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Effect of Increasing Yield of Dioscorea zingiberensis
by Applying Potassic Fertilizer
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Abstract: The experiment indicated that potassium is one of nutrient element for the growth of Dioscorea zingiberensis, through

applying potassic fertilizer can increase the yield of Dioscorea zingiberensis and economic benefit. In certain scale, applying

potassic fertilizer and its yield shows a positive relation, | kg potassium sulphate can increase the fresh Dioscorea z ingiberensis

about 15. 64 kg, the net benefit is 28 yuan.225 kg potassium sulphate is applied in 1 hm? averagely 1 kg potassium sulphate

can increase Dioscorea z ingiberensis about 27. 33 kg, the net benefit is 49.2 yuan.The available potassium is 70 100 mg/kg,

applying potassium sulphate in 1 hm®can achieve good econom ic benefit -
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