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Table 1 Variance analysis of two factors experiment for density and N application of Xingyu 1
% 53 ¥ Dilference source SS df MS F P-value F crit
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B Total variation 1652. 61 47
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Table 3 Effect of plangting density on

average yield of plot

2% FF Densities /NX P24 kg Yield of plot
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Table 4 Effect of each treatment on average

yield of plot

AbH Treatments /INX 774 /kg Yield of plot
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Suitable Planting Density and Nitrogen Fertilizer Application
of New Maize Variety Xingyu 1 in Xingan League

YOU Yan-hua.LYU Qiu-shi, YANG Ji-feng, WEN Li,CHEN Mu-lan,ZHENG Hui
(Agricultural Science Research Institute of Xing’ an League, Wulanhaote, Inner Mongolia

137400)

Abstract: In order to explore the best reasonable planting density and nitrogen fertilizer application for Xingyu 1

in Xing'an league, the effect of plant density and amount of nitrogen on the yield of Xingyu 1 was studied in

Xing'an League. The results showed that the grain yield of the maize increased with the increasing of planting

density, but the production decreased when the density was more than 60 000 plantsshm™ ; At the same time,

maize production increased with the the increasing of nitrogen fertilization, but more than 300 kg+hm™ of nitro-

gen fertilizer caused production decline. Therefore, it was recommended that suitable planting density was

60 000 plants*hm™ the optimum nitrogen fertilization application was 300 kg+hm™ for Xingyu 1 in Xing'an League.
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