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New Technology of Transferring Plastic Bowl Nutrition for
the Flowered Plants of Phalaenopsis hybrid

LI Bao-guang', ZHUANG Guo-liang, SONG Xiao-min', XIE Qi xin', HUANG Dong hua'
(1. Vegetable and Flower Institute, Jiangxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences Nanchang Jiangxi 330200 China; 2. Department of Landscape
Jiangxi Vocational College of Biological Science and Technology, Nanchang, Jiangxi 330200 China)

Abstract; Based on the production process and the existing problems of the flowered plants in Taiwan, summarized the
key technical measures of the new technology of transferring plastic bowl nutrition for the flowered plants of Phalaenop-
sis hybrid on the basis of practice, and briefly introduced the main advantages of the new technology of transferring plas-
tic bowl nutrition.
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The Purification Effect of Eight Kinds of Indoor Foliage Plants

CUI Yajing
(College of Forestry, Northwest Agricultural and Fovestry U niversity, Yangling; Shanxi 712100 China)

Abstract; Indoor foliage plants can not only decorate environment, but also can absorb the harmful gas in the air, such as

formaldehyde « toluene. etc. But some of the toxicity of plants cannot be ignored. This article aimed at summarizing the ad-

vantages and disadvantages of several foliage plants and provide sdentific reference for the display of indoor plants.

Key words: Indoor foliage plants; Hamful gas; Formaldehyde

217



