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Fig. 1 The growth state of lettuce under different treatments
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Table 1 Effect of different treatments on the leaf number, fresh weight,dry weight and dry matter content of lettuce
hb3 B RSP 2y 2 B Rk BRTE TR &=
Treatment Averaged leaf number per plant/ /> Fresh weight per plant/g Dry weight per plant/g Dry matter content/ %
1(CK) 4.2 0. 547 0. 048 8.8
2 5.3 0. 645 0. 055 8.5
3 6.3 1. 688 0. 130 7.7
4 7.0 1. 771 0.128 7.2
5 7.2 2.508 0.182 7.3
6 7.4 2.813 0. 205 7.3
7 8.0 3. 868 0. 288 7.4
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Fig. 2 Effect of different treatments on

the chlorophyll content of lettuce
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Fig. 3 Effect of different treatments on

the soluble sugar content of lettuce
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Effect of Pleurotus eryngii Bran on Lettuce Growth

LIU Ming-guang, GONG Xue-mei,ZHANG Xin-hong, WANG Ping
(Fuyang Vocational and Technical College,Fuyang, Anhui 236031)

Abstract; Taking lettuce as test material, with different ratio of Pleurotus eryngii bran cultivation of lettuce,on average

every tree fresh weight,dry weight,leaf number,leaf chlorophyll content,soluble sugar content and dry matter content as

the indexes, the effects of Pleurotus eryngii bran on lettuce growth were studied. The results showed that suitable

Pleurotus eryngii bran could promote the lettuce growth, promote chlorophyll synthesis, increase the yield of oil and

wheat food;but the influence on dry matter and the content of soluble sugar of lettuce has no obvious regularity.
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