Z Rk H 75 20 A ERE R A EAR H ik /2 2 5
e !

BT s AR

"
)|
Wi

(1. E AR R NSO R A EBe, TLIRR At 210095; 2. B UMLK A3k

SrE A Eshul, YLIREE R 2100955 3. B L R K E X IRV 9B, TS

~

3t 210095)

[ B] AVRRERLRRLE F XA NELRERDKLTGY R, ZAXEBLIFERFORD KL, &+7T 3
FrERALEE T X (EREHLEH, AREH LB LR ARLH), FUAERRLEB AR, KAFSH-AMEE
ki G ATREIRE AARHER AT BN, AR AR W 7 X a9 A TR R A AR KRR E AARHE
REATE@OHM. BREZW: (1) 5REBHL, AR LBIEFE L THAEERY CH AR, BELAFLHILREL
95%k AAGE CH HEz; (2) AKAEZE; KB CHHER SR LT EZHBIRK, IMHERLB ST, £HHRLH
A7 T R R, HAE L R AR RAFE M AR 4.9%; (3) A EE, LEBANERGKELTAH &R K, A
64.5%~77. 4%, KA L NO G9HEAM; (4) NEAMBERFRIEZ G RA, HARRMLAFe LML E LT
AAL, FAE AL E AL TR RIR Y 4. 6%Fe 3. 6%4Y B a5 LI K 8. T%Ae 4. 9%4Y9 B A K2 hy e ik, Hk, A
TAEE AR, KRR AR AL H A — AL E EEIRR L & & A2 696 2 ik,

[58R) AE#4E 2@ H5 X CH, NO &2k
[FESHEE): S341 [CEFPRREY: A [XEHS]): 1004-8227 (2018) 12-2775-09
DOT: 10.11870/cjlyzyyhj201812014

B Lk ok, ASEBIF1EKTPE) COMRBEAWTTH =, Ht 5] A H A Bk R AR B AR i R SR 28 52 AT = L
K. BRI AR I R R, e SRS S 51 Y BB R CO. HERCRLBERE Y ROLRR R T AE NS R G0 E B
A AE P B H E A A R 2 5 ) BB AN T BRI SR, AT RO A L A = T B AR S RS B Y, SR S AR .
AR, E A AN [ FE RO BRI HEAT TR FC, B AR IR L ol BB T, ARG E BN 1 R
AR L AL R, Cheng %5 ™ SRAGK I B K G vk REAR AW 1 3R A A AL P A2 2 J HoMg s B P48 ) o R A 1 A
S RGTHEREE . BRI MR L AT 7S AT A AOI AR B LIS e OR, (H I AR AE AR X
I S 1 LE Bl AW USSR B AR AR R GRS T A E (AR X G D AT TS, e T NG A b 4R
PRIRZR, JERTHRAE .

WA EB: 2018-04-08; BEIHHI: 2018-04-17

HEEWH.: EXBHESCHERITE (2012BAD14B12)  #HE & A\ SCH SR A H R4 (15YJCZH246)
EERA: S5 (19917, L, i, EFEMFEPHERE SR AESTF. E-mail:hunai juan@n jau. edu. cn
BHRAEE E-mail:zhulg@njau. edu. cn



ﬁE%K%kE,ﬁ%%ﬂ%@k,%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬂﬁ%%f%ﬁﬁ,X&%&%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ,%%iﬁﬁﬁ
71, L RERE TR R, DTS2 BRI ARAOHE) ™, (R AS FRIE e (e it 7 IR0, BEE, SECT AR R E SR
ﬁmﬁkﬁmmm,AETHmﬁHLEﬁﬁFi%mlﬁﬁﬁﬁmi SRHERCH 25 . FRRIEE Y B FAS RS H 7 R
NEE BRI B ARSI, I TR BRI R, REAT R R e i FE A (LR = OB A L R ORAE e e (K 22 5 7™
o YHTHALERSFEIE B 7 2 R T TEE RS FEBIBRE H , RSATIA HEIE F 2 — Rl A ATE Oy Y, BEGRE 18
NXAFEZE ATV, R AT RAT A A s, bt Zh bR b B MXIARE 1/10. @i 7oA,
55 RS

T FH 5 AR LG, AEFF I MR FH AN Bl A R HURS A8 FH R RS AR L AN -t v e e ™, g LA SE R R s 7
[7 sF 5 5 B BE B RRR B FEL AR L RS 2 00060/ 10, 6% 3. 8% 4 CHHERL ™ [k, ASCHESERTIR B MHB AR 3EaE B, R4S
M i 55T AR A S FE RN RS AT e Y R B B 5 2O A 22 R0 AR T B AL A (R R, B B AR 2B B R AT
A R b b Ul 6™ A2 10 BRI = AR HEIR R@%EﬁﬁL%%%ﬁﬁﬂL&#i%@%ﬁﬁ&@%¢% LR = A
HET TRt B4 R RS AT I FH 51 A BRI = ORI S X EE b HT, 8 BB VE AR RE Z AT R GEAN IR ZE A I 7 QAR
HIBR R, 5 A5 TR 2 B AR X R T AR & AR IR AR AR PR AL BRI -

1 MRS ik
1. 13RI A
AR T 2013 4 6 H % 2015 4 6 HEILAE M R LT XEABACR M RVEE X (32° 56'N, 118° 59°E) JF/E. ZMX
JE& T AT R RS, HIRAE, WER, FEXIREHN 16, X, EHMERER 1072, 9nm, BZEER FE4ESRE T, 8

173 TR P ZAMI R AZ DX T BRI A B, H SRR B KRG £ 2013 SFREFRIGTT AR AT 07 20cm BFE)Z 3B AL 1
I 1,

£ VIRBIFARTHZ 0~20 cm 3EF MR

Tab. 1 Soil physical and chemical properties in 0-20 cm soil layer before the field experiment

HHL K=ol TR TR A TR o
-1 -1 1 -1 -1 pH {E //G.E

(g — kg (g - kg") (mg - kg') (mg - kg') (mg - kg')
17. 25 0. 87 120. 96 5. 44 58. 17 7. 47 1.44

1. 2 156 AT ) 7 2L

ARG R S AR BB, AEKRE IR E 4 NbEE, REMEEE 3 R, JE 12 VDX, /DX 30m2 (K 6m, 58 5m).
ARG (1) ANEREFIAEE; (2) ZRERBHER: NEETENNXE, HIREBHLR RS AT A EJZ 10em ) 43525 5038
s (3) ZRSRIBHEH: ZRESIAMX G, ANTRASHTS 20em IR HHER S (4 ZRWIEBEH: fE/NXAZP%
ATV, TEEEN Tm, 7R 20cm, < 5m, 58 30cm, H§/NEREFF S MAEVA N AR R £, B HIRFEZ) 10em, X5 % bt P A & 21
FEFEER B iZ B Z R AE RGN fﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂ%@£5~Mm%&W RIGREATAENX N BRINT S5, BARFRE,
TR AR 4R 5000kgehm* FIE HH AR KRGO R 7 s ATIE . /R FRUCR R RIS FT SRR N X, N2 2R AT L
TR et

ARG, PR BRI T FH KA S i (X B R Vs 23 5, fERR 5 I R A N RS AR I R 77 . A H 40



S 2013 45 7 H 3 HA 2014 55 6 H 29 H, BRI 45124 2013 45 11 H 5 HA1 2014 4F 11 A 3 H. /M mFRLEH kR
Y 6 5, RAANTHIEN G RBAT IR, BFELN 150kgehhm®, FEFHIISH0 2013 45 11 B 18 HA 2014 4 11 H 19 H,
SCER I ) 43504 2014 4F 6 H 8 HIHI 2015 4 6 A 5 Ho 7EI%RE 46 AR A0 A 1 Py K RS ta A B 4359 300kgN<hm ®, 120kgK.0hm*
F1 120kgP,0chhm”®, /NEZEALE 7354 270kgNehm”, 67. 5kgK.0*hm* 1 67. 5kgP.0hm*, BAk W% 2.

IKAEZE K B 2 i BUK  E BE—2, RUKRER ARG RrBil Ak — N, RIEHHMT — A E AR B E R, HJERM
V61 o 1 EL B KRB HE A UK . 2 R B R 0 DORIE T B o K FE AV BR R WHN AR 2555 R A B 5 2 JUE B — #F,
I BAN R A I8 AR BE R 138 57 AN Ab - HAd A b A PR i R PT e OREF— 2

AR 2 PR AT 0T P9 A e P S i PR I )

Tab. 2 Chemical fertilizer rate and timing over two annual cycles from 2013 to 2015

AR it FH = EAETE (GE-H-HD
YEY) N:P,0Os : K0, kg - hm®) 2013-2014 2014-2015
120 : 120 : 120 2013-07-03 2014-06-28
IKFE 135: 0: O 2013-07-10 2014-07-11
45 : 0 : 0 2013-08-17 2014-08-13
135 : 67.5 : 67.5 2013- 11-18 2014- 11-19
N
135 : 0 :0 2014- 03-14 2015- 03-15

L3 eI H 577 i%
L3 1 AR AR 3 AR R RS AN

A% TR I 5 AR WA 0 R 5 A B A — AR B ™ KRR AE KR0S 6d KFE— K, K5 HIIAE 3d 3R 1 IR, SRUCREE
i a4 F2F 8:00~10:00, 4:FE Smin SHFEE—IK, ZFRITE 0,5, 10, 15, 20min MUK, AFREURE 50ml. /NEERRE 7d RE—IX,
FFUCKAER AR R4 13:00~16:00, &ERE Smin SKAE—IK, 4rHITE 0, 5, 10, 15, 20min B REE, BRRINAE 50ml.

N T SRR BE B A AR ARG AR A BN X 7E EANVA S oy B A TARREEAR, RIDA AL Bo U4k
ATV b, T R A Y DX IR = SRR BOE R (FO , SARFE B LT HVA I8, T 00 GRS R X 3 il & < A
BOEE (Foo BV A BN A5 EREEA -8R, I HA SRR NS AR 3/5, Bk B X HEBOE & F=

(Fi=0. 4%Fy) /0. 6, Y HHIE AR BEFR~1 B AR HEBOE &9 F=0. 9+F+0. 1%Fy,

ASARKE SR TORAE— P S A (Agil-net7890A, [ifg) [EIRF 44T CHLAN NO HEGE = . CH. AT CO. FUAS I #$ 4 FID, 4%
TS 80°C, My IBRHIRE Y 200C:, FAMENEA, i 40ml. min'; ESNBVS, WE 35mlemin s FANBIRA, WHEN
350mlemin"'s N.O MRSV %82 ECD, FEIE 2 657, ISR 2 320°C, #HANE: HlE A, HEN 30mlemin. SAHEBGE
R A ANHIREES LR H, Wk 4 RIRE LG Yoe RER /N T 0.9 WIS X OIS . KREAI /N4 K
$ CHL R N,O g H 380 HE 8O 2271 SR AR HE ISR S 1R A 7 LR R BB ™

= A HE BT A

F=p h - (dC/dt) - 273/(273+T)



K FRERSSEHGESR [BLCH iR, Jymg/ (n'sh), BANO I ng/ (n'ehd] ;p R SRR AR T 2,
kg/m’s T RKAEIREFZAHNFEEE, C; h REHNERE, nC RIEESAEMATURE L « & REEA M R )
h; dC/dt LR FE R 2 A IR = SRR E AL =R

1. 3.2 4% B ARG I 7 34 (1)1 55

AFRIEES (GWP) £ T & B A FR S SRR AR AR AN, AR, REKBZE. NEZBUKLTE-FH
FEAFRIGE R B AR A CH AT NO FIZE A8 IR IS . 76 100 SRR AR, B0z )5 & CHL A N.O [ GWP 435114 CO. [ 30 £5 A1
268 {1,

1. 3. 3 JKFERI/NZZ P R 5 Nl s

FEARRRENE R, BN X A, KTk G, 7€ 65 CHUA T 48h, SRIGHRE, THEWM bR &,

J R = KRG L bR BN SEBR T .

1. 3. 4 B BRI Tk

AHFFE B SR T B30 T N RS P K FE B N2 IR S5 TR (2013 4E 6 H~2015 4E 6 H), AIE/KFEHI/NE I H I3k 1)
AT RS IR B PN R EL R R A B IR = SR HE . B e R . SRR RIS R R U S R . A R R

BEF 2L AOBRHES,  DARRE AT B AR IR = URHETG RIS R A 26 7 M i 25 AR B3N R I T

IKFE— N AR A KSR LB E (kgeCO~Ceshm™) HITHEARA™:

[C = l;i = :é: ( I71(jv ),

n
i1=1 =1

A on FoR 1AM AP FE P FE T n FRAEIRE CCRMATHAE . A AEF= TR CR 2. AR RIBR RIS ) s b8 B BRR R
B RORE 1 MREIREUR BT AUBRAEIG m R HAREE 1 MREIRECK RO E; Ce FORE 1 MPREIR R TR HUBRHETR R 4K

TEPIAE P2 B P BB LS CF (kg+CO~Cevkg ) , BIAER RGP T s AKREBUNZ B~ A BRAEAL, THE AR ™
CF=E/Y

X YONKRE. NE B AR &

1. 3. 5 BRHBCR B %

NTTAETH MRS, 75 ZOR R £ ORI HESOM R EGE IR — e b R — oz, BB 4% (Carbon equivalent, fi]

5 “Ce” Fom. HATEPSMRABREEA G R, AT TR K A 8 B0 SR B0 Ja R o S22 ) il
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1. 4 Hdfn b B

KH MicrosoftExcel2007 #AT#¥E %2, A SPSS16. 0 #HATHER S0 #1 (P<0.05), A GraphPadPrism6. 0 #E47 IR
23R

R 3 AR BRI R HES R £

Tab. 3 Coefficient of carbon emission of different material for agricultural production

Hers 5 BiHE S R 3L B s
seuh 3.32 kg C0r-eq/kg Sk [13]
ZNEN 4.96 kg COreq/kg Sk [13]
TEHE P.Os 1. 14 kg CO:~eq/kg ik [13]
HHE K20 0.66 kg CO.~eq/kg SR [13]
Gl 10. 15 kg COrea/kg SCiik [26]
A B 16.61 kg COreq/kg SCiik [26]
PRl 10.57 kg CO-eq/kg 3Lk [26]
HiRE 0.81 kg CO.~eq/kWeh 20122014 £F[X 5, B )
CHl 30 k1]
N:0 268 SR 1]
2 R 55

2. 1 ARIZ ARG 7 SO0 e 2 AR K CHOR N0 H B3R &R (¥ 5

HE L ATLVEH, ERZE, CH HISHBCRE R 2R IE H AL FE R 3 B3 TR AR EE, 3 FhZ2Abie m 7 b CHL H BB AR
FREEHEALTE Tk (1. 9Tmgem’d™) , ZAEVAME i/ (1. 78mg. m'd ™). MAEEZ, CH HHHMELEARR LA FHHRME. W%
0 HHsEkE, BEETES. FF, FRHIEHLME T N0 HHE B3 & T AR M b3, 3 FEF5E M AR T, NO
HSHEBCRFEZ RV A H R 235K, 4 0. 03mgem’d ', T2 HE HERHE F i/, 4 0. 02mgem’d 'o ANAALHE T 223 0 HIHHEK
S REAC, PR HHBCN 0. 0lmgend .

[ BFEH @iEdEr W EHEN mAHER

5/ 4K WCH, FIN,O H #HEmsE
(mg'm’-d")

f&ZCH, #7%CH, BZENO #ZFEN,0
AR

1 R R R Z RS E R
CH, il N,O0 H ¥k it
Fig. 1 Daily average CH, and N,0 emissions in rice/

wheat growing season



2. 2 AR ZEAE I H 5 SO AN 22 2 e BRI IRV 54 (K 52 i)

HE 2 AR, AN AEKTEZIE R /NZE T, R0 HACE e BIGRIE H B 3 /T AR . EKRES, 3 M ASIE b
ZAEHEHHE M T HEH, mTRPHE N, fE/ET, 3 MRS AR 2 R EIHE B > s H >V IR B J 4 4Bk
RIS N FEHHE > FBHE H > Va1 > AR H . WRE-ZRAFAFRE, BMRELAF 2RI REHAN 95%K B KREE 2R
BEURIE Y, /N A ERIE IR I S S AR/ LA

80 M mfEm miehEm mEBHEN Wi

IKFE/ N EERKRFLERIGRES

NS NEF mE
a3

B2 FEZAERMARZRE BT CH,
N, O )42 BK % el v 3
Fig.2 GWP from CH, and N,0 emissions in rice/

wheat growing season

2. 3 KRS AR IR RS FE 7 20 F O A 4347

HE 4 KBEKEE P EIER AN, KBS, ZRAIEH. T MBS AL A 1 e Bk HE Ry
SR 5777, 9632 9403, 9164kgCe/hm’e &l /3 Bk AL 2L o B A2 78 LB FHE 7 25 AL BRI R I M. AR L CHOHETRC (P34 66. 0%)) 4k
fEAET= P 20, 1%) >AH N0 HE80 CPH 9. T%) >HUBRSEHIEFE (P 2.6%)) K2 CPEY 1.0%) ¥k CFH 0. 7%). K&
I CHAHER . A BEA = F N0 R e (B 7 S HE B 90% 7 A, T LA T FE S8« AR 24 FIVEABE S € B R BT A ) Bl HE
TR o5 EEIAR N o FEDURNAS R (R 22 R0 B 7 AR EE R, HUBRSE MV FE . ALAE RN L R 24 R0 VRV A FhL A I e s P s S 2 i A A
[, 1 f BB AR ) CHAT NO HECE R 22 57 MR T X AR, 2530 HI A3 R (B HE O B e, Wi 7E 3 R Ak 1y =X
AEFE AR, R EHA A EE R S BRI K, FERS A AR AR, I B LA e kb 4. 9%,

2. 4 INEFANR FZAEIE W T5 R BRI 3 BT

HIZ 5 /DN R R i R AT AR, AR ERAERKT, IR ENIE I 2 T o5 BBl R, o 64, 5%~T77. 4%, 1M
3 FPAER P AR I o LA R K o B AR TR 59. 1% 71, 0%, He R RS FFIE FH 51 RS (A% B NSO IR, 249 o A R 128 1F) 11, 3%
~20. 6%, THEF . WEREEH RS SRR 2 AR 2GR CHy HEBG™ A2 ROBR L BT 5 LB . B T AT N LHE
B, HRISKEAOR E R, PIETEARR REEN 0. BIRZE T I BB, (Bl TAEKBET DR AT T A



TR, REMIORAT S8 T EFLZF HIRR SR HBA AR ER, RSB FE D7 T SR BRSO 5%
SR, RIS AR T g 2 W R AE 3 MRS T A, RAEBIPNE T i R e, B, 2R
THIRIE HREE /D 8. 1FRR A T2 o

R A RTEER AR Z AL B 7 20T B 2 2R 1

Tab. 4 Carbon footprint under different treatments in rice—growing season

T ‘ T’i)\% (kg/ hm’ ) ﬁﬁ&ﬂi (kg COCe / hm’)
AIEH ERHEH BphcH  WHELEH  REH ERFHEH  BEREH LA
Jie 27.8  27.8 - - 92.4 92. 4 - -
RIS L } 29.7 32.3 98.5 107.3
T HE TR A2 9 4.4 4.1 198 12 14.4 13.7
#®
gk 32.2  33.1 33.9 33.0 106. 7 110.0 112. 4 109. 4
A (D 300.0  300.0 300. 0 300. 0 1 488.0 1488.0 14 88.0 1 488.0
ALHE BEAE (P.0,)  120.0  120.0 120. 0 120.0 136. 8 136. 8 136. 8 136. 8
BHAE (K00 120.0  120.0 120.0 120.0 79.2 79.2 79.2 79.2
[FR=R] 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 20. 4 20. 4 20. 4 20. 4
RE oA HL 7 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.9 64. 1 64. 1 64. 1 64. 1
K 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
TR HLfE 73.1  73.1 73.1 73.1 59. 4 59. 4 59. 4 59. 4
HES o 95.5  231.0 212.2 208. 3 2 865.6 6 931.2 6 366.6 6 248.4
HR N0 3.2 2.4 3.6 3.1 849.6 635. 2 962. 1 836. 2
&t - - - - 5 777 9 632 9 403 9 164
F 5 NEA KA FEZREIL 72N B AL B
Tab. 5 Carbon footprint under different treatments in wheat—growing season
RN ) : PERLO /)
AL Tkt H A EHLEHE  AEH WEHHER  BERCH S
p—— J‘iﬁﬂﬁ 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 58. 1 58. 1 58. 1 58. 1
e HF 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 14.2 14.2 14.2 14.2
iR HES 23.5  18.8 19.2 19.3 77.9 62.3 63. 7 64. 2
A (D 270.0  270.0 270. 0 270. 0 1 339.2 1339.2  1339.2 1 339.2
1L AE A (P05  67.5  67.5 67.5 67.5 77.0 77.0 77.0 77.0
BHAE (K.0)  67.5  67.5 67.5 67.5 44.6 44.6 44. 6 44.6
b K 3.7 3.7 3.7 3.7 14.6 14.6 14.6 14.6
mES ol 1.6 3.6 6.5 1.4 46.5 108.3 193.8 42.0
HER %o 0.8 1.6 1.7 1.6 214. 4 436. 8 461. 0 428. 8
it - - - - 1 886.4 2 155.1 2 266.1 2 082.6

2.5 AN[F Ak B 5 20T A 2 T SRR R 8 PR R A



M 3 KFE—NE TR AEAE KT R R M AT, ASEALEE TS CHL HERUR S R i B 1 Bk IR, 404 38. 0%~59. 7%,
FLURRALRE R P AT NO HERL, 451 5 26. 8% 41, 3%F0 9. 1% 13. 9%, TIHEBLWFE AL AR 254 7 LK MU SE v S8 F7 7= A8 i i 2 325
R R L N . 3 PR IR E 5 AU, SRS B A AR R I K, SRRV MR H AR AR R Rl N, B4y
AIRE LLHEREIE AT EIBEE > T A 4. 6% 3. 6%.
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Fig. 3 Annual carbon footprint of rice-wheat

rotation under different treatments
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Fig. 4 Carbon footprint of unit crop yield under

different treatments
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