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Abstract: The selection of high-yielding, short-duration rice cultivars is essential for the double-rice
cropping system. High hill density could be achieved with less labor under machine transplanted
conditions. Therefore, dense planting is more practical for machine-transplanted rice. While few
studies have been conducted to certify the feasibility of short-duration cultivar combined with
dense planting in machine transplanted conditions. The current study was executed to determine
the effects of dense planting on yield attributes and grain yield of short-duration cultivars under
mechanically transplanted conditions. A field experiment comprises two treatments—i.e., the short-
duration cultivar Lingliangyou104 cultivated at a high planting density (SDH) and the long-duration
Taiyou390 cultivar cultivated at a low planting density (LDL)—were conducted in the 2018 and 2019
late seasons. The results showed that the SDH exhibited 17% and 19% higher panicle number in
a unit, 26% and 24% higher spikelet filling, 8% and 8% higher grain weight, 21% and 11% higher
harvest index, and consequently 12% and 4% higher grain yield and 13 and 15 days shortened growth
duration compared to the LDL in the 2018 and 2019, respectively. The data revealed that the difference
in grain yield between the SDH and LDL was mainly due to the higher harvest index and reasonable
dry matter distribution of the SDH, which was conducive to improving yield components and
increasing rice grain yield. As a result, short-duration rice cultivars combined with dense planting is
a feasible strategy for improving the grain yield of mechanically transplanted late rice.

Keywords: dense planting; late rice; machine-transplanted; short growth duration; yield

1. Introduction

The rural working-age labor force has reduced on a large scale with the rapid economic
development in recent years. The production of double-cropping rice urgently needs to intro-
duce modern agricultural production technology and professional facilities Mechanization
has become the main way to develop double-cropping rice production [1,2]. The transfer
from manually transplanted rice to mechanically transplanted rice has resulted in large rice
seeding rates, which has been used to avoid the loss of grain yield from missing plants due
to low seed germination rate. The seedling age was shortened under such high seeding
rates [3]. Meanwhile, a new class of farmers who rented large-scale farming emerged in
recent years in China [4]. Under such large-scale farming systems, the increased operation
time of farming made the growth duration of rice to be further shortened. The shortened
time of the rice growth duration is approximately equal to that of the increase in operation
time of farming. Farmers would prefer to choose short-growth-duration rice cultivars to
allow for added farming operation time. Therefore, the growth duration of rice becomes a
determinant key factor of crop productivity in double-season rice systems, and reducing the
growth duration of rice is essential for implementing the double-rice cropping system. The
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selection and identification of short-duration rice cultivars and the techniques associated
with high-yielding of short-duration rice are essential for the double-season rice system.

Rice yield is mostly associated with growth duration. In a certain growth period,
rice yield increases with the extension of the growth duration, and the number of days
of the whole growth duration is one of the important yield limit factors [5–7]. However,
some rice cultivars with short growth duration also had high yields [7–9], indicating
that short growth duration rice cultivars also have high yield potential. Because of the
short growth duration, the biomass accumulation of the short growth duration cultivars is
generally lower than that of the long growth duration cultivars. Therefore, it is believed
that the high biomass production of the short-growth duration cultivars is a prerequisite
for high yield and high crop growth rate [6,10–12]. The formation of crop yield is not
only a process of biomass accumulation but also a process of biomass distribution [13–16].
Crop yield mainly depends on the accumulation of dry matter and the proportion of dry
matter distributed to grains [17]. Therefore, the harvest index is also an important factor
affecting rice grain yield [18–20]. The yield of rice is the result of the comprehensive effect
of genetic characteristics of cultivars and cultivation environment conditions. Among
various cultivation measures, density is one of the key factors affecting the development of
rice growth and yield formation [5,21–24]. Dense planting is more practical for machine-
transplanted rice. However, few studies have been conducted to certify the feasibleness of
dense planting combined with a short-duration cultivar in machine transplanted conditions.

A rice cultivar with a long growth duration and a rice cultivar with a short growth
duration were evaluated with two planting densities under the mechanically transplanted
condition in this study. The yield, yield contributions, dry matter accumulation, net
assimilation rate, and carbon accumulation were investigated. The purpose of the study
was to identify whether dense planting with a short-duration rice cultivar is a feasible way
of mechanically transplanting late rice.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Plant Material and Field Experiments

Experiments were carried out in the late season, from late June to mid-October in 2018
and 2019 in Yongan, Hunan Province, China (28◦09′ N, 113◦37′ E, 43 m asl). Two treatments
were implemented in this study: i.e., (1) the first treatment involves the short-duration cul-
tivar Lingliangyou104 cultivated at a high planting density of 25 × 11 cm, was designated
(SDH); and (2) the second treatment involves the long-duration Taiyou390 cultivar culti-
vated at a low planting density of 25 × 17 cm, was designated (LDL). The soil of the experi-
mental field has the following properties: pH = 6.12, organic matter = 34.3 g kg−1, the avail-
able N = 164 mg kg−1, the available P = 20.1 mg kg−1, and the available K = 113 mg kg−1.
Soil samples were collected from the upper 20 cm layer of the experimental site soil in 2018
before the beginning of the experiments.

2.2. Experimental Design and Measurements

Three replications were conducted in the experiment and designed in a randomized
block. The plot size was 60 m2. Seeds were printed on particular paper [25]. The printed
seeds were sown on 25 June. A high-speed rice transplanter was used to transplant the
23-day-old seedlings. The nitrogen (150 kg N ha–1) was split-applied with 50% one day
before transplanting, 30% at the mid-tillering stage, and 20% at the panicle initiation stage.
Phosphorus (75 kg P2O5 ha–1) was applied as a basal fertilizer. Potassium (150 kg K2O ha−1)
was 50% applied basally and 50% at panicle initiation. The experimental field was kept
with hallow irrigation (2–3 cm), midseason drainage (10–15 d), and shallow irrigation until
7 days before maturity. Chemicals were used to control pests, weeds, and diseases.

2.3. Phenotypic Evaluation

At the panicle initiation stage (PI), booting stage (BT), heading stage (HD), 10 days
after heading (HD10), and 20 days after heading (HD20), 10 hills were sampled from all
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plots diagonally. The straw, leaves, and panicles were separated by hand. Leaf area was
measured by a LI -3000C portable leaf areometer. All parts were dried to a constant weight
in an oven at 70 ◦C.

At the maturity stage (MA), 10 hills were sampled from the middle of the plot diago-
nally. The panicles of each hill were counted to calculate the panicles per unit of land. The
straw (including rachis) and spikelets were manually separated. The submergence in water
was implemented to separate filled from unfilled spikelets. Three subsamples of 30 g of the
filled grain and all unfilled spikelets were counted by hand. After oven-drying at 70 ◦C
to a constant weight, straw, filled, and unfilled spikelets were weighed. Grain yield was
estimated from an area of 5 m2 in each plot and adjusted to a standard moisture content of
14%. The daily grain yield was estimated by dividing grain yield by the number of days of
the total growth period from sowing to the maturity stage.

2.4. Statistical Analysis

The Statistix 8.0 software (Analytical Software, Tallahassee, FL, USA) was employed for
the analysis of the variance of all measured phenotypic traits. Significantly different means
were compared by the least significant difference (LSD) test at the 0.05 probability level.

3. Results
3.1. Climatic Conditions

The average maximum (max) and minimum (min) temperatures of the SDH/LDL dur-
ing the growing season were 31.8/30.2 and 22.8/21.5 ◦C, and 32.8/31.6 and 22.7/21.4 ◦C in
2018 and 2019, respectively. The average max and min temperatures of the SDH/LDL dur-
ing the transplanting to heading stage were 34.8/34.3 ◦C and 25.6/25.0 ◦C, and 35.7/34.9 ◦C
and 25.6/25.0 ◦C in 2018 and 2019, respectively. The average max and min temperatures of
the SDH/LDL during the heading to maturity stage were 27.5/23.9 ◦C and 18.6/16.1 ◦C,
and 28.5/26.2 ◦C and 18.5/15.7 ◦C in 2018 and 2019, respectively (Figure 1a,b). Seasonal
daily solar radiation of SDH/LDL was 16.7/15.2 MJ m−2 d−1 and 17.2/16.3 MJ m−2 d−1 in
2018 and 2019, respectively (Figure 1c,d).
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3.2. Crop Growth Duration

Compared to the LDL, SDH exhibited a shorter growth duration period (Table 1). The
average differences in growth duration between the SDH and LDL were 15 and 13 days in
2018 and 2019, respectively, which mainly occurred during the transplanting to heading
stage. On average, the growth duration period of the SDH was 10 and 4 days shorter than
that of the LDL in transplanting to heading and heading to maturity stage in 2018 and 2019,
respectively (Table 1).

Table 1. Grain yield, daily grain yield, and growth duration of two growth duration rice cultivars
under two planting densities in 2018 and 2019.

Year Cultivar Density Grain Yield
(t hm–2)

Daily Grain Yield
(kg hm–2 d–1)

Growth
Duration (d)

Days of TP
to HD (d) *

Days of HD
to MA (d) *

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 7.55 a 69.9 a 108 50 35
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 6.75 a 54.9 b 123 60 40

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 6.63 a 58.7 a 113 53 37
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 6.38 a 50.6 a 126 63 40

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05). * TP: transplanting;
HD: heading stage; MA: maturity stage.

3.3. Grain Yield and Yield Components

The grain yield of SDH was 12% and 4% higher than LDL, and the daily grain yield of
SDH was 27% and 16% higher than that of LDL, in 2018 and 2019, respectively (Table 1).
SDH revealed 17% and 19% higher in panicles per m2, 26% and 24% higher in spikelet
filling percentage, and 8% and 8% higher in grain weight compared to LDL in 2018 and
2019, respectively. Meanwhile, the spikelets per panicle in SDH were significantly lower
than that of LDL in 2018 and 2019 (Table 2).

Table 2. Yield components of two growth-duration rice cultivars under two planting densities in
2018 and 2019.

Year Cultivar Density Panicles
per m2

Spikelets per
Panicle

Spikelet Filling
(%)

Grain Weight
(mg)

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 406 a 90 b 73.8 a 29.3 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 347 b 134 a 58.4 b 27.2 b

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 340 a 98 b 74.4 a 29.8 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 285 a 150 a 59.8 a 27.5 b

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05).

3.4. Biomass Accumulation and Harvest Index

The total aboveground biomass of LDL was significantly higher than the SDH treat-
ment (Table 3). LDL produced higher biomass of PI and BT than SDH in the two years,
while SDH produced more biomass during the HD and MA. The main difference in biomass
accumulation between the two treatments mainly occurred during the period from trans-
planting to the panicle initiation stage and from the HD to MA (Table 4). The proportion of
biomass accumulation from transplanting to panicle initiation stage to the total biomass ac-
cumulation was significantly higher in LDL compared to SDH, whereas it was significantly
higher in SDH post-heading. SDH exhibited a harvest index of 0.52 in the two years which
was 21% and 11% higher than that of the LDL (0.43 and 0.47) in 2018 and 2019, respectively.

The dry weight ratio of leaf, stem, and panicle to the total biomass of the two treatments
showed the maximum values at the PI, BT, and MA, respectively (Table 5). The dry weight
ratio of leaf to the total biomass of SDH was significantly lower than that of LDL at PI,
while it was higher than LDL from BT to HD. The LAI of SDH was lower than LDL at PI
and BT (Figure 2), while SDH exhibited a higher LAI than LDL from HD to MA, and it
declined more slowly.
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Table 3. Aboveground biomass accumulation and harvest index of two growth duration rice cultivars
under two planting densities in 2018 and 2019.

Year Cultivar Density
Dry Matter of Growth Stage (g m–2) * Harvest

IndexPI BT HD HD10 HD20 MA

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 283 b 473 b 741 b 973 a 1166 a 1296 b 0.52 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 377 a 593 a 867 a 927 a 1116 a 1472 a 0.43 b

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 242 b 448 b 817 a 1001 a 1119 a 1231 a 0.52 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 300 a 660 a 881 a 970 a 1075 a 1310 a 0.47 a

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05). * PI: panicle initiation; BT:
booting stage; HD: heading stage; HD10: 10 days after heading; HD20: 20 days after heading; MA: maturity stage.

Table 4. Biomass accumulated at different growth stages of two growth-duration rice cultivars under
two planting densities in 2018 and 2019.

Year Cultivar Density TP to
PI *

PI to
BT

BT to
HD

HD to
HD10

HD10 to
HD20

HD20 to
MA

g m–2 (%) g m–2 (%) g m–2 (%) g m–2 (%) g m–2 (%) g m–2 (%)

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 283 b (22 a) 190 a (15 a) 268 a (21 a) 231 a (18 a) 193 a (15 a) 130 b (10 a)
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 377 a (26 a) 216 a (15 a) 275 a (19 a) 59 b (4 b) 189 a (13 a) 356 a (24 a)

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 242 b (20 a) 206 b (17 b) 370 a (30 a) 184 a (15 a) 118 a (10 a) 112 a (9 a)
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 300 a (23 a) 360 a (27 a) 221 b (17 b) 89 b (7 b) 105 a (8 a) 235 a (18 a)

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05). * TP: transplanting; PI:
panicle initiation stage; BT: booting stage; HD: heading stage; HD10: 10 days after heading; HD20: 20 days after
heading; MA: maturity stage.

Table 5. Dry weight ratio of leaves, stem, and panicle to total biomass at different growth stages of
two growth-duration rice cultivars under two planting densities in 2018 and 2019.

Year Cultivar Density
Ratio of Leave (%) * Ratio of Stem (%) * Ratio of Panicle (%) *

PI BT HD HD10 HD20 MA PI BT HD HD10 HD20 MA HD HD10 HD20 MA

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 38 b 36 a 25 a 20 a 15 b 10 b 62 a 64 a 57 a 46 a 31 b 28 b 18 a 34 a 55 a 61 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 42 a 34 a 23 b 20 a 16 a 14 a 58 b 66 a 58 a 44 a 34 a 31 a 19 a 36 a 50 b 55 b

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 40 b 36 a 22 a 18 a 15 a 12 b 60 a 64 b 61 a 50 b 37 a 28 a 17 a 31 a 49 a 60 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 44 a 30 b 24 a 18 b 16 b 13 a 56 b 70 a 59 a 54 a 34 a 28 a 17 a 29 b 50 a 59 b

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05). * PI: panicle initiation
stage; BT: booting stage; HD: heading stage; HD10: 10 days after heading; HD20: 20 days after heading; MA:
maturity stage.
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3.5. Carbon Accumulation and Net Assimilation Rate

Compared to LDL, SDH showed significantly lower carbon accumulation from trans-
planting to panicle initiation stage in the 2018 and 2019 growing seasons, whereas carbon
accumulation of SDH was significantly higher from HD to HD20 (Table 6). The net assim-
ilation rate of the two treatments showed inconsistent patterns during the two growing
seasons (Table 7). However, SDH exhibited a higher net assimilation rate from BT to HD10.

Table 6. Carbon accumulated at different growth stages of two growth-duration rice cultivars under
two planting densities in 2018 and 2019.

Carbon Accumulation (g m–2) *

Year Cultivar Density TP to PI PI to BT BT to HD HD to HD10 HD10 to HD20

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 110 b 76 b 107 a 90 a 79 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 145 a 89 a 105 a 16 b 82 a

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 96 b 75 b 142 a 103 a 54 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 114 a 132 a 118 b 52 b 40 a

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05). * TP: transplanting day;
PI: panicle initiation stage; BT: booting stage; HD: heading stage; HD10: 10 days after heading; HD20: 20 days
after heading.

Table 7. Net assimilation rate of two growth-duration rice cultivars under two planting densities in
2018 and 2019.

Year Cultivar Density
Net Assimilation Rate (g m–2 d–1) *

PI to BT BT to HD HD to HD10 HD10 to HD20

2018 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 4.68 a 5.46 a 4.68 a 4.51 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 4.65 a 5.56 a 1.38 b 7.29 a

2019 Lingliangyou 104 25 × 11 cm 5.81 b 8.28 a 4.54 a 4.37 a
Taiyou 390 25 × 17 cm 8.83 a 4.87 b 2.57 b 4.05 a

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05). * PI: panicle initiation
stage; BT: booting stage; HD: heading stage; HD10: 10 days after heading; HD20: 20 days after heading; MA:
maturity stage.

4. Discussion

For rice cultivars with different growth duration, the length of each growth stage and
the meteorological conditions at the same growth stage will be different, which may lead to
the difference in biomass accumulation and yield formation. It has been widely reported
that the yield potential of rice is associated with the extension of growth duration under
the normal condition [6,7]. However, in this study, the short duration cultivar cultivated
at high planting density (SDH) showed 12% and 4% higher grain yield compared to the
long duration cultivar cultivated at low planting density (LDL), suggesting that cultivating
short duration rice at a high transplanting density can achieve high grain yield under
mechanized-transplanted conditions.

Sink size consists of panicles per m2 and spikelets per panicle. In the present study,
SDH revealed a smaller sink size but higher spikelet filling rate and grain weight, which
compensated for its small sink size. The heading date of SDH was about 10 days earlier
than LDL which led to the SDH having experienced higher temperatures during the post-
heading period compared to the LDL (Figure 1). The higher grain filling rate and grain
weight of the SDH were mainly due to the exposure to these higher temperatures.

Rice grain yield is the result of dry matter accumulation, distribution, transportation,
and transformation [13–16,26]. The rice cultivars with different growth duration require
differential growth environmental conditions and have different utilization of nutrients,
temperatures, and light resources, which to some extent affect their growth. In this study,
significant differences in yield-related traits between the SDH and LDL were observed.
The total dry matter accumulation of the SDH was lower than that of the LDL, and these
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differences were mainly due to the period from transplanting to the panicle initiation stage.
However, at maturity, the ratio of panicle biomass to the total biomass of the SDH was
higher than that of the LDL, and consequently, its harvest index was higher.

Compared to the long-duration rice cultivars, the short-duration rice cultivars are
characterized by exhibiting a higher harvest index. The harvest index was important to
the grain yield of the short-duration rice cultivars [1,18,27]. The harvest index of the SDH
in the two years was stable and reached as high as 0.52. Therefore, the difference in the
grain yield in the two years seems to be likely due to the accumulation of dry matter. These
findings suggest that obtaining a high grain yield from short-duration cultivars was crucial
to promoting biomass accumulation as much as possible on the basis of maintaining a high
harvest index. SDH has a larger proportion of dry matter of panicle at maturity than LDL,
which was the guarantee of a high harvest index. Indicating that, compared to the LDL, the
distribution of dry matter between organs in the SDH was reasonable. The high yield in
2018 was mainly due to the high dry matter accumulation and spikelet filling rate, which
were mainly related to the high temperature after heading.

Wu et al. [13] showed that biomass accumulation from jointing to the heading stage
was significantly positively correlated with the grain yield. A large amount of dry matter
accumulated after heading was conducive to the later grain filling and promotes yield
improvement [28,29]. In this study, the dry matter accumulation of the SDH was higher
than that of the LDL from the booting stage to 20 days after heading, which may be
one reason for the high yield obtained from the SDH. The higher biomass accumulation
during the heading stage of the SDH compared to the LDL is mainly due to the higher net
assimilation rate. The higher net assimilation rate was mainly associated with the higher
carbon accumulation. Meanwhile, the SDH showed a higher leaf area index than the LDL
in the middle and late growth stages, which was the reason for the high carbon assimilation
and net assimilation rate.

5. Conclusions

A short-duration rice cultivar combined with dense transplanting can obtain a high
yield, which is mainly due to the high harvest index and reasonable dry matter distribution.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.H.; Formal analysis, J.C. and M.H.; Investigation, J.C.,
F.C., Y.L., Z.T. and T.L.; Writing—original draft preparation, J.C. and S.F.A.-E.; Writing—review and
editing, J.C. and S.F.A.-E.; Funding acquisition, J.C. and M.H. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China, grant no.
32001470; the Huxiang Young Talent Program, grant no. 2021RC308; and the Scientific Research Fund
of Hunan Provincial Education Department, grant no. 21B0184.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

References
1. Chen, J.; Zhang, R.; Cao, F.; Yin, X.; Zou, Y.; Huang, M.; Abou-Elwafa, S.F. Evaluation of late-season short- and long-duration rice

cultivars for potential yield under mechanical transplanting conditions. Agronomy 2020, 10, 1307. [CrossRef]
2. Zou, Y.; Huang, M. Opportunities and challenges for crop production in China during the transition period. Acta Agron. Sin.

2018, 44, 791–795. [CrossRef]
3. Shen, J.; Shao, W.; Zhang, Z.; Yang, J.; Cao, W.; Zhu, Q. Effects of sowing density on quality of medium-seedling nursed with

two-layer plastic film and grain yield in mechanical transplanting rice. Acta Agron. Sin. 2004, 30, 906–911.
4. Kung, J.K. Off-Farm labor markets and the emergence of land rental markets in rural China. J. Comp. Econ. 2002, 30, 395–414.

[CrossRef]
5. Wang, D.; Laza, M.R.; Cassman, K.G.; Huang, J.; Nie, L.; Ling, X.; Centeno, G.S.; Cui, K.; Wang, F.; Li, Y.; et al. Temperature

explains the yield difference of double season rice between tropical and subtropical environments. Field Crops Res. 2016, 198,
303–311. [CrossRef]

6. Lang, Y.; Dou, Y.; Wang, M.; Zhang, Z.; Zhu, Q. Effects of growth duration on grain yield and quality in rice. Acta Agron. Sin.
2012, 38, 528–534. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10091307
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1006.2018.00791
http://doi.org/10.1006/jcec.2002.1780
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.05.008
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1006.2012.00528


Agronomy 2022, 12, 1739 8 of 8

7. Huang, M.; Chen, J.; Cao, F.; Zou, Y. Increased hill density can compensate for yield loss from reduced nitrogen input in
machine-transplanted double-cropped rice. Field Crops Res. 2018, 221, 333–338. [CrossRef]

8. Chen, J.; Cao, F.; Xie, X.; Shan, S.; Gao, W.; Li, Z.; Huang, M.; Zou, Y. Effect of low nitrogen rate combined with high plant density
on yield and nitrogen use efficiency of machine-transplanted early-late season double-cropping rice. Acta Agron. Sin. 2016, 42,
1176–1187. [CrossRef]

9. Chen, J.; Cao, F.; Yin, X.; Huang, M.; Zou, Y. Yield performance of early-season rice cultivars grown in the late season of
double-season crop production under machine-transplanted conditions. PLoS ONE 2019, 14, e0213075. [CrossRef]

10. Wang, D.; Huang, J.; Nie, L.; Wang, F.; Ling, X.; Cui, K.; Li, Y.; Peng, S. Integrated crop management practices for maximizing
grain yield of double-season rice crop. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 38982. [CrossRef]

11. Xu, L.; Zhan, X.; Yu, T.; Nie, L.; Huang, J.; Cui, K.; Wang, F.; Yong, L.; Peng, S. Yield performance of direct-seeded, double-season
rice using varieties with short growth durations in central China. Field Crops Res. 2018, 227, 49–55. [CrossRef]

12. Ibrahim, M.; Peng, S.; Yang, Q.; Huang, M.; Jiang, P.; Zou, Y. Comparisons of yield and growth behaviors of hybrid rice under
different nitrogen management methods in tropical and subtropical environments. J. Integr. Agric. 2013, 12, 621–629. [CrossRef]

13. Wu, W.; Zhang, H.; Qian, Y.; Cheng, Y.; Xu, J.; Wu, C.; Zha, C.; Huo, Z.; Dai, Q. Analysis on dry matter production characteristics
of middle season indica super hybrid rice. Chin. J. Rice Sci. 2007, 21Volume, 287–293.

14. Wang, W.; Cai, C.; He, J.; Gu, J.; Zhu, G.; Zhang, W.; Zhu, J.; Liu, G. Yield, dry matter distribution and photosynthetic characteristics
of rice under elevated CO2 and increased temperature conditions. Field Crops Res. 2020, 248, 107605. [CrossRef]

15. Huang, Y.; Ryu, Y.; Jiang, C.; Kimm, H.; Kim, S.; Kang, M.; Shim, K. BESS-Rice: A remote sensing derived and biophysical
process-based rice productivity simulation model. Agric. For. Meteorol. 2018, 256, 253–269. [CrossRef]

16. Wu, H.; Xiang, J.; Zhang, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Peng, S.; Chen, H.; Zhu, D. Effects of post-anthesis nitrogen uptake and translocation on
photosynthetic production and rice yield. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 12891. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Kumar, R.; Sarawgi, A.K.; Ramos, C.; Amarante, S.T.; Ismail, A.M.; Wade, L.J. Partitioning of dry matter during drought stress in
rainfed lowland rice. Field Crops Res. 2006, 96, 455–465. [CrossRef]

18. Huang, M.; Yin, X.; Jiang, L.; Zou, Y.; Deng, G. Raising potential yield of short-duration rice cultivars is possible by increasing
harvest index. Biotechnol. Agron. Soc. Environ. 2015, 19, 153–159.

19. Tang, L.; Gao, H.; Yoshihiro, H.; Koki, H.; Tetsuya, N.; Liu, T.; Tatsuhiko, S.; Xu, Z. Erect panicle super rice varieties enhance yield
by harvest index advantages in high nitrogen and density conditions. J. Integr. Agric. 2017, 16, 1467–1473. [CrossRef]

20. Shabani, A.; Sepaskhah, A.R. Reviewing the harvest index estimation in crop modeling. Iran Agric. Res. 2019, 38, 1–8.
21. Baloch, A.W.; Soomro, A.M.; Javed, M.A.; Ahmed, M.; Bughio, H.R.; Bughio, M.S.; Mastoi, N.N. Optimum plant density for high

yield in rice (Oryza sativa L.). Asian J. Plant Sci. 2002, 1, 25–27. [CrossRef]
22. Bozorgi, H.R.; Faraji, A.; Danesh, R.K.; Keshavarz, A.; Azarpour, E.; Tarighi, F. Effect of plant density on yield and yield

components of rice. World Appl. Sci. J. 2011, 12, 2053–2057.
23. Moradpour, S.; Koohi, R.; Babaei, M.; Khorshidi, M.G. Effect of planting date and planting density on rice yield and growth

analysis (Fajr variety). Int. J. Agri. Crop Sci. 2013, 5, 267–272.
24. Zhu, X.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, Z.; Deng, A.; Zhang, W. Dense planting with less basal nitrogen fertilization might benefit rice cropping

for high yield with less environmental impacts. Eur. J. Agron. 2016, 75, 50–59. [CrossRef]
25. Huang, M.; Zou, Y. Integrating mechanization with agronomy and breeding to ensure food security in China. Field Crops Res.

2018, 224, 22–27. [CrossRef]
26. Laza, R.C.; Peng, S.; Akita, S.; Saka, H. Contribution of biomass partitioning and translocation of grain yield under sub-optimum

growing conditions in irrigated rice. Plant. Prod. Sci. 2003, 6, 28–35. [CrossRef]
27. Amanullah, I.; Inamullah, X. Dry matter partitioning and harvest index differ in rice genotypes with variable rates of phosphorus

and Zinc nutrition. Rice Sci. 2016, 23, 78–87. [CrossRef]
28. Meng, T.; Wei, H.; Li, C.; Dai, Q.; Xu, K.; Huo, Z.; Wei, H.; Guo, B.; Zhang, H. Morphological and physiological traits of

large-panicle rice varieties with high filled-grain percentage. J. Integr. Agric. 2016, 15, 1751–1762. [CrossRef]
29. Zhang, Q.; Liu, X.; Yu, G.; Wang, H.; Feng, D.; Zhao, H.; Liu, L. Agronomic and physiological characteristics of high-yielding

ratoon rice varieties. Agron. J. 2021, 113, 5063–5075. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2017.06.028
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1006.2016.01176
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0213075
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep38982
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2018.08.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(13)60280-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2019.107605
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2018.03.014
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-31267-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30150736
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2005.09.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(17)61667-8
http://doi.org/10.3923/ajps.2002.114.116
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2016.01.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2018.05.001
http://doi.org/10.1626/pps.6.28
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsci.2015.09.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(15)61215-1
http://doi.org/10.1002/agj2.20871

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Plant Material and Field Experiments 
	Experimental Design and Measurements 
	Phenotypic Evaluation 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Climatic Conditions 
	Crop Growth Duration 
	Grain Yield and Yield Components 
	Biomass Accumulation and Harvest Index 
	Carbon Accumulation and Net Assimilation Rate 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

