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Aplication Test of Compound Microbial Fertilizer of HUM on Benincasa hispida

ZHANG Curping
(Guangxi Institute of Botany, Guangxi Zhuangzu Autonomous Regine and A cademia Sinica, Guilin 541006, China)

Abstract; A trial of the compound microbial fertilizer of HUM effecting on Benincasa hispida was done by contrasting
with ordinary compound fertilizer mixing with Calcium , Magnesium, Phosphate fertilizer. During the course of the trial,
studied the phonological time, the growth tendency, the habit and characteristic of blossoming and fruiting. The result
showed that: after fixed planting 26 days, contrasted with CK, the average number of leaf on main vine was over 2.4
the average length of the main vine was higher 37. 68 cm, first female and male flowers on the main vire position were
lower than those of CK. the flower season advanced 2 ~5 days the yields increased by 12.47% ~45.62% . Therefore
the effects of using the compound microbial fertilizer were more than those of using the ordinary compound fertilizer.
Using 150 kg in every acre was optimum.
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