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Table 1 Varieties name and source of 14 pepper varieties
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Different capital letters and lowercases mean significant
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Fig. 1 Comparative analysis on plant height
of different pepper varieties
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Table 4 Comparative analysis on fruit vertical
diameter, horizontal diameter and indexes

of fruit shape of different pepper varieties
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Table 5 Comparative analysis on fruit number per plant, fruit weight,yield per plant and equivalent

area yield of different pepper varieties
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Appraisal Comparison and Screening Trial of

New Pepper Varieties

ZHU-Lin' ,YU Qin-zhi* , XU Yu-jian' ,DING Cheng-quan' ,TANG Xue-jun’ ,JIANG Yu-mei’
(1. Hezhou Vegetable Technical Extension Station, Hezhou, Guangxi 542800; 2. Guilin Eco-
nomic Crops Technology Extending Station,Guilin, Guangxi 541001)

Abstract: In order to screen out new pepper varieties which would be suitable for growing in Hezhou, taking 11

varieties of 3 different types of pepper as test materials, comparative trial was conducted. And the first fruit

site, plant height, fruit number per plant, fruit weight, fruit vertical diameter, horizontal diameter, indexes of

fruit shape and stress resistance were studied. The results showed that 4 varieties of Aoxuelyumei, Xiangla7,

Aoxuell4 and Aoxuell6 had high resistance to stress and high productive, Aoxuell4 and Aoxuell6 were su-

perior to the others.
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