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Abstract

The purpose of spraying bud inhibitor for Platanus is to control the reproductive growth, inhibit
the formation of pollen and growth of ovary or fruit, thus reduce the Plant tidbits, pollen of the
sensitinogen and reduce the quantity and size of fruit, at the same time promote the growth of
plant nutrition. Through spraying the bud inhibitor to the branches of the tree and its soil, the ar-
ticle compares physiological indexes with Blank Control Group. These physiological indexes in-
clude soluble sugar, protein content, total nitrogen, total phosphorus content, and the content of
available nitrogen and available phosphorus in the soil. Experimental results show that the flower
bud inhibitor spraying or not is no significant difference on physiological indexes. It shows that
the flower bud inhibitor does not impact on the soil.
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Table 1. The content of soluble sugar (ng/g)
=1 UEMESEQY)

W5 H 4H3H S5H15H 7H27H 9H21H
BB 15 105.78 99.23 95.89 90.65
BRARMN3 5 106.56 96.54 93.88 92.37
BRAKM 4 5 103.34 100.45 99.65 99.60

XTHERRAH 0 5 112.41 108.57 105.77 110.54
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Table 2. The content of protein content (mg/g)
*2. EAREE(mgly)

T H 4H3H S5H15H 7H27H 9H21H
BB 15 0.040 0.048 0.076 0.087
BB 3 5 0.053 0.061 0.088 0.082
BRAHA 4 5 0.043 0.051 0.075 0.088

XTHERRAH 0 5 0.048 0.050 0.073 0.077
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Table 3. The content of total nitrogen (ng/g)
=3 2REEy)

W5 H 4H3H S5H15H 7H27H 9H21H
BB 15 1.102 1.201 1.714 1.676
BRARM3 5 1.012 1.112 2.023 1.734
BB 4 5 0.970 1.790 2.116 1.366

HHERRZH 0 5 0.991 1.014 1.623 1.635
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Table 4. The content of total phosphorus (ug/g)
F4. EHEEy)

B H 4H3H 5HI15H 7H27H 9H21H
BB 15 1.423 1.474 1.501 1.532
BRARMN3 5 1.314 1.422 1.465 1.562
BRAKM 4 5 0.789 1.123 1.200 1.450

WTHEFEL 0 5 0.756 1.021 1.125 1.225
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Table 5. The content of available nitrogen (g/Kg)
5 BHASE(YKe)

W5 H 4H3H S5H15H 7H27H 9H21H
BB 15 68 .1 67.8 101.6 89.3
BB 3 5 70.2 46.7 1122 70.4
BRAKM 4 5 473 65.4 119.4 98.8

ITHRFELL 0 5 60 .4 56.3 1114 87.2
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Table 6. The content of available phosphorus (g/Kg)
= 6. FHMEZE(Ke)

T H 4H3H 5HI15H 7H27H 9H 21 H
BRARM 15 343 57.4 65.9 57.5
BB 3 5 39 4 67.4 69.4 68.5
BRARM 4 5 46 3 56.6 67.5 33.6
St HEARRZL 0 5 56 .2 67.4 57.7 33.7
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