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Fig.1 The distribution of IPAR at different canopy strata
in three planting patterns of two maize cultivars
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Fig.2 The effect of different planting pattern on the temperature of two maize cultivars at different strata
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Fig.3 The effect of different planting pattern on the relative humidity of two maize cultivars at different strata
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Fig.4 The effect of different planting pattern on the CO, concentration of two maize cultivars at different strata
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Table 1 The effect of different planting pattern on corn yield
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Cultivar Planting pattern 210 % 2011 %
" Pl 13970 15500

L # 288
Beiyu 288 P2 15615 15632
CK 13980 14702
Pl 4177 14829

%H 335
Xianyu 335 P2 14761 15564
CcK 14262 15327
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Evaluation of yield capability and stability of tartary buckwheat
varieties by rank analysis

CHEN Jia, ZHANG Pan-pan, XU Bing-qin, GAQ Jin-feng, WANG Peng-ke,
GAO Xiao-li, QU Yang, FENG Bai-li"
( College of Agronomy, Northwest A&F University , Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: ‘In this research, data of 9 tartary buckwheat varieties which have participated in national regional trials
in the 19 test environments were selected, using non-parametric statistical methods-rank analysis to analyze and evaluate
the yield of the tested varieties comprehensively. The results show that Jiujiang tartary buckwheat has a comparatively
high and stable yield; Yungiao 2 has a high and stable yield; WK — 189 has a high and generally stable yield; Xigiao 3
has a comparatively high and generally stable yield; FengKu 2 and Fengku 3 both have comparatively high but low stable
yield.

Keywords: tartary buckwheat; rank analysis; regional trial; yield; stahility
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Response of microclimatic environment of corn canopy to narrow-wide
row planting patterns at grain-filling stage

LIU Tie-dong' %, SONG Feng-bin'*?
(1. Northeast Institute of Geography and Agroecology , Chinese Academy of Sciences , Changchun, Jinlin 130012, China;
2. Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences , Beifing 100049, China)

Abstract: Under field condition, the effect of planting patterns on the microclimatic environment of com canopy of
two maize { Zea mays L.) cultivars (Beiyn 288 and Xianyu 335) were examined in two planting pattems narrow-wide
rows of (1) 170 em + 30 em (P1, 6.4 plants/mz); (2) 90 cm + 40 cm (P2, 6.4 plants/m?), and uniform row of 65
em {control, i.e. CK, 6.4 plant/m’) was studied. The experiment results showed that, in three planting patterns, the
total light interception in P1 was the lowest, but more incoming PAR was detected in middle-low strata in P1. In the con-
trary, the temperature of the canopy in P1 is higher than P2 and CK at every height strata while P2 was higher than CK.
The relative humidity was depict as P1 < P2 < CK, the difference among these treatments were significant. The concen-
tration of CO, in P1 was significantly lower than CK, while the value in P2 was the highest in three planting pattems at
50 cm strata, and at upper 50 cm strata, the concentration of CO, was the lowest in P1, and the highest in CK. These
results indicate that narrow-wide planting pattern improves the light environment of canopy, creates more uniform CO,,
temperature, and moistures circumstance.

Keywords: maize( zea mays. L); planting pattern; narrow-wide row; microclimatic environment



