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Table 1 The relationship among different densities,lodging rate and
maturity period of Dongnong 254 and Lvdan 2
% 4% 254 Dongnong 254 448 2 %5 Lvdan 2
AP/ Bk « hm™®
- HRR/ % 2up/d IR/ % 2 /d
Treatments
Lodging rate Maturity period Lodging rate Maturity period
6.00 J7 3 114 1 115
6.75 J7 10 116 6 116
7.50 J7 17 119 11 118
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Table 2 The relationship among different cultivation methods,lodging rate

and maturity period of Dongnong 254 and Lvdan 2

% 4% 254 Dongnong 254

LB 2 %5 Lvdan 2

Ab 3
k=% 28 /d k2% 28 /d
Treatments
Lodging rate Maturity period Lodging rate Maturity period
V& A Uniform cultivation 5 114 1 115
%S 2-0 cultivation 3 112 1 112
K ZE 4T Double lines at one broad ridge 1 111 0 110
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Study on Selection and Cultivation Technique Model

of Main Maize Varieties in Northern Suihua

SUI Dong-hua.TANG Gui,TANG Ke

(Berries Research Institute, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Suiling, Hei-

longjiang 152204)

Abstract: In order to select suitable maize varieties and reasonable cultivation methods in northern Suihua, tak-

ing 25 performed better maize varieties as test materials, high yield cultivation techniques mode were selected

and researched. The results showed that 25 maize varieties were tested and identified as the main index of ma-

ture period in 2011,as well as disease resistance and lodging resistance. 10 maize varieties were screened with

synchronization mature, moderate mature period (active accumulated temperature was around 2 300 C) and

good resistance,including Dongnong 254 ,Suiyu 7,Lvdan 2, Fengdan 3,Fengdan 4, Suiyu 19, Xingken 5, Long-

dan 59 and Suiyu 22. In 2012, results of yield test of 10 maize varieties showed that when density was 60 000

plantsshm?,yield of Dongnong 254 was the highest(11 840 kg+hm?®) followed by Lvdan 2. Further tests of

density and cultivation methods of Dongnong 254 and Lvdan 2 showed the optimum planting density of

Dongnong 254 was 60 000 plantse hm?®,and Lvdan 2 was 67 500 plantsehm?”,both were not suitable for high

density planting. 2-0 cultivation methods,double lines at one broad ridge cultivation methods and conventional

seed cultivation method all had the role in promotion growth,early maturity, yield increasing,especially double

lines at one broad ridge cultivation method was more effective.

Key words: maize; main varieties; cultivation technique model;northern Suihua
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