LA R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(30) :49 -50

AEREEEMNNERFEM EET"EREFENFN

\rl i 1 sl . 2 N 2 ~ <2
FWE RER M EHAAT, LR LA
(1. SRR KA P 2B, T 2R M 51064252, TR AN BH# Bk SWF5e i, TR 510640)

WE [B0] ARRRARZZEESDEAR DA EE AR Ff =0 Hra, [FE]ADARREHIM, AFMNSHEKEK
F8AF R FARAM, RAM AR F kA =, [4R] 40 ~80 cm R DNANFF AL AL R L F #0340 om phIERS, AR A K
B 235 TR AL HAR ;AT 80 om MIERALMK LR EA R EWPNEZFH G T HALIL (25T 25 R HARM, F3F % A 60 em B 374
FERF o 40 ~50 em BRIER HAMRILE S &, RN, F A, [#53#] w50 1.5 m(4# 30 em) , SATAPAL, A F R0 5
BT, DA S FIAIZ0HE TARIEH 60 cm,

KGR DEANBREEE;

hE SRS S642.3 XERFRIRAD A XEHS 0517 -6611(2017)30 -0049 - 02

Effect of Planting Densities on the Growth and Yield of Small Wax Gourd “Daibao”

MENG Lin-ping, KANG Yun-yan~ , YANG Xian et al ( College of Horticulture, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou, Guang-
dong 510642)

Abstract
[ Method | The plant growth was measured at the fruit enlarging stage, and the fruit characters and yield were determined at the mature stage.
[ Result] Spacing from 40 to 80 c¢m in the rows had no significant influence on node order of the first female flower. The plants grew slower in

[ Objective | To study the effect of different planting densities on the growth, flowering and yield of small wax gourd Daibao.

the 40 c¢m spacing in the rows than the plants in the other plant densities. Although the mean fruit weight and vertical diameter were largest in
the 80 ¢m spacing in the rows, the yield was highest in the 60 ¢m spacing in the rows considering the number of plants per hectare. Fruit abor-
tions were serious in the 40 and 50 cm spacing in the rows, which resulted in less fruit numbers and lowest yield. [ Conclusion] On the condi-
tion of 1.5 m strip width, including 30 ¢m ditch, double row planting, the best row spacing of small wax gourd is 60 c¢m in the open field.
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Table 1 Effect of different planting densities on the growth of small

wax gourd cm

Ab ¥ eyl YRS Byl
Treatment Stem diameter Petiole length Petiole diameter
@ 0.67 8.33 0.57

@ 0.75 11.35 0.71

® 0.75 10. 64 0.72

@ 0.72 10.04 0.71

® 0.74 9.31 0.69
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Table 2 Effect of different planting densities on the fruit characters and yield of small wax gourd

e LT e e R b il
Treatment Mean fruit Transect Vertical Flesh Yield per Yield per hectare
reatmen weight /g diameter // cm diameter // cm thickness // cm plant /g kg/hm’
@ 1292.26 11.46 17.38 2.91 430.75 14 344.08
@ 1243.28 11.28 17.79 2.93 455.87 12 158.01
® 1221.85 10.88 17.00 2.71 1 170.94 26 029.97
@ 1 378.39 11.66 17.15 2.96 1132.25 21 569.30
® 1 511.06 11.53 19.31 2.90 1072.37 17 871.02
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