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Wheat Wide Precision Sowing Experimental

LI Yun-fei, DING Shan, JIANG Zhong-xu et al (Shanghai Farm Planting Ceneor in Shanghai ; Dafeng Jiangsu 224151 )
Abstract
Using field experiment demonstration way, taking Sumai 188 as test material, setting 2 treatments, Not repeating, Random sampling. [ Result ]

[ Objective | To study effects of wide precision sowing on wheat morphological characteristics, yield and yield structure. [ Method ]

Wide precision sowing treatment, consistent planting depth, seeding rate equalization; Emergence fast, neat, uniform number of seedlings; Good
air and light, which will help control the length and improve basal stalk firmness, enhance the lodging resistance ; Tillering ability, panicle rate,
increase output and improve effective panicle. [ Conclusion] Wide precision sowing can improve the quality and yield of wheat sowing, but sup-

porting agricultural agronomic technology needs further study.
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Table 1 Leaf age and emergence number of different treatments

M4 Leaf age 1 m %L

hb 3 4 4
. T Ty

Average Poor Average Poor
T IEAS RGPl Wide pre- 2.7 0.3 44.70 10
cision sowing
XGRS R (CK)
Twin twist compound So- 2.3 0.8 55.22 32
wing
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Table 2 The morphological characteristics of different treatments cm
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Plant Internode The base the first . Internode length
Treatmnt . . second internode . Ear length
height number internode length lenath below spike
G iR A 86.5 5 3.2 8.0 32.5 8.3
Wide precision sowing
=1 5
MUERFSLUHEAR(CK) 86.2 5 4.5 9.5 31.4 8.1
Twin twist compound Sowing
iR/ % 0.35 0 -29.36 -15.79 3.5 2.47
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Table 3 The ear of different treatments
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Teatment Ji/hm’ B Group tilliﬁsiﬁﬁzﬁm panicles % per plant
T KSRl Wide precision sowing 238.5 1410 88.5 40.17 42.73 2.5
RULE S A (CK) 337.5 1 845 79.5 39.22 31.88 1.7

Twin twist compound Sowing
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Table 4 Yield and yield structure of different treatments
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%eiimenl The effective Grain number Thousand seed Tilsa:]}g;(:)rz i ﬁq}}:’:% >
panicles / J7/hm® per panicle weight /g pk o/ b’ 1 g/hm
Fa MEKS E- %Rl Wide precision sowing 602.55 aA 32.53 aA 43.54 aA 8534.25 6787.50
S
LB (CK) 588.30 bA 30.50 aA 43.15 aA 7742.40 6727.50

Twin twist compound Sowing

T RPN TR R AL B 22 53 25 (P <0. 05) , AR RS 7R m b B 28 5l {35 (P <0.01)
Note : Different lowercases in the column indicate significant differences( P <0. 05) ; Different capital letters in the same column indicated extremely significant
differences (P <0.01).
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