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Fig. 2 The effect of dwarfing treatment on internode length
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Table 1 Effect of dwarfing treatment on millet stem diameter
HME /mm 4%/ mm ) N ‘
b 33 External diameter Inner diameter £H/mm B A/ mm? FER/Y%
Stem Cross
Treatments K4 5 iy K iy 5 b . ) Flat ratio
diameter sectional area
Long Short Long Short
A4 P Dwarfing 5.66 4.19 1. 06 0.81 4.92" 17.95* 25.97
IE# X8 CK 4.62 3.78 2.31 1.70 4. 20 10. 63 18.18
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Table 2 Lodging index and lodging coefficient of different millet dwarfing treatments

/e 73 T/ FIR 6 % HENEYs

e bR 15/ cm fli b i 7/ ¢ T g {514 ufﬁ( 11”?(%%(

Plant Singleplant Root dry Lodging Lodging

Treatments Anti-fracture

height fresh weight weight index coefficient
AL AL PR Dwarfing 132.7 Aa 69.63 Aa 4265 Aa 3.72 Aa 216.5 Aa 0.1164 Aa
IEH X CK 153.8 Bb 74.61 Ab 3990 Aa 2.38 Ab 287.6 Ab 0.2417 Aa
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Fig. 3 The effect of dwarfing treatment on yield
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Effect of Plant Dwarfing on Yield and Lodging Resistance
in Millet

WANG Yu-xian' ,LI Qing-quan' ,ZHAO Lei' ,LI Li-1i’, WANG Li*,LIU Yu-tao' , YANG Hui-ying'
(1. Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqihar, Heilongjiang

161006 ;2. Product Quality Supervision and Ispection Bureau in Xiaogan City of Hubei Prov-

ince, Xiaogan, Hubei 432000;3. Daqing Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sci-

ences, Daqing, Heilongjiang 163000)

Abstract; In order to improve the ability of lodging resistance of millet, the effect of dwarf treatment on yield

and lodging resistance of millet was studied. The results showed that at the early jointing stage of millet,spra-

ying stocky agent could significantly reduce the height, fresh weight, and improve anti-fracture, root weight,

stem diameter, thereby increase the lodging index and lodging coefficient,and no significant reduction in yield.

Dwarfing treatment could significantly improve the ability of lodging resistance of millet.
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