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In fluence of Sowing Time in Spring on Growth Yield
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Table 1. Variations of yield and agronomic characters of forage rape under different

sowing times in spring.

matter yield
No. of leaf Fresh yiddkg/l0a) ¢
o Plant Stem No. of (kg/10a)
Sowing time )
leanth diameter branch Main
Total e Branch Total Stem ILeaf Total Stem Leaf
s

5 918 201 162 1346 164 1182 3948 2438 1510 5062 3307 175

Mar. 15 1021 234 179 1315 179 1196 4539 2818 1721 5300 3468 1832
2% 1096 238 186 1474 187 1287 498 3062 1919 %22 P37 1985

o &8 207 99 611 129 482 381 2329 1302 3628 2247 13l

Apr.
15 817 179 81 527 123 404 3648 2134 1514 3192 1918 1274

Table 2. Analysis of variance for agronomic characters of forage rape under different

sowing times.
tter yield
No. of leaf Fresh yield(ke/10a) Dry matter 33
No. of (kg/10a)
SV
branch Main
Total e Branch  Total Stem Leaf Total Stem Leaf
S

Sowing " " . . " . . . . "
. 4 20024° 1514770 12481.000° 462067 1296630007 1256630007 18720000007 2220160007 63866.9000" 37556.0760
fime
Error 8 00134 00678 126912 00430 70812 7812 7921000 2400000 124620 38133
CV.(%) 051 1.32 352 096 312 312 312 3% 271 512
LSD(0.05) 041 052 671 04 621 621 18863 12167 3181 421
*x P < 0.01
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Table 3. Comparisons of chemical compositions (DM%), in vitro dry matter
digestibility and digestible dry matter yield under different sowing times.

Sowing Hemicel IVDMD(%) DDMY (kg/1ha)
d CP NDF ADF cellulose  Lignin

time Iulose Stem  Leaf Total Stem  Leat

5 2004 3H8& 3018 55l 243 18 7376 817 43746 2040 16706

Mar, 15 2008 3BM 012 542 421 1M BA R 4353 20060 18333
%5 034 21 2028 540 2840 16 7317 B66 43897 2697 1869%6

5 209 4B B74 53 2% 173 728 8l 3208 19002 13083

15 2210 3092 2710 401 2166 162 7274 810 277 16278 13497

Table 4. Analysis of variance for chemical compositions((DM%), in vitro dry matter
digestibility and digestible dry matter yield.

Hemicel IVDMD(%) DDMY (kg/1ha)
SV d CP NDF ADF cellulose Lignin

lulose Stem Leaf Total Stem  Leat
SOWir1g ‘i £33 <3 il *k Sk ¥ ok
i 4 164797 845457 34785 009R0™ 3124 001427 04467 236307 28280000 13250000 281200007
me

Error 4 00027 00066 00037 00043 00035 00004 00269 00341 05162 05960 0.2440

CV(%) 028 024 02 1.09 024 103 020 021 0.12 022 25
L.S.D(0.05) 034 049 069 036 034 011 0% 1.02 387 425 0.5
*xx P< 0.01
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