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Effects of Different Fertilizer Application on the Yield of Lettuce in Beijing Suburb

WEI Li', ZHANG Huarwei', GE Xiao-ying’
(1. TInstitute of A gricultural Science of Shunyi District, Beijing 101300, China; 2. College of Resource and Environmental Science China Agri-

cultural University, Beijing 100094 China)

Abstract: The 3414 " experiment of lettuce was carried out to study the effect of different N.P.K application on crop
yield to get the optimized fertilizer rate and the quantity of nutrient application. The result showed the optimum yield
was 18.82 t/hm’ with 139.45 kg/ hm’ nitrogen using literary and flat model. The yield was similar with the yield under
the treatment of N2P2K2. When stimulated the effect of P and K fertilizer, the result showed P application could improve

the yield of lettuce, but K couldn’ t.
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