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The Effect of Different Tillage Management on Soil Water

Content and Maize Seedling—forming Percentage
HU Xing-bo, CAO Min-jian, TOSHIO Tsukada, LI Na
(A gronomic College of Shenyang A gricultural University, Shenyang 110161, China)

Abstract: Eight tillage managements on soil, the effect of different tillage management on soil water content and
maize seedling—forming percentage of maize was studied. The result showed that there was significant difference in
different tillage management. On soil layer of 5 ~10 cm, the soil water content in autumn ridging—ploughing was sig-
nificant difference from spring ridging—ploughing. On soil layer of 10 ~ 15 c¢m, the soil water content in ridge —
mulching during the thawing time in spring are higher and have significant difference from other tillage manage-
ments. In no ploughing—pattern and ridge—mulching during the thawing time in spring and ploughing—pattern and
ridge—mulching during the thawing time in spring, maize seedling—forming percentage are above 88.7%.
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