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Table 1

on selenium content in fruit

Effect of selenium leaf fertilizer
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Table 2 Effect of selenium foliar fertilizer

and base fertilizer on selenium content in fruit

iy e/ RSOF IS/ (pgekg D)
Foliar (kgehm?) Average selenium
fertilizer Base fertilizer content in {ruit
al b1 103 gG
b2 120 fF
b3 155 eE
a2 bl 158 eE
b2 190 dD
b3 215 bB
a3 bl 189 dD
b2 205¢C
b3 237 aA
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Table 3 Comparison of differences between
different levels of selenium foliar fertilizer

and base fertilizer

i3 ST A/ g kg
Treatments Average selenium content in fruit
200 105. 0 aA
400 90.5 bB
600 68.8 cC
fif7k CK 48.8 dD

pusil LSS S0/ (pgekg D)
Treatments Average selenium content in fruit
al 126 cC
az 188 bB
a3 210 aA
bl 150 cC
b2 171 bB
b3 202 aA

AR NG FRER R 257 B3 (P<0.01 8,0.05), K .
Different capital and lowercase letters mean significant differ-
ence at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Comparison on Fertilization Methods in Se Enrichment
Cultivation of Guankou Grape

JIANG Ze',LI Qi-meng’ ,SUN Zhi-hui?
(1. Eeshi Polytechnic, Enshi 445000, China; 2. Lichuan Nanping Township Agricultural
Technology Service Center, Lichuan 445410, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the effective method of selenium enrichment production of grape,we first explored
the effects of different concentration of Se foliar fertilizer on Se content in fruit with single factor randomized
trial design.and then investigated the best combination of Se foliar fertilizer and Se base fertilizer with two fac-
tors split plot experiment. The results showed that the Se content of grape fruit was significantly increased by
applying Se foliar fertilizer,and the highest was 105 pg+kg'. The best combination of Se enriched grape was
the winter application of Se base fertilizer 2 000-3 000 kgehm™® plus the four times spraying 400-200 times Se
foliar fertilizer in the growth period. the fruit Se content could reach the qualified standard 200 pgekg',and the
highest could reach 237 pg-kg"'. The application of Se base fertilizer plus Se foliar fertilizer could produce qual-
ified Se enriched Guankou grape.

Keywords : Guankou grape;Se enriched grape;Se base fertilizer;Se foliar fertilizer; Enshi
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Effect of Light and Regulator on Physiological
Indexes and Flowering of Bougainvillea

ZHONG Lian-xiang' , MA Yue-feng’, HUANG Xu-guang', MA Yong-lin°, GUO Cheng-lin®,
LU Yan-song' ,YI Ping-wang'

(1. Nanning Landscape Architecture Scientific Research, Nanning 530011, China;2. Plant Protection
Research Institute, Guangxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Nanning 530007 , China)

Abstract; In order to improve the ornamental quality of Bougainvillea,with four years of Bougainvillea Brilliant Red
as experimental material. the influence of different light quality.growth regulator and purple light 4+ growth regulator
on the flowering and other physiological indicators of Bougainvillea was studied. The results showed that under pur-
ple,red, white and natural light, purple light was more favorable to the synthesis of chlorophyll, promoted the forma-
tion of buds and improved the ornamental value of flowers. After spraying PPy, GA, DPC and CCC 45 d,
750 mgekg' PPis; performs best,the number of flower reached 116. 67 ; Purple light +750 mgekg' PPss; could effec-
tively promote the synthesis of chlorophyll in plants,the chlorophyll content reached 51. 23 mg*g chlorophyll, had ob-
vious interactions, the number of flower reached 146. 00,and significantly higher than CK.

Keywords : Bougainvillea;flowering regulation; light; quality; regulator
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