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Effect of Planting Density on Yield of Grafting Ledu Long Pepper

XIAN Wernrrong' ,DONG Liang' . LAI Youpeng' ,CHEN Hai-mei* , ZHANG Xiang-lin®
(1. Institute of Plant Protection, Qinghai Academy of Agricultural and Forestry Sciense, Xining, Qinghai 810016 ;2. Ledu County Extention
Central of Vegetable,Ledu, Qinghai 810700)

Abstract; Grafting long pepper in Ledu were used as test material, effect of different planting density on the yield of
pepper in the vinylhouse growing in Qinghai area. The results showed that row space was 40 cm,and the line space
was 45~45 c¢m, and the suitable planting density of per 667 m® was 2 400 ~2 600 plants, yield of 667 m® were
3 979. 58 kg.
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Kiwifruit Research Report Freezing of Different Ages

AN Cheng-li, LIU Zhan-de, LIU Xu-feng, LONG Zhouxia, YAO Chun-chao,ZHANG Zheng-pin.GUO Jing
(The Kiwifruit Experiment Station of Northwest Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100)

Abstract: In order to grasp the freezing snow as early as 2009, the tree of Shaanxi kiwi to develop response measures
of frost and freezing for future research directions and focus on four main production city of Shaanxi producing large-
scale survey carried out. The results showed that the average cold line of Shaanxi kiwi fruit tree was 31. 3% ; freezing
level very close relationship with age,the increase of frost damage as the trees more light;seedlings 1 to 3 years old
were frozen strain rate 64. 0% ,28.0% and 11. 7% ,1 to 5 years old grafted plants freezing rate were 58. 5% ,27.1%,
25.5%,10. 9% and 0. 3% ; more than 6 years old, almost no cold damage, particularly in the main stem without
freezing;age in the cold in the cold to 1 year old the most serious tree grafting product line rate of 58. 5% on average
frost damage,in addition to Wugong county other counties outside the county freezing rate reached 60% or more;
investigations occur in isolated frost damage garden plants saplings rate of almost 100% , while the 2~3 years old
trees were relatively mild,more than 4 years old trees frost damage was reduced.
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