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The experiment was conducted at the lowa State University
Horticulture greenhouse in Ames, IA, USA. A split plot
randomized complete block design with four replications was
used with growing method as the whole plot factor and media
as the subplot factor. ‘Marketmore 76’ cucumbers and ‘Yankee
Bell’ peppers were seeded in 50-cell flats and soil blocks made
with Johnny’s Selected Seeds Stand-up 12 Soil Blocker (Fig. 1 &
3). Seedling emergence data was collected for cucumbers 10
days after seeding (DAS) and for peppers 15 DAS (Table 1 & 2).
Plant count data was collected at the time of first destructive
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performed similarly in flats and soil blocks across many metrics.
* Cucumber transplants had a lower dry weight in soil blocks.
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Figure 11. Pepper stem diameter and plant height 50 DAS in 2023 by method and by growing media.
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