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Fig. 1 Effect of different planting densities on

plant height and ear height

35



2k

PRI

R L H % 4

MRS o AR PN AR R A2 RO i L AR R A R
AR B AR AR A= K G218 L 2 U AR AR L E2
L S IS A A A A TR R g o AR 0 A
i A g
2.2 MEZEEMERIEHNZNE

- T FR RO A L i R T ) R A
P AFR 1AL AS [ A i AR B LAT

e K AT T WIRE S AR A B K g o, 13
TR A, k22 3K B KL BE S T 8RR
LAT [R] B} 27 %% B 10 52 W, Bl 25 F AR 25 5 0 385 Jon
LAT B, % B RIF R 2 TR S, RIFE
Tl 25 B L4, %5 6. 75 Tk -hm” i LAT H
TAFRE LAT K, 5. 25 J7 8k« hm? Fl 6. 00 J7
FRehm* BN BEAE i 22 )5 LAL F 58 .

®1 AREERMBANMHEREHLR

Table 1 Comparison on the LAI of different growth stages
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Table 2 Variance analysis of yield
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Study on the Relation of Planting Density and Agronomic
Traits and Yield of New Maize Variety Nendanl5

LIU Hai-yan,MA Bao-xin,SUN Shan-wen,PU Zi-gang, WANG Jun-qiang, HAN Ye-hui
(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqihar, Heilongjiang

161041)

Abstract: In order to definite the appropriate planting density of Nendanl5, give full scope to group advantage

and achieve high yield,Nendanl5 was used as experiment material to study the effect of different planting den-

sities on agronomic traits and yield. The results showed that the plant height,ear height and bare top length in-

creased,and ear length,100-seed weight, yield per ear decreased with the increase of planting density. The high-

est yield was obtained when the density was 60 000 plantshm?®. The appropriate density was 52 500 to 67 500

planthm® under the above-average water and fertilization conditions.

Key words: Nendan15 ; planting density; yield;agronomic trait
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