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Kentucky Small Grain Variety Trials
1977

By W.E. Vien, V.C. Finkner and C.R. Tutt

The 1976-77 climatic conditions for planting small grains
were exceptionally poor which resulted in the reduction of small
grain acreages. Also, many acres of small grains were destroyed
because of the better economic advantage of replanting to corn or
soybeans. The spring growing season was relatively good and rela-
tively discase-free resulting in increased yields (Table 1).

Table 1.—Small Grain Harvested Acreage and Yields in Kentucky—1975-77.

1877 indicated R ., ' ;) -~
1,000 A Yield 1,000 A Yield 1,000 A Yield
Harvest Bu/A Harvese Bu/A Harvest Bu/A
Wheat 270 L] 30 31 352 34
Dats 9 42 Lo a5 10 41
Barley 28 44 30 47 34 37
Ryse N 26 3 24 4 29
309 373 400
/ lly 12, 1977, From (rop Productivn, SES, USDA, Washinpren, U,C.

The objective of the Kentucky small grain variety trials is to
evaluate varieties of barley, wheat and oats that are commercially
available or may soon be available to Kentucky farmers. New
varieties are continually being developed by agricultural experi-
ment stations and commercial firms. Annual evaluation of small
grain varieties and selections provides seedsmen, farmers, and
other agricultural workers with current information to help them
select the varieties best adapted to their locality and individual
requirements.

Since weather, soil and other environmental factors will alier
varietal performance from one location to another, tests are grown
in five locations (Fig. 1) in the state (Lexington, Bowling Green,
Elkton, Princeton, and Murray). Recommendations are revised
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percent protein and yield should be made. The most desirable
combination would be highest yield and highest percent protein,
but this rarely occurs. High protein content is often a result of low
yield and poor grain filling.

Grams per thousand seeds is a measure of seed size and seed
quality. Planting rates can be adjusted by knowing seed size. Poor
quality grain is usually low in weight per thousand seeds.

Disease and insect data are reported as relative amounts that
occurred on the varieties at the time the readings were made.
Discase and insect problems are often different in different years.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Since genetic expression of a variety is greatly influenced by
environmental conditions, it is best to have several years’ data
from which to draw conclusions. Performance of a variety tested
for only one year should not be compared with a 3-year average of
another variety, since it is possible that results in one of the other
vears were extremely good or poor and, thus, not comparable.

The yield of a variety is relative and should be compared with
the yields of the other varieties in the same experiment and at the
same location. Small differences in vield of only a few bushels per
acre between two varieties from an individual test should not be
interpreted to indicate the superiority of one variety over another.
However, if one variety consistently out-yields another over a
period of several years, the chances are that the differences are
real.

Lodging data are very difficult to interpret. A high-yielding
variety should not necessarily be down-graded because of a high
percentage of lodging for a given year and at a given location.
Local weather conditions, such as wind and rain, may cause a
vartety to lodge much more than it normally does. Variety trials
normally have a greater degree of lodging than do farmer fields. It
should also be emphasized that a report that a variety was 50%
lodged does not imply that only 50% of the grain could be
harvested. With good equipment, it may be expected that almost
all of the grain could be saved. Lodging data for a period of vears
should receive more consideration than annual lodging data since
they will give a more accurate picture of varietal performance.

1977 TEST CONDITIONS

The fall moisture conditions were limiting the first hall of
October. The latter half of October turned cool and some precipi-
tation occurred. The cool October temperatures continued mmto
the fall, never increasing enough to stimulate much fall growth. If
the small grains were late planted, they possibly did not emerge
until spring. The extremely cold temperatures generally concided
with good snow cover on the ground except for a few days in the
later part of December. The spring growing season started with
near normal soil moisture, but then April, May and June were
droughty in some areas of the state.

The good ground snow cover prevented a lot of winter-killing
of wheat and barley. Winter-killing in oats was severe. The disease
picture was very mild or limited to localized areas. New strains ol
powdery mildew are increasing, causing the “Arthur-type” wheat
to be less resistant to powdery mildew.

1976 TEST CONDITIONS

The fall weather conditions were near ideal for planting small
grain, The temperature was cool, but periods of dry weather
allowed the small grain to be planted. Precipitation for the winter
months totaled near normal with less than the usual amount of
snow cover. Temperatures averaged above normal for every month
except January. February was the warmest February in the last 75
years, averaging 7-9° above normal. March had cold temperatures
in the latter half of the month. Freezes occurred the last of April
and the first part of May. The yields of some varieties were
reduced as much as 50% at Lexington and Princeton and a lesser
amount at Murray and Bowling Green. Farmer lields varied in the
amount of damage depending on the developmental stage ol the
plants and the temperature in local areas, The damage ranged from
0% to 100%, with 18% statewide average yield reduction (Ken-
tucky Crop and Livestock Reporting Service, Louisville, Ky.). An
unusually dry May resulted in reduced plant heights in many parts
ol the state.
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1975 TEST CONDITION S

Weather conditions in 1974 were good for fall seeding of the
small grain crop. Winter temperatures were mild with above-
average temperatures, which resulted in very little winter killing of
small grain. The crop made slow growth in the spring owing to a
prolonged period of cool wet weather which extended through
April. Some loss from flooding occurred in the spring because of
heavy rainfall. Hard winds and heavy rains about June 15 resulted
in severe lodging in several areas. Hail occurred at Bowling Green
which destroyed thie wheat and barley variety trials.

Small grain yields were better at all test locations, equalling
and usually exceeding the 1973 and 1974 averages, A heavy weed
infestation occurred at Lexington, reducing the vields. Winter
killing was not observed at any location. The variety trials were
not infested so heavily with Barley Yellow Dwarf Virus or Wheat
Spindle Streak Mosaic Virus as in the previous two years. The
susceptible wheat varieties indicated severe mnfestation of Septoria
Glume Blotch, The resistance (low grade) of Abe, Arthur, Arthur
71 and Oasis was apparent. Scald was observed on some barley
varieties.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 1978

Recommended varieties are those which are superior in one
or more characteristics important for the crop and have been
tested by the Kentucky Agricultural Experiment Station for 2 or
more years. Varieties eligible for certification include, in addition
to the recommended varieties, (1) varieties that may have poten-
tial for Kentucky and (2) older varieties that are still acceptable
tor production in Kentucky but are not as good as the recom-
mended varieties. A summary of the characteristics ot the recom-
mended small grain varieties is presented in Table 21. All varictics
listed are eligible for certification in Kentucky.

WINTER BARLEY VARIETIES

Recommended winter barleys are less winter-hardy than
winter wheat but more hardy than winter oats. The degree of

winterhardiness, straw strength, and maturity are important char-
acteristics when choosing a variety. Barley performs poorly on
soils not well-drained. It is an excellent feed grain for livestock.
Varietal performance data are presented in Tables 3-8. Recom-
mended varieties are Barsoy, Knob, Monroe and Volbar.

SOFT RED WINTER WHEAT VARIETIES

Kentucky's climate and soils are well suited for the produc-
tion of high quality soft red winter wheat. No one vartety has all
the desirable characteristics; each has certain advantages. Yielding
ability, straw strength, height, earliness, grain quality and disease
resistance are important in choosing a variety. Wheat 1s an excel-
lent feed grain for livestock. Varietal performance is presented in
Tables 9-14, Recommended varieties are Arthur, Arthur 71, Abe,
QOasis, Beau and Doublecrop.

WINTER OAT VARIETIES

Winter oats are the least winterhardy of the winter grains.
Farly seeding, good fertilization practices, and planting on well-
drained soils are recommended to minimize winter killing. Most
winter oats are susceptible 1o the crown rusts so the variety must
be sclected in respect to maturity, lodging resistance, and yielding
ability. Winter oats arc cxcellent also for fall grazing and silage.
Performance of the winter oat varieties is presented in Tables
15-19. Recommended varieties are Coker 66-22, Compact, Dubols,
Norline, and Walken,

SPRING OAT VARIETIES

The only small grain suitable for spring seeding by farmers in
Kentucky is spring oats. Spring oats are used mainly for hay or
silage and as a companion crop for grasses and legumes. Gran and
forage yields of spring oats are lower than those of the recom-
mended winter oats varieties when yields of winter oats are not
severely reduced from winterkilling or discase. Two spring oat
varieties {Otee and Jaycee) are recommended because of their
higher level of resistance to Barley Yellow Dwarl Virus (oat red

leaf) (‘Table 20).

9
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CERTIFIED SEED

Planting certified seed is one of the first steps in insuring a
good small grain crop. The extra cost of certified seed is justilied
in view of the high quality of sced obtained. Certified seed is sced
which has been grown in such a way as to insurc the genetic
identity and purity of a variety. Certified seed also helps to
maintain freedom from weed and other crop sced and, in some
cases, freedom [rom discase. The Kentucky Agricultural Experi-
ment Station recommends that Kentucky-certified seed be used
whenever possible for growing commercial erops of small grains.

Acknowledgement i made (o John Byars, of the Department
of Agronomy, dand to the University of Kentucky Computing
Center, for asststance in summarizsing the resulls reported in this
progress report; to Harold Veught, Extension Area Apronomy
Specialist, for his ussistance in collecting field data at Bowling
Green; and county agents Ted Howard, Murvin Davidson, and fack
Snyder for assistance in locating test sites.

Acknowledgement also 5 made to R.E. Stuokey, Department
of Plunt Pathology, for disease ratings on barley (Table 8) and other
small graims,
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Table 3.— Barley Performance Trials at Lexington, Ky., 1975-77.

Test Plant Dace g/fl0080 Whole Sead
Yariety Yield Weight Lodging Height Headed Seeds X Proteln
BufA  Lbs/Bu I In.
1977 Results
Barsoy 70 52:8 0 31 =29 36.8 11.6
Dayton 72 47.2 9 an 5-2 34.9 11,5
Harrison Bl 48.6 1 36 5-7 36.4 10.6
Henty 76 45.5 21 33 5-8 36.1 10.5
Ranby 70 47.3 4 36 5-6 32,2 10.8
Kentucky 1 L 47.5 13 i 53-9 30.8 10.8
Feowee 73 47.8 43 38 5-f 29.8 11.0
Knob 76 45.9 23 33 5=2 31.2 11.8
Lakeland 78 46.9 4 34 59 315 10.7
Maury 85 4.7 an 39 5-7 31.9 10.8
McNair 3004 77 49.1 0 32 =2 31.1 1B 8ok |
Monroe 84 &2.7 24 i5 5=4 31:3 9.9
Paoli 07 43.8 45 il 5-6 281 11.6
Perry B4 9.7 0 36 5-3 32.5 10.5
Pike 76 50.8 ] 30 4=28 35.9 10.7
Post B0 A7.1 0 33 5-10 29.9 10.6
Surry B5 hb.B 5 35 5-3 4.7 10.0
Volbar 93 47.3 b 40 5-4 38.5 10,1
Iwo-year Avarage 1976-77
Barsoy 67 52.0 0 32 4-23 34,3 11.5
Daytan 13 46.9 4 39 4-27 354 10.5
Harrison 73 h8.6 1 35 S-4 36.3 0.6
Heney 79 &47.2 11 34 5-1 .7 9.8
Ranhy 73 4B8.5 2 35 S=4 32.8 10.4
Kentucky | 72 9.0 ] &3 S3=b 31.6 10.0
Keowee 82 [ 21 38 5=1 3.6 10.0
Enob 72 47.2 11 kK 4=27 32,0 10.8
Lakeland 75 48.0 ) 3 55 32.0 10,3
Maury 83 Gl 15 35 52 32.1 10.0
HeNair 3004 80 50.2 0 32 L~26 31.2 1.2
Manroe 81 45,7 12 34 33 32.2 9.6
Paoll 75 473 23 1t} 5-1 28.8 11.4
Pike il 50.3 o 29 4-23 4.7 11,90
Surry 74 47.1 . a5 4-27 3.1 10,0
Volbar a3 AB. 4 2 39 51 3r.6 16G.0
Three-year Average 1975-77

Barsoy 62 49.5 24 33 4-24 29.5 12.0
Dayton 63 d4.7 15 34 4=29 30.9 1152
Rarrison 65 7.7 3 7 =5 33.2 1046
Henry T 4f. 2 30 35 5-2 33.0 10,3
Kanby 65 47.2 33 37 55 25:1 10.9
Keowee 75 4B.4 &3 a8 5=-2 27.8 10.7
Koob LT 45.6 0 34 4~29 27.9 11.7
Lakeland 68 469 25 36 506 28.5 10,8
Haury 75 ab.1 28 16 S—-a 29.0 10.4
Honroe 75 443 28 35 56 29.0 9.9
Panll 67 4.2 40 32 5-2 26.0 1.8
Surry T4 45.5 27 37 4-29 30. 6 L. 4
Volbar 85 A7.% 29 &0 52 3K 4 0.0
1/

=" ALl varietiss had LDOT survival,

11



Tabie 4. Barley Performance Triaks at Princeton, Ky., 1975-77.

=" All warietlea had 100% survival.

12

Test Plant Hate /2000  Whole Seed
Varlety Yleld Weight ht  Headed Seeds % Yrotedn
BufA  Lba/Bu
1977 Results

Harsoy i 48,5 60 i3 A=20 SR ¥
Dayton &1 39.7 96 At 5-1 35.4 4.0
Harciuon 54 436 100 42 5-4 4.4 14,1
Henry 77 43.2 in 3% =30 37.3 13.0
Kanby 43 52.0 45 39 =2 33 14,7
Rentueky 1 20 15.8 100 34 54 S 16,1
Keowee 37 42.8 a9 38 5-5 3.6 14, %
Enob 58 £3.0 93 35 4-28 3.6 14.5
Lakeland 41 T4 B3 40 5-6 20,1 14.4
Maury 7a i0.8 ok 18 54 33.0 13.2
MeRalr 3004 6 45.5 a4 i6 =27 32.0 14.0
Monroe 64 36.3 ag 3% -5 0.5 13.7
Paoll 35 37.9 100 37 =1 28.2 14.9
Percy 57 64,9 69 38 28 34.8 14.9
Pika 67 47.5 96 34 4=21 36.8 13.7
Postu 55 40,3 100 40 7 29.0 13.9
Surry 76 4n.2 a1 Al 4-29 4.9 12.3
Volbar 63 39.2 98 43 4=30 2 14.2

Tuo~vear Average 1976~77
Barsoy 5 46,9 EE 36 4-16 27.9
layton 36 38,7 91 39 4=25 qE 2
Harrison 31 41.4 84 400 4-30  30.4
Henry 0 433 74 38 4=26 3.3
fanby 36 a1.7 46 38 4-24 8.6
Kemtucky 1 23 6.8 100 3 -4 275
Keowee 3 a2 49 38 &=30 7270 -
Knob 52 42,7 10 36 4-24 284 5;
Lakeland b 8.1 75 39 5~2 264
Haury it 40:8 77 a7 -1 284 E
MeNale 3004 49 LTINS 8T 34 -2 25.6
Moproe h5 19.3 79 a8 5-2 3153
Paoll B 39.1 71 36 4~28 24,5
Pike 55 55,5 &1 34 4-18 a8.2
Burty 65 aW3.0 a9 a0 k=24 0.0
Volbar 60 39.4 87 W1 626 334

Three-yesar Avérage 1975-77
Earsoy 5 661 fd 45 420
Davton 39 8.3 a2 39 4-27
Harrison L3 43.5 L1 m =2
Henry 73 43.0 65 38 4=24 = b
Kariby 8 LA 97 ¥ 5l z =
Keowen 43 427 83 B/ 52 = :
Kiiob: 7 1.8 78 35 =27 2 =
Lakeland ab 3B.7 81 38 54
Manry 69 40.6 a2 18 5-4
Manroe 69 39,2 o5 38 5-3
Paoli 40 39,4 ‘A1 kL] =30
surry 65 K26 LE] 39 4=26
VYolbar fil 40,0 90 a2 £&=29
1/

Table 5.—Barley Performance Trials at Bowling Green, Ky., 1$75-77.

Dare

g/ 1000

Survival NHesded Seeds

G-13

A=21
4-28
4=24
4-30
5-3

4-26
A=21
4=-329
421

4=28

4=26
4=17
4=20
§-2%

4-13
4=21
4-29
4-28
4=22
4=30
A=24

B35
26.4
28.0
26.2
25.1
26.1
23.7
23.6
25.5
23:2
25.4
21.8
23.1
25.3
0.2

NO' DATA

Test Plant

Variety Yield Welghe Lodglng Helght

BufA  Lba/Bu 4 1n. 3

1976 Resulvs
Barsoy 55 43.6 0 33 100
Dayton L6 7.4 5 34 100
Harrisan i 43.4 ] 3 a5
Henry 53 1.9 [} 32 100
Kanby 48 4.2 5 36 190
Kentucky L 34 AZ.4 85 38 100
Reowee 4 L5 A [s] 34 100
Knob 43 41.8 0 3 100
Lakeland ah 4z.8 0 ¥ L0
MeNair 004 56 L] 0 i3 100
Monroe 52 VNI 0 34 100!
Pavll 37 19.9 0 26 100:
Pile 48 1.6 i} 27 100
Surry 58 42.4 "] 34 100
Yolbar i 42.5 4] &1 lop
Two-year Average 1974 and 1476

Bursoy 38 HTLZW £32 100
Dayton 34 6.5 41 34 100!
Harrison 37 x2.2 18 34 48
Keowew 29 42.L 30 34 100
knob 36 ALl 3 30 100
Laketand 25 AD.7 92 i3 $1 3]
Paoli k13 9.3 L) 20 144
17

= [The L1977 trial at Bowling Green was destroyed by standing water.

The 1975 telal at Bowling Ureen was destroyed by hall.

Table 6. Barley Performance Trials at Murray, Ky., 1975-77.

Date

#1000 Whole Skied

1977 Resilt

Tese PLint.

Variery Yield Welghe Ladglr_l.g" Helg
Bl Lhs/Bu )

Bprsoy 37 46,8 73 32
Dayton an al:9 23 4l
Harrison 60 hi. 8 83 Al
Henry 87 lrd - 38
Kanby a2 G5 19 38
Kentucky 1 i 40.0 0% 43
Keowire 54 47.0 W8 37
Knob 71 w310 hb J&
Lakeland 52 3.6 1L a0
Maury BO 3.1 40 19
MeNotr 3004 75 6.7 Lo a5
Monroe e 38,1 59 18
Panll 51 h2.6 ag 3k
Peyry 67 L0.8 21 19
Plhe &7 45.7 98 a2
font 13 44,0 59 17
Surry g L% 1 | Ll 34
Volbar b 4 w2.8 k8 2

15

79
85
81
99
100
91
90
5B
25
85
90
91
100
D&
a5
air
91

w21
=]
32
&~29
=0
]
5=2
4-26
5-4
4-25

Ied

52
=2
4=20
5-6
4-28
429

A e et
-0 e

Euwwwug

Wl S e
‘h‘iﬂ.‘ﬂﬂ*"‘—'

ik = - B [~ R i N

L tas b LT Y

{ght  Survival Headed Sepds I Proteln
in. 2

13,9
12.7
14,8
10.9
12.8
15:3
13.3
12:6
12.6
11.9
12.7
12,6
12.8

-

o 2t s gt e
N s s

o T
L= SR ™ ]

(cantinned)



Table 6.—{contineed)

Teat Plant Dape  g/1000 Whole Seed
Variety Yield Weight Lodging Helght Survival Headed Seeds I Protein
BufA  Lbs.Bu 2 In. b
Two-year Average 1976=77
Barsoy 51 46.6 38 31 a1 415 29.2
Dayton 41 42,3 26 6 72 4<23° 3002
Harrison 39 A4.7 4l 34 78 5-1 30.7
Henry [ 4.4 3 34 83 425 33,0
Kanby 43 43,3 ] 35 84 =28  29.4
Kentucky 1 26 41.0 49 39 78 5-1 27.8
Kaowes 4 47.0 24 34 85 Farp 7
Kooh, 59 43.6 23 31 81 4-22 29.8
Lakeland 51 44.0 6 33 89 300 28.6 =
HMaury 71 43.7 20 36 a0 6-28 i
MeMair 3004 60 46.5 50 33 80 4-21  28.2 =
Monroe 59 3926 34 23 84 4-30  27.4 =
Paoli 33 42,7 49 29 83 4-29 2646
Pike 52 45.7 49 29 83 4=16 29,7
Surry 70 &N.8 6 33 &6 =21 30.5
Vulbar A1 43.0 34 38 84 %=20 342
Thres—yoar Average 1975-77
Barsoy 50 ah.0 30 3 B8 h-16
Daycon 42 41,4 19 34 Bl 4-26
Harrison 38 k.4 28 3z 85 5-1
Henry 63 45.5 2 1 B3 4=28
Kanby a4 43.2 9 34 93 4-29 |
Reowee 40 46.5 17 3 90 A=28 8 &
Knab 53 43,1 15 30 88 =24 A z
Lakeland 40 43.9 4 33 9% 5-1 o g
Maory 68 43.2 13 35 93 4=30 s
Monroe 61 39.6 23 32 92 5-1
Paoll 36 42,6 34 30 89 4-29
Surry 6h §3.1 4 34 40 4-23
Volbar 69 431 23 38 90 4-26

Table 7.—Barley Performance Trials at Elkton, Ky., 1977.

Test Plant PDate g/1000 Whole Seed
Variery Yield Weight Lodging Hedght Survival Headed Seeds 1 Protein
Bu/A Lbs/Bu z In. z
1977 Resulcrs
Barsoy 32 W1.8 on 33 29 324 1238
Dayton 12 33.3 39 40 1h 30.9 14,1
Harrison 4l 39.9 100 42 ) 33.6 134
Henry 53 L0.0 1o0 39 A3 35,4 12.9
Eanby 27 38,2 98 39 Bb 31.3 14.7
Eentucky 1 24 35.8 0o 42 BL 30.8 15.9
Keoves 34 38,3 a1 34 55 30,3 14,6
Koob 39 42,3 95 37 53 = 33.2 SR
Lakeland 38 38.5 78 39 65 B 29.9 14.1
Maury 50 7.7 100 40 50 il 29.5 la.%
McNair 3004 31 18.5 100 34 16 g 20.2 14,7
Monroe 16 35.3 100 38 56 28.5 13.8
Paold 24 1.6 100 13 &0 27.0 17.8
Perry &3 40.5 78 41 B4 33.1 15.0
Pike 38 A3.0 99 33 76 345.8 15.2
Posr 33 36.T 100 38 66 28.8 15.3
Surty 43 37.8 100 38 45 3.8 14.3
Volbar 53 7.6 98 45 44 36.8 13.7

14

Table 8. Discase Ratings on Barley Varicties Tested in 1977,

Variery
M, sacivim R. secalis H. gramineusm
(Barley Spot Bloteh) (Barley Scald) {(Barley Stripe)
Rating 2/ Ratin 2 Pragent

Barsoy 2 28 no
Dayton 10 18 yes
Harrison 5 6 yes
Henry 20 [} yes
Ranby 36 15 yes
Ry 1 23 22 yed
Keowes 6 14 ac
Knob 8 an no
Lakeland L 3 yes
Maury 12 I na
Mikpir 3004 5 11 no
Manrowe 11 13 yes
Paoll 34 13 yes
Parry 20 1 fnn
Pike 22 28 o
Past 2 16 no
Surry 18 1 viog
Volbar 23 A yes
P

= Barley Yellow Dwarf Virus, mildes and lesf rust were not evident in 1977.

Barley smuts can be comtrolled by planting disesse free seed so no smut

data were collegted.

fra
-

Batings are only relative among varieties.
the least disease and the highest number the mosr diseass.

The lowest number indicates

Raping vilues

were obtalned by summing ten individual plor rarings from all locarions.
individual plot ratings were on a scale of O (no dikease) ro & (abundant

disease symproms).

Table 9.—Wheat Performance Trials at Lexington, Ky., 1975-77.

Testc Plant Date
Varietry Yielid Welphr Lodging Helght Suryival Headed
Bu/A  Lbs/Bu F In. 4
1977 Results
Abé 54 57.9 o 37 10 5-10
Ark, 38-1 46 58,3 0 a1 56 5-10
Arthur 48 58.9 1 37 59 5-8
Arthur 71 43 60.0 ] 36 46 5=11
Bean 50 59,4 ] 33 51 5=11
Blueboy 11 37 53.1 0 36 60 L4
Centurk ® 48 59.1 0 39 83 53-15
Coker H8-135 45 58.9 0 31 79 5-10
Coker 747 Ad 58.56 3 33 70 5-10
Coker 76-22 61 53.9 i 29 81 5-15
Coker 76-=33 49 9.1 a 31 65 5-14
Boublecrop 45 59,4 (1} 35 7w =4
Fredecick 45 35.6 a a0 51 S5=10
Funks W-504 47 59,0 &} 38 L1 =8
lmproved Triumph® 41 9.2 28 2 69 5-8
Enox 62 435 59.8 Lo Al 48 5=9
Mciailr 1813 a0 590 ‘- e 48 5-9
Meliair 1003 60 53.9 2 34 73 5-11
MoNafir 3069 s, 4.6 ] 31 63 5=15
(continued)

—
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Table 9.—(continucd)

Variety

HeNale 4823 39
Mo WBESE 40
Ossis 50
Rialer a8
Scout* 50
Sulllvan Ak
Veiris 87340 a0
Abe Al
Arthur a8
Arthur 71 a5
Besy Al
‘Blueboy 11 a2
Coker 68-15 39
Goker 7A7 al
Doublecrop 1
Froderdick 1y
Funka W-504 36
Knox 62 a5
MeNadr 1813 36
MeNadr 1003 hH
Melialr 4823 38
‘Mo WEBSE |
Oasls 9
Ruler 42
Abe &5
Arthur 43
Arthur. 71 40
Bluebay T1 a4
Coker 747 43
Frederick 41
Punks W=504 36
Knox 62 33
Meladir 1003 43
Melale 4823 39
Ousis Al

56.8 1 30
56.2 0 35
60.2 L] 38
59.1 o 34
80.6 37 43
50,9 o 36
58,7 Q' 37
Two-year Average 1976-77
57.8 0 2
58.8 U} 13
39.5 L 33
39.5 o a2
33,2 L} 34
b1 0 Al
58.9 1 a0
9.6 0 33
56.0 0 At
" 0 6
59,8 & 39
SH.6 ) & 31
S&.1 I 32
57.6 a a0
56.1 o a3
9.6 0 i
9.2 0 :)
Three—year *%EE' cuge 1975-FF
S8 ] 38
59.3 0 A7
58.8 14 ar
51.4 n 37
56.8 18 33
55.8 3 43
56.7 L2 34
57.1 15 42
53.2 3! 35
55.0 L] 34
59,3 L g a7

TEEERITEBEE

5-15

3-11
5-19
=14
5-9
-9

5-10

5-12

5=12

512
512

5L
313
3=L7
5=13
5-14
5-L4
517
5-13

*  Hard Red Winrer H't_ll!ll:

Table 10.—Wheat Performance Trials at Princeton, Ky., 1975.77.

_ Test Plant Date
‘Variety Yield Heiagn Lodging Helghr Survival Headed
Bulh  Lha/Bu 2 In. b
1977 Results
Abe 36 55.7 25 39 Lot 5=
Ark. 381 68  55.2 14 46 Lo -1
Arthue 35 37.8 8 “1 1nn =30
Arthur 71 52 38.6 26 40 00 5-1
Beay 57 38.5 3 18 1060 5-2
(continued)
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Table 10.—{continued)

Teat Mant Date

Variety Yiald Weight lodping Helght Survival Headed
Bu/a l;bssliu - In. x
Blueboy 11 0 B34 21 43 100 53
Centurk? 43 25.8. 93 43 100 517
Coker 68-13 58 338 L b 100 5-1
Coker 747 54 55.3 i 36 100 5=
Coker 76-22 42 4.6 B4 4. 100 5-7
Coker 76-35 i Span 05 1 100 §=d
Doultlecrop 58 56,7 b1 a0 1o 4=23
Fredericl 57 4.5 54 a7, Loo 51
Funks W-504 59 7.3 25 41 100 G
Improved Triumph® 2B 55,2 86 42 o0 4-29
Knox 62 46 570 A 45 Lot 52
HeNatr 1813 49 55.2 4 10 100 4-30
McNair 1003 iz 526 33 18 100 52
McNair 3069 73 S4.l 0 L) 100 545
McKair 4823 58 232 1 38 100 5-4
Mo WBH36 (1 53.8 5 38 100 4-29
Oasis 58 S8.0 h af 100 =2
Ruler 4z 5360 Bk ik 100 5-9
Scout* 26 435 uh a4 100 5=10
Sulllvan 52 576 5 ki 100 =30
Voris B73an 65 60. 6 29 0 100 5-1
Two=year Average 1976-17
Abe 37 54,6 13 30 100 4=28
Arthur 40 5h, 2 4 40 100 425
Arehiir 71 18 56,5 13 1 100 =26
Bean 3% 57,2 1 39 100 4-27
Bluehoy T1 46 53.2 1 43 100 4-29
Coker B8-15 41 54.0 1 19 100 4=27
Coker 747 41 55.7 22 38 100 4-28.
Doublecrsp 51 55,1 11 40 100 4=19
Frederick 47 55.3 27 46 100 L=
Fuitks W-504 LT 5b. ] 13 A 100 4=2b
Knox 62 a7 55.9 37 43 100 W=Z7
McMair 1813 3 55.2 2 19 100 Hrd5
MeNair 1003 51 50.5 16 38 100 4-28
MeNadr 4823 51 53.4 i KL 100 5-7
Mo WBESH 1 547 3 4 101 4=25
Oasis 19 55.6 17 42 100 4=37
Fuler 3 53.7 a1 &b 100 Gt
Three-year Average 1975-77

Abe 35 55,2 15 39 100 &30
Arthur 34 560 18 40 100 A=30
Arthur 71 36 56,4 23 Al 100! a=30
Bluebay 11 Wl 51,8 B 4z 100! 5-2
Coker 747 38 5h.5 0l 37 100 5-1
Fredorick 42 55,0 18 us 100 4-30
Funks W-504 34 55.2 EL 41 100 4-20
Knox 52 J2 54.8 52 a5 100 -1
MeNatr 1003 uh 4.8 23 3§ 100 §-2
McNalr 4823 a7 49.2 24 EL 100° 5=10
Oasis 18 55.9 20 42 100 =1

* Hard Red Winter Wheatr
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Table 11.—Wheat Performance Trials at Bowling Green, Ky., 1976-77.

Varietr

Test

Tlane
Ladging Height Survival Headed

Date

T,
1977 Results

Abe A9 58.1 i] 33 76 5-5

Ack, 38-1 52 50.9 o 43 61 57
Arthur 47 B, & 0 37 69 5-5

Arthur 71 50 59.0 o 36 63 5-6,

Beéaw 52 6l.1 ] 35 94 57

Blushoy T1 46 541 [\ 38 61 5-4

Can turk ¥ 39 58.7 38 a1 95 5-11
Coker BE-15 49 59.8 1} 32 B8 5-5

Coken 747 47 6.7 0 &1 88 S

Coker 76H-22 51 55,2 i} 32 83 5-10
Coker 76-15 52 58.9 e} 30 80 5-10
Doublecrop 42 61.1 0 233 89 5=1

Fraderick 49 57,0 ] &4 ‘83 5-7

Funks W-504 51 60.3 o a0 81 5-6

Improved Triumph® A0 2.3 0 39 80 54

Knox 62 45 Bl.3 3 43 4B 5-6

MeNaiy 1813 39 8.7 0 35 55 56

MeNair 1003 48 56.5 0 36 6 5-4

MeNatr 3069 36 SH, 3 0 13 80 5-11
MeNair 4823 44 0.0 0 34 B4 5-12
Ha WBASE 45 -y 4L 0 B4 T4 5-5

Oagis &1 594 0 40 1 5-7

Ruler &7 B0 2 i 34 B4 5-13
Scout® 37 39.6 0] 45 91 5-12
Sullivan L1 bl o 36 B3 5-5

Voris B7340 Wl 5806 0 34 B4 5-3

Two-year Average 1976-77

Abe 44 56.6 o kT 88 4=
Arthur %3 38,0 0 38 B 4=29
Arthur 71 45 56,7 i a7 81 4=30
Beau 45 58.4 0 35 97 5-1

Bliehoy 1T 38 5.7 0 38 81 5-2

Coker fB-15 41 56,6 0 a5 94 =30
Coller 747 40 5.6 1] 37 84 §-30
Douhlecrop 42 58.7 0 35 94 4-25
Fraderiel 43 £ f 42 91 4=10
Funlks W=504 45 58.1 o 38 91 4-20
Knox, 62 41 58.1 1 41 74 4=39
MeNalr 1813 37 56,5 0 3h 78 429
MeNalr 1003 42 3l.6 ] a5 81 5-1

Headr 4823 37 571 a 34 92 5~

Mo WE656 43 557 a ap 87 4=29
Oasis 45 57.8 0 a8 86 5-1

Huler 40 58.0 1} 3y 92 L

1/

1975 veést was destroved by hudl
* Hard Red Winter Wheat

&

Table 12.—Wheat Performance Trials at Murray, Ky., 1975-77.

Teut Plant Date

Variecy Yield Weight Lod_;l_g_g Helght Survival Headed
BufA  Ths/Bu In. 1
1977 Results
Abe 59 61.5 0 38 100 =29
Ark. 38-1 if 55,6 0 3 100 £=30
Arthur 57 fil.4 0 39 1on 4-28
Arthur 71 57 61,7 0 38 100 4=29
Heau 58 61.8 ) 39 100 4=30
Hlueboy 11 57 53.2 o 4l 100 5-3
Centuck# a7 578 68 40 100 3=5
Coker i8-15 59 39.4 23 35 100 4-39
Coker T4T 58 61,2 3 34 oo L=30
Coker T6—22 33 51,7 23 3 100 =5
Coler 76-35 55 58.4 0 33 100 a2
Doublecrop 53 60,9 0 16 16k 4-12
Frederick 49 5.4 0 A5 100 4-248
Funks W-504 55 60,1 5 4n 100 4=29
Tmproved Triumph® 40 569,13 BO 37 100 4=28
Enox 62 4“5 60.0 G4 43 100 h=30
Heladr 1H13 57 58.4 3 37 o0 §=27
MeNalr 10023 n 56,1 3 k1] 100 5-1
HcNalr 3069 68 55.5 ] 35 100 5-2
McNair 4823 34 5.6, ] 36 100 5-17
Mo WB636 57 57.6 10 a7 100 =29
Dasis 52 609 3 37 a6 5-2
Huler 40 53.3 0 42 LY 5~9
Scourh az 56,3 59 &2 100 5-8
Sullivan 59 Gl.2 0 37 100 427
Verdis B7340 57 60:2 [v] 37 1490 =28
Two-vear Average 1976~77
Abe 56 59.5 0 36 a1 A=23
Arthur 53 58.13 o 38 81 W=22
Arvthur 71 51 59,6 0 36 91 4~23
Beau 48 60,1 Q0 36 a0 4=25
Blueboy 11 50 53,1 0 3§ g1 4-26
Coker 68-15 47 8.1 11 35 43 4=tk
Coker T47 52 59.2 1 34 93 4-24
Doublecrop 50 58.9 0 36 i 4-17
Frederick 50 56.4 0 &4 95 A=24
Funksa W-504 52 39.5 3 £ 490 4-22
Knox 62 45 39.4 47 41 20 4=24
MeNatr 18513 4B 58.0 1 b 91 h=21
HeNale 1003 23 54.8 ! EL} B9 4=25
‘McMatir 4523 32 56.5 Q 35 i S=4
Mo WBASE 53 56.5 ] 6 B9 =24
Oasis A8 5%.6 ) § 36 B3 h=25
Buler 35 56.2 0 39 9 5=5
Three-year Average 1975-77

Abe 52 58.% 0 36 B4 427
Arthur =l 59.0 0 3r 94 =26
Arthur 71 50 589:4 Y] 36 94 h=27
Blueboy LI 51 55,2 0 9 95 430
Coker T47 51 58.4 1 33 95 4=-28
Prederlek 1] 57:3 4] A5 97 -t |
Funhs W-504 7 58.40 2 30 o3 =26
Knox 62 45 39.13 31 42 43 4-28
MeNalr 1001 52 54.2 1 a5 93 4-28
McNalr 4823 36 54.1 0 a5 95 £ 6
Danls 49 593 X 36 95 A-28

# Mard Red Winter Whaat
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T - Table 4. —Wheat Performanee Trials at Elizaibethtown, Ky, 1977,
Table 13.—Wheat Performance Trials at Elkton, Ky., 1977,

N Tast
Test Flant \ bate Marioty Yield Welght
Narlet Yield Wei Lod Hiefght Survil ded BufA 1ha/Ru
BufA  Lhs/Bu X in.. I
: 1877 Besults
1977 Resultw Al L L e
Abe Al 56.7 B4 an 100 Abi &d 313
Ark. 38<L 44 54,3 46 43 100 Arthur 54 55,4
Arthur &9 57.0 76 42 100 Arrhur 71 33 58.1
Arthar 71 41 56.6 a5 a0 100 Beay 53 S4.0
Y : H 2.8 i P 100 Doublecrop 7 36.0
Alueboy 11 46 50.6 59 42 100 Oaults 56 57.3
Centurk#® 32 537 99 42 100
foker 68-15 56 55.5 75 36 100
Goker 747 49 37.0 76 34 100
Coker 76-22 33 58,1 95 3 100, o
Coker 76-33 at S4.4 39 34 100 =
Doublecrop & 56,9 89 B 1w & ' _ : i
Frederick a1 526 2T 44 100, = Table 15.—Winter Oat Perforinance Trials at Lexingten, Ky., 1975-77.
Funks W-504 35 S4.4 94 44 100, o
Improved Triumph® 24 55.6 100 41 100 s
Knay, 62 28 5506 Igg g.; igg Test Flant Dite  g/l000 Whole Seed
MeNadr 1B13 40 53T { : Wariaty Yield Welghr Lodging Helght Survival Weaded Seeds T Protein
tetts 1003 A S Ve T TR T e e e
McRady 306 b : :
siy A32 ) I . 1977 Hesults
i P v (R Gokor 6532 75 36 a7 B @ w37 170
Oasls 7 56,4 B8 41 100 Loker 70-14 93 34,3 50 2 o8 514 18,3 15.1
RES a6 54.5 49 40 100 Goker 15-22 3 3.6 0 19 33 18 A3 T
==t 39 55.8 uy s 100 Goker 76-30 51 33,3 60 28 70 s+2 28,4 15.0
Sul1tvan 3% 56,9 &8 4 100 56 29 0 a2 5-22 240 19.8
Voris 87340 45 567 9 4 Lao a3 Bl 0 23 28 =191 353 17.3
75 33,5 20 29 Al 317 0.8 18.0
94 Ja.h T 29 75 3=19 250 16.3
73 325 a 8 &1 321 S [ 1% 149:5
& Hard Red:Winter Wheat hB 13,3 0 26 23 =17 31k 16.8
49 28,8 0 i} 23 5241 28.5 17.9
® gGeed of Walleh Had poor germination and dota considered unreliable.
78 353 24 - 25 40 5-12 32,3 18.4
L TWo=yeur | e 197677
Coker AH-22 79 1542 7 29 73 5%11 32U 14,8
oker T0-16 88 36, L 18 pr] 84 312 26.9 15.2
Coksir 75-22 80 15.5 a a1 61 L L 18,0
B fid 35.2 a 23 Al B4 2308 18.6
‘the Ellzabethtown location was done with the cogperation of Mr. Allen 6¥ 33,9 o 27 58 ST | 13452 16-2
| : SRR _ bent =i i : 68 15.4 4 30 in 4-15 28.4 18:2
Baugh. The experiment was planted following cern op Detober 18, 1976 and I’} 36,3 B 24 48 [T 27.3 16.6
Hurvest , ! ind harvested - J 73 3.8 0 il i 5=20 318 18.7
hurvested July 4, 1.9?_?. !hu:h. plot mg drilled and harvested ur?.m; Mr. Baugh's 5 3.8 . as L s Sk 0w
farm equipmetit. Each plot was one-quarter acre In &lze and each entry was # Seed uf Walken had poor germinncion and dara considered unrellable.
replicated three times. Lach plot was harvested, weighted and sub-sampled. ! 81 354 Lo 2% bh =5 .4 17.3
A test welght was obrained from the sub-sample. Means were caleulated and | Soh Three-year Average 1975-77
: ! da it Goker 66-22 716 5 a1 2 a2 =13 278 16.8
FiE Bp A At Rl 1 r 70-16 86  35.2 50 30 49 3-11  24.0 154
Doublecrop has lower test welght and yield than expected. The delayed 62 385 i1 26 73 3=I00 215 18.7
; ; b7 35:1 a1 33 8 5=17 P LS 18.2
harvesting of Doublecrop by approximately two weeks because of rsiny weather 84 Y.l Ak s 3 % 281 ik
and the waltdng to harvest Iarer maturing plora at the same time probably k] 35.2 Jo 1n 53 515 25,0 {6.1

reduced ylald and quality. & Seed of Walkes hnd poor germloarton apd data consldered unrellable.
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Table 16.—Winter Oat Performance Trials at Princeton, Ky. Table 17.—Winter Oat Performance Trials at Bowling Green, Ky.

Test Plant _ Date .
aht g Hei ' - ! Test Plant Dare
Variecy Yield Welght Lodging Helght Survival Headed
1976 Results . ’“!A Lbs/ Bl - ] In. ) 4
Coker 66&-22 - - P 63 57 - _ 1976 Results
Coker 70-16 - - - - 19 5-5 Coker 66~22 50 3.2 0 36 86 5-6
Coker 75-22 - - - - 40 5-12 Goker 7016 &4 8 1] 31 6 5-7
Compact - - = = 85 5-16: Cokar 75-2Z /Y 82.6 0 28 7l 5-9
Cumberland  — H - = i s-12 Compact 48, 97 0 9 HE 5-16
Dubois - - ~- - 80 3-10 Cumberland 50 28.9 0 34 30 5-138
TR - —— = = 7 5-15 Dubois 31 LT 0 34 B0 512
Pennlan = = - - 17 5-8 Norling 49 3.2 0 34 B0 5-18
Réannke = - = - 37 5-13 Pennlan 48 12,3 0 32. 60 5-8
Walken - - - - 92 5-26 Roanoke 18 29.7 0 38 9 5-12
Windsor = - - - 78 5-7 Walken 66 33.3 0 38 96 5-24
2/ Windsor &7 agid ] ) 86 5-6
Two= Aver. 75-76
Coker 66-22 44 28.0 75 44 B4 5-9 L Two-year Average 1975-76
Coker 70-16 46 20,6 68 A1 T4 5-10 Goker GA-22 47 27.1 50 34 o3 5-5
Campact 39 28.6 50 36 94 5-19. Coker 70-16 42 8.7 30 3l 88 5=
tbois 27 29.2 54 38 91 5-15 Compact a4 .7 50 30 uh 5-18
Norline 25 27.0 56 43 90 5-18 Dubo L= 40 ) BN 50 36 90 5-13
Pennlan 4l 30.3 124 al O 5=10 Horiine Wl 0.2 30 3h 90 5-18
Walken 27 271 A% 42 96, 5-24 Pannian &1 9.1 50 32 80 5-7
L Walken 56 30.3 40 38 98 §5-22
Three-year nnrm 1974-7h. |
Coker 66~22. - - = = 50 5=7, Thrme—yesr avnr_egl_z 1974-76
Coker 70-16 = - - - B3 5-8 Coker $6-22 45 28.4 65 a5 5-f
Campact - = E = 96 5-18 Coker 70-16 41 29,9 B 35 92 5-6
Dubols = - = = 94 5-14 Compact 45 29. 8 g 31 ‘95 5-16
Norline - - = - 94 5-18 Duliats 34 30,7 58 37 93 5-11
Peanlan - = = = 77 5=9 Norline 1 30.7 58 38 93 5-17
Walkan = == # = 98 5=22 Penalan 40 30.4 54 34 87 i-f
Walken 50 29.8 38 39 99 5-22
Y e 1977 eest at Princeton winterkilled. i

2 The 1977 tedat at Bowling Green was destroyed by standing water.
The yleld, test welght,, Lodging and plant helght data are
lor the 1974 and 1975 two-year period.
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Table 18.— Winter Qat Performance Trials at Murray, Ky., 1975-77. Table 19.—Winter Oat Performance Trials at Elkton, Ky., 1977,

Test Plant Date g/1000 Whole Seed . Test Tlant Date R/1000 Whole Seed
Varisty ‘Yluld  Weal Lo Helght Survival Hwided Seeds I Protein Nariery Y¥ield Weight Lod fl=ight  Survival leaded BSeeds X Frotein
;uu‘w,%—d%&'—;ﬂf—‘g—_—_—__ ' BulA Lbn,’ il 4 Tn. -
1977 Results A 1977 Results
Coker 66-22 51 38.1 74 C Il - 1.8 17.6 Cokar 66-22 28 31.4 ] BN 41 35,4 20,5
Goker J0o-16 72 30.8 46 38 58 5-7 27.0 20.0 Osker 70-16 &l 32,5 [t} 33 35 3.1 19,7
Gokur 75-22 37 28,0 13 29 a0 — 26.8 19.1 Coker 75-22 34 0.4 0 24 23 30,1 21,10
Coker 76-30 77 32.9 66 34 68 58 27.0 17.4 Cuker 76-30 50 32.1 U 35 50 . 20.1
Compact 46 35 45 35 35 — i . 22.3 qinpa 31 29.3 0 28 15 23.9 29.1
Cumberland 37 28.0 a & 26 5-14  33.5 16.3 135 5.6 0 33 33 3 3Y.2 41,6
Dubois 40 29.4 a0 19 15 - 28.0 20.1 26 29.9 0 33 a5 3 9.7 21.6
Ky 67-635 73 29.6 13 34 65 5-12  27.6 19.4 a4 at.2 0 32 40 o 29.6 20.3
Norline 49 29.9 15 &2 43 5-14  29.7 2.7 36 30.3 0 30 4 d 13,4 23.8
Fennlan 37 30.4 28 38 20 - 272 18.4 35 32.5 0 35 25 29.2 19.7
Ponnwin 37 25.1 18 3h 26 — 25.3 19.3 28 26.9 0 36 =L 271 21:1
Walken * Seed of Walken had poor germination and data constdered wreliable. * Seed of Walken had poor germination and data considered unreliablo
Windsor 65 39-7 [ 36 L] 5-7 27.5 18.8 a9 30.8 0 1 Lt 1.2 22.7
Two-year Average 1976-77
Coker: 66-22 @ Eg
Goker 70-16 = 36 48 .
Coker 75-22 & :§ 3 3 37 2 2 £
Compagt « ; 28 532 = - ~ LR : ! . o " :
Cumberland & - & 34 18 = at E Table 20.—Spring Oat Performance Trials at Lexington, Ky., 1975-77.
Dubols £ ] 3 e 12 & £
= - { < - ==
e 8 G sadl g g g Test Plant  Datw  g/l000 Whole Sesd
Pannian =3 38 16 . : Variety Nield He:t%b: Lodging Height Headed Seeds. I Frovein
Windsor 2 2 = a4 e = =3 2 b BufA  LhsiBu Tn.
_ ., .‘ ol 1977 Mulm_
| N Thre T b= ‘Andrew fi' 42:4 78 E} | 5-21 287 18,4
Cokar h6-22 64 33.9 55 37 == ”, a Mo 0205 85 33.8 i R ¥ 5-33 3.1 18,5
Coker 70-16 61 32.5 18 37 40 5-9 g g Clintford 76 6.1 5 28 521 131 18,56
Compact 52 32.0 26 300 éa = £3-) i Jayies 86 34.0 11 28 =210 aL,0 14,1
Dubois a4 3.3 20 39 BT - 3 RS Dtes 82 34.5 [ T == TR T 21.9
NorLine “8 3.8 28 38 g 517 A% A% Muleiline E77 81 2.5 a0 31 510 3.8 18.8
‘Pennlan 56 32.7 42 38 g a -- g E B i ' '
so-vinr Average 1976-77
LW Andrev 5l 1% o ; 39 32 5+25
3 the yield, test weight and date headed data wre for the 1974, 1975 and 1977 31 33.4 2 27 el
period. 69 33.9 A 27 325 & =
61 33.7 9 3 5-17 a8 -1
51 32.0 15 30 522 2 -
o 3.5 ) 24 4-26 ¥
\ Three-year Average 1975-77
Andron 59 31.9 a3 34 5-20:
£lintford 55 33.8 1 2 440
| Aaycee b5 30.2 5 29 5-18
Ma 0205 CE 32.0 a 35 5=31
Otee i 31.2 2 30 5-29
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Table 21, Characteristics of Recommended Small Grain Varicties,

WHEAT
s, Septoria
PFrovected: Date of Straw Relarive Wincar Hlesuion  Powdery lTaaf l.u!‘
y Vi y _Origin Reicase ] . 2 Hildew
Abe Your Indiann 1972  Very fiood  Hedlum  Rarly Excatlunt Excellent Good Excsllent Fain
Arthur Ho Indlans 1966  Good Hedium  Early Excollent Good Moot (ood -~ Falr
‘Arthur 71 Yoy Indlana 1971 Food ~ Medlum  Early Faesllant Excellent food Exemllent Falr
Beay Yes Indiana 1975  Exeellent Medlum  Early Exeullent Fxcelleir Coud  Exeallant Fair
Douklacrop LS Arkunass 1975 Gand Medlun - Very Early Freiilént Good Gogd  Very tood Falr
s ls You tadlane 1971 Good Hedlim  Early Expellent Excellunt Good  Zxeeilefr Very Good
18, :
Protectad Date nf ‘Seraw Relatlve Winter
Variety Yariety Opbgts Releaye  Strength theight Marurdty _Hardiness
ro Coker &6-22 B Coker's Peddgray 1668 fctllgnt  Medius Early Good
o : - Bead to,
Compaet No: Eunbucky 1968 Excillunt Very shere Mod, o Late Very Good
Duboie Mo Indioma 1952 Gaod Medlus Mind i Cond
Torline N Tod Eann Lo60 Gooad Med. to Tall Med. to Late Very Good
Walken No Kentugky 1970 Excel lant Shorr Lt Vury Good
'BARLEY
U.5. Procected . _ Date of Straw Relative  Relative Winter
Varisty Variety Origin Helease  Screngeh = Maturit Hardiness Loose Bmut
Burday No Kantucky 1966 fxcellent - Shott Vory early fiood Suneeptible
b o Katitucky, 1969 Good Shart farly Good Susceptthle
Monras He Virginla 1970 Gaod Shott Late Garrod ‘Eapceptibls
Valbar Bo Tennesnee 1974 Good MeedLam Hedlum G Sheceptible

1 “Unmuthorized propagation profibited.” Szed of these varieties must he s0ld by varfety nsme only #8 a ¢lags of
:ﬂt:ﬂﬂd #eed. This includen varteties for which prorection has besn appliod and chows for which procection
4% baen gratted.




