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Methods of Male Induction on Mini-pumpkin

LI Yuqi,SUN Mengdi, CHENG Yong'an
(College of Horticulture, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100)

Abstract: Mini-pumpkin was used as test material, and the best method of male induction was researched and
confirmed by five aspects,including the reagent of male induction,the concentration of silver nitrate, the seedling
age,spraying frequency and interval time. The results showed that the best method of male induction was that
continuously spraying 150 mg + L™! AgNQO, mini-pumpkin seedling twice with the interval time of three days in
four true-leaf stage.
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“ORE " 157.3 1.83 119.3 12.7 03-20 04-30 07-08 11-12
2.2 BB FER SR (CK), FIB A “YRG R 7, KI8T A “HEi

M 2 AT RIE W R KRR K BRI B
(23.6 cm) KRB WK F 7KK R 7“FH A 8
SPCROER 1S T WML 35 R EERE”
“ULEETCRR EMRAL F R E R B 2 5 AR R R R
KEREHHT(79. 8 @ /PR R EML F”
(8.7 @  HEMMRKE_EZN; TR AKLEY
PR R K BB AL 3 5 FYRE 8 5

15 Fy7OR3E T 74087, “S AL B 7 o P as e,
“TEXE 2 57NERE, EEM T REXE T
RETTH,FEEMLL FORREC,EH LSRR
B0, REMMEO Y SERE “REBL R
TR “EREHE TOR AR HB R 1 BRTE BB B 4
BRI

x®2 5 mAR LR LR
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“KHKER R 25.3 1 875.0 +355.7 +23. 41 1.1
“BREREF” 27.6 2 045.5 +526.2 +34.63 1.4
“ERLES R 29.0 2149.2 +629.9 +41. 46 0.6
“EHEXR 257 15.2 1126.5 —392.8 —25.85 3.1
“TREMLLF” 13.7 1015.3 —504.0 —33.17 0.3
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Comprehensive Evaluation of Pepper Varieties Under Solar Greenhouse in Lhasa

WANG Shibin' , LI Bachai’ ,ZHU Rongjie' , YANG Bin'!
(1. Institute of Vegetable Sciences, Tibet Academy of Agricultural and Animal Husbandry Sciences, Lhasa, Tibet 850032; 2. Tibet
Academy of Agricultural and Animal Hushandry Sciences,Lhasa, Tibet 850032)

Abstract: Nine hot pepper varieties were used as test materials,the continuous cropping experiment of hot peppers

in solar greenhouse were conducted by variety comparative test in order to select suitable hot pepper varieties

cultivated in solar greenhouse in Lhasa. The results showed that the yield and root disease resistance of ‘Qianlyu

Tianshi F, ’ ‘Dongfang Changlong F,’ and ‘Qujiac F,’ were significantly higher than the control, which were

suitable for cultivating in Lhasa.

Keywords : Lhasa; solar greenhouse;hot pepper; variety
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