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Table 1
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The comparison of different concentrations of humic

acid liquid foliar fertilizer on yield of Chinese cabbage

T ANKCT 37 g P2 /e b B/ %
Plot yield Yield Yield increasing rate

CK 102.96 d 85800 d —

1 104.08 d 86775 d 1. 09

2 110.25 b 91920 b 7.08

3 114.75 a 95640 a 11.45

4 113.13 ab 94320 ab 9.88

5 107.28 ¢ 89445 ¢ 4.20

T PR 3 W P 3 IR 9B 5 R R /NS SE R R Duncan's B 2 M 2 4688 520 R FHKF. TR

Note:Data in the table are the average of 3 replicates. The different lowercase letters in the same column mean significant difference

at 0. 05 level by Duncan’s SSR. The same below.
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Table 2 The comparison of different concentrations of humic

acid liquid foliar fertilizer on quality of Chinese cabbage

e AR R/ # CK/% AR AR/ # CK/% VC &t/ B CK/%
Treatment mgeg ' FW Compared mgeg 'FW Compared mgekg ! FW Compared
Soluble sugar content with CK Soluble protein content with CK VC content with CK
CK 12. 14 ¢ — 16.74 ¢ — 179.6 ¢ —

1 11.76 d —3.13 16.89 ¢ 0.90 181.1 ¢ 0. 84

2 12. 45 be 2.55 17.52 b 4. 66 185. 8 be 3.45

3 13.12 ab 8.07 18.39 a 9. 86 194.9 ab 8.50

4 13.72 a 13.01 17.81 ab 6.39 200.3 a 11.53

5 12.83 b 5.68 17.13 be 2.33 191.6 b 6.68
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Fig. 1 The comparison of different concentrations of

humic acid liquid foliar fertilizer on nitrate content
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Effects of Humic Acid Liquid Foliar Fertilizer on
Yield and Quality of Chinese Cabbage

XU Ting,ZHOU Chuan-yu,ZHOU Chao, WU Lin-lin, YANG Hui-ying

(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar, Heilongjiang

161006)

Abstract: In order to use reasonably humic acid liquid foliar fertilizer to increase yield of Chinese cabbage. the

effects of different concentrations of liquid humic acid foliar fertilizer on yield and quality of Chinese cabbage

were studied by randomized block method. The results showed that 600 times of dilution was the most effective

among all concentrations of liquid humic acid foliar fertilizer, the yield was increased significantly. reached

95 640 kgehm?,and was 11. 45% more than CK. With the concentration of 600 times of dilution, the quality

was improved significantly.the content of soluble sugar,protein and VC was increased significantly, the content

of nitrate in the Chinese cabbage was declined.
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