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Abstract

riod, rain moisture content and yield were measured under the same fertilizer input, so as to screen high efficiency and high yield corn varieties

( Changji Agricultural Technology Extension Center, Changji, Xinjiang
Randomized block design was designed to select 25 approved maize varieties for both food and feed in recent years. The growth pe-

suitable for planting in Changji prefecture under drip irrigation. Results showed that seven maize varieties with advantages were screened out by
experiments, which were Longping 781, Longping 937, Longping 943, Tonglu 213, Tonglu 212, Huawan 267 and Longping 678. The average
yield of these maize varieties were more than 14 999. 00 kg/hm’. In terms of adaptability, they were suitable for extended planting in 2 300—
2 700 C accumulated temperature area in northern and southern Xinjiang, as well as semi—cold and cool area in semi—Gobi mid—level

mountains south of Wuyi Road in Changji Prefecture.
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Table 1 Screening results of different maize varieties
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Table 2  Screening analysis of grain moisture content and yield of

maize varieties
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