LW R, ). Anhui Agric. Sci. 2019,47(7) :107-108,112

A UL 58 T X e 2 B AR ME RE Y 2 I

.
REE, DO s a ol v ISR IO  FRRES 850032)

HWE [ 86 )R RR AR EST % % (Avena sativa L. ) B-AMAR0Hoq . [ 7 & | E35 5 KR N B Sk 4 6h 7 Xk Bk 424k P
HAFR AN AR BETREFRERE BAETEFSEFRBAREGTN, [LRIMAERHGRE I, RLORKF
A BAEATERZEUARKAAREY Z TR, BAHNAN A BENEELRRBAEARE AFATERZEPRXBARE
W A M B FRT(P<0.01), [ LA iEAH AR E N B G B AR £, RE TIREXE],

KR AORE MR B AN
thE4ES S812 THMRIEFE A
TEHRS  0517-6611(2019)07-0107-02
doi ; 10. 3969/j. issn. 0517-6611. 2019. 07. 034

f
FFARF (FIRRS ) #7155 (OSID)

Effects of Simulated Grazing Intensity on the Regenerative Properties of Oats
SONG Guo-ying, BIAN Ba-zhuoma
Lhasa, Tibet 850032)

Abstract

ments for grazing, light grazing, medium grazing and heavy grazing were set up in Lhasa by means of mowing simulated grazing. The changes

(The Research Institute of Agricultural Resources and Environment in Tibet Autonomous Region,
[ Objective | To study the effects of different grazing intensity on the regenerating properties of forage oats. [ Method | Four treat-

of regenerating speed, regenerating hay yield and regenerating rate of oats were studied under different grazing intensity. [ Result ] The maxi-
mum regeneration speed, the maximum regenerated hay yield and the maximum regenerated rate of oats decreased with the change of grazing
intensity. During the regrowing period, the effects of grazing intensity on the maximum regeneration speed, hay yield and rate of forage oats
reached a very significant level ( P<0.01). [ Conclusion | The reproduction of oats after mowing is poor and is not suitable for frequent mowing.

Key words Grazing intensity ; Oats ; Regenerative properties
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Table 1 Variation of hay yield and regeneration rate of oats under different grazing intensity
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