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Effects of Different Sowing Dates on the Fresh Grass and Seed Yield of Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde

HOU Liu-fei' ,LI Jian-hui’ (1. Grassland Station of Qinghai Province, Xining, Qinghai 810001; 2. Qinghai Forage Seed Reproduction
Farm, Tongde, Qinghai 813201)

Abstract

8 sowing dates were designed to sow Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde at Qinghai Forage Seed Reproduction Farm. The effects of different so-

[ Objective | To study the effects of sowing date on the fresh grass and seed yield of Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde. [ Method ]

wing dates on the fresh grass and seed yield of Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde were studied. [ Result] The fresh grass and seed yield of
Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde in treatment 3) (sowed at June 10) were higher, sowing dates had no obvious relationship with its fresh

grass and seed yield. [ Conclusion] The optimum sowing date of Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde was early June.
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Table 1 The fresh grass yield of Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde in 8 treatments with different sowing dates

Ly 577t Fresh grass yield //kg/hm’ AR 2R
Treatment 1 I m J{E Mean Coefficient of variation // %
@ 24 053.33 20 061.33 16 480.00 aA 20 198.22 18.757
@) 19 973.33 11 816.00 13 085.33 abA 14 958.22 29.344
® 23 512.00 9 670.67 9 786.67 abA 14 323.11 55.561
@ 16 480.00 13 925.33 7 566.67 abA 12 657.33 36.263
® 11 874.67 12 794.67 11 653.33 bA 12 107.56 4.999
©® 13 093.33 12 436.00 15 584.00 bA 13 704.44 12.117
@ 18 304.00 16 594.67 11 101.33 bA 15 333.33 24.544
17 637.33 13 705.33 12 290.67 abA 14 544.44 19.047

T (AP RNG FREOR 22 5 B3 (P <0.05) 5 RS RIS PR 22 5 3% (P <0.01)

Note ; Different small letters in the same column indicated significant differences( P <0.05) ;Different capital letters in the same column indicated extremely

significant differences( P <0.01)
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Table 2 The seed yield of Elymus submuticus Keng f. Tongde in 8 treatments with different sowing dates

sk F Tt Seed yield //kg/hm’ R RK
Treatment I I m H{H Mean Coefficient of variation // %
@ 5996.30 8 033.33 4 400. 00 6 143.21 29. 644
@) 5729.63 5722.22 3 562.96 5004.94 24.951
@ 9077.78 3 140.74 4533.33 5583.95 55.603
@ 8911.11 3977.78 8 059.26 6982.72 37.764
® 6 018.52 6 670.37 9 574.07 7 420.99 25.507
©® 4785.19 5044.44 7 929.63 5919.75 29.485
@ 7 366.67 7 859.26 4 607.41 6611.11 26.511
9 711.11 5474.07 6 925.93 7 370.37 29.214
3 Fig5itie 68 —71.
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