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Table 1 Experimental treatment
2530/ W v T 5 7))
ﬂ‘ﬂ;’ ?Eif'l Ju”:HH% 1%%77% fmxﬁfﬁ
(mL+(100 m*)')  Method of application
Treatments Potion
The dosage (Spraying on the leaf)
1(CK) ZH 0 22 kg 7k
2 GT-S 44 44 mL 2558 A 22 kg 7K
3 GT-S 88 88 mL 257 i A 22 kg /K
4 GT-S 220 220 mL 257 5 A 22 kg 7K
5 GT-S 440 440 mL 57| 5 A 22 kg 7K
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Table 2 Effects of different treatments on yield of Chinese cabbage

fb 3 H Bk 5 E / em i 58 B/ cm M2 R/ (gokg ) AR/ ke W/ %
Treatments Plant height Leaf width Chlorophyll content Yield of 100 plants Yield increased rate
1(CK) 18.06 e 5.47 e .66 d 2.20d
2 19. 66 d 5.67 d .15 ¢ 2.77 ¢ 25.91
3 20.49 ¢ 5.95 ¢ .25 b 3.50 b 59.09
4 22.69 a 6.64 a 3.58 a 4.21 a 91. 36
5 21.59 b 6.34 b 38.75 ¢ 3.43 b 55.91

AE/NGFERERIRFE 0. 05 KFERF BFE(P<0.05) ., F.

Different lowercases mean sigrificant difference at 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Fig. 1 The effects of different treatments on nitrate

content of Chinese cabbage
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Fig. 2 The effects of different treatments on
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soluble sugar content of Chinese cabbage
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Fig. 4 The effects of different treatments on

free amino acid content of Chinese cabbage
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Effect of GT-S Foliar Fertilizers into Surface of
Leaves on Yield and Quality of Chinese Cabbage

ZHANG Yu-lei
(Agrochemical Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150086)

Abstract; In order to improve the market competitiveness of agricultural products, promote sustainable agricul-

tural development, through field plot experiments, the influence of spraying GT-S foliar fertilizer on yield and

quality of Chinese cabbage was studied. The results showed that spraying GTS foliar fertilizer obviously en-

hanced the plant height,leaf width,chlorophyll content and yield of Chinese cabbage. Meanwhile, spraying GTS

foliar fertilizer significantly reduced the nitrate content with the maximum drop of 45. 37%. Moreover, it

markedly improved the content of soluble sugar, soluble protein and free amino acid in Chinese cabbage with the

maximum augment of 37, 33% ,47.36% and 18. 20% respectively. Taken together,spraying GTS foliar fertiliz-

er is one of the effective methods of enhancing yield,reducing the nitrate content and improving quality of Chi-

nese cabbage.

Keywords: Chinese cabbage;chitin;nitrate;soluble sugar;soluble protein;free amino acid
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