LA R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(9) :34 -35,120

REEMEELGINEE 4 SHFEMTERNT N

EEAGE P

(1. BB BT B F ROl &R e, SHNTEYT 56520052, StMI4& BV AFFEAT, #t 1 BtBH 550006 )

WE [B]RNBE4THFORBEIRAEEENSF, [Fk] BT 4 5HF 8B AR, AN G EEF 5 EHRRR
FILBIBF + G =t + SHFAZET BF + vt + HFEF BF + At RO ARBEWLE HATRRLENEEZHE S E.
v 2k Hra, [(LR]MF + 9=t + $FAZ L (2010 1) ke FFik 101 610 ke/hm” B H & F L4232, Bl af et 2
Yok 2.98, R FAF, ARMIEAEE L RG] [ L3k 1R I A IR E MBI 4 5w A o) R A S e A
) FBARIE

KGR W R AL T E
hESES S543°.3 XEkFRIZE A NXEHS 0517 -6611(2017)09 - 0034 - 02

Effects of Different Mixed Seeding Grasses and Their Proportions on the Yield of Qiancao 4 Grassland

ZHANG Yi-bi' ,HE Jing’" ,HAN Yong-fen’ (1. Dejiang County Animal Husbandry Development Center of Guizhou Province, Dejiang,
Guizhou 565200 ;2. Guizhou Institute of Grass Industry , Guiyang, Guizhou 550006 )

Abstract
[ Method | With single sowing of Qiancao 4 as the control ,we established nine mixed seeding grass treatments in Gonghe Village , Dejiang County,

[ Objective ] To discuss the mixed sowing grass combination and grassland yield for Qiancao 4 Dactylis glomerato CV. Barula.

Guizhou Province , including different proportions of D. glomeraio( Qiancao 4) + Trifolium repens + Lolium perenne,D. glomerato + T. repens + Fes-
tuca elata ,D. glomerato + T. repens. Effects of different treatments on grass height, yield,legume-grass ratio and leaf-stem ratio were researched.
[Result] D. glomerato + T. repens + L. perenne (2:1:1) showed the highest yield (101 610 kg/hm’) ,which was extremely significantly higher
than other treatments. Iis leaf-stem ratio was 2.98 with high quality of grassland. This treatment was the optimal grass combination and mixed so-
wing proportion. [ Conclusion | This research provides references for the screening of the optimal grass combination and mixed sowing proportion of

Qiancao 4 in Guizhou Province.
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Table 2 Comparison of the cutting times,grass yields and total annual grassland yields of different treatments
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Treatment Annual cutting  Yield of D. glomerato Yield of L. perenne  Yield of F. elata Yield of T. repens Total grassland
code times kg/hm’ kg/hm’ kg/hm’ kg/hm’ yield // kg/hm’
3-1 5 38 907 41 880 11 820 92 610 bB
3-2 5 40 724 51 681 9210 101 610 aA
3-3 5 41 744 42 375 5940 90 060 bB
3-4 4 37 965 23 475 20 625 82 065 cC
3-5 4 38 325 26 520 16 725 81 570 cC
3-6 4 38 685 24 495 16 395 79 575 ¢C
2-1 4 52 365 28 200 80 565 cC
2-2 4 53 595 26 460 80 055 cC
2-3 4 54 345 24 825 79 185 cdC
CK 4 79 050 79 050 cdC

T PR R NG R e r 22 R B (P <005 ) s LR RS SR e n E R i B (P <0.01)
Note : Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differences between treatments (P <0.05) ;and different capital letters in the same column
indicated extremely significant differences between treatments (P <0.01)
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