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4 1.7 84.6 50.6 4.9 33.9 5.3 Fig. 2 Effects of different treatments on the content of chlorphyll for
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Fig. 1 Effects of different treatments on the photosynthetic rate for strawberry
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Table 2 Effect of different treatments on reproductive growth of strawberry
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weight( g) weight(g) plant( g)
appear( month/day) date( month/day) date( month/day)
1(CK) 10728 1179 12/15 12.5 25.5 95¢B -

2 10725 11/6 1277 13.6 29.3 1248A 14.24

3 10725 11/6 12/9 13.1 28.1 121bA 11.24

4 10724 11/4 12/4 14.0 31.6 126aA 16.20
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Table 3 Effect of different treatments on the fruit quality of strawberry

12 ] #HAERC BB EEY BF::3c3 ATEER B
Treatments Ve(mg/100gFW) Soluble solids( % ) Soluble sugar( % ) Titratable( % ) sugar and acid ratio
1(CK) 48.4 8.2 4.9 0.74 6.6
2 53.3 9.1 5.7 0.71 8.0
3 48.5 8.9 5.3 0.69 1.7
4 56.8 9.3 5.9 0.72 8.2
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Effect of the Compound Microbiological Preparation on the Growth,
Yield and Quality of the Replanted Strawberry

SONG Zhi - wei' ,CHEN Shi - chang' ,WANG Xiao - lin? ,LIU Zhong - ping®
(1. Henan Agricultural Vocational College, Zhengzhou 451450, China ;2. The Station of Soil and Fertilization of Henan Province ,Zhengzhou 450003 , China )

Abstract ; We studied the effect of the compound microbiological preparation on the yield and quality of the replanted

strawberry. The result showed that the compound microbiological preparation reduced the verticillium wilt in non -

sterilized soil by 76. 9% - 84.6% . Whether the soil was sterilized or not, the compound microbiological preparation

could always increase the photosynthetic rate of strawberry leaves and the content of chlorphyll, promote the growth of

the strawberry plant ,increase the content of vitamin C and the soluble sugar in strawberry fruits , improve the quality and
flavor of the fruits, and boost the yield by 14, 21% - 16.20%. At the same time it could improve the physical and

chemical characteristics of soil and increase the productivity of soil as well.
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