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Effects of Silica, Potash, 2.4-D and Kitatchin-P. G
on the Lodging of Rice Plant.

Byung Gwan Jung*

ABSTRACT

The objective of this experiment was to find out the effect of agro—chemicals on the lodging in
paddy field. Sio, added intosoil up to 130 ppm and K,O applied 15kg/10a at land preparation. 2.4—
D sprayed 250g/10a on the 30 days after transplanting and kitatchin G.applied 3kg/10a on the 30 days

before heading.

The most efficient agro—chemical to prevent lodging was kitatchin which applied 3kg/10a on the
30 days before heading. Generally, kitatchin and 2.4—D were reduced plant height and lodging index,

but decreased grain yield.
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Table 1. Experimental method

No Trratment Application

1 Check plot commercial fertilizer

2 Kitatchin P.G(3kg/10a) 30days befor heading date
3 Sio, 130ppm soil control

4 K,O 15kg per 10a

5 2.4—D . W (3kg/10a) 30days after transplanting
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Fig. 1. Variation of lodging character of Samgang Byeo in different treatments.
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Fig. 2. Variation of lodging character of Samnam Byeo in different treatments.
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Fig. 3. Grain yield and yield components affected by different treatments of 2 rice variety
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