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Preliminary Analysis on Effect of Enersol Applied on the Sugar Beet
WANG Qing-fa*, LIU Xin-feng*, FENG Shuo? NING Yan-dong!, ZHANG Zhi-min*
(1. Institute of Economic Plants Research, Jilin A cademy of A gricultural Sciences, Fanjiatun 136105;
2. Jianping Weike Dongming Co., LTD., Beijing Branch, Beijing 100022, China)

Abstract: By means of experiment of applying Enersol organic fertilizer on sugar beet, the best applica-
tion way and dosage was found. The results showed that the Enersol organic fertilizer can be used in sugar
beet production, either spraying on the leaf or irrigated root. When 6 L/hm? Enersol organic fertilizer applied
the yield and sugar content of beet were all increased, which was optimal that spraying 3 L/hm? on the leaf in
early July and irrigating 3 L/hm?in late July. When 18 L/hm? Enersol organic fertilizer applied, it was optimal
that spraying 9 L/hm? on the leaf in early July and irrigating 9 L/hm?in late July, and NPK at normal rate ap-
plied together, which achieved the best effect of fertilization and maximum yield and sugar yield were in-

creased.
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A(ck) B c D E F G
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