2356—2362 R R 314 12 1
12/2014 PRATACULTURAL SCIENCE Vol.31,No.12

DOI:10.11829\].issn.1001-0629.2014-0019

WE M F YR 5 R B E SRS e

MR FH1E, I L, B, TR B
Lo EAR AR R BRI 50 TA E% L 100103
2. A BT B 4R 7 Ak 0240315 3. JL 50T 2 MO IR B IE WS L5 102200)

WE - REHTUEEOERAETESREOHFFEAATEY R AERERBERERPERKGLE AT
R JG A A AR AT e AR B 8GR AR AR AR BAL AT T A 69 B Y R AR A IR F L BOHLAR G A R SR T3 2R R A ®
., AKX EMNFEKKSGHBME TR H MR ARPEREEFRFTER FELGE NG R R,
BB EHTREAE  EEREATHAFTAHRATLEBAELGPM, AMARBEER T =R AT EFPA
R BRBEFER LH,

KB HEAT K FERERA

o [E 43 £S5 :5339.2 Xk tRIRAD : A XEHS:1001-0629(2014)12-2356-07

Post-harvest management for forage seed production
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Abstract: There are significant effects of field post harvest managements on forage seed yield in the next
year, especially in the areas with longer vegetative growth after fruiting. For post harvest managements,
straw and stubble treatments usually were neglected which lead to negative influence on the branch and
tiller formation, overwinter, regrowth in spring and utilization period. The stubble removing can reduce
the shading, improve the development of new tillers, reduce temperature for vernalization, and increase
the reproductive tillers. The existing problems of postharvest management were summarized by introduc-
tion of methods, roles, technical points and research status. The objective of this study was to introduce
the effects of different postharvest management practices, and provide a theoretical basis and technical sup-
port for forage seed production.
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Fig.1 Trends in open field burning of grass seed crops and grass seed production area of Willamette valley
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