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Effects of fertilization regimes on yield and nutrient use efficiency of

PathumThani 1 rice grown in SamutPrakan soil series
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Tdleludng 4-2-1 nn. N-P,0s-K0/15 3) misladanuuusiugn (PF) visewiniu 6.94-1.75-9.96 nn./l3
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Usravsnmnsldsmenmsiivandeiaiigani (P<0.05) 41ludiunismanes F dvdu vnfisnsanly
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Abstract

In rice farming systems, fertilizer is one of the most important inputs driving yields and
economic returns. This experiment aimed to identify an optimal fertilizer rate to maximize grain
yields, fertilizer nutrient use efficiency and economic returns over fertilizer cost of PathumThani
1 rice grown on SamutPrakan soil series. A completely randomized design with 5 replications
was used. Treatments were four fertilizer regimes: 1) no fertilizer application (control, C); 2)
fertilizer application based on site-specific fertilization (SSF) or at a rate of 4-2-1kgN-P,Os—
KoO/rai; 3) fertilizer application based on precision fertilizer management (PF) or 6.94-1.75-9.96
kg/rai; and 4) fertilizer application based on common farmers’ practice (F) or 15.5-5-0 kg/rai.
Results showed that yields and economic returns over fertilizer cost of rice received F and PF
were not different (P>0.05) but greater (P<0.05) than other treatments. However, fertilizer
nutrient use efficiency values of rice received PF were greater (P<0.05) than those received F.
Overall, PF is recommended for growing PathumThani 1 rice on SamutPrakan soil series.

Keywords: rice, yield, fertilizer management, nutrient use efficiency
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JovonnunsnsawlvglilidddaTmusmnomsividegluiutazdlngladolusnsill
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gainliaunaseninesigemisiiveiineng 9 @uludneie (§1u1a, 2553) (gl395504, 2557, 2558)
wui1 mslademuaiiasesiau (site-specific fertilization) Fsfinsilsdissinemsfiafiilufud
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AMTUNIIHEATY UasranauwnurasinaunuatlegnInisladenuisveununsng (glsissa,
2559) uanand (InAw, 2550) $1891U1 I%ﬂammiﬁLm’]vﬁauﬁﬂﬁmwmmﬂé’%’umaﬁﬂ,imﬂmi
Ugnimunntuitsiiduniafnnnnisanuimunslitownd s (sunge, 2555) i Fuyuen
Uamﬂumiﬂaﬂmauuﬂmﬂu 31 L‘Uaimumamwumum

drstugunusil 1 Hudnvialdldediuas Wuandngs frunulsauazimdonselan
anunsaneuauewtenslilelad (nsun1st1y, 2550) wasleuugniuunnludamiamesys wudeatu
yoRuamsUTNsadugniundnildlunisugndnluiuiifaiamssyiiduiuitaudnuiunans
Auvwilufundes Srranudunsadunnseglugag 6.0-8.0 dufuaradufivaudmvudeay
ganUTUNELazUdenvies (NuNaUITAY, 2561)08sl5An 0 Uaguudaladiauugiilunisld
Joindfimunzandmiunisugndnunusd 1 lugafuaynsusinig dedunisvnaesiided
fnguszasAiioniguuuunisdanmistefivunzaudmiunisadndniugunusii 1 lugaiu
aunsusINs Wil wawden wazuszansnmnslaleqifian
A/Anliun1sIdeg

souinaasazautAvasAy

fuflummaassivhiuadnvesaazdmmaniuazmaluladnmsinuas svninendefauing
Wenveasauwmemysys Yantilagldnszans aeldaninlsaiounaiaudesenitaiounguniny
WA, 2560 — wWaufugeu w.a. 2560 lEauynaynsUsIN13(Fine-mixed, nonacid, isohyperthermic
Fluvaquentic Endoaquepts) (nsuWmunfiay, 2561) Faflaud@visneninuazipiivesfuneunis
naaosauandly Table 1 gnAummsumnsililunimeaesifimugauauysaiogluseduiiunans
Inefidun3edng 1.71 Weosiwud lulasiau 0.11 Wesidud eavleda 53.85 un./nn. wazlnuvadeu
552 un./nn.

Table 1 Properties of the soil used in this experiment.

Properties of the soil Soil analysis
pH 7.86
Ec(ds/cm) 5.85
Organic Matter (%) 1.71
Total Nitrogen (%) 0.11
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Properties of the soil Soil analysis
Available P (mg/kg) 53.85
Exchangeable K(mg/kg) 552
Exchangeable Ca(mg/kg) 1,983.15
Exchangeable Mg(mg/kg) 121.06
Soil texture Clay

UHUNNTNARDIUALFINAADS

'mLLmumsmaamwdmauyizﬁ (Completely randomized design) &1 5 62?11 dnaes Ao
sunuunslatefiunnsnstu 4 suuu 1eua suuuud 1 mslaildds (Control, €) gUuuufl 2) msld
JeinlnuA1iias1einu (Site-specific fertilization, SSF) sawiiunisladewaiilugnsi 4-2-1 nn.
N-P,0s—-K,0 /15 (0.60-0.30-0.15 nSu N-P,0s-K,0/n52014) EULL‘U‘U‘ﬁI 3) nstadeiadiuvuunaiugn
(Precision fertilization, PF) n3aiifiunistadeiniiludnsn 6.94-1.75-9.96 nn. N-P,0s-K,0 /13
(1.04-0.26-1.50 n5u N-P,05-K,0/n52019) wag gULLUUﬁ 4) mﬂa'ﬂsJLﬂﬁmm%%mssuaﬁmwmﬂs
(Farmers’ practice, F) vi3auiniunistddeniilugngi 15.5-5-0 nn. N-P,0s-K,0 /15 (2.34-0.75-0
N3U N-P,05—K,0/n32074)

dmsunsladenuy SSF Auwandsunanstadelasldlusunsuduugidinisdnnisiusas e
seudas nostu 2.1 Feiauntulasnisysuinisteyanisinnisfuvesnsuiauniinu iy
ALUEUIN1TIANTUENIUATIATIEANYBINTUIYINITINYAT KATNAIUITENITIANITEINDINNT
NI (http://0ss101.1dd.go.th) drumsladewuu PF Arwiadsununislddewniilaefflads
Usiuswmeisity (e Tulasiau weanedawaglnunadon) freonluurdndsdalufu
drBonuasnnednn (Haifa, 2018)dwiutiinunisladeiadnismsvannuasnstuludiadsd
Fnmsdmatinanisladeluninvennuasnslufufidminmesyd glsssm, 2559)

N3N3BNAN N1sUgnuaznIsauatig

thwithAu (Aseduaudn 0-30 wuuns) vesRuyraymsUsnsunfsliuiduiis 91ndy
thunuslfaziBoariiunzunssiiiguunn 2 Sadwes wdrhuildlunszansiumiadoudislvunn 50
xA0 Wwufuns nszaisaz 50 Alandu nduinihatlulunszorsardiiuauduiiondmiulily
nsUgniIkuuENenan

eaziBeafrfunisugnuaznisquasnudnissnulu @lsissa, 2558) Ugndnaius
Unusl 1 nemséhedundiileatgld 20 Yu $1uru 3 dusiens nsznnsas 4 ne Mmuslusazne
e 25 wudluns Menseanuiasduliineiuegiaios 1 uns

Tatamusinfunaaes tnsuusld2 ads aftusnldedmiadosudnndeny30 Yu udsannis
frevUgn wazated 2 dodudinfieny 52 Yu wdsnsdieugn atnitofnuiseduiilfddads
AARALAT (99 MNMIAUYTEINN 10 WwuRlunsg) waziinisidndiyivlagnisasunsunislddendl 1 Tu
Auifesandnilednileny 110 Ju vdmnmsireugn

nsiudayauaznsingIeinieana

duifiuiognasstiudedudnideny 110 u ndanisdredgndmiuldlunisine
avdUsznauvawmanads (lWun S1uiusiewens 1ILLAARTI SouarUanudnd Sosazvauuanay
ihadnwdnd 100 win) wazsandndriudeniiinnsuiuseiuanududu1e Wesidus Auaw
UsEANBAINNIINARNY (agronomic nutrient use efficiency; ANUE) mﬁ%ﬁﬂizqﬂﬁﬁm Ladha et
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al. (2005): ANUE = (Yr - Yo)/Fy Saviuali Yo vuneds Usunanandawandn @Rlansu/ls) aands
naaosiilade (ulnsiou veavesa vie Tnunaidew) luseduriieg wag Yo vueds UTunanandn
wénd Alanfu/ls) andmeassdilaldde Fy mneds Sasnsldde (ulasiou earlea uie
Tnunaden) laniu/ls)

AATERN19aDALAsATILATIZRAINLUTUTIU (Analysis of variance) wazluTauLiis a1y
uAnFNsTEINALRAsEIangunaaedagldls Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test

NanN1sIELarafUTENa

asAUsENaUNaNAnY1?

psAUsENOUIBINANANLAZNANARTDWEDN efimsldteTuguuuusingg uanslu Table 2
HANIMARBe WU nstademusiiuneaes F vilidadidiuausisiensliwaneis (P>0.05) fungy
PF wsigandn (P < 0.05) 413lungu SSF wag C (umnun, 2553) 1euinishadelulasiaunay
woarledafiutwilidninsuanurusiiasnsosonssldifistudsdmaliindduiussdons
i (Yoshida, 1981; Dobermann and Fairhurst, 2000) agislsfinia nasladelunndmiunis
naaashiilidnisuusdadesiuazdming 100 winuandrafu (P>0.05) lasdidadsey
Tue23 85.36 — 107.48AARDTN kAT 2.56- 2.84 NSU AINEWU

F1ludnsuneass F da15esasvetuindulidunnsia (P>0.05) fud1ingu PF usgendn
(P<0.05) ¥13lungu SSF wag C Ineundmindnisladelulasiauniniuliagilninanuldauns
vosmataidulnvedlunazdrduresindudinaiidndiuvedug@azyiliiAanstuauasiid
dugeududte Mliiniudnduantu (sagns, 2554) wudiertu (Rao, 1980) uazesiins wagsas
w3304 (2505) Fawuin Fevazresudndvaziutudediniuszdunslaleulanauliin

nandnt1UFaNLAZNANULIUNEINISENAUN LAY

nandninUdenuazansuunundsindunualevestniudunusill 1 Aldsudeguuuy
A9 9 wandbu Table 2uan1snaass wudn 13lungu F dnandnd1idonwaskanoulnunain
dunuadelsiuansing (P>0.05) Audilungu PF usigendn (P<0.05) §1aiilddesiunaass SSF uaz
C 91ananldintaludifunnaes F uaz PFI65utodng q lussduiiemedanalvdndinng
Wigiulauariinandnd1adengs aenadesiunissesuaes (Fageria, 2007) finuin msldde
lulstolusnsimnsaninanonisitnmesiminmdntn Immawwvamammﬂaﬂaluimwu
othanaifissiauslurisusnvesnmaaiaivlnagyinlidninandndndengiu

Table 2 Yield and yield components of rice grown in SamutPrakan soil series and
received different fertilizer regimes.

Treatments SEM F-test
C SSF PF F

Panicle number (per hill) 10.85° 22.40° 30.65" 32.90" 2.03 Hex
Grain per spike 85.36 92.92 107.48 98.80 5.70 ns
Good grain (%) 88.32" 85.00"° 82.64° 79.68° 1.19 *xx
Infertile grain (%) 12.08° 15.00% 17.36"° 20.72" 1.21 e
100 grain weight (g) 2.56 2.64 2.80 2.84 0.1 ns
grain yield (kg/rai) 311.44° 774.12° 1,023.56" 971.10" 50.81 *xx
Returns over fertilizer cost 2,336 ¢ 5,310 B 7,480 A 6,758 A 381.08 o

(Baht/rai)
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*** = significantly at p < 0.001 level, ns;= not significant
Means with the same column followed by the same letter are not significantly different

UszAnsnmnislduselevdsinemnsvanainie

UszanSmsuaniiwvesinildsuleluguuuuing 9 uanslu Table 3 nanisnaass wuin 412
Aldsusnfuneass SSFUsEanSamnssanfivdonislatelulnsiau 1 Alan3u laiunndna (P>0.05)
fumslatesnunaass PF usigandt (P<0.05) d1ilunguilldtonudiniu F aenadosiumsdnyives
9l57590 (2559) Ainuin msldtenmAniisevisu (SSF) vilvuszansamnnswanfivyesinnganiy
(P <0.001) msldtenuAtueanuning aziulein msldlesnnilmunzaaenadesiuuiuusg
onsdegudaluiu uazaufeIn1ssmenstn ilitmldusslomiantglunsifiunandnse
1$ldunu Fslneunfvsvansnmmananiivazgagaileladendlusaniuarasiaanauioia
émeﬂsJLﬂﬁ‘Lﬁqasﬁu (B9gms, 2554; glsa3say, 2557) wuheiudulunsdlvesdssdnsnimnisndnity
seviheveeaesauarinunaidoy fnudt Tushfunnass PF Adnldsusigweanasamanusindy
TaadeUszansnmnsnaniivgeanlumisndudu 41lusiunaass SSF aslésusiglnunaiden
tovfigauifandeuszansnmmananingainidalusiunimeaes PR lunsmaaesi nsldde
MIBNsveRNEAINT kiinsladelnuwnadey

Table 3 Agronomic nutrient use efficiency of PathumThani 1 rice grown on SamutPrakan soil

series and received different fertilizer regimes.

Treatments SEM F-test

C SSF PF F
ANUE (kg grain yield/kg N) - 115.78" 102.67* 44.01° 11.00
ANUE (kg grain yield/kg P) - 231.56" 407.17" 132.02° 24.62
ANUE (kg grain yield/kg K) - 463.12" 71.54° na 50.88

*** = significantly at p < 0.001 level

Means with the same column followed by the same letter are not significantly different

G

MnmsAnwnavesdaoniifimingandmiunsudatniuguyusid 1 luyadu
aunsus s agulean msladesuuusiugn fednsly 6.94 - 1.75 - 9.96 nn. N - P,Os - K,0 /15 9
Tnandndnadon wasmeldudnrindunuartsnnmeviugstu Snansladelusandindids
daaliuszansamnsadndrndintudae Fadudelfnisdadafugunusd 1 luyadu
aunsUsINsEUTEAvEAmgaaziInzanign 3snslatelusng 6.94 - 1.75 - 9.96 An. N - P,0s -
KO /13

JorauaLuY
A51N5UINAYIE NP INNSANEIASITAN B IMAEEUTUAN WA UNUIVBINEATAT hazANe
didnluyasiusieg Aldlunisiun ielvinseunguiiuiuivesiadminmesys wasdminaug
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