N e RS N VHG IR RIS R

Ej@gﬁijﬁgp[pm quﬂllfﬁflwgmr[qﬂlﬁ 150 il 2 Fii £1 820 77 S3feky o HEG
G S B 735 ST 0 Sy IR S B 615 T 1% 33.3% 7 19.6% -
MEESE j‘éﬂfsb”w BT | 4 Ll R gy > S Fik BT ED 6,467 207~ 23,100
FT 6,083 7T ST E LY SR 9.29% -~ 7.79% 65.0% » % [ifevig o1 1 B

‘_._l



TL%_EE;%!%EVS@L%W‘@&% (Bull. Hualien DARES) 24:39-43(2006)

iﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁg' 150 fﬁ‘]ﬁzd/&i% vV BN BT 6,359 (T~ 21,650 (K 6,063 0 )
UL AT SEIHE T 7.3% ~ 05%M 47.7% 5 A7H 2 = 7 P R IREEIR o B BE
DO BT, v o B AR W S 5 A [ﬁ HGPIETED B B o RIS HEE (R
-

AT B T PRI (AU S o B B

Table 2. Effect of different fertilizer application on the yield of ratooning vegetables after typhoon

disaster.
Treatment Yield (kg/ha) *
Chayote Chinese Water Gynura
shoot leek convolvulus  bicolor
) ) : 735° 6,467 2 23,100° 6,7712
LN : K0=84: 2dkglha(Topdressing) 195+« (1097 (107.7) (165.0)
2.Instant compound fertilizer (N : P,Os : 820 a 6.350 a 21550 a 6.063 ab
K:0=1,733 : 867 : 867 ppm, foliage 1334 (1973 (100.5) (147.7)
dress ng) a a a b
3 Blank(CK) 615 5,924 21,440 4,104

(100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

*Means followed by same letters in the same column are not significantly different at Duncans

multiple analysis 5% level.

* % Number in the parentheses is the yield index compared with the check.





