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Impact of Fertigation Intensities on Growth Yield and Quality of Greenhouse Lettuce

WANG Ke-wu's CHENG Ming', XIAO Chang kun’ WANG Hatyan’> HUANG Hui-ling?, CUI Yue an?, YANG Ming-yu?
(1. Beijing Agro-technical Extension Center, Beijing 100101; 2 Miyun Agro-technical Extension Centes M iyun, Beijing 101500)

Abstract; Biological traits physiological indices, quality and yield of lettuce under different fertigation intensities in
greenhouse were studied. The results showed that with the application of 1 350 m’/ hm’ fertilizer solution(0.4 g/ L), di-
ameler of lettuce ball, extension, number of leaves were significantly higher than other fertigation intensities. Mean-
while, chlorophyll content and maximum photochemical efficiency Fv/ Fm increased to a certain extent. Vitamin C con-
tent and net yield also reached the highest under this fertigation intensity, which was 1.65 mg/kg fresh weight and 46
178 kg/hm’ respectively.
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