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Effects of Magnesium on Growth and Yield and Quality of Flue-cured Tobacco K326
LU Shi-bao ,WANG Ge"* ,BAI Yu-xiang et al
Abstract
ment was studied on the influence of tobacco growth and the quality in different concentrations of magnesium fertilizer. This test set four treatments
of magnesium fertilizer dosage :0 kg/hm*(T,),150 kg/hm’(T,) ,300 kg/hm’ (T, ) ,450 kg/hm’ (T, ) ,growth and agronomic traits of flue-cured

tobacco was analyzed. [ Result ] Compared with control ,the plant height,leaf length,leaf width and stem girth increased with magnesium fertilizer

(Yunnan Agricultural University , Kunming, Yunnan 650201 )
[ Objective ] To explore optimum dosage of magnesium fertilizer for quality tobacco production in Yaoan County. [ Method ] The experi-

dosage increasing. In the dosage range of 0 kg/hm’to 450 kg/hm’ , the magnesium fertilizer treatment can significantly increase production and
output value of flue-cured tobacco. Production and output value of flue-cured tobacco were of the highest at the 450 kg/hm® of treatment | the
differences among 450 kg/hm’ of treatment and T, ,T, and T, was extremely significant. The content of chemical components of tobacco leaf which

applying 450 kg/hm’ magnesium fertilizer was mostly closed to the range of quality tobacco leaf ,and it had the best coordination of components.

[ Conclusion | In the processing of planting flue-cured tobacco,applying situation magnesium fertilizer can improve yield and quality.
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Table 1 The effects of magnesium application amount on agronomic
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Table 2 The effects of magnesium application amount on economic

characters
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Table 3 Effects of magnesium application amount on SPAD and Pn of

middle leaves at mature period
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Table 4 Effects of different amount of magnesium application on chemical composition
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