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The Comparison Test of Spring Cultivation
Varieties of Muskmelon in Greenhouse

LIU Jun-rong.YANG Yuan-gang, TANG De-ling.SU Ya
(Yunnan Vocational and Technical College of Agriculture, Kunming, Yunnan 650031)

Abstract: In order to screen out muskmelon varieties suitable for spring cultivation in central region of Yunnan

province, taking Haimi 2, Haimi 5 and Haimi 8 as experimental materials, muskmelon comparison test was car-

ried. The results showed that two muskmelon varieties were suitable for spring cultivation in central region of

Yunnan province through the introduction and cultivation which were Haimi 5
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and Haimi 8.
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