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Effects of Returning Rice Straw to Field on Soil Moisture Content
CAO Ruo-mei

Abstract Pot experiment was conducted to study the effects of different treatments on the soil moisture content after returning rice straw to
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field.Results showed that as the time prolonged, the soil moisture contents in different treatments showed a decreasing trend, but the decreasing
process and speed varied among different treatments.Compared with other treatments, 1/2 tile processing treatment was more helpful to maintai—
ning the soil moisture content. Rice straw returning amount to field had certain impacts on soil moisture content,and returning greater amount

led to bigger and more stable soil moisture content.
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Table 1 Design of different test treatments
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Fig.1 Comparison of soil moisture content at the same sampling

date under no rape planting treatment
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Fig.2 Comparison of soil moisture content at the same sampling

date under rape planting treatment
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Fig.3 Comparison of soil moisture content at different sampling

times under no rape planting treatment
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Fig.4 Comparison of soil moisture content at different sampling

times under rape planting treatment
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