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Abstract; The effects of nitrogen fertilizer rate on carbon-nitrogen metabolism and nitrogen use efficiency of summer maize
(Zea mays L. cv. Zhengdan 958) were studied by °N labeling under high and intermediate yield conditions. In the high-
yield field, proper nitrogen fertilizer rate increased gain yield, but excessive nitrogen fertilizer rate did not have further
yield-increasing effect and nitrogen use efficiency was low (29% ). In the medium -yield field, grain yield increased and
nitrogen use efficiency decreased with the rise of nitrogen fertilizer rate. The order of °N accumulation in different organs

was: grain, leaf lamina, stem, root, and leaf sheath and spike axis. In the high-yield field, accumulation of °N in grains

and leaves declined, but increased in stems and roots, when nitrogen fertilizer rate was over 300 kg-hm . In the medium-

yield field, the accumulation of N in grains and spike axes increased with the increase of nitrogen fertilizer rate. The

highest activities of nitrate reductase, glutamine synthetase, and sucrose phosphorate synthetase in leaves and sucrose

2

synthetase in grains were observed in the high-yield field with a nitrogen fertilizer rate of 300 kg+hm °. When nitrogen

2

fertilizer rate reached 400 kg+hm ™, there is no further increase in the activities of abovementioned enzymes. However, the
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activities of these enzymes increased with the increment of nitrogen fertilizer rate in the medium-yield field.

Key Words: summer maize; nitrogen fertilizer rate; carbon-nitrogen metabolism ; nitrogen use efficiency

EAREREFERBIEYZ —, R ZREFBOL MR TV R . BT, A A D ARE I,
MO T AR 22 BB, TR R EOK B (RN R 2 T R R i R, R B ok B A AR e
BRI IREE RS G T BERS. R THIEXHES EX=BH T, R L5H WM T KEU5, I
H 20T THE AR Mm%, 6 TR R K F TR B i AR A R ER 2 E KA B R A
REFI R EAR= BRI B . 48 3G A S 7 B A = H R R K PR T iR EX B £
KA RS M, AN REEM R AR ES TR TN RR K AZA AR, BEHRKW
o 368 3 4 i e A R R 4 BB R AR E I R R R AR LR BIBE & 7= R A, AR 1K TR E R &
P e AR AR AR o
1 #RERZE
1.1 5 Ak

R RFET A R EH R, 5 I £, #H2 (0 ~20em) F743HR00 7 - &5 7= H (LA
H F£77R) AR E & 20. 12 g-kg ™ GaARA 127. 81 mg-kg ™' BHAL#E40. 22 mg-kg ™' \HALHH 92.67 mg-kg ™' ;
FEH (LM 2R) BHURE & 16.09 g-kg ™' FRAFEA 112.35 mg-kg ™' B 34. 72 mg-kg ™' HALH 76. 63
mg-kg ', MR TR RN 958,

1.2 Wit 5EH
1.2.1 PRER

PLEAK(Zea mays L. ) ¥55958 At 27l e 51 7= B A0 vp 7= H B At ) KO- 0171058 . R b3 K
P4 S FEAE AR, B O kg-hm * (CK) (150 kg-hm ~ ({jfi & &, L) .300 kg-hm > ( H1jti & &, M) 1 450
kg-hm > (Fii&E,H) o LM il H A EAE (JRE) 4208 3R T AR i\ O 30538 A8 3 Wit , 228t ol
397, UGB AR ELBI R 2:3 . BREAEAN, BT A Ab B e 5 BR 4P % B W R4S, 43 %1 0 K, 0 120 kg-hm ~* P, 0,105
kg-hm 2, RIG/NXHEF 38. 4m*,8 17X, 171K 8m, EAFTFAE, P17 HE 60cm, BRI 22cm, #3747 1. 8m (4
1), KARGEETE 1m, 2 75000 ¥k -hm 2 R FABEHLX A HES], EH 4 1Ko
1.2.1 HXRA%

B 4 EAE SN, 6 LM A H B &A/NK AP R E— MUK, X 8E 1. Om, BN 1225em” (K 58
109 35em) RISEREERIE . JoB MR AAER B TEM B B X R BN O ISTT B EEE B i, 3R R
58k B Py BE S BRAE TR R ML TET Som , M AE B A0XF BN AR, P N-FR & (L TR Btk =, HARic
FEREEH10.15% ) RELEIRE , M IEET SSKKIX 0 ~ 10em 335, 1 Smm 57, 485 8" N-FR Z FIHE BREP
EARES LRAMRE G G HIEEBEM X, R, AR ERNE TR, A AR, FE R A
/NXAB ARG RIFE R K

BER TR BRIE RN 22 HE,2007 4E 6 A 8 H FXIFT A XI1T , il RO\ TH84% , 7 2 L, BERL BEHE F it A
WN(FTZIE]) , BRIEES ~6cm, B FFN,5 ~6 HHIER . KN EEKBEIR . 8] AR AR i
EnnlteE e g B SR P HE SR T, 9 A 22 Bk,

1.3 FARESNE

NI : NG 56 5 KR, B:RR 10d BURE 1 3R, FEATAHSCBERE PRI 2 o BBURE A7 M- 0 R Hh BRFFRLAE
ot R 5 IR

T IR « FOROR B EAR IR , 7 71 SL 36 % 105°C R 7 ,80°C Bt B fE 5, 4 AR L 25 . i I8 A Ak kT
BL6 T4, ZIER B I, AR . SRAYLRERLE, MAT-250 B FECIE N FEH, RIESHES
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A.ON EEEU R TEHE N ZERARAR RO 2 B R 5 R,
1.3.1 GEERAJEEE(NR) &k ke

B 1. 0g & EBKSY R AR & F KM 5 Tl , Semxd B P IIA 1ml 30% =@ LR, A5 948 &R fm
A 9ml 0. Imol - L™ 'KNO, &, 1R 415 SE BN A T8, S 1min BB A S S, FHES , REJLK, ZH
SERTIAMIR, KI5 7E 25°C RRRE )L 0. Sh, 4331 iy 2 4 (X BRAEBRAD) A 1ml 30% =R, & B
A)#E 2min J5, & 2ml B, I 1ml BEREF 1ml REEZ 5%, %5 B 15min J5, F 4000 x g T B L
Smin, B_EIEW T 540nm 4090 5E FH ¥ OD {8,
1.3.2  FEBEG BUES (SS) EEVERERR & WUEE (SPS) 1E £

SRR IR NG . BRI 1 g ZEA T M ERHFPRL(SPS BLO. 5 g Z2 4 R BT REHY
EFMKBERMF), N4 ml R A (50 mmol°L_1Tris-HC1,pH7. 0.10 mmol - L MgCL, .2 mmol + L7
EDTA-Na, .20 mmol-L ™' $i3t Z, B 2% Z, — %) T W R ok H vk s Podi B B ORIk, BIA B 0 Hh , ZE KT
BB LHLE 4°C 10000 x g B> 30min, 15 F 35 T EHE M E o

SSVEMEMIE  7E AT 0. 15 ml (R R (£ 50 mmol - L™ Tris-HCL, pH7. 0,10 mmol -L ™" MgCl, . 10
mmol - L' 5% 3 mmol+ L ""UDPG) #1, /it A 100 pl ¥ ,30°C 7K ¥4 H [z 2 10 min, il A 2 mol-L~" NaOH 0. 05
ml, #7KE 10 min, FKRH . FIIA 1.5 ml #ELFRH 0.5 ml 0. 1% B [EIZE B, #5)j5 B T 80°C /KB R IR
10 min, 15T 480 nm &b b 00 BERE A9 AR o TS PERAALLAL BERE , nmol - g-min ~'  FW ] R

SPS IEPERIIIE  FERENEA AR M A R H 10 mmol - L™ SE-6-BEBREAX 10 mmol - L' S, HoA 3
TERERE A B s o TR YRR DAL BERE, pmol-g " h T FW ] RIR
1.3.3  FPRIRRVERL LG (AT) 161

SRBE PRI ES TR O . BRRRE . B 3 R R, R TR 1 218 K 7E vk B AR,
A%, EAZR 100 ml, ZEVKFEHRSE 3h,4°CF 4000 x g B0 15 min, FVEWR BN EGHRLIZR . WEGIK 2 ml, ik
ARE B (AZE PR ERR 10 min £5ALEGHIREVEXT HR) , A pH6. 0 FBRERZE tE 5 ml 2 10% FEREVEW 1 ml,
1E 37°C 7K ARIE 30 min, BUH 5 SZBIIREL 2 ml fIA 1.5 ml 3,5 ZR3EKBBRIAF], B K8 Z B 5 min, %
HIEZZE 20 ml, W5E 540 nm K T OD B, 1EHERAILL H %, nmol - g ~-min ' ,FW ] 7R,
1.3.4 BEBREE REE(GS) IEH

218 Zhang 25 77 8k, HME A Bk - B 0.2 g 25 VA BY R A9 25 32 Bk B oK -, i 100 mol - L' pH
7.6 [¥) Tris-HCI 28 ppy S B , M2 GS WE 1. BRETERBIRAE N : 0.6 ml BRMEERFRZE I, 0. 4 ml BER
FNVEWE, 0.4 ml ATP-Na %% (30 mmol-L™", pH 7.0) ,MgSO, % # (0.5 mol-L™") | BRI 1.2 ml T v ¥k
0.2 ml 7£ 25°C K HEIE 5 min, AIA 0.2 ml BEARFIFE4E B , 76 25°C /KB R B 15 min, AlIA 0.8 ml X
MR A 1R . TR A WTE 4 000 x g B0 15 min, Ul & 540 nm KT OD fH, & HEHALLI[ GHA,
umol - (g+h) ' ,FW]H/R,

DL BRI EHER 3 K,
1.4 HEitgEE

(1) Ndff(% ) = tEPFEM P ISN JEFH 508 % /AEEH 15N JEFH 7308 % x 100

(2) Ndff (mg) =#¥ETHE(g) x#HEL N &8 (%) x Ndff% x1000/10*

(3) FIEATLHE(% ) = £K4+'H Ndff (mg) /HE#k Ndff (mg) x 100

(4) AAEFIFZE(% ) = FaHk Ndff (mg) /HaiEE (mg) x 100

L5 ZEitiik
BARALEER A DPS GEitak it
2 HZR55H

2.1 FURATRARIRH S AT T B BRI  H A
211 SUIRFREX BRI R SR (NR) W6 4 B0
AN | , 2 4bHE NR W PEAE SR I 2 T W, MY 45d #aF—3C. 7= 1 NR 35 b U
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P A3 2 S5 R R A S, s PR IMR YOS HM (R L, iR E) > HH(R & H, B R E) >
HL (7= W M AR ) > CKH( /7= B ) , HM b3 B i i T H e A0 3, YEBAZE 150 ~ 300kg - hm =5 FEl Y
B i I P B2 AR AR s 7 AR NR &4, AT SR AR kR 1 WA 1L , (ELE P 23 3 400kg - hm ™ i
NR PR MG, 7™ H NR & PEREE ZACHEH B A3 i 254 = 0% HH 402 NR S B & THEL
#, CKH . HL.HM 4b3 NR & P85 F = HAR R AL 2 CKM (7= xR ) ML ™M, S A &) MM (H
FEH, PHERE) B NR #EE,
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Fig. 1 Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on NR activity of summer maize leaves

2.1.2 RACHEXN R IR R A EB & B (GS) & PR R0

s 2 fron , SRR REALM GS TR SETHE MRS BkE 15d FALH GS kB )G Sd A /MR
BT, ZJE GRE TRE . 265 2B R H HM A3 GS ik T H B AR, W] i B 220 AT B B A
HEAFEOIM GS 1EHEMIHEGR , 7E N 150 ~300kg - hm ~ [B] , Bt 20 B (94 INAREAL - GS {E #3458 , (HAER R b )
KFF i B AU T 20 GS Wik, 7E N 150 ~450kg-hm ™ 8], 7= H B 207K T (34 BB GS ¥ H
5o

s
29
=
e
# g
= £
#I 3
G 2
<)
N 'I'\.’7
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oz B i B
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Fig. 2 Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on GS activity of summer maize leaves
2.1.3 FACHEX R EKM 7 BREPEIR S S (SPS) 1 K
B3 R, SPS IR B T IINRRSE TR, 80 E 5 ~25 d TREZIE, BRI KF, 25 i

TR, B2k E 45d Bk CKH Al CKM B R THERALEE , HEZ i AL BB T —3. %™ H SPS {E AL L%
5 NR AL, Had R/ MEY s HM > HH > HL > CKH, HM Zb BB 8 & T HE AL B . H7= H SPS {E XA
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REERRA 5 T CKM, {ELBEE AL O i SPS I M3 Aot % , BRI IH=R AR . AN Rt 71 7K 4 R A 2
i H%% , CKH > CKM \HL > ML \HM > MM, ifij HH < MH,
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Fig.3  Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on SPS activity of summer maize leaves

2.1.4 RABFEXN R I ARKPRLENE & B (SS) 1S PRI R0

BEkyJE 15 d, FRKPHL SS IEPEBER 5 RIGA THR , FF4ERFTE B RUK P, Z JG RS2 T I, ELRTH 2URI TR,
35 dJE PRSI (B 4) o == HEREA)E 45 d Sb, HAbR ] HM L3R E0kPRL SS T M 53 IR S T B2
Ko Bt 45 d B AEBERA B (BN SS EEMAEXHMER , UL HM A B R, 587 AR, #$
FEH AL MH A B SS & PEfe s , BRI BE 45 Sb, iERAL B 5 CKM K SS & MRk B B 2 22 7K F .
PisHAH L CKH > CKM  HL > ML . HM > MM . HH < MH,,
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Fig.4 Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on SS activity of summer maize grains

2.1.5 RABFEN R FARIPRIRIER LEF(AD PR R 0T
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Fig. 5 Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on Al activity of summer maize grains
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SS TEEAE L
2.2 AR IIKE TR RN B E RS E R R 2B A 3R A5 050

FERBAHIARIC N AR IR S 1 & B B2 5, b W SC 8 BB H BB (K 1) o fERT=H , B 3
T N AE B B8 0, b Al AN R AR RN B R SRS MR O H, 2 AR A 300kg - hm B, FORAFAL
Fnt e AR RPN A5 BT T, HM Al HH RPRLH AR AR B R4 L HL AL T 109% F1 103% , T 25 AR
FREN (R FEHE AL R R TIRE . e =, BEEHE N BRI, kS AR ah AR RN B AR R, MM
1 MH ¥phzrp RR KR E 05 b HL A& T 60% 1 88. 7% , AR 25 e B rp 2 22 SE 08 JE R R 3o
BANEE N HBRKYICTFPRL > MR > 25 > 1R > i > il

F1 HBEAMEEXREIHEE NN ZSEZRM N RZHAENBNE

Table 1 Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on Ndff, N distribution rate and N fertilizer efficiency of summer maize organs

e W i) N AR N HAE
Treatments Organs N distribution rate (% ) N fertilizer efficiency( % )
HL #8 Root 38.60 4.40 2.10
HM 63.98 3.97 1.74
ML 97.88 6.12 1.78
MM 24.38 2.96 1.33
MH 93.70 6.87 2.55
66. 84 4.61 1.21
HL 2% Crown 140.09 15.98 7.62
HM 190. 44 11.81 5.18
HH 225.76 14.10 4.10
ML 148. 88 18.06 8.10
MM 214.02 15.68 5.82
MH 172.77 11.92 3.13
HL - H- Leaf 228.03 26.02 12.41
HM 406.07 25.18 11.05
HH 337.80 21.10 6.13
ML 210.33 25.51 11.45
MM 342.70 25.11 9.33
MH 311.27 21.48 5.65
HL H-#Y Leafsheath 36.84 4.20 2.00
HM 45.94 2.85 1.25
HH 63.48 3.97 1.15
ML 33.93 4.12 1.85
MM 57.27 4.20 1.56
MH 45.95 3.17 0.83
HL FHi%h Earaxis 12.97 1.48 0.71
HM 27.58 1.71 0.75
HH 20.13 1.26 0.37
ML 14.97 1.82 0.81
MM 17.40 1.27 0.47
MH 97.62 6.74 1.77
HL ¥FB: Grain 419.96 47.91 22.85
HM 878.50 54.48 23.90
HH 855.58 53.45 15.52
ML 399.51 48.46 21.74
MM 639.79 46. 88 17.41
MH 754.53 52.07 13.69
HL 428k Plant 876.49 47.70
HM 1612.51 43.88
HH 1600. 61 29.04
ML 824.35 44.86
MM 1364. 88 37.14
MH 1448.98 26.29
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UL A B8 TP 1 43 5 R A5 A B8 T o O A R AU Do 7572 FE AR o 0 S PR K
/NI HM > HH > HL, i = H & i 5 MH > ML > MM, B3k HAH b HM > MH. HH > MH, 24 HL < ML,
A2 e e 2 AR 2R A 7 T MR o T LI P SR AR R A 38
AR L R 2, MR BR B RO PRI SRR o 5 SR 1, ZE I R 1 7K P 5 TG PR 4 2 300k
OO PR S , BB AT R MR I N 1928 5825
2.3 MARKARRMIIKT FEEK= BRI

RAEFHEXN R ER=RZMEIN N 5/~ H HM > HL > HH > CKH,HM g% & TH P43, HL f1 HH 22
RARBE, B MH > MM > ML > CKM, 4 4b P2 5 B3 . M7 50 7R A TR0 TR 026 o 8 5 7=
B

®2 HREEMNEERFEANERMZE

Table 2 Effect of nitrogen fertilizer rate on yield and its components of summer maize

hb FATE (FE %3 TR g
Treatments Rows per ear(No. ) Grains per row(No. ) 1000-grain wt. (g) Theoretical yield (kg+hm ~2)

CKH 15.43 b 33.39 ab 308.33 ¢ 10821.6 f

HL 15.97 ab 34.90 a 348.24 a 12119.1 b

HM 16.33 a 35.27 a 354.01 a 12380.55 a

HH 15.83 ab 32.83 ab 346.69 a 12043.5 b

CKM 15.33 b 30.63 b 296.54 d 8640 g

ML 15.60 b 31.97 ab 324.63 b 10609.8 e

MM 15.67 b 32.50 ab 322.17 b 10854.15 d

MH 15.80 ab 32.73 ab 326.29 b 11082.6 ¢

AEFREFRRNZEFIE 5% BE/KF  Different letters means significant at 5% level

3 iFitE4EiR

THRRIE R BRI R NO; b2 i G B , Wi 2 A R AL 1 B 8, WHE DI & PE IR B R RIS F &
wEE YRR TR LR TR R R R K S BROE R/ T B SRR NH, , A B 5E — R 5K
A B RTER AL R R TR . H i, E RIS RN AR F DM M ERER J-BE
BAMEAREEHAEERN Y . ALBEERER, BRIk F T ALK NR S ST CK, &
I ZE St & 150 ~300 kg-hm ~*E FE P9 , 38 fin A F B RE AL NR 5 P 28 5 i a3, 311 400 kg-hm WG FT T
B, H7=H7E 150 ~400 kg-hm ~3E [ P , B U0 B A3 A, NR 35 M2 58 5 i

Gonzdlez 25 138 , GS IEPE MR B A A FHM S R M A Rz . XU SR, ZRCRE K
FhTHRER P GS WEMERA B & T AR R M, B GS W& M3 n R AL o] UM R A A Rk, AR R
B, 7= H SPS {&E ARk H5 NR AL, HIE M R/MKIR S HM > HH > HL > CKH, HM Ab 3B B & FH e AL
B, B o 5 A A B S T S AR AL AT SPS Tk, ™ SPS IE MM AR AL B B m T CKM, {HFEE A E M
e SPS TEMEIGINIESE , BIRIHFEFER . GS EHERRAE T 2T EREMGESL, HE 5 SPS M. 1ENER
FEARAY SS A1 ALV by TR M AR S P ) K OF B 25 5, HOOR [RI AR B 2 1 AR AL R ], A9 iR 6 3% B 43 51 A
HM F1 MH 1y SS F1 AL {E B

N AR, BFFE T RUIE B R R b g 7K SF TR AR R AR IR R RIS B 4 e SR R IR I 2R Y
o, R RS UAPRL AR BUCE o F A RS, R 2 22 . NemARFR AR
W ERE , = H A 2 & 5 i 2 a3 J5 i %, L HM b3 5, T Hh 7= FE 0 Bt 220 P 284 A i
Hhn, LA MH b3 . ZEM AR RIE B TRICHE M IMm i, 822, AFEH KT ERHEE
I FH 25 24 B it 2R 3 A T AT o

AT LASR = B EOKFEALA NR (SPS . GS T HEFFFRL SS F AL VE 1 , AR FEFFRLN AR i RARFNF A, AT
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R AR KFFIEZES , B H A i B R RE , AR TR E Sk = R,
7 H B I B s i, H™ Bt i, (E s s AR B X 7 B A STRR 3 R, R D U R sk AR oK B
FEREEXREE, o BA N SBOT A AR TRELZEA T o B, A IR R AUIE R R R4
em RIS Y S B R, a0 50 7 F L T K At R B 32 1 7 300keg - hm ™ AP, o 7= L 4757 e 220
16 300 ~400 kg-hm > Z [i].,
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