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Effect of Physical Sighs and Tuber Yield of Potato in Vegetable under Plant Nutrients

TIAN Feng', ZHANG Yong cheng’ ZHANG Feng-jun’, WANG Chong ying'

(1. College of Agriculure and Animal Husbandry Qinghai University Xining Qinghai 810016 2. Qinghai Academy of A griculiure and
Forestry Sciences Xining, Qinghai 810016)

Abstract: Taking ‘ Qingshuliuhao’ patato as material, the content of chlorophyll, photosy nthetic rate and the yield of
potato tubers were determined. The results showed that the first spray Quanjiafu and Hailvsw content of chlorophyll a
in potato leaves more obvious increased, the second, after spraying Quanjiafu and Hailvsu, the content of chlorophyll a,
chlorophyll b and total chlorophyll, photosynthetic rate increased less. Quanjiafu and Hailvsu ould improve the content
of chlorophyll a , chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll content, so enhancing the photosynthetic rate, and finally
increased the yield of potato tubers.
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