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: Xn: 430.5~ 526.5, Xp: 267~ 273, Xg: 358 5~ 396, 1. 0. 56:
0.79.
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L, 43.6 g/kg 1.2 g/ kg (P,05)
1.0 g/ kg (K20) 9.8 g/kg 41.1 Mg/ g (P20s) 26.5 Hg/g
(K20) 124.8 Ug/ g pH 5.0.
(N 46 %) (P205 20 %)
(K20 50 %) . ., 40 % , 30 %.
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Tab. 1 Influence of N, P>0sand K»0 on yield and sugar content of sugarcane
N P»0s K»0 (1990~ 1991 ) (191~ 1992 )
kg/hm®>  kg/hm®>  kg/ hm? N N N N
ke/ hm % kg/ hm kg/ hm % kg/ hm
1 276 150 450 88 365 13. 8 12 195 80 655 16 4 12 003
2 276 150 0 83 460 13.9 11 601 68 145 15. 6 10 596
3 77.25 42 337.5 79 530 13. 6 10816.5 60 390 15. 1 9118 5
4 474.75 42 337.5 90 360 14. 8 13 374 70 230 15. 7 11019
5 77.25 258 337.5 84 075 14. 3 12022.5 75 000 16 1 12 045
6 474.75 258 337.5 88 095 15. 3 13 479 90 960 14. 8 13471. 5
7 552 150 1125 80 190 140 11 226 79 725 15. 6 12 460. 5
8 0 150 1125 81 870 14. 1 11 544 64 515 15. 8 10 194
9 276 300 1125 89 525 133 11 904 73 995 15. 2 11262
10 276 0 1125 838 380 14. 0 12373.5 66 255 151 10 030. 5
11 276 150 225 94 080 14. 3 13453.5 73 545 15. 8 11590. 5
12 0 0 0 66 480 13. 6 9042 45 000 151 6795
N, P 2, - 1.414, 0, 1. 414, 2; K S -2, -1,0, 1, 2
2.1 2 ,
66.5~94. 1t /hm* 450~ 91.0 t /hm’ : ,
10 % ( ) 5% ( ) , , ,
2 :
2 2
Y ( ) = 67 080+ 85.58Xn+ 80.53Xr+ 67. 80Xk — 0.15X~n- 0. 16Xp —
0. 18X%— 0. 09XxXp+ 0. 087XnXk— 0. 01XpXk (F= 22.56°, R=0.9953" ") (1)
2 2
Y ( ) = 46 797+ 37. 48XN+ 94. 60Xp+ 57. 67Xk - 0.02XN- 0. 17Xp -
0. 09X &+ 0.05XpXx (F=8.68", R= 0.968" ") (2)

2 B

N> K> P (by (1156) > bg (891) > b, (405)]
P> N> K (bp (4010) > by (3293) > bk (2922) ]
(H.(2)
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Tab. 2 The fixed level and its dimension— reduced equation of factors on yield
N 0 b, b, b, b, b, b,
N 0.0 0.0 67 080 85. 6 - 015 46797 37.5 -0 02
150. 0 112.5 75 452 91. 4 - 015 56088 37.5 -0 02
258 0 225.0 81 282 91. 2 - 015 67401 37.5 -0 02
300. 0 337.5 79 925 90. 7 - 015 73736 37.5 -0 02
P>0s 0.0 0.0 67 080 80. 5 - 016 46797 9%. 6 -0 17
77.25 112.5 78 864 72. 2 - 016 54920 100. 5 -0 17
276.0 225 90 663 526 - 016 63783 106. 5 -0 17
474.75 337.5 89 864 33. 0 - 016 68471 112. 4 -0 17
K20 0.0 00 67 080 67. 8 - 018 49797 57.7 - 009
77.25 150. 0 75 602 74. 0 - 018 53214 59.9 - 009
276.0 258 0 83 933 9. 1 - 0. 18 65568 65.6 - 009
474.75 300. 0 72 900 106. 2 - 0. 18 71945 71.3 - 009
, 125 .
90 % 90 % ol
: 40 95 %
Xy: 291~ 390, Xp: 115.5~ 184.5, Xg: 225~ 292.5.
1, 95 % Xy: 24.8~35.1, Xp: 267~ 295.5,
Xk: 360~ 438. ,
2.2 .
, 2
(1. . 0~474.75, 0~ 258, 0~ 225
( ) ) ( ) ) .
: (hm?) ( )

Y= 9128+ 10. 07Xx+ 15.29Xp+ 11. 87Xk~ 0. 020XZ + 0. 034X3— 0. 036X % —
0. 048XxXp+ 0. 024XxXk (F=9.67, R= 0.981" ")

(3)
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© Y= 7 184+ 7.93Xn+ 18.55Xp+ 7.80Xkx— 0.006XX — 0.051Xp— 0. 019X% +

0. 026XpXk (F=19.29" ", R= 20.986 ) (4)
; (bp= 605; bx= 371; b= 263) (bp=
669; by= 623; bi= 332) > > ,
(> > ) : ,
[6,7]'
(3). (4 ( 3 ,
3

Tab. 3 Thefixed level and its dimension— reduced equation of factors on sugar

N P> 05 K-0
b, by by by by by
N 0 0 9 182 10. 1 - 0. 020 7184 7.9 - 0.006
150 112. 5 10 593 10. 7 - 0. 020 8 627 7.9 - 0.006
258 225 11 519 8.2 - 0. 020 10 454 7.9 - 0.006
300 337.5 9 408 5.8 - 0. 020 11217 7.9 - 0.006
P,05 0 0 9 182 15.3 - 0. 034 7184 18. 6 - 0.051
77. 25 112. 5 10 877 11. 6 - 0. 034 8393 21. 4 - 0.051
2 764 225 12 735 2.1 - 0.034 9677 24.3 -0.051
474. 75 337.5 13 188 -74 - 0.034 9981 27.2 - 0.051
K20 0 0 9 182 11.9 - 0. 036 7184 7.8 -0.019
77. 25 150 10 215 13.7 - 0. 036 8 448 89 -0.019
276 258 9 950 18. 4 - 0. 036 10 533 11.7 -0.019
474. 75 300 5276 23.2 - 0. 036 10920 14. 4 -0.019
) 90 % 41 18
, 95 %

: XN: 358.5~ 445.5, Xp: 102~ 171, Xk: 264~ 330
¢ Xn: 430.5~ 529.5, Xp: 211.5~ 273, Xk: 303~ 396.

) (n (3 (2 (4

. : Xn: 358.5~ 390, Xp: 115.5~ 171, Xk: 264~
292. 5, I: 0. 38 0. 74. : Xn: 430.5~ 526.5, Xp: 267~ 273,
Xk: 358. 5~ 396, 1: 0.56 0. 79.
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Effect of N, P, K on Yield and Sugar
Content of Sugarcane

Shen Youxin Deng Chunzhang Hou Jianping

(Kunming Institute of Ecology, C A S, Kunming 650223)
Abstract A experiment with three factors and five Levels has been conducted for two years,
to check the effect of N, P20s, KO on yield and sugar content of sugarcane. Results showed
that they are regression relationship between N, P20s, K20 and yield, potential sugar yield
both planting and stubble cane. Whether nutrient or interaction among three nutrient influ-
ences the yield and sugar content of sugarcane, but the effect of N on yield, P205 on sugar
content is more significant relatively than that of others. The simultaneous rate of fertilizer
combination for optimal yield, sugar content and economic income is X 23. 9~ 26.0, X 7.7~
11. 4, X 17.6~ 19.5 for planting cane and X 28. 7~ 35.1, X 17.8~ 18.2, X 23.9~ 26.4
for stubble cane.
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