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Table 1 Relative soil moisture of different soil types

Si- > Li XDixXk (2)
i=1

et AR % Bt AR % Bt AT /%
Loam Relative soil moisture Clay loam Relative soil moisture Sandy loam Relative soil moisture
A-7 70 B-7 75 C-7 75
A-6 60 B-6 65 C-6 65
A-5 50 B-5 55 C-5 55
A-4 40 B-4 45 C4 45
A-3 30 B-3 35 C-3 35
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Table 2 Emergence rate of different soil types after sowing

e 4 H %/ % Emergence rate i 1 H %/ % Emergence rate Wt H 15 % /% Emergence rate

Loam 10d 24 d Clay loam 10d 24 d Sandy loam 10d 24 d
AT 100. 00 100. 00 B-7 90. 00 95. 00 c7 100. 00 100. 00
A-6 41.67 66. 70 B-6 55.00 67. 00 Cc6 85. 00 95. 00
A5 - - B3 - 35.00 5 40. 00 75. 00
A4 — - B4 - — Cc4 25. 00 40. 00
A3 - B-3 - - -3 -
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Table 3 Comparison on plant character of maize seedling of different treatments

IS¢ 344

T 408

A0/ m?

B Total number  Number  Average number  Average RHER
of leaf of plant of leaf area of leaf
%t A-7 23.0 12 .9 5.3 BRIE T —HkAh it T 2R R I
Loam A-6 12.5 8 5 1.9 M AR RS L 2 ifh A Bl A SE
A-5 ¥ ¥ & ¥
A-4 X ¥ ¥ ¥
A-3 ¥ ¥ o ¥
K% L B-7 33.0 18 .8 7.8 TR I T 2 BRICH R IT
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Continuing Table 3
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Table 4 Drought classification during the maize sowing period

LIS IREE Ro. /%

e *m . 5 - s
Level Type Bt ittt e B Form of plant
Loam Clay loam Sandy loam
0 P 70X Ry, 75X R, 65<< Ry, B SF B R
1 BE 60<< R,, <<70 65<X R, <<75 55 Ry <<65 R RO R N SR
2 LR 50<C Ry, <<60 55<< R,, <65 45<C R, <55 BN I S N )
3 g 40<< Ry, <<50 15< R,, <55 35<< R,, <45 AN 3T H A Tl
4 L R,, <<40 R, <45 R, <35 AN HL T
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