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Study on the Close Planting Technology of Semi-erect Lentil
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Abstract
biological characters and yields of two lentil cultivars Bangdazaohongbian and Jiaodalubao. [ Result] Under the planting density of 30 000 plants/
hm’, yield and comphrehensive characters of Bangdazaohongbian were the optimal ; under the planting density of 37 500 plants/hm’, yield of

(Taixing Institute of Agricultural Sciences, Taixing, Jiangsu 225433)
[ Objective | To optimize the close planting technology of semi-erect lentil. [ Method] The effects of different planting densities on the

Jiaodalubao was the highest. [ Conclusion] During the production practice, arrangement of planting density should combine with the hereditary

character, as well as the local climate, soil, fetilizer, cultivation management and so on.
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Table 1 Effects of different density treatments on the biological characters of two lentil cultivars
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Cultivar treatment dat dat flowering Pod size istanc ist te // %
H%/hmz ate ate dale resistance resistance rate 0
FWikELrih 45 000(B,) 06 -20 06 —24 07 -17 /h 54 55 80
Bangdazao- 37500(B,) 06 20 06 -24 07 -15 * rh o 90
hongbian( A, ) 30 000(B,) 06 -20 06 -24 07 -15 K R [ 90
BREEE 45 000(B, ) 06 -20 06 -24 08 -26 7\ 5 5 75
Jiaodalubao( A, ) 37 500(B,) 06 -20 06 -24 08 -25 N il 559 98
30 000(B,) 06 -20 06 -24 08 -25 PN i h 98
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Table 2 Effects of different density treatments on the yields of two lentil cultivars
o b UNES BoTie P vk
EHT:P . Density treatment Average plot Converted 'ég\ ﬁiﬁu
uitivar B/ hm vield // kg yield //kg/hm’ an
iRl 45 000(B,) 14.89 dc 33 865.35 6
Bangdazaohongbian( A ) 37 500(B,) 17.33 bBC 39 413.70 3
30 000(B,) 19.81 bAB 45 052.80 2
AEREER 45 000(B,) 15.62 cdC 35517.75 5
Jiaodalubao( A,) 37 500(B;) 22.35 aA 50 813.25 1
30 000( B,) 16.23 cdC 36 912.45 4
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