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Abstract The cut flower rose “Fenjiaren” was taken as the test object, and the agronomic growth indicators such as plant height, crown
width,leaf length,leaf width and flower branch length were comprehensively considered, and the effect of different organic micro-fertilizer con-
centrations and fertilization methods on vegetative growth of cut flower rose were studied,in order to improve cut flower quality and growth effi-
ciency,and provide theoretical and technical support for the cultivation management of high quality rose cut flowers. The results showed that the
application of 1 500 times of fertilization by root application combined with foliar application showed that the plant height and crown growth of
the rose were significantly higher than that of other treatments and controls, which was beneficial to the vegetative growth of the “Fenjiaren” of

the rose.
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Fig.1 Effect of different concentrations and fertilization methods on plant height and crown width of rose
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Fig.2 Effect of different concentrations and fertilization methods on leaf length and leaf width of rose
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Fig.3 Effect of different concentrations and fertilization meth-

ods on the length of flowering branches of rose
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Fig.4 Net growth of agronomic growth indicators
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