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Different Sowing Densities Impact on Processing Carrot Yields and Quality at Hexi Corridor Oasis

ZHANG Wenbin', YANG Bina, WANG Qinli’, ZHANG Hong-ju’, CHEN Xiubin’
(1.Zhangye Municipal Cash Crop Technology Extension Station, Zhangye Gansu 73400 China; 2. Crop Seed Administration Station of
Yongchang County, Zhangye Gansu 737200 China; 3. Horticulture Department of Hexi Faculty, Zhangye, Gansu 73400 China)
Abstract; Through the research on processing carrots sowing densities at Hexi Corridor Oasis, it was indicated that the
plant densities obviously influenced the yields and commerdal characters of processing carrots, showing significant impact
on carrot weight and diameter, and slight impact on carrot length. The local optimal sowing densities of processing car
rots were 3.705X 10 plants per hm’, based on the comprehensive assessments.
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