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Abstract

In this paper the reason of wheat lodging and its effects on yield and yield components are ana-
lyzed during the April to May of 2017 year. On this base, the technologic strategy and measures are
provided in the different areas of Hubei province.
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INFEABN AR AL /N ZE A7 v S A AE R 1) — 1] o PRI /N 22 A7 v BB T AL, o T S B/ 22 AR
A R, G, A s B B (2], 2017 ENEEFERKRFIN, B KEHIX 2 n B
EERARAERRRA, N EAFR B AR ELR, JTH 4 A 11 HEffE 2 E R E. £
PN BRI L AR SRR 2K, SO D S W Dy A AR N Z AR AR R
JEEK],  SE Gy i et 2 b 2 /N ZE D0 AR B A P IR SR BRI R, AL AR B AR S VR 7T
TS5 1AL AR B RS AE WAL N 7 XAV Z R A HIX, 5 2R AR A G —
BT e 1 /N BRI R B P B T B ) R G 2, H el o S Hm e AT o b, 9w/ 22 (B4R
{1 3= IR TR A S AR /N2 7 B ARG BRI 3t 197 198 B 2 /N 2 fBR (B R S 1 2 4 it

2. MM5EFHE
21 WEHS

VA ORI AL BT . BN, RPHTT . mvEE . BT, RITHAE 6 AN EAT(X) 3k 19 4
S, Hopelh, BN, RPHAIE IR R A AL R X, AR N 15.1°C~16.0C, LR
4 230~250 K, FRFEREN 900~1100 mm, /NEAEFHFE/KE N 500 mm Zaty, 35 H 3
1900~2200 /)if; i B SRR SR AL L 32 X, P30 15.0°C, JofE  220~300 K, 4F [ R & 760~960
mm, /N AR E AR KN 400 mm A AT, 4E3H BRI 1600~2000 mm; KT RBILICEREZEZ X,
Z X T 78 W H B 240~270 K, 412 B & 1100~1200 mm, /N 424 5 WIBE R 22, 35 700 mm BL L,
SE8) H RN 25 1850~2100 /Mo it 6 ANE AT (X)) ZEFE AR 40 FT AW, Ak /N3P AR
13 iy, BAEUIAERN.

22. WEHRE

Z: [ NY/T1301-2007 [3]#EATEMRFE BRI brvE M 220 8 1 ). AEUR; 2 % FIRMASE < 30°%; 3
. FURMIE 30°~45° (% 45°); 4 2. RURAAE 45°~60° (% 60°); 5 EMRAE >60°. WEIVERATE
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/INFE FICEAIYLIE R () OR 7 B A FE B (D) AR 3t s AR R R BR (DO M N T A L, IR SRAAE 1 19 MEE
B BN SUER X AR BIR X S BGEA D F 20 m? (/N REAR AT UKL, [RIERH U8 75 /N 22 B A T
RUREEL . RERIEON TR S5 /N2 A R 1

2.3. HIRAbIE
K F Excel 2010 784 FE, I DPS #4347 80E 115, Sit ot
3. LR

3.1 /EEIKEE, ERMEE

FEHELIR, 2007 RN BRI AR AR R, Bosidbs N2t B, 4
8 H~9 Hbdb & FePH . &, B JRTT. B ST B 1R BE R AR AR, AN R AEIR . I
ANZANRE FAE], AN BRI (R 5, N R AR K. SRS AE T, WIAbAs 2017 SRR KT
BUEE] 23.90 T3 AW, BRI P S mK- o Herp Py B . gz i (R m Ak,
FERRE KX

2017 FNEERIEEZ H, R L EAK. R ESt, ERERRIDZIB Y, 2 FEUR
N IR 40% /et 2 ONFREUR; 3~4 ZEURI/ NI 50%/ 41 5 HEMRI/NZE 5 10%/4k
Ao GE R X FMN X AR T 1.67 T ABUNE, KA 4~5 FEURTE 0.13 TIZ A B F B AR5
049 T ABUNE, 4~5 FAERI 0.19 54 FERH TR A7 600 A MU/, 4~5 BRI 133.33
AL —BORVE, /N EEIEN, KA 4~5 P EENR, S 2 R

32. FERBHEOPMZBRBER

2017 /N BERI— AL EISR A FIRATE DN BRI ZREOR. RS, IR 2
PRI A, RO, AR, RN BRI LK R R X RS RN AR R
AR Z . KBBIFA R LT ES, 2R AR VU RS 2 AR R A BIAR, T R AR A
JEL EREL R L RN BRI E, I 2000~25% 2 1], PEEEIRIEA =02 —. EINIX 6.67 A
BRI A 0.67 JIAWUNEEAEIR, & 10%. AFHTFIRE. B, B77. M5 2 LR
X, EURIAGET 65%; R, MEE. Ta. RESE. MIAE 2 HLUKHE/NEZNE, BURIAAZ 35%.

3.3. IpEEIRI T BHRE TR

3.3.1 XN ERHUBWHIFA

XPRMDC R sl APAT . B ORI 2T AN I R A 32 NI R A 7
Prai RG], BN A RN T RERIA 23 DA, & 71.88%, AREIR/NZ KA R0k e T3 IR/
Z A 8 A, AUk 25.00%, A —MEAEIR /AN BEE S R ERFE o i b B BN 2 AR 2%
AN, EWNEE ERRER, BT/ ZRARR, MEBRZ, 755 KR R0 2 5
Ko Behh, BT RRAE OO AL IR G, 3 B0 SR N A A R 8] AIRET] IR 73 S P A2 BRI, 38 23F]
RERARIN 70 BE el TER, ZEATE Ml I DURERT A A WOCTR IR W AT A E AR R, ONTERI) BE,
AR, RN Z . WnfEFe N X B RBEAUR SRR A 5 R T, PSR 2 SR (1R /N 22 ek
PBENE 2 FAREIOSIROLE 1).

3.3.2. M MEFBRIBAF
7 30 AR B A (1A BREA R, BRI EE AR AR /N 2 R D 194 29 MFEAS, 1 96.67%,
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AR 0.1~28 #i, PR/ 473 KL, JE/> 15.54%, Ui BN 2B N F RERLEUE AR K

3.3.3. I ETFHERNFIT
£ 25 TR AR A, BN HEREIONZE TR RREIA 24 DREAS, 5 96%, fRIIR/I
ZTHRE TR 03~17.22 7e, “VHYTHRIE TFE5.27 70, [EMK12.71%, WHI/INZEIPNZ TR R A,

34. EIRX/IETERF R
448 6 MEW(X)IA 19 NET T, WAR 20 KPR EMX 5 A, EET 44, MEE 3, '

Table 1. Difference of yield components between lodging and normal wheat in Xiangzhou in 2017

= 12017 FEMRXNZRRERERNTEZZ R

i A BRI SZEBECTREE67 mY)  JCAERBE(JIRE667 mY) A AEETIRE/66TM®  RHRIEL(K) TORIE(g)

IR 47.0 6.0 41.0 32.1 40.4
O TR 979

HABIR 46.17 1.067 45.16 37.1 42.1

4R 317 2.9 28.8 24.8 414
JREEEH  FFE 9023

EREIUN 29.6 0.27 29.33 27.7 46.7

Table 2. Difference of yield between lodging and normal wheat in multiple locations

# 2. ZRNEERSREMRSE 7R

X R 5 (kg/667 m?) AR B (kg/667 m?) " (kg/667 m?) TR (%)
413.7 438.8 251 5.7
426.9 548.6 121.7 222
eS| 364.0 412.7 487 11.8
3545 3885 34.0 8.8
317.7 432.1 114.4 26.5
201.9 363.8 161.9 445
421.8 394.1 217 -7.0
[
293.9 3255 316 9.7
2215 367.7 146.2 39.8
313.0 361.0 48.0 13.3
[apia 318.0 372.0 54.0 14.5
351.0 364.0 13.0 36
300.0 432.0 1320 30.6
B 291.0 462.0 171.0 37.0
300.0 450.0 150.0 333
300.3 468.0 167.7 35.8
2l 199.7 424.7 225.0 53.0
226.7 536.0 309.3 57.7
K17 182.0 348.0 166.0 477
S35 305.1 415.2 1101 26.5
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BIER/ANIRTE 3 A, 2Bl 34N, RITH 14 19 MEARFH 18 MEARLZIABIR X AR BR Xk,
R FE 13.0~309.3 kg/667 m?, il I8 FE 9 3.6%~57.7%, T 2198 110.1 kg/667 m?, VX598~ i N 26.52% .
HPHTA L AMEHREEARIAE =, 3225 K 55 R BRI KRR EH L.

3.5. INERREES T

35.1. SEEZ

N BRI A 52 R SR HIRS A [4]. 2017 4E 4 H 8 H~10 H, WHE/NEHEE. e, Wit
BHEPM AR, BIbREEE 7R R R, RREERE SRR, R 2 H X 5 H [ 2k 2R R bR
HE, g 4 A 9 HW R 35.5 mm. BT 4 H 8 H~9 HE&MI & 50.8 mm. &A1 4 H 8~9 H 4 &
49.6 mm. TEKRN 1 [F S HH KRR SR N2 BRI R B R R, 22t 4 F 8 HBERXUE 8.7 m/is, 9
HErs XGE 15.9 m/s, AFATT 4 A 9 HBFRXGE 14.7 m/s, BT 4 A 9 HBFR XK 14.6 m/s. /£4 A 8
H~9 HXM ARG, HIALRRKERCR, NEPUEIREEIBRIC, B X I 7 sk, nE
TNEBURE R PR B . IR IR 4 A 19~21 HE BB RKS, BEE RGEIE 14.2 mis, RBHLE 4
A% S5 A 23 HERKAE 6 HUL ERIRKRRS, &R T /N RAE IR EIR.

IbAh, AREREH 2016 FRKEEZE 3 ARIAN, &8 KEHESHEWNRAAHEZ THE, LEEE—H
i, SBUNERZTEREAR, FNART/NEZSREERE. ¥ eS5EE, &REEF Ry
BAG o

35.2. BMERA, ERNERELEHTEE

2016 fERKFEIIA], T HERp I EERE AL, BN R TR R BRI, R RAREZ 50
AR, kT 15 kg/667 m?, £ [9IAF] 20 kg/667 m? LA F. 10 A NI, N IR RRE AR AL RN,
T L, B RS, RN AR R 2 R A . R A B RN R, %
/NG 667 M2 THIHEA Y 24.7 5, o BAEISN 19.90%. 7L 25k L 667 m? #EFh & £ 7E 20 kg
DL, AW EIL 25 kgs BFHTTAR, N THEMEAR 667 m® 17.5 kg, AHIHHUA 22.5 kg LA I,
INFEFEARVIAAE 667 m? 25 JTUA b BT IAA, 4 667 m* iR E 12.5 kg~15.0 kg IHE AT EH . T
SCSUBEIG FERT TR, AR 667 m? RN EIAT] 20 kg (IR EBE A AVb A 2 2L 14 B4R, FE M)
X AR 7 A5 Fh 6 A 2 8L 20 MREARFBIR /N2 667 m? i 288 H.  J0 BAECRIAG R H S I LE
RAEURNZE 9 3.34 T3 329 Jiv 48475, FRRAELE AR, WAED R #ARSWAEGE, &l
AMEAM . ZEFFRTS, SUBIERC, RN BRI — N E R (5]

3.5.3. BHARE

AR, WAL /N 7= KRR 218 525, S AN JE ™ B RS I /N2 A v, AR RGO o) 1 6 R R
EHEMT, Er2X RN E B EME 10 A 22 HFEMATE, (H92brsm e BANEE R O 6%
P, 10 A 19 H EFEF 1 EL3RIE 95%, FIEIER 2 7~10 K, SEUNELMEEA K, BT,
BEAR T /N REARPUEMRIGAE S WA PRI, RS VRN A B K s/ A 16.0 A,
FEMIFHE R . AR BN T, 3.3 AWITE 10 A 17 HHER/NESE RFEFREERIER, 1 12.7 AW
fE 11 H 3~7 HIRFIEIE A FIR
3.5.4. BMRESS

R BA R RIA/NEBFGABEE. WRABE . Hirwides N21E M5 X2 A%
P, SRS AVEE, ERUNE LHLBRE R, RS LA RARS, ERUNERRARRIL, EK
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ARIE, PUBRREIFEAC. ARARE, ERHEHKAY, EHOKZmIC, ERIRAELTAR,
UEIE IR -

3.55. A #¥, RIERS

PRI FEvE. LB, B ORI g ETT(X) A, 30%F /N2 {80k A2 IR AR AN 2 38 i 11
RIUE=ATr M — = 127 (BT IR — Uk AR A ) (e RO 27y o — s Ee sl /N3 A6 7 R0
MERMIZ , N KARIE; SRR EER A, MRS, EIRE, NEX7X 25K 4 667 m?
gl B 12 kg, HEiX 15 kg, 1M HEMNL BT EAE 4 kg, EALEHEAL 3 kg, 1 R i
AR REE, @b Fi N AERACF T, SkERE, Ptz = RREEBEARESL
AREINL, FEHIREFER A, &REKRRHTIR, BN KW ER6].

3.5.6. INEHITHEMEESSABINL

PEARPHTT R A, AR/ PRI HR0 2 5 R IE 8 1 5 BURAE BB UIAEOC,  RIU AR5 Tt e A6 /N 2215
() ZEAFRECH A (B 4, BuE AR PESR[7] [8]. MR/ S BIMR/ANEMLL, Bi#HFE— W EFEAH
0.59~1.15 mm. % —7i[A]+K 0.68~2.8 cm.

3.5.7. mFEE

N R MBTEIE A R ER, e, EOmE B R E AN R H S PUE R E0Y
SR E FUHI, ZEFTES 2 FTIADHLEE AL R 5 HU R FE B R AR 2 I EAE OC[9] [10]. IEFH/NEE R Y,
WK EURFERE . SRR Fvs. P, B3, K1 ZRESEET(X)RES T, RO A FRE™ &
(RG22 9023, PR 979 55, AMUBEMRTHAR, 1 HERFEEE. #EHT. =i/ mf KX
NN, 2% 198, $F 25, FfF 170, SEZ 596 LEMRERF B HIR, HE MMz 9023,
#1228, T 13, FFF# 352, FH 35 A AR RIGEILR, BEIREHIE 25%LL L.

4. Br AR /N = EHA MR AR SR A8 it
4.1. FARKH

HI AN AN A S BT BIRBE TT 5 /N 22 2277 v B LR A e A 22 (B R e 28 A U BOR BRI [11] [12].
3 2 A 2 A i LEBGR IS AR TE , 97508 8 A b AN ) A2 25 DX (80K dn o, S SEBILN AL
R R R . AR EER RS AR RS X B AR A SR A AN R AR, BT SR A RO R
TR, INRIRVEHE) I BE, AR R A b AR A BUEIR BE I AL 38 7

4.2. FARIEH

4.2.1. MR LR
MRIEWIAL A 7 DA™ EACH R A 6 F, R FREVEIREA . 1GNP s . BAT BeR e (R AE /)
SR ) A R

4.2.2. [EHIEM

PRGN R N AR PR IR A, BN AN SRR A& R, RS AR RS A LT,
BEAS B IR ML AT i B fl, AR I R E R, P HARIE RN E A 24,
R HI[L3].

4.2.3. B EBMHEAR
PR ERIEAE 12.5 kg/667 m? 247, RaE BT LE 20 J3/667 m? A, NEEAL A FRI /N E BERSEHIHT
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GF At SRALBUS BRIV, By a &antm . RERARKE, WLyl

424 BFEAEE, AEREEE
PR b= B o LB RN P AR E S B RS B ROR, AR A, FUEE RS .

425 REEEEARERE, MERNEFHEEZEHE

fEANEAELETY, EARSEHKEREE, NIRRT QG R A, o/ a5
FIPTERAGTIE RE /7. MRARHE RO RO A, ST LB iR /N 20 EF LR Bia, KK Z A
T R I AR

4.2.6. FIRCEATEE, EERE

WA /N A I A BRI 22 25 R BOR, AR IR . Rl RXIEAR N, AN 3 1 10
ESRN W RIS &7 VR At g R s VAR st SN S TR S 1 VAN 7 NG
5. /g5

WAL 2017 FE/NEEMRTARIAS] 23.90 J3 A, fERAEGIRIINETAR A, 2 ZERF/N T
A% AT, ZNERER; 3~4 FARRII/NEZTRFR 5 50%74 455 5 BRI/ & 10% 445, EIRTEFR KX
TR N R W BIRIG, N TFEIE 26.52%. ERMIRESS 0. R, BV, ML, SRR
K, R ERNE R BT HEAR . B2 H VAR R K A B BOR S e B 1)
FAR

e HE

Bl 5% H SR TR /N R R I A LB RS BOR 7 (2016 YFD0300405); A s PEAT ML (AR
M) BHIFE T R B EYDRS B RS BRI 7 57838 7 (201303102); B IURAR B AR R 3L
T NP AR R ” (CARS-3): AL A B2 B 75 4- R HE 4 101 H (2015NK Y 1J23)
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