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Table 1 Comparison on growth period of maize varieties
5 7 WRI/T0 EONTH KMUO/ A0 REEWTH B/ AN
Varieties Sowing date Emergence stage Bell stage Tasseling stage Mature stage  Growth period
SJEE 335 04-09 05-10 06-25 07-10 09-23 135
HH3S 04-09 05-12 06-25 07-10 09-15 125
ik 169 04-09 05-14 07-07 07-18 09-25 137
73 04-09 05-10 06-22 07-10 09-12 125
H % 804 04-09 05-13 06-22 07-05 09-06 115
HE 812 04-09 05-09 06-22 07-05 09-04 117
HE 816 04-09 05-09 06-22 07-05 09-06 119
HE 810 04-09 05-09 06-22 07-05 09-04 117
HE 803 04-09 05-09 06-22 07-05 09-04 117
H % 811 04-09 05-09 06-22 07-05 09-06 119
44 5 (CK) 04-09 05-10 06-28 07-10 09-15 127
HE 16 04-09 05-12 07-12 07-22 09-25 135
R2 RZUEREER
Table 2 Comparison of agronomic traits
i i /m i /cm i R Wibl/em K /em
Varieties Plant height Ear position height Row number per ear Grain number per line Ear diameter  Ear length
ek 335 2.23 69.75 17.0 39.0 4.65 18. 38
FH 35 1.71 47. 33 13.6 38.4 3.54 18. 88
ik 169 2.02 49. 60 18.0 44. 8 4.29 19. 48
A 73 1.91 56. 60 15.0 39.5 3.45 19.18
H & 804 2.13 75.33 16.0 38.0 3.88 18.50
HE 812 2.01 74.33 13.8 40. 4 3.65 18. 54
H=E 816 1. 88 58. 84 12.4 37.2 3.54 16.76
HE 810 1.79 58. 46 14.8 34.2 3.52 17.72
HE 803 1.78 72.31 13.6 33.2 3.22 16. 81
H=E 811 1.76 66. 34 13.8 34.6 3.42 17.15
&4 5 (CK) 2.14 85.23 16.0 43.3 4.27 22.67
HE 16 2.21 98. 87 16. 8 44,2 4.31 20. 14
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Table 3 Comparison of yield and yield components

- R /g TN /g AR/ g W2/ % Fri/ W=/ % vk

AR
VDE{ . Grain weight Cob 100-grain Double (kg+hm?) Increasing Ord

arieties rder

per ear weight weight ear rate Yield rate
JeE 335 160. 15 33. 14 26.99 0 4851.58 ¢ —21.12 5
FH 35 139.91 27.72 27.73 10 4662. 28 ¢ —24. 20 7
ik 169 187.35 34. 64 25,47 60 8080. 93 a 31. 40 1
W73 160. 15 22.56 23.65 20 5821.90 be —5.35 4
T E 804 142. 25 27.79 26. 20 10 4740. 25 ¢ —22.93 6
HE 812 120.75 20. 29 26,11 0 3658. 00 d —40. 53 10
HE 816 113. 87 21.40 26. 82 0 3449.58 d —43.92 11
H=E 810 122.12 23.16 23.24 0 3699.50 d —39.85 9
% 803 100. 23 20. 14 24,12 0 3036.37 e —50. 64 12
HE 811 121. 32 21. 34 23.46 5 3859.03 d —37.26 8
44 5 (CK) 203. 04 45.76 33. 34 0 6150.89 b 0 3
HE 16 218.56 44,38 34. 22 0 6621.06 b 7.64 2
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Screening Test of Maize Varieties in Mountain
Arid Area of Lanzhou

WANG Ping. WANG Guo-yu, HU Jian-ping, WEI Long.,XIE Cheng-jun

(Lanzhou Agriculture Science Research Center,Lanzhou,Gansu 730000)

Abstract; Drought and water shortage are the biggest limiting factors of dry farming, and variety plays an im-

portant role in increasing yield of dryland maize. Screening high-yield maize varieties is helpful to continuous in-

crease and stable yield of dry cultivated grain. Taking Jinsui 4 as control, selection of 12 maize varieties were

compared test. The results showed that yield of the Ganyu series was lower, yield of Lianda 169 was the
highest(8 080. 93 kgehm?),which was 31.40% higher than Jinsui 4, yield of Dunyu 16 (6 621. 06 kg*hm?)

compared with the control Jinsui 4,increased by 7. 64%. The 2 varieties had good comprehensive characters,

suitable for planting in dry areas in the experimental area.
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