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Comparison Experiment of Celery Varieties by Plastic Film Mulching Sand Cultivation

CHEN Li, HUANG Xue-feng, WANG Xue-ming,ZAHNG Wen-bo
(Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences Seeds Co. ,Ltd. , Yongning, Ningxia 750105)

Abstract; Taking 9 celery varieties as materials, based on the analysis of the plant traits,commodity, disease resistance and
yield of them under the conditions of plastic film mulching sand culture condition, the experiment tried to select the
excellent celery with high yield, good quality, strong resistance and popularization value. The results showed that the
anti-root rot,leaf spot disease areas of ‘Carrie” and Seattle” were the best and had a higher yield in tested varieties,
other varieties ‘Juventus’, ‘Nencui’ , ‘ Huangiu’ and ¢ Apollo’ performance general in the whole,and the yield was similar
with comparison. ‘Queen’ and ‘Xuri’ had a low yield, the other characters was the worst,it was no promotion potential.
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Comparison Test on Film Mulching Cultivating Watermelon Varieties in
the East of Henan Province

LI Qin' ,HUANGFU Zi-qi* ,CHEN Da-wei"
(1. Farm Bureau of Zhecheng County,Zhecheng, Henan 47620032, Shangqiu Vocational Technical College,Shangqiu, Henan 476005)

Abstract: Seven medium maturing watermelon varieties with big fruit were selected as materials in east of Henan

province, taking the main varieties * Huazhixiu” as the control, comparison test on film mulching cultivating on each

varieties were conducted, a comprehensive evaluation on the biological characteristics, yield, quality and comprehensive

resistance etc. of the tested varieties were made, in order to filter out varieties of integrated traits with high yield,

adaptability and good quality and so on. The results showed that, ‘Kaikang 3”, ‘ Shengdaer” , ‘ Luofeng 7’ and‘Kaixuan 2’

were suitable for film mulching cultivating in the east of Henan province.

Key words: watermelon;film mulching; variety ; medium maturing;big fruit type
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