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Effects of Different Planting Densities on Yield and Agronomic
Characters of New Hulless Barley Strain 13-5171

GAN Ya-wen, TANG Ya-wei * ,Zhaxiluobu, LIU Ren-jian, WEI Wen-bo, Cirendunzhu, Dawa
(Tibet Agriculture Research Institute of TAAAS/State Key Laboratory of Hulless Barley and Yak Germplasm Resources and Genetic Improve-
ment, Tibet Lhasa 850032, China)

Abstract ; Hulless barley is the most important food crop in Tibet. The high yield of hulless barley has always been the goal pursued by breed-
ers. The suitable planting density and row spacing are important factors to realize the high yield of hulless barley. There are many studies on
the effects of planting density on yield and the suitable planting densities of different hulles barley varieties are different. By studying the

effects of different planting densities and row spacing on yield and agronomic trait of 13-5171, the suitable planting densities and row spacing

were determined, which provided a reliable theoretical basis for field production and promotion.
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