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Effect of Difference Planting Density on Growing and Yield of Marigold

ZHAO Jriong WANG Zhirhe LUO Shuzhen ZHANG Xiao-ling ZHANG Xiu-hua
(Gansu State Farm Academy of Agricultural Research Wuwei Gansu 733006)

Abstract; Comparison of grow th conditions, situation of leaf spot disease, yield and pigment contents, hybrid species of
marigold were researched by planting density in open ground. The results indicated that the production of flower and the
pigment content was the highest when planting density was per 667 square meters 3 800. It grow th better and situation of
leal’ spot disease was low er when planting density w as per 667 square meters 2 400. In order to gain high economical ben-
efit, planting density was increaseds and prevented leaf spot disease.
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