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Effects of Plant Spacing on Yields and Characters
in Red Pepper(Capsicum annuum L.)

Park, Yong Bong
Summary

This experiment was conducted to investigate the effects of various plant spacing on yields and growth
characters in red pepper.

The results obtained are:

1. At the closer plant spacings, the number of green fruits and fruit weights per plant decreased but
the total yields per 10a increased.

2. There was no difference among the treatments in fruit length and fruit width, but the number of
fruit per plant and the yield per 10a were increased.

3.  With wider plant spacing, the length of stem and lateral branches increased a little, but there was
no difference among the treatments in stem diameter and flesh thickness.

4. From the results, it is obviously necessary to observe the recommended plant spacing in order to
achieve high yields.
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Table 1. The effect of various plant spacing on the number of bearing flower,
harvesting fruit and the ratio of fruit setting in red pepper.

No. of bearing No. of Harvesting Ration of Flowering

treatment flower fruit fruit setting date

A 318 120 31.7% 5.30

B 320 123 38.4 5.29

C 350 134 38.5 5.29

-D 310 110 35.4 5.30

E 290 101 34.8 5.28
A: 60x50e8 B: 60 x70em C: 60x85cw D: 60 x 408 E: 60 x 30cm
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The effect of various plant spacing on the stem length, lateral branch

Table 2.
and flesh thick in red pepper.
No. lateral
Treqtment Stem length, Stem diameter branch Fruit thick
A 5.22 1.26 10.14 0.128
B 6.70 1.21 17.2 0.130
C 6.80 1.25 17.8 0.127
D 5.70 1.24 13.9 1.30
E 5.68 1.28 12.8 0.140

A-E, see table 1.
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Table 3. The effect of various plant spacing on the green fruit weight, red fruit
weight per plant and average weight per one fruit in red pepper.

Fruit weight per plant

Average wt. per one fruit

Treatment green fruit red fruit green fruit red fruit
A a2 ¢ 335 ¢ 4.50 ¢ 5.10
B 336 355 4.61 5.70
C 384 390 4,04 5.72
D 324 295 4.40 4.50
E 320 255 4.41 4.32

A-E, see table 1.
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