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Short-term effects of tillage and residue management following cotton

on grain yield and quality of wheat
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3. Results

3.1. Grain yield

Combined ANOVA across years indicated that cotton residue
management (M) had no significant effect on grain yield of wheat,
while tillage system (T) and year (Y) influenced it significantly
(Table 2). No interaction effects between M, T and Y were signif-
icant.

Comparisons between years indicated that grain yield was sig-
nificantly lower in 2003-04 than the other 2 years, and there were
no significant differences in yield between 2004-05 and 2005-06
(Table 3).

Among tillage and/or wheat planting method combination
treatments, CT-I produced the lowest grain yield of wheat. How-
ever, there were no significant differences among the other tillage
treatments (Table 4).
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