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Fig 1. Cropping patterns of adjusting the utilization of rice paddy field for

Feng—Pin.
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Table 1. Comparison of yield and profits among treatments in the first crop 1985.

)4 T b % & | % EA) %ﬁagi)fl 3 B|EREM | SERKX | K 2|8 B B &
reatment (Bs8) ST/ D) (3T / b Comparison
Piancing | 6275 )| Duys o Jaram| (TR e | BB
Rel tE B | date Maturity | macurity Productive Profit | Gm(E /AW B 9 b
No Crops (month/date) |(month/date)| ( day) |Yield(kg/ha)Value(NT$/ha)|Cost(NT8/ha) (NT$/ha) |Value(NT8rha) %
1 | kiS(BHE1e188) 2/ 6/ 122 4,730 64,076 52,614 11,462 | —2,415 |—17.4
Rice (KS141 ) 2 4
2 ” ” ” ” 4,730 64,076 52,614 11,462 | —2,415 [—17.4
3 ” ” ” ” 4,730 64,076 52,614 11,462 | —2,415 |—17.4
4 ” ” ” ” 4,730 64,076 52,614 11,462 | — 2,415 {—17.4
5 | KE(RBOTR) ” 6/ 139 4,960 66,491 52,614 13,877 0 0
Rice (TNG67) 2
6 ” ” ” ” 4,960 66,491 52.614 13.877 0 0
7 ” ” ” ” 4,960 66,491 52,614 13,877 0 0
8 ” ” ” ” 4,960 66,491 52,614 13,877 0 0
9 | BR(EHSN) 3 e 113 4,775 66,850 | 39,919 | 26.931 | 13,054 |494.1
Sorghum(TC5) 20 n
10 | BEEER(AR3515¢8) 3/ i 124 3,805 57,075 47,349 9,726 | —4.151 |—29.9
Feed corn (TNG351) 28 i
11 ” ” ” ” 3,805 57,075 47,349 9,726 {—4,151 |—-29.9
12 | AiE(LR6TI) HR 2{ Z} 139 4,960 66,491 52,614 13,877 0 0

Rice (TNG67) check
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Table 2, Comparison of yield and profits among treatments in the second crop 1985.

B e T B R R EARKE B\ EAMM |EEARKK B8 B &k B
plant ing (A7 8) Days to |(AR/24H) (/s AE) (5% /2 (T/28E) Comparison

frRet| £ B Bl | gace Maturity |70 0 N BF/2R) progucrive [/ 2R) prorin  |pmGramE £ &

No | Crops (month/date )|(month /date)| ( day ) [Yield(kg/ha)[Value (NT$/ha ) |Cost (NT$/ha) (NT'$/ ha ) Value(NT$/ha) %

1 Wmﬁhm,%mwvﬁ 4 19¢ 100 3,520 49,280 | 39,919 9,361 16,953 | 223.3
orghum

2 mﬁ%ﬁ%mwﬁws ” :%m 107 1,750 26,250 | 47,349 |—21,099|—13,507 |—177.9
eed corn 351
. 9

3 wmmwﬁmmwv ” /s ~ 28 | 65~85 | 1,690 33,800 | 36,786 |— 2,986 4,606 57.9
ungbean
— 9

4 wm:ﬁwﬂwﬁn@ ” %, 85 860 21,500 | 36,786 |—15,286|— 7,694 |—101.3
ow pea
b= 7 10

5 _WWM:S o . 95 3,560 49,840 | 39,919 9,921 17,513 | 230.7

6 mﬁmw* ” :ﬁ 112 1,650 24,750 | 47,349 |—22,599|—15,007 | —197.7
€ee corn
— 9 10

7 wmv " %y ™~ Ay 65~85 840 16,800 | 36,786 |—19,986|—12,394 |—163.2
ungbean

8 mhm " s; 85 350 8,750 | 36,786 |—28,036|—20,444 | —269.3
ow pea

9 mﬁmﬂﬁu o U s: 93 4,250 58,870 | 34,930 | .23,940| 31,532 | 415.3
orghum atoaning
- 9

10 mmv % V.~ 28 | 62~82| 1,765 35,300 | 36,786 |— 1,486| 6,106 80.4
ungbean

11 m_“m ” Nm 83 940 23,500 | 36,786 |—13,286| — 5,694 |— 75.0
ow pea

12 %E%zmwzmwﬁgw 8% e 108 | 2,830 | 44,266 | 51,858 |— 7,592 0 0
ice 567 ec
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Table 3. Comparison of profit among treatments for both crop Combined.1985.

B B EB(ARF/DE) & 2 (/) ' OB 4 B
Treatment Yield (kg / ha) Profits (NT$/ha) Comparison
Rt & — £ | B Z # £ |F--WE |B0E|F-HE|B2ME 4 3 (|SEG/AR) ESk
No Ist crop 2nd crop Ist crop | 2nd crop|lst crop |2nd crop| Total |Value(NT$ ) %
1 | AB(BH1R) | BR(EPsH) 4,730 | 3,520 | 11,462 9,361| 20,823 14,538 231.3
Rice(KS 141 ) Sorghum(TCS )
2 ” AR ENR (SB35 88)| 4.730 | 1,750 | 11,462 |—21,099—9,637| — 15,922 {—253.3
Feed corn(TNG351)
3 “ T (4mE3%®) | 4,730 | 1,690 | 11,462 |— 2.986] 8,476 2,191 34.9
Mungbear (TNS3)
4 ” FIE(1T82D— 116) | 4,730 860 | 11,462 |—15,286 —3,824| — 10,109 ' —160.8
Cow pea(IT82D—1710)
5 |k (EBT®R) | & z 4,960 | 3,560 | 13,877 9,921| 23,798 17,513 278.17
Rice{ TNG 67) Sorghum
6 ” FAREX 4,960 | 1,650 | 13,877 |—22,599| —38,722| — 15,009 |-238.8
Feed corn
7 ” #® =3 4,960 840 | 13,877 {—19,986| —6,109| — 12,394 |—197.2
Mungbean
8 ” gL g 4,960 350 | 13,877 |—28,036{—34,159| — 20,444 |—325.3
A Cow pea
9 | BR(&H3%H) BR(BR) 4,775 | 4,205 | 26,932 | 23,940{ 50,871 44,586 709.4
Sorghum( TC  5)| Sorghum(Ratooning)
10 | R EXK(EB3515E)) & g 3,805 | 1,765 9,726 |— 1,486 8,240 1,955 31.1
Feed corn( TNG 351)| Mungbean
11 ” gr g - 3,805 940 9,726 {~13,286| —3,560| — 9,845 |—156.6
Cow pea
12 (ka8 (BBOTR) |Kki8 (HR) 4,960 | 2,830 | 13,877 |—7.592| 6,285 0 0
Rice( TNG 67) Rice(check)




(Yield) jiu

24

&/ ot
kg/ha
5,000 // 4,000}
V/
"SOOL /% % @%—@ﬁ? Ist crop B 35008 / @ B—HE Ist crop
E o0l / / [l =4k 20d crop 3,000} (] 3 =$fE 2nd crop
B o :
3,500} / / TU\ 2,500
) / / °
= 3,000} / / = 2 ooof
I .
~ 2,500 % % l,sooJ. //
117/ e ol /
0
B8 SE6TH % B Treatment
KS1al ~ ING o7 Baf B E ok & & 5
B2 fmfecsEn Fig. 4 Productivity of
Fig. 2. productivity of rice feed corn.
cultivar
kg/ha ke/ba I %& Mungbean
5,000} H—HifE Ist crop 2,000} T Cowpea
27| N x [ gLECowpea,
] =4 2nd crop "
4,500 ; m i ratooned crop 1,500 /? Z
4,000} ~ = 1,000 / /
ss00f |~ W soop / / /
] / ol /
e Lo R / o /|
3,000} g 1o 1 3 4 9 g
ol (ﬁ = fZ ¥ Treatment
B E Treatment B 5. G BRI T2 7
B3 mRZHEESN Fig. 5. Productivity of mungbean
Fig. 3. Productivity of sorghum and cowpea,
NT$/ ha
60,0001
50,000
e [ 7 O R M SYE#SE Transferred on 2nd
40,000} . / single crop in paddy field.
a % B {EfE Transferred on double crops
30, 000} / in paddy field.
@ RASAE/K AR ($4HR )
E 20, ooof- % Rice cultured on double Crops. (Check ).
& 10,000} /
5 N 28
s, Acs, JE
& U I
-10,000}.
—20,000 3 1 1 1 1 1 L 1
1 2 3 4 35

6 1 8 9'10‘11'12‘
FIEHIEER Treatments of cropping pattern
B 6. NEMEHIE R ENS 245 8
Fig. 6. Comparison of profits among treatments
for both crops combined.



25

RS EENE 3 T - B—EEERE BB R BRSNS
Bo B MBS ERERE 4,175 A » HEENRE PEEMSBE SHFRERSES BT
YRR 4,799 A ( BIERTETGN 3,457 AFF » B ARARE 6,519 A7) © Easn » =1
Vet s B RIRE 4,205 AFF » HEEHBRE DEEAES R ERSEL NEFUER
3,884 AR (BEHI 2,433 AF » BSAHARE 4,800 &) @, {8 BB S RERE
3,520 AFE 3,560 AFHIRIE o BUTm RiE A5 T M S — RS = SR » T8 1
W BRI E E BN TE L o

P R BB A - T R ( 6 7 ) o WA 500 — 800 AREED
gespsr (18)oparmman , o A PKIRHRAE » RFI/K ik SUR DS » AEMREHAE » KOS EER
B FKAR ( Secondary root) M% » REZEBEANKDZIRIK » FIS HEEERESEREY

» Rz Bk ka2l (19) R IR » BENEEE » A2 8IBHE » DURHE LB » T4
BRE R B TREMR A RS 20) o mprBRRES » BEWE  TIROE
s Epe s (19)o BBIRBOREIE - M » TRt WHKRIT > BREL B ES B
(6°7) o Rt » ZEREETRIBE Y WOBRIER » BRIEBEE BB EE » BRARE =1
FeL IR o (BB RIER RS PR AR Y H A EAEY%E (Phytotoxicity ) (107 11°13)
s RS R SRR R, © ZEE NS Bt Ve 12 » IR AIEESSE » (B39 (Montmorillonite)
BBt BRI LTSI P — Coumari o (BT H ( BREHEEL) YM— hydroxy ben—
zoic (BBH4RE ) B Protocatechic acid(FULIKES ) SAI B e mi s g 100,
I AR B AL IR L B 1B 2 ARSI » BN FOR i s R B A B B
B REEEER R » TR e e S RemER » THELAMN » (e
— B Et o

SRR G 351 Bz e 4 SR - — EWESRRTE A IWE o B— e T EES3,805
AT » HEBENSR 2R EER 2,490 ATRREZ 3,192 AF » (05 HMWERNRIS » #K1,650
FR 1,150 AF o 2P HEERES 2,937 AT » 2415 3,761 AT o BRI EXAE 351 REH
TS 25— MR B AEERE - (B HERIBREA o

FREESE > ARE » KBS BE » HMERZRZHE 15), $Ee s kIS 1
» EOMERMEAISR » SEEABEE 1V L8R » @8R ENEERS  RESBWTH (
ethylene ) URH » DRGNS » i ELM TS RBEYIEE HWESNEEELDRE
BRI (9°12°16) 0 @Ry , MR TN B MEEREE 2 ER » RERM G2+ AR
B2 > N\ AR » — BBEBITIKE - EVHERRN - FREESKRE R SR
%=, A ATAE » BReRiaaaEes - 0RSEEY » EARIERNEIR » FHEAATH» %
SR AEREERTES S WKBEHS FRBEREREYE

IS R T B iR R R » R TR » SRRk AR A » 7T
BT IR - (BRI - et RiT (07) o eARBRE  ERUBRE  REERHNR
B RO EENTERGIIYE (H5 ) » $ESAEERTE 1,765 AF » TEAIE40 2
_Fl‘-o

SR AR HEREEEFNA 2N - BERR.2HE » BN EYS EEN RBEERE
BEAMENA » BEREQEESEE  LERARKASEEZATREEL BEERR
B o ARBER YT BR - HNEXRERBRFTEREESERZEYT - BRER
0 (R 45 A P EES AS 188 5T - FUTA/S 17.8 5¢ - S AEE B I 970 AT o BRT E BMER
BFM S DEARERA15.8 % - fIFAS 14.8 TIEAE - SAHKBRE - +t+=EE
—HBfE 1,500 AT - B HifE 1,200 4 : HHIUEEE 1,200 AT 0 F ZHifE EROBGER
BB 500 AL o SR EKKMERSL T 15 5% - HRBRKEESRKME - BRYK
BB R AT 1450 » FIKIS TR B BRRBRGEESBR (R « S3RARBAREE ) -
T T H S S s » TORS AT 2 BRER-C+ B — « ARSI » £+ IR



26

—#E10.55C > B-HHE13.5 50 ; fIRIEXK 8 T » BB 63T » BLH 25T » #E 2050 BFETH RE
ER I Ve S BAG - HE B B AR R ERIN S EEEX » &R IRE St
EHRRIGE S » EREIRA - DIARBRIISH » TEERERERBISEKS55.8%~11.8%
AR EHX 53.3 % » EREEF42.9% » ARBERZIB O » BR - AHEXRREREESER SR
BUR S ERSEEE o R BaRE RS BUshrE » BREBETRS » HREEBRIEERS AR
BMAEER 7.5 BAN T Z0vNEE A » HtFRHWEESVUASZTHES T » £ERART thigH
BHES o

REEEHERBES 2ERR » ENNESBEEREEENTNS » 0B 6 8UR » A RER
SRfERER > ENAVERES TR EE R ( E T HEBIR R ) 2REHEER CEREES » 8AH
A 50,871 It » B EEERIEKTEE 2SI 7.1 £ » HREBHE—RFELEE » B) & HHifE
BYEEZ F—HekTE » B HWrES R BEHE - SAREKARE 20,823 1K 23,79850 %
HREERMm2.3 5k2.850

= ]

BEsTKRMEL R BERA » BRARBER - 8 BB eV E N RGEE RIS R
ST » R BRI SEA KR o Hoh IR e T e R (8 rmER s )
REAF] o WS HHEBSOL B Rl E 5 Buk 2 T8 R _HERR ER vk ZF8H o el —HHER
Sk » RERIHEBUk ZTEH » RIFIERF— KT » B ERR » N i ER MR
BRI IR » EfEMSEERR » RS ER QR » s RRE i AARIREE K
BEEMRE Y - Rt » WEARBTSERZES » HEB5IAEEE o

2E XM

LEBEE BN BHE 1985 o AEHEESFH p. 24~25, 228 0
2EBESFBHE 1983 , AEEEEERORERS
3.EERRBIY o 1985 o HEEREYSETFM 16 : 24 ~25 o
ABRBER o 1979 Ll - FRBLHERERE  SBERESBITHE 36 : 12~21 5 25 ¢
5 MEZEK o 1980 o RIRRAERFHEAEARIGE » FHBR%, 28 (1—2) 1 10
6. T2 o 1966 o RAIEYR » EhEF (58~ hFERE ) o
7.R%H , 1966 , RFEfEY . BETEER o
S.PREELE BHAEIR VL RZ « BFTHE JEBRERK , 1985, HXERHRAMGRIE o HRIEYR BRI
26 : 175~178 5 EEERFRAREEIRED o
9 SRHFHE 0 1985 ¢ HMBREBWEYETZHIGR » FHEBEYES3 (1—2 ) : 44~50 0
10. Bungos-Leon, W. 1976. Phytoxicité induite par les résidus de récolte de Sorghum
vulgare dans les sols sableux de I'ouest Africain. These pour Doctorat. Universite de
Nancy, France.
11. Bungos-Leon, W., Gaury, F., Nicou, R., Chopar 1,7J. L., and Dommergues, Y. 1980.
Etudes et travaux: Un casde fatigue des sols induite par la culture du sorgho. Agron
Trop (Paris) 35: 319-334.
12. Christiansen & Lewis, 1982. Breeding Plants for less favorable environment. P.293—
334,
13. Guenzi. W. D. and Mccalla. T. M. 1966a. Phenolic acids in oats, wheat, sorghum,
and corn residues and their phytotoxicity. Agron.J. 58:303-304.

o



-

14,

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Hughes, H. D., and E. R. Henson. 1948. Crop production. P.646-661. The Macmil-
lan Co. New York. A . ) ’
Inglett, G. E. 1970. Corn: culture, processing, products. The Avi publishing com-
pany, Inc. '

Jackson, M. B. 1983, Pestic. Sci. 14: 25-32.
Keim, K.R. and C.O. Gardner. 1984. Genetic variation for cold tolerance in

selected and unselected maize populations. Field Crops Research. 8:143—151.
Martin, J. H. and W. H. Leonard. 1950. Principles of Field crop production. P.397—
436. The Macmillan Co. New York.

Miller, E. C. 1916. Comparative study of the root syetems and leaf areas of corn
and the sorghum, Jour, Agr, Res. 6:311-332.

Montgomery, E. G. 1938. Productive Farm Crops, P.244-254. J. B. Lippincott
Co. New York.

Wilson, H. K. 1955. Grain Crop. P. 334-342. Mcgrow Hill Book Co., Inc. New

York.

217



