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The Effects of Synergist and Humic Acid Fertilizer
to the Yield and Quality on Tomatoes

KANG Zongli, LIU Yanji, YANG Yuhong

(College of Biological Science and Technology, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110161)

Abstract: By employing different efficiency enhancer — regent in the seedling stage and humic acid in
the vegetal period of tomato, the results showed that the efficiency enhancer regent and the humic acid
could remarkably make seedlings robust: the height of plants .the width of stems .the leaves number and
fresh weight of plants all improved greatly; and the activity of roots . the content of chlorophyll and the net
photosynthesis rate of leaves increased , thus the growth of seedlings were facilitated and the tomato yield
raised 30. 8%0; furthermore, the quality and the content of vitamine C of fruits were improved remarkably,
the content of soluble sugar increased appreciably, the content of organic acid and nitrate droped greatly ,
respectively.
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