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Effects of Different Sowing Dates on Growth
and Yield of Buckwheat

LI Jing',LIU Xue-yi* , XIANG Da-bing'* ,SHU Hua',LIAO Min',ZHAO Gang',
SHUA Rilin-mo®, HAI Latji-mu’, LUO Fang-heng’
(1. College of Biological Industry,Chengdu University, Chengdu 610106 ,China; 2. Agricultural Science and
Technology Bureau of Meigu, Meigu 616450, China; 3. Sichuan Huantai Industrial Co. ,Ltd. , Xichang 615000, China)

Abstract: In order to obtain the optimum sowing date of buckwheat, two cultivars (Wensha and
Xigiao 1) were selected to investigate the growth period and its structure,agronomic characters,
dry matter accumulation,yield and yield components of buckwheat. The results showed that,with
the delaying of planting date, the days from sowing to emergence, the days from emergence to
blooming and the growth period of buckwheat were significantly shortened. The height,stem di-
ameter,anthotaxy number, branch number and stem node number increased at first and then de-
creased with the sowing date delayed for both of the two buckwheat cultivars. With the delay of
sowing date,the dry matter weight was gradually increased at first and then decreased in mature
period. The appropriate sowing date could improve the yield of buckwheat, which increased at
first and then decreased with the delay of seeding time. The best sowing date for Wensha and
Xigiao 1 was 12th March and 2nd March, respectively, which gave the highest yield,1 776. 8 kg/ha
and 2 696. 0 kg/ha,respectively.
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