LA R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(4) :19 -20

MEZEXNHRKEEZEXNZERSWREHNZ N

kot THETT EER Hna'

(1. YEPG 4510 10 B3l L AR A L B AR HE ) 2588 IR 453l , YU P0 I 11 33251252, Juyr b Bl , YLPE JLIT 332000)

HE (8] ARAETESHETZREEREKERLG P, [FiE] AR T 2012—2014 FE R (UL b)) b R X3 T A
LR AP i BRI EBR BRSO RBEAA S i R TR LB KRG Y, [ER] KA b EAHE
I el ERTHRES R T F 2 mAs B A2 Ak AT 3 A R AR AL E B 2 2012—2014 SF-ib 3E &Mk A B K e AP ALy R x ik

REZAREY AN AMEA D R E R G — R, SRR ZF AR, [4ik] ZMRALTE T HF RN AL
SRR IRE

KGR AL AR DR MR AR 4 B R R Bk
HMESKES S634.3 XHARIRE A XEHE 0517 -6611(2017)04 - 0019 - 02

Effects of Rape Planting Density on the Major Agronomic Characters and Harvest Index
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Abstract
researched the major agronomic characters and harvest index of seven rape cultivars in National ( Jiujiang Site) Rape Regional Test in 2012 —

(1. Chengshan Town Agro-technical Extension Comprehensive Service Sta-
[ Objective | To research the effects of rape planting density on the major agronomic characters and harvest index. [ Method ] We

2014. The effects of rape planting density on the major agronomic characters and harvest index were analyzed. [ Result] With the increase of
rape planting density, actual weight of dry matter and actual yield showed an increasing tendency, but other traits decreased and some in-
creased. Planting density had relatively great impacts on the rape traits in 2012 — 2014 ; planting mode had relatively significant impacts in rape
yield. When the soil fertility, climate and field management measures were relatively even, there were small differences between traits of dif-
ferent cultivars. [ Conclusion] This research provides scientific basis for the breeding and screening of cultivars suitable for high-density

mechanization planting.
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Table 1 Comparison of major agronomic characters and harvest indexes under different planting densities in 2012 —2014
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Planting Plant The first : Effective oo Silique . Seeds . Harvest Actual
. . . of the o of main bearing grain .
density height effective . . silique . numbers . per . index dry matter
2 first effective inflorescence . density . weight .
TRk hm cm branch branch numbers - of main A em silique % weight
number smc per plant ¢ inflorescence e 8 kg
27.30 172.61 aA  7.60 aA  73.21 bB  257.26 aA  58.61 aA  70.44 aA  1.20bB  24.47 aA  3.52 bB 0.26 bB  395.41
36.00 145.09 bB 5.83 bB  74.77 bAB 176.46 bB  44.73 ¢cB 61.09 bA  1.37 aA  21.47 bAB 4.05 aA 0.35aA  423.50
36.45 167.87 aA  5.70 bB_ 86.07 aA  164.00 bB_48.94 bB  62.70 bA  1.28 bAB 20.26 bB_ 3.80 aAB  0.35 aA  398.52

VB /NG e 22 5 i (P <0.05 ) ; MBI RS S o 22 S s % (P <0.01)

Note : Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differences( P < 0.05) ;different capital letters indicated extremely significant differences

(P< 0.01)
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