:”3737% 201(7): 45~46 ° Eﬁ%ﬁ?& °

EEE O 3 A S E 5

AP e

LR ok PR JE B

GEFAR AL RIE= BT YL25 % 23001

B REEA RO E IR B 5 NGl a, JRR AR [FIGAE et T3 R, AR IR
AR B A RAR AT B, SRR AE DT UL, S b P R 7 PO B0 vt S 0 AR e A
TSI MTC R 225, LA TRbrt W RAR T X A2 2 AR e, FpRns & s Rk
e ZEAH B v TR IR, SR T R SR AT A AR A A BT B bk

M 10,5 %R0 1.7%.
A, R B TG AR PR

IS S 642,204 SCHRFRUNE: A SCESR5: 1001—0009(2010)07—0045—02

RO DUREE A IR I0 T R AL ekl
BRI B HASS. Bl B TR =555
JIH7E Ak, FEELECREFT M AR, BRI S8 A R 5
THAEEIE R PR E YT e, R B T A R AR IS T
RNV IRFHGIEAL BT LR A%, T £V R FEI%T
INERIRIR HAR RN T, %Rk AR 28838 5k
PR BRRIGR FANME, ok R 5 v seli b, 7= ki B8
e,

1 MRS
L1 Rk

TR, VLR ARRHGE LR BT dit, 42 J50RkH fil, 73
2 s A 5 AR o I T RSP R EA RN AR 0
SNIIREED N T BRI A R, SRR ARV E IR
B, BASYERIE R EAAII N 10 em. TRy
300 etz I [ 2R R A R A m iRt A LR S
R, VTRV B R B AT 2 rp O L.

H—AEE . IVERA1968-), 5, YLFRIRBH A, BIFF 9T 5, B3
V8T B I s SR 55 AR AL

Fed TH . VLR ARNRHE 5 3 608 BT IH (0610802—2).

Wik H 3H: 2009— 12— 28

1.2 585

RLET 2009 FFRALL I ARIEHB X VERH £l Rl
WFIE TR R BOR TG A 622 sk A bk 4T,
BT B 2 FEER 100 AN BT CARRS FREME T
L AL 3 AN EE 5T SRR R S AR BT N
ELRRRIEERLE FRER, B O SR 3 T 2R, I
FHRE A aE. o A, e AT, 252 3 i 1Ol
SEAE KRR, FE bR 2O L 34 R R oy
THE HGERESES FANEERN 6 vk, Ehb. XAk
MUX T BB 3 A EE, DX 15 m’, A DMX
64 B, sERE T M, KA M EAEK. WIHEHIRI. yI1E
HXT MR S ZEHE SRR S A TR, AN X
6 Pk, FEEARI. BTSSRI R 9 WK, IF
BT R, (RS T e B A P FE R AR
A= BTG
2 SR 55%7
2.1 EERHEOC T NEIH S A KSR AR IR

DASEAE A 28 H I A P« 25 0 4

ORI E S TG, M B e T EE A R LX)

HE R TR R T E S R IR 2

Study on Quality Differences in Carrot Genotypes

WANG Huasen YU Chao, FU Qing-gong
(Department of Horticulture, School of Agncultura and Food Science, Zhejiang Forestry University, Hangzhou Zhejiang 3113000

Abstract; We analyzed root lengtn, root color and quality in nineteen different carrot(Dacus carota var. sativa DC) geno-
types sown in the autumn. The genotypes were divided into three classes, high-quality, medium-quality and low-quali-
ty. In the high-quality class, two genotypes Japanese‘ Quannenggicun’ and Japanese‘ Sanhonggicun,” were selected to
be recommended for fall planting.

Key words; quality; carrot; root lengtn; root color
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Effects of Straw Pot Seedling on Growth and Yield of Cuocumber

SUN Yudong QIN Jirhua LUO Dexuw YANG Hong, ZHAO Jian-feng
(Huaiyin Institute of A griculture Huaian Jiangsu 223001)

Abstract; Cucumber seedlings were sowed in pot made from straw, and than were transplanted in soil. The grow th inde-

xes of different time and yield were detected. Results indicated that there were no significant different between wet

weight and dry weight of roots of CK and cucumber seedlings grew in straw pot. But other index of cucumber seedlings

grew in straw pot were low than CK. Value of Plant height.plant diameter and divarication were higher than CK signifi-

cantly. Yield of aicumber grew in Pot of new straw and pot of rotten straw increased 10.5% and 1.7%, respectively.

Key words: straw pot; seedling; cucumber; grow th; yield
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