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The Impact of KNO: and KHPO: on Burgeon of Papaya

LI Jing', ZHANG Ling®, SUN Shu-xia'
(1. Horticulture Department, Sichuan Agricultural Academy of Sciences Chengdu Sichuan 610066, China 2. Xichang Agrcultural College
Xichang, Sichuan 625013, China)

Abstract; T his study explored the impact of KNO3 and KH2PO4 on breeding of papaya. This experiments designed 6 treat-
ments for spring papaya seedlings, the results showed that the effects of all the treatments, especially the signs of A, B
C and D treatments were more distinctive than the contrast, and the A treatment was best in all the treatments. The fur-
ther analysis of statistical showed that the model of fertilization should be based on root, and KNOs was best suited for
roots. In addition, KH2POswas most fit for spraying on the foliage, and the model of spraying on foliage can be act as
accessorial .
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