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Table 1 Basic physical and chemical properties of the tested soil
FRALAE AR LI/ 7% i fife 6L/ A/ R/ (gokg!
4{6? F HHLE | SRUY BBY Y i it 2L R R g gh
Physical and Organic (mg+kg!) (mg+kg!) Rapid pH
Total N.  Total P.  Total K.

chemical indicators matter Available N.  Rapid available P. available K.

AR 3.21 0.201 0.109 0.132 156 78 110 6.89
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Table 2 The effect of different treatments on eggplant physiological indexes
4 3 Wi/ em ZEHL/em FE R L EB A/ (g BT R BT/ (g B D

Treatments

Plant height

Stem diameter  Fresh weight of aboveground plant Dry weight of aboveground plant

1 62.42 b 0.98 b 62.00 b 13.05 b
2 66.08 a 1.01 a 67.33 a 14.79 a
3 63.00 b 0.99 b 64.83 b 13.49 b
CK 56.25 ¢ 0.93 ¢ 54.33 ¢ 11.16 ¢
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Table 3 Effect of different treatments on the biochemical index

Jib £

Treatments

[LRGR AT

Solubility sugar

ANAPEE H & i/ (mg-g ) H RS % MERER A/ Ik AL ) i P/
Soluble protein Reducing sugar (mgeg!) (Us(gemin)™)

content content content Chlorophyll content Peroxidase activity
1 0.1427 a 11.62 b 0.0258 a 52.50 b 2598 ab
2 0.1405 a 13.20 a 0.0234 a 54.62 a 2670 a
3 0.1137 b 11.06 b 0.0187 b 53.53 b 2464 b
CK 0.0917 ¢ 6.58 ¢ 0.0075 de 47.91 ¢ 1730 ¢
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Table 4 Effect of different treatments

on yield characters

PR RORE/ SRR

e Y
(g4 (CORY7 ) =/ %
Ab B (g%
Average Average Increase
Treatments Total
weight of number yield
yield
single fruit of fruit
1 56. 41 5.2 879.97 b 12. 82
2 57.58 5.5 950.00 a  21.79
3 54. 87 5.3 872.43 b 11.84
CK 51.17 4.7 780.01 ¢ -
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