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Table 1 Four factors and three levels

orthogonal design
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Table 2 Analysis of fresh weight

ST/
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Treatments A B ¢ D Mean
fresh

weight
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: ! 2 2 2 50452. 5
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Table 3 Analysis of dry weight
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Treatments A B ¢ b Mean dry
weight
1 1 1 1 1 12507
2 1 2 2 2 14377.5
3 1 3 3 3 12940. 5
1 2 1 2 3 13897.5
5 2 2 3 1 16905
6 2 3 1 2 16237.5
7 3 1 3 2 12876
8 3 2 1 3 14824.5
9 3 3 2 1 16237.5
K1 39823.5 39279 43569 45649.5
K2 17040 46107 44512.5 43491
K3 43938 45415.5 42721.5 41661
k1 13274. 4 13093.2 14522.8 15216.5
k2 12543. 6 15368.8 14837.4 14497.2
k3 14646. 2 15138.7 14240.4 13887
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Table 4 Analysis of crude protein content
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Crude protein
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Effect of Cutting Mowing on the Growth and Development
of Alfalfa in Different Periods

LIU Jie-lin, TANG Feng-lan,ZHU Rui-fen, LIU Feng-qi, LI Ji-kai

(Institute of Pratacultural Sciences, Heilongjiang Academy of A gricultural Sciences, Harbin,

Heilongjiang 150086)

Abstract; For the scientific production and utilization of alfalfa in Heilongjiang province, taking alfalfa variety

Nongjing 8 as test material, the effect of cutting frequency on the yield and quality of alfalfa was studied. The

results showed that the optimal combination for fresh weight: the best time of the first cutting was at the end of

squaring, the best time of the second cutting was at flowering, the best time of the third cutting was early

stage,the most reasonable height of stubble was 5. 00 cm; The optimal combination for dry weight: the best

time of the first cutting was at the end of squaring,the best time of the second cutting was at the end of squa-

ring, the best time of the third cutting was at flowering, the most reasonable height of stubble was 5. 00 cm .
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