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Abstract

The effects of transplanting time on the growth, yield and quality of flue-cured tobacco in south of
Hunan province were studied through a randomized block field experiment. The results showed
that transplanting tobacco seedlings on March 7th were the most appropriate among different
transplanting time treatments. The growth and development of tobacco plants which were trans-
planted on March 7th were better, and the yield and output value were higher. Therefore, the best
transplanting time of tobacco in south of Hunan province should be March 7th.
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Table 1. Observation on the main growth stages of different treatments
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Tl 12.20 2.28 3.22 4.6 5.11 6.27 119
T2 12.20 3.7 3.29 4.15 5.19 7.4 120
T3 12.20 3.15 45 4.18 5.25 7.5 113
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Table 2. The main agronomic characters in each period after transplanting under different treatments
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T1 9.6 9.85 16 78.1 21 5.66
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T3 102.7 9.62 17 712 19.2 6.04
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Table 3. Determination of flue-cured tobacco yield in different transplanting stages
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T3 147.24 3436.58 23.34 48.15 32.18
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Table 4. Comparison of appearance quality of original smoke
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