2. WEale] Slojq A2 BlE Aol % BFLY ¥HL HlEoz AZE AT 102
lkgs) A4 WS 37} A4Fo2H 48529 AHH v o] TAHE Aoz 23
S

3 Fgd A2 g AR opHE A 2FS YANe F A EARAS A
a1 HAHAM] AEZE A& @457 #8ko, miEdA Jigd CERES(Crop
Estimation through Resource and Environment Synthesis) 29& 7128 $38 Ja g
el gte 2dg AEaAnt. 199636 199837t 37hde] AAA AAA8l $=Fo
0e FEASAYES HAAES AEHeldrds AT 71, EF R AEAY input
datag @NemH, ojg Edz 29 AJAH S HAS} JAFANEFES HAFAD

4. 29 AEAe A Fste] g vete B AudF TS FFA e HHAN AT Al
sdoz Agagen, ot oz of Eoke AFANA =48 F & Utk

oZlzdYAREE FE 4, 71F % EY 54, o172 H, A4 £ #A
ZF, AHIA7) R AEF Solo] A w7t d% ¥AF AE #e FEHC g A =
Ae g8 44 5 3o

oCERES 2d, 3 3ge, 9%, #AdTHS 2 5L 3o 3 A ¥& 2
48 + Ao

oMEE HEZF NEHE ol &3] F&EF dF, FFIUS AuF £F, 7t £FY
ESUE AR F, BFFSE LT PN F 7F, A7 A2 vEeY §€F, A7
d Aad v 4EA F5E € 3 & A%

oY o] ANagg F£xZe AL AHld] AT HYAHZF S FIF B qE Y
o digt JRE AFSAET R goz o] 2de XZAFES T A8A4
g AAE AAE F 9E A&7 A& A 2aAQ 2d2M 88E + AE
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Rolnt.

5. d& ¥t FHIUS AP FE, 57 £ATUG HHANFE, §3¢ AL
HANHFEE ASE 27 10aF AL AH|F ZHz} 159kg, 155kg, 11.9kg e 2 e}

FozA @A FUEe] AT U= A $EL $FIURE AY A sFoz
78 £9¢& o7l AME Aad wEs NEFE thh Fok &9 Ao Auz
A% 874 29 7HsAe Foln AYY FHAL TAVTA AWML HE Be £F

L2 WEE kYo Wasit

oy AuF ae Frtel A5 #AE zesty) GEd Bk YL B
o HlgZt 87 vAE ARE AR B A7AM FF HAH AH] L EAge
HAE T3 Tt FEES Eo1VA ¥4 -FEE A&7 AT WIS FFEtder
g Zolg.

6. #2AH didozA AHFAA, BAH FAAE, AL FAA= T 23 ¢+ 312
W AR ME T ANFE FoeE HASE WAol AEME JME EFHHY
Aoz dddY. o2 AYXEARYG dAsd  FHIEHE A =(ntegrated
Nutrition Management)& A&A|7]& =¥o] g Ao|t.

oHPFAL ASE HEel HT S ASF AJY + AN Y HHAS Aol Bt
Ao @@she 97 ulgo] HrhY Aolmz dgyel wrhs wael Ut

oAAM FANEZA MEA 88 ¢ AA-UH AA ZELY AAY AN wY
Ashy Foke] @ B9 WelAt AW FARG =28,

oMEARE BEE AV AR AEE 2 & o} v S P2 B Hon
sobo] @ Bgel 2 Aoz ushich

o@H EE AR 9 FAERE ATAHAY YU SL AAH ¥ 5 AT 2
HQ T2aYe AL BS AP E GRS 2 2oz Buse dA 2041 3
© A9EYdAd Teadh ANAYEzade Beutd Y BN 4t
g Aolt |

_77_



& a1 H#

Fo

1. 24Ad & 4% 49

H71€. 1995. Bl EALe] vlgAEo] 2o vA= dF. AF PR 2:33-38.

AiA olsd 9. 1997. 1997 AF#ABIA. ENER wd.

Y, 1997, 8 FLEA.

FYE. 1998 FHEAAR,

FEAETAY A& 1988 EF3RAY. sdHer|e 9.

B¢, &BA, A9 0185 1997, =9 EAEE ZUYHY. AEd 44T 22(1):19-27.%F
¥4

HEGAY, A5, 1984 FE oG 71 AaAuFo] Fxo BT Fxo AF L
FFol wAe Jg TFFEEI A 4(1):19-25.

dgEelzd 9.1997. FEAE. ndusa 8.

NN EHE, WH—. 1980, KHNEHRBE & KARFHIK. BL5E 57:503-598.

&A%, Michael James Emes. 1992, NO3 4 &©°] Oxidase Pentose Phosphate Pathway <t
A5 334 A4 Nitrate Reductase, Nitrite Reductase, Glutamine Synthetase; ¥ ¢
REANEEAE 2824 Glutamine Synthetase; AT e Az @A vlA= 9. 3
222518 A] 37(6) 1 468-475.

S5, HIE, ¢35 19%6. #YFY, AAA R FrlsHANA EF9 35t 547
vl 3, A3 NO; AAF o], 3571543 A 5(1) : 149-165.

BRAE, KWLz 1996 FEROWEBAIEMEROWEBR LI KR AR BESL & g
71(11) : 1179-1182.

E48, 9744, o]gA. 19%. AFAHE B ALA|8|Fo] MFFFT /AR NOs HF
Fo| vAE % IFEFH R 28 : 154-159.

45, 274, 1993 ALHE ATYe] ¢ $EENE VolRHAE2A FLEHEY
“THAEAU NOs &% && 754 ¢ 7. Ex3R7715degA 21 : 2-15.
S5, 2734, 1993. AAAHFo] wiF FF 208 AR W NOs IAAHZ vjAE <

&, S Edu 583 26(1) : 10-19.

&35, §9F. 1996. £8F A zezdod o uF ZFAF Y NOs &% W3 &
FH715 A 5(1) : 101-110.

EAE, ol &, =3, A5, 1996. F7H Aold ol & wiF A, AL Aw 2
AEYF 2 7H 7AW NOy” A Ao, diit=F 4 : 143-152.

_78_



£AHE 1990. AAAH o] W& A 7 W NO3', Glutamine, Asparagine, Protein %%
A dagisa =3 24 1 715-724.

. 1994 dut BPFYPF K1Y S, F5-9 M FHU NOs I AF Aol &=+
71548 sA 3 : 87-97.

AAE. 1994 FXFdE5e] LddE S} /RA9EE Proceedings of the International

&3

Symposium on Agricultural Water Quality Management Techniques pp.21-46.

&%, HFoF 1993 EYF FA"HALY A%d Assd. @384 53A

12(3):281-297. , 4

oA AW} 1990. F= XFY AFWAF FAHA [ AF. FFFEFIA
35(6):518-524. : A

oA WA HAS, 1995. AHF Ede Wye] A2 FH R oj8AE mAE IF
=722 85 A 40(2):157-166.

OIE FEE. 199 =EFdA FHAN-15)E o438 EUAE 2425 fFsis 2
28 Tl B AT F=F333IA 37(4):277-286.

O AR FEE. 1997. FFEAAAM Ede Edo AEE s4H A HFo mAE
Methanol®] 9%. S E4H 233 A 30(2):99-107. L

o] d-&. 1995. - etel AAX W HuAu] 7]eML. - A ¥ AQu] Aujy. 2EA
¥4, pp.34-50.

oA A 9. 1998. ¥ AGATAAN AAAY FEH ASF 2 FFH FAEA=EX
40(1):51-56. :

oA 9. 1977. AdAu] d2d WEFF TIANY. AFFEIAFTY AFATHIA
pp.30-32.

o] F A, 0] &%, 01%%. 1974. ASAI7IE HAi Ao 29 HEH} FFTAHLS R AL
Faol vAE 9% AU =E3 (45 7AB)24:146-159.

°]%7]. 1997. &7 17, A, _ ,

AT#7R A3, 1998 A F&#F A}t Hdddn dH

AAHNFELENTFEF. A4 L A A Bo] F£E9 ZEF H A5 vA= IF
=258 8] R} 24(4):1-11. 1979.12.

ANAA ) FE. T SHEAA FFT o). #2233 A 25(1):8-13.1980.3.

AADBFENFTE. 712 € 29 Aot £ FF K E FEEFF A= I
k= &5 8F3] A] 25(1):14-19. 1980.3.

g2 g5 ey, Fey. 1995, B Fd 43 AFEIAL

SAIA. 1998. 1997'd 3lwt7] ALS S AZAIR A,

-79 -



S S AAR ZAG,AHE. 1997, = BTl FHE EAT dEEAY §F Hge A
AT FH. AT A 16(4):399-403. ' o '
FRF AL ZAGANZ. 1997, = BATF FEA] TF Wste HAFIFF T

73583 A 16(4):394-398.

BN, 1998 FF YA,

Allison, Franklin, E. 1996. The fate of nitrogen applied to soils. Adv. in Agron. 18 :
219-258. '

Ashley, D. A, O. L. Bennett, B. D. Doss, and C. E. Scarsbrook. 1965. Effect of nitrogen
and irrigation on ’yield and residual nitrogen recovery by warm-season grasses.
Agron. J. 57 : 370-372.

Aubert, C. 1982. Wie kann man nitritarmes Gemiise emnten ?  Garten Organisch
1/82:10-12. '

Bandel, V. A, S. DZienié, G. Stanford, and J. O. Legg. 1975. N behavior under no-till
vs. conventional corn culture. 1. First-year results using unlabeled N fertilizer.
Agron. J. 67 : 782;786.

Brady, N. C. 1974. The nature and properties of soils. Macmillan Pub. Co. pp.220-227.

Chae, J. C. 1980. Varietal differences in rice root characteristics of paddy rice. The
Korean J. of Crop Sci. 25(1) : 8-13.

Chae, Je Cheon. 1998. Effect of Tillage and Seeding Methods on Percolation and
Irrigation Requirement in Rice Paddy. Kor. J. Crop Sci43(6) : -

Harry, A. M., A. V. Baker, and D. N. Maynard. 1974. Ammonia volatilization from soils.
Agron. J. 66 : 355-358.

Hoshikawa, K. 1975. The growth of rice. Nobunkyo. pp.205-209.

Jones, M. B., J. E. Street, and W. A. Williams. 1974. Leaching and uptake of nitrogen
applied to annual grass and clover-grass mixtures in lysimeters. Agron. J. 66 :
256-258.

Kafkafi, U. 1997. Considering in fertilizer application to prevent ground-water
contamination. In David Rosen et al. Modern Agriculture and the Environment.
Kluwer Academic Publishers. pp.159-172.

Kim, J, K. 1994. Information on high-techniques in agriculture. Rural Development
Administration. pp.180-181.

Kitbler, W. and Hiippe, R. 1985. Welche Nitrataufnahme ist fir den Menschen
vertretbar? Ernghrungs-Umschau 32(10):328-332.



Kiicke, M.(1996): German Federal Research Centre for Agricu]ture, Institute of Soil "and
Plant Nutrition. Braunschweig/Germany. Personal communication.

Kiicke, M., I .A. Han-and S. M. Sohn. 1996. Implication ‘of Examination of the Mineral
Nitrogen Dynzmics in Korea and Germany for N Fertilization Recommendations 'andv
Environmental Protection in Asia., Eds. R.Ishii and T.Horie, Crop Research ‘in Asia:

" Achievements and Perspective. Asian Crop Science Association, March 1996.
pp.462-463. '

Kiicke, M., | &3, &35, 199. E. coli MEE o] 8¢ A8, EF 2 +29 AN}
W, HFEYU R} A56H & BERI R, pp28-29.

Lee, Dong-Jin, Benito S. Vergara, Moo-Sang Lim, Je-Cheon Chae and Bong-Ku Kim.
1996. Nitrogen Effect on Development of Large Vascular- Bundle and Yield
Components of Two Rice Cultivars(Oryza sativa L). RDA.J. Agri. Sci. 38(1): 56-63.

Lee, Ho Jin, Jun Han Seo, Jung Sam Lee, Yong Sang Jung, and Fred E. Below. 1998.
Nitrogen management with split application of -urea for direct-seeding rice in wet
paddy: Korean J. of Crop Sci. 43(1)49-53.

Lee, J. H. 1996. Food Crops I. Korea Broadcast University Press. p.199.

Lee, S. Y. 1995. Development of direct seeding technique of rice in Korea. Korea-Japan
Seminar on Direct Seeded Rice. pp.34-50.

Miwa, M. and K. Miwa. 1995. Carcinogenicity of NO. FERESE 13(8): 118-121, ¥ +jil-

Newman, E. I. 1966. A method of estimating the total length of root in a sample. J.
Appl. Ecol. 3 : 139-145,

Rauter, W. and Wolkerstorfer, W. 1982 Nitrat in Gemiise. Zeitschrift  fiir
Lebensmittel-Untersuchung und -Forschung 175 : 122-124.

Scharpf, H. 1991. Stickstoffdiingung im Gemiisebau. AID 1223. p.35.

Sohn, S. M. and M. Kiicke. 1996. Investigation on the Dynamic of NO3 in Barley
Rhizosphere and its Suitability for N-Fertilization Strategies and Environmental
Control. Eds. R. Ishii and T. Horie, Crop Research in Asia: Achievements and
Perspective. Asian Crop Science Association, March 1996. pp.460-461. Wangeningen
Agri. Univ. 1989.

Wageningen Agriculture University. 1989. Soil and plant analysis a series of syllabi. Part

5. Soil analysis procedures.

-81_



2. AEAS NEHOA Y 9 GPRERS G

ARG 9, 194 RS Fod&H YA B AT, TR EEBAATL

2494 9, 1997. “Egua] wyol AuiA @70 viAE I "1997E ANYATFALARIA,.
AL e,

A4 9, 1997, ‘o ARANA % AT SGYRTF W A7) "1997dE AFATA
BuA, FHHrled

e, AER. 1998 "FA ¥AFA T FF% d3oEt,. AAATRIL PO FFFE&BAA
T4.

Y. 198 97 LT FARA HA,.

L 19R "EEFAAL,.

198 Tdd FaFAL.

FHFTL3. 1998 "HlEA FA L.

ARAF, AT, 1994 "FFHAFE,. FEe.

o714, Y%, 199. ‘B AulA AL FE YTl FF AT, "19BEE AP TAYRIA
(FRBANH),. TELEA.

1997, “l AWjA] Ax GE BFol BY AT 1969 T AHITFAIHEITAL. FY
#er1ed

HA G, AL, 1997. £H4874 € FAVEY FA 24, ¢33 - a7

Abrahams, Nii Adote and James S. Shortle. 1997. "Uncertainty and the Regulation of Nitrate

Pollution from Agriculture,” Working Paper, Dept. of Agricultural Economics and Rural
Sociology, Pennsylvania State University.
Allison, F. E. 1966. The fate of nitrogen applied to soils. Advan. in Agron. 18: 219-258.
Askegaad, M. and Eriksen, ]. (1996): Nutrient Balance in Organic Dairy Farms. Organic
Agriculture in Copenhagen. 11th IFOAM Scientific Conference. Pages 210
Bartholomew,W.V. (1977) : Soil nitrogen changes in farming systems in the humid tropics.
Pages 27-44. In : Biological Nitrogen Fixation in Farming Systems of the Tropics.
Chichester Wiley.

Blackmer,AM. (1990) : Impacts of Industrialization on Agricultural Environments. Interntl.Symp.
. Environ. Pollut. Agric., September 21, 1990. Seoul Nat’l. Univ., Seoul, Korea, Pages 7-13.
Bymes,BH. (1990) : Environmental effects of N fertilizer use - An overview. Fertilizer

Research 26:209-215.

Choi, E. Kwan and Eli Feinerman. 1995. "Regulation of Nitrogen Pollution: Taxes versus

- 82 -



Quotas,” Journal of Agricultural and Resource Economics Vol. 20: 122-134.

Feather, P., and G. Amacher. 1994. "Role of Information in the Adoption of Best Management
Practices for Water Quality Improvement,” Agricultural Economics. Vol. 11, pp. 159-70.
Fernandez-Cornejo, J. 1993. Demand and Substitution of Agricultural Inputs in the Central Corn

Belt States. TB-1816, UDDA/ERS. ‘

Hartwig De Han. 1982. "Economic Aspects of Policies to Control Nitrate Contamination
Resulting from Agricultural Production,” European Review of Agricultural Economics. Vol
9: 443-465.

Helfand, Gloria E. and Brett W. House. 1995. "Regulating Nonpoint Source Pollution Under
Heterogeneous Conditions,” AJAE Vol.77: 1024-32.

Jain R. K. and A. Clark. 1989. Environmental Technology, Assessment. and Policy: Ellis
Horwood Limited: Chichester.

Johnson, Scott L., Richard M. Adams, adn Gregory M. Perry. 1991. "The On-Farm Costs of
Reducing Groundwater Pollution,” AJAE Vol. 73: 1063-73.

Justus, M. and Kopke, U. (1995): Strategies to Reduce Nitrogen Losses via Leaching and to
Increase Precrop Effects when Growing Faba Beans. In: Nitrogen Leaching in Ecological
Agriculture, A B Academic Publishers, PP 145-155

Lehmann,H.]J., JaeggliF., Walther,U. and Siegenthaler,A.(1990): Stickstoffdiingung im Ackerbau.
Landwirtschaftliche Beratungszentrale, Lindau/Ziirich, Pages 4.

Neeteson,].]. (1990): Development of nitrogen fertilizer recommendation for arable crops in the
Netherlands in relation to nitrate leaching. Fertilizer Research 26:231-298.

Peterson,G.A., AndersonFN. VarvelGE. and OlsonRA. (1979): Uptake of "“N-labeled nitrate
by sugar beets from depths greater than 180cm. Agron. J. 71:371-372.

Reneau,R.B., Berry,JrD.F. and Martens,D.C. (1990) : Fate and Transport of Selected Pollutants
in Soils. Interntl Symp. Environ. Pollut. Agric., September 21, 1990. Seoul Nat'l Univ,,
Seoul, Korea, Pages 14-44.

Ribaudo, M. 1992. "Agriculture’s Impact on Water Quality,” Agricultural Resources: Cropland,
Water, and Conservation Situtation and Outlook Report, AR-8, ECIFS 10-3.

Sahrawat, K. L. 1983. Nitrogen availability indexes for submerged rice soils. Advan. in Agron.
36: 415-451.

Sauerbeck,D. and HersemannH. (1990): The Nitrogen Balance of Agriculturally used Water
Catchment Areas. In : Merck, R., Vereecken, H. and Vlassak, K. (eds.). Fertilization and

the Enviroenment, Pages 225-232, International Symposium 28.Aug-30.Aug.1989 in



Leuven/Belgium. Presses Universitares des Louvain. Leuven/Belgium

Scharpf H.C. (1991): Fachgerechte Stickstoffdiingung. AID Heft Nr.1017, Bonn / Germany

ScharpfH.C. and Weier,U. (1994): Kalulatorische Ermittlung des Nmin~Sollwertes im Gemiisebau

~ unter besonderer Beriicksichtigung der Stickstoffimmobilisierung bzw Stickstofffixierung.

Zeitschrift fir Pflanzenerndhrung und Bodenkunde 157:11-16

Tsuji Gordon Y., Goro Uehara, and Sharon Balas. 1994. DSSAT version 3, Vol. 1-4. University
of Hawaii.

Vroomen, H., and B. Larson. 1991. A Direct Approach for Estimating Nitrogen, Phosphate, and
Land Demands at the Regional Level. TB-1786. USDA/ERS.

Williams,A.J. (1993): High-Yield Nutrient Management Systems and Environmental Constraints.
International Crop Science Vol 1:37-42.

JAZE, 199%. "BRER20 260 EREER, 3%



4r
I

2% 1 5% 4549 49

Table 1-1. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1996.

Date Temperature (TC) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity =~ rainfall  radiation
Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m®)
Jun.l 236 31.0 17.0 57 0 20.96
2 220 215 17.0 68 0 1595
3 20.3 225 19.2 78 0 5.79
4 209 26.0 18.0 61 50 22.36
5 21.8 288 130 50 0 25.31
6 245 29.0 15.0 56 0 21.76
7 20.2 21.0 19.2 71 2.3 6.74
8 234 280 18.2 57 0 14.04
9 250 30.2 19.2 69 38.2 22.64
10 21.0 23.0 21.0 77 0.38 4.73
11 238 210 - 209 70 0 12.70
12 24.0 27.2 205 63 0 8.22
13 26.0 30.0 232 67 0 18.02
14 24.2 215 22.2 69 0 16.53
15 25.3 29.7 21.0 73 0.6 18.81
16 25.0 29.4 22.6 72 475 12.80
17 23.0 23.0 22.0 80 79.7 2.73
18 20.8 249 17.2 72 0.5 15.30
19 240 289 19.0 68 3.2 20.42
20 22.1 23.0 21.0 75 54 413
21 24.4 280 222 67 0 16.08
22 243 2712 230 70 0 17.36
23 239 272 214 70 0 12.85
24 214 20.0 20.0 80 26.7 2.99
25 20.6 230 195 71 0.8 534
26 22.8 270 195 70 0. 14.68
27 21.0 21.0 21.0 83 14 3.37
28 22.8 249 215 80 0 6.85
29 23.7 26.0 23.0 81 49 3.56
30 24.3 27.0 20.5 71 0 14.96




Table 1-2. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1996.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation

Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m®)

Jul.l 253 30.0 22.0 69 0 1857
2 24.9 29.0 22.0 73 0 15.85
3 25.9 30.0 22.8 72 0 1978
4 232 245 22.2 80 55 3.17
5 239 - 285 200 75 0 25.21
6 238 28.0 21.2 B 0 1954
7 23.7 28.0 198 63 0 25.23
8 235 285 165 60 0 24.60
9 23.2 28.0 17.0 68 0 26.03
10 23.3 26.9 185 Co62 0 19.83
11 240 . 210 - 200 74 0 18.18
12 22 . 249 205 . 66 0o 757
13 . 230 26.5 20.0 76 0.8 12.19
14 . 229 26.8 21.9 ™ 0 9.99
15 242 285 21.0 75 217 6.07
16 239 269 22.5 72 08 1161
17 %6 31.0 215 73 0 19.62
18 270 335 225 73 0 23.834
19 26.8 32.0 24.0 74 .0 20.49
20 . 270 30.0 245 73 0 14.67
21 261 29.5 24.2 78 68 768
22 25.3 27.8 238 78 0 12.38 .
23 26.9 305 . 235 71 0 18.45
24 218 31.2 %4 63 0 18.86
%5 - 21.3 30.5 25.2 67 0 23.09
26 275 - 30.0 25.2 68 0 16.51
27 - 270 - 302 25.2 70 4 16.57
28 . - 260 30.8 23.0 7 4 17.23
29 215 32.0 24.2 67 0 21.43
30 272 318 24.0 0 0 22.30
31 27.8 335 23.0 69 0 21.66




Table 1-3. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1996.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar
‘ humidity rainfall radiation

Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m®)

Aug.1 279 338 24.0 96 16 1708
2 26.9 32.2 23.8 81 0 17.01
27 32.0 23.8 71 0 1952

4 25.9 302 23.0 76 76 15.14
5 26.4 300 24.0 76 0 12.90
6 27.1 31.0 232 74 0 22.80
7 25.7 29.8 235 67 0 12.94
8 250 287 23.0 73 0 15.05
9 26.8 30.0 235 73 0 1868
10 221 320 250 7 0 19.11
11 26.9 320 24.8 65 0 21.09
12 213 318 24.0 66 0 21.66
13 26.4 315 23.0 72 0 1887
14 26.4 318 230 73 0 20.26
5 54 29.0 22.0 70 0 20.11
16 24.3 300 20.0 70 0 19.82
17 246 300 192 80 0 20.39
18 26.8 320 22.0 66 0 19.27
19 263 312 22.0 71 25 16.93
20 %1 315 225 72 2.4 19.24
21 27.0 310 235 69 0 11.88
2 25.0 302 25.0 80 12.2 11.83
23 23.7 275 21.0 71 0 6.29
24 234 270 21.0 79 0 142
%5 219 235 21.0 75 0 6.36
2% 20.2 20.8 19.0 83 63.8 2.13
27 ' 205 210 20.0 83 65 238
28 19.7 21.0 185 83 0 456
29 215 28.0 180 71 0 16.8
30 20.8 - 230 19.0 70 0 6.27
31 215 26.0 19.0 74 0 12.26
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Table 1-4. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1996.

Date. Temperature (TC) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation

Avg, Max. Min. (%) (mm) - (MJ/m?)

Sept.l 218 215 16.0 69 0 22.15
2 21.6 28.0 16.0 69 0 21.12
21.8 28.0 165 72 0 18.84

4 215 26.0 18.0 75 0 10.30
5 20.5 24.5 165 79 14 10.31
6 20.2 23.5 180 75 0 , 857
7 21.2 29.0 15.0 77 0 17.24
8 24.1 30.0 17.2 75 48 1753
9 21.6 25.5 177 89 0 10.24
10 235 28.0 21.0 79 0 15.14
1 233 285 20.0 78 0 15.36
12 23.9 285 19.0 79 0 13.66
13 23.2 29.0 188 77 0 16,61
14 23.2 29.0 185 75 0 15.70
15 24.4 30.0 18.8 74 0 15.88
16 24.8 29.5 195 76 0 11.95
17 23.7 29.0 20.2 81 0 10.24
18 245 29.2 19.2 78 0 14.33
19 22.3 26.5 205 83 43 5.97
20 20.5 255 13.0 63 0 17.43
21 176 25.5 10.0 63 0 1891
22 189 25.5 12.0 72 0 16.93
23 226 295 15.0 73 0 15.60
24 226 29.5 1738 79 0 15.74
25 217 295 175 81 0 14.94
26 21.7 28.0 180 78 0 15.16
27 23.4 29.0 192 71 0 15.18
28 20.8 235 185 66 0 8.85
29 21.6 29.0 17.0 76 0 12.23
30 21.8 29.0 16.2 68 0 13.62




Table 2-1. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1997.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m”?)
Jun.l 225 29.0 16.0 71 0 1241
2 19.8 25.0 14.0 66 0 23.00
3 20.0 25.2 14.0 63 0 21.05
4 220 28.0 16.9 68 0 19.57
5 19.6 29.0 16.5 78 16.1 5.06
6 223 29.0 165 75 0 22.88
7 25.3 310 195 66 0 21.48
8 24.6 275 21.2 51 0.1 8.24
9 23.7 28.0 19.2 71 0 18.45
10 236 30.2 19.0 57 0 22.02
11 245 30.2 19.8 65 0 19.21
12 24.2 295 19.2 66 0 20.68
13 24.3 32.0 18.0 63 0 19.46
14 26.0 33.0 195 56 0 19.55
15 26.8 32.7 20.2 62 0 19.78
16 274 32.7 225 . 63 0 20.25
17 26.3 330 20.7 62 0 17.84
18 21.7 345 20.1 58 0 15.65
19 21.3 32.8 23.2 72 0 11.54
20 235 29.0 22.0 78 27 9.84
21 25.7 30.2 219 74 0 17.79
22 24.8 28.0 22.2 78 0 7.22
23 26.8 325 22.5 70 0 19.24
24 210 33.0 216 70 ] 18.80
25 24.2 25.0 23.1 91 107 1.95
26 26.4 279 250 81 5 5.92
27 25.3 28.0 19.0 83 0 478
28 26.1 31.8 22.0 69 0 19.36
29 27.1 33.0 20.2 68 0 18.53
30 26.9 305 19.0 70 120 15.26
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Table 2-2. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1997.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar

humidity rainfall radiation

Avg. Max. Min. (96) (mm) (MJ/m®
Jul.l 24.8 25.8 24.0 90 13 1.76
2 276 310 249 79 0 10.02
3 289 30.0 210 68 0 6.88
4 27.1 28.0 250 80 49.2 091
5 27.0 28.0 23.0 30 4.6 5.33
6 26.5 270 210 85 23 4.00
7 264 300 21.0 75 0 17.97
8 254 31.0 21.8 72 0 15.88
9 254 295 21.8 7 0 15.82
10 26.9 32.8 218 72 0 18.95
11 26.1 29.0 22.8 65 18.2 15.83
12 23.8 26.8 222 85 0 6.40
13 269 31.2 23.2 73 0 21.33
14 26.6 305 23.0 80 0 15.43
15 26.5 280 25.0 87 46.7 3.04
16 215 31.0 255 84 0 10.97
17 279 315 249 77 0 11.92
18 279 33.2 24.0 69 ] 17.63
19 28.6 34.2 239 73 0 18.54
20 294 34.0 25.0 74 0 15.67

21 303 344 27.8 73 0 16.18
22 30.1 35.0 26.7 71 0 19.87
23 289 35.0 265 79 215 17.53
24 30.1 34.2 27.1 80 0 14.20
25 30.7 35.0 26.8 76 0 15.73
26 30.2 35.0 26.4 70 0 17.36
27 29.5 34.0 26.5 70 0 13.16
28 30.5 34.0 26.2 71 0 16.35
29 309 35.0 26.5 74 0 15.72
30 30.7 35.0 26.5 76 0 14.93
31 29.6 34.2 27.8 82 0 12.84




Table 2-3. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1997.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar
’ humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. . Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m?)
Aug.1 30.8 36.0 27.2 74 0 15.26
2 304 3438 274 69 0 16.39
3 28.1 33.2 25.0 86 0 7.58
4 249 26.0 24.2 91 140 0.20
5 274 319 238 79 0 21.38
6 215 330 23.2 74 0 1597
7 283 32.2 235 80 0 13.60
8 31.2 b5 29.0 74 6.2 14.81
9 29.8 328 28.0 81 0 20.38
10 276 30.8 25.0 79 0 11.96
11 28.2 320 25.0 76 0 17.89
12 28.7 32.8 25.0 72 0 15.77
13 280 325 23.2 71 0 17,51
14 279 315 25.0 67 0 20.24
15 278 324 22.8 63 0 20.01
16 27.3 318 225 65 0 17.65
17 218 335 22.1 68 0 21.80
18 29.1 338 26.8 73 17.2 11.60
19 295 320 278 77 0 6.37
20 314 349 28.0 68 0 14.55
21 28.7 320 23.0 76 54 6.23
22 26.1 31.2 22.0 72 0 19.40 .
23 26.4 32.0 21.2 74 0 16.08
24 215 322 23.0 75 0 1733
25 279 335 238 70 0 13.59
26 2117 32.8 25.0 76 0 11.46
27 278 325 24.0 74 0 1654
28 279 335 23.7 71 0.1 15.25 -
29 27.3 32.2 238 79 0 9.68
30 279 320 26.0 83 2 7.78
31 289 . 325 26.0 84 10 12.77
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Table 2-4. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1997.

Date - Temperature (C) Avgerage  Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. © Max. Min. (%) (mm) - (MJ/m%
Sept.1 29.9 34.0 26.5 77 2.8 13.24
2 26.5 29.2 22.2 89 9 459
3 24.8 295 21.0 7 0 12.00
4 247 30.0 21.0 78 0 13.13
5 » 25.8 31.5 216 73 0 14.76
6 264.0 320 22.6 70 0 13.58
7 26.0 325 20.8 71 0 12.63
8 256 320 20.0 73 0 13.49
9 26.3 31.0 235 74 0 10.86
10 26.1 31.2 230 79 0 7.52
11 248 29.8 215 76 0 10.06
12 234 28.8 19.8 71 0 475
13 234 27.0 20.0 74 0 571
14 21.3 25.0 18.2 71 0 8.46
15 216 265 15.8 52 0 14.88
16 20.2 242 18.0 80 11.3 6.17
17 22.0 26.5 16.8 73 0 13.77
18 198 260 145 67 0 11.99
19 19.0. 26.0 12.2 67 0 13.50
20 210 312 152 65 0 952
21 174 24.0 11.2 64 0 12.95
22 195 26.0 11.0 61 0 12.81
23 199 265 16.0 64 0 11.93
24 20.0 25.0 135 64 6 9.29
25 19.3 205 18.0 79 2 2.38
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Table 3-1. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1998.

Date Temperature (T) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m%)

May.11 105 11.0 10.0 88.0 0 291
12 13.0 15.0 11.0 80.0 26.3 3.98
13 19.0 21.0 11.0 66.5 0 20.88
14 175 250 10.0 675 0 21.83
15 19.5 25.0 14.0 53.5 0 20.86
16 16.5 20.0 130 540 156 3.84
17 165 20.0 13.0 66.0 0 17.46
18 185 23.0 14.0 69.5 0 1475
19 19.0 250 13.0 65.0 0 19.76
20 20.0 26.0 14.0 62.0 0 23.28
21 215 29.0 140 535 0 24.29
22 195 28.0 11.0 48.0 0 20.34
23 22.0 28.0 16.0 54.0 0 19.63
24 170 20.0 140 74.0 0 6.87
25 165 220 11.0 60.5 0 32.72
26 16.5 25.0 8.0 53.5 0 26.38
27 175 26.0 9.0 55.0 0 25.01
28 19.0 240 140 60.0 0 16.99
29 175 22.0 13.0 66.0 0 19.02
30 16.5 23.0 10.0 50.5 0 21.70
31 165 230 10.0 56.0 0 16.08
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Table 3-2. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1998.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage  Amount of Solar

humidity rainfall radiation

Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m®)
Jun.1 16.5 20.0 13.0 5.0 0 8.20
2 155 17.0 14.0 805 0 3.25
3 155 17.0 14.0 775 99 7.01
4 165 19.0 14.0 745 0 8.50
5 145 16.0 13.0 79.0 13.8 2.85
6 ' 165 20.0 13.0 ‘ 69.5 0 12.29
7 175 . 240 11.0 61.0 0 26.21
8 16.5 19.0 14.0 69.5 0 11.34
9 195 25.0 14.0 61.5 0 2241
10 215 270 16.0 625 0 26.25
11 215 270 - 160 615 0 21.98
12 215 270 16.0 62.0 0 16.73
13 19.0 21.0 17.0 635 14.4 473
14 185 22.0 15.0 69.0 22.1 14.79
15 185 240 13.0 635 0 24,62
16 20.0 250 15.0 66.0 0 15.31
17 225 280 17.0 61.0 0 20.54
18 220 . 25.0 19.0 69.0 0 14.53
19 21.0 25.0 17.0 73.0 0 9.42
20 220 270 17.0 620 13.2 21.64
21 225 26.0 19.0 - 640 0 1791
22 225 280 17.0 59.0 0 2775
23 21.0 26.0 16.0 57.0 0 27.80
24 220 26.0 180 64.5 0 16.91
25 205 22.0 19.0 825 75.8 3.37
26 205 22.0 19.0 795 0 6.58
27 205 24.0 17.0 755 0 5.68

28 230 26.0 20.0 70.0 0 11.43 -
29 25.0 29.0 21.0 59.0 0 17.36
30 25.0 280 22.0 615 0 5.92
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Table 3-3. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1998.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage  Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m®)
Jul.l - 230 26.0 20.0 75.0 56.7 5.29
2 215 . 220 - 21.0 79.5 0 3.66
3 216 23.0 200 80.0 599 5.88
4 225 240 21.0 715 0 19.55
5 235 270 20.0 - 645 0 14.39
6 23.0 280 18.0 66.0 0 18.95
7 25.0 29.0 21.0 : 64.5 0 17.32
8 245 26.0 23.0 75.5 11.7 6.99
9 25.0 270 23.0 - 705 0 12.33
10 .- 240 - 250 - . 230 785 0 6.96
11 : 245 270 22.0 725 70 8.34
12 24.0 26.0 - 220 .- 695 0 11.61
13 240 210 21.0 615 0 22.90
14 235 270 20.0 68.0 0 18.02
15 23.0 26.0 20.0 <740 294 14.23
16 24.0 210 21.0 . 695 0 10.76
17 23.0 27.0 " 190 61.0 0 26.11
18 195 270 12.0 675 0 19.66
19 : 240 28.0 20.0 76.0 6.55 8.97
20 23.0 280 18.0 65.0 0 18.74
21 235 27.0 20.0 710 0 11.37
22 24.0 210 . 210 © 640 0 17.85
23 25.0 29.0 21.0 . 62.5 0 22.00
24 240 270 21.0 - 590 0 17.42
25 23.0 26.0 20.0 69.5 0 8.44
26 215 240 19.0 - 730 0 8.69
27 23.0 280 - 18.0 . 65.0 0 22.05
28 245 280 21.0 65.0 0 19.15
29 25.0 30.0 20.0 65.5 0 21.28
30 255 29.0 22.0 67.0 0 1453
0

31 245 26.0 23.0 74.5 6.31
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Table 3-4. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1998.

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m®)
Aug.l 245 270 220 715 476 12.32
2 245 28.0 21.0 72.0 0 11.57
3 26.0 29.0 23.0 755 0 10.52
4 26.0 29.0 23.0 705 325 14.03
5 26.0 29.0 23.0 71.0 0 13.20
6 24.0 26.0 22.0 80.5 61.7 456
7 215 310 24.0 68.5 0 15.28
8 26.0 28.0 240 715 15.7 8.65
9 245 27.0 220 75.0 40.3 6.58
10 245 27.0 22.0 76.0 104 8.11
11 245 270 22.0 795 28.1 6.14
12 24.0 25.0 23.0 785 11.9 2.27
13 245 210 220 75.0 0 11.09
14 250 270 23.0 735 0 8.19
15 240 25.0 23.0 795 7.1 4.64
16 24.0 27.0 21.0 73.0 312 7.84
17 245 210 22.0 715 0 12.57
18 230 25.0 21.0 765 0 8.45
19 23.0 27.0 19.0 67.0 0 18.79
20 235 28.0 19.0 62.0 0 18.14
21 23.0 280 18.0 62.0 0 20.58
22 235 28.0 19.0 65.5 0 17.04
23 23.0 25.0 210 67.0 16.4 492
24 23.0 26.0 200 66.5 0 14.10
25 225 26.0 19.0 63.0 0 17.20
26 225 26.0 19.0 655 0 12.53
27 225 27.0 18.0 65.0 0 9.34
28 - 220 210 17.0 635 0 16.29
29 225 28.0 17.0 62.5 0 18.40
30 225 27.0 18.0 67.0 0 16.03
31 : 22.0 27.0 17.0 66.5 0 19.52
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Table 3-5. The meteorological condition during cropping season in 1998,

Date Temperature (C) Avgerage Amount of Solar
humidity rainfall radiation
Avg. Max. Min. (%) (mm) (MJ/m°
Sept.1 215 26.0 17.0 66.0 115 15.36
2 215 26.0 17.0 60.5 0 16.46
3 215 270 16.0 59.0 0 15.01
4 215 27.0 16.0 63.5 0 18.63
5 220 270 17.0 60.0 0 17.18
6 225 28.0 17.0 63.0 0 17.70
7 225 27.0 18.0 64.5 13.7 10.03
8 225 30.2 20.8 70.0 0 11.32
9 25.0 305 195 525 0 14.97
10 24.8 29.5 20.0 56.0 0 1578
11 24.0 30.0 180 575 0 11.96
12 24.8 295 20.0 64.9 0 14.40
13 23.2 28.0 184 779 0 16.43
14 189 233 145 63.0 0 15.39
15 179 24.0 11.8 59.0 0 9.72
16 19.8 25.8 13.8 63.5 0 19.60
17 20.8 265 15.0 56.0 0 19.51
18 204 23.8 17.0 57.0 0 18.25
19 24.7 29.4 20.0 64.9 0 15.29
20 16.8 20.0 135 66.0 0 11.22
21 17.7 22.0 13.3 63.0 0 4.76
22 20.3 26.7 15.0 69.0 0 159
23 20.0 24.8 14.0 59.0 0 109
24 20.3 258 16.3 77.0 0 13.2
25 20.6 26.1 16.0 75.0 0 125
26 22.1 27.4 184 75.0 0 9.5
27 214 210 173 76.0 0 96
28 20.7 23.3 18.0 72.0 0 5.0
29 175 20.2 15.6 91.0 0 24
30 178 185 17.3 92.0 0 1.0
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Table 4-1-1. The record of soil temperature in lysimeter (1997).

Date . Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg.
May.27 19.59 1771 1851 19.47 1750 18.33
28 19.62 18.17 1883 19.40 17.93 1862
29 19.43 18.00 1857 19.33 17.73 18.39
30 19.42 18.50 18.83 19.34 18.36 1869
31 20.32 17.48 1851 20.22 17.16 18.34
Avg. 19.68 17.97 1865 19.55 17.74 1847
Jun. 1 20.31 1891 19.63 20.20 1879 1951 °
2 19.91 17.99 18.88 19.82 17.80 1831
3 20.10 18.03 19.03 19.97 17.71 1880
4 20.65 1855 1951 20.53 18.32 19.31
5 20.66 1881 1954 2056 18.67 19.39
6 20.73 17.76 18.74 2062 17.53 1856
7 22.46 19.77 20.75 22.50 19.64 20.66
8 22.50 2127 21.76 2255 2127 ° 21.75
9 . 23.07 21.26 21.89 23.12 21.22 21.89 .
10 2295 - 21.25 22.08 22.99 21.23 22.13
11 23.23 20.92 21.97 23.22 20.83 21.95
12 23.73 21.61 22.60 23.81 21.54 22.56
13 24.13 21.78 2291 24.11 21.79 22.90 -
14 24.77 22.39 23.47 24.76 22.31 23.44
15 24.92 22.83 23.88 24.97 22.81 23.86
16 25.45 23.33 24.34 25.41 23.35 24.32
17 25.81 23.89 24.83 25.82 2386 24.79
18 2593 23.82 24.89 25.85 23.79 24.80
19 25.94 24,51 25.17 25.84 24.36 25.04
20 25.00 24.17 24.77 25.39 24.05 24.63
21 25.38 24.01 24.63 25.25 23.94 24.47
22 25.40 24.18 24.68 25.33 23.98 2452
23 25.30 23.67 24.27 25.16 23.44 24.10
24 25.63 24.28 24.92 2547 24.01 24.74
25 25.56 23.67 24.60 25.41 23.40 24.43
26 23.65 23.12 23.33 23.34 22.92 23.11
27 23.67 23.17 23.43 23.38 22.99 23.19
28 24.20 23.12 23.54 23.99 22.89 23.31
29 24.71 23.15 23.80 24.42 2291 23.59
30 24.94 24.16 24.59 24.60 23.94 24.30
Avg. 23.69 21.98 22.75 23.61 21.84 22.61
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Table 4-1-2. Continued.

Date Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max Min. Avg. Max Min. Avg.
Jul. 1 24.88 23.37 24.00 24.54 23.11 23.73
2 24.29 23.24 2350 23.98 2299 23.24
3 24.99 24.38 24.57 24.71 24.14 24.32
4 24.97 24.22 24,50 24.68 23.97 24.26
5 24.20 23.29 23.78 23.92 23.03 23.56
6 23.21 22.01 2255 22.99 21.65 22.28
7 22.40 21.34 21.72 22.07 21.01 21.41
8 22.94 22.10 22.45 22.54 21.83 22.11
9 23.01 . 22.27 22.66 22.65 22.01 22.32
10 23.89 22.53. 23.03 23.56 22.18 22.68
11 23.97 23.41 . 23.64 23.63 23.12 23.35
12 23.31 22.22 22.59 22.99 2197 22.31
13 23.33 22.30 22.61 2293 21.95 22.24
14 2372 2291 23.24 23.44 22.64 22.94
15 . 23.89 23.52 23.70 23.63 23.30 23.46
16 24.24 23.55 23.75 23.98 23.36 23.53
17 2452 24.07 24.29 24.25 23.89 24.04
18 24.95 23.96 24.38 24.58 23.74 24.11 -
19 25.44 24.46 2484 . 25.12 24.19 24.55
20 26.25 25.09 25.53 25.76 24.78 25.18
21 26.30 25.75 26.07 25.89. 25.46 25.69
22 26.79 25.84 26.25 2646 25.56 2591
23 26.77 26.08 26.43 26.51 25.75 26.14
24 26.84' 26.35 26.57 26.58 26.02A 26.26:
25. 2741 26.67 26.93 2711 26.42 26.65
26 2751 26.97 27.31 27.19 26.73 27.01
27 2747 26.75 27.08 27.09 26.48 26.76
28 27.16 26.51 26.81 26.79 26.16 26.44
29 2740 26.92 27.10 2712 26.58 26.75
30 2763 27.00 2729 27.35 26.73 27.01
31 27.65 27.26 27.47 27.48 27.01 27.24
Avg. 25.20 24.40 24.73 2489 24.12 . 24.43
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Table 4-1-3. Continued.

Date Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max Min. Avg, Max. Min. Avg.
Aug.l 27.61 27.20 2740 2741 26.95 - 2117
2 21.73 2725 21.45 2753 26.98 27.20
3 21.76 2725 27.42 2756 26.93 27.17
4 21.28 25.48 26.42 26.96 25.25 26.12
5 25.33 24.71 2497 25.04 24.32 24.63
6 25.53 24.97 25.25 25.19 24.59 24.87
7 25.58 24.95 25.28 25.22 24.56 24.89
8 26.32 25.64 25.83 26.02 25.23 25.47
9 26.82 26.39 26.55 26.55 26.14 26.29
10 26.717 26.02 26.36 26.57 25.71 26.08
11 26.09 25.45 25.70 25.76 25.07 25.36
12 25.85 25.35 25.57 25.51 25.02 25.25
13 25.85 25.27 2556 2551 24.93 25.24
14 25.74 25.22 25.47 25.38 24.91 25.13
15 25.65 24.87 25.21 25.33 24.54 24.88
16 25.36 24.68 25.00 25.04 24.32 24.66
17 25.14 24.29 24.71 24.82 23.93 24.33
18 25.66 24.90 25.14 25.37 2461 24.80
19 25.89 25.65 25.74 25.66 25.34 25.50
20 26.26 25.74 25.98 25.89 25.45 25.69
21 26.26 25.76 25.95 25.90 25.37 25.58
22 25.69 24.80 2518 25.34 24.41 2477
23 25.01 24.05 24.46 2452 23.53 2394
24 24.69 23.96 24.28 24.30 23.45 23.79
25 24.71 24.17 24.44 2434 23.76 24.03
26 24.88 24.36 24.61 24.37 24.01 24.21
27 24.74 24.16 24.42 24.17 23.71 23.94
28 24.88 24.25 24.58 24.29 23.96 24.13
29 24.70 23.82 24.14 24.04 23.33 23.62
30 25.22 24.39 24.68 24.67 23.99 24.18
31 25.63 24.87 25.16 25.14 24.37 24.68
Avg. 25.83 25.16 2545 25.46 24.80 25.08
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Table 4-1-4. Continued.

Date Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max. Min. Avg. Max Min. Avg.
Sept.1 25.97 25.28 25.58 25.42 24.86 25.13
2 25.99 25.57 25.81 25.53 25.06 25.40
3 25.31 24.09 24.47 24.92 23.70 24.06
4 24.14 23.22 23.54 23.70 22.80 23.06
5 2343 22.84 23.15 22.87 22.23 22.57
6 23.66 23.06 23.30 23.04 22.45 22.72
7 23.70 23.09 23.44 23.11 22.57 22.87
8 23.68 22.81 23.22 23.04 22.33 22.67
9 23.26 22.66 22.98 22.63 22.04 22.34
10 23.27 22.89 23.14 22.79 22.35 22.58
11 23.23 22.73 23.02 22.70 22.23 22.43
12 22.82 21.81 22.13 2217 21.16 21.50
13 22.04 21.53 21.73 2151 21.03 21.22
14 21.65 20.40 20.91 21.16 19.87 20.44
15 20.24 19.23 19.69 19.76 18.83 19.20
16 19.83 18.67 19.09 19.39 18.04 18.55
17 1955 18.54 18.97 18.97 18.01 1841
18 1955 18.80 19.18 1897 18.28 18.59
19 19.06 17.93 18.41 1847 17.34 17.78
20 18.48 17.59 18.11 17.76 17.05 17.43
21 18.39 17.33 17.75 17.68 16.69 17.07
22 17.44 16.27 16.89 16.79 15.71 16.26
23 17.79 16.84 17.30 17.24 16.31 16.75
24 17.71 16.84 17.29 17.19 16.41 16.80
25 1761 17.09 17.23 17.02 16.62 16.75
26 17.20 16.88 17.02 16.75 16.47 16.58
27 17.30 16.51 16.93 16.74 16.05 16.42
28 17.34 16.67 17.05 16.77 16.16 16.53
29 17.24 16.31 16.87 16.73 15.86 16.36
30 17.24 16.15 16.74 16.73 15.76 16.22
Avg. 20.80 19.99 20.36 20.25 19.48 19.82
Oct.1 17.28 16.42 16.88 16.79 15.93 16.40
2 17.47 16.46 16.98 17.07 16.01 16.55
3 1753 16.55 17.02 17.14 16.13 16.63
4 17.53 17.13 17.36 17.18 16.79 17.00
5 17.32 16.18 16.62 16.88 15.78 16.19
6 16.34 15.06 15.67 15.85 14.57 15.13
7 15.87 15.12 15.54 15.28 1454 15.00
8 15.60 14.58 1491 15.13 14.09 14.39
9 14.50 13.19 13.81 13.85 12.56 13.17
10 15.38 14.26 14.69 15.03 13.69 14.19
11 15.16 13.49 14.00 14.72 13.00 13.54
12 1347 11.76 12.54 12.93 11.00 12.03
13 12.47 10.96 11.56 12.00 10.28 10.92
Avg, 15.84 14.70 15.20 15.37 14.18 14.70
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Table 4-2-1. The record of soil temperature in lysimeter (1998).

Date Soil depth (10cm) Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)

Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg.

May 25 20.55 1968 20.12 2029 1954 19.92 22.49 18.69 20.59
26 20.03 18.78 1941 21.09 185 19.80 22.64 17.29 19.97
271 2024 1880 1952 2146 1858  20.02 21.59 1757 19.58
28 120.08 1927 1968 2088 1928 20.08 21.95 18.67 20.31
29 2017 1942 19.80 2097 1954 20.26 2203 1903 2053
30 19.99 1890 1945 2104 1878 1991 22.72 17.81 20.27
31 19.44 18.41 1893 19.83 1823 19.03 20.77 17.12 18.95
Avg. 20.07 19.04 1955 20.79 1892 19.86 22.03 18.03 20.03
Jun. 1 1889 1824 1857 1890 1817 1854 1923 1752 18.38
2 18.24 1753 1789 1819 1752 17.86 17.71 17.11 17.41
3 17.44 1724 1734 1770 1733 1752 17.93 16.94 17.44
4 17.41 1695 17.18 1786 1699 1743 18.29 16.57 17.43

5 0 17.35 1696 17.16 1752 1689 1721 17.41 16.28 16.85
6 17.71 1654 1713 1848 1651 1750 1957 1590 17.74
7 19.06 17.09 18.07 2039 1712 1876 2246 1657 19.52
8 19.53 1863 19.08 2049 19.03 19.76 21.65 18.89 20.27
9 20.61 1898 19.80 2192 1920 2056 2372 1880 21.26
10 =~ 21.8 2020 21.03 2317 2060 21.89 25.11 20.33 22.72
11 22.72 2117 2195 2409 2149 22.79 26.08 21.32 23.70
12 22.66 218 2226 2365 2216 2291 - 25.00 21.76 23.38
13 22.33 2074 2154 2249 2073 2161 21.67 20.11 20.89
14 20.75 1995 20.35 2163 1992 20.78° 22.78 19.40 21.09
15 21.72 2022 2097 2303 2041 21.72 24.95 19.99 22.47
16 21,95 21.03 - 21.49 2294 2221 2258 © 2420 21.09 22.65
17 23.18 2157 2238 2452 2195 2324 26.40  21.77 24.09
18 23.33 2278 23.06 2424 2322 23.73 2529  23.23 24.26
19 2318 2263 2291 23656 2291 2328 2449 2270 2360
20 23.78 2231 23.05 25,09 2252 2381 26.96 22.21 24.59
21 - 24.39 2325 2382 2566 2364 2465 27.26 23.48 25.37
22 24.67 2343  24.05 2596 2362 2479 27.79 23.16 25.48
23 24.49 2344 2397 2565 2350 2458 27.28 22.78 25.03
24 24.43 2368 24.06 2541 2383 2462 26.71 23.42 25.07

25 24.33 2336 23.85 2461 2356 24.09 23.92 23.67 23.80
26 23.30 2304 2317 2352 2325 2339 23.76 22.99 23.38
27 2299 2251 2275 2357 2267 2312 2410 2239 2325
28 23.64 22.88 2326 2446 2325 23.86 25.49 23.30 24.40
29 24.63 2350 24.07 2573 2391 24832 26.96 24.04 25.50
30 24.62 24.22 24.42 25.37 2451 24.94 25.47 24.39 24.93
Avg. 21.84 208 2135 22.66 21.09 21.88 23.65 20.74 22.20
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Table 4-2-2. Continued.

Date Soil depth (10cm) Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg.. Max. Min. Avg.
Jul.l 24.12 2341  23.77 2433 2356 2395 2383 2329 2356
2 23.33 2291 2312 2348 2310 2329 23.31 2285  23.08
3 23.06 2280 - 2293 2353 2304 2329 2389 2299 2344
4 . 2397 2293 2345 249> 2325 24.10 26.08 2322 2465
5 2439 © 2354 2397 2534 2395 2465 26.37 2389 2513
6 2514 . 2429 2472 26.04 2477 2541 2709 2492 2601
7 25.55 2537 2546 2630 2540 2585 2716 2552 2634
8 25.49 2512 2531 2597 - 2546 . 2572 - 2597 2540 2569
9 2524 2494 2509 2576 2523 2550 2623 . 2523 2573
10 - 2517 2492 2505 2558 2520 2539 2521 2562 2542 -
11 24.95 2468 2482 - 2548 2495 - 2522 2593 2410 25.02
12 25.09 24.85 - 24.97 2569 2523 2546 .2618 2536 25.77
13 25.26 2473 25.00 26.02 2501 2552 2685 2490 25388
14 25.20 2463 2492 2566 2486 25.26 26.32 24.60 25.46
15 2492 2452 2472 2536 2476 25.06 . 2585 2406 2496
16 24.78 2449 2464 2528 2475 2502 . 2575 2463 2519
17 24.77 2425 2451 2545 2441 2493 . 26.17 24.10  25.14
18 24.67 24,28 -+ 24.48 2507 2447 2477 25.53 24.10 2482 -
19 24.34 2366 24.00 2451 2380 2416 - 2403 2341 2372
20 24,01 2329 2365 2461 2338 24.00 2522 © 2300 24.11
21 24,01 2381 2391 2448 2406 2427 24.81 2396  24.39
22 24.31 2370 - 24.01 248> 2387 2436 2542 2363 2453
23 - 2484 . 2409 2447 2551 2435 2493 2621 - 2420 2521
24 24.80 2447 2464 2523 2467 2495 . 2565 2440 25.03
25 24.66 24.14  24.40. 2475 2418 2447 24,94 23.71 24.33
26 24.07 2359 2383 2399 2361 23.80.- 2400 2345 2373
27. 24.04 2333 2369 2456 2338 2397. 2508 2299 2404
28 2452 . 2393 2423 2507 2407 2457 2558 2391 2475
29 25.26 2437 2482 2697 2462 2530 2663 - 2451 2557
30 - 2573 2522 2548 2636 2560 2598 @ 2679 .2567 2623
31 - 2571 2512 2542 2620 2521 2571 26.14 24.85 25.50
Avg. 24.69 2417 2443 2521 2439 24.80 25.62 2421 2491
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Table 4-2-3. Continued.

Soil depth (50cm)

Date Soil depth (10cm) Soil depth (30cm)
Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg.
Aug.l 2505 24770 24.88 2535 2482 2509 2562 2461 2512
2 25.73 2535 2554 2597 2501 2549 2639 2487 2563
3 25.73 2534 2554 2633 2574 26.04 2681 2589 2635
4 25.93 2544 2569 2651 2570 2611 2701 2561 26.31
5 26.12 2580 25.96 2665 2618 2642 2102 2626 2664
6 26.11 2575 2593 2654 2606 2630 2661 2600 2631
7 26.46 2570  26.08 2714 2599 2657 2679 2595 2637
8 26.60 2637 2649 2107 2674 2691 27142 2682 2712
9 26.56 26.05 26.31 2688 2628 2658 2682 2615 2649
10 26.04 2576 2590 2627 2603 2615 2640 2592 2616
11 25.90 2570 2580 2632 2590 2611 2656 2574 26.15
12 2591 2553 2572 2627 2565 2596 2634 2539 2587
13 25.50 2522 2536 2591 2543 2567 26.11 2510 2561
14 25.60 2539 2550 2600 2566 2583 26.17 2560 2589
15 25.50 2530 2540 2574 2552 2563 2565 25640 2553
16 25.25 2496 2511 2560 2514 2537 2585 2496 2541
17 25.26 25.08 2517 2566 2632 2549 2595 2525 2560
18 25.18 2484 2501 2543 2502 2523 2519 2481 2500
19 24.80 2444 2462 2494 2461 2478 25.06 2431 2469
20 24.74 2446  24.60 2516 2468 2492 2551 2411 2481
21 24.52 24.02  24.27 2473 2403  24.38 2498 2361 2430
22 24.25 23.87 24.06 2458 2397 24.28 2475 2372 2424
23 24.23 2393 24.08 2452 2407 24.30 2438 2391 2415
24 23.89 23.63 2376 2398 2383 2391 2399 2353 2376
25 23.65 2338 2352 2394 2345 2370 2421 2313 2367
26 23.56 2327 2342 2380 2338 2359 2386 2310 2348
27 23.49 2317 2333 2363 2328 2346 2355 2285 2320
28 23.12 22775 2294 2325 2279  23.02 2335 2238 2287
29 22.72 2312 2292 23.48 22.81 23.15 23.74 22.44 23.09
30 23.14 2287 2301 2351 2299 2325 2369 2214 2292
31 23.06 22171 22.89 2333 2281 2307 2345 2245 2295
Avg, 24.95 2464 2480 25.31 24.80 25.05 25.46 24.58 25.02
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Table 4-2-4. Continued.

Date Soil depth (10cm) Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg.
Sept.l] 2294 2253 2274 23.08 2252 2280 2279 2209 2244
2 2243 2204 2224 2270 2200 2235 2296 2163 2230
3 2234 219 2215 2266 2196 2231 2293 2162 22.28
4 2247 2189 2218 2280 2191 2240 2323 2155  22.39
5 2246 2220 22.33 2273 2235 2254 2299 2201 2250
6 2264 2196 2230 2310 2197 2254 2346 2166 2256
7 2278 2244 2261 2312 2263 2288 2335 2248 2292
8 2352 2266 23.09 2398 2286 2342 2446 22776 2361
9 2397 2342 2370 2451 2372 2412 2499 2306 24.03
10 24.27 2368 2398 2484 2391 2438 2530 2372 2451
11 2451 2414 2433 2497 2439 2468 2537 2434 2486
12 2449 2397 2423 2497 2407 2452 2539 2379 2459
13 2462 2419 2441 2511 2436 2474 25.41 2418 2480
14 2455 2422 24.39 24.88 2438 24.63 2509  24.08 2459
15 2334 2361 2348 2462 2340 2401 2436 2246 2341
16 2341 2216 2279 2313 2191 2252 22.51 21.05 21.78
17 2196 2113 2155 21.69 2009 20.89 2147 2011 20.79
18 21.08 2059 2084 2135 2044 2090 2158 1982 20.70
19 21.41 2065 21.03 21.80 2063 21.22 2206 2009 21.08
20 2236 2148 2192 2180 2166 21.73 2335 2152 2244
21 22.42 2198 22.20 2273 218 2231 21.21 22.80 22.01
22 21.83 2098 2141 2173 2074 21.24 21.32 19.65 20.49
23 20.81 2011 2046 2047 19.89 20.18 20.13 19.08 1961
24 2036 1995 20.16 2061 1982 2022 20.72 1936 20.04
25 2041  20.03 20.22 2072 1997 2035 20.94 1943  20.19
26 21.04 2028 20.66 2140 2034 2087 21.73 19.97 20.85
27 2095 2050 20.73 2132 2052 2092 2167 1997 20.82
28 2092 2055 20.74 21.00 2062 2081 2086 2019 2053
29 2049 1956  20.03 2048 1939 19.94 19.97 1850 19.44
30 1946 1847 1897 1931 1840 1886 1886 1800 1843
Avg., 2234 2178 2206 2259 2176 2217 2268 2138 22.03

Table 4-2-5. Continued.

Date Soil depth (10cm) Soil depth (30cm) Soil depth (50cm)
Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg. Max. Min. Avg.
Oct.1 18.98 1821 1860 1933 1826 18.80 19.69 1795 1882
2 19.16 1854 1885 1963 1859 19.11 19.97 1829 19.13
3 19.04 1861 18.83 19.16 1847 18.82 19.23 1779 1851
4 18.43 1801 1822 1866 1791 18.29 18.91 1723  18.07
5 18.27 1791 18.09 1861 1787 1824 18.86 1738 1812
6 . 1825 1794 18.10 1859 1795 18.27 18.79 1757 1818
7 18.48 18.07 18.28 1888 18.09 1849 19.16 17.71 18.44
Avg. 18.66 1818 1842 1898 1816 1857 19.23 1770 1847
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Table 5-1. Amount of evapotranspiration (ml) in lysimeter condition (1996).

Nitrogen ' Observation date

treatments 7, 79" Jull  Jul2z  Jul6  Jul7  Jul26 Augl? Aug24
N0 - . - 3533 5400 8733 6708 6050
N 05 5690 - - 4800 7167 11133 8350 7620

N1 5240 7045 4710 8050 | 7500 12400 7980 8485

Table 5-2. Amount of evapotranspiration (ml) in lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost , Observation date

& Nitrogen : : : :

treatments Jun.21 Jun28 Jull2 Jull9 Jul26  Aug.l Aug Aug.25 Sept.l0
C0 NO 1353 3205. 3045 4156 7812 10586 4220,6 4290 2787
C0 NO.5 1624 4587 3887 4709 6633 7133 2872 5081 3172
C0 N1 792 3716 4066 4266 5812 6093 3751 5239 3672
C0 N15 1724 4637 3709 7472 5778  -1576 3490 - 5257
CON2 2124 3356 4016 - 4030 6834 5660 6660 -6934 .

Cl1NO 2013 4627 4680 - 2872 8675 2081 4581 6424 1324
Cl N05 542 4077 3969 2578 3148 4396 290 3357  3172

Cl N1 1043 5609 4768 5093 5199 448 3712 6660 6485
C1 N15 1163 6450 © 6912 6172 8990  6581" 6687 - 8254

ClI N2 903 7210 5569 10939 7693 -591 7199 - 3739

Table 5-3 . Amount of evapotranspiration (ml) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date
&

Nitrogen Jun2l. Jun28 Jul6 Jul22 Jul29 Augd Augl7 Aug.28 Sept.6 Sep.15
treatments

C0 NO 2600 6600 2100 2600 5000 6800 3700 400 3600 4100
CO NO5 5100 7100 4500 4000 6900 6800 4600 7400 6300 6000
CO N1 5000 © 6800 2700 5000 7400 4200 3500 3300 3900 1800
Co N1.5. 5200 6400 2600 8900 9000 4600 1400 400 6000 3100
CO N2 = 4800 7400 4500 6800 10700 5300 7700 1500 3200 3100
C1 NO 5200 7900 . 4600 500 10100 7900 5100 900 3100 4600
ClI NO5 5200 6000 2200 3100 7100 5800 2600 3100 4500 1500
Cl1 N1 6200 5500 2700 7400 7900 6100 2800 2500 5300 5300
Cl1 N15 4600 6000 2400 8600 10100 6300 2900 4500 5600 5500
CIN2 520 7100 3300 7200 9700 7000 2800 4900 6500 3100
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Table 6-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on pH of different soil depth in lysimeter

condition(1996).
Nitrogen Soil depth Observation date
treatments  (em) NPTy 14 Jul 1 Jul 18 Aug. 20 Oct. 10
ON 10 6.1 6.0 55 55 5.2 5.7
30 6.2 6.0 5.4 6.1 6.1 6.2
70 6.5 6.3 5.8 6.2 6.2 6.3
05 N 10 - 6.0 57 55 56 55
30 - 6.0 5.4 58 59 6.0
70 - 6.1 5.8 6.2 6.1 6.3
1N 10 - 6.1 5.8 55 54 56
30 - 6.0 55 5.8 58 6.1
70 - 6.4 5.8 6.3 6.2 6.2
Table 6-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on pH of different soil depth in lysimeter
condition(1997).
Cg{gggszn& Soi(l de)pth Observation date
treatments cm May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
CONO 10 5.7 64 6.2 6.2
30 58 6.5 6.1 6.1
70 - 57 6.4 6.5 6.4
CONO5 10 - 59 54 5.6
30 - 6.6 6.3 6.3
70 - 6.5 6.0 - 6.0
CON1 10 - 6.8 5.8 59
30 - 6.2 - 6.1 6.0
70 - 6.5 6.0 6.0
CON15 10 - 6.1 59 59
30 - 6.9 6.4 6.3
70 - 6.3 6.3 6.2
CON2 10 - 6.2 6.0 6.0
30 - 6.5 6.0 6.0
70 - 6.6 6.4 6.3
CINO 10 58 6.6 6.4 6.4
30 55 6.5 6.5 6.4
70 56 6.8 6.4 6.2
CINO05 10 - 6.7 6.0 6.0
30 - 59 5.7 5.7
70 - 6.9 58 57
CIN1 10 - 6.2 6.1 6.1
30 - 6.5 6.2 6.2
70 - 6.2 59 57
CIN15 10 - 6.3 6.3 6.4
30 - 6.5 59 59
70 - 64 6.1 6.0
CIN2 10 - 6.4 5.8 5.8
30 - 59 6.1 6.1
70 - 6.6 6.0 5.9
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Table 6-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on pH of different soil depth in lysimeter

condition(1998).
C?lrirtlfc?gsetzn& Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 7

CO NO 10 6.1 6.2 6.1 6.0
30 6.0 58 58 5.9

70 6.0 5.8 5.7 5.7

C0 NO5 10 - 6.2 6.2 6.1
30 - 6.0 6.1 6.0

70 - 57 5.8 58

C0 N1 10 - 6.3 6.3 6.2
30 - 59 6.0 5.8

70 - 59 59 58

C0 N15 10 - 6.3 6.2 6.2
30 - 6.0 6.1 6.0

70 - 6.0 6.0 59

C0 N2 10 - 6.3 6.2 6.3
30 - 6.1 6.0 6.0

70 - 6.1 6.0 6.0

Cl1 NO 10 6.2 6.0 59 59
30 6.1 6.0 6.0 58

70 6.1 59 6.0 59

Cl NO05 10 - 6.1 6.1 6.0
30 - 58 59 59

- 70 - 58 59 6.0

Cl N1 10 - 6.2 6.2 6.0
30 - 6.0 6.1 59

70 - 6.0 59 5.8

Cl N15 10 - 6.0 6.1 6.0
30 - 58 59 59

70 - 59 59 58

Cl1 N2 10 - 6.2 6.2 6.1
30 - 6.0 6.0 59

70 - 59 59 59
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Table 7-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on NOs~ content(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1996).

-Nitrogen g depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 23 Jun. 14 JuL 1  Jul 18 Aug. 20 Oct. 10
0N 10 6.0 63.6 2.2 25.2 23.1 3538
30 5.4 68.0 22.2 25.0 24.1 345
70 6.2 719 225 22.4 205 36.0
05 N 10 - 66.7 289 29.1 21.7 32.0
30 - 69.4 24.9 236 229 27.8
70 - 70.6 195 23.2 24.6 62.0
1IN 10 - 719 19.7 249 24.7 36.8
30 - 75.0 252 205 23.1 347
70 - 70.7 17.8 21.0 22.0 30.4

Table 7-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on NO3z~ content(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost &

nitrogen Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
CO NO 10 211 413 381 69.8
30 203 399 279 78.4
70 196 434 358 535
CO NO5 10 - 509 432 673
30 - 86 4338 66.9
70 - 355 35.7 68.8
Co NI 10 - 398 336 64.2
30 - 35.1 35.1 56.4
70 - 450 428 69.2
CO N15 10 - 356 483 75.0
30 - 285 35.7 64.4
70 - 460 363 714
CO N2 10 - 380 413 6.7
30 . 401 450 66.2
0 - - 49 432 755
Cl NO 10 243 371 3838 82.8
30 20.0 326 325 748
70 22.4 363 343 71.4
Cl NO5 10 - 28 460 76.0
30 - 4.4 468 74.1
70 - 306 412 74.6
Cl N1 10 _ 65.8 382 79.3
30 - 333 303 783
70 - 439 29.2 72.9
Cl N15 10 _ 426 349 758
30 . 348 401 71.4
70 - 365 454 68.8
Cl N2 10 - 394 350 89.0
30 - 400 434 745
70 _ 37.9 380 733
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Table 7-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on NO3s™ content(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1998).

Ccr)ur'rtlrp:;én& Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 9 Jul. 27 Oct. 7
CO NO 10 187 369 374 70.2
' 30 19.2 36.3 36.7 776
70 20.3 38.8 35.4 52.7
CO NOS5 10 - 376 425 67.9
30 - 38.1 32 66.1
70 - 36.2 363 69.3
CO N1 10 - 386 378 63.8
30 . - 347 395 56.0
70 - 427 435 68.7
CO0 N15 10 - 39.2 453 739
30 - 286 40.8 63.8
70 - 4038 415 71.1
Co N2 10 - 424 40.7 765
30 - 4038 45.7 67.0
70 - - 4538 425 72.9
C1 No 10 238 36.8 381 . 82.2
30 25.0 328 331 755
70 21.6 355 3338 67.3
Cl NO5 10 - 437 452 75.6
: 30 - 405 463 748
70 - 402 404 69.5
Cl N1 10 - 365 376 785
30 - 34.1 437 776
70 - 431 43.1 72.1
Cl Ni15 10 - 42.1 383 75.3
30 - 35.0 4038 70.6
70 - 35.7 45 74.1
Cl N2 10 - 438 365 88.2
30 - 385 43.1 73.8
70 - 38.1 441 75.4
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Table 8-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on NHi" content(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1996). '

Nitrogen Soil depth Observation date

treatments  (em)  TMay 23" Jun 14 Jul 1 Jul 18 Aug. 20 Oct. 10

ON 10 13.9 15.0 78.0 " 428 455 2.8

30 04 0.0 479 10.3 845 16

70 0.0 0.0 179 88 8.8 1.2

05 N 10 - 371 778 57.3 90.6 11.8

30 - 14 22.2 43.1 38.6 75

. 70 - 0.0 28.1 29.0 . 234 2.0

1N 10 - 81.8 36.9 587 = 684 2.7

' 30 - 50 60.4 65.2 357 0.0

70 - 0.0 52.5 23.3 16.8 31

Table 8-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on NHs" content(ppm) of different soil depth in

lysimeter condition(1997).
Compost & '

nitrogen Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11

C0 NO 10 28.0 78 174 0.0
30 8.8 0.0 35 0.0
70 134 25 6.7 0.0
C0 NO.5 10 - . 9.8 13.3 0.0
30 - 34 48 0.0
70 - 0.0 0.0 0.0
C0 N1 10 - 5.2 143 0.0
30 - 8.5 1.7 0.0
70 - - 8.8 88 0.0
C0 N15 10 - 9.1 58 . 0.0
30 - 2.0 6.5 0.0
} 70 - 9.3 0.0 0.0
CO N2 10 - 16.0 154 0.0
30 - 16.2 5.7 0.6
70 - 56 00 0.0

Cl NO 10 - 36.8 6.3 9.6 00
30 229 3.6 0.1 0.0
70 185 0.0 22 0.0
C1 NO5 10 - 4.0 6.1 0.0
30 - 0.0 7.0 0.0
70 - 1.0 45 0.0
Cl N1 10 - 10.5 50 - 7.1
30 - 47 : 29.6 00
70 - 2.0 3.1 0.0
Cl N15 10 - 21.1 6.5 0.1
30 - 45 0.7 0.0
70 - 4.2 6.3 0.0
Cl N2 10 - 225 13.8 04
30 - 5.0 6.4 0.0
70 - 6.7 35 0.0
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Table 8-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on NHs" content(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost &

nitrogen Soi(l depth Observation date
treatments cm) May 26 Jun. 9 Jul. 27 Oct. 7
CO NO 10 278 57 9.8 0.0
30 17.4 11 37 0.1
70 13.6 2.7 6.8 0.0
C0 No5 10 - 9.6 13.0 0.0
30 - 36 45 0.0
70 - 04 03 0.2
CO N1 10 - 5.1 13.7 0.0
30 - 84 2.0 0.0
70 - 52 86 0.0
C0 N15 10 - 8.7 14.2 0.0
30 - 10.2 6.3 0.0
70 - 94 0.1 0.1
‘C0 N2 10 - 16.4 15.2 0.0
30 - 10.7 6.9 0.0
70 - 58 0.0 0.0
Cl NO 10 36.5 2.6 0.3 0.1
30 236 1.2 0.8 0.0
70 20.1 2.4 2.1 0.0
Cl1 NO5 10 - 4.0 5.8 0.0
30 - 2.3 6.9 0.0
70 = 14 4.3 0.2
Cl N1 10 - 10.1 4.8 0.0
30 - 438 8.3 0.0
70 - 25 34 0.0
Cl N15 10 - 19.8 7.8 0.0
30 - 4.4 2.4 0.1
70 - 4.1 6.1 0.0
C1 N2 10 - 205 14.0 0.0
30 - 51 7.2 0.0
70 - 6.2 35 0.1
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Table 9-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-N content (%) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1996).

Nitrogen  Soil depth Observation date
treatments  (cm)  May 23 Jun. 14 JuL 1 Jul 18 Aug. 20 Oct. 10
0N 10 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.07
30 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.05
70 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.03
05 N 10 - 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.08
30 - 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.04
70 - 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03
1N 10 - 0.04 0.10 0.03 0.02 0.08
30 - 0.05 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.05
70 - 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03

Table 9-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-N content (%) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1997).

Czri?f:gsén& Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
CO0 NO 10 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.07
30 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.05
70 0.05 0.4 0.04 0.04
C0 NO5 10 - 0.08 0.09 0.06
30 - 0.05 0.06 0.05
70 - 0.03 0.04 0.04
C0 N1 10 - 0.07 0.07 0.07
30 - 0.07 0.04 0.04
70 - 0.07 0.04 0.04
C0 N15 10 - 0.07 0.06 0.06
30 - 0.06 0.04 0.04
70 - 0.05 0.03 0.03
CO0 N2 10 - 0.08 0.08 0.06
30 - 0.06 0.04 0.04
70 - 0.04 0.06 0.05
Cl NO 10 0.09 0.05 006 0.07
30 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.06
70 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.06
Cl NO5 10 - 0.05 0.08 0.08
30 - 0.05 0.06 0.05
70 - 0.04 0.04 0.05
Cl N1 10 - 0.07 0.06 0.07
30 - 0.05 0.04 0.06
70 - 0.04 0.04 0.05
C1 N15 10 - 0.08 0.06 0.07
30 - 0.04 0.05 0.05
70 - 0.05 0.04 0.05
Cl N2 10 - 0.07 0.07 0.06
30 - 0.04 0.04 0.05
70 - 0.04 0.05 0.05
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Table 9-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-N content (%) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1998).

C(r)l?gffgsén& Soil depth Observation date

treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 9 Jul. 27 Oct. 7

CO NO 10 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.06

' 30 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05

70 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.03

CO NO5 10 - 0.08 0.07 0.05

30 - 0.06 0.05 0.05

70 - 0.04 0.04 0.04

CO N1 10 - 0.08 0.06 0.07

30 - 0.07 0.06 0.05

70 - 0.06 0.05 0.03

CO N15 10 - 0.05 0.04 0.07

30 - 0.04 0.05 0.05

70 - 0.05 - 0.04 0.02

CO N2 10 - 0.06 0.07 0.07

‘ 30 - 0.07 0.07 0.06

70 - 0.04 0.06 0.03

Cl NO 10 0.08 0.06 0.06 0.05

' 30 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.05

70 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.04

Cl NO5 10 - 0.06 0.07 0.07

30 - 0.04 0.05 0.05

70 - 0.04 0.04 0.04

Cl N1 10 - 0.06 0.07 0.06

30 - 0.05 0.05 0.05

, 70 - 0.04 0.03 0.04

Cl N15 10 - 0.07 0.06 0.07

30 - 0.06 0.04 0.05

70 - 0.04 0.03 0.04

Cl N2 . 10 - 0.06 0.06 0.07

30 - 0.06 0.05 0.06

70 - 0.05 0.05 0.05
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Table 10-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on T~C content (%) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition(1996).

tert{r(l)mgen Soil depth Observation date

catments (em)  May 23 Jum 14 Jul 1  Jul 18 Aug. 20 Oct 10

0N 10 33 41 42 43 a1l 40

30 26 2.1 3.2 30 36 35

70 35 32 36 2.1 26 27

05 N 10 - 5.4 53 5.3 48 47

30 - 42 2.2 35 27 30

70 - 39 20 25 19 21

1N 10 - 47 43 39 48 47

0 - 36 3.4 28 32 31

70 - 2.1 25 1.8 28 26

Table 10-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-C content (%) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost &

nitrogen Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun, 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
CO NO 0 34 36 39 39
30 32 29 26 33"
. 70 34 30 16 32
CO NO5 10 - 35 31 37
30 - 3.1 5.0 3.0
70 - 26 33 29
CO N1 10 - 33 2.4 39
' 0 - - 27 10 31
70 - 33 32 36 .
CO N15 10 - 3.1 29 39
30 - 32 33 38
70 - 35 32 37
Co N2 10 - 3.4 23 42
30 - 29 36 33
70 - 29 30 30
Cl NO 10 37 35 25 42
30 36 23 29 42
70 3.1 30 34 38
Cl NO5 10 -~ 26 32 43
30 - 33 3.1 40
70 - 33 27 35
Cl NI 10 - 32 25 38
30 - 31 16 33
70 - 31 28 33
Cl N15 10 - 41 39 31
30 - 28 2.2 42
70 . 31 2.0 35
Cl N2 10 - 32 37 41
30 - 33 28 37
70 - 32 24 37
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Table 10-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-C content (%) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1998).

C?lri?g’s'f & Soil depth Observation date
gen
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 9 Jul. 27 Oct. 7
CO NO 10 3.0 35 3.8 3.8
30 28 2.8 3.0 35
70 3.0 31 36 3.8
C0O NO5 10 - 3.4 3.2 3.6
30 - 31 3.0 3.2
70 - 3.0 34 3.0
CO0 N1 10 - 3.2 25 3.7
30 - 29 3.0 3.0
70 - 3.0 3.1 35
CO0 N15 10 - 32 3.0 4.0
30 - 3.2 3.2 3.8
70 - 3.0 3.2 35
CO0 N2 10 - 34 36 4.1
30 - 32 35 3.3
70 - 3.0 3.1 3.1
Cl NO 10 36 36 39 4.3
30 34 25 2.8 4.0
70 3.0 3.1 32 39
Cl NOS5 10 - 2.7 3.2 4.2
30 - 3.1 3.8 4.1
70 - 3.0 34 35
Cl N1 10 - 3.3 35 3.7
30 - 3.1 3.2 33
70 - 3.1 3.0 34
Cl Nib 10 - 42 3.8 4.0
30 - 3.0 3.2 41
70 - 3.1 2.8 3.6
Cl N2 10 - 3.3 36 3.8
30 - 33 33 3.7
70 - 3.0 34 36
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Table 11-1. Amount of leaching water( £) in lysimeter condition (1996).

Observation date

Nitrogen May Jun.
treatments
26 27 28 29 31 7 8 9 10 11 12 14
NO 53 30 32 29 36 51 152 31 19 18 18 19 35
NO0.5 5.1 33 34 30 37 50 120 26 17 18 15 16 31
N1 50 26 33 27 34 47 120 24 17 16 15 15 30
Observation date
Nitrogen ~ jyn. Jul. Aug.
treatments
28 5 12 19 26 27 28 29 2 9 16 23
NO 127 106 115 102 152 25 19 17 17 61 82 178 66
NO.5 110 106 120 127 135 181 26 22 21 88 88 70 80
N1 110 86 94 105 132 19 74 25 35 173 129 166 158
Observation date
Nitrogen ~Ayug. Sept. Total
treatments
6 13
NO 100 89 81 - - -~ - - - - - - 1755
NO.5 87 87 95 - - - - - - - - - 175.9
N1 159 153 158 - - - - - - - - - 222.6
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Table 11-2 .

Amount of leaching water( £) in lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen May. Jun. Jul.

treatments . 28 29 30 3 7 100 11 12 13 15 21 28 5
C0 NO 168 48 33 32 174 63 17 19 20 33 88 95 121
CONO5 141 39 32 29 181 68 19 21 22 37 100 106 129
CO N1 120 48 35 30 166 61 18 19 18 33 84 102 108
CON15 147 34 27 23 146 55 15 16 16 29 71 84 &89
C0 N2 153 36 28 21 125 51 14 16 17 29 70 82 75
Cl1 NO 94 26 21 18 143 48 15 17 17 30 73 85 96
CI1NO5 116 30 28 22 175 56 18 20 21 36 81 114 119
Cl1 N1 123 33 27 22 141 57 21 19 19 32 73 90 84
CINL5 139 36 29 24 139 55 16 18 18 30 79 94 99
Cl N2 121 29 26 20 131 44 14 16 16 29 73 85 65
Compost Observation date »

& nitrogen Jul. Aug. Sept.

treatments 12° 19 26 31 1 2 3 9 16 23 30 6 13
C0 NO 143 157 299 272 76 115 58 368 298 250 320 248 307
CONO5 174 195 329 316 74 128 6.7 501 401 455 1008 83.0 83.1
CO0 N1 145 135 345 359 146 158 74 678 648 480 1008 676 84
CON15 173 170 232 329 119 123 56 563 545 375 992 76.0 1000
C0 N2 135 165 300 358 113 123 60 493 460 381 828 680 935
C1 NO 151 144 400 455 11.7 155 81 583 423 395 753 71.3 735
Cl1 N05 175 170 383 307 84 164 89 465 348 331 566 635 723
Cl1l N1 123 90 345 324 97 115 70 420 300 336 604 698 775
Cl1 N15 170 171 397 321 89 122 80 455 385 373 737 660 531
Cl N2 73 69 345 389 116 133 56 465 323 46.0 412 428 3509
Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Sept. Total

treatments 20
C0 NO 259 - - - - - - - - - - - 4072
C0O NO5 416 - - - - - - - - - - - 664.7
CO N1 41.1 - - - - - - - - - - - 6964
CO N15 380 - - - - - - - - - - - 656.7
C0 N2 424 - - - - - - - - - - - 6168
C1 NO 30.3 - - - - - - - - - - - 6089
Cl1 NO5 388 - - - - - - - - - - - 566.1
Cl N1 343 - - - - - - - - - - - 5376
Cl N15 313 - - - - - - - - - - - 5577
Cl1 N2 314 - - - - - - - - - - - 4757
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Table 11-3-1. Amount of leaching water (£) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen May Jun.

treatments 27 28 29 30 3 1 2 5 6 8 9 10 1
CO0 NO 101 66 67 47 61 53 bH7 125 66 119 68 65 62
C0 NO5 69 39 45 34 40 35 37 95 37 64 37 36 34
C0 N1 108 74 82 51 63 58 64 39 33 43 36 29 46
C0O N15 73 53 55 41 50 42 42 98 33 62 37 35 34
CO N2 80 51 58 47 49 49 50 125 39 75 41 38 33
Cl NO 75 69 62 39 55 51 61 166 69 117 67 62 57
Cl1 N05 134 94 89 874 82 58 61 163 72 124 73 69 83
Cl1 N1 120 87 84 61 52 39 41 103 47 81 47 39 37
Cl1 N15 138 87 90 60 62 52 ) 54 130 45 78 44 37. 67
Cl N2 90 64 72 58 61 51 58 152 50 102 59 57 45
Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Jun.

treatments 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
C0 'NO 595 48 44 61 49 52 54 44 60 55 89 51 40
C0 NO05 29 28 26 36 29 32 30 25 30 30 56 28 29
C0 N1 36 29 35 47 39 29 38 33 33 32 67 32 31
CON15 28 39 34 44 35 38 41 32 43 40 66 32 31
C0 N2 29 28 30 36 25 28 32 25 28 25 51 26 27
Cl1 NO 47 47 43 60 50 51 46 39 35 35 72 29 25
Cl NO5 50 43 38 55 48 49 48 42 44 43 84 39 37
Cl N1 63 46 37 52 45 64 47 41 42 37 71 48 40
C1 N15 54 43 35 651 41 44 43 36 37 35 71 39 38
Cl N2 45 36 31 45 42 38 43 35 37 33 64 32 . 31
Compost » Observation date

& nitrogen Jun. : Jul. ‘ A
treatments 25 26 27 28 29 1 2 5 6 7 8 9 10
C0 NO 38 36 44. 60 45 74 38 114 45 48 30 34 28
C0 NO.5 25 25 30 27 36 50 28 77 21 25 20 22 20
C0 N1 30 30 33 32 32 58 33 90 28 26 21 22 19 .
C0 N15 28 32 31 30 31 56 31 85 23 22 18 21 14
C0 N2 22 26 24 25 31 52 30 86 23 23 20 24 17
Cl NO 22 25 2119 20 27 12 653 11 09 08 07 17 .
C1 NO5 38 41 40 37 40 69 39. 103 28 28 24 23 19
Cl N1 41 42 45 41 42 72 44 118 32 29 21 23 22°
Cl N15 36 47 40 40 33 76 46 128 37 34 26 29 23
Cl N2 27 30 30 29 35 58 36 95 24 22 16 18 17
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Table 11-3-2. Amount of leaching water (£) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Jul.
treatments 11 12 13 14 18 19 20 21 27 28 29 30 31
CO0 NO 28 27 45 49 135 24 26 31 206 70 72 64 54
C0 NO.5 24 22 22 22 58 14 11 21 111 22 25 24 25
CO N1 26 27 26 27 96 19 22 25 146 32 38 40 38
CO0 N1.5 29 31 24 20 66 12 14 19 92 39 44 45 43
C0 N2 28 27 30 53 119 23 27 29 164 47 47 62 67
Cl1 NO 20 17 19 19 82 18 22 22 97 23 25 24 24
C1 NOS5 31 28 20 27 92 19 21 22 114 22 24 24 29
Cl1 N1 28 36 25 28 93 18 22 25 85 22 25 24 22
Cl1 N15 31 27 32 33 109 20 20 26 116 22 25 24 26
Cl N2 20 27 19 25 85 17 19 22 102 18 23 23 22
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Aug.
treatments 1 2 3 5 6 7 8 9 10 12 13 14 15
CO0 NO 32 45 76 128 44 50 176 76 42 88 34 52 22
C0 NO5 21 32 27 67 34 36 24 36 31 76 34 48 38
C0 N1 35 64 60 150 94 120 103 142 124 263 116 133 93
CO N15 39 63 65 154 89 94 76 105 91 195 100 116 7.7
CO N2 72 66 71 162 76 110 70 112 98 210 82 92 45
Cl1 NO 20 33 32 65 26 35 20 39 31 74 38 48 25
C1 NO05 25 35 36 98 52 58 44 68 74 153 59 86 55
Cl N1 22 31 30 68 41 41 35 47 46 112 49 72 37
C1 N15 27 35 45 100 50 61 58 73 73 169 75 103 76
Cl N2 19 35 33 78 38 44 34 54 49 125 58 85 58
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Aug. .
treatments 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 24 25 26 27 928 29
CO0 NO 30 84 74 41 73 28 68 181 75 76 90 41 48
C0 NO0.5 33 59 47 43 64 51 47 170 53 60 111 81 82
C0 N1 149 141 141 119 140 96 93 248 173 155 200 160 183
CON15 157 158 136 108 161 116 123 271 183 144 200 183 198
CO N2 82 124 124 107 146 82 116 252 132 123 162 130 123
C1l NO 29 65 43 45 53 30 45 117 48 50 67 53 57
Cl1 NO5 78 131 91 86 112 51 77 179 108 102 129 103 137
Cl N1 61 99 76 272 104 67 79 199 115 103 138 109 118
CI1 N15 101 128 97 103 139 7.7 110 216 134 111 170 117 129
Cl N2 63 108 87 76 100 56 74 219 124 107 166 125 134
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Table 11-3-3. Amount of leaching water ( £) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Aug. Sept.

treatments 30 31 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1l
CO NO 78 44 88 47 78 83 42 72 84 59 55 84 55
CONOS5 96 85 101 S8 88 99 92 122 79 101 113 96 112
CO N1 151 147 195 179 167 130 155 159 158 139 156 151 142
CO N15 166 120 155 157 147 142 173 189 176 125 160 128 142
CO N2 134 113 113 141 140 130 125 140 128 123 134 132 135
C1 NO 65 53 66 66 80 73 79 87 57 84 83 82 99
Cl1 N0O5 144 116 135 124 157 145 165 171 116 160 170 173 167
Cl1 N1 134 110 132 139 138 135 145 164 126 145 149 147 145
CI N15 138 109 155 155 153 140 154 168 130 151 162 145 146
Cl1 N2 122 97 122 129 124 138 152 156 114 134 159 151 146
Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Sept. Total

treatments 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
CO0 NO 56 109 51 77 56 93 104 - - - - - 6199
CO NOS5 108 134 97 122 106 132 125 - - - - - 5312
CO N1 151 171 174 137 128 146 136 - - - - - 8770
CON15 152 168 146 146 175 175 143 - - - - - 8555
CO N2 125 144 116 127 115 121 123 - - - - - 7
C1 NO 86 93 77 88 78 88 79 - - - - - 4943
ClI N0O5 177 201 151 173 168 169 158 - - - - - 8158
C1 N1 140 162 137 148 138 143 134 - - - - - 7479
C1 N15 141 1565 147 137 140 131 126 - - - - - 8077
Cl N2 153 161 149 157 128 139 133 - - - - - 7200

- 121 -



Table 12-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on NOs content(ppm) of leaching water in

lysimeter condition (1996).

Observation date

Nitrogen May Jun.
treatments oo o) o5 95 27 28 29 31 7 8 9 10
NO 1267 1033 1531 1538 1154 1379 779 1300 785 914 700 586
N 05 1233 1500 1257 1331 1007 1207 577 1411 654 621 7.00 457
N1 1300 1333 1277 1279 1036 1207 793 940 643 914 971 7.36
Observation date
Nitrogen Jun, Tul.
treatments ., o 44 9 98 5 12 19 26 21 28 29
N O 443 883 629 708 350 267 120 100 079 089 055 058
N 05 38 650 464 633 308 140 110 100 069 077 051 047
N1 82 829 579 733 508 250 180 100 068 072 058 0.49
Observation date
Nitrogen Aug Sept. Oct.
treatments , g 5 93 39 6 13 20 29 4
NO o071 071 103 130 083 071 150 151 063 051 - -
NO5 066 070 111 120 08 071 143 157 076 048 - -
N1 065 069 111 134 083 075 143 148 08l 076 - -
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Table 12-2.

Effect of nitrogen levels on NOs content(ppm) of leachmg water in

lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost & Observation date
nitrogen ~May Jun.
treatments 28 29 30 31 7 10. 11 12 13 15 21
CO NO 131 119 149 144 217 149 117 139 157 151 187
CO NO5 149 119 164 149 192 162 117 141 163 . 151 184
C0 N1 152 122 18 143 179 174 117 143 142 147 186
CO N15 136 135 134 153 178 133 14 18 176 153 4 24
CO0 N2 144 134 198 141 145 117 200 148 198 145 235
Cl NO 133 127 18 144 182 238 131 15 164 18 170
Cl NO5 157 116 164 134 163 199 117 103 143 193 -189
Cl N1 158 141 175 122 174 168 138 094 140 18 171
Cl N15 136 129 166 138 198 163 129 103 15 205 180
Cl N2 135 146 18 137 18 170 132 163 148 161 163
Compost & Observation date
nitrogen  Jun.. Jul Aug.
treatments 28 5 12 19 26 31 1 2 3 9 16
CO NO 343 124 141 208 122 166 339 204 18 206 283
CO NO5 164 154 106 177 132 164 268 204 232 179 314
C0 N1 169 115 143 223 117 18 305 219 -18 18 29
COo N15 177 125 116 213 153 182 317 209 146 205 28
CO0 N2 182 121 105 213 125 210 367 292 197 214 325
Cl NO 168 121 127 157 115 194 301 18 214 205 298
Cl NO5 164 138 099 170 132 163 287 177 18 204 279
Cl N1 168 150 121 210 109 181 279 208 187 201 '298
Cl N15 157 122 121 191 18 169 267 233 209 228 28
Cl N2 161 137 123 164 139 183 297 210 201 199 285
Compost & Observation date
niotrogen Aug. Sept.
treatments 23 30 6 13 20
CO0 NO 18 305 518 293 270 - - - - - -
CO NO5 206 327 462 277 237 - - - - - -
C0 N1 189 305 438 -313 208 - - - - - -
CO N15 227 330 631 277 253 - - - - - -
CO N2 204 296 48 301 292 - - - - - -
Cl NO 215 289 484 298 266 - - - - - -
Cl NO5 220 306 449 423 256 - - - - - -
Cl N1 222 301 57 298 270 - - - - - -
Cl N15 213 287 499 305 28 - - - - - =
Cl N2 225 303 489 338 294 - - - - - -
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Table 12-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on NOj content(ppm) of leaching water in

lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost & Observation date

nitrogen May Jun.

treatments 27 28 29 30 2 9 10 11 12 13 18
C0 NO 627 542 487 487 504 591 531 477 454 572 246
CO NOS5 556 509 470 431 449 449 465 469 454 528 253
CO0 N1 6.74 540 480 469 487 537 496 453 442 523 296
CO N15 580 513 521 469 461 6.03 566 514 478 564 253
CO N2 689 593 482 478 492 483 442 478 478 523 245
Cl NO 478 472 437 428 481 493 501 491 487 561 240
Cl NO5 622 553 509 465 494 48 465 493 509 578 248
Cl1 N1 555 566 558 478 504 493 478 459 513 561 245
Cl N15 487 478 493 478 494 520 504 492 487 495 270
Cl N2 598 496 474 478 467 511 460 467 451 492 253

Compost & Observation date

nitrogen  Jun. Jul. Aug.
treatments 23 30 7 14 21 28 29 30 31 1 5
CO NO 247 271 280 373 310 300 294 295 298 3.00 304
CO NO5 259 273 281 368 327 311 405 375 354 323 313
CO N1 297 311 315 380 318 291 430 38 325 296 289
CO N15 246 265 295 372 327 303 457 408 363 324 346
CO N2 246 281 310 373 325 288 455 404 366 302 29
Cl NO 232 261 304 379 345 307 271 261 239 243 296
Cl N0O.5 253 275 303 367 322 28 38 346 330 311 289
Cl N1 238 263 305 357 312 28 398 335 313 29 3.09
Cl N15 263 28 324 38 329 300 434 404 370 .347 368
Cl N2 245 278 296 350 302 284 447 420 360 337 319

Compost & Observation date

nitrogen  Aug. Sent.

treatments 12 19 26 2 9 16 23 29
CO0 NO 347 326 338 324 319 322 323 313 - - -
CO NO5 301 303 312 310 313 313 3.06 309 -~ - -
C0 N1 319 309 317 28 293 291 294 287 - - -
CO N15 343 336 339 344 350 348 342 34 - - -
C0 N2 290 269 272 28 278 28 293 28 - - -
Cl1 NO 288 265 279 268 28 292 28 279 - - -
Cl NO5 269 275 28 279 282 272 280 281 - - -
Cl1 N1 281 275 28 29 301 28 293 290 - - -
Cl N15 327 341 339 344 335 340 342 338 - ~ -
Cl N2 311 314 317 306 309 316 321 319 - - -
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Table 13-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on NO3 -N content(mg) of leaching water in
lysimeter condition (1996).

Nitrogen

Observation date

treatments May Jun.
25 26 27 28 29 31 7 8 9 10 11
NO 1786 967 752 845 617 1534 2554 587 310 248 1.80
NOS 1631 1116 842 88 483 1882 1766 372 273 184 134
N1 1385 728 737 731 581 995 1489 419 352 244 261
Observation date
12 14 21 28 5 12 19 26 21 28 29
NO 350 479 1942 812 600 273 343 031 031 019 020
NO0.5 230 326 1642 758 38 312 305 028 050 024 021
N1 240 38 1788 859 521 391 297 029 116 032 038
Observation date
trI:;tErigeirtls Aug. Sept. Oct.
2 9 16 23 30 6 13 20 29 4
NO 0.93 129 174 192 183 143 25 369 065 145 -
NO5 125 136 154 224 160 135 297 306 058 100 -
N1 253 194 418 48 299 258 514 434 042 097 -
Nitrogen Total Total Leaching/N
treatments (mg) (kg/10a)  Application (%)
NO - - - - 170.37 '0.370 28
NO.5 - - - - 153.52 0.333 126
N1 - - - - 156.11 0.339 26
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Table 13-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on NOs -N content(mg) of leaching water in

lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost & Observation date
nitrogen May Tun.
treatments 53 99 30 3] 7 10 11 12 13 15 21
CONO 500 130 112 103 121 072 041 060 070 056 037
CO NOS5 475 105 120 09 112 08 050 066 080 063 043
CO NI 581 133 146 09 097 078 047 064 057 055 050
CO N15 450 099 082 082 082 042 04 064 064 049 093
CON2 517 104 132 067 059 044 061 053 074 047 054
Cl NO 287 055 08 051 08 08 04 059 060 063 041
Cl NOb 425 078 096 068 095 087 048 047 068 078 052
Cl NI 419 105 102 059 206 073 064 036 060 066 040
Cl N15 440 101 112 074 092 067 045 042 062 069 045
Cl N2 370 099 106 060 246 056 042 054 052 052 0.38
Compost & Observation date
nitrogen  jun Jul Aug.
freatments "o 5 12 19 2% 3 1 2 3 9 16
CONO 104 049 076 109 120 143 628 526 245 277 274
CO NO5 053 063 056 084 137 172 453 597 344 328 421
CO N1 056 040 071 1.08 127 213 99 775 312 478 6.20
CO N15 053 036 065 115 094 196 890 597 123 435 496
C0 N2 053 116 046 118 129 228 1032 904 274 430 499
Cl NO 049 038 062 075 149 279 774 653 380 456 4.02
Cl NO5 052 052 055 075 160 159 530 654 380 343 3.08
Cl N1 051 042 058 062 121 203 613 521 283 324 284
Cl N15 044 039 067 110 237 293 537 632 371 377 357
Cl N2 048 028 025 037 146 249 119 630 257 353 299
Compost & Observation date .
nitrogen Ay Sept. Total Total /If\(liﬁti?g;i
treatments 23 30 6 13 20 (mg) (kg/102) Application(%)
CO0 NO 151 29 397 273 235 52.06 0.113 0.9
CO NOS5 306 1074 1245 754 317 76.96 0.167 1.3
CO NI 292 950 954 854 274 85.24 0.185 14
CO N15 262 994 1625 6.17 3.18 80.68 0.175 1.3
CO N2 254 742 1036 9.11 4.02 83.87 0.182 14
Cl NO 1.89 687 1108 716 250 71.73 0.156 1.2
Cl NO5 237 558 903 1073 3.16 69.95 0.152 1.2
Cl N1 243 835 1308 748 274 72.06 0.156 1.2
Cl N15 256 689 1042 258 292 67.49 0.147 1.1
Cl N2 342 376 661 612 321 67.55 0.147 1.1

- 126 -



Table 13-3.

Effect of nitrogen levels on NOs -N content(mg) of leaching water in
lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost & Observation date

nitrogen  May Jun.

treatments 57 28 29 3 2 9 100 11 12 13 18
CO NO 1333 780 717 515 1881 5148 779 673 570 6.07 1431
CO NO5 764 458 472 333 1141 2325 372 356 299 336 868
CO N1 1452 803 730 449 1719 1613 275 405 28 3.08 10.00
CO N15 890 606 657 446 1442 3069 417 401 306 479 10.70
CO N2 1228 680 619 499 1696 3084 378 355 321 331 833
Cl N0 827 1752 626 367 1850 4623 1707 634 502 614 1361
Cl NO5 1760 1096 1049 901 2230 4811 733 911 570 559 13.12
Cl N1 1486 1097 1041 651 1551 3170 441 406 697 528 1336
Cl N15 1491 966 1005 654 1894 3419 413 764 58 49 1387
Cl N2 1215 719 774 628 1778 4256 598 471 470 391 1141

Compost & Observation date

nitrogen  Jun. Jul. ' Aug.

treatments o3 33 7 4 21 28 29 30 3 1 5
CO NO 1663 1589 2021 2007 1471 1839 476 406 365 210 16.14
CO NO5 985 1061 1264 1268 17.74 930 225 200 197 151 87
CO N1 1053 1064 1384 1197 957 963 299 282 228 183 1366
CO N15 1148 1075 1448 1304 824 891 453 404 333 273 2053
CO N2 845 983 1516 1675 1444 1384 486 565 526 464 1890
Cl NO 1137 793 761 903 109 832 152 143 129 111 865
Cl NO5 1423 1431 1804 1412 1115 889 206 190 164 170 11.03
Cl N1 1310 1492 2037 1493 1114 687 219 178 158 150 9.02
Cl N15 1353 1557 2383 1756 1282 919 246 214 217 208 1394
Cl N2 1122 1132 1576 1126 9.81 763 234 211 176 147 1049

Compost & Observation date Total Total Leaching
nitrogen  Aug. Sept. (mg) (kg /Ntrogen

treatments 12 19 2% 2 9 6 23 29 /10a) Appli.(%)
CO NO 2941 2506 3830 31.69 3443 3541 2040 1592 51154 1.111 85
CO0 NO5 1592 2038 31.01 4502 48.04 5429 2343 2065 41527 0902 69
CO N1 4618 4742 4911 7857 69.78 69.25 2582 21.17 58756 1.276 98
CO N15 4810 6399 76.11 9079 8341 8247 31.03 2155 70235 1525 117
CO0 N2 4465 3990 5197 5785 57.70 5775 2235 21.75 57194 1242 96
Cl NO 1455 1767 2121 2564 34.02 395 13.12 11.27 37492 0.814 6.3
Cl N05 2700 3656 4015 5565 69.11 7448 26,55 19.89 607.77 1.320 102
Cl N1 2032 4122 4312 5864 6855 66.02 23.25 1682 559.40 1215 9.3
Cl N15 3374 5057 5892 7527 7993 7956 26.75 2254 673351462 -11.2°
Cl N2 2343 3771 4910 6234 69.17 7445 25.12 1890 569.80 1.237 95
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Table 14-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on Organic-N content(%) of different soil depth
in lysimeter condition (1996).

Nitrogen  Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 23  Jun. 14 Jul. 1 Jul. 18 Aug. 20 Oct. 10
ON 10 0.037 0.021 0.025 0.011 0.014 0.014
30 0.015 0.018 0.031 0.016 0.019 0.018
70 0.008 0.006 0.005 0.002 0.011 0.011
05N 10 - 0.018 0.012 0.026 0.027 0.025
30 - 0.011 0.009 0.022 0.007 0.005
70 - 0.004 0.004 0.003 0.002 0.002
1N 10 - 0.029 0.015 0.021 0.015 0.012
30 - 0.040 0.011 0.010 0.010 0.008
70 - 0.006 0.012 0.030 0.008 0.005

Table 14-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on Organic-N content(%) of different soil depth
in lysimeter condition (1997)

Cgri'rtlg)cgén& Soil depth Observation date

treatments (cm) May. 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
CO0 NO 10 0.075 0.072 0.068 0.066
30 0.045 0.051 0.042 0.047

70 0.048 0.042 0.038 0.036

C0 NO5 10 - 0.076 0.085 0.058
30 - 0.051 0.056 - 0.046

70 - 0.033 0.037 0.040

C0O N1 10 - 0.068 0.067 0.065
30 - 0.066 0.042 0.041

70 - 0.074 0.041 0.040

CO0 N15 10 - 0.068 0.060 0.058
30 - 0.055 0.041 0.044

70 - 0.045 0.025 0.033

C0 N2 ' 10 - 0.083 0.076 0.064
30 - 0.055 0.040 0.040

70 - 0.044 0.059 0.047

Cl NO 10 0.084 0.052 0.056 0.065
30 0.065 0.037 0.042 0.060

70 0.065 0.041 0.041 0.056

Cl NO5 10 - 0.046 0.080 0.075
30 - 0.048 - 0.062 0.051

70 - 0.039 0.042 0.046

Cl N1 10 - 0.070 0.063 0.068
30 - 0.046 0.037 0.056

70 - 0.039 0.040 0.049
Cl1 N15 10 - 0.077 0.060 0.071 -
30 - 0.036 0.055 0.054

. 70 - 0.045 0.041 0.053
Cl N2 10 - 0.065 0.071 0.063
30 - 0.042 0.040 0.048

70 - 0.038 0.050 0.049
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Table 14-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on Organic-N content(%) of different soil depth
in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost & Soil depth Observation date

nitrogen

treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 9 Jul. 27 Oct. 7

CO NO 10 0.067 0.059 0.058 0.058

30 0.048 0.039 0.049 0.048

70 0.038 0.029 0.039 0.029

CO NO5 10 - 0.078 0.068 0.048

30 - 0.059 0.049 0.049

70 - 0.039 0.039 0.038

Co N1 0 - 0.078 0.058 0.069

30 - 0.068 0.059 0.049

70 - 0.059 0.048 0.028

CO N15 10 - 0.048 0.038 0.068

30 - 0.038 0.048 0.049

70 - 0.048 0.039 0.018

CO N2 10 - 0.057 0.068 0.068

30 - 0.068 0.068 0.058

70 - 0.038 0.059 0.028

C1 NO 10 0.076 0.059 0.059 0.048

30 0.067 0.049 0.049 0.048

70 0.067 0.039 0.029 0.038

C1 NO5 10 - 0.059 0.068 0.068

30 - 0.039 0.048 0.048

70 - 0.039 0.039 0.038

Cl1 NI 10 - 0.058 0.069 0.058

30 - 0.049 0.048 0.048

70 - 0.039 0.029 0.038

Cl N15 10 - 0.067 0.058 0.068

30 - 0.059 0.039 0.048

. 70 - 0.039 0.028 0.038

Cl N2 10 - 0.057 0.058 0.068

30 - 0.059 0.048 0.058

70 - 0.049 0.049 0.048
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Table 15-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on Urea-N{(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1996).

Nitrogen  Soil depth Observation date
treatments {(cm) May 23  Jun. 14 Jul. 1 Jul. 18  Aug. 20 Oct. 10
0N 10 6.4 6.0 3.7 6.8 49 26.2
30 49 36 62 . 7.0 5.7 15.3
70 10.2 59 6.4 45 5.7 355
05 N 10 - 7.7 6.9 3.0 59 124
30 - 79 10.3 4.7 49 154
70 - 59 7.0 38 9.6 22.1
1IN 10 - 17.8 114 8.2 7.0 38.1
30 - N 3.8 78 6.5 440
70 - 7.8 55 6.1 75 15.7

Table 15-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on Urea-N(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1997).

C?lfifgf:gsén& Soil depth ‘ Observation date

treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
C0 NO 10 1.19 0.00 0.00 0.00
30 159 0.18 0.35 0.00

70 1.29 0.00 0.00 0.00

CO NO5 10 - 0.00 1.30 0.00
30 - 0.78 0.00 0.00

70 - 0.17 0.00 0.00

CO N1 10 - 3.99 0.00 0.31
30 - 0.00 0.00 0.66

70 - 0.00 0.00 0.60

CO N15 10 - 0.00 0.00 0.82
30 - 0.00 0.00 0.46

70 - 0.00 0.00 0.94

Co N2 10 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
30 - 1.36 0.00 0.00

70 - 213 0.00 0.00

Cl NO 10 2.82 3.17 0.00 127
30 158 6.25 0.00 191

70 2.82 0.00 0.00 1.88

Cl NOS5 10 - 0.00 0.00 1.47
30 - 0.77 0.00 1.80

70 - 0.55 0.00 1.03

Cl N1 10 - 0.00 2.19 1.47
30 - 0.50 0.00 1.30

70 - 0.00 275 1.07

Cl N15 10 - 288 0.00 1.64
30 - 2.43 0.00 0.70

70 - 0.00 0.00 1.32

C1 N2 10 - 0.00 0.00 0.86
30 - 387 0.00 152

70 - 0.00 0.00 112
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Table 15-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on Urea-N(ppm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost &

Observation date

nitrogen 501(1c§1r:e)pth
treatments May 26 Jun. 9 Jul. 27 Oct. 7

C0 NO 10 1.20 0.03 0.03 0.00
30 1.80 0.45 0.32 0.00

70 1.75 0.12 0.00 0.00

C0 NOb5 10 - 0.45 0.50 0.00
30 - 0.15 0.00 0.00

70 - 0.28 0.00 0.00

C0 N1- 10 - 2.50 0.00 0.00
30 . - 0.00 0.00 0.00

70 - 0.00 0.00 0.00

CO N15 10 - 0.10 0.00 0.00
30 - 0.32 0.10 0.00

70 - 0.45 0.00 0.00

C0 N2 10 - 0.12 0.00 0.00
30 - 1.85 0.00 0.00

70 - 1.34 0.00 0.00

Cl NO 10 1.75 2.23 0.00 1.10
30 1.32 3.17 0.00 1.57

70 1.07 0.20 0.00 1.32

Cl N05 10 - 0.00 0.00 1.45
30 - 0.00 0.00 1.32

70 - 052 0.40 1.10

Cl N1 10 - 0.12 0.00 - 1.40
30 - 0.45 0.00 1.29

] 70 - 1.20 0.00 0.97

Cl N15 10 - 1.07 2.00 150
30 - 0.54 0.00 1.10

70 - 0.04 0.00 0.81

Cl N2 10 - 0.00 0.00 0.75
30 - 0.00 0.00 0.87.

70 - 0.12 0.00 1.10
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Tablel6-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on EC content(mS/cm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter conditon (1996).

Nitrogen  Soil depth Observation date
treatments (cm) May 23 Jun. 14 Jul. 1 Jul. 18  Aug. 20 Oct. 10
0N 10 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.36 0.38 0.06
30 0.21 0.20 0.43 0.24 0.23 0.03
70 0.21 0.15 0.30 0.34 0.20 0.03
05 N 10 - 0.30 0.30 0.32 0.34 0.06
30 - 0.25 0.32 0.21 0.25 0.04
70 - 0.20 0.33 0.22 0.21 0.03
1N 10 - 0.40 0.33 0.28 0.38 0.07
30 - 0.25 0.52 0.27 0.28 0.04
70 - 0.20 0.28 0.23 0.16 0.03

Table 16-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on EC content(mS/cm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1997).

C‘r’ur_g%OSt & Soil depth Observation date
gen
treatments (cm) May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 11
CO NO 10 0.08 0.04 0.06 0.06
30 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.04
70 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.04
CO0 NO5 10 - 0.04 0.05 0.06
30 - 0.04 0.03 0.03
70 - o003 n.04 0.03
CO0 N1 10 - o - 005 0.05
30 - 004 - 0.04 0.03
70 - 0.04 004 0.03
CO0 N15 10 - 0.04 0.05 0.06
30 - 0.03 0.04 - 0.04
70 - 0.04 0.04 0.04
CO N2 10 - 0.05 0.06 0.06
30 - 0.03 0.04 0.03
70 - 0.04 0.03 0.03
C1 NO 10 0.10 0.05 0.04 0.05
30 0.08 0.03 0.03 0.03
70 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.04
Cl NO5 10 - 0.04 0.05 0.05
30 - 0.05 0.04 0.04
70 - 0.04 0.04 0.04
Cl N1 10 - 0.04 0.03 0.04
30 - 0.03 0.03 0.03
70 - 0.04 0.03 0.03
Cl N15 10 - 0.06 0.04 0.04
30 - 0.04 0.04 0.03
70 - 0.04 0.04 0.03
Cl N2 10 - 0.07 0.06 0.06
30 ~ 0.04 0.04 0.03

70 - 0.04 0.05 0.04
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Table 16-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on EC content(mS/cm) of different soil depth in
lysimeter condition (1998).

Cor.npost & g depth Observation date

nitrogen (cm) Mav 26

treatments y Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Oct. 7

CO0 NO 10 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.04

30 0.06 0.06 0.04 0.04

70 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.04

CO0 NO5 10 - 0.05 0.05 0.04

30 - 0.04 0.03 0.03

70 - 0.03 0.03 0.03

CO0 N1 10 - 0.05 0.05 0.05

30 - 0.04 0.04 0.03

70 - 0.04 0.04 0.03

CO0 N15 10 - 0.06 0.05 0.04

30 - 0.04 0.04 0.04

70 - 0.04 0.04 0.03

CO N2 10 - 0.05 0.05 0.05

30 - 0.04 0.04 0.03

70 - 0.04 0.03 0.03

C1 NO 10 0.09 0.05 0.04 0.03

30 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.03

70 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.02

Cl1 NO5 10 - 0.05 0.05 0.05

30 - 0.05 0.04 0.03

70 - 0.04 0.04 0.03

Cl N1 10 - 0.06 0.05 0.04

30 - 0.04 0.03 0.03

70 - 0.04 0.03 0.03

Cl N15 10 - 0.06 0.05 0.04

30 - 0.04 0.04 0.03

70 - 0.03 0.04 0.03

Cl N2 10 - - 0.07 0.06 0.05

30 - 0.06 0.05 0.03

70 - 0.05 0.05 0.04
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Table 17-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-N content(%) of rice plant in lysimeter
condition (1996).

Nitrogen  Plant part Observation date

treatments May. 23 Jum. 14 Jul. 1 Jul 18 Aug. 20 Oct. 10
NO Leaf 0.645 1.448 095 0.475 0.198 0.59
Stem - 1.393 031 0.21 0.12 0.259

Root - 0.608 0.303 0.22 0443 0477

Grain - 0.908

NO5 Leaf 0.645 1.578 0.7 0.6 0276 0545
Stem - 0.803 0.435 0.643 0.16 0276

" Root - 1223 0703 027 0248 0488

Grain - 0.902

N1 Leaf 0645 1,533 2.45 0568 0425 0563
Stem - 1.226 0543 0.233 0415 0297

Root - 0.51 1.23 0.198 0215  0.485

Grain - 0.875
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Table 17-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on T-N content(%) of rice plant in lysimeter

condition (1997).

Compost & Observation date
nitrogen Plant part

treatments May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Aug. 23 Oct. 11 -

CO NO Leaf 2.30 3.64 1.58 1.34 0.47

' Stem - 1.38 0.54 0.10 0.38

Root - 1.16 0.14 0.25 0.25

Grain - 0.94

C0 NOS5 Leaf - 3.98 2.19 2.00 0.31

Stem - 158 0.32 0.65 0.39

Root - 0.20 0.20 0.47 0.23

Grain - 0.98

CO0 N1 Leaf - 443 2.33 2.31 0.62

Stem - 437 0.27 0.70 0.38

Root - 1.79 0.09 0.46- 0.33

Grain - 1.04

C0 N15 Leaf - 5.50 3.01 245 0.62

Stem - 3.12 0.63 0.81 047

Root - 125 0.13 0.80 0.34

Grain - : 1.10

CO0 N2 Leaf - 7.76 3.48 2.46 0.63
‘ Stem - 1.22 1.16 0.60 043

Root - 0.45 0.65 0.68 0.36

Grain .= . o 111

Cl NO Leaf 2.30 3.85 1.68 1.64 0.66

Stem - 1.670 0.730 0.430 0.41

Root - 0.230 0.130 0.460 0.26

Grain - . 1.00

Cl NO5 Leaf - 4.19 1.83 1.82 0.59

Stem - 1.49 0.63 0.55 0.57

Root - - 072 0.13 0.8 0.32

Grain - 0.95

Cl N1 Leaf - 459 2.29 2.05 0.74
Stem - 3.32 0.39 0.59 049 .

Root - 0.13 05 0.7 0.33

Grain - 1.05

Cl N15 Leaf - 59 325 2.05 0.71
Stem - 3.26 0.84 0.68 0.37 .

Root - 0.11 0.47 0.58 0.34

Grain - : 1.05

Cl N2 Leaf - 6.67 3.68 2.87 0.74

Stem - 342 0.88 0.81 050

Root - 1.61 0.84 0.66 0.37

Grain - 112
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Table 17-3. Effect of nitrogen 1évels on T-N content(%) of rice plant in lysimeter

condition(1998).
Compost & Observation date
nitrogen Plant part
treatments May 26 Jun. 23 Jul. 25 Aug. 23 Oct. 7
CO0 NO Leaf 222 2.15 147 0.97 0.56
Stem - 1.56 0.62 0.46 0.41
Root - 0.92 0.45 0.36 0.31
Grain - 0.92
C0 NOS5 Leaf - 395 2.26 1.98 0.68
Stem - 162 0.65 0.57 0.49
Root - 1.02 0.22 0.35 0.28
Grain - 0.99
C0 N1 Leaf - 432 2.59 2.15 0.72
Stem - 2.25 0.72 0.50 0.42
Root - 2.15 0.86 0.42 0.31
Grain - 1.05
CO0 N15 Leaf - 5.44 2.85 2.53 0.72
Stem - 3.08 1.28 0.89 0.71
Root - 1.33 047 042 0.38
Grain - 1.15
CO0 N2 Leaf - 759 351 2.59 0.97
Stem - 1.42 1.35 0.77 0.64
Root - 1.32 0.56 0.54 - 0.44
Grain - 1.18
Cl NO Leaf 2.27 3.65 211 1.98 0.59
Stem - 1.42 0.81 0.65 0.42
Root - 0.21 0.26 0.30 0.24
Grain - 0.75
C1 NO5 Leaf - 455 2.44 2.35 0.68
Stem - 1.63 0.86 0.75 0.57
Root - 0.32 0.24 0.22 0.21
Grain - 0.92
Cl N1 Leaf - 415 2.56 2.31 0.74
Stem - 273 0.59 0.49 0.38
Root ~ 0.47 0.44 0.38 0.24
Grain - 1.02
Cl N15 Leaf - 543 3.10 2.84 0.81
Stem - 3.59 0.95 0.86 0.46
Root - 0.52 0.35 0.34 0.25
Grain - 1.09
Cl N2 Leaf - 6.51 411 3.84 0.84
Stem - 3.57 0.76 0.59 0.48
Root - 1.40 0.68 0.47 0.34
Grain - 1.10
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Table. 18-1. Amount of irrigation water( £ ) in lysimeter condition (1996).

Nitrogen Observation date
treatments May Jun. Jul.
28 30 1 3 6 15 3 5 9 10 11
N1 100 96 19 193 100 100 200 200 150 30 240
N05 100 104 22 179 100 100 200 200 180 20 240
NO 100 100 23 193 100 100 200 200 140 00 210
Nitrogen Observation date
treatments  Jul Aug.
12 16 18 19 20 25 26 29 30 31 2
N1 90 200 50 50 200 50 200 75 175 200 88
N0.5 100 200 25 25 200 50 200 75 175 200 00
NO 8.0 200 00 00 20 38 200 25 163 20 00
Nitrogen Observation date
treatments Aug.
3 5 6 8 9 12 14 16 19 20 21
N1 125 63 11.3 225 150 138 275 275 213 50 250
N0.5 100 25 75 200 113 125 263 200 100 50 133
NO 3.8 0.0 38 200 100 75 263 163 38 00 133
Nitrogen Observation date
treatments Aug. Sept.
22 23 25 29 30 31 1 2 3 4 5
N1 183 167 200 200 167 183 217 167 133 133 267
NO0.5 50 133 50 50 50 50 150 33 33 33 217
NO 0.0 100 00 00 00 00 117 00 00 00 100
Nitrogen Observation date
treatments Sept. Total
6 7 10 12
N1 200 200 267 200 - - - - - - 756.4
N0.5 5.0 50 21.7 50 - - - - - - 529.5
NO 0.0 0.0 200 00 - - - - - - 403.3
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Table 18-2-1. Amount of irrigation water( £) in Lysimeter (1997).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Jun Jul.

treatments 8 10 12 16 19 22 9 10 14 18 21
C0 NO 25 180 113 200 195 25 25 88 8.8 50 275
C0O NO5 0.0 153 100 200 200 00 25 100 125 25 250
CO0 N1 0.0 158 100 200 200 00 00 100 125 100 300
CO N15 0.0 105 113 200 200 00 25 188 225 50 300
C0 N2 0.0 100 100 200 200 00 00 113 138 175 275
Cl1 NO 0.0 110 88 175 188 00 25 88 113 00 275
Cl NOb5 0.0 150 100 200 200 00 00 125 138 25 275
Cl N1 0.0 153 100 188 200 25 00 113 138 50 300
Cl Nibo - 00 135 100 175 175 00 00 113 175 125 250
Cil N2 0.0 135 100 200 195 00 00 88 100 25 300

Compost Observation date

&nitrogen Jul.

treatments 23 24 25 26 28 29 30 31 1 6 7
CO0 NO 200 50 113 188 175 113 133 138 213 200 175
C0 NO5 200 00 75 175 175 128 118 113 225 125 175
CO N1 200 150 175 250 250 198 188 213 275 250 225
CO N1.5 200 00 138 188 213 155 113 188 200 125 225
CO N2 200 100 150 250 250 163 188 175 225 150 225
C1 NO 200 75 213 250 250 170 188 200 225 225 150
C1 NO5 200 00 200 175 225 125 150 193 150 150 138
Cl1 N1 200 75 113 200 200 125 163 163 188 163 113
Cl1 N15 20.0 25 163 205 168 150 163 158 225 163 188
Cl N2 200 75 188 225 225 163 213 163 238 150 188

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen  Aug.

treatments 8 9 11 14 15 . 16 17 18 19 20 21
C0 NO 188 125 175 100 113 75 188 150 25 128 188
C0 NO.5 163 125 238 100 125 138 250 125 25 253 188
CO N1 250 225 263 100 125 250 263 263 225 243 175
CO N1.5 188 213 250 125 145 225 250 175 125 263 200
CO N2 213 150 275 100 180 175 275 188 125 263 213
C1 NO 150 125 225 100 93 75 193 125 00 158 138
C1 NO5 16.3 88 188 100 113 125 230 125 00 200 175
Cl1 N1 188 75 225 125 138 138 188 138 00 218 163
C1 N15 175 113 200 125 145 163 228 175 00 263 213
Cl N2 21.3 125 213 125 188 163 250 200 0.0 238 21.3
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Table 18-2-2. Amount. of irrigation water( £) in Lysimeter condition (1997).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Aug. Sept.

treatments 22 23 25 26 27 28 29 1 3 4 5
C0 NO 188 63 125 100 50 113 88 113 50 63 6.3
CONO5 225 175 263 225 125 138 125 288 200 175 188
CO N1 163 163 213 25 175 25 225 225 175 175 213
CONl5 188 188 250 250 138 225 150 300 200 213 200
C0 N2 188 200 225 225 138 175 125 250 175 200 213
C1 NO 138 88 200 138 50 200 138 150 113 150 138
Cl1 N05 188 200 238 150 75 175 138 225 150 163 125
Cl N1 200 175 200 175 25 200 163 238 138 213 150
Cl N15 213 175 200 138 00 175 138 188 75 200 88
Cl N2 213 238 188 150 25 175 125 ‘1756 75 125 100

Compost Observation déte _

& nitrogen . Sept. . Total

treatments 6 8 - 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
C0 NO 8.8 150 38 88 88 50 100 113 175 - 6310
C0O0 NO.5 163 300 175 188 238 175 175 175 300 - 8425
C0 N1 225 275 225 213 238 213 238 213 275 - 10323
CON15 225 250 200 225 225 200 188 175 225 - 918
CO N2 25 215 20 275 215 225 215 225 215 - 9843
C1 NO 150 250 100 138 150 63 150 163 150 - 7398
C1 N0O5 150 275 125 188 200 150 188 225 250 - 79938
Cl N1 213 300 175 213 225 125 200 225 250 - 83%8
Cl N15 138 250 88 113 163 100 175 138 150 - 7-7'5.;‘0
Cl1 N2 125 275 100 113 "225 100 213 163 225 - 8218
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Table 18-3-1. Amount of irrigation water( £ ) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen May Jun.

treatments 27 28 29 30 31 1 2 3 4 5 8
C0 NO 125 100 125 50 100 125 0.0 0.0 50 138 100
CO0 No.5 100 88 125 50 100 75 0.0 0.0 25 100 00
C0 N1 100 100 . 150 75 100 150 25 0.0 25 88 00
CO N15 110 80 120 30 120 10.0 8.0 0.0 6.0 90 40
CO N2 12.0 90 120 60 120 140 6.0 2.0 60 110 60
C1 NO 167 133 133 133 167 133 6.7 100 33 100 33
Cl1 NOo5 150 150 175 100 175 125 75 75 25 100 50
Cl N1 140 140 180 90 150 100 6.0 2.0 40 80 80
Cl1 N15 160 160 180 120 200 100 10.0 2.0 40 100 60
Cl N2 140 120 180 80 120 120 10.0 4.0 40 100 120

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Jun.

treatments 9 10 11 12 15 16 17 18 20 21 23
C0 NO 10.0 88 113 100 00 25 8.8 1.3 75 88 63
CO NO5 175 6.3 50 113 00 00 6.3 0.0 5.0 38 175
CO N1 5.0 75 00 100 00 13 75 5.0 25 50 175
CO N15 20 100 00 120 00 20 8.0 4.0 4.0 40 50
C0O N2 8.0 4.0 6.0 90 00 00 7.0 1.0 4.0 40 90
Cl1 NO 13.3 6.7 67 117 00 33 16.7 0.0 6.7 83 100
Cl NO5 175 1.3 138 100 00 38 125 2.5 75 100 100
Cl N1 2.0 100 30 130 40 590 8.0 3.0 8.0 50 8.0
Cl1 N15 40 100 70 110 10 20 14.0 0.0 40 60 110
C1 N2 6.0 8.0 30 100 00 00 10.0 2.0 2.0 80 100

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Jun. Jul.

treatments 24 27 28 29 30 5 6 7 8 9 13
C0 NO 75 0.0 25 0.0 25 0.0 1.3 25 0.0 00 00
CG NO5 38 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 060 00
C0 N1 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00
CO N15 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00
C0O N2 4.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 20 20
Cl1 NO 3.3 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 00 00
Cl No5 38 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00
C1 N1 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 6.0 0.0 00 00
Cl1 N15 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 40 00
Cl N2 6.0 40 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20 00
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Table 18-3-2. Amount of irrigation water( £) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Jul.
treatments 14 17 18 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
C0 NO 25 25 25 5.0 25 25 100 50 25 100 213
C0 N0O5 00 00 00 25 50 38 50 5.0 00 125 21.3
C0 N1 0.0 00 00 50 5.0 6.3 100 75 00 150 225
CO N15 00 00 20 6.0 6.0 8.0 100 00 100 80 260
CO0 N2 40 40 11.0 120 80 6.0 8.0 120 100 120 240
Cl1 NO 0.0 00 00 33 3.3 0.0 3.3 6.7 00 33 100
Cl NO5 00 00 00 25 25 0.0 125 25 50 125 175
Cl N1 0.0 00 6.0 6.0 6.0 1.0 120 20 100 80 170
Cl1 N15 00 00 50 140 20 10 160 60 100 80 170
Cl1 N2 0.0 0.0 30 100 40 4.0 140 80 100 6.0 200
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Jul Aug.
treatments 28 29 30 31 2 4 5 7 8 10 12
C0 NO 75 50 50 25 0.0 25 5.0 0.0 25 00 0.0
CO No5 00 50 00 25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0
CO0 N1 50 100 25 25 2.5 0.0 25 0.0 25 15 50
CON15 40 140 20 2.0 4.0 0.0 6.0 2.0 20 4.0 2.0
C0 N2 80 120 6.0 5.0 6.0 2.0 4.0 0.0 20 40 0.0
C1 NO 6.7 67 100 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0
Cl1 N05 0.0 25 50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0
Cl N1 00 100 00 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0
Cl1 N15 40 100 40 40 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
Cl N2 4.0 80 20 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen
treatments 13 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
CO0 NO 0.0 00 25 5.0 50 125 25 125 00 150 92
CO NOS5 00 00 0.0 0.0 50 125 50 100 00 200 138
C0 N1 75 25 100 100 225 175 125 150 00 238 238
CO N15 40 20 120 160 200 180 160 180 00 290 250
C0 N2 120 00 20 100 220 200 100 200 00 280 207
C1 NO 0.0 00 00 0.0 33 6.7 3.3 100 00 167 6.1
Cl N0O5 00 00 00 25 150 150 100 150 00 263 163
Cl N1 0.0 00 00 40 140 140 100 120 00 250 190
Cl1 N15 40 00 00 100 180 180 120 160 00 260 190
Cl N2 0.0 00 00 00 180 200 100 120 00 250 203
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Table 18-3-3. Amount of irrigation water( £ ) in lysimeter condition (1998).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Aug. Sept.

treatments 26 27 28 29 30 31 1 2 3 4 5
C0 NO 138 100 38 75 125 100 125 00 100 163 50
C0 NO.5 20.0 50 163 125 150 150 125 75 100 200 100
CO N1 263 125 325 150 175 250 175 150 150 275 125
C0 N15 290 160 300 180 200 260 180 160 160 280 180
CO N2 260 140 220 160 160 220 140 140 140 250 140
Cl NO 10.0 0.0 83 67 133 100 100 67 67 183 33
C1 N05 213 113 163 125 200 225 125 125 175 275 150
Cl1 N1 270 100 200 120 180 220 140 100 140 240 140
C1l N15 260 140 170 160 200 220 140 140 140 300 160
Cl N2 260 150 200 180 180 200 180 80 160 240 180
Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Sept.

treatments 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
CO NO 38 38 100 75 100 100 63 113 88 113 75
CONOS5 . 175 75 150 125 150 163 163 188 150 138 138
C0 N1 188 225 163 175 200 188 163 300 175 163 163
C0 N15 240 150 190 190 190 190 190 240 180 180 190
CO N2 150 150 170 150 190 170 180 21.0 170 150 150
C1 NO 5.0 100 100 117 117 100 133 100 167 83 8.3
C1 NO5 163 150 188 200 200 175 200 263 175 200 163
C1 N1 190 150 190 180 170 170 180 240 160 180 170
Cl1 N15 21.0 180 160 190 190 160 180 240 190 170 160
Cl N2 200 150 180 180 190 200 190 270 170 180 180
Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Sept. Total

treatments 17 18
C0O NO 138 125 - - - - - - - - 3317
C0 N05 150 113 - - - - - - - - 455.0
C0 N1 150 138 - - - - - - - - 711.3
CO0 N15 180 180 - - - - - - - - 762.0
C0 N2 170 150 - - - - - - - - 7217
Cl NO 133 133 - - - - - - - - 334.4
Cl NOS5S 18.8 175 - - - - - - - - 595.0
Cl N1 180 180 -- - - - - - - - 605.0
Cl1 N15 170 170 - - - - - - - - 675.0
Cl N2 180 190 - - - - - - - - 649.3
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Table 19-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice plaht height(cm) in lysimeter

4.89

condition(1996).
~ Nitrogen Observation date
tratments  May,  Jun, Jul. Aug.
31 7 14 21 28 5 12 19 26 2
NO 16 215 331 393 436 485 519 558 616 665
NO.5 17 219 362 424 473 535 567 594 665 720
N1 17 228 372 444 492 568 602 641 711 772
F value *%k * *k *ok *k *ok *% *k *k *k
LSD.05 100 111 184 165 166 232 18 236 363 2.91
Nitrogen Observation date
treatments Sept. Oct.
9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 10
NO 721 7717 845 883 892 892 892 892 892 892
NO5 795 8.0 927 941 948 948 948 948 948 948
N1 86 917 998 1022 1028 1029 1029 1029 1029- 1029
F value * ok *k *% *% * K *k *k *ok *k *k
LSD.05 423 388 416 445 445 445 445 445 445
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Table 19-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice plant height(cm) in lysimeter

condition (1997).

Compost Observation date
& nitrogen  Jun. Jul,
treatments 2 9 16 23 30 7 14 21 28
C0 NO 15.6 26.6 31.8 35.2 46.6 56.8 62.5 65.6 68.8
CO0 NO5 178 28.1 336 39.8 516 62.3 68.6 72.6 76.7
C0 N1 18.2 28.2 33.7 41.6 56.8 68.4 733 77.3 816
CO N15 190 29.4 345 421 58.6 69.9 76.7 82.2 879
C0 N2 18.1 28.4 340 409 577 69.5 778 824 87.1
Cl NO 16.6 21.7 335 36.8 51.8 64.1 735 77.3 823
Cl NO5 173 28.3 33.9 404 56.0 68.6 75.3 80.0 85.3
Cl1 N1 17.8 28.4 34.3 41.8 57.8 71.3 78.8 82.6 86.9
Cl N15 175 215 34.7 425 61.2 74.0 80.1 84.7 89.4
Cl N2 175 272 335 409 59.7 71.2 79.4 84.0 88.7
F value
Compost(C) ns ns ns ns *% ** *% ** *ok
Nitrogen(N) *ok ns * * %k *k *k *% *ok *%
(C) x (N) ns ns ns ns ns * ok *k ok
LSD.05 (C) 1.17 1.27 1.56 1.69 1.98
N) 0.80 1.04 157 1.85 2.02 2.47 2.66 3.12
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen  Aug. Sept.
treatments 1/4 11 18 25 1 8 15 22 29
C0O NO 724 75.7 815 88.6 89.4 90.0 90.0 90.0 90.0
CO N0O5 819 86.6 94.1 1025 1050 1050 1050 1050 1050
C0 N1 86.2 91.7 994 1079 1088 1088 1088 1088 1083
CO N15 915 95.2 1040 1136 1126 1126 1126 1126 1126
CO N2 93.6 98.8 1069 1158 1171 1171 1171 1171 1171
Cl NO 86.3 39.1 975 106.7 1067 1067 1067 1067 1067
Cl NO5 90.0 944 1027 1118 1135 1135 1135 1135 1135
Cl1 N1 92.9 96.4 1043 1130 1170 1170 1170 1170 1170
Cl N15 950 98.2 1065 1155 1176 1176 1176 1176 1176
Cl N2 934 98.5 1068 1160 1182 1182 1182 1182 1182
F value
Compost(C) *% *k *% *k kk kK *ok *k *ok
Nitrogen(N) *k *k *k *k *ok *ok *% *ok Kok
(C) x (N) *k *% *k *% ok K% *k *k Kk
LSD.05 (C) 2.03 2.02 2.18 25 2.47 247 2.47 247 247
(N) 3.21 3.2 3.45 3.95 391 3.91 391 391 391
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Table 19-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice plant height(cm) in lysimeter

condition (1998).

Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Jun. Jul.
treatments 1 8 15 22 29 6 13 20 27
C0O NO 13.2 194 234 28.7 36.2 46.7 533 592 64.2
C0 NO.5 135 19.2 23.7 31.7 39.8 53.6 603 659 70.3
C0 N1 138 194 245 32.8 43.1 58.8 689 747 77.4
CO N15 153 20.6 26.8 35.0 434 61.0 71.1 76.6 80.2
C0 N2 136 187 245 334 429 61.0 73.2 80.9 834
Cl1 NO 13.2 18.7 24.3 31.1 39.8 52.8 619 688 73.7
Cl NO5 144 18.8 25.3 336 41.0 5.0 650 729 76.4
Cl N1 13.8 19.6 25.6 347 429 614 720 780 80.5
Cl N15 126 17.1 236 334 434 62.4 734 792 83.3
Cl N2 13.8 17.7 245 333 433 63.0 743 806 825
F value
Compost(C)  #x ns *k ns ns ns ** ok *%
Nitrogen(N)  *x ns ns ns *% *k *% ok *ok
C) x (N) ns ns ns * ns ns ns ns *
LSD.05 (©) 0.35 093 135 1.49 1.42
N) 0.92 1.50 1.83 2.14 2.36 2.25
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen  Aug. Sept.
treatments 3 10 17 24 31 7 14 21 28
C0 NO 67.5 68.8 75.3 85.8 89.7 89.7 890.7 89.7 89.7
CO NO5 738 774 85.2 97.8 100.0 1000 1000 1000 100.0
C0 N1 80.6 84.0 95.1 1086 1122 1122 1122 1122 1122
CO0 N15 818 88.0 1005 1139 1187 1187 1187 1187 1187
C0O N2 85.6 904 1005 1138 1213 1213 1213 1213 1213
Cl1 NO 754 78.3 819 94.3 99.2 99.2 992 992 99.2
Cl NO5 797 829 90.7 1043 1084 1084 1084 1084 1084
Cl N1 829 87.8 98.8 88.0 1174 1174 1174 1174 1174
Cl N15 864 915 1025 1157 1229 1229 1229 1229 1229
Cl N2 86.4 93.6 1047 1186 1262 1252 1252 1252 1252
F value '
Compost(C) *k *k *k K,k ok *k *k *k **
Nitrogen(N) *k *ok *¥ * ¥ * ok *k * ok *k * ok
(C) x (N) *k ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns
LSD.05 (C) 1.62 1.77 1.83 217 2.05 2.05 2.05 2.05 2.05
N) 2.56 2.79 2.89 3.44 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.25 3.25
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Table 20-1. Effect of nitrogen levels
condition (1996).

on number of tillers/hill

in lysimeter

Nitrogen Observation date
treatments May. Jun. Jul. Aug.
31 7 14 21 28 5 12 19 26 2
NO 0 6.6 13.0 16.1 187 192 197 204 178 170
NO0.5 0 6.9 149 226 260 283 295 292 254 238
N1 0 7.1 16.4 239 299 322 346 31 298 280
F value ns ns ns * * * * * *
LSD.05 682 719 78 765 570 585
Nitrogen Observation date
treatments Aug. Sept. Oct.
9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 10
NO 16.0 153 15.1 15.0 149 149 149 149 149 149
NO0.5 22.0 20.5 194 193 191 19.1 19.1 191 191 191
N1 25.3 23.6 229 23.0 225 225 225 225 225 225
F value * * * * * * * * * *
LSD.05 518 454 4,52 443 414 198 198 198 198 198
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Table 20-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on number of tillers/hill in lysimeter
condition (1997).

Compost Observation date
& Nitrogen Jun. Jul.
treatments 2 9 16 23 30 7 14 21 28
CO0 NO 0 6.2 13.3 21.1 23.3 22.3 216 20.8 18.9
C0 NO5 0 6.6 15.9 289 32.8 326 314 28.2 249
CO N1 0 6.3 15.2 309 373 362 359 33.3 31.7
~CO N15 0 7.2 179 34.0 40.4 39.1 389 346 309
CO N2 0 6.3 156 32.8 416 39.1 39.0 365 34.2
Cl NO 0 6.5 15.2 264 289 282 271 254 242
C1 NO5 0 6.5 164 30.2 334 315 30.1 28.0 26.3
Cl N1 0 79 18.0 337 39.3 379 36.0 323 291
Cl1 N15 0 75 189 35.1 43.0 40.1 33.8 351 0 323
Cl N2 0 75 165 326 42.0 40.0 394 370 353
F value :
Compost(C) ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns:’
Nitrogen(N) ns * *% *k *K *% *k k%
) x M) ns ns ns ns ., ns ns - ns ns.
LSD.05 (C) :
(N) 2.25 3.16 3.12 2.95 2.51 2.88
Compost Observation date
& nitrogen Aug. Sept.
treatments 1/4 11 18 25 1 3 15 22 29
C0 NO 16.5 145 14.1 13.3 13.2 132 132 13.2 13.2
C0 NO5 229 19.1 18.6 18.3 18.3 183 - 183 18.3 18.3
C0 N1 26.1 25.2 23.6 22.0 21.3 21.3 21.3 21.3 21.3
CO N1b 28.3 26.2 24.4 23.3 224 22.4 22.4 224 224
CO0 N2 31.0 28.8 270 25.1 244 244 24.4 244 - 244
C1l NO 23.9 20.3 20.1 19.8 19.7 19.7 19.7 19.7 19.7-./
C1 N05 234 22.2 21.3 20.7 20.4 204 204 204 20.4
Cl N1 274 26.3 24.4 22.2 22.3 22.3 22.3 22.3 22.3
Cl1 N15 309 278 25.8 243 239 239 239 239 239 -
Cl N2 32.7 28.8 26.7 25.3 250 250 25.0 250 25.0
F value ‘
COmDOSt(C) * * *%k % %k %k *k * %k *kk **. .
Nitrogen(N) *% ok *k *% *ok * % * % *k . kk ‘ ‘
€) x N) ns ns ns * * * * * -
LSD.O05 (C) 2.08 1.80 1.45 1.29 1.26 1.26 126 126 126
(N) 3.30 2.84 2.29 2.04 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00

2.00
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Table 20-3 . Effect of nitrogen levels on number of tillers/hill in lysimeter
condition (1998).

Compost Observation date

& nitrogen Jun. Jul. Aug.

treatments 15 22 29 6 13 20 27 3
C0 NO 6.1 11.8 14.3 14.1 136 13.1 126 11.9
C0 NO5 6.5 159 229 21.7 21.1 20.1 185 18.1
C0 N1 7.3 16.6 244 28.3 29.8 25.7 23.2 210
C0 N15 6.6 15.7 273 30.0 29.8 283 258 239
CO N2 6.1 146 26.3 30.3 31.3 28.8 252 23.9
Cl NO 6.4 14.1 19.0 19.5 19.9 19.8 18.2 17.3
C1 NO5 79 174 24.8 24.9 24.1 230 21.3 19.0
Cl N1 8.6 17.3 295 304 29.0 26.6 24.2 233
Cl1 N15 6.9 154 216 30.6 315 29.7 271.3 256
Cl N2 6.4 14.4 26.4 30.6 320 31.1 28.3 269

F value

Compost(C) * * * *% %% *% *% *%

Nitrogen(N) *k *k *k *% * % *ok *ok *k

©)x M) ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

LSD.05 (C) 0.56 1.22 2.08 1.69 158 151 1.34 1.34
(N) 0.89 1.93 3.28 2.67 2.50 2.38 211 2.12

Compost Observation date

& nitrogenr  Aug. Sept.

treatments 10 17 24 31 7 14 21 28
C0 NO 11.8 114 113 11.3 11.1 11.1 111 11.1
C0 NO5 17.7 16.3 158 15.8 158 15.8 158 15.8
C0 N1 20.0 17.9 174 174 17.2 17.2 17.2 17.2
C0 N1.5 23.3 22.0 204 19.6 196 196 19.6 19.6
C0 N2 226 21.3 20.8 20.7 20.6 20.6 20.6 20.6
Cl NO 17.0 16.5 159 15.8 15.7 157 15.7 15.7
C1 NO5 185 17.8 175 17.2 17.2 17.2 17.2 17.2
Cl N1 22.3 21.2 20.7 20.0 19.8 19.8 19.8 19.8
C1 N15 245 234 224 216 209 20.6 20.6 20.6
C1 N2 25.8 24.8 24.0 23.1 22.2 219 21.7 217

F value .

Compost(C) *k *ok *% *k *% *ok *,ok *ok

Nitrogen(N) * K *k *ok *ok *k *ok *k *k

(C) x (N) ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

LSD.05 (C) 1.23 1.13 0.96 093 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
(N) 1.95 1.79 152 1.48 1.42 1.42 1.42 1.42
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Table 21-1-1. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at
early tillering stage (96.6.14)

Nitrogen Fresh weight(g/hill) Dry weight(g/hill) Root length LAI
treatments leaf stem top root leaf stem top root (m/hill)
NO 1.9 79 9.8 2.8 0.3 0.6 09 04 29 04
NO0.5 24 104 128 3.2 0.4 1.1 1.5 05 37 04
N1 25 131 156 48 0.4 12 16 0.7 56 0.4
F value * *k *% * ns *% *k *k *% ns
LSD05 045 195 227 158 016 023 018 1.29

Table 21-1-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at
active tillerring stage (96.7.2).

Nitrogen Fresh weight(g/hill) Dry weight(g/hill) Root length LAl
treatments leaf stem top root leaf stem top root (m/hill)

NO 9.8 440 538 16.0 20 56 75 3.2 18.0 1.7

NO.5 151 594 744 191 3.0 8.0 11.0 38 234 25

N1 187 648 835 186 37 92 129 3.7 22.3 3.1

F value * %k % *k *k *x *% *x ns * *%

LSD05 200 530 729 127 022 051 091 3.69 0.29

Table 21-1-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at

panicle formation stage(96.7.18).

Fresh weight(g/hill)

Dry weight(g/hill)

Nitrogen leaf stem top root leaf stem top root Root length LAI

treatments (soil depth : (m/hill)
10, 20, 30cm)

NO 129 761 890 26, 3.3, 05 33 116 149 78 19.3 2.1

NO5 26.1 1399 1660 390, 4.2, 1.2 80 295 375 137 32.0 3.8

N1 30.2 160.0 190.1 535, 43 1.0 95 319 414 185 33.2 41

F Value k% ko *kxk * T * %k k¥ %%k * % % % *k

LSD05 200 529 7.29 1.271 022 051 500 361 8.64 0.40

t : F value and LSD of total fresh root weight of different soil depth.

Table 21-1-4. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at
heading stage(96.8.20)

Fresh weight(g/hill) Dry weight(g/hill)

Nitrogen leaf stem top root leaf stem top root Root length LAI

treatments (soil depth: (mv/hill)
10, 20, 30cm)

NO 165 1460 1625 282, 64, 3.3 41 264 304 9.2 464 2.7

N05 345 2619 2963 459, 93, 4.3 88 518 606 152 71.3 49

N1 425 3457 3882 605, 17.7, 40 122 762 883 237 101.1 56

F value *% * * * 1 *% * * % *k *k *%

LSD.05 6.23 1204 1258 31.22¢1 2.07 2832 1858 582 24.12 0.69

T : F value and LSD of total fresh root weight of different soil depth.
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Table 2

1-2-1.

tillering stage (97.6.23)

Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at

Compost Fresh weight(g/hill) Dry weight(g/hill) No. of Root
& nitrogen leaf stem top root 1 leaf stem top root leaves length LAI
treatments /hill  (m/hil)
C0 NO 40 70 110 60 10 10 20 08 610 160 05
C0O NO.5 90 153 243 94 20 18 38 13 1115 251 1.6
C0 N1 123 190 313 92 31 22 53 12 1125 245 24
CO N1.b 100 205 305 51 29 24 53 06 1205 13.6 16
CO0 N2 105 193 298 44 28 22 50 06 1185 119 19
Cl1 NO 65 118 183 68 15 15 30 09 925 182 09
C1 NO5 70 138 208 103 18 18 36 15 910 273 1.1
Cl1 N1 123 212 335 75 33 25 58 10 125 200 25
C1 N15 105 183 288 50 27 20 47 06 990 13.2 2.2
Cl N2 11.0 168 278 4.3 26 21 47 05 965 114 2.3
F value
Compost(C)  ** ** ns  ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns
Nitrogen(N) *k k% *k *k *x *ok ** *ok *k *k *k
(©) x (N) o *k *¥ *ok ns ns * ns * ns *
LSD.05 (C) 17.32 22.69 2.20
(N) 2739 3587 104 21.03 1808 917 049 639 39543 9281 (.32
Table 21-2-2. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at
panicle formation stage (97.7.25).
Compost Fresh weight(g/hill) Dry weight(g/hill) No. of Root length
& Leaf Stem Top root leaf stem Top root leaves (m/hill) LAI
Nitrogen (soil depth: /hill  (soil depth:
Treatment 10, 30, 70cm) 10,30,70cm)
CONO 180 413 593 120,83, 09 50 73 123 26 &35 129 89, 10 16
CO N0O5 39.0 740 1130205 ,142, 16 106 130 236 45 1465 22 152, 1.7 33
CO N1 475 815 1290195, 135, 15 128 139 267 44 1810 209, 145, 1.6 50
CO N15 570 915 1485175, 1211, 14 148 156 304 39 2040 188, 13, 1.5 60
CO N2 59.0 955 1545165, 114, 1.3 162 169 33.1 36 2270 177, 122, 1.4 6.7
Cl NO 253 560 813 14.0,97,11 68 91 159 32 1185 150, 104, 1.2 23
Cl NO5 393 653 1046230, 159, 1.8 10.7 11.3 220 53 129.0 24.7, 171, 1.9 4.0
Cl1 N1 555 895 1450215, 149, 1.7 146 152 298 49 2130 231, 16, 1.8 5.2
Cl N15 595 96.0 155521.0, 145, 1.6 16.1 168 329 46 229.0 225, 151, 1.7 6.1
Cl N2 745 10851830185, 128, 1.4 196 187 383 43 2375 198, 137,15 71
F value
Compost(C) **  **  ** *x T T B T * *x T ns
Nitrogen(N)  #*x* *% *% *x* T sk kk kk k% *% *% T Kok
C) x (N)  *x  *x%x  xx nst ¥ k%% k% ns NS ns T ns
LSD.05 (C) 43.26 52.52 1.80 2598 1 1164 855 040 3.10 307.18  45.197F
(N) 68.40 83.04 2.85 41071 18.411351 0.64 490 48570 71.45% 1.04

T : F value and LSD of total fresh root weight
¥ : F value and LSD of total root length
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Table 21-2-3. Effect of nitrogen levels on rice growth in lysimeter condition at
heading stage (97.8.21).

Compost Fresh weight(g/hill) Dry weight(g/hill) No.of Root length
& leaf stem top root leaf root top root leaves (m/hill)  LAI
Nitrogen (soil depth: /hill  (soil depth:
treatments 10,30,70cm) 10,30,70cm)
C0 NO 214 711 925 21813933 54 185239 7.1 740 47730472 38
CO NO5 558 1805 2363 2616751 141 442 583 87 139.0 57.136511.1 6.3
C0 N1 56.8 1865 2433 259,1564.1 144 468 612 84 1458 56634189 69
CONI5 61.3 2065 267.8 256,1554.0 157 481 638 83 151.3 55933987 7.2
CO N2 676 2181 285.7 23214436 168 564 732 75 1590 50.731579 80
C1 NO 279 97.0 1249 22814335 7.1 248 319 74 833 49831377 43
Cl1 N0O5 565 1834 2399 27216343 143 455598 90 1459 59535694 6.7
CI N1 61.3 2025 2638 27.1,16143 154 478 632 87 1550 59235294 75
Cl N15 680 2073 2753 26816042 17.1 495 666 85 1604 58634992 76
Cl N2 826 2404 3230 24715238 208 60.8 816 81 1700 53933283 89
F value
Compost(C)  *= * % *% *x T *x k% k% S ns nsT ns
Nitrogen(N)  ** *k *% ** T *%  kk k% NS *% ** T *%
(C)x (N)  *x  *x =% nsT ns ns * ns ns nsT ns
LSD.05 (C) 43.26 5252 7.27 25987 215 54.7 1.81
(N) 684 8304 1150 41.07% 34 865 2.86 70817 114.8F 12’;.5

1 : F value and LSD of total fresh root weight

¥ : F value and LSD of total root length
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FE 2-1. A9 $£A@3NF
7] =
2 » |gg| deE
= RN i BOD SS DO | W@#E+
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FE 2-4 A A7) 2- g FAA v]59 o] § s

@4 : kg/ha

e =4 Z7]+9 " Mnlcc Mnupc
bl ZAF [ 23A |2RF |2FA (23T 234 |23F |2AA |23F |2AA
145 | 253 2.53 0 0 15 15 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1
146 | 255 2.55 0 0 16 16 0.2 0.2 0 0
1561 | 257 2.57 0 0 16 16 04 04 0.1 0.1
156 | 261 2.61 0 0 1.7 1.7 16 16 0.1 0.1
161 | 2.77 2.77 0 0 1.8 1.8 25 2.6 0.3 0.3
166 | 3.02 3.03 0 0 2.1 2.1 5.3 52 0.8 0.8
171 | 355 355 0 0 29 29 26.8 26.3 6.5 6.5
176 | 6.23 6.18 0 0 94 94 17.7 20 9.8 9.8
181 { 8.00 8.18 0 0 19.2 19.2 16 19.2 16.5 16.5
186 | 9.60 10.10 0 0 35.7 35.7 25 3.2 26.1 26.2
191 | 9.85 10.42 0 0 61.8 61.9 44 5.4 36.3 35.8
196 |10.29 | 10.96 0 0 98.1 977 1 1.2 25.3 23.3
201 | 1039 | 11.08 0 0 123.4 121 0.1 0 8.8 74
206 | 1040 | 11.08 0 0 132.2 128.4 0 0 2.7 2.1
211 | 1040 | 11.08 0 0 1349 130.5 1.3 14 23.3 | 224
216 | 1053 | 11.22 0 0 1582 | 1529 1.3 1.3 49 46
221 | 1066 | 11.35 0 0 163.1 1575 1.8 2 2.1 2.1
226 11084 (1155 | O 0 1652 | 159.6 05 0.4 1.8 1.7
231 11089 | 1159 0 0 167 161.3 0 0 09 18
236 11089 | 11.59 0 0 1679 | 163.1 0 0 0.7 06
241 11089 | 1159 0 0 168.6 163.7 0 0 -0.2 -0.2
246 [10.89 | 1159 0 0 168.4 163.5 0 0 -0.2 -0.1
251 11089 | 1159 43 42.6 125.2 120.8 0 0 -0.2 -0.2
256 [10.89 | 1159 43.3 42.9 1247 120.3 0 0 -0.2 -0.3
261 |10.89 | 11.59 43.3 429 1245 120 0 0 -0.3 -0.2
266 [10.89 | 1159 48.3 47.9 119.2 1148 0 0 -0.2 -0.3
271 {1089 | 1159 56.8 56.3 1105 | 106.1 52 5.2 -0.3 -0.2
276 | 1141 12.11 64.9 64.4 102.1 978 038 0.8 -0.2 -0.2
281 | 1149 | 12.19 73.3 72.8 935 89.2 0 0 0 -0.1

F :dAE Julian day(19 19¢ 12 EASZ, vl 14 Z7tste] Hde] 129 319
3652 ®7)).
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32 5 AHsEd 27 g 54 AEYoA A7H(8. 1.0N)

*RUN 3 ¢ 1.ON
MODEL : RICER960 - RICE
EXPERIMENT : CHAN9801 RI EFFECT OF N APPL. ON RICE YIELD AND YIELD COMPO

TREATMENT 3 : 1.0N

CROP : RICE CULTIVAR : CHUCHEONG

STARTING DATE : MAY 1 1998

PLANTING DATE : MAY 25 1998  PLANTS/m2 : 26.0 ROW SPACING : 30.cm
WEATHER : CHAN 1998 o

SOIL : CHAN980001 TEXTURE : SALO - ACHON SERIES

SOIL INITIAL C : DEPTH: 70cm EXTR. H20: 37.3mm NO3: 63.0kg/ha “NH4: 23.1kg/ha
WATER BALANCE : IRRIGATE ON REPORTED DATE(S) | " o
IRRIGATION : 794 mm IN 74 APPLICATIONS

NITROGEN BAL. : SOIL-N & N-UPTAKE SIMULATION: NO N-FIXATION

N-FERTILIZER : 150 kg/ha IN 3 APPLICATIONS

RESIDUE/MANURE : INITIAL : 1000 kg/ha 10 kg/ha IN 1 APPLICATIONS

ENVIRONM. OPT. : DAYL= .00 SRAD= .00 TMAX= .00 TMIN= .00
RAIN= .00 €02 = R330.00 DEW = .00 WIND= .00

SIMULATION OPT : WATER :Y NITROGEN:Y N-FIX:N PESTS :N PHOTO :C ET :R
MANAGEMENT OPT : PLANTING:R IRRIG :R FERT :R RESIDUE:R HARVEST:M WTH:M

- 163 -



CDAY : crop age(days from planting)
CNAD : Tops N (kg / ha)

GNAD : Grain N (kg / ha)

VNAD : Veg (stem + leaf) N (kg / ha)
GN#D : Grain N concentration ( % )
VN#D : Veg (stem + leaf) N concentration ( % )
NAPC : Inorganic N applied (kg / ha)
NFXC : N fixed (kg / ha)

NUPC : N uptake (kg / ha)

NLCC : N leached (kg / ha)

NIAD : Total soil NO3+NH4 (kg N/ha)
NOAD : Organic N in soil (kg N/ha)
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! DOy
@DATE:
98121
98126
98131
98136
98141
‘98145
98146
98151
98156
98161
98166
98171
98176
98181
98186
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98196
98201
98206
98211
98216
98221
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98256
98261
98266
98271
98276
98281
98284

Days
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Plzint 2=~- Kg/Ha -->* 7-- % -->°
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D= OO0 OO
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41 35.7
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51 97.7
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61 128.4
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101 163.5
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131 162.2
136 162.0
139 161.9
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DN DD = i et bt g

QO
N
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O = OO UOo O oo

1.
1.
1.
1.
1.
2.
2.

o
-

19.

35.7
61.9
97.7
121.0
128.4
130.5
152.9
157.5
159.6
161.3
163.1
163.7
163.5
120.8
42.9 120.3
42.9 120.0
47.9 114.8
56.3 106.1
64.4 97.8
72.8 89.2
74.4 87.5

42.6

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
2.64
2.61
2.61
2.42
2.19
2.14
2.13
1.93

VN%D
2.20
2.20
2.20
2.20
2.20
4.06
4.21
4.39
4.36
4.40
4.40
4.26
4.19
4.18
4.16
4.31
4.14
3.45
2.94
2.66
2.78
2.57
2.36
2.11
1.86
.68
.61
.52
.48
.48
.47
.39
.30
.18
.15

e e T R S gy ey S O ey

Inotg, Bk Up- leach Soil Soil

N Fefit

take
kg/ha

NAPC NFXC NUPC NLCC

0

OO OO

75

75

75

75
120
120
120
120
120
120
120
120
120
120
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
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61.9
97.7
121.0

.0128.4
.0 130.5
.0152.9
.0 157.5
.0 159.6
.0 161.3
.0163.1
.0163.7
.0 163.5
.0 163.4
.0 163.1
.0 162.9
.0162.7
.0 162.4
.0162.2
.0162.0
.0 161.9

i

0

.18
1.06
1.81
2.34
2.53
2.55
2.57
2.61
2,77
3.03
3.55
6.18
8.18
10.10
10. 42
10.96
11.08
11.08
11.08
11.22
11.35
11.55
11.59
11.59
11.59
11.59
11.59
11.59
11.59
11.59
11.59
12.11
12.19
12.19

Inorg

Org

NIAD NOAD
90.4 16870
93.9 16864
90.3 16859
87.7 16854
87.8 16849
113.3 16844
118.9 16843
140.8 16837
158,7 16832
171.9 16827
193.7 16822
194.0 16816
167.0 16810
142.0 16804
111.2 16798
87.2 16793
50.5 16787
29.6 16782
24.4 16780
43.7 16778
23.5 16775
19.6 16773
17.6 16771
17.4 16769
17.2 16766
18.2 16764
19.2 16763
19.9 16763
20.5 16762
21.1 16762
22.1 16761
23.3 16759
19.9 16757
20.7 16756
21.7 16755



2z 6 A2 Au5EE 8 A ED)A dF(98. 1.ON)

#*SUMMARY OF "SOIL AND GENETIC INPUT PARAMETERS
SOIL LOWER UPPER SAT EXTR INIT ROOT BULK pH NO3 NH4 ORG

DEPTH LIMIT LIMIT SW  sW SW DIST DENS C
cm  cm3/cm3 cn3/cmd cm3/cm3 g/cnd . ugN/g ugN/g %
0- 5 .156 .205 .282 .049 .205 75 1.60 6.10 6,00 13,90 1.60
5- 15 .152 ,205 .281 .053 .205 .63 1.55 6.15 570 17,15 1.60
15- 30 .148 .204 .280 .056 204 .50 1.50 6,20 5.40 .40 1,60
30- 45 ,145 .198 .275 .053 .198 .50 1.50 6.50 6.20 .00 1.60
45- 58 .145 .198 .275 .053 .198 .50 1.50 6.50 6.20 00 1.60
58- 70 .145 .198 .275 .053 .198 .50 1.50 6.50 6.20 00 1.60

TOT- 70 10.3 14.1 19.4 3.7 141 <--cm kg/ha--> 63.0 23.1 169600

SOIL ALBEDO ¢.13 EVAPORATION LIMIT : 9.50 - MIN, FACTOR : 1.00
RUNOFF CURVE # :76.00 DRAINAGE RATE ToL40 FERT, FACTOR : 1.00
RICE CULTIVAR :CHO001-CHUCHEONG : ECOTYFPE : -
P1 © 420.0 P2R 1 120.0 PS : 482.0 P20 ¢ 13.0
Gl : 80.0 G2 ©.0270 G3 - : 1,10 G4 : 1.00

#SIMULATED CROP AND SOIL STATUS AT MAIN DEVELOPMENT STAGES

RUN NO. 3 1.0N

DATE CROP GROWTH BIOMASS LAI. LEAF ET RAIN IRRIG FLOOD CROP N STRESS
AGE 'STAGE kg/ha NM, mm mm mm mm kg/ha % H20 N

1 MAY 0 Start Sim 1 .01 0 2 0
25 MAY 0 Transplant 37 .07 2
23 JUN 29 End Juveni 163 .31 6 78 177
20 JUL 56 Pan Init 3506 5.77 11 172 576
25 AUG 92 Heading 9028 5.99 19 295 1053
5 SEP 103 Beg Gr Fil 10265 3.90 19 322 1054
7 OCT 135 End Mn Fil 11620 1.51 19 367 1282
10 OCT 138 End Ti Fil 11620 1.48 19 373 1282
11 OCT 139 Maturity 11620 1.48 19 375 1282
11 OCT 139 Harvest 11620 1.48 19 375 1282

cCoo o000
o
q
—
=2}
w
—
[~
(=1
o
—
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*MAIN GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT VARIABLES

@ VARIABLE PREDICTED MEASURED
FLOWERING DATE 92 163
PHYSIOL, MATURITY 139 195
GRAIN YIELD (kg/ha) AT 14% H20 4487 6425
WT. PER GRAIN (g) 027 0.023
GRAIN NUMBER (GRAIN/m2) 14291 17171
PANICLE NUMBER (PANICLE/m2) 695. 25 344
MAXIMUM LAI (m2/w2) 6.22 -99
BIOMASS (kg/ha) AT ANTHESIS 8785 -99
BIOMASS N (kg N/ha) AT ANTHESIS 163 -99
BIOMASS (kg/ha) AT HARVEST MAT. 11620 8523
STALK {kg/ha) AT HARVEST MAT, 7762 4060
HARVEST INDEX (kg/kg) . 332 -99
FINAL LEAF NUMBER 19 -99
GRAIN N (kg N/ha) 74 -99
BIOMASS N (kg N/ha) 162 -99
STALK N (kg N/ha) 88 -99
SEED N (%) 1.93 -99
#ENVIRONMENTAL AND STRESS FACTORS
------------------------------------ ENVIRONMENT-----~-----------STRESS------~--~-~
{--DEVELOPMENT PHASE--}-TIME-}------- WEATHER-------- ! |---WATER--| {-NITROGEN-}
DURA TEMP TEMP SOLAR PHOTOP PHOTO GROWTH PHOTO GROWTH
TION MAX MIN RAD [day] SYNTH SYNTH
days ofC oC Mi/m2 hr
Emergence-End Juvenile 53 24.91 14.65 16,16 14.15 .084 .121 .000 .008
End Juvenil-Panicl Init 27 28.13 21.73 12.71 14,38 .011 .042 .000 .028
Panicl Init-End Lf Grow 36 29.79 22.57 12,43 13.66 .065 .093 .194 . 342
End Lf Grth-Beg Grn Fil 11 28.93 18.67 15.88 12.85 .380 .488 .000 .000
Grain Filling Phase 35 27.24 16.76 12.82 11.95 .431 .439 ,000 .000

RICE YIELD :

4487 kg/ha [

(0.0 = Minimum Stress
1.0 = Maximum Stress
67.0 bu/acre ]
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