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Effect of Rotary Tillage Stubble-Cleaning & Ridge Forming Machine on

Sowing Maize in Cold—Humid Region of Jilin Province
FANG Xiang-gian?, GAO De-quan?, ZHAO Hong-xiang*, WANG Yan-xia?,
DUAN Yuan-cai? FU Xi-hou?, LI De-lu? BIAN Shao-feng'*
(1. Jilin A cademy of A gricultural Sciences, Changchun 130033; 2. A gricultural Technology Extension and
Service Center of Huadian City, Huadian 132400, China)

Abstract: The sowing experiment on three rotary tillage stubble-cleaning & ridge forming machines in
maize was done in cold-humid region of Jilin Province to select the optimum machine. The results showed
that stubble rate of Treatment 3 increased by 7.0% and 9.5% than Treatment 1 and Treatment 2, rate of emer-
gence increased by 9.0% and 11.0%. The sowing effect in Treatment 3 was the best. Yield of Treatment 3 in-
creased by 904 kg/hm? and 975 kg/hm? than Treatment 1 and Treatment 2, output value increased by 1808
yuan RMB/hm? and 1905 yuan RMB/hm? The machine in Treatment 3 was selected as the optimum rotary
tillage stubble-cleaning & ridge forming machine.
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