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Abstract

In order to carry out the research on the Se-rich of Vitis quinquangularis Rehd. in Guangxi, this test

=

used four selenium fertilizers of “Jufuxi”, “Taishan special selenium supplement foliar fertilizer for
grape”, “Zhongnong No. 6”, “Kangxibao organic water soluble fertilizer” to study the effects on
grape quality and selenium content. The results showed that: the selenium enriched effect of the
four selenium fertilizers was “Jufu” > “Zhongnong” > “Kangxi” > “Taishan”, increased by 96.08%,
85.56%, 71.12% and 54.11% respectively compared to the control (CK); the effects of different
selenium fertilizers on total acid, vitamin C and total sugar were different; the total sugar content
of the “Kangxi” treatment was higher than the control by 0.89%, while the remaining three treat-
ments were all lower; all treatments except “Zhongnong” had significantly increase than the con-
trol on the vitamin C content; the total acid content of “Jufu” and “Zhongnong” was higher than the
control by 18.22% and 13.21%, but “Taishan” and “Kangxi” showed little differences to the control.

We think that the selenium fertilizer of “Kangxi Bao” brand was the best fertilizer in this test.
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Table 1. Effect of different selenium fertilizer on the selenium content and quality of Vitis quinquangularis Rehd.
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Table 2. Correlation between selenium content and quality of Vitis quinquangularis Rehd.
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