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Table 1 The relationship between different harvest time and fiber content of one hemp

S TR/ d 2 FE# /% Total fiber content
The day after G| Eca| Ecy T
emergence Repetition [ Repetition [ Repetition|ll The average
60 15. 33 15.78 16. 24 15.79
65 18. 45 18. 20 18.82 18.49
70 18.76 18. 60 18. 20 18.52
75 18. 60 18. 44 18. 31 18.45
80 18. 89 20. 60 19. 22 19.57
85 19. 56 20. 32 20.12 20. 00
90 21.79 22.39 22.60 22.26
95 22.47 22.61 18.49 21.19
100 16. 01 19.42 16. 20 17. 21
2.2 AEMEBBREXRREKAHESIEXR HH A [ We 388 I i) %o KRR 42 R A R . &2

ik — IR A% A B] A 22 S R PR SE E AT AR AT LU L R R 85~95 d IRaR
GERMATIT AR 2. 3. iR 240 SHEBGRERRER N EE.
DA . b B a] 22 5 2% A BN 25 S AN L R
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Table 2 The analysis of variance for hemp total fiber content

5K FHH 1 h g ¥y )y F i BEAF
Variation source Square sum Freedom Mean square F value Significant level
A ¥R [E] The different between treatment 93.2033 8 11. 6504 9.792 0.0001
Kb FE PN The different inside treatment 21.4159 18 1.1898
AR 5 Total variation 114. 6191 26

R3 FARKUKMENAFRERZERBEES T
Table 3 Significance analysis on difference of hemp total

fiber content on different harvest time

e KA/ d ¥iH 5% Wi #E KT 126 M 25 7K
The day after emergence Mean value Significant difference at 0. 05 level Significant difference at 0. 01 level

90 22.26 a A

95 21.19 ab AB
85 20. 00 bc ABC
80 19. 57 be BCD
70 18.52 cd CD
65 18. 49 cd CD
75 18. 45 cd CD
100 17.21 de DE
60 15.78 e E
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Fig. 1 The change curve between total

fiber content and harvest time
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Study on the Influence of Harvest Time on
Total Fiber Content of Hemp

ZHENG Nan', SONG Xian-you', FANG Yu-yan', ZHANG Li-guo', WU Jian-zhong' . GUAN

Xian-ren’ , LI Xiao-ming'

(1. Industrial Crops Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150086 ; 2. Information Center of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,

Harbin, Heilongjiang 150086)

Abstract: The harvest time is the key to make the dew-retting successfully,for producing hemp timely harvest,

safety in production in Heilongjiang province,the influence of different harvests time for total fiber content of

hemp were studied. Taking three typical experiment points in Heilongjiang province as materials, the relation-

ship between hemp linen rate and harvest time was described as M-curve;and the two peaks were on the 67

and 91" day after scedling emergence respectively; different harvest time had a great influence on total fiber

content total fiber content;the harvest time in 1~4 and 5 accumulated temperature zone of Heilongjiang prov-

ince were on 90~95™ day and 85~90™ day after seedling emergence respectively.
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