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Table 1 Effect of ridge width and density on agronomic characters of peanut
i 5 " . )
o % e ERICTE (V) /g P (R) g
Eai MK/ T3 0 Dry weight of Dry weight of é%%
cm Number . . THE/g
b7 cm Number vegetative mass reproductive V/R
Main of Dry
Treatments Branch of
stem leneth gynophore N weigt of
engt gynophore a5 ; ) )
height above = Ui i &t # R4 it organisms
ground underground gy Leal Root Total Pod Gynophore Total
1 8.7aA 1.7 aA 1.1dD 18.9 cC 21.0.dD 16,5 aA 6.7 bB 74.2dC 3.0 aA 9.5 aA 12.5 aA 86.7dC 5,94 C
2 10.6 bB  12.8 bB 4.7 ¢C 20.3 bB 35.5 ¢C 41,5 bB 12,9 aA 89.9 ¢B 0cC 10.0aA  10.0bAB  99.9cB  8.99 bB
3 10.8 bB 12,3 bB 7.12A 24.1aA 43,3 BB 18.6 aA 6.9 bB 98,8 bA 1.0 bB 7.3 bB 8.3 bB 107.1 bA  11.90 aA
4(CK) 13.6cC 18.2¢C 5.3bB 14.9dD  47.2aA 46.6 aA 8.0 bB 101. 8 aA 2.9 aA 5.6 cB 8.5 bB 110.3 aA 11,98 aA

W R F R /NE F B FRIE 0.01 F10.05 KRB EM., FH.

Note: Different lowercases mean significant difference at 0. 05 level,different capital letters mean significant difference at 0. 01 level.

The same below.
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Table 2 Effect of ridge width and density on economic characters of peanut
N , . bk LTS ) )
EEfem WK/ em AR o T mms/w wRE/e  wf/e
ab 3 ) B i A1/ g . .
Main Branch Branch Full-pod Weight of Weight of
Treatments Number Productivity of
stem height length number rate 100 pods 100 seeds
of pods per plant
1 18. 3 aA 20.7 bAB 7.7 aA 18.2 aA 25.5 bB 73.3 bB 192. 7¢B 80. 3 abAB
2 15.7 ¢BC 19.6 ¢B 7.13 abAB 18.0 aA 24.9 cC 78.8 aAB 193. 2 bcB 78.8 bcAB
3 17.0 bAB 21.9 aA 6.87 abAB 18.3 aA 29.1 aA 80.0 aA 210.0 aA 81.8 aA
4(CK) 14.4 dC 17.8 dC 6.30 bB 15.2 bB 24.2 dD 73.9 aAB 196. 2 bB 76.7 cB
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Table 3 Effect of ridge width and density on yield of peanut

b0 /N P8R kg Plot yield P kgem® W=/ %
Treatments T il m SEH4 Average Yield Increasing rate
1 1.23 1.27 1. 40 1. 30 beB 2600. 0 7.74
2 1.28 1. 34 1. 46 1.36 bB 2720.0 12.71
3 1.61 1. 65 1.58 1.61 aA 3226.7 33.70
4(CK) 1.23 1.11 1.28 1.21 cB 2413.3
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Effect of Different Planting Densities on Main Agronomic
Characters and Yield of Peanut Variety Baiyuanhua 2

YU Wei' ,SU Jiang-shun’ , YANG Jun’ ,PENG Hao’
(1. Seed Management Central Station of Jilin Province, Changchun, Jilin 130026 ; 2. Baicheng
Academy of Agriculture Sciences,Baicheng,Jilin 137000)

Abstract; In order to explore suitable cultural techniques for high yield of peanut variety Baiyuanhua 2 in Jilin
province, the effect of different planting densities on main agronomic characters and yield were studied. The re-
sults showed that the suitable planting density of Baiyuanhua 2 was 16 X 10" holeshm™® with big ridge with the
width of 90 cm and two rows,and the pod yield reached 3 226.7 kgehm?.
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