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Influence of Different Way of Seedling Transplant on Economical Properties of the Pepper

LIU Fawan, YANG Mim-jiee, ZHONG Li LUO Shaokang, LONG Hong-jin CAI Rongjingg ZHANG Li-gin, QIN Rong LI Weifen
(Institute of Horticulture, Yunnan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Kunming, Yunnan 650205 China)

Abstract; Experiments on different w ays of seedling transplant were conducted to compare their influence on economical
properties of the pepper. The result indicated: yielding and berefit by Heel-in seedling system were significant higher
comparing to floating system for seedling and no-shelter seedling system; its mechanism of increase production was that
plants growed vigorously, developed more branches and flourishing roots and set more fruits. However, there did not
exist significant difference between the latter two system, since there were no special nutritional liquids for floating sys-
tem which led to weak plants, and less brandhes and fruits.
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