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Effects of Garlic Extract on V. Content and Growth of Ternip
HAN Hai-xia, YAO Ling-bai, CUI Xin-ru (College of Life Sciences, Jining Normal University, Ulangab, Inner Mongolia 012000)
Abstract

tion method was adopted to resarch the changes of ternip growth index and V. content under the condition of different garlic extract concentra-

[ Objective | To research the intercropping feasibility of garlic and ternip. [ Method] With ternip as the test materials, pot cultiva-

tions. [ Result] When garlic extract concentration was 5-20 g/L, the increase of leaf number increased in different degrees. Compared with
the control, the root diameters in different treatments varied in different degrees, showing significant differences. 10 g/L garlic extract treat-
ment showed the most significant impacts on V., content of ternip root diameter. Compared with the control, different treatments showed signifi-
cant differences in leaf V content. [ Conclusion] Garlic extracts had significant promotion effects on the growth of ternip leaf and root, and

could enhance the V. content of ternip.
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Fig.4 Effects of garlic extract concentrations on the V. content
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