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The Yield and Quality of Melon as Influenced by Different Levels
of Potasium, Calcium and Magnesium

TANG Xiao-fu LONG Ming-hua, YU Wenjin YANG Shang-dong QIN Rong yao
(Faculty of Argriculture, Guangxi Univercity, Nanning, Guangxi 530005 China)

Abstract; T he nutrient solution culture experiment w as carried out to study the effect of different potassium, calcium, and
magnesium levels on yield and quality of melon. The results showed that the treatment of potassium(490 mg/ L), calci-
um (206 mg/ L), magnesium (65 mg/ L) promoted the grow th and development of melon significantly . And also raised its
yield and quality. But each treatment of lower potassium (30 mg/ L) or lower calcium (10 mg/ L) or lower magnesium (5
mg/ L) delayed the grow th and development of melon obviously. At the same time decreased its yield and quality.
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Effect of Combined Application of Fly Ash and Organic Manures on Vegetative

Growth and Fruit Quality of Apple Trees

ZHANG Lin. HAN Zhen-hai, LI Tiarzhong XU Xuefeng
(Stress Physiology and Biothch Lab of Fruit Trees Beijing Agricultural University, Beijing 10094 China)

Abstract: Field experiments were conducted in Beijings suburb to study the effect of fly ash and organic manures combined

application in a different ratio and different technics on the vegetative growth and fruit quality of Fuji ‘apple. The re-

sults showed that the composting of chicken manures and fly ash could significantly reduce the pH value of fly ash com-

pared with the no chicken manures added in fly ash. Fly ash application could improve the Chlorophyll content and the

cyaniding content and these effects were in close relation to the application rates of fly ash. According to the criteria of

the quality standards for environment, the optional usage of fly ash was 500kg/ 667m’.
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