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Table 1 Comparison on quantity and efficiency and harvest index of nitrogen translocation

s o AL TR A R 18 5 i /mg MR R RBH %/ % AR WIS K
Varieties Parts Quantity of nitrogen translocation Ratio of nitrogen translocation Nitrogen harvest index
Mg 35 Heinong35 3 288. 54 63.17 67.70
EXis 224.22 66. 99
Y B 24. 34 59.63
4% 42 Dongnong 42 - 308. 96 63.73 70. 34
EYi 201. 84 67.19
B 17.87 46. 72
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Continuing Table 1
il A AL TR R R 18§ B/ mg MR A RIEHE/ N AR W K
Varieties Parts Quantity of nitrogen translocation Ratio of nitrogen translocation Nitrogen harvest index
ZK4¢ 46 Dongnong 46 - 231. 36 50. 15 72.48
EXis 189. 86 66. 06
I B 5.08 27.21
B ¥ 9% Kenfeng 9 A 232.00 53.37 68. 45
EXil 146. 35 61. 60
J 12. 11 54. 21
B fr & Moshidou A 223. 46 38.03 58. 26
=R 249.18 60. 86
JE 7.47 20. 50
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