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Table 1 Molasses alcohol wastewater nutritional label
£ N MR 2P0 R £ K0 TR AR HREE ARk HHLE
Total N Alkali-hydrolyzale Total P2Os Available K Total K2O Humic acid Valid Cu Valid Zn Valid Mg Organic matter pH {E
Jg+ L) niogen/Go LD /LD /GeLh /oL ) geLD  /mgeLoD)  J(mgeLD)  JamgeLh  jgeLh D
5.71 1. 33 0. 50 9. 54 11.7 55.0 18. 15 27.48 660 80. 01 3.99
L4 HHEath B ARSI R R B — B B R A R IR R Y
HESCEHE R SPSS 15. 0 44k 2, BUHA AR, Tp Ab 225 SRR B ALBE 33K
2 HERE4SH WOAEMLR K T, 325 31.48%. 28.34%. 124.48%.
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F Ty FOfIE 3. 96 % . 3 2 IR 40, fte F Y RE R V% i e
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Table 2 The effect of different fertilization on soil fertility
g AR AR TR AL
43 i . . . . . . pH {H
Total nitrogen Available nitrogen Available phosphorus Auvailable potassium Organic matter
Treatment pH value
/(g+kg™D) /(mg + kg™ 1) /(mg + kg™1) /(mg + kg™1) /(g+kg™D)
To 0.54 89. 11 3.39 56. 29 9. 47 6.14
T1 0. 63 119. 08 7.46 62. 54 9. 81 6.78
T 0.71 114. 36 7.61 76.73 10. 06 5.47
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Pl AL AR AT LR R A AR R R & W N s R 48, £
FEEHBME.
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Table 3 The effect of different fertilization on banana yield

kR L8/ I5 P
ab3g ik R .
Yield rate  Yield per plant Yield
Treatment Count Fruit index
/% /kg / (kg + hm™2)
T 7.50 137.33 98 18.74 34 710. 3
Te 7.17 132. 83 97 22.12 40 552.7
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Table 4 The effect of different fertilization on economic benefit
J./hm?
Ab¥a BA HEBA e FiE B s
Treatment Input Other input ~ Market Profile Additional revenue
T 21 924 39 720 86 776 25 132 —
Te 14 269 39 720 101 382 47 393 22 261
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Effect of Molasses Alcohol Wastewater and Fertilizer Matching Application on
Banana Yield and Soil Fertility

WU Dai-dong' ,SU Zu-xiang' ,MOU Hai-fei' , LIN Qian' , WEI Shao-long' ,PANG Chaoc-an? ,LIU Jie-yun' ,LI Xiao-quan' ,ZHANG Jin-zhong'
(1. Biotechnology Research Institute, Guangxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanning, Guangxi 530007 2. Changling Farm of Guangxi

Agriculture and Reclamation ,Shangsi,Guangxi 535514)

Abstract: The effect of molasses alcohol wastewater and fertilizer matching application on soil fertility, the yield and

economic benefit of banana were studied, and compared with conventional fertilizer. The results showed that molasses

alcohol wastewater and fertilizer matching application could increased total nitrogen, available phosphorus, available

potassium and organic matter in varying degrees, per plant yield increased 18.04%, increased additional revenue

22 261 RMB/hm®.

Keywords : molasses alcohol wastewater ;fertilizer ; banana;yield;soil fertility;economic benefit

192

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

