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Study on the Pattern of Nutrient Demand of Long-day Onion
LIU Chang-jiang, XING Ru-yi: SHAN Chun-hua
( Hetlongjiang Institute of Agricultural Modernization, Chinese Academy
of Sciences, Haerbin 150040, China)

Abstract : Accumulation of Nitrogen; Phosphorus and Potassium in different growth period
of Long-day were analyzed,and the pattern of the nutrient demand was established - The result
showed that 5-78 kg of Nitrogen: 2. 02 kg of Phosphorus and 10.0 kg of Potassium were need-
ed when forming 2 560 kg onion in 667 m”- This can be used as a guide for onion fertilization-
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