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Abstract

A field experiment was conducted to investigate the inhibitory effect of different bud suppressors
on tobacco axillary buds in Qidong in 2021. The results showed that: The germination inhibition
rate of the three tested agents from high to low was 30% mevallobutrazol emulsion, 40% fluori-
deamine suspension agent and 36% secbutylamine emulsion, and the germination inhibition ef-
fect was above 75%. However, there was no significant difference in the germination inhibition
effect of the three agents through the difference analysis of SSR value determined by Duncan new
complex range method.
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Table 1. Agronomic traits in each plot 7 days after application
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B X PRtk A o K PR SRR R R eS|
- (cm) (F) (cm) (cm) (cm)
T1 X 84.2 14 80.9 27.3 9.6
T2 X 84.8 14 81.8 27.3 9.5
T3 X 84.1 14 81.2 27.9 9.7
T4 X 83.9 14 79.1 27.0 9.4
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Table 2. Average number of living buds over 2 cm per plant in each plot after application

2. ARENXEHEBE 2 om BTFIEFH

\ Wiz )5 14 d M2y )5 28 d Wizh 5 42 d
2 X 45k M PR BB Y EH B T3 KBk
Q) (%) ‘M (%) ‘™ (%)
T1 X 12 81.6 1.6 66.7 1.7 62.1
T2 X 1.0 84.6 0.9 81.0 1.1 74.2
T3 X 1.5 77.1 1.5 69.4 1.8 59.8
T4 [X 6.7 4.9 4.4
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Table 3. Experimental results of bud inhibition rate in each plot

%3, O RMFEMLRBAR

WE mWFE R GHRFE MR HREE MR TR EREE

X 3k (@ (%) (® (%) (@ (%) (%) PR E
Tl 102.55 74.84 90.85 76.21 78.10 77.98 76.34 ABC (abc)
T2 84.10 79.36 71.94 81.16 55.75 84.28 81.60 A (a)
T3 92.45 77.32 104.10 72.74 63.77 82.02 77.36 AB (ab)
T4 407.55 381.90 354.70

KPR, NGERGHIRIRE 1%H 5% KT

M 3 AR H, TI~T3 ZMASEZEFI PPN ZERARKIRN 76.34% 81.60%- 77.36%; {HL L H
T ZETR SSR A E 2 7 BE T, 3 D2 2R RO % I B ) 2 5+

4. RBERS1TR

M BRI HE M as KT xn, 20 36% A T RALMALIEHHE TABRA ). 30% T % M2k
W 2Lt (DY T AR HEAE DR IR ") AT 40% 51 i ) Qe M S A L E IR FR 2 7] ) IX =
FAZE AR A AT B B3 M s =R SR ZF 71 30% FF I o 475 R0 L X R R 5 R RIOR
B, 36% AT R AL 40% I8 T fii i 7R MR B2 B A A R AR 2 . =R sl 2 U i 2 %
M FMRHEFIIR N 30% 5« A RO LI L 40% T i 2771 36% T R FLM, 02 BURILE 75% L
b, BB R AL SSRENE 7= R BEIE T, 3 DRI AR A R E SR B,
FESKBRA P, R R IR B B BRI A, 5 T A R, AR b N VR A,
BN, ST TR, SRR, R 2 Vs, R .

SE 3k
(11 k<gs, SHEME, Wik, & RERERAE PSR B ED]. ZBAOLE, 2008, 36(32): 14161-14162,
14213.
2] ERE, BV MR RS R EEE, 1996(3): 34-38.
3] BRMlEE, TROE, sk, & JERHZER R I A k] MR, 2003(6): 46-48.
4] BRgE, ERE, BiEAR, & EIZERIM R B SN ZEURIEENE, 2002(5): 792-796.
]

dkokFE, FTF, ArRmE TURNIZET A0 25 2R R R 4 76 B BR AR [T). BEE S 3REE . 2003(2): 41-42.
6] Hiit, mWEAER, Mg, ORISR E R AR08 [I]. IAREERE, 2009(19): 166-167.

71 BRUSAK, PRSI, HmeML, S =h s R R0 B A S O L T]. WAL L, 2003, 34(4): 18-20.

8] LRI MHRLHIZFIN R K AEAD]. S EERSF T, 2006, 26(9): 34-35.

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2021.1111131 983 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2021.1111131

	不同抑芽剂对烟草腋芽抑制效果研究报告
	摘  要
	关键词
	Inhibitory Effect of Different Bud Suppressors on Tobacco Axillary Buds
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 材料与方法
	2.1. 供试药剂与来源
	2.2. 试验地点选择
	2.3. 试验设计与处理
	2.4. 药效调查与计算方法

	3. 结果与分析
	3.1. 各处理组烟株在施药后7 d农艺性状调查结果
	3.2. 各处理组烟株在施药后14 d、28 d、42 d超过2 cm的活芽数量调查结果
	3.3. 各处理组烟株在施药后42 d采集超过2 cm的活芽重量调查结果

	4. 试验结论与讨论
	参考文献

