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Study on Application Effects of the Polypeptide Additive Fertilizer in the Melon

ZHOU Chuarryu', LANG Ying’, ZHOU Chao'
(1. The Qiqhar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences Qiqihas Heilongjiang 161041; 2. Bocheng Sugar Industry Limited
Company, Nehe, Heilongjiang 161041 )

Abstract: Took ¢ Caihong No.7 melon as test material, the effects of different treatment of polypeptide additive fertilizer
onyield quality and economic benefit of melon were studied. The results showed that polypeptide additive fertilizer could
increase significantly the yield and the quality of the melon. It could increase the fruit weight the fruit number and yield
per plant. The polypeptide additive fertilizer could increase significantly the content of soluble solid, protein, vitamin G,

sugar of the melon and lower significantly the content of nitrate. It could increase the yield and economic effidency of the
melon.
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