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JUSTIFICATION OF  GROWING TECHNOLOGY ELEMENTS OF

OIL LINSEED IN TERMS OF FOREST- STEPPES

VJ Hom na

This  paper  presents  the  results  of  studies  of  the  impact  of   row  spacing,

seeding rate and method of harvesting on yield of oil linseed. It is established a

significant difference between the options of research by the factor of row spacing

on the criterion of Duncan. The economic efficiency of cultivation of oil linseed,

depending on the factors studied in terms of steppes of westerm.

Keywords: oil linseed, row spacing, seeding rate, method of harvesting,

productivity, economic efficiency.


