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Foreign Research Progress on Tolerance to High Plant Density in Maize

WANG Xiao-juan', LIU Cai-feng’ , XIE Hong', ZHANG Xu'“ etal (1. China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193 ; 2. Yantai Vo-
cational College, Yantai, Shandong 264000 )

Abstract Foreign research progress on tolerance to high plant density in maize was reviewed in this article, including the aspects of genetic
improvement and influence factors of tolerance to high plant density, as well as adverse effects of high density. The increased yield of modern
maize hybrids was mainly owed to enhance of plant density; tolerance of high plant density is a complex physiological trait, which was influ-
enced by many factors; the unity of productivity and stability is prerequisite for outstanding modern hybrids.
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