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Table 1 Density test

A {RE/#k-hm?  47HE/m BEFE/m /NIXTE A/ m?

Treatment Keep seedlings Line width Row spacing District area

A 15000 1.32 0.5 32

B 30000 0. 66 0.5 16

C 18750 0. 66 0.8 16
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Table 2 Comparison on phenophase and branchiness of different kinds of varieties

il A e/ A-H v sby/ A-1 FAES W/ H-H B/ A-H AHH/d or Rtk
Variety Seeding stage Vine-extending stage Flowering Mature period Growth period Branchiness
MR AR 05-27 06-17 06-30 09-08 105 EE|
% 11 KA 05-29 06-20 07-01 09-09 104 i
Hem K AR 05-28 06-18 06-28 09-16 108 il
RWE 2 5 05-27 06-17 06-26 09-08 101 i
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Table 3 Comparison on yield and yield components of different kinds of varieties

f A 2 XHSCRR IR B R B/ A

Number of fruit in whole

R E/ ke

i %/ ki ARE /g a7t kg hm™®

Variety . Weightper single fruit Number of fruit 100-seed weight Yield of seeds
experimental plot

B AR 66 4.7 202 38.9 1578.0

AP 57 4.4 188 37.1 1165. 5

HE R KR 53 3.5 184 38.2 1002. 0

BEE 2 5 70 5.1 238 38.5 1986. 0
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Table 4 Comparison on yield components of different density treatments

4t 3 AR B/ A R/ ke MR R b Fe/ ke P& &/ kgehm?
Treatment Number of fruit Weightper single fruit Number of fruit Yield Yield
A 50 5.3 256 3.87 1201. 5aA
B 42 4.6 193 1. 49 930. 0bB
C 47 5.0 239 1.71 1069. 5abAB
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Table 5 The effect of cells enzyme on yield of seeds-used pumpkin and seeds-used custard squash
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Variety Treatment Area Numbers of fruit Yield of seeds Yield Yield increasing rate
K SR b3 0.65 11.7 1.115 1858. 33 46.1
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3 &5k i 1069, 5 kgehm?,

ASTE) b i A B 22 5 O KL ME RS R e K
108 d ARWE 2 B4k 101 d, TR a2 i il
SEA G B RS 18] 22— B 2 5 R 1T (R Al 1 3 A
PSS S P R R R o 2 R TH AR Y B

e A IR T3 4 R BhAE B R DLOR B B
%015 000 Bfehm™® (BRJE 0.5 m. 478H 1. 32 m) K
B AR L T R R B 2 B
i AL IR E] 1201, 5 kgehm? s HUJE R 1 PR 2L
18 750 #fehm? (#kHH 0. 8 m f7HH 0. 66 m) . Fh 1

“RE S AN BRI AR B A K O Y R T R e
JINKF AR Rl R A K 3 1 v Ak SRR
R 18 7= B A 10 % LA b T K AUV H .

S % ik :
[1] T oRE A w8 % 4 25 O T & FURILT ] K

VLER 3 .1998(7) :1-3.

[2] X0¥E i WOF A 45 . B JE 37 0 55 2 B R 43 F 9% Bk

LRI, b E KRS, 2006(2) : 27-29.

[3] FWor, Bk, Bk S, B G K R 0 ok 5 e R

HARBIRLT]. sl RH2%,2005,33(5) :35-37.

Effects of Density, Varieties and Growth Regulator on
Yield and Quality of Seeds-Used Pumpkin

XU Li-zhen' ,ZHAO Qian' , WAN Guo-wei’
(1. Industrial Crop Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150086; 2. Agricultural Extension Center of Linkou County, Linkou, Heilongjiang

157600)

Abstract :in order to develop pumpkin seeds planting at large area,make best potential of seed’s yield of pump-

kin,improve the unit area yield as well as quality and increase farmers’ income, the effect of different densities,

varieties and growth regulator on yield and quality of seeds-used pumpkin were explored. The results showed

that there was no difference on the growth period between the experimental verities, Yinhui No. 2 was the first

suitable variety because of its weak branchiness and good yield characteristics; The optimal density was 15 000

plantehm™, for its yield could reach 1 201.5 kg+hm®; The growth regulator of ‘Caitemer’ could improve the

growth and fruit setting percentage,as well as increase yield by more than 10% ,it could be used at large area.

Key words: seeds-used pumpkin;density;variety;growth regulator;yield
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