LA R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(9) :51 -52,69

FEGB BT REEE BRI

kAl

RANE B EE T, RBET (rmichRis, W 476000)

WE [B8]HRERREEE T, [ FE AT 6 5 A REMA, R K&, TR AR MRSt R R A £ 20k
T EEHHea, [BR]ARARSNE, AL FIE B oS T REAMEN T, L E35 MEK oMM &R ERIBR I
AR ARACAE & JE 3G o iy 3 e s 5 B ATAL oA T AL 09 AR RE R AE P A K T & B AL T a4k, 46 R 50 4= A 00 49
B3 A Rk 8 ML A 8 55 JEARML, J = B AR 3 0938 e 3 o, BLAE A Bk %34 40cm B, = R & AL R R, [4#]Z
BRR AT & = RIERAR T E iR,
KPR ARG B A e

hE 4RSS S482.8 XERFRIRAD A XEHFS 0517 -6611(2017)09 -0051 - 02

Effects of Different Chemistry Control Plant Height on the Main Economic Traits and Yield of Big Peanut

FAN Xiao-yu, CHEN Lei, LI Ke, WU Ji-hua® (Shangqgiu Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Shangqiu, Henan 476000 )
Abstract [ Objective ] To explore suitable chemical control period for big peanut. [ Method ] Shanghua 6 was used as the experimental material
to study the effects of the main characters and yield of big fruit peanut under the different chemical control plant height by adopting split area
design. [ Result]With the increase of chemical control plant height, the main stem height, lateral branch length, total branch number, fruit
branch number and mature fruit number per plant of peanut increased in the condition of conventional and high-density. Mature fruit number
per plant, yield per plant of conventional density planting were higher than that in high density, while the trend of full fruit rate, kernel percent
were the opposite. With the increase of chemical control plant height, the yield showed increasing trend. The yield reached the highest when

chemical control plant height was 40 cm. [ Conclusion ] This study provides a theoretical basis for peanut high-yield cultivation.
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Table 1 Effect of different plant height chemical control on peanut main agronomic traits under the condition of conventional density planting

fedEmiik FEH L3S R SRR BRI SR AL
Plant height when The main stem height The lateral branch The total number of The number of bearing ~ The full fruit number
chemical control // cm cm length // cm branches // |~ branches // > per plant // 4~

25 29.67 33.33 6.12 4.83 7.26

30 35.67 40.32 6.89 5.99 8.55

35 42.67 45.35 7.01 6.23 9.84

40 44.27 48.23 7.20 6.49 10.01

CK 46.33 50.11 7.75 6.35 9.88
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Table 2 Effect of different plant height chemical control on peanut main agronomic traits under the condition of high-density planting

AR R FEE s SRR ST PRI R AL
Plant height when The main stem height The lateral branch The total number of The number of bearing ~ The full fruit number
chemical control // cm cm length // cm branches /> branches // > per plant // 4~
25 27.33 30.00 6.01 4.60 7.38
30 34.33 39.26 6.77 5.78 8.86
35 41.25 44.49 6.99 6.15 9.99
40 43.22 47.56 7.19 6.38 10.12
CK 45.15 49.27 7.21 6.23 10. 10
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Fig.1 Effect of different plant height chemical control on the Fig.3 Effect of different plant height chemical control on pea-
number of fruit-setting per plant nut kernel percent
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Fig.2 Effect of different plant height chemical control on the Fig.4 Effect of different plant height chemical control on pea-
productivity of peanut single plant nut full fruit rate
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Fig.5 Effect of different plant height chemical control on pea-
nut yield
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