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Absorptive Properties of Pepper Seed for Fat and Cholesterol

HUANG Kat-feng, SHI Zheng, RAO Qing-lin, YANG Yong-ju
(Institute of Plant Genetics and Breeding, College of Life Sciences, Guizhou University, Guiyang,Guizhou 550001)

Abstract; Used the pepper seeds which coming form Zunyi in Guizhou, Huaxi and Henan as test materials to determine
the absorptive properties for fat and cholesterol, meanwhile tested the absorptive capacity for cholesterol of pepper seeds
under different treatment conditions. The results showed that the total absorptive capacity for fat of the pepper seeds’
petiole was 1.0 g/g, the absorptive capacity showed the significances in different pepper seeds resources. The strongest
adsorption capacity for cholesterol was 0. 01 g pepper seeds material. There was no significances among the pepper seeds

resources about adsorption capacity for cholesterol,
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Effects of Different Pruning Methods on the Light Distribution and Yield and
. Quality of Nectarine in Greenhouse

NIU Jun-giang, MA Ming, YIN Xiao-ning, LI Kuan-ying
(Institute of Fruit Flowers, Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Lanzhou,Gansu 730070)

Abstract; ‘ Yanguang’ nectarine was used as test material to study the effect of long branch pruning and short brach

pruning on the light distribution and yield and quality of nectarine in greenhouse. The results showed that the proportion

the crown of greater than 30% relative light intensity of long-branch pruning was significantly greater than short brach

pruning, Light distribution of canopy of long-branch pruning except most lower 2 layer slightly not uniform, the uniform

distribution of the remaining layers;short brach pruning,except the most above 1 layer was uniform distribution, the rest

of the distribution was uneven. The results number of per plant, yield and soluble solids of long-branch pruning were

significantly higher than short brach,

Key words: nectarine in greenhouse; pruning method ;intensity; yield;quality
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