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Fig. 1 Tiller population dynamics of Kendao 26 in each treatment
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Table 2 The effect of different planting densities on yield and yield component factors
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Treatments  Plant height Spike number  Grain number per spike 1000-seed weight Seed setting rate Yield
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Study on Density of Semi-erect and Density-tolerance Rice

JIANG Tian-rui '* ,SONG Wei *,LIU Hua-zhao’
(1. Heilongjiang Bayi Agricultural University, Daqing, Heilongjiang 163319;2. The center of
Scientific and Technological Achievements of Heilongjiang Province, Harbin, Heilongjiang
150028; 3. Rice Research Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Reclamation,
Harbin, Heilongjiang 150038)

Abstract ; Breeding of semi-erect and density-tolerance rice is a new breeding theory for cold region in recent
years,according to the good seed combinated with modern agricultural requirements, it is necessity to study cul-
tivation pattern of semi-erect and density-tolerance rice, taking semi-erect and density-tolerance rice variety
Kendao 26 as test material, the effect of different planting densities on yield and yield component factors was
studied. The results showed that the optimum planting density of Kendao 26 was 24 cmX 10 cm in rice produc-
tion.its theoretical yield was 8 679. 0 kgehm™® ,Kendao 26 had excellent main agronomic characters.mutual co-
ordination of yield components.
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