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Table 1 Comparison on the leaf area index,

plant height and ear height for different

treatments in silking

HEE T X i PR AR £L R /em FAL S /cm

Treatments LAI Plant height Ear height
A4 (PP) 5.69 a 377.7 a 140.7 a
AR 284 (PL) 5.54 a 366.3 a 145.9 a
ZEAE2EE (LL) 5.51a 372.7 a 146.3 a

FFECT )5 0 /NS -/ AH R 3878 Ab 21 25 R AN L o=
0.05,n=3, T,

Within each column followed by differentlowercases indicate
significant difference at 0. 05 probability level. The same be-

low.
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Fig. 1 Dry matter accumulation under different treatments
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Table 2 Dry matter accumulation, translocation and contribution to grain under different treatments

T 5 T Y B iz
En yanl yasl
Dry matter accumulation Dry matter translocation AR AEJ5 PR
_ e B a1
B/ U Bz it/ . /L, o e
~ : BRE/% . =L L TRE Sk .
BE I = (gem?) ) (gem™) . L L R4
) Accumulation ) Translocation Contribution Contribution
Treatment Accumulation Translocation . ) Harvest
rate rate to grain to grain
amount amount index
before after
e R/ kR R oM X i E- EUs silking silking
BS AS BS AS L S L+S L S L+S
SR (PP) - 1202 1893 38.83 61.17 39 —106 —67 10.32 —12.88 —5.57 —4.55 128. 68 0.48
FAE4(PL) 1065 1958 35.24 64.76 25 —259 —234  7.24 —35.89 —21.95 —16.85 141.12 0.46
BAEZER (LL) 1155 1790 39.21 60.79 46 —111 —65 12.73 —14.07 —5.63 —4.68 128.72 0.47
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Table 3 N accumulation, translocation and contribution to grain under different treatments
RAEMER REZ o
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N accumulation N translocation
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Accumulation Translocation Contribution Contribution

Treatments Accumulation Translocation ) ) Nharvest
rate rate to grain to grain
amount amount index
before after
e Ak AEWr s oM X b s ES £t s o
silking silking
BS AS BS AS L S L+S L S L+S

EAEFAS(PP)  19.82 13.88 58.80 41.20 5.39 3.36 8.75  50.28  36.93 44,15 —4.55 128. 68 0.48
AR (PL)  18.96 12.61 60.05 39.95 5.51 3.01 8.52  54.88 33.74  44.94 —16.85 141.12 0.46
ZAEEE(LL) 19.51 11.38 63.15 36.85 6.50 3.08 9.5 60.27  35.25 49.08 —4.68 128.72 0.47
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Table 4 Yield components under different treatments

e Sl LA TR E /g Fe iR/ HOREE /Y AR/
(fHehm?) Grain number 1 000 grain (kgehm?) Rate of (kgekg!)
Treatments ) )
Ear number per ear weight Grain yield seed PFP
A4 (PP) 41100 a 663 a 389.6 a 10642.5 a 84.2 47.3
P AEZEE (PL) 42210 a 653 a 391.8 a 10783.5 a 84.7 47.9
ZEfEBAE (LL) 42975 a 668 a 391.4 a 11191.5 a 83.2 49.7
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Fig. 2 Mean soil temperature for different treatments

under different maize growing stages
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