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Table 1 Effect of planting patterns onagronomic traits

Ab 3 e R T R B Fg =it E A/ em? BR R/ cm HEAL/em 25/ em
Treatments Maximum LAI Leaf area of three ear leaves Plant height Ear position Stem diameter

T1 4.52 aA 2113. 84 aA 326.19 aA 125.77aA 2.30 aA

T2 4.51 aA 2063. 74 abA 307.38 bA 118. 70bAB 2.26 aA

T3 4.50 aA 2046. 85 bA 307. 86 bA 114. 84 bB 2.26 aA

x2 AEAREMNFERFEHREZRHZIT
Table 2 Effect of different treatments on yield and its components

ab 3 AR 5 /kgehm® K /em T /cm AT H/ AT 5 YA O A [ER A WS
Treatment Yield Ear length Ear diameter Ear rows Grain number per spike 100-seed weight

T1 10051.16 a A 18.07 aA 4.90 aA 15.97 aA 607.91 aA 36.67 aA

T2 9417.55 b B 18.15 aA 4.85 abA 15.52 bAB 599.75 aA 36.56 aA

T3 9378.19 b B 17.50 aA 4.81 bA 15. 30 bB 587.69 aA 36.45 aA
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Fig. 1 Effect of different treatments on harvest index
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Abstract: In order to select effective plant pattern to guide maize production, Xianyu 335 was taken as experi-

mental material to study the effects of different plant patterns on maize agronomic traits and the yield. The re-

sults showed that the flat planting could improve the yield, which higher than that of flat planting with ridge

management and ridge tillage, there was significant difference between the former and the latter. Flat planting

could increase the yield by 7. 2% compared with ridge tillage. There were significant advantages in the leaf area

of three ear-leaves, plant height,ear diameter and row number under the flat planting pattern.
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