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Table .

Variations of yleld under differcnt treatsent and plant type.

Fresh wt, (MT/ha) Dry wt. (M1/hs)
Plant No.of

type treat- Root Index Culm Capsule Tota) Root Culm Capsule Total

wont wt, of root wt. wt, wt, wt. .
1 6.23 161 8,28 ~ 14,43 2,123 3,333 - 5,456
Short- 2 4,22 109 5,44 1,43 11,09 1,290 2,097 1,283 4.770
culsed 3 4.9 127 6.31 - 11,23 1,387 2.100 - J.487
varlety ¢ J.88 100 6,00 1.30 11,18 3,207 2.513 1.0% 4.0
Mean 4.81 6.50 0.66 11.93 13.527 2.511 0.533 4.810
1 8.53 220 19,58 4.20 32,37 J.6A7 8.353 1.040 13,080
Middle- 2 3.5? 92 8.05 J3.52 1S.14 1.273 3,123 J.083 7.479
culmed 3 10,33 266 17.71 3.84 31.94 3.820 6.833 1.677 12,330
varlety 4 3.90 100 11,29 3.97 19,16 1.407 4.443 3.557 9,437
Hean 6.61 14.16  3.86 24.65 2.554 5,638 2,339 10,361
1 8,11 135 21,12 7.30 35.53 3.250 7.737 1,787 12.M4
Long- 2 6.1 102 14.71 6,49 27.31 2.397 6.033 2,800 11,230
culmed 3 12.47 208 22.90 3,51 38.88 5,210 10,627 1.280 17.117
veriety 4 5.93 100 10.50 4.30 26,83 2,363 8,573 2.910 13.846
Mesn 8,17 18,56 5,41 32,14 J.305 8.243 2.194 13.742
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Topping of total floral axls
Topping of groving polnt In main culm
Topping of growing polnt in main cula and branches

None troataent

Table 2 Varlatlons of fresh wt. ratio en parts of plant body under different

troatsent and plant type

Plant type No.of a/d*  brd c/d*
troateent {x) (9] (x)

1 42.9 57.1 -

Short-culmed varlety 2 38.1 49,1 12.8
3 43.8 56.2 -

4 34.7 - 83.7 11.6

Hean 39.9 54.0 6.1

: 1 26.5 60.5 13.0
‘Hiddle-culmed variety ° 2 23.6 5.2 23.2
3 32.6 . 55.4 12.0

4 20,4 58.9 20.7

Mean 25.8 57.0 17.2

1 22.8 56.6 20.6

Long-~culmed variety 2 22,4 53.9 23.7
3 32.1 “58.3 9.0

4 22.4 61.5 16.1

Mean 4.9 51.7 17.4

% a t Welght of fresh root
o 1 Welght of fresh capsule

bt VWelght of fresh cule

d ¢ Wolght of fresh whol piant

Table 3. Varlation of dry matter ratio on parts of plant body under different

treataent and plant type

. Plant type No,of Root  Cula  Capsule  Whole plant
. treateent (%) (x) (x) (x)
1 4.3 40.4 - 7.8
Short-culmed varlety 2 32.8 38.6 89.7 43.0
3 28.1 33.3 - 31.0
4 3.t 41.9 84.1 43.0
Hean 31.6 38.6 86.9 38.7
1 43.0 42.7 24.9 40.5
Hiddle~culmed varlety 2 35,8  33.8 37.8 49.5
3 36.8 38.6 43.7 38.6
4 6.8 39.3 89.5 49.3
Hean 3.1 39.9 61.4 4.5
1 40,1 38.4 4.4 35.9
Long-culned variety H 39.3 41.0 43.2 41.1
3 a.7 46.4 36.4 4.0
4 39.5 52.0 67.1 51,6
Hean 40,2 445 42.8 43,2
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