
����������
�������

Citation: Zhang, G.; Zhang, J.; Xu, L.;

Zhou, Y.; Hou, P.; Yang, F.; Li, W.; Liu,

Z.; Ding, Y.; Li, G. Study on the

Nutrient Optimal Management

Strategy of High and Stable Annual

Yield in the Rice–Wheat System: A

10-Year Term Experiment. Agronomy

2022, 12, 698. https://doi.org/

10.3390/agronomy12030698

Academic Editor: Andrea Baglieri

Received: 10 February 2022

Accepted: 11 March 2022

Published: 14 March 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

agronomy

Article

Study on the Nutrient Optimal Management Strategy of High
and Stable Annual Yield in the Rice–Wheat System: A 10-Year
Term Experiment
Guofa Zhang 1,2,†, Jianwei Zhang 1,3,†, Lei Xu 1, Yan Zhou 1, Pengfu Hou 3, Fei Yang 1, Weiwei Li 1, Zhenghui Liu 1,
Yanfeng Ding 1 and Ganghua Li 1,*

1 National Engineering and Technology Center for Information Agriculture, Key Laboratory of Crop
Physiology and Ecology in Southern China, Jiangsu Collaborative Innovation Center for Modern Crop
Production, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China; 2007201008@stu.njau.edu.cn (G.Z.);
2017201024@njau.edu.cn (J.Z.); 2021201015@stu.njau.edu.cn (L.X.); 2018201013@njau.edu.cn (Y.Z.);
2019101029@stu.njau.edu.cn (F.Y.); li1990@njau.edu.cn (W.L.); liuzh@njau.edu.cn (Z.L.);
dingyf@njau.edu.cn (Y.D.)

2 Teaching Affairs Office, Daqing Normal University, Daqing 163712, China
3 Institute of Agricultural Resources and Environment, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences,

Nanjing 210014, China; houpengfu@jaas.ac.cn
* Correspondence: lgh@njau.edu.cn; Tel.: +86-25-8439-6475; Fax: +86-25-8439-6302
† These authors contributed equally to this work.

Abstract: What strategy of nutrient management can maintain the high and stable annual yield in rice–
wheat systems under climate change? A 10-year term experiment was conducted in the rice–wheat
system to investigate the effect of optimal nutrient management on crop yield and meteorological
drivers of year-to-year fluctuations in rice and wheat yield. Treatments were as follows: conventional
fertilization (CF, as control), fertilizer postponing (FP, with the same amount fertilization as CF and
increasing rate and times of panicle fertilizer) with/without straw incorporation (including only
straw returned in rice (W) or wheat (R) season, and both straw incorporation (WS), RFP (reducing
amount based on FP) with/without organic fertilizer. Results showed that FP with/without straw
incorporation increased 10-year average yields of rice, wheat, and annual by 4.5~6.5%, 3.8~7.2%,
and 4.8~6.8%, respectively, while RFP with/without organic fertilizer did not markedly reduce
wheat yield, compared with CF. Effect of optimal treatments on wheat and rice yield stability was
different; among the annual yield stability in FP + WRS was the greatest due to increasing and
a stable number of spikelets and dry matter accumulation (DMA) after heading. Furthermore,
the coefficient of variation (CV) of DMA during rice jointing-heading (21.6~30.0%) and heading-
maturity stage (20.1~27.9%) was higher than before jointing (13.9~16.7%), which were affected by
day photosynthetically active radiation (explain: 26%) and the number of rainy days (explain: 34%),
respectively, using Stepwise regression; in contrast, in wheat season, the fluctuation of DMA before
jointing was the highest (CV: 83.8~109.9% (before jointing) vs. 61.1~97.4% (heading-mature stage) vs.
33.7~46.3% (jointing-heading period), 55% of its variations was impacted by day-night temperature
differences, the number of rainy days and photosynthetically active radiation accumulation. Our
finding suggested that nutrient management to increase and stable the DMA after rice jointing and
before wheat jointing could maintain the high and stable annual yield in rice–wheat systems.

Keywords: rice–wheat system; optimized nutrient management; yield; stability

1. Introduction

Rice and wheat are important food crops in China, accounting for 51.6% of China’s
total grain yield [1]. The middle and lower reaches of the Yangtze River is an important
rice–wheat rotation region in China, with an area of about 3.4 million hm2 and an average
annual grain yield of 8 t hm−2 rice and 5.5 t hm−2 wheat [2]. However, high production in

Agronomy 2022, 12, 698. https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12030698 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/agronomy

https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12030698
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12030698
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/agronomy
https://www.mdpi.com
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12030698
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/agronomy
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/agronomy12030698?type=check_update&version=1


Agronomy 2022, 12, 698 2 of 17

this region is achieved by high nitrogen (N) fertilization levels (average N fertilizer rate
209 kg N hm−2 for rice and 210 kg N hm−2 for wheat) [3,4]. In addition, unreasonable
nutrient management, such as applying over 75% of fertilizer rate at the early-growth stage
straw burning, remains in this region’s conventional fertilization mode [5,6], which may
weaken the adaptability of crops to unfavorable weather. Specifically, the intensity and
frequency of unfavorable weather may be increased in the future due to climate change,
crop yields stability being further threatened [7–9]. Therefore, the selection strategy of high
and stable yield in rice–wheat rotation systems is of great significance for ensuring future
food security under climate change.

Reasonable nutrient management is common to increase crop production [3,10,11].
Over the past 20 years, optimized nutrient management (i.g. N fertilizer precise quan-
titative management, real-time field nutrient management, straw returning, and partial
replacement of chemical fertilizer with organic fertilizer) was proposed, which achieved
high wheat and rice yield and high nutrient use efficiency in the season [3,4,6,12–15]. It was
due to coordination with the law of fertilizer demands of rice and wheat, namely reducing
the amount of fertilizer at the early growth stage and increasing nutrient supply at the
late growth stage. Some studies reported that increasing the spikelets number of wheat
and rice and promoting biomass accumulation after heading based on guaranteeing the
full number of productive tillers was key in the nutrient management of high and stable
yield [6,11,16–19]. However, many studies only focus on a single-season crop in rice–wheat
rotation systems, lack of assessment annual yield, especially yield stability evaluation.

The long-term experiment is an essential means for evaluating the sustainability of
nutrient management [20–24]. The 34-year term experiment found that the combined
application of manure and chemistry fertilizer significantly increased the stability of rice
yield under a double rice cropping system [23]. The 11-year term experiment found
that long-term straw management could stable wheat and maize yield in the Northern
China Plain [24]. However, to the best of our knowledge, no long-term experiments
have so far assessed the effect of integrated nutrient management on crop stability in the
rice–wheat system.

Weather change is a major factor affecting the year-to-year fluctuations of crop
yield [8,9]. Climate variation explained one-third of crop yield variability globally [8].
35% of rice yield fluctuations came from weather changes in China due to solar radiation
changes [9]. Yield losses caused by nighttime warming were higher than daytime owing
to enhance respiration to consume carbohydrates [25]. Stepwise regression showed that
minimum temperature explained 44% of the variability in wheat yield, respectively, in north-
wear India [26]. However, previous reports showed that the sensitivity of crops to weather
changes at different growth stages was different and more than seasonal changes [27–29].
Therefore, it was necessary to determine the effect of meteorological drivers at different
growth stages on the year-to-year fluctuations of wheat and rice productivity. Moreover,
Zhang et al. observed that straw incorporation significantly increased rice yield in the low
light-years [20]. Winter wheat yield-increasing effects of fertilizers were greater in wet
years than in dry years in arid and semiarid regions [21,22]. These implied that reduce
the negative effects of extreme weather events by formulating reasonable management
measures to stabilize yields.

Thus, we conducted a 10-year field experiment to investigate the effect of selection
and integration of nutrient management on crop yield in rice–wheat systems in the middle
and lower reaches of the Yangtze River. We also assessed the main meteorological factors
driving yield fluctuation. The research results can provide a reference for the selection of
nutrient-optimized management strategies for sustainable rice–wheat annual production
under climate change.
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2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Experimental Site and Design

The experimental site (119◦28′ E, 31◦54′ N) was located in Danyang experiment station,
Jiangsu Province, China. This region is a typical rice–wheat cropping area in the middle and
lower reaches of the Yangtze River. A long-term experiment of nutrient management modes
was conducted from the 2009 wheat season to the 2019 rice season. The basic properties
of the soil at the beginning of the field experiment were organic matter 17.15 g kg−1,
total N 0.97 g kg−1, total P 0.5 g kg−1, total K 11 g kg−1, available P 13.6 mg kg−1, available
K 93.5 mg kg−1.

2.2. Field Experiment

The experiment was arranged in a randomized completely block design, including
seven treatments with three replicates: CF (conventional fertilization, as control), FP
(fertilizer postponing with the same amount of fertilization as CF), FP + RS (FP with
rice straw incorporation), FP + WS (FP with wheat straw incorporation), FP + RWS (FP
with rice and wheat straw incorporation); RFP (reducing amount based on FP), RFP + O
(RFP + organic fertilizer). Table 1 shows the times and rate of fertilizer among treatments
at rice and wheat season, respectively.

Table 1. Fertilizer rates for each treatment at different stages of rice and wheat (kg hm−2).

CF FP FP + RS FP + WS FP + RWS RFP RFP + O

Total nitrogen 300–225 * 300–225 300–225 300–225 300–225 198–180 198–180
Basal 150–125 120–90 120–90 120–90 120–90 79.2–72 79.2–72

Tilling 75–0 60–45 60–45 60–45 60–45 39.6–36 39.6–36
Spikelets-promoting 75–100 60–45 60–45 60–45 60–45 39.6–36 39.6–36
Spikelets-protecting - 60–45 60–45 60–45 60–45 39.6–36 39.6–36

Total phosphorous
(P2O5) 150–105 150–105 150–105 150–105 150–105 120–90 120–90

Basal 150–105 75–60 75–60 75–60 75–60 60–45 60–45
Jointing - 75–45 75–45 75–45 75–45 60–45 60–45

Total potassium
(K2O) 240–105 240–105 240–105 240–105 240–105 180–90 180–90

Basal 240–105 120–60 120–60 120–60 120–60 90–45 90–45
Jointing - 120–45 120–45 120–45 120–45 90–45 90–45

Straw # 0–9750 6000–0 6000–9750 - -

Organic fertilizer ## - - - - - - 1800–3000

Note: *: fertilizers rate of rice and wheat. #: The N, P, and K contents of rice straw are approximately 0.91%,
0.31%, and 3.20%, respectively; the N, P, and K content of wheat straw is approximately 0.45%, 0.04%, and 2.67%,
respectively. ##: Organic fertilizer is a commercial organic fertilizer, and its organic matter, N, P, and K content are
about 45%, 3.45%, 2.12%, and 1.02%, respectively. The same as below.

In each year, the rice cultivar Wuyunjing 23 (Oryza sativa L.) was transplanted by
hand in mid-June with a plant spacing of 30 cm × 13.3 cm and transplanting density of
2–3 seeding per hole. Winter wheat (Yangmai 16 (2009–2013) and Yangmai 20 (2014–2018),
Triticum aestivum L.) was sown in mid-November at a seed rate of 225 kg hm−2. Other crop
management was the same with local farmer practices.

2.3. Measurements and Data Analysis
2.3.1. Meteorological Data

The meteorological data were measured by weather station (WatchDog 2900ET,
USA/SPECTRUM), including photosynthetically active radiation (PAR), accumulation of
photosynthetic active radiation (PARA), daily mean temperature (mean), daily average
maximum temperature (TMax), daily average minimum temperature (TMin), temperature
difference (TD), precipitation (P) number of rainy days (DR) and rainfall intensity (RI). The



Agronomy 2022, 12, 698 4 of 17

meteorological parameters of each growth stage at the wheat and rice seasons are shown
in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Meteorological condition. Note: (A) PAR and PARA at wheat and rice season; (B) TMean,
TMin, TMax and TD at wheat and rice season; (C) P, RD and RI at wheat and rice season. W: wheat
season; R: rice season; SS: sowing stage; JS: jointing stage; HS: heading stage; MS: maturity stage;
PAR: photosynthetically active radiation; PARA: accumulation of photosynthetic active radiation;
TMean: daily mean temperature; TMax: daily average maximum temperature; TMin: daily average
minimum temperature; TD: temperature difference; P: precipitation; RD: number of rainy days; RI:
rainfall intensity. Data were the 10 years average at the different growth stages. The same as below.

2.3.2. Yields and Their Components

At harvest, 5 m2 areas were harvested manually to determine grain yields. The
standard yield was converted according to 13.5% and 14% moisture content. Panicle
numbers of rice and wheat were counted in 60 hills and 1 m2 areas, respectively. Three
hills representative rice plants and thirty wheat plants in each treatment were divided into
above-ground parts to determine total biomass and yield formations. Moreover, wheat
yields were culled in 2014–2015 and 2018–2019 due to large-scale disease and weeds. All
plants sample were oven-dried at 105 ◦C for 1 h, and then at 80 ◦C to achieve a constant
weight then weighting.
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2.3.3. Data Analysis

Yield stability was evaluated by comparing treatments’ sustainable yield index (SYI).
Equations as follows [22,28,29]:

SYI(%) = (Ymean −Ysd)/Ymax × 100 (1)

where mean is the mean of rice yield during 2010–2018 for treatment. Ysd is the yield
standard deviation. Ymax is the maximum rice yield over 2010–2018 for each treatment.

To accurately grasp the impact of weather changes on crop yields, this study used the
H-P filtering method in Eview 10 software for separating rice yield into trend yield (Yt) and
meteorological yield (Yw):

Y = Yt + Yw (2)

The H-P filtering made the sum of squares of deviations between the trend yield and
the actual yield sequence of the rice yield sequence on a long-time scale reach the minimum.
Yt is the solution to the minimization problem in the following formula.

min

{{ n
∑

t=1
(Y−Yt)

2
+ λ

n

∑
t=1

[(Yt−1 −Y)− (Yt −Yt−1)]
2

}
(3)

where λ is the HP filter parameter, and the data in this study are annual, the reference value
of the parameter λ is selected as 100. t is years since the start of this experiment.

We analyzed data on averaged yields, SYI, yield formations by variance (ANOVA)
using SPSS 22.0 software. Differences between treatments were compared based on the
least significant difference test at p < 0.05. Correlation of biomass and meteorological factors
and stepwise regression using SPSS 22.0 software.

3. Results
3.1. Yield and Yield Stability
3.1.1. Annual

The 10-year average annual yield was 16.8 t hm−2~18.0 t hm−2, which was significantly
affected by the nutrient management (Figure 2A). Compared with CF (16.9 t hm−2), FP
with/without straw incorporation (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS) increased the average
of annual yield by 0.8 t hm−2~1.1 t hm−2, with an increased rate of 4.8%~6.8%, the yield of
FP + WS (18.0 t hm−2) being the best. However, the 10-year average annual yield of RFP
(16.5 t hm−2) was slightly reduced, combined with organic fertilizer (RFP + O, 17.0 t hm−2),
which showed a trend of increasing yield but was still lower than FP (17.7 t hm−2).

Nutrient management significantly affected the stability of annual yield, but there was
no difference between optimized treatments and CF. Among optimized treatment, SYI of
FP + WRS (84.5%) was the highest, whereas RFP + O was the lowest (74.5%) (Figure 1B).
The fluctuation range of annual meteorological yield in the treatment of CF, FP, FP + RS,
FP + WS, FP + WRS, RFP, and RFP + O during 10 years was −1.5 t hm−2 ~1.9 t hm−2,
−2.3 t hm−2~2.8 t hm−2, −2.3 t hm−2~2.4 t hm−2, −2.4 t hm−2~2.7 t hm−2, −1.9 t hm−2~
1.2 t hm−2,−1.7 t hm−2~1.8 t hm−2, and−2.2 t hm−2~3.2 t hm−2, respectively (Figure 1C–I),
of which the yield fluctuation of FP + WRS was the smallest.

3.1.2. Rice

The 10-year average rice yield of each treatment was over 11 t hm−2. Compared with
CF (11.1 t hm−2), FP increased averaged rice yield by 0.5 t hm−2, combined with straw
incorporation remarkably enhanced yield level, with the increased rate being 6.0%, 6.5%,
and 7.1% in treatments of FP + RS, FP + WS, and FP + WRS, respectively (Figure 3A). There
was no significant difference in rice yield between the treatment of reduction fertilizer rate
(RFP, RFP + O) and CF.
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Except for RFP + O, SYI of rice in other treatments was above 75%, and the effect
of different optimized treatments on the stability of rice yield was different (Figure 2B).
Compared with CF, FP, FP + WS, FP + WRS, and RFP increased SYI of rice by 5.7%, 0.1%,
12.0%, and 2.1%, respectively, while FP + RS and RFP + O reduced by 0.6% and 3.1%,
respectively. The fluctuation range of meteorological yield among treatments was opposite
to that of SYI (Figure 3C–I).

3.1.3. Wheat

The average wheat yield was 5.6 t hm−2~6.3 t hm−2, significantly affected by nutrient
management. Compared with CF, all optimized treatments had no significant impact
on wheat yield (Figure 4A). Among them, FP with/without straw incorporation (FP,
FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS) showed a trend of increasing yield, with an average increase
wheat yield of 0.2 t hm−2~0.4 t hm−2, while the treatment of reduction fertilizer rate (RFP,
RFP + O) was a trend of decreasing yield, with the reduction rate of 2.5%~4.7%.
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Note: CF: convention fertilizer mode; FP: fertilizer postponing; FP + RS: fertilizer postponing + rice
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SYI of wheat in each treatment was below 75%. Compared with CF (69.6%), The SYI
of FP + RS and FP + WRS were increased by 8.8% and 8.3%, but FP, FP + WS, RFP, and
RFP + O were declined by 4.1%, 1.1%, 10.7%, and 12.0%, respectively (Figure 4B). Further-
more, the fluctuation range of the 10-year meteorological yield in CF, FP, FP + RS, FP + WS,
FP + WRS, RFP, and RFP + O was -1.1 t hm−2~1.3 t hm−2, −1.5 t hm−2~1.4 t hm−2,
−1.1t hm−2~0.8 t hm−2, −1.4 t hm−2~1.4 t hm−2, −1.0 t hm−2~0.9 t hm−2, −1.3 t hm−2~
1.7 t hm−2, and −1.8 t hm−2~1.4 t hm−2, respectively (Figure 4C–I), FP + RS and FP + WRS
showed the most stable.

3.2. Yield Components
3.2.1. Rice

The yield components of rice (panicles, spikelets per panicle, seeding rate, and grain
weight) were significantly affected by nutrient management (Table 2). The 10-year average
number of panicles in the treatment of FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS increased by 5.0%,
5.7%, 5.7%, and 2.8%, respectively, but RFP and RFP + O were reduced by 6.3% and 2.8%,
respectively, compared with CF. All optimized treatments (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS,
RFP, and RFP + O) had a higher 10-year average spikelets per panicle than that of CF (125),
showing FP + WRS (140) > FP + RS (135), FP + RS (134) > FP (133), RFP + O (130) > RFP
(129). In contrast, the seeding rate in all optimized treatments showed trends of reduction,
with a decrease of 5.7% (FP), 4.8% (FP + RS), 5.3% (FP + WS), 5.8% (FP + WRS), 1.0% (RFP),
and 1.3% (RFP + O), respectively. There were no statistical differences in grain weight
between FP with/without straw incorporation (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS) and CF.
10-year average grain weight of PRF (31.5 mg) was remarkably higher than that of CF
(30.6 mg) and FP with/without straw incorporation (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS),
while combined with organic fertilizer (FPR + O, 31.2 mg) was slightly reduced.

Table 2. Effect of nutrient management modes on rice and wheat yield components and coefficient of
variation. Different lowercase letters indicate the difference between treatments at the p < 0.05 level.

Rice Wheat

Panicles
(m−2)

Spikelets
per Panicle

Seeding Rate
(%)

Grain Weight
(mg)

Spikes
(m−2)

Spikelets
per Spike

Grain Weight
(mg)

Mean
CF 327 ab 125 c 90.5 a 30.6 b 391 a 36.9 ab 41.9 a
FP 343 a 133 bc 85.3 c 30.5 b 406 a 37.1 ab 42.4 a

FP + RS 345 a 135 b 86.2 bc 30.6 b 400 a 39.6 a 41.2 a
FP + WS 346 a 134 b 85.7 c 30.5 b 415 a 40.5 a 40.3 a

FP + WRS 336 a 140 a 85.2 c 30.5 b 387 a 38.4 ab 42.0 a
RFP 306 c 129 c 89.6 a 31.5 a 388 a 35.4 b 42.0 a

RFP + O 318 bc 130 bc 89.3 ab 31.2 ab 386 a 35.5 b 42.6 a
CF 11.6 9.9 5.7 4.1 27.0 18.4 10.6
FP 9.8 7.8 7.6 5.9 19.9 17.4 12.4

FP + RS 9.2 8.0 8.6 5.0 17.5 19.0 9.7
FP + WS 9.4 7.1 9.1 5.4 18.8 17.9 12.4

FP + WRS 11.0 5.3 9.2 5.7 17.0 16.1 10.9
RFP 9.2 6.2 6.6 6.2 24.0 18.6 9.7

RFP + O 9.7 8.2 6.7 5.8 18.8 20.9 10.6

The coefficient of variation (CV) of rice yield components showed the number of
panicle (9.2%~11.1%) > spikelets per panicle (5.3%~9.9%), seeding rate (5.7%~9.2%) > grain
weight (4.1%~6.2%) (Table 2). Compared with CF, each optimized treatment declined the
CV of the number of panicle (15.8%, 20.8%, 19.0%, 4.9%, 20.4%, and 16.2% in the treatment
of FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS, RFP and RFP + O, respectively) and spikelets per
panicle (21.1%, 19.2%, 27.7%, 46.3, 37.5, 17.4% in the treatment of FP, FP + RS, FP + WS,
FP + WRS, RFP and RFP + O, respectively), but intensified the inter-annual fluctuations of
seeding rate (34.0%, 51.5%, 60.1%, 61.6%, 15.7% and 18.7% in the treatment of FP, FP + RS,
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FP + WS, FP + WRS, RFP and RFP + O, respectively) and grain weight (42.6%, 23.2%, 32.2%,
38.6%, 52.8% and 42.5%, in the treatment of FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS, RFP and
RFP + O, respectively).

3.2.2. Wheat

Nutrient management significantly impacted spikelets per spike but did not affect
other components factors (panicles and grain weight) (Table 2). Compared with CF,
spikelets per spike in the treatment of FP with/without straw incorporation showed
an increasing trend, with an increased rate of 0.3% (FP), 7.1% (FP + RS), 9.6% (FP + WS),
and 4.0% (FP + WRS), respectively, while RFP with/without organic fertilizer showed a
downward trend, with a decrease of 4.2% (RFP) and 3.9% (RFP + O), respectively.

The CV of wheat yield components showed as follows: the number of spikes
(17.0%~27.0%) > spikelets per spike (16.1%~20.9%) > grain weight (9.7%~10.9%) (Table 2).
Compared with CF, all optimized treatments reduced the CV of the number of spikes, show-
ing FP + WRS > FP + RS > RFP + O > FP + WS > FP > RFP. The effect of nutrient management
on the CV of spikelets per spike and grain weight did not show obvious regularity.

3.3. Source and Sink
3.3.1. Rice

The nutrient management significantly affected the total number of spikelets, LAI,
and the spikelet-leaf ratio (Figure 5A,C,E). Compared with CF, FP with/without straw
incorporation (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS) significantly increased the total num-
ber of spikelets, with rising rates of 11.1% (FP), 14.1% (FP + RS), 14.1% (FP + WS), and
15.5%RFP+O (FP + WRS), respectively, but did not affect LAI, making high spikelet-leaf
ratio. In contrast, RFP and RFP + O had no statistical difference in the total number of
spikelets but significantly reduced LAI, increasing the spikelet-leaf ratio.

The CV of LAI was 13.0%~19.4%, which was higher than that of the spikelet-leaf ratio
(11.8%~16.8%) and the total number of spikelets (9.1%~13.2%) (Figure 5B,D,F). However,
the effect of optimized treatment on the CV of each rice sink and source did not show
apparent regularity.

3.3.2. Wheat

In this experiment, the total number of spikelets, LAI, and the spikelet-leaf ratio in
the wheat season were 1.3 × 103 spikelets m−2 ~1.7 × 103 spikelets m−2 (Figure 6A),
2.6–3.1 (Figure 6C), and 0.4~0.7 (Figure 6E). Compared with CF, the total spikelets of wheat
in the treatments of FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS increased by 5.3%, 10.0%, 17.8%,
4.5%, respectively (Figure 5A); RFP and RFP + O showed a decreasing trend. In addition,
optimized treatments had no difference in LAI and spikelet-leaf ratio compared with CF.
However, FP + WS had the highest spikelet-leaf ratio among optimized treatments, and FP
was the lowest.

In the wheat season, CV of LAI was 34.8%~45.2% (Figure 6B), which was higher than
that of the spikelet-leaf ratio (24.1%~32.7%) (Figure 6D) and total spikelets (14.4%~23.6%)
(Figure 6F). FP with/without straw incorporation (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS) reduced
the CV of total spikelets, while RFP and RFP + O increased by 7.8% and 5.4%, respectively.
There was no obvious trend on the effects of optimized treatments on the CV of LAI and
spikelet-leaf ratio.

3.4. Dry Matter Accumulation
3.4.1. Annual

Optimized nutrient management significantly affected the annual dry matter accu-
mulation (Figure 7A). The FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS remarkedly increased the
annual dry matter accumulation by 5.3%, 10.0%, 17.8%, 4.5%, respectively, while RFP and
RFP + O decreased by 4.3% and 3.9%, respectively, compared with CF. All optimized
treatments alleviated the fluctuations of annual dry matter accumulation, with decrease
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rates of 54.4% (FP), 22.0% (FP + RS), 14.4% (FP + WS), 43.1% (FP + WRS), 26.8% (RFP), and
6.6% (RFP + O).
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3.4.2. Rice

The total dry matter accumulation of rice mainly came from the heading-maturity stage
(10.9 t hm−2~11.7 t hm−2), and then the jointing-heading stage (5.8 t hm−2~6.5 t hm−2)
and jointing stage (5.0 t hm−2~5.4 t hm−2) (Figure 7B). Nutrient management signifi-
cantly affected the dry matter accumulation at the jointing and heading-maturity stages.
RFP + O had the highest dry matter accumulation at the jointing stage, but RFP was the
lowest. Compared with CF, FP with/without straw incorporation increased dry matter ac-
cumulation at the heading-maturity stage, of which FP + WRS was the highest; in contrast,
RFP and RFP + O showed a decreased trend. The effect of nutrient management on total
dry matter accumulation was similar to that of the heading-maturity stage.

The CV of dry matter accumulation at different growth stages from large to small were
as follows: jointing-heading stage (21.6%~30.0%) > heading-maturity stage (20.1%~27.9%)
> jointing stage (13.9%~16.7%) (Figure 7B). All optimized treatments had a higher CV of
dry matter accumulation at the jointing-heading stage than CF, while an opposed trend at
the heading-maturity and maturity stages was observed.

3.4.3. Wheat

As shown in Figure 7C, dry matter accumulation of wheat at the jointing-heading stage
was 5.6 t hm−2~6.4 t hm−2, which was higher than that of the joining stage (2.1 t hm−2~
2.7 t hm−2) and heading-maturity stage (2.7 t hm−2~3.7 t hm−2). Nutrient management
only significantly affected dry matter accumulation at the heading maturity and maturity
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stages. Compared with CF, FP with/without straw incorporation (FP, FP + RS, FP + WS,
FP + WRS) increased dry matter accumulation at heading-maturity by 2.2%~36.0%; RFP
and RFP + O decreased by 14.4% and 5.9%, respectively. Total dry matter accumulation
showed as follows: FP + RS > FP + WS > FP >FP + WRS > CF > RFP + O > RFP.
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In terms of stability of dry matter accumulation, the seeding-jointing period (83.8%~
109.9%) > heading-maturity period (61.1%~97.4%) > jointing-heading period (33.7%~46.3%)
was shown (Figure 7C). All optimized treatments decreased the CV of dry matter accumu-
lation at the jointing stage (except for RFP + O) and heading-maturation stage. Among
them, FP+WRS had the lowest decline.

3.5. The Relationship between Material Accumulation and Meteorological Factors

We selected meteorological factors that were significantly correlated with dry matter
accumulation (Figure S1) and performed stepwise regression analysis and collinearity test
(Table 3). As shown in Table 3, dry matter accumulation of rice at transplanting-jointing
stage and jointing stage-heading stage and heading-maturation stage had a significant
one-dimensional linear relationship with PARA (partial regression coefficient was 0.49 **,
R2 = 0.22 **), PAR (partial regression coefficient was 0.52 **, R2 = 0.26 **) and DA (partial
regression coefficient was −0.60 **, R2 = 0.34 **), respectively. Dry matter accumulation at
the seeding-jointing stage at the wheat season had a positive multivariate linear relationship
with PARA, RD, and TD (R2 = 0.77 **) in this period. At the jointing-heading stage, there
was a one-dimensional linear between dry matter accumulation and TMin (R2 = 0.40*).
Dry matter accumulation at the heading-maturation stage showed a negative binary linear
relation with TMin and RD (R2 = 0.34 **).

Table 3. Stepwise regression analysis between dry matter accumulation and meteorological parame-
ters in the different growth stages of rice and wheat. (*: p < 0.05; **: p < 0.01)

Rice Wheat

Meteorological
Parameters

Partial Regression
Coefficient R2 Meteorological

Parameters
Partial Regression

Coefficient R2

TS-JS SS-JS
PARA 0.49 ** 0.22 ** PARA 0.45 **

0.77 **RD 0.49 **
TD 0.56 **

JS-HS JS-HS
PAR 0.52 ** 0.260 ** TMin −0.65 ** 0.40 *

HS-MS HS-MS
RD −0.60 ** 0.344 ** TMin −0.65 **

0.55 *RD −0.23 **

4. Discussion
4.1. Optimized Nutrient Strategy and High Annual Yield in Rice–Wheat System

With population growth and urbanization development, producing the highest crop
yield on limited arable land is essential for meeting future food demand [4,30]. In this
study, a 10-year term experiment showed that FP with/without straw incorporation and
RPF + O contributed to increasing annual yield, in agreement with previous studies [6,11,12].
It suggests that scientific and reasonable nutrient optimization can stimulate crop produc-
tion potential, shrinking the yield gap [4,30].

On the one hand, reducing the nitrogen fertilizer rate in the early growth stage was
beneficial to control ineffective tillers, forming a healthy population with good ventilation
due to the low nutrient absorption of rice and wheat in this period [7,11,12]. Providing
sufficient nutrients during the middle and later growth stage could promote the differenti-
ation of spikelets, reduce the amount of degradation, form a greater number of spikelets
and the higher spikelets-leaf ratio [6,11,17,18]; simultaneously, high-efficiency leaves could
maintain strong photosynthetic potential and long photosynthetic duration after head-
ing, providing sufficient carbohydrates for yield formation [11,12,18,19,31]. On the other
hand, organic amendment application (straw and organic fertilizer) could remarkably
improve soil quality and strong ability for immobilization fertilizer-nutrient of fore-crop
and current season [13,15,32,33]. More root exudates during the high nutrient demand
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of stage were released, stimulated the growth of soil microorganisms and the activity of
soil enzymes to mineralization and release of nutrient (including the soil itself, organic
amendment, and immobilization fertilizer-nutrient) in soil [34], enhancing nutrient content
of leaf and panicle, and strengthening photosynthesis and promoting the differentiation of
spikelets [19]. However, the high number of spikelets negatively affected grain filling [6]
due to intensified competition for nutrients, carbohydrates, space, and other resources
among spikelets. Therefore, in our research, highlighting the decisive role of expanding
sink capacity in high production strategy suggested that further study needed to focus on
grain filling and promote assimilation accumulation and transport (source) after heading
based on ensuring high spikelets (sink) for achieving high annual yield.

However, it was worth noting that the increased yield effect of wheat in PF was not
significant. It was due to the fact that LAI at the wheat heading stage in this study (2.6~3.1)
was lower than optimal LAI (4.7~6.3) [35], implying that insufficient populations at the
heading stage could not highlight the advantage of PF with high photosynthetic productiv-
ity after heading. Under the condition of PF, the wheat yield of straw incorporation was
lower than without straw incorporation, indicating that straw incorporation had a negative
effect on wheat yield formation due to a low germination rate [32]. Therefore, ensuring the
emergence of wheat and increasing the effective photosynthetic population played a key
role in wheat production in the rice–wheat system.

Moreover, in our experiment, reducing the 25% nitrogen fertilizer rate (225 kg N hm−2)
can maintain rice yield due to high soil productivity (no fertilizer application with about
6 t hm−2 during 10 years in our study) [5], in agreement with this region studies [2,36].
However, RFP reduced wheat yield, which might be because N fertilizer application
(180 kg N hm−2) in this study lower than the optimum fertilizer rate (210–225 kg N hm−2)
in this region [2,36]. Therefore, for winter wheat in this region, under suitable N fer-
tilizer rate, further reduction of fertilizer rate combined with fertilizer postponing was
limited room.

The yields of wheat and rice with organic fertilizers replacing chemical fertilizers were
lower than that of FP, which was inconsistent with previous research [37,38]. Fu et al. (2020)
observed that organic fertilizer application under reducing chemical fertilizer by 20–30%
could not cause rice yield loss [37]. A meta-analysis showed that the replacement of a
low proportion of chemical (<40%) fertilizers with organic fertilizers could significantly
improve dryland crop yields in China [14]. Different results might be attributed to soil type,
climatic conditions, and organic fertilizer type [14,38].

4.2. Optimized Nutrient Strategy and Stability of Annual Yield in Rice–Wheat System

The variability of future weather and the frequency of extreme weather events will
intensify under climate change, directly or indirectly harming agricultural production [7,8].
SYI is important for evaluating crop yield stability [23,39]. In this study, the SYI of wheat
was lower than that of rice, suggesting that wheat production was more vulnerable to year-
to-year weather changes. Therefore, formulated reasonable nutrient management based on
breeding highly resistant varieties for mitigating the negative effects of climate change.

Differences in biomass accumulation directly reflect yield formation [11,12,18,19,40].
In our study, at rice season, the year-to-year fluctuations of dry matter accumulation at
the jointing-heading stage and after heading were higher than before jointing. It is well
known that the jointing-heading stage is a critical period for rice spikelet differentiation
and switch on grain filling; photosynthetic production after heading contributes more
than 60% to rice grain yield [6,11,12]. Stepwise regression analysis found that dry matter
accumulation during the jointing-heading stage was significantly positively correlated with
PAR, while RD was mainly affected after heading. Therefore, paying more attention to the
weather after jointing in rice planting is necessary for mitigating the loss of carbohydrates in
yield formation.

Unlike rice, the CV of wheat spike number was higher than that of spikelets per spike
and grain weight; the volatility of dry matter accumulation before jointing was higher than
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the jointing-heading and heading-maturity stage. It implied that the source of wheat yield
fluctuation more came from before jointing, attributable to the climatic characteristics of
growth region and water management in wheat [21,22,26]. On the one hand, due to the
high frequency of precipitation and the high groundwater level in the lower reaches of
the Yangtze River, water management in wheat production was mainly based on drainage
and waterlogging reduction [41]. On the other hand, because this region belongs to the
subtropical monsoon climate zone, different from the relatively concentrated precipitation
at rice season, the rainfall at wheat season was more random. Yan et al. (2020) combined
rainfall analysis and literature statistical research and found that the wheat seedling period
(December) was the peak runoff period for wheat fields in the region of this study [42]. This
suggested that the wheat tillering period was more prone to waterlogging and affected
the emergence of wheat. Unlike rice which depended on tillering, wheat production more
relied on high seeding rates in the rice–wheat system [11,23,43]. Thus, the uncertainty of
weather conditions before jointing weakened wheat yield stability.

Moreover, in the rice–wheat system, to ensure the safe maturity of rice, late sowing of
wheat was often occurred, which further reduced the ability of wheat seeding to defend
against extreme weather [27,44]. In our study, TD, RD and PARA were the main meteo-
rological factors affecting assimilation accumulation before jointing, which was different
from the previous study that low temperature and freezing stress was the main reason
for reducing wheat yield [40]. The different reasons might be that extreme weather low
temperature rarely occurred in wheat season in our experimental area. Bao et al. (2012)
divided the area of this study (Danyang City, Jiangsu Province) into low-risk areas in
the regional division of winter wheat frost damage in Jiangsu Province [44]. Therefore,
formulating agricultural measures with prevention and mitigation of disaster is important
to improve the adaptability of crops to climate change.

In our study, SYI of rice in the treatment of FP, FP + RS, FP + WS, FP + WRS,
and RFR was higher than that of CF, with an increased rate of 2.3%~11.6%, of which
FP + WRS was best due to the increased stability of rice spikelets and dry matter accumu-
lation after heading. Pan et al. (2014) showed that more stem and sheath carbohydrates
could be provided for grains filling under rice’s lower photosynthetic capacity condition
to reduce the yield loss caused by abiotic stress and stabilize yield [40]. This indicated
that the stability of photosynthetic product synthesis during the jointing-heading stage
and after heading had a synergistic effect of jointly coping with unfavorable weather. It
was worth noting that optimized nutrient management with high stability of rice yield
increased the fluctuations of seeding rate and grain weight due to increased competition
for carbohydrates by spikelets under unfavorable weather conditions. In addition, this
study found that the stability of rice yield in RFP + O was declined, in disagreement with
previous studies that organic fertilizer combined with chemical fertilizer was beneficial to
stable yield [28,39]. It may be different in duration time, planting areas, and soil type [14].

Our study showed that optimized treatments (except for RFP + O) could stabilize
dry matter accumulation fluctuations before jointing and after heading, attributed to the
optimal rate and time of fertilizer application. Reducing the fertilizer rate before joint-
ing could decline weak productive tiller formation, enhancing adaptability to extreme
weather [27,36,43]. Increasing jointing fertilizer rate could improve productive tiller rate
and provide more nutrients for the differentiation of spikelets and the synthesis of car-
bohydrates after heading, stabilizing yield. Specifically, returned wheat straw nutrient
was slow-released at rice season, which was provided for the growth of succeeding wheat
seedlings [33,45].

In China, labor costs account for 42.3% and 37.0% of rice and wheat production
costs [46], respectively, especially conventional split fertilizer application. One-time
controlled-release nitrogen fertilizer had lower labor/time costs and fertilizer rate and
increased yield and fertilizer use efficiency [47]. The FP treatment with the high and
stable yield of rice and wheat in this study could provide the reference for the develop-
ment of slow-release fertilizers suitable for the nutrient demand law of rice and wheat.
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In China, straw yield reaches 718 million tons, of which rice and wheat straw accounts for
57.6% [10,48]. In rice–wheat rotation, straw burning is a method popular with farmers due
to the short time for rice harvesting and wheat sowing [6], which was not conducive to
realizing carbon peaks and carbon neutrality. The direct straw incorporation can expand
soil carbon capacity and increase and stabilize the annual yield [13,15], but rice straw
returned to the wheat field needs to be combined with machines to improve the quality of
straw incorporation. Because global warming often increases the frequency and intensity
of rainfall, PAR is projected to decline [7]. The solar radiation over China decreased by
1.5–8.7% between 1981 and 2009 in the middle and lower Yangtze River Region [49]. Our
study and Franziska et al. (2019) [9] showed that light was a main meteorological factor
affecting the year-to-year fluctuations of photosynthate accumulation at the key growth
stage of rice and wheat, suggesting that it was necessary to breed shade-tolerant varieties
and cultivation measures with strong crop adaptability to low light.

5. Conclusions

Our findings demonstrated differences in annual yield in the rice–wheat system among
the different optimized nutrient management. FP with/without straw incorporation was
conducted to achieve high annual yields, of which FP + WS was the greatest; in contrast,
RFP had a negative effect on wheat productivity, alleviated by combination with organic
fertilizer. Furthermore, the year-to-year fluctuation of annual yield in the rice–wheat
system mainly came from wheat. The main sources of rice and wheat yield fluctuation
were before jointing and after jointing, respectively. Optimization of nutrient management
by increasing and stabilizing the number of rice and wheat spikelets and the accumulation
of post-heading substances to stabilize annual yield, FP + WRS was the best. Stepwise
regression analysis found that the biomass accumulation of rice during the jointing-heading
and heading-maturity stage was significantly correlated with PAR and RD, respectively;
at the wheat season, TD, RD, and PARA were mainly factored driving fluctuation of
biomass accumulation before jointing.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at:
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/agronomy12030698/s1, Figure S1: Correlation analysis
between dry matter accumulation and meteorological parameters in the different growth stages of rice
and wheat.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, G.Z. and J.Z.; methodology, Y.Z.; formal analysis, G.L.,
W.L. and P.H.; investigation, J.Z., L.X., Y.Z. and F.Y.; data curation, Z.L. and G.L.; writing—original
draft preparation, G.Z. and J.Z.; writing—review and editing, P.H., Z.L., G.L. and Y.D.; visualization,
J.Z. and W.L.; project administration, Y.D. and G.L.; funding acquisition, G.L. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded by the National Science and Technology support plan under the
numbers 2017YFD0300100, 2017YFD0301203, and 2018YFD0300803) and Jiangsu Agriculture Science
and Technology Innovation Fund (JASTIF) under number CX (18)1002.

Acknowledge: This research was financially supported by the National Science and Technology
support plan under numbers 2017YFD0300100, 2017YFD0301203, and 2018YFD0300803); Jiangsu
Agriculture Science and Technology Innovation Fund (JASTIF) under number 5.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. National Bureau of Statistics, PRC of the United Nations Data. Statistical Databases. 2021. Available online: http://www.stats.

gov.cn/ (accessed on 20 December 2021).
2. Bai, H.Z.; Tao, F.L. Sustainable intensification options to improve yield potential and eco-efficiency for rice-wheat rotation system

in China. Field Crops Res. 2017, 211, 89–105. [CrossRef]
3. Zhang, X.; Davidson, E.A.; Mauzerall, D.L.; Searchinger, T.D.; Dumas, P.; Shen, Y. Managing nitrogen for sustainable development.

Nature 2015, 528, 51–59. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/agronomy12030698/s1
http://www.stats.gov.cn/
http://www.stats.gov.cn/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2017.06.010
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature15743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26595273


Agronomy 2022, 12, 698 16 of 17

4. Chen, X.P.; Cui, Z.L.; Fan, M.S.; Vitousek, P.; Zhao, M.; Ma, W.Q.; Wang, Z.L.; Zhang, W.J.; Yan, X.Y.; Yang, J.C.; et al. Producing
more grain with lower environmental costs. Nature 2014, 514, 486–489. [CrossRef]

5. Peng, S.B.; Tang, Q.Y.; Zou, Y.B. Current Status and Challenges of Rice Production in China. Plant Prod. Sci. 2015, 12, 3–8.
[CrossRef]

6. Sui, B.; Feng, X.M.; Tian, G.L.; Hu, X.Y.; Shen, Q.R.; Guo, S.W. Optimizing nitrogen supply increases rice yield and nitrogen use
efficiency by regulating yield formation factors. Field Crops Res. 2013, 150, 99–107. [CrossRef]

7. IPCC. Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; Masson-Delmotte, V., Zhai, P., Pirani, A., Connors, S.L., Péan, C., Berger, S., Caud, N.,
Chen, Y., Goldfarb, L., Gomis, M.I., Eds.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2021.

8. Ray, D.K.; Gerber, J.S.; MacDonald, G.K.; West, P.C. Climate variation explains a third of global crop yield variability. Nat.
Commun. 2015, 6, 5989. [CrossRef]

9. Gaupp, F.; Hall, J.; Hochrainer-Stigler, S.; Dadson, S. Changing risks of simultaneous global breadbasket failure. Nat. Clim. Chang.
2019, 10, 54–57. [CrossRef]

10. Yin, H.J.; Zhao, W.Q.; Li, T.; Cheng, X.Y.; Liu, Q. Balancing straw returning and chemical fertilizers in China: Role of straw
nutrient resources. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2018, 81, 2695–2702. [CrossRef]

11. Zhang, H.C.; Wu, G.C.; Dai, Q.G.; Huo, Z.Y.; Xu, K.; Gao, H.; Wei, H.Y.; LÜ, X.T.; Wan, L.J.; Huang, Y.Z. Precise Postponing
Nitrogen Application and Its Mechanism in Rice. Acta Agron. Sin. 2011, 37, 1837–1851. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]

12. Ling, Q.H.; Zhang, H.C.; Dai, Q.G.; Ding, Y.F.; Ling, L.; Su, Z.F.; Xu, M.; Que, J.H.; Wang, S.H. Study on Precise and Quantitative
N Application in Rice. Sci. Agric. Sin. 2005, 38, 2457–2467. (In Chinese)

13. Xia, L.L.; Lam, S.K.; Wolf, B.; Kiese, R.; Chen, D.; Butterbach-Bahl, K. Trade-offs between soil carbon sequestration and reactive
nitrogen losses under straw return in global agroecosystems. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2018, 24, 5919–5932. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Zhang, X.; Fang, Q.; Zhang, T.; Ma, W.; Velthof, G.L.; Hou, Y.; Oenema, O.; Zhang, F. Benefits and trade-offs of replacing synthetic
fertilizers by animal manures in crop production in China: A meta-analysis. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2020, 26, 888–900. [CrossRef]

15. Liu, C.; Lu, M.; Cui, J.; Li, B.; Fang, C.M. Effects of straw carbon input on carbon dynamics in agricultural soils: A meta-analysis.
Glob. Chang. Biol. 2014, 20, 1366–1381. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Wang, J.; Fu, P.; Wang, F.; Fahad, S.; Mohapatra, P.K.; Chen, Y.; Zhang, C.; Peng, S.; Cui, K.; Nie, L.; et al. Optimizing nitrogen
management to balance rice yield and environmental risk in the Yangtze River’s middle reaches. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int.
2019, 26, 4901–4912. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Zhang, Z.J.; Chu, G.; Liu, L.J.; Wang, Z.Q.; Wang, X.M.; Zhang, H.; Yang, J.C.; Zhang, J.H. Mid-season nitrogen application
strategies for rice varieties differing in panicle size. Field Crops Res. 2013, 150, 9–18. [CrossRef]

18. Zhu, X.K.; Zhu, M.; Ding, J.F.; Ding, Y.G.; Wang, Y.H.; Li, F.J.; Guo, W.S.; Tang, X.Q.; Du, T.Q.; Li, C.Y. Characteristics of yield
components and population quality in high-nitrogen- utilization wheat cultivars. Acta Agron. Sin. 2020, 46, 544–556. (In Chinese)
[CrossRef]

19. Feng, D.J.; Mei, C.Y.; Jin, H.Z.; Yan, L.C.; Shan, G.W.; Kai, Z.X. Difference Analysis of Post-Anthesis Matter Production and
Senescence Characteristics Among Different Nitrogen Efficiency Populations in Wheat Following Rice. Sci. Agric. Sin. 2015, 48,
1063–1073. (In Chinese)

20. Zhang, J.W.; Li, W.W.; Zhou, Y.; Ding, Y.F.; Xu, L.; Jiang, Y.; Li, G.H. Long-term straw incorporation increases rice yield stability
under high fertilization level conditions in the rice–wheat system. Crop J. 2021, 9, 1191–1197. [CrossRef]

21. Wang, R.; Wang, Y.; Hu, Y.X.; Dang, T.H.; Guo, S.L. Divergent responses of tiller and grain yield to fertilization and fallow
precipitation: Insights from a 28-year long-term experiment in a semiarid winter wheat system. J. Integr. Agric. 2021, 20, 3003–3011.
[CrossRef]

22. Guo, S.L.; Zhu, H.H.; Dang, T.H.; Wu, J.S.; Liu, W.Z.; Hao, M.D.; Li, Y.; Syers, J.K. Winter wheat grain yield associated with
precipitation distribution under long-term nitrogen fertilization in the semiarid Loess Plateau in China. Geoderma 2012, 189–190,
442–450. [CrossRef]

23. Muhammad, Q.; Huang, J.; Waqas, A.; Li, D.C.; Liu, S.J.; Lu, Z.; Cai, A.D.; Liu, L.S.; Xu, Y.M.; Gao, J.S.; et al. Yield sustainability,
soil organic carbon sequestration and nutrients balance under long-term combined application of manure and inorganic fertilizers
in acidic paddy soil. Soil Tillage Res. 2020, 198, 104569.

24. Li, C.X.; Ma, S.C.; Shao, Y.; Ma, S.T.; Zhang, L.L. Effects of long-term organic fertilization on soil microbiologic characteristics,
yield and sustainable production of winter wheat. J. Integr. Agric. 2018, 17, 210–219. [CrossRef]

25. Peng, S.B.; Huang, J.L.; Sheehy, J.E.; Laza, R.C.; Visperas, R.M.; Zhong, X.H.; Centeno, G.S.; Khush, G.S.; Cassman, K.G. Rice
yields decline with higher night temperature from global warming. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2004, 101, 9971–9975. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

26. Kingra, P.K.; Setia, R.; Kaur, J.; Singh, S.; Singh, S.P.; Kukal, S.S.; Pateriya, B. Assessing the impact of climate variations on wheat
yield in north-west India using GIS. Spat. Inf. Res. 2018, 26, 281–294. [CrossRef]

27. Zheng, D.X.; Yang, X.G.; Mínguez, M.I.; Mu, C.Y.; He, Q.; Wu, X. Effect of freezing temperature and duration on winter survival
and grain yield of winter wheat. Agric. For. Meteorol. 2018, 260–261, 1–8. [CrossRef]

28. Sanchez, B.; Rasmussen, A.; Porter, J.R. Temperatures and the growth and development of maize and rice: A review. Glob. Chang.
Biol. 2014, 20, 408–417. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/nature13609
http://doi.org/10.1626/pps.12.3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2013.06.012
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6989
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-019-0600-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.06.076
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1006.2011.01837
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14466
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30295405
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14826
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12517
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24395454
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-3943-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30569357
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2013.06.002
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1006.2020.91041
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cj.2020.11.007
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(20)63296-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2012.06.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(17)61740-4
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0403720101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15226500
http://doi.org/10.1007/s41324-018-0174-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2018.05.011
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12389
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24038930


Agronomy 2022, 12, 698 17 of 17

29. Espe, M.B.; Hill, J.E.; Hijmans, R.J.; McKenzie, K.; Mutters, R.; Espino, L.A.; Leinfelder-Miles, M.; Kessel, C.V.; Linquist, B.A. Point
stresses during reproductive stage rather than warming seasonal temperature determine yield in temperate rice. Glob. Chang.
Biol. 2017, 23, 4386–4395. [CrossRef]

30. Deng, N.; Grassini, P.; Yang, H.; Huang, J.; Cassman, K.G.; Peng, S.B. Closing yield gaps for rice self-sufficiency in China. Nat.
Commun. 2019, 10, 1725. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Feng, D.J.; Feng, Y.J.; Cui, W.Y.; Fang, C.F.; Nian, F.C.; Kai, Z.X.; Yan, L.C.; Xin, P.Y.; Shan, G.W. Accumulation and Distribution
Characteristics of Dry Matter of Super High Yield Wheat under Rice Stubble in Middle and Lower Reaches of the Yangtse River. J.
Triticeae Crops 2012, 32, 1118–1123. (In Chinese)

32. Jin, Z.Q.; Shah, T.; Zhang, L.; Liu, H.Y.; Peng, S.B.; Nie, L.X. Effect of straw returning on soil organic carbon in rice–wheat rotation
system: A review. Food Energy Secur. 2020, 9, e200. [CrossRef]

33. Zheng, J.C.; Zhang, G.; Wang, D.J.; Cao, Z.Q.; Wang, C.; Yan, D.Z. Effects of straw incorporation on nitrogen absorption of split
fertilizer applications and on rice growth. Emir. J. Food Agric. 2019, 31, 59–68.

34. Chen, X.B.; Xia, Y.H.; Rui, Y.C.; Ning, Z.; Hu, Y.J.; Tang, H.M.; He, H.B.; Li, H.X.; Kuzyakov, Y.; Ge, T.D.; et al. Microbial carbon
use efficiency, biomass turnover, and necromass accumulation in paddy soil depending on fertilization. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ.
2020, 295, 106867. [CrossRef]

35. Röll, G.; Batchelor, W.; Castro, A.; Simón, M.; Graeff-Hönninger, S. Development and Evaluation of a Leaf Disease Damage
Extension in Cropsim-CERES Wheat. Agronomy 2019, 9, 120. [CrossRef]

36. Liu, X.; Xu, S.S.; Zhang, J.W.; Ding, Y.F.; Li, G.H.; Wang, S.H.; Liu, Z.H.; Tang, S.; Ding, C.Q.; Chen, L. Effect of continuous
reduction of nitrogen application to a rice-wheat rotation system in the middle-lower Yangtze River region (2013–2015). Field
Crops Res. 2016, 196, 348–356. [CrossRef]

37. Fu, H.R.; Li, T.Y.; Cao, H.B.; Zhang, W.F. Research on the driving factors of fertilizer reduction in China. J. Plant Nutr. Fertil. 2020,
26, 561–580. (In Chinese)

38. Li, Y.B.; Li, P.; Wang, S.H.; Xu, L.Y.; Deng, J.J.; Jiao, J.G. Effects of organic fertilizer application on crop yield and soil properties in
rice-wheat rotation system: A meta-analysis. Chin. J. AppL. Ecol. 2021, 32, 3231–3239. (In Chinese)

39. Yang, J.; Gao, W.; Ren, S.R. Long-term effects of combined application of chemical nitrogen with organic materials on crop yields,
soil organic carbon and total nitrogen in fluvo-aquic soil. Soil Tillage Res. 2015, 151, 67–74. [CrossRef]

40. Pang, J.F.; Li, G.H.; Cui, K.H. Re-partitioning of Non-structural Carbohydrates in Rice Stems and Their Roles in Yield Stability
and Stress Tolerance. Chin. J. Rice Sci. 2014, 28, 335–342. (In Chinese)

41. Wang, X.L.; Mao, X.W. Analysis of interannual variations of rainfall runoff Jiangsu Taihu Lake basin. J. Water Resour. Water Eng.
2013, 24, 203–205. (In Chinese)

42. Yan, L.; Xue, L.H.; Hou, P.F.; Fu, X.D.; Ying, H.S.; Liang, Y.Y.; Zhang, Y.L. Temporal characteristics of runoff-occurrence in rain-fed
wheat fields in typical areas of the Tai-lake region, China. J. Agro-Environ. Sci. 2020, 39, 1043–1050. (In Chinese)

43. Han, J.L.; Yang, Q.; Wang, W.P.; Li, Y.S.; Fu, Z.Y. Effect of sowing date on the caulis and tillers differentiation of young spike and
yield in winter wheat. J. Triticeae Crops 2011, 31, 303–307. (In Chinese)

44. Bao, Y.X.; Wang, Y.; Gao, P.; Sheng, S.H. Occurrence Pattern on Spring Frost Injury of Winter Wheat in Jiangsu Province and Its
Climatic Risk Division. Chin. J. Agrometeorol. 2012, 1, 123–141. (In Chinese)

45. Xu, Y.D.; Ding, X.L.; Lal, R.; Gao, X.D.; Li, S.Y.; Sun, L.J.; Wang, Y.; Li, M.; Bai, S.B.; Wang, J.K. Effect of soil fertility on the
allocation of nitrogen derived from different maize residue parts in the soil-plant system. Geoderma 2020, 379, 114632. [CrossRef]

46. Zhang, Y.H. China’s agriculture had entered the age of high cost how to enhance the competitiveness of translation. Rural. Prosec.
Manag. 2017, 172, 18–21. (In Chinese)

47. Ke, J.; Xing, X.M.; Li, G.H.; Ding, Y.F.; Dou, F.G.; Wang, S.H.; Liu, Z.H.; Tang, S.; Ding, C.Q.; Chen, L. Effects of different controlled-
release nitrogen fertilisers on ammonia volatilisation, nitrogen use efficiency and yield of blanket-seedling machine-transplanted
rice. Field Crops Res. 2017, 205, 147–156. [CrossRef]

48. Song, D.L.; Hou, S.P.; Wang, X.G.; Liang, G.Q.; Zhou, W. Nutrient resource quantity of crop straw and its potential of substituting.
J. Plant Nutr. Fertil. 2018, 24, 1–21. (In Chinese)

49. Bai, H.Z.; Tao, F.L.; Xiao, D.P.; Liu, F.S.; Zhang, H. Attribution of yield change for rice-wheat rotation system in China to climate
change, cultivars and agronomic management in the past three decades. Clim. Chang. 2015, 135, 539–553. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13719
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09447-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30979872
http://doi.org/10.1002/fes3.200
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2020.106867
http://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy9030120
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.07.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2015.03.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2020.114632
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.12.027
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-015-1579-8

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Experimental Site and Design 
	Field Experiment 
	Measurements and Data Analysis 
	Meteorological Data 
	Yields and Their Components 
	Data Analysis 


	Results 
	Yield and Yield Stability 
	Annual 
	Rice 
	Wheat 

	Yield Components 
	Rice 
	Wheat 

	Source and Sink 
	Rice 
	Wheat 

	Dry Matter Accumulation 
	Annual 
	Rice 
	Wheat 

	The Relationship between Material Accumulation and Meteorological Factors 

	Discussion 
	Optimized Nutrient Strategy and High Annual Yield in Rice–Wheat System 
	Optimized Nutrient Strategy and Stability of Annual Yield in Rice–Wheat System 

	Conclusions 
	References

