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The Effect of Flat Stubble on the Growth of Pennisetum giganteum

ZHANG Zu-lin, LI Gang-tie, WANG Yue-lin et al  (Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot, Inner Mongolia 010000)
Abstract [ Objective ] In order to understand the effect of flat stubble on the growth of Pennisetum giganteum in northern regions. [ Method ]
The effects of flat stubble on plant height, tiller number and aboveground biomass of Pennisetum giganteum were studied by comparing the re-
sults before and after flat stubble.[ Result ] Compared with the non flat stubble, the growth rate of Pennisetum giganteum after the flat stubble
treatment was significantly increased , plant height, tiller number and biomass of flat stubble was significantly higher than that of non flat stubble.
[ Conclusion | The flat stubble treatment improved the growth speed of Pennisetum giganteum ,increased the number of tillers,increased the bio-

mass , and provided reference for the follow-up research and technology promotion of Pennisetum giganteum.
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Fig.1 Fitting relationship between aboveground biomass and

plant height of Pennisetum giganteum
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Fig.2  Fitting relationship between aboveground biomass and

tiller number of Pennisetum giganteum
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Fig.3 Fitting relationship between aboveground biomass, plant

height and tiller number of Pennisetum giganteum
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