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Effect of Different Irrigation Amount on Plant Growth and Fruit Quality
of Cherry Tomato in the Greenhouse

ZHOU Yun,GAO Yan-ming, LI Jian-she
(College of Agriculture, Ningxia University, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021)

Abstract: Through control the soil moisture at the different levels by controlling the irrigation amount of per day per
plant under soil and matrix cultivated way to study on the effect of water stress had on the plant growth and fruit
quality. The results showed that plant height, stem diameter, leaf area,fruit weight and yeild gradually decreased with
the increase of ater stress. The watter stess inceased the soluble solid content,soluble solid-acid rations, the content of
vitamin C and the total sugar content. The water stess also inceased water producticity.
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Study on Matter Flow of Nitrogen,Phosphorus and Potassium
in Greenhouse Eco-economic System

LI Dong-sheng"?, LI Ping-ping” , WANG Jt-zhang® , ZHAO Qing-song”
(1. College of Economics and Management, University of South China, Hengyang, Hunan 421001 ;2. Ministry of Education Key Laboratory

of Modern Agricultural Equipment and Technology ,Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang, Jiangsu 212013)

Abstract: In order to investigate the rule of matter flow of nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium in greenhouse eco-

economic system,an experiment on multi-cropping patterns of cucumber and lettuce based on the best fertilization

prescription was made in experimental glasshouse of agricultural engineering institute of Jiangsu University by the

material of ‘No. 1 Jinyou’ cucumber and Italian lettuce. The results showed that, N uptake rate by vegetable was

56.04% ,N loss rate was 40. 38%4, P, O; uptake rate by vegetable was 55. 48% , P, O; loss rate was 31. 18%,K, O
uptake rate by vegetable was 42. 40%,K, O loss rate was 56. 17 %.
Key words: greenhouse; nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium;matter flow
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