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Effect of New Era Bio-organic Fertilizer on the Yield and Quality of Red Fuji Apple

MA Wen-zhe' ,MI Hong-bin®
(1. Institute of Biological Engineering, Yangling Vocational and Technical College, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100; 2. Organic Certification Center,
Northwest Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling,Shaanxi 712100)

Abstract: Taking ‘Yanfu No. 10’ red Fuji apple as material, the effect of different fertilizer treatments including new era
bio-organic fertilizer 2 250 kg/hm?, potassium sulfate pound fertilizer 2 250 kg/hm?,no fertilizer (CK) on yield and
quality of red Fuji apple were studied. The results showed that the yield of red Fuji apple tree increased by 20. 7% after
application of new era biological organic fertilizer,an average increase of 42. 7 g fruit weight,coloring rate increased 21. 2
percent point. Soluble solids increased 1. 6 percent point. Leaf fresh weight increased 13. 5 g,leaf area increased 4. 69 cm?,
and flower bud formation increased 13. Yield and quality had a significant improvement,and it provided a useful reference
for future green food apple production.
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Table 1 Effects of different treatment

concentrations on growth characters of cucumber

rem R Ev | BoRMK o LS
/cm /cm /cm /cm /cm
A 112.7 0. 8236 19. 4 21.9 18. 86
B 104.1 0. 8408 18.0 20.5 16. 30
C 110. 8 0. 8860 19.5 21.9 18. 00
D 115.4 0. 8472 17.0 19.5 15. 88
E 126.7 0. 9032 18.6 20. 8 15. 30
CK 103. 8 0. 8212 15. 8 19.4 16. 80
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Table 2 Effects of different concentrations treatments
on yield of cucumber
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Effects of Different Concentrations of Liquid Fertilizer ‘ Wujingao’ on
Growth Characters, Fruit Quality and Yield of Cucumber

DU Zhong-ping' ,NIE Shu-ming' ,GAO Wen-xing®
(1. Qinghai Key of Vegetable Genetics and Physiology, Research Institute of Horticulture, Qinghai Academy of Agriculture and Forestry,
Xining, Qinghai 810016;2. Inner Mongolia Yongye Nongfeng Bio-tech Limited Liability Company, Hohhot 010000)

Abstract: Taking ‘Beijing 402’ cucumber as material, the effect of five different concentrations of liquid fertilizer

‘Wujingao’ treatments on the growth conditions, fruit quality and yield of eco-organic type soilless culture greenhouse

cucumber were studied. The results showed that the comprehensive performance of the 25 times was better than others

concentrations, when treatment concentration was 25 times,the growth conditions,the fruit quality and yield of cucumber

were the best.
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