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Research the Influence of Organic and Chemical Fertilizer to
the Spinach’ s Output and Quality

PATIM AN ° Abdurahiman', MATSUNAKA Teruo?, QIN Yong'

(1.College of Horticulture, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumqi 830052 China; 2. Department of Daity Sciene Raku Nogakuen University
Ebetsu. Hokkaido 069-8501, Japan)

Abstract: This experiment studied influence of cow s dung compost and chemical fertilizer to spinachs output and quality.
The results showed that to fertilizing the cow s dung compost may enhance content of the spinachs vitamin C, the w hole
sugar and the redudng sugar, reduces content of the spinachs nitrate nitrogen but it is not obvious to increase output.
The employment chemical fertilizer although may enhance spinachs output, but reduce content of spinachs vitamin C, the
whole sugar and redudng sugar, and rise content of nitrate nitrogen.
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