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FIGURE 3 Influence of row spacing and opener method on 
plant establishment at 1he 1hree-laaves-unfolded stage 
(GS13), 37 days after sowing 
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FIGURE 4 Influence of row apacing on crop abucture" 
"Mean of both openers 

In last year's trial the yield reduction as row spacing 
moved from 22.5cm to 37 .5cm was 16% (0.49tlha), 

this year the figure was 12% (0.64tlha). The principal 

difference between the 2010 and 2009 results was that 
with the higher yields experienced during 2010, 30cm 

was significantly inferior to 22.5cm while during 2009 

1he1'9 was no significant disadvantage moving from 

22.5cm to 30cm (see Figure 5). 

Note: 2009 data was taken from a replicate trial at the 
ssme paddock location, but from a differ9nt rotation 

position (wheat on wheat). 

There was no significant difference (p = 0.72) in the 
influence of drill opener in the trial, with the tine yielding 

5.08tlha and disc yielding 5.05tlha when averaged 
across the three row spacings (see Figure 6). 

However, there was a significant interaction between 

row spacing and drill opener (p = 0.03), with an 
indication of significantly better performance from the 

tine opener at the 30cm row spacing. This correlates 
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FIGURE 8 Influence of drill openers on yield" 
•Mean of three row spacl~s 
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FIGURE 7 Influence of row spacing and drill opener on yield 

to significantly better establishment at the start of the 
season (see Figure 7). 

The oombination producing the highest yield in the trial 
(5.48tlha) was achieved with the nanow row spacing 
and disc, though this was only 0.08tlha higher yielding 
than the tine equivalent. 
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