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Table 1  Effect of different organic acids on contents of

SOD and MDA in tobacco leaves
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Table 2 Effects of different organic acids on contents of total sugar, reducing sugar, starch and nicotine in tobacco leaves
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Fig.1 Difference in distribution of nitrogen concentration
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Effects of different organic acids on maturity, physiological and
nutrition metabolism of flue-cured tobacco

.1 1 T 1 1 . 2 2 . .1,3
HUA Dangling » DU Jun » LIU Shiliang > LIU Fang » WANG Weichao™s WANG Xuefen™, JIE Xiaolei™
(1. College of Resources and Environment, Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou 450002, China; 2- Xiangcheng
Tobacco Company, Henan 461700, China; 3. Zhengzhou College of Animal Husbandry Engineering, Zhengzhou 450011, China)

Abstract. A pot trial was conducted to systematically study the effects of malic acid, oleic acid and FA on
maturity, physiological and nutrition metabolism of flue-cured tobacco- The main results were as follows: Dur-
ing the ripe harvesting time, the three organic acids could obviously reduce velum lipid peroxidation degree of to-
bacco leaves and could obviously improve the resistance of flue-cured tobacco, which was in favor of promoting
the growth of fluecured tobacco- Simultaneously the three organic acids could improve total sugar, reducing
sugar and nicotine contents of tobacco leaves in different degree- Malic acid could obviously increase the K con-
tent of the middle and lower stalk position leaves- During the over-ripe harvesting time. in comparison with the
ripe harvesting time, malic acid and F A could obviously increase the K content of the upper stalk position leaves-
At the same time malic acid and oleic acid could obviously increase total sugar and reducing sugar contents of to-
bacco leaves- Oleic acid, however, could obviously reduce the starch and nicotine contents of tobacco leaves, and
could remarkably strengthen the ability of resisting senescence and raise the ability of resisting adversity -

Key words : fluecured tobacco; organic acids; maturity ; physiological metabolism ; nutrition metabolism
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Influence of fertilizer solution concentration on NO; —N
transport characteristics under single —line interference film hole infiltration

DONG Yuyun's FEI Liangjun’, MU Hongwen’s REN Jian'min'
(1. Colige of Civil Engineering, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou 730070, Chinas
2. Institute of Water Resourcess Xi' an University of Technology, Xi “an 710048, Chinas;
3. Gansu Design Institute of Electric Power, Lanzhou 730050, China)

Abstract . Based on lab experiment , NO3 —N concentration distribution characteristics under singleline in-
terference film hole infiltration with different fertilizer solution concentration were studied- The concentration
front transport distance of NO3 —N under single-line interference film hole infiltration had the same pattern as
the movement of soil wetting front- The concentration front transport distance of NO3 —N and the maximum
value of NO3 — N concentration in soil profile increased with the increase of the solution concentration in the
same time- The NO3 — N concentration increased with the increase of the solution concentration at the same
depth- The subsection function model for NO3 —N concentration distribution characteristics and wetting body
depth of film hole center and interference interface center under fertilizer solution infiltration was developed. and
the model was verified by measured data- The concentration front transport distance of NO3 —N and the maxi-
mum value of NO3 —N concentration increased with the increase of the time in the process of water supply - The
concentration front transport distance of NO3 —N increased with the increase of the time in the process of redis-
tribution but the maximum value of NO3 —N concentration decreased -

Key words: film hole irrigation: single-line interference infiltration: fertilizer solution concentration: NOs

—N concentration distribution



