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FHEY A£F 2 RS WIHoEe B AHY nH BT H 2= kb, LERE,
KREBRE T ZA 9L T oF BE, ABRNE 59 £G4 £FH4 k& 84 3
A d&FE vAA HH fEpe] TRESAHA LY, KEBRER T f5FRE o #R
E Yehio A gRS FidEA i 2 FXH BRE MAE M 8% ool
g 4 Aok HAERGE S-S Webb (1972)° o3 H22 AETH 35 diste HEdF F
2 EY %% 799 A EYE FIAY HEY AFERFAAN & HAHFE Fed FE
o] 8% 2l th(Moller-Nielsen &, 1976; Walworth 5, 1986). =% Evanylo S(1987)2 +iB&EH &£
Bt kB FAZ Jehdeddl A8 o, Elliott $(1993)2 Z4ZF g T AFNA ZAMA
717} T2 ABE o) §3e A EY WHIHE AFded ol 83529, Schmidt $(2000)& 1%
o2 8E NO flux BEERS dAsted] o &sAt

B AFdME 19853 FE 1999d74A] 1593 AFAM SR KEBEERRE 2948 &
BAR oW AES o839 Heo KERBKERL KEY 71E4NSE FHHeE HESY F
71842 g AL g EUE 3 KEHUELS AP}

o >

2. 4s 2 84

E A7 19865dEEH 19999717 15|3el ZA BRNIRAE (FRRYS, HEEEARY, &
MERERSE, F#, LR, B, Bt B, B, 28, 24t tuldA F383 KEEE R
FoA LA AA AP S nAY 20M42E HYsA e A wEES B3 6~
576m, Y% 35° 02'~38° 15/, AXx 126 27" ~129° 21’ Aleld] $1xgtm Utk ZALEFS GutA
FZQ dAH, 4], 4FH, 29y, odiy, Tdy, FH, SAAHE BE7) o BEAEREERCK
A HEREREE, 199902 AW KES FERAERHEOERBEEARRSE,
1999)ell o3t ZAMH AT REERE AT A5 BZE7L e il 1AM BFT BE
Ertel BRREES Al - TEH7IsAEAA KR DBE 75 ABE olEstHod 198537
Bl 1999744 15W%e] 4 FI[RIE, BEE, d2ATS AHESHA T

21 RERKESY &KAER# (boundary line) 43 7| X+

Hol o W KRERY 4FE WBHHEZ Hislr] fstd Blof £AFHMSE BRERM,
FHARE 2 sRWE HE 4 ANVER FHRE(T), BREEGS) 2 BRETHA A
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%o BABAR AL Sgon ABAL BHE Sching $(1996)9) $HS ol 3tk

22 WBREKE I3 WEBRER HE
BABERE oWHEs B9 4o Z ASAZE KERFEHESS kEFS JAFgAYES
T3l WKEAZEH(Model 1,0, FASIAT.

3.32% 4 13
31 KE RERES RAERR 5F

BEARIQ oldF 469 ¢ 7 RHEZ KB NE FEHBEBE 737 At BRAR
el B 49AIZ FRIAL()LGF 0~15Y, olFF 16~30¢, °lL¢F 31~454, °|4F 0~45
) Z ol ddtd REEXRANZ FHE BEAKAR A4S FIded KEY BRAERR
e FHR{EDS AR A-E85-E 4 ZEHYPoY AREE 2XT2 XA 4HE
AREE A£MERTS KIS 39A(EFA 30~169, 254 15~049, 534 30~09)2 TE3
2z Blfol WY REERE FHE KERES] BEXEFR S50 Uetuid BRERMY
o} vtAXNE FHFEDS BEREY o KERE] RAEARS BEEEE T ZEHAD
AKZEE 20542 T TEIHJAHE D.

Table 1. Boundary line formulas of rice yield responses to average meteorological elements
during different periods in reproductive growth stage

(;g;gc:ih Mggeig:l)—l Boundary line Meteorological index 1:1)?' R?
(DBH)  elements formula k formula group
30~16 MT AT2)=798.1(1-EXP(-0.0512T5,)) £(T)=1-EXP(-0.0512T,) 6 0.9854
SH f(Sn)=812.3(1-EXP(-0.2024S4)) 2(Sn)=1-EXP(-0.2024Sp) 6 0.9599
DTR AT=767.6(1-0.009(T:-11.7498)°) g(T=1-0.009(T,~11.7498) 6 0.9776
CD AT:)=852.5EXP(-0.0673T.) 2(T)=EXP(-0.0673T) 7 0.9532
15~0 MT f(Ta)=811.8(1-iEXP(—0.0484T ) 2(Ta)=1-EXP(-0.0484T,) 6 0.9892
SH f(Sh)=876.2(1-EXP(-0.2271Sp)) 2(Sp)=1-EXP(-0.2271S4) 7 0.9678
DTR AT:)=8345(1-0.007(T,-10.639)%) 2(T=1-0.007(T,-10.639) 6 0.9823
CD v ﬂTc)=919.2EXP(-0.0697Tc) g(TI=EXP(-0.0697T.) 7 0.9625
30~0 MT AT2)=842.8(1-EXP(-0.0818T,)) £(Ta)=1-EXP(-0.0818T.) 6 0.9787
SH A(Sn)=835.7(1-EXP(-0.4387Sy)) 2(Sy)=1-EXP(-0.4387Sy) 6 0.9846
DTR AT)=816.3(1-0.006(T,~10.168)) 2(T)=1-0.006(T,-10.168)* 6 0.9995
CD ATI=907.9EXP(-0.0715T,) 2(TJ=EXP(-0.0715T) 7 0.9428

# DBH : Days before heading
MT : Mean air temperature('C), SH : Sunshine hours
DTR : Diurnal temperature range(C), CD : Cooling degree day

Te= hw _302(20—’[‘ a), h refers to heading date.

SRERMAE A2 o BYT oo wE KEASI EAA ot et EmAERIC
Ao g3 KELALE 1YY A3ty E5A 045U Y=L (Cooling degree day;
Uchijima, 1976)9] ti& KBS HBAREAR ot $Ad=dol 78,5 K&l dojAe AF
2 F 380 IA

BRI 243 409 B Z MR KB dF KREKHE TV At BRI B
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WE 3GA(ETF 0~20Y, E5F 21~40%, £5F 0~409)E FEsY 48 HAEFR T
T2 BRERNSY AMERMY ¥ AR FigRES AREEC dalMe HREE
2 duatd daiMe 2adsz & Fdo] HUH

32 HREEERT kB #A

H o] Bl U FHERY TS MHYHNZE KET REEXRS FHRE, ARNH 2 AK
#Zo U3 BRARAE FF4E FFH( L) A3 oz 7 RREXTY JFEE 0~1419]
9] ez fEMtatdo. W FHEE, ARKE L AKES THF KEREEES s 44
o] REIEHE %F B (geometric mean)S 3t FEKWBREFEHE Y]

BEREEN 4 B KRKBBV KEY X e 9 337 Y3t EEARPE 497
2 FEIY FEARFEERS 739 KkEFAY Bte FAs A4 @A AR HA =, ]
AAAM AAASLE oldF: 0~159 0] R*=0.4205, ©o]4F 16~30Q ] R*=0.3825, o]%F 31~45
do) R?=043750190 0.1 BELERM 464318 AAAFE R=04061°1%th & HFERKHEH ¥
o7} W BRE MY A AWE & Je BHE oldF 31~-45Yout

ERBAERHS 257 308 3¢ 7 BEE KB WAE KBERSEEES T8 Y8y 4
EAERIY KBS 39AZ FEISL(EFHE 30~16Y, 54 15~0d, €54 30~0¢) & K
o 3le] FHE KB AAEE ERERY B FAS oA, KETS REEHFMEA=
98 A3 A DAY ARHAQAEH, o] FAAMAY BIASE 54 30~16¥°] R*=05337,
247 15~090] R?=04563 4£MAEEM 30U AAAFE R=05061°1Uth & HARKIEH
of Holrt i BMRE /M A AWE 5 e BPE 54 30~16Y Ut
B KB REKETAE A AHIA BAV AFHJEH, o AAAMY AAA
= 24% 0~202°) R=05869, 24 F 21~40¥ ] R’=0.4598°| %t} BH 40937l AAA S
R’=05601°1 Tt & BEMAA SEARIERY Holll kE BRE 7MY A A9d 5+
Bie 2543 0~20g01t. BRARMY 4AmARM, TR 7 K K£EBY KE
WME AUE = JARDY AAASE 27 0.383~0430, 0.460~0534, 0.4603~05872 AR A
© BELRP<EMARM<BEREY ¢22 FHo.

AR 9 HZAERE S o FAHT KBEHEAK] 7IEY BHIA zolrt JA=THE H]
W) Ysted ZF B ERERYS KEDY FIAREE AN A FIARDNA BRE
Eifiel R°: 047582 3M5i% 7H3 Egtew AmE RN BaiE R’=0.1379, R*=0.11530.2
9 Yol FIAAEM o3 AE MEHo /Y S HEARMY ALdE RAREAR W
o 93 FAHAY KE ZHHET T&Ao Holzien EE K JAME RRNERE UH
o] AAAG Fkol ®A el ol L AE o] FIHARILL 7t KRREFRA dHF KES
RKFEo]l AAMolgte 7HAd 2AsE oy HAER G % KEEH R4S ERERI AT
KBREMES 188 23 Z ERERE o A3AL4a03E 13HJ7] WEQL Aoz A#
12208

e e

33 R KEER o F KEBAET
BAMASR AT Bote Ao Z AWM REEKE e T PHoz A 4
EMRICl U RBHEWME Toho o WgsEMe} KEIS AIANL T KERMBTE
A48 At
Model 1: ®8| BEARN, AMARN SHNS 4 £TRHAN W KEBR] AT H%
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felel dBgo] 7MY & 7S AHE3le ol REEEE HUFHId A AS7¢d o
d KEEHE FHAT F EREEHAE o|FF 31~459 9 REBMIVG -s), EHEEH
d= 254 30~16¥ 9 REHFEMIRGn-18), BRI E 43 0~2049 EEEBMIVGo-n)
7b Edolol td Aol g e, 4 £FRKEAAM olE Vel KERBHTS Hd)
o 7)GEEL T KB BT HAKBREEE S

MIY: = 3V MIVG 345 - MIRG 5—15 - MIRS -5
2 AMdstd oleh Zo] AE REEHS kETY 1AIAZR KEBRNEAS FAsged
33 404 RiEunkel 2ol WE Y=5445MIY+297.89] fAle] AUow o] mwel AAAFE
0.65122 WEBE ] o 656% S ols} Zo] AN FEKERFKEE H33te Aol JIsstdch

Model I @ ¥ AS7|7HE #EARMY, 4BARNY, B Bz 783tz a0 Zz9
Beiol el #RAERHES oldF 0~15Y, 16~309, 31~459U9 3EHIZ, 4mAEHNS 24
A 30~16Y, 15~099 F KHE, BHHME 25 F 0~209, 21~4099 F Bz FEA o
EE A7 EEEHE 7IstE T FOKEBEEEREE d39 2o Fadd. &

MIYu= VMIVGy-is- MIVG -5 - MIVG gy - MIRG 515 - MIRG 5—q - MIRS 45 * MIRS 5,10
2 AEtdo ES 2 5olA REurst Zo] A KHEFES Y=550.4MIY+29659 1xF
AAA Qom o] Ao AAFAGE R=0670302 KWEWRE 67%)13 2 °] KEKERS
EEE 2498 £ g 2oz Yehygrh

Model I : &34 EH 4647, £HAEEN 3093, BEY 0929 28 K858s 7189
3t JEF7|L g REHBBEMIYDE 73R 3

MIYm= *V MIVG (g5 - MIRG 5_q - MIRS ¢_4
2 AEE ol9k Zo] AT FHIBHE 19 694 REntet ol KE(Y)F Y=2759MIYn
+483.39 12 A DA} Ao o] Ao ARASFE R=061292 o] BdL KEwol 61%
ol g AHss Ao vehdtt

o) goll Al EmE niel Zo] FRIFHE Altsie WES 2y AT WEBRIEN Mode I,
O0,0e ztzk ZRAF7E 06512, 06703, 061202 EE 4 HRM AAM 71748 15~200 @92 A
Bote RE 7209 kol U REEBES s A A£E7ITY KBREEES 45F Model
07 f&Ro] 23 k@R 99xr} 713 stk
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