ZHRMFRIEE ], Anhui Agric. Sci. 2021,49(19) :35-37

R e E kS EEX T RERE

GO 8 T RFE,RE Y (amammiemix gl R i 57, 2Rl 678000)

WE (B0 A#BERS ERIER SR EERE, [FiE] 2020 AR R VB RIS a5 5 AW TR R L E LB
FEREFERE,HERPRENZE L ERFMR ATH RERE SRIBIFRTEEOMN, [BR] L EANMERE =S/

KR TUAEZHERLTRAAGEEMRIET B,
KEER ERRAMER SRR, i, Fdtkb
RESES S344.2 XEFRIRES A

XEHFS 0517-6611(2021)19-0035-03

doi: 10. 3969/]. issn. 0517-6611. 2021. 19. 009

Demonstration Test on Intercropping Soybean with Different Fresh Maize Varieties
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Province, Baoshan, Yunnan 678000)

Abstract
soybean with different fresh maize varieties was carried out in Jinjidongfang Base of Longyang District Agricultural Technology Extension of

[ Objective ]| To meet the demand of dietary nutrition of urban and rural residents. [ Method ] Demonstration test on intercropping

Yunnan Province in 2020. Comprehensive analysis of the yield, major economic characters, growth period and resistance of maize and soybean
was carried out. [ Result] The yield and benefits of intercropping soybean with fresh maize were significantly higher than those of pure maize
planting. The planting pattern of maize line spacing 1.5 m, soybean hill spacing 0.5 m and 2 seedlings per hill had the maximum yield and

benefit. [ Conclusion] This demonstration test results could be promoted in Baoshan City and other areas with similar climate.
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Table 1 Comparison of the economic and biological yields of different fresh maize varieties
e eriope O LMTREE SANTREE MURE it A \
o g m UKRECARIREC L 0T Thaide Grain BcR PR ORRR bR
535 . Effective Effective . . . . . . . . . .
Variety Area X ) weight with weight weight per Panicle yield Panicle yield Seed yield  Plant yield
Code 2 plants ears . . . . N 2
name hm ¥/hm? H/hm? bract without bract  panicle with bract ~without bract  kg/hm kg/hm
b/ m e/ ke/ il ke/ T o/ 18 kg/hm? kg/hm*
1 AEFRAERE 402 0.1 34 260 41 580 0.36 0.27 200.0 14 968.5 11 226.0 8316.0 23 056.5
2 P 16 0.2 34 950 45 435 0.38 0.32 250.0 17 265.0 14 539.5 11 359.5 26 911.5
3 HRMFE 602 0.3 42 420 43 500 0.32 0.19 120.0 13 920.0 8265.0 5220.0 31 857.0
4 HEME 601 0.3 33 600 40 620 0.33 0.26 210.0 13 359.0 10 561.5 8 530.5 18 916.5

2.2 FEHRERGEMEZLFEROLE Hk2 T
R SR TR A Bl R 16 AR dRe e, O 255. 2 em HURHAR
601 FYREAL B, 2 107. 6 em; HIRHEG 602 MR Be i,

20.0 em, R BB E, N 250.0 ¢, AR H i E, H 42.32 g,
LEAKTE AEFaAERE 402 )8 16 R RLRE 601 (FEHB MR
F H R 602,

®2 FE#HEAERGMEEZFIERNILR

Table 2 Comparison of the major economic characters of different fresh maize varieties

s WEGEE MR B MKEe  BE Ak WG GRR BN TRE  BHE

C dJ Variety Plant height  Ear height length Ear width Bald tip Ear rows  Grains per Grains per 100—grain Grain weight
oce name cm cm cm cm cm 17 row//ki  spike//Bi  weight//g per spike//g

1 AeFr b 402 245.6 93.0 18.8 0.53 0.5 15.3 33.8 517.4 38. 66 200.0

2 PR 16 255.2 9.4 18.9 0.55 0.8 17.9 33.0 590.7 42.32 250.0

3 1 RH 602 221.2 107. 6 20.0 0.48 4.2 13.2 31.5 416.0 28.85 120.0

4 H B 601 224.0 97.2 18.3 0.52 2.0 17.2 30.8 529.8 39.70 210.0
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LA A SRR A G P, 89~92 o #EARAE
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Table 3 Comparison of the growth period and disease resistance of different fresh maize varieties

gk Disease grade

; H s - 2 HH

1 1 7 . =3 7 S,

o aFNARR BERMY o i R U272 T 1A% 1] I €/ o ) /NBE Y

?f Variety Sowing beedhn% Tasseling Silking Mature  Harvesting (’m‘.m(}; JRBEHS i KIER Southern o]
ode name date cmerse date date date date perlo Gray leaf N()rlhe.ern corn leaf _RUSt

ncy date spot leaf blight blight disease

1 EFRAEKE 402 06-01 06-08 07-27 08-01 08-26 08-28 89 1 0 3 0

2 VI 16 06-01 06-08 07-27 08-01 08-26 08-28 89 3 1 3 0

3 H R 602 06-01 06-15 08-02 08-04 09-01 09-03 92 5 0 3 1

4 H Rl 601 06-02 06-15 08-01 08-04 09-01 09-03 91 3 0 1 1

2.4 FREFHEAFRGFHTHE 661 ZEMZFIEKN
Pbgr IR 4T LLE L ORTE AR 8 EOR MR, 2 8k
6B K AN HUBRRE 602 B, K 5 Sl i 661 AR Rk,
o 221.2 em, [E)VER S A A 661 & 13 335 ﬂ/hmz,ﬁé
23 340 BR/hm’s 3% & R F b Eh 661 ¢ R R oE, N
931.5 ke/hm® . 24 R0 K SR Y 16 B, o i 661

PR e 5, 255, 2 em, [A] /K & 10 005 70/hm’, 4 &
16 680 #k/hm’; % 4 1 F A 661 ;= & & ik, A
316.5 kg/hm®, fFE T A PAI/E R T BRIk 35 W1 Sk o T
i FOK, B FOK FRPRE 602 [AI/ER T, FoKATHE 1. 50 m,
KEATHE 0. 75 m, K5 7CHE 0. 50 m, 13 335 7¢/hm’, 74
23 340 #k/hm® , K E SRR 661 PR
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Table 4 Comparison of the yield and economic characters of Zhongping 661 under different main cultivars of fresh maize
- A A0 . 0 T TomEd EE
1 2 3 1 HF o 2 JPFNF 7
Fa Iﬁ””ﬁ] Effective Effective H%WA fﬁﬂlﬁﬂ Seedling i 5 A Mature Growth
Main Plant height Sowing Mature date of .
Code ltivar holes plants o dat emergency fresh sovbean date of period
cuthva 7¢/hm® B/ hm? ¢ ale date o8t soybed dry soybean d
1 LR ALK 402 10 005 16 630 72.2 06-01 06-10 08-28 09-18 93
2 16 10 005 16 630 72.2 06-01 06-10 08-28 09-18 93
3 R 602 13 335 23 340 64.0 06-01 06-15 08-28 09-18 93
4 B 601 16 630 30 015 64.8 06-01 06-15 08-28 09-18 93
RO ek B W FERE T RS SRR PR
R Effective . Fresh seed . 3
Code ods Seeds per pod Seeds per Fresh 100- Dry 100-grain icht per Dry seed weight Fresh seed Dry seed
;2— /1;\ i/ JE plant//ki/#k  seed weight//g weight /g “pllfnl /})g per plant//g yield//kg/ hm? yield//kg/ hm®
1 90.0 2.2 199.7 31.47 19.0 62.84 37.94 1048.5 316.5
2 90.0 2.2 199.7 31.47 19.0 62.84 37.94 1043.5 316.5
3 94.0 2.2 210.0 34.86 19.0 73.21 39.9 1708.5 931.5
4 55.3 2.0 111.5 35.87 19.0 40.00 21.19 1200.0 636.0
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