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Table 1 The comparison of different treatments on eggplant yield
4= 5 5 Longzagie No. 5 #7i 15 Chungie No. 1
Trffim SEIB/ A k! R /g AN kg 5B/ A R R/ g N kg
Fruit number Fruit weight Plot yield Fruit number Fruit weight Plot yield
CK T.lc 125.6 d 20. 84 ¢ 7.7d 120.8 ¢ 19.53 ¢
M1 8.7b 133.6 cd 24.41 be 8.2 cd 138.5 b 29.98 ab
M2 9.8 ab 148.2 b 30. 50 ab 9.5 b 150.3 a 23.85 b
M3 10.4 a 154.1 a 33.66 a 10.1 a 145.7 ab 30.75 a
M4 7.9 be 135.3 ¢ 25.29 b 8.5¢ 121.3 ¢ 22.65 b

T R BR Y 3 BT A [BAT BT IS AN /NS FRER R Duucan's B 2 4R 22 K 3 500 W& K. TR,

Note: Data in the table are the average of 3 replicates; The different lowercase letters in the same column mean significant at 0. 05 lev-

el by Duncan’s SSR. The same below.
2.2 ARAAEBEHERHEEERRENTTFERAR
A0

2.2.1 XRRE KB R @kIe R E S HF TR R
FasePa MR 2ATUEN, FE IR0 5
5 M3 AbER R T R S A 4. 07 mge gl B
B Hk R M2 A FEA (4. 01 mgeg’) & T M1 4k
F(3.73 mgeg') 5 CK A F (3. 61 mgeg') Z i
EZFAREI, LT KA P W E & T CK 4b#
SEEREM LS E M3 AT AT R LS R
3.98 mgeg ' H . KR M1 AbFR AT MR
Tt 3.95 meeg AR E T HES L R T
M4 4B (3. 74 mgeg') 5 CK A (3. 59 mg-g")
ZRAREEA e KA AR T CK AR B,
2.2.2 AR KBS & T\ e IE K T e F g A E
CHEHm MNER2ALIEW,ERLMS 5
AP L, M3 b H 4R C i 145, 3 mg-kg' i

i HROE M2 bR A 3R C & i 141, 6 mgekg',
BT M4 ZbFR(122. 2 mgekg!) Hb, Ho w4 b FRER
WEET CK AR, FEHM 15 L M3 4B 4
AR C & 148.5 mgekg ' f i bR T M4 4bBERY
4erE 3R C & 124, 8 mgekg' fb, Ho & Ak BEAR
BEmET CK b3,

2.2.3 TEAB R @R ES T TREE
BAEAF 0 Ha DT SO S I B
Mr E&RIE A0 5 5 b, M3 &b B ] 5 P O
B (3. 48 Vo) B, Hk g2 M1 AR FEAY (3. 21 %),
2R Em THESLAM EHEMN 15 1,
M3 4b B %) T i M ROME 1 B (3. 2500 Femr , HER
& M1 AREEAY (3. 12%0) . Bk T M4 ZbHE (2. 60%)
5 CK AbH (2. 33%0) Z [0 22 57 KN i 3 4k, e %%
Qb PRER 1 2 e T CK b3,

R2ARAARBERMEEERESHFEFRRELEER

Table 2 The comparison of different treatments on eggplant nutrition quality

W24 %h 5 5 Longzaqie No. 5
AR N AR/

# i 15 Chungie No. 1
R B it

b ) $rER CHE/  nIEHERRES R/ X N i Coht/  wEb R AR/ %
mgeg !FW mgeg !FW
Treatment . . mgekg!FW Total soluble . . mgekg ! FW Total soluble
Soluble protein . A Soluble protein . o
Vitamin C content sugar content Vitamin C content sugar content
content content
CK 3.61 ¢ 118.8 ¢ 2.45 ¢ 3.99 ¢ 120.6 ¢ 2.33 ¢
M1 3.73 be 132.5 b 3.21 ab 3.95 ab 138.7 b 3.12 ab
M2 4.01 ab 141.6 ab 2.71 b 3.80 b 140.8 b 2.84 b
M3 4.07 a 145.3 a 3.48 a 3.98 a 148.5 a 3.25a
M4 3.86 b 122.2 be 2.72 b 3.74 be 124.8 ¢ 2. 60 be
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Table 3 The comparison of different treatments on eggplant security and health quality

24 %h 5 5 Longzaqie No. 5 # i 15 Chungie No. 1

b iR h & it/ R i/ e/ iR h & it/ R i/ FOT e/

Treatment mg kg1 FW mgeg ' FW mg-kg ' FW mg-kg ! FW mg+g ' FW mg-kg! FW
Nitrate content Flavonoids content Rutin content Nitrate content Flavonoids content Rutin content

CK 316.2 a 9.45 ¢ 8.23 ¢ 312.1 a 9.54 ¢ 8.53 ¢

Ml 311.3 ab 11.12 b 9.76 ab 307.3 b 10.26 b 9.52 b

M2 295.5 ¢ 12.36 ab 9.15 b 291.4 be 10. 56 ab 10.68 a

M3 290.9 ¢ 12.42 a 10. 34 a 287.2 ¢ 11.39 a 9.55 ab

M4 310.5 b 9.78 ¢ 8.98 be 311.8 ab 9.92 be 8.62 be
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