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Rapid Propagation of Seedlings and Technology of Planting of Black Wolfberry

MA Jin-ping,LI Jian-guo, WANG Xiao,CHEN Xi, WANG Jia
(Research Institute of Wolfberry,Ningxia Academy of Agricultural and Forestry Science, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750013)

Abstract:On the basis of an introduction of botanical character and medicine value of black wolfberry, the seedling

technology of it was discussed from establishment of stout, softwood cutting nursery, seed propagation and so on; the

technology of planting and management of black wolfberry were described from park planning and remediation, seedlings

planting , fertilizer and water management, pruning, fruit picking and drying and so on,in order to provide some theoretical

basis and technical guidance for propagation of seedlings and technology of planting of black wolfberry.
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Table 1 Humic acid liquid foliar spray
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Table 2  Comparisons of different concentrations of

humic acid liquid foliar fertilizer on bean yield
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Table 3 Comparisons of different concentrations of

humic acid liquid foliar fertilizer on bean quality
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Table 4  Comparisons of different concentrations of
humic acid liquid foliar fertilizer on nitrate content
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Effects of Humic Acid Liquid Foliar Fertilizer on Yield and Quality of Greenhouse Beans

XU Ting,ZHOU Chuan-yu,ZHOU Chao, WU Lin-lin, YANG Hui-ying
(Qigihar Branch, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar, Heilongjiang 161006)

Abstract; The effects of different concentrations of liquid humic acid foliar fertilizer on yield and quality of two varieties of

beans ‘Zihuayoudou’ and ‘Jiangjunyidianhong”’were studied to provide scientific base for applying liquid humic acid foliar

fertilizer reasonably in quality vegetables planting by randomized block design with three replications in greenhouse. The

results showed that 600 times of dillution was the most effective among all concentrations of liquid humic acid foliar

fertilizer. The yield increased significantly in the two kinds of beans, ‘Zihuayoudou’ was 11. 6% , ‘ Jiangjunyidianhong’ was

9.8%. The quality was improved significantly. The content of soluble sugar, VC and protein content increased

significantly. The contents of nitrate in the two varieties of beans was declined in the concentration of 600 times of

dillution, ¢Zihuayoudou’ was 26. 393, ¢ Jiangjunyidianhong’ was 25. 6% respectively.
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