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Effed & Suffaig Droughtin Hee Tillering Sage onits Yidd

YE XHunmd e¢ d (Hshhang Irigation Exper nentd Sation,Luan, Anhu 237158)

Aostrat o supdy sciertific basis for obtd ning the nost ecoronic yield of rice under inadequate imrigation the rice sufering drought for 10 ,20 ,30 ,35
and 40 days .In tillering stage were set up ,respedively ,and the dfect of sufering drought i ntillering stage on the yield of rice wes sudied . The average
yield & OK vs Hghest (8100 ky/ hnf) . The average yields inthe trea nerts of sufering drougtt for 10 ,20 ,30 ;35 and 40 days vere 8 000 ,7 900 ;7 025,
6 325 5 575 ky hnt respedively and their yiel d reductionraes were 1 .1 %,2.4% 13 .1 % ,21 9 % and 31 .1 % ,respectivdy . The rice suffering drought
in tilleri ng stage for less than 20 days had no yvield reduction ,after the 20th day ,the longer the days of suferi ng drought were ,the nore serious the yield re-
duction vas . The yield reduction of rice sufering drought in tillering stage had extrengly sigrificart cunilinear comrelaion with the days of sufering
drought .
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