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Abstract

Water soluble fertilizer containing humic acid was tested on a new variety of Chaotian pepper
named “Sakura 10”. The experiment showed that “water-soluble fertilizer containing humic acid”
could obviously increase fruit setting rate and yield effect in the production of three cherry pep-
per.
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AR, B T AR AE A BTG, SHRTTERE E d AR . N T 5 3,
S5 G IR # AL 77 EARAE R, JRAT 2 T A SR

2. 5 HE
2.1. Bt

I T 2016 FE e HEE N LA £ T-ORKRHE, LFovbEL, Bk 1%, SHEE#RS>SE: B
MU 12.3 g/lkg, % 58.5 mg/kg, HEAHE(P,Os) 26.6 mg/kg, H A4 (K,0) 141 mglkg, RIEEAEYI/NEE, HE
VEMIE R, SRR 22 FHAC RGBS B I 28 =48 10 5 "B IERA & T 5 B A IR R (B HE R > 3.0%,
N + P,0s + K,0 > 20%), ZJEk} 22 B 4xF= 4R 251k T4 PRA 44t

2.2. WEFE

WG =P =B, BHLXAHS], DX 36 m?.

AEFE 1. FWHUEHE + SERAERL 500 £, T EORE . S5 R, RS i, SLm =K.

AbEE 2. HHUBAE + SACEE 1 [FIHAMHN IR R 500 £

AbFE 3. HRLEAE.

TR0 AE 2 1 ST PUE ML Bl AT, HEHLENE Y. BAMEFIRE 2 Rk, H—REEKE 15 kg,
HAHE 20 kg, 5 IXETHEMEE AR 30 kg. iZAKH T 5 H 20 HEW@G H 26 HEW) [1], 43T 7 H 2
H. 8 H11 H. 9 A 14 HIHMTWiMi AL, 10 A 6 HUGEE. WEREH S /NX Blcic 7=, - [FFEAT H )8
R HER[2] [3]. BRI FRTE T RER B AR A, A A B il (R — A AR 2R

23 R RpMEAERENSKRESR

RIGHAT BRI A 6. ERE A B N R, WA E TR KRR, A
B KRS Re i, Ui, el AR . AFBmWimdbR, BB meE X, FKHNZ R
7. WESH, HEEG-5 H) TN, AREEXDZ; HF(6~8 H)%H, WEES; KFO~11 H)
KEAE, "MFEEN; XFETAPOWNS . £ T8 H BN 2188.8 /. F VI 13.7C, SIRME
TR R ZETE, WASRREA . EEENR, &AH 1 HPY-13C, &#AH 7 HFRIE 27C.
PR A 15.9°C. 1 HRIF-1.6°C: 7 A3 30.9°C. - [KE 596.7 2K, HFFEK
R KEBIE 7 A, FIME 180 =K. ARMKE/NE 12 Afy, P 4.1 =K. “FRYIFEHBN 10
H28H, ZFEHMH N4 H2H.
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Table 1. Field survey and examination statistics

* 1. HEEESEMgITR

4bER () JRE SR (%) AR (g) TR (g)
1 8 93.2 25 5.2
2 6 86.4 18 4.9
3 6 85.5 16 47

Table 2. Statistical table of results of dried pepper production
2. THIFEEREITR

AN B (kg/36m? SZ77) Yra e AR 1, AbFE 2 HEHLE QOHE 1 5403 2
e I 1l il Sy (kg) +kg/ T +% +kg/FF +%
1 21.7 22.3 22.4 22.1 409.5 61.2 176 55.6 15.7
2 18.6 19.3 195 19.1 353.9 5.6 16
3 18.4 18.8 19.1 18.8 348.3

3. REE RS
3.1. BiiE “SEEERKEERN" MEREEFE RN

RPN = AP = R E G P E B S TR AR KIS IERL” S T BRI AR R R 1
A LASSN, AbEE 1 5E LB EAE L RERRIE RS N T 2 4, Ak 6000 AR[1], mESNALF % 12,000 4,
JER RS T 7.7%, BREMINT 099, TREHIINT 059; 43 1 542 2 HELHHRAFEIGINT 2
A, ik 6000 AR[1], mWIEINAE 2L 12,000 4>, HEREIEE T 6.8%, IR HEMINT 0.79, TR EE N
T 039, BEHITE X BUE AR AL b, Wi KV S AR AERL” . BN T BARAE PR SR TR
R, W TR E, TRE,
3.2. il “SEEERKEER" =200

MEE 2 ATLVEH, Wil SRR KA IERL” AT DU Rt s S B, AbEE 1 S A0EE 2 X, P
B iG = 55.6 kg, 1772 16.7%; AP 1 HE PGB LA, SFIEIE 61.2 kg, /T 17.6%; AbFE 2
5 BUBIEALL, P EEr= 5.6 kg, 357 1.6%.
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