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Effect of planting date and plant density on grain yield and yield components of
two maize hybrids as second crop in Khorram Abad
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Table 1. Climatologic information of Sarab Changaee Station during the growing season in 2005

Climatic Factor ool Jole s p  Cdgesyl sl % sls B " oLt
Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov.
Precipitation (mm) (oo ko) St 67.9 9.3 0 0 0 0 11 25.3
Mean temperature (°c) (51, &5l a3 )3) Lo gz slos 16 20.3 268 311 297 24 19 10.9
Mean max. temp. (°c) (31,85l 4 53) ST b g0 slos 23.9 28.9 36.3 406 39.1 34.6 286 19.1
Mean min. temp. (°c) (o Kl wy3) Jilo Lo g2 sl 8.2 11.3 156 202 195 12.7 9.9 4.6
RH (%) (o y3) g Cusb, 53 40 22 20 22 23 28 57

o)s@t:fc)u.pﬁaﬁrf\;}c,.ztf@)\:‘rs,du\u;uisgﬁwm—v Jsd>

Table 2. Mean comparision of main effects of variety, planting date and plant density on plant characteristics of maize

5 > SL.&
als 3 Sles B:;c?jl}c? il Sl Lasls B3 558 05 I 55 Csy sl . - . I s I J b
Treatment s Grain yield o9 Harvest index 1000 Kernal No. of kernel TR I 2222 Eardiametter  Ear length
1 ield . 1 No. of kernel.row No. of kernel.ear
(kg.ha™) 1 (%) weight (g) rows.ear (mm) (cm)
(kg.ha™)

Variety o
K.S.C 260(Vy) 5 S K 3726.3b 10871.9b 29.8b 188.36 a 153b 30.1b 464.1b 36.7a 15.6a
K.S.C302(V,) Y el S e 4099.6 a 11353.7a 31.7a 152.94b 17.2a 349a 601.6 a 385a 149a
Planting date(P) Bl
Jun.11(Py) sls & Y 5122.2b 12040.6 b 428a 252.90 a 16.0a 345a 556 a 38.8ab 154b
Jun.26(P,) 50 6167.2 a 144478 a 42.8a 216.00 b 165a 384a 638 a 41.1a 16.8a
Jul.11(P3) ST 449.4 ¢ 6850.0 ¢ 6.6 b 43.03¢c 16.3a 246b 404.5b 32.8b 136¢
Plant density.ha™ (D) S 5 65 0515
40000(D,) Frons 3610 c 10131.7¢c 30.8b 176.11a 16.2 a 31.7ab 518.8 ab 40.6 a 15.7a
80000(D,) Avens 4186.11a 10776.7b 33.7a 169.02 a 16.4 a 349a 575.8a 38.1ab 15.1a
120000(D3) IR 3942.78b 12430.0 a 27.7 a 166.84 a 16.2 a 309b 503.9b 34.1b 15.1a

,ujl,u@\56@1;)}wMﬁ@JL‘,}\cla.d)wsuému&ijuﬂm5pa;6\)\>6éu&:§;gg,ufﬁ
Means in each column, followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Dancan$ Multiple Range Test

Yo
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Table 3. Mean comparison of intraction effects of variety, planting date and plant density on plant characteristics of maize

A ) Sy 0S5 u;_;,gw éfg?éjl’gg:i’cj“ Sl e ls <3 5lm 055 IS 3 s, shbas j::'-‘*: I 55 il sl S i J)é;r;b
Planting@date Varrﬁi;ty P!ant . Grain yfld yield Harvest 1000 Kernal weight ~ No. of ker_rlel Né).)o)f No. of ) Ear diametter length
density.ha (kg.ha™) (kg.ha!) index (%) (9) rows.ear kernel row™ kernel.ear (mm) (cm)
Jun.11 s =¥y K.S.C 260 40000 4633.3¢g 10793.3 e 43.1 abcde 306.5 a 15.3 efg 32.5bcde  498.2cdefg 41.1 abc 16.7 ab
Jun.11 s vy K.S.C 260 80000 5093.3 efg 11216.7 de 45.4 abc 298.7 a 15.7 cdefg 36.3 abc 572.1 bede 38.6 abc 16.1 abc
Jun.11 sy KS.C 260 120000 4846.7 fg 13180.0 ¢ 36.8 f 279.5 ab 1459 27.8 cdef  405.1efg 36.6 abc 15.1 bc
Jun.11 s =Yy K.S.C302 40000 5093.3 efg 11490.0 de 44.4 abcd 2235¢ 16.9 abcde 35.9 abc 605.0 abcd 445a 15.1bc
Jun.11 sbxvy  K.S.C302 80000 5666.7 cd 11960.0d 47.4a 208.8¢c 17.2 abed 38.7 ab 665.8 abc 42.1ab 14.7 bed
Jun.11 sy K.S.C302 120000 5400.0 cde 13603.3 bc 39.8 def 200.5¢ 16.6 abcdef 35.6 abc 590.0 bcd 30.0c 14.9 bed
Jun.26 ~6 KS.C260 40000 5306.7 def 13073.3¢ 40.6 cdef 226.5 be 15.0 fg 33.3bcd  504.4 cdefg 41.2 abc 16.8 ab
Jun.26 =6 KS.C260 80000 6370.0 b 13720.0 be 46.4 ab 2235¢C 15.5 defg 38.2ab 591.9 bcd 38.9 abc 16.0 abc
Jun.26 <0 K.S.C260 120000 6243.3b 15683.3 a 39.8 def 2156¢ 16.0 bedefg 33.6abcd  536.5cdef 36.0 abc 16.0 abc
Jun.26 =6 K.S.C302 40000 5790.0 c 13643.3 bc 42.4 bede 240.8 bc 17.8a 418 ab 747.0 ab 452 a 16.5ab
Jun.26 =0 K.S.C302 80000 7010.0 a 144233 b 48.6a 201.3c 17.8a 43.3a 772.0a 44.3 a 16.1 abc
Jun.26 =6 K.S.C302 120000 6283.3 b 16143.3 a 38.9 ef 188.4c 16.8 abcde 40.3 ab 673.3 abc 41.3 abc 15.9 abc
Jul.11 =Y K.S.C260 40000 350.0h 5683.3h 6.1gh 545d 15.0 fg 23.2¢f 350.8¢ 34.1abc 15 bed
Jul.11 =Y K.S.C260 80000 383.3h 6553.3 ¢ 5.9gh 53.2d 15.5 defg 24.9 def 384.3fg 33.4 abc 14.0 cde
Jul.11 <Y KS.C260 120000 310.0h 79433 f 39h 374d 15.7 cdefg 206 f 33339 30.1c 12.6 de
Jul.11 =Y KS.C302 40000 486.7 h 6106.7 gh 8.0gh 43.7d 17.3 abc 23.4 ef 407.4 efg 37.4 abc 13.9 cde
Jul.11 ~Y K.S.C302 80000 593.3h 6786.7 g 8.7¢9 38.3d 16.7 abcdef 28.1cdef  468.5 defg 31.1bc 13.9 cde
Jul.11 ~Y K.S.C302 120000 573.3h 8026.7 f 7.1gh 31.1d 17.7 ab 27.3 cdef  482.5 defg 30.4 bc 122e

.\j)l.\;'gg)bd‘.:.ﬁojwM);bJL.::-\CE.,.);QQ!:&514:.«134;?;)ij_,~@\){¢4;;“@S%Qfé\)lzféuﬁpoﬂﬁ);

Means in each column, followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Dancans Multiple Range Test
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Effect of planting date and plant density on grain yield and yield components of
two maize hybrids as second crop in Khorram Abad

Naderi. F.1, S. A. Siadat? and M. Rafiee®

ABSTRACT

Naderi. F., S. A. Siadat and M. Rafiee 2010. Effect of planting date and plant density on grain yield and yield components

of two maize hybrids as second crop in Khorram Abad. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 12 (1):31-41(in Persian).

To study the effect of planting date and density on yield, yield components and morphological characteristics of two
grain maize hybrids, a field experiment was conducted as a split-plot factorial in randomized complete block design with
three replications in Sarab Changaee Research Field Station, Khorram Abad, in 2005 cropping season. Three planting
dates of 11 June, 26 June, and 11 July (corresponded with 24, 25.5 and 30 °C) were assigned to main plots, and three
plant densities of 40000, 80000, and 120000 plants ha™ and two maize hybrids of SC260 and SC302 as factorial were
randomized in subplots. Results indicated that the highest grain yield of 6167.2 kg ha™, yield components (except 1000
kernel weight), biological yield of 13989.44 kg ha™ and harvest index of 44.12% were obtained in second planting date
(26 June). Significant differences were observed between plant density levels for grain yield, biological yield and harvest
index. However, there was no significant differences between plant density levels for the number of kernel rows .ear”,
1000 kernel weight and ear length. SC302 produced the highest grain yield of 7010 kg ha™ in second planting date and
80000 plant ha™.

Key words: Planting date, Planting density, Grain maize, Grain yield and Second cropping.
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