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Abstract

The effects of transplanting time on the growth yield and quality of flue-cured tobacco in Qidong
County Hengyang City were studied through a randomized block field experiment. The results
showed that transplanting tobacco seedlings on March 6th was the most appropriate among dif-
ferent transplanting time treatments. The growth and development of tobacco plants which were
transplanted on March 6th were better, the yield, maturity and output value were higher, the
structure is looser and the oil content is abundant. Therefore, the best transplanting time of to-
bacco in Qidong County Hengyang City should be March 6th. By adopting the technology of deep
planting of seedlings under the film, the survival rate of tobacco seedlings can be improved, the
seedling returning period can be shortened, the field period of tobacco can be prolonged, the ma-
turity of tobacco can be improved, and the high-quality raw material demand of tobacco industry
enterprises can be fully guaranteed.
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Table 1. Observation of Main growth periods in different treatments (d)
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Table 2. Main agronomic characters of different treatments in different periods after transplanting (cm, slice)
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Table 3. Determination of yield and quality of flue-cured tobacco in different transplanting period (kg/mu, Yuan/mu,
Yuan/kg, %)
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Table 4. Comparison of appearance quality of cured tobacco leaves
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