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Effects of Different Fertilizer Ratio on Potato Quality and Yield
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Abstract: The effects of different fertilizers (N,P,K,B) ratio on potato osmotic adjustment substances
contents, dry weight, quality and yield were studied by L,(3") orthogonal design,so as to select the fer-
tilizer ratio to improve yield and quality of potato in Ningxia. The results showed that the combinations of
N3 3759 Pacaas) Kooy Biooy and Ny 3550 Py ans) Ky 120 B3(o.00) had the highest proline and soluble sugar contents
in potato, which were conducive to potato growth and development;the combinations of N, ¢ 5 Pyos)
Koy Biooy > Nogisz.s) Pacinn sy Kaceoy Baco.ssy » Nacisz. sy Picoy Kooy Bsco.oo) Were beneficial to improve the quality
of potato; the combination of N, ¢, 5 P, o K, B3 09y Was conducive to the accumulation of dry weight;
the combination of Ny 5,5, P 005, K| (o) Bs(o 69, had the highest potato yield,N had the extremely significant
effect on the yield,and P had the significant effect on the yield. By comprehensive analysis,the optimal
combination of fertilizer ratio was N,P,K,B,, namely application rates of N, P K ,B were 375,225,60,
0.90 kg/ha,respectively.
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B F e X = Hod R A A XA R
M EERAOPESGREZ £ 28, iz X H
204 i A5 R JEE ) A SR R T 7 B B S R A, W
BT A S TR R R R 2 AR B A
A AR B 5 0 A1 | 3 32 8 Hb XM HERE
SRR R 0 AT 3 R ki AT DA it
ARy BEREL R R OCE N P K EDREERET
MEEICE . N 0 E 485 N 3 R k5 43 14 ik
F1, PR TR R S 40 B 2 32 R Th A% S5 A & R P onT 3
L Ty B AvE b BEGK AT EY N E A
JB A B, 3 AR R BT IEYE L U) Ah B DT R X A%
SR S AT SR, ST R BE (Mg) AR AT LA
PR DA Y 8 B (M) B AT T 4%
AR R TSP, RS ARl
(OB (Zn) JIE AT (o 4% 3 7 o R oG 6 A T 4 s, o 1
ST A 7 o R R R W (B ) B T T 4
A BT, 6T NP K IEED Hx T4
Pk =g 6 A e AR R R R80CR 1 52 i AF 5 4
Z Lo iR [ B IR S R A A NP UK IR
Jiti %ok B % S0 3 R T ) B R R O A 1 5 1 B 5
BT R AR NP K K G R Y
0 = E 5t A A ISR R AT G — it Y By 1 AN
WS B AR, &8 B IEHEH &= 7.5 ke/hm® $CR &%
U, G DR, il B IR &b Y =
22.9% ;2G4 M A N 46. 0% I IR % & K,0
51. 0% R REN &5 P,O, 14. 0% 1Y 1 B IR 45 1R 8 A
&M B IEJEENIEIE A, &3 B JE 3 it
19.79 kg/hm® ] DL i 25 45 185 0 4% 2 7= i X 4 450
E I A% S it FH C IR B4 R il R R TR B
JE 47 B PR P RE R0 56, & B e e A o o e KRR
37 500 kg/hm* |N 597.2 kg/hm* P,0; 239. 4 kg/hm’
K,0 539.4 kg/hm’ B 3.3 kg/hm’, i} & 4% B 7= i
BATIR (B 0 kg/hm®) #25 13. 62% ; £ % L& %
FHERAMGE D K I BR03E i B AE | 7] B 38 i K AE A
B AL 3 Fofr it T Ty 32 A 5 I 0 T 4% S B 7 R I Ak
LR M K BE 195 kg/hm® i I W il B HE
750 kg/hm® AJ DL4 5 05 4% = i RN YE B A L 4
BRI ABIE S A LA — KO B K OE R IR B A )
KT B OS5 HOXT B 448 25 7 T 52 I, O TR
RGN P K B JEXT 544 58 ™ it &5k 1) 5% ) i it =
REWAMWFFE, M, RA Ly (3%) EAZ 5%
I T ARFELEE N P KB AE X 4% 38 5
W T R R R O A v T
S G 3t A 4 I AR

1 M7 ik

1.1 R AR R I8 R

B DA E R E o SRR, R T T
SR B 36 X T v o E A SRR T B A B P B
A B R 55 i RS s Y S 3% XA R
6.5 °C ,4E YT 5 2 365 mm , & 38 5 FR 55 4l
X, tHEOhEEL B2 RIS AR 13.57 ¢/kg 2
N 0. 93 g/kg Wi fi# N 56. 00 mg/kg. %% P 12. 49
mg/kg JHRL K 229. 65 mg/kg,pH 14 8.5,

HEIXAL AR - UVI000 85143 060 BE 3 ( F i K 36
RS A RS 7)) \DHG-9101-3S H HuE J5 57X T
PR (I ER L TR A BR A R ) (AL204 A HL
KV (MR e R 2 X3 A B A Fl ) HH-4 % &
FE IR KV i (CF M AR R ER A R F] ) \TGL-16G &
HE RO Rl SR ) (KA=-1000 I
HE RO R R 2= AR ) .
1.2 REi&it

AT NP K. B N 4 PNHE KE 3K
LR L (3%) 1E 22 5 3 T EAS R IE R} AC b 41 A
(F£ 1), /MXEHN 40.0 m*(5 mx8 m) , F/NIX 5
&, F 2018 4F 4 H 25 H AN T #2786, B2 HL 2
A% HRIF0.4 m 7 0.5m, RITEFHER
B, 6 Aharp#l 1 %k, 7 A 15 H AT HRA 1
Ww,7 H 28 HE & 1%, 10 H 14—15 B ™ ik
A IR USRS 1 A% A R Y TR 4 C
FHXHR B 55% ., F 2018 4F 10 J 20 H LBk €45
RO 3 S B Gs ik B I E R A AE R BRI
4 °C,MXHRE 55% ~65% ), T 545 B AH 38
FREGIUAE , LA N, ) P o) Ko By o) LB A X (CK)

1 SHEAREMELEMN L (3') EXKEEIT
Tab.1 L 3*) orthogonal test design for different fertilizer

ratio of potato kg/hm?
K & Factor
= = = =
KT Level N Jiti J & P i 1 Kt JH& B &
N application P application K application B application
rate rate rate rate
1 0 0 0 0
2 187.5 112.5 60 0.45
3 375 225 120 0.90

1.3 MEDHKTZE

1.3.1 HZRATHRAEE  MHAMR (Proline, Pro)
B e R R P B = W Bk 0 5 1 ATV R (Soluble
sugar,SS) 7 1 2R FHBR R — U L ¢ 30 s 2
1.3.2 su/id84F &7 HE (Reducing sugar, RS) &
R 3,5- TSR R ek e Y A E C
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(Vitamin C,Ve) % 2K 2,6 - F B 6T 1 & 2
S22 TE B (Starch ) SR R AR — B B £ 5
Y AT M A (Soluble protein, SP) & iR H %
T EEE G-250 Ye ke,
1.3.3 A& FHR=E T20I18410H 14 H,ik
BUNX a1 2 22 54485 2RI PR BT 1T,
T 2018 42 10 A 21 H, R A ML 20 € &8 5 T
R
1.4 #HiE4E

K H] Excel 2013 #4745 48 # 3 ; R ] SPSS 24.0
BT ERAF AT T 22 53 7 5 R T LSD ¥ 3047 A [ b 3
Z A 22 5 8 3 PE LB R Pearson #H 56 &R 4%
B 4% 8 F 18] B8 AH 2 M 5 R Origin 9. 1 BAAER

2 R 55
2.1 AEEHEELMDLESEASYESEN

A

2 A% ,N P K Ml B Xf 42 #He 28 Pro
A SS S HAA W E R, 4 B E X Pro
R RN PSKSN>B; H1 R 43 vl 0, o] 42
= Pro 7 & AR RAD L4 &8 NLPLK,B,, Hik
55 9 HA 2, Pro &N 0.081% 5 CK 35 §2
4 4%, 4 FREXT SS FRAE I EI A B>N>
K>P; i R 4 8 ol A, &% 48 KB AC H 41 &
N N,P.K,B,,

R2 FAREHMELLMNGRESERTURSENH M

Tab.2 Effect of different fertilizer ratios on contents of osmotic adjustment substances of potato

) R . K B Pro 4t/ % SS F it/ %
Test number Pro content SS content
1(CK) 1 1 1 1 0.015+0.001d 5.887+0.057ef
2 1 2 2 2 0.020+0. 000cd 6.330+0. 060d
3 1 3 3 3 0.028+0. 004bc 7.576+0. 130be
4 2 1 2 3 0.021+0. 000cd 5.569+0. 042f
5 2 2 3 1 0.012+0. 000d 7.334+0.071¢
6 2 3 1 2 0.031+0. 000b 6.649+0. 165d
7 3 1 3 2 0.017+0. 000d 5.897+0. 196e
8 3 2 1 3 0.024+0.001c 8.132+0.030a
9 3 3 2 1 0.081+0. 002a 7.800+0. 092b
Xprol 0.021 0.021 0.023 0.036

Xproa 0.021 0.021 0.041 0.023

Xpro3 0.041 0.041 0.019 0. 024

Ry, 0.020 0.029 0.022 0.013

Py 0. 000 0. 000 0.000 0. 000

Xggy 6.598 5.785 6.890 7.008

%ssn 6.518 7.266 6.567 6.292

%gs3 7.277 7.342 6.936 7.093

Ry 0.759 0.076 0.369 0.801

Py 0. 000 0. 000 0.001 0. 000

U R P ARG S5 3R 22 57 35 (P<0.05) , R IR,

Note: Different small letters within a column indicate significant difference (P<0.05) ,the same below.

2.2 AEBEREL D EERRNEME

2 3 Al |, N P K fl B Xf 5548 2 B 25 vh RS
SR WINFE N B>P>N>K, Hiff K f1 B X} RS &
EAWEE W iR AT A R A IR L
4 4H K N,P.K B, 4 FEZEPH NP MBI Ve %
W EHA R EZW, KM K P>N>B>K; H R 43 H7]
U, R HE RS e 415 N,PLK,B,, N.P K fil B
P S Pz v SP B e 3 HOA R W3 R ), R B
i N>B>K>P; 1 R 4001 vl 1, S AR AERHEC L 405
N,P K,B,, AR E5IKLK5 4 HE—5,SP &N
13.074% , % CK . EH#5 5.96 f5, N.P K fil B X}

L S S S R R B P>N>K>B;
B R 43 BT A L, e AR AR RHRC b 41 & N,PLK, B, .
2.3 AEEMELNSEREFEMNTFRENZME

24 0% ,N P K F B XT84 ZE ™8 15
TN N>P>K>B, e EME R L4l &~ N,P.K, B
H 7 22 43 A7 FAT N6 o BT B S S e, P X
HHAREZW(ELS5), B RAHATH,N P K A
B X} ThA4 B HZE R AR I R BN KSN>B>P
IR AERCR L4144 NLP KB, , Sitih 5 4 4146 —
B, FHE N 22,318 g/kg, 5 CK ML W E#HE T
4.07% ; 77 2 a5 SR W N fil K 3 T 2 g
ETE SN
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Tab.3 Effect of different fertilizer ratios on potato quality
IENL =2 N P K B RS & &/ % Ve &/ (mg/g) SP &/ % VE B/ %
Test number RS content Ve content SP content Starch content
1(CK) 1 1 1 1 0.092+0. 000ab 0.103+0. 008d 1.878+0. 075f 11.612+0. 007a
2 1 2 2 2 0.069+0. 007bc 0. 148+0. 004ab 4.917+0. 060e 10. 124+0. 002a
3 1 3 3 3 0.062+0. 000¢ 0. 125+0. 004bc 4.772+0.061e 12.316+0.001a
4 2 1 2 3 0.070+0. 009bc 0.149+0.002ab 13.074+0.033a 11. 180+0. 006a
5 2 2 3 1 0.082+0. 003b 0.157+0.003a 6.951+0. 126¢ 13.003+0. 005a
6 2 3 1 2 0.095+0. 002ab 0. 139+0. 007b 9.525+0.123b 13.523+0. 030a
7 3 1 3 2 0.087+0. 003ab 0.121+0. 008¢ 6.401+0.044d 11.204+0. 008a
8 3 2 1 3 0.055+0. 002¢ 0.162+0.002a 6.831+0. 140d 11.406+0.013a
9 3 3 2 1 0.098+0. 004a 0.137+0. 005he 6.033+0. 490d 12.101+0.016a
Xpsy 0.074 0.083 0.081 0.091
XRs2 0.082 0. 069 0.079 0.084
Xpss 0. 080 0.085 0.077 0. 062
Rys 0.008 0.016 0. 004 0.028
Ps 0. 134 0.671 0.001 0. 000
Xyel 0.125 0.124 0.135 0.132
Xyes 0.148 0.156 0.145 0.136
Xyes 0. 140 0.134 0.134 0.145
Ry, 0.023 0.031 0.010 0.013
Py, 0. 000 0. 000 0. 065 0. 022
Xepy 3.856 7.118 6.078 4.954
Xepa 9.850 6.233 8.008 6.948
Xeps 6.421 6.777 6.041 8.226
R, 5.994 0. 885 1.967 3.272
Py, 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Xig1 Psuarchl 0.114 0.113 0.122 0.122
Cykna Cstareh 0.126 0.115 0.111 0.116
X3 Fsareh 0.116 0.126 0.122 0.116
Ry Rsiaren 0.012 0.013 0.010 0. 006
Pits Poren 0.522 0.718 0.584 0.779
x4 FAEEHEILLNDRESEMTFRENZ N
Tab.4 Effect of different fertilizer ratios on potato yield and dry weight
5= N p K B R/ (kg/m?) T i/ (g/ke)
Test number Yield Dry weight
1(CK) 1 1 1 1 3.693+0.095¢e 21.446+0.012b
2 1 2 2 2 3.796+0. 260de 21.575+0. 141b
3 1 3 3 3 4.162+0. 128d 20.570+0. 060¢
4 2 1 2 3 4.863+0.208¢ 22.318+0. 145a
5 2 2 3 1 5.240+0. 115be 20.655+0. 112¢
6 2 3 1 2 5.328+0.087b 21.588+0. 132b
7 3 1 3 2 6.051+0. 146a 20.691+0. 173¢
8 3 2 1 3 6.460+0. 116a 21.612+0. 152b
9 3 3 2 1 6.235+0. 162a 22.197+0. 083a
X1 e 3.883 4.869 5.160 5.056
X gy Xyield 5.143 5.165 4.964 5.058
Xy g3 Xyield3 6.249 5.241 5.151 5.161
Ry Ryiog 2.365 0.373 0. 196 0. 106
X oy weight 21.197 21.485 21.549 21.432
X2 Fuy weightz 21.520 21.281 22.030 21.285
XF i tit3 XDry weight3 21.500 21.452 20. 639 21.500
R Riwy weign 0.323 0.204 1.391 0.215
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Tab.5 Variance analysis of the effects of different fertilizer ratios on potato yield and dry quality
L JIE et I 2875 Fil DF s P .
Index Fertilizer Class Il square sum Significant
7 N 40 337.722 2 20 168. 861 173.502 #
Yield p 1 116. 696 2 558. 348 4.803 e
K 350. 249 2 175. 124 1. 506
B 105. 047 2 52.523 0.452
o a 1% 2% Error 2 092. 427 18 116.246
:);E«fight N 0.590 2 0.295 6.575 * %
P 0.216 2 0.108 2.411
K 8.987 2 4.493 100.214 * sk
B 0.218 2 0. 109 2.429
% 2% Error 0. 807 18 0. 045

Lk SPIIERZRAE 0.01,0. 05 KR i dh w3 B3,
Note; * *
2.4 DRESEFATVRAIECTE.REERE
B KM 1T
6 Al Al R ENM Pro f i 5 SS & i,
TR CEEEREIEML,SS TS Ve i

# indicate significant effects at the 0.01,0. 05 levels respectively.

PR B EIEMIG; Ve Y SP F i 2R E
IEARSG, 5 R RFIEMKE, SP RS TRELR
B IEAROC, HAFE A5 2 () 45 0 8 35 AH G

Ro6 DREZEATVRSE E RREGEANEXESR

Tab. 6 Correlation analysis between osmotic adjustment substances content, quality and yield of potato

ECL2 Pro 5 4 SS P hit RS & &t Ve it SP & ik e e + i
Index Pro content SS content RS content Ve content SP content  Starch content Yield Dry weight
Pro % & Pro content 1

SS Fr & SS content 0.440" 1

RS 1 RS content 0.337 -0.247 1

Ve % & Ve content 0. 004 0.415" -0.356 1

SP # it SP content -0.001 -0.193 -0.100 0.495" " 1

JE AL Starch content 0. 104 0.208 0.292 0.137 0.051 1

FEHE Yield 0.403" 0.446" 0. 066 0.393" 0.335 0.143 1

Tt &t Dry weight 0.477" -0.110 0.166 0.196 0.405" -0.016 0.120 1

L AMIFRIRAE 0.01.,0.05 KA B BE,

Note; * * |

T =

3 b5t
331 NPKMBYNOHREZERTYWRESE
A

WA, DR ES R RELM B 5
TR BRAR IS B B, T LAGE O W 38 IR0 B v 4
RGBT, o SS FI Pro 2 W B BT Y
Ji, R NP K M B Rt A AT DR B S
YA R T A R T S N X A R B A
fbo SEHENET Y RNIEE Pro AL (HIETE
R T UFES Pro S iR = 0 P Pro
G 2 R AR EIR N IR W R LA 5 2R N IK
WL fE N AT MY & S &R A R Pro,
M HE A I B Y LR A R o #r, AR
WFoE $2 & Pro & i 1Y fe AR ORHEC L 4 AN
N,P.K,B,. SSZ 5B &, fE4ERAH Y &E A TR

* indicate significant correlations at the 0. 01,0. 05 levels respectively.

FE 7 TR B EAEH Y E R AY B AR AT LU T D4
LR N A BT M 4k i Ak He 2RSS 1A AR
MR AR SRR, R SS & &y etk
JERHAC HE 20 & o NLPLK, B, , X 5 5K 3 252 1y #F 5%
SERRAL, BRI R W, H i Zn+B
B G, Ve AT SS & W @4 i
3.2 NP KH#BXEB¥ERFIEIRZN

RS JEM Ve I SP 2 flij 5 B % 55 BT 4F 3R 1Y
WHITEAR . RS b D4 BRI aE i, Wk o DA%
EhEfrfR R, Ve TR R EH 25z | th 240
EHS5Z BRI R, SP A & 0 3% fin o T $2
o AR P PR K P o T 8 2 B 2K b i A i ) 5 LR
Py I B AR VE T X S8 bR AR B e ()4 DA
PRE AT, AR R N P K F1 B fig
% & 35 B & S B 5 BT, 7E NL,P,K B, \N,P,K,B, Fl
N,P K,B, FLIbH & 5610 T, S8 5 B A B0 i
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i, AN N P BEF Ve &5 K B RS
S B BRI RS A Ve &8, X S5 ETA Y
EREE ey
3.3I., NP KHMBXEBHREFEMTRENZIT

+ 5 AR 7 T R B T S A 5
BRY AT EERIGEEDY ) ai AT R,
AHA N P K FUA HLAE S A it T DA i o 4%
TREMBLR AR e, &k e E
[0 RIS AR, A NP K I B AR
Fic Eb AT DA AR R 4% 7 e f T i, P NLP KB,
S R Y S P 2K T R e A SR O IR ORI L 4 A
N,P,K, B, J& 85 S8 - 5 i s IR L4 A .
3.4 DAEETISIREXMESR

RFFTAERFY,SS TS Pro T EAABE
TEAR DGR, U X 2 FhiB 3 8 15 ) 5 A 4 5 A A 1K
DAL 200 IR 14 7K 3T i v 2R B SCEEE T, TR R B
SP Frit i W IEAHSC, R T HREMBRBREATF
SP 1y B, SP (AR BT L T 1 PR OK RE T
5 20 R P9 1 KT A AR T B AU, e
58S Ve Ml Pro & R B F IEMI G, R D4
FEd ) I 32 21 SS Ve Fl Pro Y RE R, X 5 4
Am T BB IT A AU

LR AT, T LI YA X S A T R
e ) e A RS EE 4 A O NLPLK, B, B N P K. B
JIE 43514 375 225 .60 .0. 90 kg/hm?,

B WK
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