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Effects of Different Planting Densities, Fertilization Levels and Harvest Times on the Yield of Forage Rape
LI Ning, CHANG Hai-bin, HUANG Wei
Abstract
als, different planting densities , fertilization levels and harvest times were designed to study their effects on the yield of forage rape. [ Result ] When

(Huanggang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Huanggang, Hubei 438000 )

[ Objective | To determine factors affecting the yield of forage rape. [ Method | Selecting forage rape variety Huayouza 62 as test materi-

rapeseed was havested at different times, the fertilization level was the main factor that affected its biological yield; When the rapeseed was har-
vested at one time ,the planting density was the main factor that affected its biological yield. One-time harvested feed rape’s biological yield was
significantly higher than that of harvest at different times. [ Conclusion ] The planting and harvest means of forage rapeseed should be adjusted ac-
cording to the actual production demand. The optimum planting density of forage rape was 30 x 10* —45 x 10* plants/hm’ ,and the appropriate fer-

tilization amount was 600 kg/hm’.
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Fig.1 Comparison of the first harvest yield of forage rape
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Fig.2 Comparison of the second harvest yield of forage rape
100
= 80
£
= 60
RSN
X 40
"
= 2
0
AB  AB AB, AB  AB  AB AB AB AB

432 Treatment

H AR/ NEFRFORE S B3 (P <0.05)
Note ; Different small letters indicated significant differences(P <0.05)
B3 —RiERiE Aim s 2R b
Fig.3 The comparison of one-time harvest yield
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Table 1 Yield comparison of forage rape among different harvest times

2 YRUSAR 5 Twice harvest” s yield //t/hm”

— WAL it

Abp 51 ik 52 WOk R Average yield for I:Ezfse
Treatment The first The second Total harvest at one

harvest harvest output time //t/hm’ rate// %
AB, 21.63 37.55 59.18 75.81 -21.94
AB, 34.80 34.23 69.03 68.08 1.40
A, B, 33.35 36.60 69.95 84.17 -16.89
A,B, 27.84 31.48 59.32 86.46 -31.39
A,B, 35.35 28.33 63. 68 73.50 -13.36
A,B; 31.25 31.46 62.71 78.38 -19.99
A,B, 31.38 26.31 57.69 53.38 8.07
A,B, 37.38 29.81 67.19 73.40 -8.46
A,B; 34.54 33.63 68.17 70.52 -3.33
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