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Effect of Plant Growth Regulators on Photosynthetic Characteristics of ‘ Fenhe No.1’
JI Zhong-rui, LI Jian ,SHI Gen-sheng et al
Shanxi 032200)

Abstract
tree ‘ Fenhe No.1’ as experimental material, the effects of spraying IAA and 6-BA on photosynthetic characteristics were measured.| Result ] The
daily variation of net photosynthetic rate after spraying IAA of 200 mg/L could be described as unimodal curve. The net photosynthetic rate of ex-
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[ Objective ]To study the effect of plant growth regulators on photosynthetic characteristics of ‘ Fenhe No.1’.[ Method ] With walnut
perimental group was significantly higher than the control group.The daily variation of net photosynthetic rate after spraying 6-BA of 200 mg/L

could be described as modal curve. The phenomenon of noon break was very obvious, compared with the control group,the difference of net pho-
tosynthetic rate was not obvious.[ Conclusion ] This study can provide the basis for the high yield cultivation in walnut production and management.
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