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Table 1 Comparison of chickpea s growing stage on different planting population density
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Fig-1 The influence of population density to chickpea ’s plant height
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Fig-2 Effect of density on Chickpea s leaf area per plant
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Fig-3 Effect of density on Chickpea ’s leaf area index
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Table 2 Chickpea s yield and yield parameters of different planting population density
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Table 3  Effects of different planting population density on chickpea s quality
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Effect of planting density on growth characters, yield and
quality of chickpea ( Cicer arietinum L. )

WU Erguli"”, ZHANG Baojun's ZHANG Jusong’> A Limujiang’
(1. College of Agronomy, Northwest A & F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China;
2. College of Agronomy, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumgi> Xinjiang 830052, China)

Abstract . Effect of chickpea ( Cicer arietinum L-) density on the plant character, dry matter accumulation
per plant, yield character and yield: the trait of changing trends of the leaf area per plant and leaf area index
(LAI) were studied under the condition of super-high yield in this experiment - The result showed that with the
increase of the chickpea planting density, the plant birthing period were advanced the plant height were height-
ened, LAI were increased and dry matter accumulation per plant were decreased- The No- of effectual pods per
plant reduced remarkably with the increase of density- The No- of granule per pod and granule weight were not
very related to the plant density- The protein content; flax acid content and twenty carbon alkene acid content
are increased with the increase of density- The comprehensive performance of 445 thousand plants per ha was
the best. with the highest yield 5 946.09 kg/hmz, and with good quality -

Keywords . chickpea; density; yield; quality



