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JERAE I 5 R oK BT 3 il SR S AR R O JZ K A T (RIFRAR e 2K ), R T AEA#ETT . #EKE
AR RN ERAK AT FPRAEAREN . 4RV, KRR 2K FRAEAR TS, YL E

RS BB AL/ o T RD0T TR AR I e LR LA B U AL 5 A PR W A e (RIS EVARE) rhoKimifE: H)
TAHE T RON ARV RE . WEBE R 282 mm. Hi%URN 240 Kgrhm? (RAREE . o] UL, A8 kT 9 A AR X ) S5 A2 056 A5 M AR
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A I B LA A B bR Y O TR Rk R S
sema PR 2, B AN RD R 1) 0 2 1k A OO0 JL BRI 1) 1
Mk, VPR By . SRR HEE AR
DU RS N AT o3 e FROSEEAT T K+,
E ] AMOIE R, B IR S EIOK S, A
7 B R ARAR K I 35 5 1) 39K 43 5 e DR K 1
BT A G RARK S 10 R BN, i K
il e R PR K . Kramer FIl Boyer (1995) [0
MRFFCR, K m, 8 AR IR ZE S R AR
ARG, E R IR AR 0] SR BRI, AR
IR A FHAU S RIS, ARIX COp WRBEITR, T s
IR CO, LA S 5 3 B K 3 FE K. North #1
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DX A VRE R 1 A= VR 7K DX K A 5 WY A2 DK T 3 0 R X
SEHERAL B .

LA 7 A TR SRR W, B b 208
BEME P TR 2 W A VEE R LA L [ T 58 e 2 55 S 0 AR
DT R AR U5 30, AR S AR HT$2 1~ rT LW
B AMEPI R AR AR KR, R B e '
AR LR, B R AR K o R R e
X AN e 5 2R AN R RE K Rt SR TR AN AR
WK o3 At 3 BRI S04 W A WL ARE

D, ASCUAT R Pl R, AN R i Ty A
IRGAEBE R X ORI AR A JZ K T 77 AR AU 5
Wi BEAT T RIS 0TTT e 04 FORAEA [F) A2 7 301 A K
AEH YRR E . AR K A LR DL S 5 B
(e s KSR AR T -

1 M5

1.1 RIEHER

IRI T 2006 F 4—9 HAEVUALARMBHR 215 7K
WEAR G 3 1) B 2N A EAT . Bl Hi Ak N34° 20,
E108° 24, gk k 521 m, Mk T 52T 55 0%,
JEVEIAL =T SRR, MR KRR, A g +
e, SO . ARG T A A N |
ML 9.34 glkg, 4% 0.87 g/kg, it & 33.43 mg/kg,
A 12.78 mg/kg, HAET 116 mg/kg.
1.2 Rt

PR FK RN % 5 22 5, 2006 4F 4 H 24 HAEF,
9 H 10 Hlltgk. AR RITIEAS BT Lo(3%), N 3% 3
AP (R 1) o ARG EA B 9 AN EE, Asm 34
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B CHEARE KR, R KSR, A
FEFOKRIIE) St 12 MabEE, 2 RES, k24 MK, T
2006 4 6 H 8 HIFUAME/KALEE, ARIEA[F] 124 5 1AL
KT W HEARI S RVARESE 1 UCH AR MIFEAKIS, 55 2 IR
VAN, BT HEAK, T VAR I E T AR KA
B V] A P O RE 7K Y A K o AN Ti) B 3 £ 7K 4 Ak B L
% 2. NXIER 14 m?, 478 60 cm, FKFE 40 cm, FE/NX
JLit 60 #ko BEARIE S I BERES (600 kg/hm?) , HEFRIN
PERFENE— k&GN BICIEHIIRER, 40 2 Kt
AR FS (4 H 24 HD N 40%, 552k (7 /118
H) Ji N 60% . 3 #R7K 5% 300 B 3 AE 7 H 1 ek
AN R FE (78 HD , miK. thK
FUEK 2354 210, 153 A1 118 mm, =t AKAEFIASjiti
B350k 96, 48 H1 0 kg/hm?; il (7 H 25 H)
F7KS KRR K2 267, 191 A1 148 mm, =JIE.
BRI R 43 51k 240, 120 Fi1 0 kg/hm?; #E S (9
H 3 H), =K KRR S 5124 400, 282 Fil 216 mm,
TR ARAERIAS G HE S 51 4 240, 120 F1 0 kg/hm?, HiAth
FH ()7 B8 PR 47— 3
1 EXRIERIKTIMEXREAE
Tablel Orthogona experiment design of Lg (34) on maize
mm

G A HHERR B #EMEE/MmM  C i /Kghm?
1 Al HEVERE (AFID) Bl @K (4000 CL1 @EfE (240)
2 Al EHE (AFD B2 ik (282)  C2 L (1200
3 Al HHE (AFD B3 fif/K (216)  C3  AHEE (0D
4 A2 CEIUEME (CFD) Bl @ik (4000  C2 {ERJE (120)
5 A2 ERIEWE (CFD B2 ik (282) C3 AL (0
6 A2 CEBEEE (CFD) B3 fik (2160 C1 mifit (2400
7 A3 [EEig#E (FFD) Bl @K (4000 C3 AjtEfE (0D
8 A3 [EVERE (FF) B2 rhik (282) Cl wfit (240D
9 A3 [EEvg#E (FFD) B3 fiuk (216)  C2 GAE (1200

F2 TREEEHEKLIE
Table2 Amount of irrigation water under three treatmentsin
different periods

mm
Eoy=p HEKH 7K CIVIN itk
FEp-th 05-18 20 20 20
P -RT 06-08 76 57 38
PRS- 06-23 57 38 30
AT -l 07-06 57 38 30
i - 07-23 57 38 30
HE I -t ST 08-08 57 38 30
HEH -t 08-23 57 38 30
Uit S-SR 09-01 19 15 8
HEKEATHmm 400 282 216

1.3 MEIRREFZE
1.3.1 MEIEAF

RFN AR BRI G B 4 FRK A A1 AR H
e SO E MR R )2 KT . A2 — ISR

SENE TR e )2 T R E A RO R R . AR
7ok J= 4 o P A I FH i LA 0T Re R 46 A W] (FossTecator
AB) A7 H e B E AR, A RE T K.
1.3.2 MEF*

T KK 43 5 00 58 1T 245 AN /K 5 PR FE s 550
K pa, HER: i 1 L8 1X (High Pressure Flowe Meter, HPFM )
RN, IR 12 he ME RO TIHE, AR
6 5 AR R Kl 2K R BRI, B R 3 e ) AR R IA
5~10 KPals, FFE: k3] K%y 500 KPa b 3k id Ak
JIBER AR R, HMZERIF R SR RBOE 2K F .
ATREG N 7E TR K F I 3578 3R B E 7 em AL &
KA H RS, DRGSR IERKS, Bk
WE et KT
1.4 SHirHh

Fi e HER AW TP I BT, H SAS &
PEREAT 7 22 W o

2 HZR5HH

R K 53 At a2 7K 53 28 1R b J 0k AR AR - 25- T -
R RGBSR 2 A PR ) —
ANHEHRIR . HARR SGE 2K SR DN Z R T
K AT R A AV 2 DA SRS
2.1 REEZEKFXERIRKSHF M

HIZE 3 I, A ARBE TOKMUK S Bt A 7 I A HERS T
BN, SRR R TG . A RETT L
AKEAR R 3 DRI AS [A) A2 77 391 KR 7K 5 i F) Al
ZEATLAE H, AEBCT IR ION2E R ok, TEE
PeZe R &/ s 3 AN Z68CT I R 3 52 M ) 3= I
Fr e K > VR RE T > AT &, Tl e SR Y] 3
PRI 2] T K AR K 35 00 1) 2 W i A 8 > 3 7 5
>R TN A RINR T PR, 3WREXNAFET
WIROK T R 438 53 KT

&3 TRELEIERRKSHIFIE

Table3  Effect of different treatments on root hydraulic
conductivity of maize
b FZ KT K $/(10°kg s MPa™-g™)
5 A B C WM EEm wau
1 1 1 1 7.88 1.07 0.54
2 1 2 2 7.99 0.82 0.38
3 1 3 3 2.03 0.61 0.25
4 2 1 2 6.76 0.88 0.28
5 2 2 3 4 0.28 0.34
6 2 3 1 4,07 0.88 0.37
7 3 1 3 2.66 0.55 0.26
8 3 2 1 541 0.64 0.39
9 3 3 2 115 0.43 0.3
P BN TTE
A B C FREE  BRAS
K 597 577 579 B>A>C  BAC

Ko 494 5.8 53
Ks 307 242 29
W#xR 29 3.38 2.88

BTR
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%1
EEW
il 3 e RS ES
A B C FRAEFE  BRAE
Ky 084 083 086 C>A>B CiAB;
K 068 08 071
Ks 054 064 048
W#R 03 025 038
U A NS TR
A B C FRAEFE  BRAE
Ky 039 036 043 C>A>B CiAB;

K 033 037 032
Ks 032 031 028
W#%R 007 006 015
e I PR K S I R AR K S 00 fE B DR R T T A i LU A
A, WHEJTEG B, MEBE: C EEE.

F 2% DR AN [ ZKF6 AN TR A 3 R KRR K 5 1 5 i
A, 7E3MEFHIN, AKRZEALEWE (k) AR
KA, PIIRRK S50 50l e o RV HE (k) T[] 5 V2
(kg) 15 219%F! 83.2%; 1M B [RIZE /K (k) AbHEI¥IHLAG
BNE, PRI E HE7K (k) FEIK (k) IA
1.3%F1 109.2%; C FFE I (k) AbEIHA B N AH,
SERRK Sl IR (k) FIAHERE (kg) iA 11.9%
F193.4%. w0, VaRE s 3. BEAK Rt AR R AR K 5
I LLI I 2 o ARG 45 RR I, MUK SRR & 2
A1B,Cy, TERINIAS I HE T K mIEAR BT (R 6)
2.2 FERAZEKFEMERTBEKSHIZNE

R 4 a1, FOKE)2K SR A: B IR I A
N WAHETT S, HEOKERERE 3 NENAFRAETHE
Ko K AR ZE T AR, FESRTT BRI A A K
RN ZE R ok, WHET NI R B/h. 3 MR FEXHK
R o A K T K S S e 1 2 R A HE K > it
NE &>y 52, 3 AN R Z0 I B KT 2K 3 R i 3=
UG Ay A 1> FE K > VA 7 Ko T 22 M Rk 7
B, BR T HEERBYARE 7 O A B354, 3T
FOHIL B A F WIHUK SR mmIL B K

H % DR AN ) 7K AN ) AR B 0 BOK e )2 K S 105
W%n, 3AEGEWIT, A RZEASHMWRHE (k) MBI
BNE, PYEEK TR ER (k) FlE (kg
VAREALBEIL 4.19%F0 8.4%; 1] B A2 /KA BE (k) 4K
PRI AR, P85 27K 3400 7K (k) MK (ks
AEBEIR 4.99%F1 41.1%; C K # IR R (ky) WA K
i, PR ZEAK T EHIE (k) FAHEAE (ke) Ak
A 17.1%F1 17.7%. 0] WL, #EKALHLG] 76 2 K T 15
LA S, T vAIE 7 2Rt A0 Ak B4 78 J2 /K 2 (R 3 mi A
B . KSR, 3AMER W EKSFIEL &SN
AB,Cy, TENINAIAZ AR /K B BEIAS (3R 6) .
2.3 AEBEZKFX EK=EFE KR A IR UL R F2 0D

& 5 g, MR TR, BEKEMEE R 3 K%
AN TR A2 T 3 K R AR 05 (1 A 22 T LA
SRR, KRR E R &K, HUChEER, H
UAETHE 7 o 3 IR 250 oK 7t B0 1) 2 e
K> it A > Ve I X RERR U IR A

R4 FRAENERERKSHIFIE

Table4  Effect of different treatments on shoot hydraulic
conductivity of maize
s RZ KT 5tk 2K S(10%kg-s = MPa™-g )
w5 A B C WM M wER
1 1 1 1 5.08 1.98 0.96
2 1 2 2 491 1.63 0.61
3 1 3 3 461 141 0.99
4 2 1 2 5.08 177 0.83
5 2 2 3 5.44 1.72 0.8
6 2 3 1 3.78 1.36 0.49
7 3 1 3 5.07 1.49 06
8 3 2 1 5.29 22 142
9 3 3 2 3.16 1.02 0.21
AT LI IS
A B c TRz REAHE
Ky 487 508 472 B>C>A  B,CiA;
Kz 477 521 438
Ks 451 38 406
W?2R 036 136 066
Eitipaiatl AP G T %
A B c EoHEE mtds
Ky 167 175 185 B>C>A  B,CiA;
Ko 162 18 147
Ks 157 126 154
xR 01 059 037
I AP G T %
A B c EoHEE mtds
Ky 08 08 0.96 C>B>A  CiBA;

Kz 071 094 055
Ks 074 056 0.8
W#*R 015 038 041

e X HUE K S AR AR A 2K S 0 (R O 2 TR I A LA .

% REK, HUCHTERETT S, BUOEREKE . 3ANRFEXS
T KA AR R M) 1) 2 G g it L 2 > V) 38 7 X > K
o TEMNTERWE 7 FR, 3RZN R L R
FAKP, M0 3 IEAHEAR A AN 52

FH 5 DRI AN R ZKF 6 TRK 7 d PR AR B 7 1 5
W, LRk E, EEAMKRERTE, A RELSH
VA E (k) AL BRI AT 85 AR, P37 43 il vt o R (k)
FIREE (kg VOREALFRL 3.5%F1 7.16%, “F-HMikkAE &
A EH 3.7%1 7.1%; 1 B R KAREE (ko) 35HL
PR, PR EK (k) FMEK (k) 4b
A 0.19%F1 19.2%, “FHIRIFEE S 2w 1.8%A
2.3%; C N EmEAEE (k) BIHUGHR KA, FEr- 8
IR (ko) FIANHEAE (k3) AbFEIE 5%F1 8%, -1
RIMEE S B EH 2.2%H 15.5%. REG4E R L, £
K= B AR R R LR AL A & ABLCy, fER 6 IR
FE R K A AL B S
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x5 ARLEXMEXRFEMEFKINZMN
Table5  Effect of different treatments on yield and nitrogen
accumulation of maize

R7T EXRKDMES. FEMEKENAESHT
Table7 Variance analysis of hydraulic conductivity, yield and
nitrogen accumulation of maize

Sy DK Bk Py BEAE @EA
5 Pelg (kghm?  EU% %

A B C
1 1 1 1 21322 9137.79 1.327 1.948
2 1 2 2 209.22  8966.57 1.286 1.955
3 1 3 3 177.73  7616.79 1.023 1.789
4 2 1 2 209.02  8957.79 1.192 1.883
5 2 2 3 191.75  8217.64 1.052 1.742
6 2 3 1 179.09  7675.07 1.217 1.915
7 3 1 3 190.27  8154.43 0.974 1.647
8 3 2 1 21211 9090.21 1.224 1.875
9 3 3 2 15769  6758.14 1.192 1.796
bR g RENASTTH

A B C
K; 2001 2042 2015
K, 1933 2044 192
K; 1867 1715 1866

W2R 134 329 149

FUHR EAs
B>C>A BCiA

SCEEHINEWIES
FUHNR EAs
B>C>A BCiA

P4 fkg-hm

A B C
K, 85737 8750 86344
K, 82835 8758.1 82275
K; 80009 7350 7996.3
W22 R 5728 1408.1 638.1

WAREE
A B C
Ky 1212 1165 1.256
Ky 1154 1187 1223
Ks 113 1144 1016
Wz R 0082 0043 024

LA GRE T
FRHER mtdls
C>A>B CiAiB;

LA GRE T
FRHER mtdls
C>A>B CiAiB;

A B C
Ky 1898 1826 1912
Ky 1846 1857 1.878
Ks 1773 1833 1726
Wz R 0125 0.031 0.186

F6 RMMABMERKNMES. FEFMEKRTIFND
Table6 Effect of add treatments on hydraulic conductivity, yield
and nitrogen accumulation of maize

AT it E K
(10%gs* (10%kg-s* PR iRy
-‘MPa’g?) -‘MPa™g™?
AL G - R |
o o DL R R WAL BE4
WO W WM o B
woomomom oo 9 (ohm) RS H%
A g
;’_fﬁfﬁ 710 0.77 0.36 6.06 2.13 0.34 187.25 8024.79 1277 1889
=] 152
A VAT
BIHARE 2 53 061 030 650 1.70 0.79 23273 997414 1302 2050
oK e
AR

. 1063 0.80 0.62 9.76 2.24 1.43 244.28 10468.93 1413 2.224
oK R

WUH  JrZEkE MZETITM BHE 05 F P

" A 2.09E-09 2 105E-09 5576 <001

il B 6.74E-09 2 337E-09 17983 <001

H)

& c 1.40E-10 2 070E-10 37.3 <0.01

A 1.16E-11 2  058E-11 232 <001

o
Ko B 2.56E-11 2 123E11 510 <0.01

; pi!
S c 157E-11 2 07911 313 <0.01
A 6.05E-13 2 303513 82 0.01

it

iit B 4.93E-12 2  246E-12 668 <0.01

H)

& c 5.33E-12 2  266E-12 723 <0.01

i A 41E-13 2 2113 53 0.03

i B 9.0E-12 2 45E-12 1181 <001

H)

g c 6.7E-13 2 34E13 88 0.01
it A 1.3E-14 2 07E14 38 0.06
i i3 B 1.4E-12 2 07E-12 4121 <001

H)

T & C 8.2E-13 2  41E-13 2391 <0.01
A 8.6E-15 2  43E15 65 0.02
it

:it B 35E-13 2 18E-13 2611 <001

H)

& c 1.0E-12 2 05E-12 7647 <001

. A 2.6E+02 2 13E+02 146 0.01

ﬁ B 6.4E+03 2 32E+03 3500 <001
e H C 5.4E+02 2 2.7E+02 30.3 <0.01
oA ABE+05 2 24E+05 146 001

s B 1.2E+07 2 06E+07 3500 <001

" c 99E+05 2  40E+05 303 <001

A 3.3E-03 2 17803 11 0.31
. ? B 2.5E-03 2 13503 08 0.38
I3 c 6.4E-03 2 32803 21 0.17
4 A 3.3E-02 2 17E02 56 0.03
wo B 3.0E-04 2 15E04 01 0.82

=

c 7.1E-03 2 35E03 12 0.28

3 i it

IRIGR B, 3 AN FO0 3T I KR K 35 ma i 3= Ik
5T P Ay R 7K B > V) R U7 o> I f, el SO S 1)
F2 R kg it L > Vg 9 5 3 > K i e X T AR IR
I K& AT WK BEREIEES G ANE, 5
TR IEATEFREKN B, WKIMFRRLZ, A%
HEKBEEZ (R 2) , MIAEREERES 2 FORA T AR5 A4
KPr B, XTI SRR /s, ARG HIE 5 2 K
HEAT, 55 1 I THEFRIIN N 40%, 25 2 kT 7 A 18 H (il
TERAD N 60%. KA 52 M (1) 32 R Ay itk JEL et >
VRE T N> HEK R o 0 K™ 5t 5% MR 1 32 RO A 8 7K
> AR > VAR . SEA TR R AL B AR K
b JEKR S PR AR AR 5 1S SR A A A PR A
B REF KA.
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3.1 HEARMERKMMESITERZI

3 AR DX A R A R K S K — 2 AR R AR
T, 05— R T T ERA, Dl iR R =X
TR RBEK, R ER K, B4R AR %
BERUKARAR R, PR AN, EEa it
AWFFEN, 5 R SR L, A8V HERR R K
SR, MHKRASERZ, mERE. L%k
FEARKSHIRERE 2 AR . (1) MR KR, #
IR R AEAE W K R MR DS, R E K AEARIX
LUK AR IOFREI, R T HRERN K
ARGV E SR A% T 5 I AR TR AR R I K
MR 2Rk — BRI T AR KOS B TR, R
A7 $ KL 2R P PR K S sh e, (2) Mok
SV 20 AR R MR 3 4 BB IRk T K 3 A,
IR R BIMR A B S RAK S R IEH AR RE, TR
BEPL AR AR, RN O 5 AR (R S B, X
WK T (3) TR (ADD AL
R B R (ABA) HAH K S h e, .,
ADI A B R [ 38 A R S BT A P 2R AR K
S0 TR, 8 T B S K AR R 2R S K 4
HARKSIEE TR B AT B[ 5 v E Ab P 47
AR X I, TRMAR R E ST R S vk
P2, P T S ) R AL T AR A O I ) (0 T, AR
A 8K, AR R IR, — 5 A% AR 25 &
W, WRARAKE. LR, B
HEAR T RLE IS, A5 A 7 S BUR K S
29, Hth, SEMKSHEEC. A, KSR 3
Pl ye) 8 7 AR (AR K S 2 Bl 5 A 7 AR RS T k)
X5 DU AIRIF ST 45 T — 2T,
3.2 EKEFERKDESFFEENE M

IK Ay AR AT AV R & A MU S50k, 1 1
YIRS E FR Ay, Y B R A e 2R KR il 7=
= AR R EF R . ARFRER R, MUK S MARA
B B R IAE KA FE (282 mm) T FEAERIK
ALPE (400 mm) FME/KALEE (216 mm) BUAS, WIREM )R
FUR A A BAT AR X 5. ATk, HIET
LR AR A A2, S EUR K SN . TR K
Ak A 15 R X 458 1 38 3 R AR 22 T BUNRK ek, [RTIN
BEKER, WARBEXKE R RN FTBEAR
TRAWM, SFHOKIEF SR A & N, e, @
AR 2 43 PRARAR XS K 43 R i, 3 SRR IR AR 1) 42
) S KBH 784K, AR R IR 8 S R A PR, ARIX
CO, WRFERI K, AR CO, LA 25 5 PR
KRR, WK S FRAR AR/ T ) e 2 ik K 2 37
SRR, SBOLE . BRI S E R EN, R
W E, SEGREC. ARV, 5K
AR, K E B iR S TR T, Rk S
BAT—@ N . TR m], /K 78 24
Y R A S A K A S, AR A A
Wy K,

3.3 HEARE N ERKMMERITENENG

Rty T REAR K FRRAG, i P EE S R AR K
SEOE . B R AALF LS K (Clarkson 45, 2000)
=i m . AR, SAMIE AL, A (240
kg/hm?) ML (120 kg/hm?) KEBR3R K S RERE
R A, AR e A B N i, XS AT
BTG g 24300 o R SR TN, $R e T
KB TE B VS T, SR A P B 7K 3 B0 1R 7KL TE H
PR K, R K 23 %Y (Barbara %%, 2002) .

4 2 it

TR R, AR O TR KON AR S AR K
Firh, ACEE PG B RE K AT &, 1T HL S NV %
oA REM T, AR I A HLE & AR R A
RS B K80 H B ASBUIRE 1o Fe A A L4
Qb TR Ky AV E K R I BV RE DT KON A VA L
WALl 282 mm. ARy 240 kg/hm? [FIAREE . FLARSE R
LI

D 5RO Vg EA LG, A8V HE ISR K 3
SRR PEAER RS B T 21%71 83.2%.
4.1%7F1 8.4%. 3.5%F1 7.16%. 3.7%F 7.1%.

2) 5w /KK AL BAH L, TPk AR BRI K T
T2 ARG P AR AR R S T 3R R T 1.3%741 109.2%.
4.9%7F1 41.1%. 0.1%F1 19.2%. 1.8%#%!I 2.3%:;

3) S EFIANC AL BEAH L, = NEAL BE )~ S5 K
T REKT S PEAERE S B T 11.9%AM
93.4%. 17.1%Ff1 17.7%-. 5% 8%. 2.2%#1 15.5%.

AU, B R ey A LG, A RE K
e A PR S AT O B ) AR, B AR R A
JEKS S ARHEK S TR ORI L, 0 i, RAT IR
T I A

(& % X ¥
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Effects of different furrow irrigation patterns, water and nitrogen supply
levels on hydraulic conductivity and yield of maize

Yang Qiliang®?, Zhang Fucang®*, Liu Xiaogang'?, Ge Zhenyang'
(1. Faculty of Modern Agricultural Engineering, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650024, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Agricultural Soil and Water Engineering in Arid and Semiarid Areas of Ministry of Education,
Northwest Agriculture and Forestry University, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: Effects of different furrow irrigation patterns, water and nitrogen supply levels on hydraulic conductivity and
yield of maize were studied by orthogonal experiment design. Hydraulic conductivity of maize root and shoot was
measured for stage of shooting, heading and late filling by transient method with High Pressure Flow Meter (HPFM)
developed by Dynamax Corporation in USA in the maize field. The results showed that maximum root and shoot
hydraulic conductivity was obtained in stage of shooting, its value was gradually smaller along with growing stage. The
optimal combination was obtained by the yield and hydraulic conductivity of maize in this experiment, which the
relative furrow irrigation patterns was aternate partial root-zone furrow irrigation pattern and the irrigation quota was
282mm, and the quantity of supply nitrogen was 240 kg-hm™. It is obvious that alternate furrow irrigation repeating
watering for growing root in drying rootzone, promoting root and shoot hydraulic conductivity increased, water
fertilization use and transport efficiency improved, and higher nitrogen accumulation in plant and yield of maize was
obtained.

Key words: irrigation, nitrogen, moisture, root and shoot hydraulic conductivity, yield, nitrogen accumulation in plant,
maize



