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Effect of Different Ratio of Adhensive in Seedling Clod
on the Seedling Growth of Cucumber

Al Dong-dong, ZHAO Rui, CHEN Jun-qin, HAN Xu
( College of Horticulture, Shenyang Agriculture University, Shenyang 110161, China)

Abstract ; Effect of different ratio of adhensive in seedling clod on the seedling growth and quantity of cu-

cumber was studied by using the No. 1 bilong seedling. The results showed that the different ratio of the

adhensives in seedling clod influenced greatly the seedling quantities of cucumber, increasing of the ratio

of the adhesive reduced the seedling quantity of cucumber and rate of clod dispersion. The treatment of

the volume ratio of 110 matrix to 1 adhesive had the best seedling quantity and -seedling clod formation,

the seedling quantity and seedling clod formation of the treatment of the volume ratio of 100 matrix to 1

adhesive was better and that of the volume ratio of 80 matrix to 1 adhesive was the worst.
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