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Effects of Planting Density on Yield and Quality of Great Burdock in Xuhuai Area

FENG Ying, HU Xin-yan, SUN Ya-wei et al (Xuzhou Institute of Agricultural Sciences, Jiangsu Xuhuai Area, Xuzhou, Jiangsu 221131)
Abstract
effect of planting densities on yield and quality of great burdock was evaluated in Xuzhou Institute of Agriculture Sciences. [ Result ] Root length
and root diameter could reach export grade A;The water content of root achieved the highest level which was beneficial to storage; and the best

[ Objective | To determine the appropriate planting density for great burdock. [ Method ] Field experiments were conducted,and the

yield performance was observed under 90 000/hm’. [ Conclusion] Great burdock could achieve high yield and quality when the planting density

was 90 000/hm” in Xuhuai area.
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Fig.1 The change for root length of great burdock under differ-

ent planting densities
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Fig.2 The change for root diameter of great burdock under dif-
ferent planting densities
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Fig.3 The change for water content in root of grea burdock un-
der different planting densities
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Fig.4 The change for yield of great burdock under burdock un-
der difdifferent planting densities
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