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Abstract: This experiment takes kales as materials, using the method of experiment with the single factor
and random arrangement design, to study the effect of drought treatments on growth and development char-
acteristics of kales at seedling stage. Results indicate that drought treatments have insignificant effects on
plant height, stem diameter and launched degrees, but have remarkable effects on leaf number. Overall kales
which were set in drought for four days have a good development, followed by drought for six days, but
those which were set in drought for eight days grow poorly.
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Figure 1. Effects of drought treatment on plant height
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Table 1. Variance analysis of the impact of different drought
treatments on plant height
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Figure 2. Effects of drought treatment on stem diameter
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Figure 3. Effects of drought treatment on leaf number
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Figure 4. Effects of drought treatment on the degree of carry out
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