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Table 1 The effects of different concentrations of TD plant cell homeostasis agent on the yield of wheat

Job 3 724 /kgehm™? Yield 1477 The increase
Treatments 1 I m S kgehm? %
1 6751.5 6774.0 6747.0 6757.0 dD - -
2 7747.5 7710.0 7689.0 7716.0 cC 958.5 14.18
3 7912.5 7981.5 7935.0 7943.0 aA 1185.5 17. 54
4 7789.5 7918.5 7813.5 7840.5 bB 1083. 0 16. 02
5 7656. 0 7681.5 7725.0 7687.5 cC 930.0 13.76
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Note:Lowercase letters mean significant difference at 0. 05 level, capital letters mean significant difference at 0. 01 level.
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concentrations of plant cell homeostasis agent on wheat yield
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Table 2 The input-output analysis of wheat of different treatments

SRERSPIgFhE kgehm? B kgehm® WP/ V0 B RGSE/J0 - hm? B REA /ST hm? SO0 hm? AL

Treatments Average value  The increase  Production rate Increase of output Input of increase Net added value Ratio input
1 6757.0 - — - — — 1.00:2. 60
2 7716.0 958.5 14. 48 1437. 8 478. 8 959.0 1. 00:3. 00
3 7943.0 1185.5 17.54 1778. 3 474.0 1184. 3 1.00:3.75
4 7840. 5 1083. 0 16.02 1624.5 470. 6 1154. 0 1.00:3.45
5 7687.5 930.0 13.76 1395.0 468.0 927.0 1.00:2.98

3 WEFELT]. vl e 22 3@ iz . 2011 (24) : 27-28. )

[2] WEW,EFE B Rk 211674 K L 1 R FH 2R

AN WG TD A Y 40 i AR 25 50 O 3 3 LT AE R 92 . 2011(3) :30-31.

930. 0~1 185. 5 kg+hm?™, # = {§ 1 395. 0 ~ [3] RRML.HHG. Kik 2116 M4 K& F5 W AE Ko BB

1 778.37C « hm?, ¥ 38 7= {l 927. 0 ~ 1 184. 3 FHRCRLT]. A BE A ,2011(1) 1 15-16.

. 4] ZEmED. P ik 2116 % S HF 52 . N 2 ,
Jeehm? A FEH N 1. 002, 98~1. 00:3. 75. [4] 27010f§;)i§z%12?.ﬁﬁﬁL MR R ] RRBEZK

£ 40 B8 5 5 RE AR H 38 P RO A B K. X [5] EWI. Kik 2116 764 /N I 005 T4 AR B = BB T ). &

5 TD AE Y 20 0 A8 285500 8t e S5 B 47 [l 15 73 FIRAR2009(11) :25-26.

Wi A2 H TD A6 % 40 i 5 25 3 1 B 0 B B vk BB (6] stk =3l . b B K ik 2116 A9 A K & SR e /N & L
. =g gy BT e PR . BRI S BFF 000, b K T 2007 (1) :36-37.
%9 660. 58 R £ 7 TR R AT ARAE 600700 1oy g gy sk . Kk 2116 044 h ke I A2
it ekt 3w L) ). i B L2006 (7) 13133,

S EZ 0k (8] W% bk, Kik 2116 1EH 4 5 M A /N 1R ACR B
(1] URAE R K ik 21167 0F 7 A 75 B2 46 % 7 19 5 e[, PEALAR L 42005, 14(4) :35-38.

Effects of Different Concentrations of TD
Plant Cell Homeostasis Agent on the Yield of Wheat

XING Li-wei' ,XIAO Ying-xu’
(1. Heilongjiang Agricultural Economy Vocational College, Mudanjiang, Heilongjiang
157041;2. Harbin Yinong Biochemical Company Limited of Heilongjiang Province, Harbin,
Heilongjiang 150000)

Abstract; In order to investigate the application effect of TD plant cell homeostasis agent on wheat, the effect of
TD plant cell homeostasis agent on the yield, production rate and yield value of wheat were studied by random-
ized block experimental design to determine the suitable dosage and the best effect of TD plant cell homeostasis
agent in the production. The results showed that compared with the control, the treatments reached extremely
significant level, the average increasing yield was 930. 0~1 185. 5 kg+hm® with an output value of 927, 0 ~
1 184. 3 yuan+hm™”,and the input-output ratio was 1. 00:2. 98 ~1. 00:3. 75. Regression analysis was used to
study the relationship between yield and the concentration of TD plant cell homeostasis agent. In conclusion. the
optimum concentration of TD plant cell homeostasis agent was 669. 58 times.

Key words: wheat; TD plant cell homeostasis agent;yield

44



