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Effects of grain quality by hulling or deawning times

and harvesting time of naked barley and hulled barley

Chonbuk Provincial R.D.A. C.B. Park, C.J. Hwang
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Table | Several agronomic characteristics of naked baricy amd hujied
barley verieties tested
Haturing Steo No. of No. of l.ﬂ?ﬂ Yield
Variety date length  graing spikes grains
{cal per spike por & weight  {kg’l0a)
3]
Kulssalbori Apr. 20 ” 3] 508 3 430
{Naked harley)
Tabgolbori  Apr. 2§ 16 51 548 3.4 417

thHulled barley}

£ Sowing dole : Oct. 27, 19680
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Tabgolbori

Nulssalbori ; May 30, Jun.4 and Jun.11

: May 30, Jun.4, Jun.il snd Jun.14)

Nuissalbori Q~—C Moisture conienls{%)
X ——x HNo.of unhuiled graing(%?
Tabgaltbari Q- - O Moisture contents(%)

x -

- X No.of unawned grains(%}

Table 2, Hulls veight ratio and number of unhulled grains ratio according lo the hulling

ticzs

(Variety : Nulssslhori)
Harvesting Teight ratio (%) No. of unhulled groins ratio(%)
ties Hulling ticas Hulling tices
(after heading} ) 1 H 3 1] ] 2 3
30 days 3.52 6,90 0.23 041 4.6 170 6.5 1.3
35 days 1.99 0.33 .08 0.01 2.7 45 1.0 0.4
42 days 0.21 0,08 0.05 9.04 2.5 0.8 ©¢3 0.0
45 days 0.97 0.03 0.02 ¢.01 5 9.1 0.0 I:O

# Unhulling grains care clesned by winnoving sacs as table J and 4

(Voriety : Tabgolbori)
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ratio (%) No. of unhulled grains ratlo(%)

Deawning tices

Beawning tices

0 t 2 3 ) 1 2 3
1.03 0.5% 0.42 0.27 22.9 14,04 10.96 4.01
¢.B8 032 0.18 0.09 2.9 240 5.52 0.80
0.59 0.26 .13 0.08 1.7 1.71%  4.27 LU
0.42 0.21 0.10 0.05 22.5 16,4 3.7 B.IS
-+ Unawned grains were calculated by criterion of below Jos long awn
Table 4. Difference of broken seeds weight ratio on harvesting tice and

hutling or deswning tices

Tuble 3 Awns weight ratio and number of unawned graing ratio sccording Lo the deawning

'
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30030} da. 9.09 0.55 0.7 0.
30 E ys 88 [3 o, 0 0
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() : Harvesting time of Tabgolbori
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