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Abstract; T his study investigated the influence of different N, P, K proportioning fertilizers on elements contents of leaves

and pseudobulbs in cattleya(Cattleya mossiae v_reineckiana). The results indicated that N content was increased in leav
es and pseudobulbs of cattleya subjected by high N fertilizer. Although high P fertilizer had negligible effects on P con

tent of leaves from cattleya, it induced an increase in P content in pseudobulbs. We also found that exogenous Ca appl

cation could be fadlitated to the development of cattleya, as well as treated by fertilizer with differently proportional N,

P and K.
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