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Effects of Nitrogen Topdressing Stage on Starch Paste Characters
of Two Kinds of Gluten Wheat

ZHANG Xue-lin"?, GUO Tiarcai', ZHU Yurji', WANG Cheryang',
MA Dong yun', WANG Y ong hua'
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Abstract: In the field, two cultivars including strong and weak gluten winter wheat varieties were cultivat
ed, and the effects of topdressing stage on starch paste characters were analyzed. The results indicated that, ex
cept the paste time, the variation coefficients of the other characters were more than 10%, and the variation ex
tents of two kinds of cultivars were different. The character values of strong gluten variety Yumai 34 were big-
ger than that of weak gluten variety Yumai50. With the variation of topdressing stage, two kinds of cultivars had
different changing rules, and the character values in elongation stage were better, so the elongation stage is the
best topdressing stage.
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Fig. 3 Variation of break down among topdressing stages
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Fig.4 Variation of pasting time among topdressing stages
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