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Abstract; The need for improving nitrogen use efficiency in rice production becomes more urgent. In the terms of

genotypic differences in nitrogen use efficiency in rice, this study focused more on related to the morphological and

physiological mechanisms. Moreover, we put forward present problems in the field, and prospected the co-ordination

research of high nitrogen use efficiency and high grain yield in rice in the future.
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NH, REA ™) ek e, b & 2
FRAESRE T KRS B Wl =B RS, OsAMT1. 2 5%
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GS(GS1) FEZ AW . SRR S i, H
R GS 1 GOGAT FYIE R, Sun 451 HiRiH , 45
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