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Screening Suitable Variety of Proso Millet under the Raised-bed Planting in the Arid Area of Western Heilongjiang Province
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Abstract

and enhance the production level of proso millet in this region. [ Method ] As materials of 6 high quality proso millet varieties, the screening varie-
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[ Objective | To screen suitable proso millet variety under the raised-bed planting in the arid region of western Heilongjiang Province ,

ties experiment was carried in arid area of western Heilongjiang Province under the raised-bed cultivation, using complete randomized experimen-
tal design. [ Result] Different agronomic characters and production of proso millet varieties were different. There were higher plant height and
higher spike grain number in Chishu 8 ,heavier 1 000-grain weight in Yumi 2. The yield of Gumi 21 was more than Yumi 2, Longmi 12 respectively
9.26% and 24.21% in non-waxy proso millet,and the yield of Jishu 2 was more than Jinshu 9, Chishu 8 respectively 17.12% ,and 47.73% ,in
waxy proso millet. [ Conclusion ]It is recommended to expand Gumi 21 and Jishu 2’s planting area in arid area of western Heilongjiang Province to

obtain higher proso millet production.
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eties
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Fig.2 Comparison of main panicle length of different proso mil-

let varieties
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Fig.4 Comparison of grain number per spike of different proso
millet varieties
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Fig.6 Comparison of yield of different proso millet varieties
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