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Abstract

To effectively address the issues of severe fruit drop and unstable yield during the growth and de-
velopment of Litchi, this study conducted foliar spray trials using a water-soluble fertilizer contain-
ing bioactive enzymes (Tianrun Meiman) on two Litchi cultivars: “Xianjinfeng” and “Guanxiangli”.
The results showed that four applications of a 1000-fold diluted Tianrun Meiman solution signifi-
cantly reduced cumulative fruit drop in “Xianjinfeng” and markedly increased single fruit weight
and yield for both cultivars. Specifically, “Xianjinfeng” yielded 23.9% more than the unsprayed con-
trol and 29.7% more than the water-sprayed control; “Guanxiangli” yielded 15.7% more than the
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unsprayed control and 24.8% more than the water-sprayed control, while also significantly improv-
ing fruit size. Tianrun Meiman can substantially enhance both yield and certain quality parameters
of “Xianjinfeng” and “Guanxiangli” Litchi, making it suitable for application in Litchi production.
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1. 53|

53 0 7 M B A W e B DX TR AR, L R DA R = [ R AR S e R ) AR
W) 90%LA I, HARFRER AR —MH A R E 1], RERE AR EEE, (HIELRKP
KR AE . 558, FREZGACFE AT 7.0 hm?, 53E51(22.02 t/hm?). #i475(16.48 thm?). i
%1(19.56 t/hm?2) 25 Hofl RS2 BRI AHEL, Z2RE120 B R [2]. 77 A3 — ol R A A% 0o JER IR 2 73 AR A A 7™ B (A 7
HRIG, AE A HI 3~4 RIEREE, FEARFRMAC. Kk, PRI 05 @ H 25758 H 1 #
BHORTE ARG R 18T &, ROUR a0 s B BRI 5G8E . AR AR, SGEMIRE
A R TR I A KR . FHET S [3] R BUE FH 80% AL AL + 10 kg/kk 7 b A3 AL AL A48 3 ol = e e ok
(CK)#E = 10.62%, FEALEIEIN 12.2%, WIEMEFETEY & &(TSS)HM 11.57%, W% E R & 2 (TA)FEIK
19.72%; “ZHE5m S [410 7R WA HUIEAL B R AT 25 A5 RS2 TSS 314N 1.76%~3.22%, RIVEPERE & &1
BN 11.96%~21.84%, TA 41K 15.38%~35.35%. Ith4h, 7EMHE[S]. Bk[6]Z5:HAh & bR e E RN
WHFCHAESE, AHUKIEIEEBARAAE FETF LA ) DL m R A R 7 T R I, SR
WK RELE Z P EY) LG T R (0 L FH A 55, AFLLE 3 o 28 77 S e A P AR 7 FH 28R B A SS I FEATI AR O [ = o
BT, ARG DAL i 22 RO SE 4 7 PR AN SR 7 B VR R 0 &, JF A MUK AR T et iR, B 7E
PRICFH N T v A . P R S sg e, DU A 4 — 2@ e 0 AR R M AR Ry R B
Ji%, REEGE R &R E R RS

2. MRFTTE
2.1, WEMHER

RIGH 1, TN IGIR X A M R AT, JE L ZE A, R ARSI R A, AR e aE, G -1
ARTEE RN 1o T 1995 4FE M, 2020 4 3 A et fi i 2 756, Gl R #h 8L, 2023 - UREE
B, BRATHEN 6.5 m x 4.7 m, %22 #:/667 m?; X4 T 2025 4 4 A 4 HIF4G, 202546 A 21 H7HHK
RIE, IR LS

WG 2, 767 ZRPHYL T & 8 2 BHECA PR B BH U R — B R 847, Rt - omab e+, e
Jih g, R HL R HTAE R LK 2. T 2013 4EEHE, 2023 4F 3 H MBS E A AL, B A NEERR SR,
2025 FFFUEHR, FRATEE N 3.5mx5.0m, %) 38 #k/667m?; 36T 2025 4 3 A 26 HIF 4, 2025 46 A
17 Hap bR se i, alae s i
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Table 1. Soil analysis results from test site 1
# 1 iR 1 HIESIER

AHLT 2R ik 2 A R R

H
(9/kg) (9/ka) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) P
16.8 1.675 72.3 66.91 166.61 4.7
Table 2. Soil analysis results from test site 2
F 2. R 2 HIBHRER
AL g g A Rk A oH
(9/kg) (9/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
13.1 1.3 34.1 6.1 314 4.6

2.2, Bt
W 3 AT, AR 3 RES, BENLHES], BEAVNXERE 6 HKHART R T R%, %
R AL IR T -

2.2.1. RIS 1
2024 6 HRW)G, FHEMEE AL 1.5 kg JRZ 0.5 kg, 7EREAN AR RORY 1 IR A bk 1 v HL
IKIERE, TEFH B 1 R RIAE 2R A A T AR I AR BR A bRt A HLAE 30 kg,  ELARALEE 77 3 L% 3.

Table 3. Experimental treatment design for “Xianjinfeng”

F3 “LiEFE” RBEAEBRE

Jogtii bR 5 AL BRI B/ H T H
1 SIBHEAE + TR 4 YCORIE S 1000 £%
2 SUBHAE + 7P it A AT JE R 4/4. 29/4. 13/5. 27/5
3 SIBEHEAE + Wit 45 I 7K

2.2.2. iRLEHb 2

2024 4F 6 H KB 5, iR fR & 15 kg/667m?2. TERZ 4% 5 kg/667 m2. S AL 2.5kg/667 m?2, [
HWIQ A 15 ) 2 Z P8 KA IE(19-19-19) 10 kg/667 m2, 4G4 H 10 HNAUR 2 AKWIG A 10 H)
i 2 B P4 KA IE(19-19-19) 10 kg/667 m? R 2 15 kg/667 m?, szl k515 A 30 H)iti £ =P
JKIEAE(19-19-19) 10 kg/667 m2 FIALEH 5 kg/667 m2, HARALFE 7 20iE L2 4.

Table 4. Experimental treatment design for “Guanxiangli”
T4 “ZBEH WELEERE

s OB LipARS ARBRIN )/ HH
1 SRR + G 4 YR IE S5 1000 £
SHBHEAE + AN AT AT AT} 26/3. 17/4. 6/5. 29/5

UL + Wt S5 B A5 K

2.3. i pER
A AE WS P B K VS IE (RIE ST N R RIEA T R BEA R A B R EIKEIERL, HERME
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O, A0 R 2 — AR i R, A LR >1509/L. K:0>40g/L. Zn>3.5¢g/L. Fe>1.5g/L.
2.4. BIB9S

K H Excel #ATHE 55, 15 H] SPSS #3347 77 Z 0 H1 A LSD £ E EL AR .
3. RS54
3.1. BiiE “KEAEHE" MNHEBCERORM
3.1.1. iREeh 1

FEEER, AR A KR B R R RS A LG, S kA A A B I AR B B
B, BN AP E AT R E BRI . — R AR ) RFE R R W 1 R, 3 M EE REE R
A AR, KA S 2 (2025 4F 4 F 10 H~2025 4E 4 H 26 H)KEIKE, 3~4 A 5187%
B RSZRGEAAET 1N H S AR BRE RRIEARLRFEAAL . A 1 R BRE R RN 83.4%, HET
ARFE 2 FIALEE 3 435k /b T 4.4%F0 1.4%. LRI CAE H, WEE 4 YAEDDE VB K S AR CRIE SE ) £ — &
FERE b 1 ALk 22 7 A% B SR
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Figure 1. Effects of different treatments on the cumulative fruit
drop rate of “Xianjinfeng”

Bl 1 FREAES “LiEE" BRERRNEMW

3.1.2. AL 2

N ELIR [ AL B 6 7 T8 RIS, fERRAE I 3 8 A RS A B0 14 d SoitiE . e 2
ATLAE H, 3 AN ER RFAE R AR A AL, #RRIEAL TG 2 AN KEVA (2025 45 4 H 17 H~2025
5 H1H), HBIEREE; 5H 15 HE 6 H 12 HREZIBHE R, RS 1 A H S 03 im REE
RREARGFFAZE., Hop, 4 H17H-5 A1 H, KF LT =1 BRIERRIEA—F, AF =1 EH
HRFRBAL, = MEPRBERRERAKR. ZJFE6 A 12 H, AEERR—-HATREKT,
AABE—HESE =, RF R, FESAMbEE, b 2 R BRIVE R R, 1AF) 88.4%, AbFE 1 ML
TFREFE 2 i/ T 6.6%, AHBCT-ACEE 341 T 7.2%. SR, SN + AT IERAEEL, w4 %
A i P K A (R S 38) P IR SE 75 7 T4 R %6, Hm TIE AR BRITE 3 SIBUIEAE + ASmEiqT
AT REARK F 7 SR 2 A v I AKX R
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Figure 2. Effects of different treatments on the cumulative fruit
drop rate of “Guanxiangli”

Bl 2. TREAEx “S&FH” BRERRNEMW

3.2. Wil “RiAX#H" NEHRENFM
3.2.1. L 1

M 5 AL, ARER 1 Ak R e HR TR 2 FIAbEE 3. Hodr, AbER 1 BE/NX PR EOA
250.9kg, H7E 920.0kg/667 m2, LLALFE 2 #4757 177.5kg, MEHEAN 23.9%; LLALER 3 1977 210.5kg, HIE
9 29.7%. SRR, FEALIEZ A b 4 F A RS A A1 ARG 14 d & Wi 1 R EmE 4 RAEYDE TR K
BRI L), T ST A E A 2 5 3 = 2R

Table 5. Effects of different treatments on the yield of “Xianjinfeng”
5. TEIALIERT “lligtss" F=ER5m

N (kg/6 HE) o AL EL 2 AL 3
Ab R Bﬂ#iz Bpe WireZe  pRRE e
I I m ey (kgle6Tm?) P o A R
(kg/667 m?) (%) (kg) (%)
2447 2404  267.7  250.9a 920.0 1775 23.9 2105 29.7
2044 2143 1889  202.5h 7425 / / 33 47
1781 2099 1926  193.5b 709.5 / / / /

I ARNSFRFRRZEREZHEP <0.05). FNEM.

3.2.2. XL 2

M6 0T W, AEIE 1 A PR ER E T AN 2 FIAbTE 3. AbFE 1 ZEUNX P BN 104.8 kg, B
;e 663.4kg/667 m?, LUALIE 2 #77 90.2 kg, HEME N 15.7%; LLACEE 3 347 131.9kg, IR N 24.8%. 4
R, ESE T 7 7 BB A ) 28 SR S I 1) AR R 20 o it 1 YR I 4 VAR i T K VA R R T 30 »
bl >3 15 it A LA 2 2 PR P R

3.3. Wine “KiHAKH" MEHHBRSEmRAIFNT

3.3.1. iXigh 1
FSz SR A SRR I E 45 N2 7 iR, SANVGCEA RS R L R S R, KPR 1 R E R
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27.08g, AHELTALFR 2 FIALFE 3 73 HIHR S T 0.8%A1 3.8%; F4h, AbFH 1 ARk, TSS. W& HH
[E] % Lb 77 T ATOm = T A0 3 2 FAd 3 3, HZERARE. B8R, EAEE RS E BIm 4 KAEYESE
Tt 7 L (R S 3 ) 0 SR S Bl — 8 I, (HIX s AN % .

Table 6. Effects of different treatments on the yield of “Guanxiangli”

6. TEILEXN “T&/Z FENZE

AN kgl ) . Bt a2 B 3
wEo L geermy MR meE ame meE
(kg/667 m?) (%) (kg) (%)
1 1055 105.8 103.0 104.8Aa 663.4 90.2 15.7 131.9 24.8
2 87.0 89.5 95.0 90.5Bb 573.2 / / 41.7 7.8
3 82.0 86.0 83.8 83.9Bb 531.5 / / / /
H: ARAXREFRRRNZERREEEP <0.01).
Table 7. Effects of different treatments on the fruit quality of “Xianjinfeng”
F 7. FELEN LS RILMBRAIFI
LhEE BARLE(Q) 4% (mm) YI4%(mm) A5 (%) TSS (%) TA (%) i 1 Lt
1 27.08+0.38a 39.22+0.66a 40.25+098a 76.08+1.0la 1855+0.04a 0.141+0.002a 131.6+0.22a
2 26.85+0.25a 38.87+0.75a 39.42+0.33a 75.61+0.39a 18.43+0.08a 0.147+0.003a 125.4+0.56a
3 26.08+052a 3841+0.89a 38.75+0.72a 75.92+0.56a 18.40%0.12a 0.143+0.002a 128.7 +0.87a

T RPN TIME £ drdEE.

3.3.2. iXEMh 2

H1% 8 A, AbEE 1 AHECFALEE 2 R 3 B E iR m R E AR SR, bR 1 R E R 23.0
g, BT 2 FIALFE 3 /3 Bl T 10.6%A1 9.5%; ALFE 1 RSLHI9N4E A 35.3 mm, AHE:T-4bHE 2 ik
3 3 HIHEE T 5.3%M1 5.3%. FACFRAIGSIRER, ATAR, TSS. TA MEM TR %%, 4RE
Wy, S5 WUHARHILL, TESER 7 75 B0 0 2 S S I 1B A% 20 d Wit 1 Uk IBE 4 YRAE S TR B K
RE(FRIEZEN), SR R E N T 9.5%~10.6%, BRI KT 5.3%, X RELWAKEF—EN
TEREER, (R R,

Table 8. Effects of different treatments on the fruit quality of “Guanxiangli”
=8 TEAEYN “E&HH” REMRMFM

AFR BHEEE(Q) MR(mm)  HRmm) TR %) TSS (%) TA (%) Eilid=a
1  230+06a 362+04a 353+02a 767+0.1a 186+03a  0.098+0.002a  190.2+4.8a
2 208+05b 350+03a 335+0.1b 769+0.1a 184+02a  0.103+0.003a  179.9+9.2a
3 21.0+01b 355+01a 335+0.1b 767+0.1a 188+05a  0.103+0.002a  184.0+8.3a
4. ¥1ig

72 A A B R ) RO AR SR 0 — RO, LR R T B N IRIR R TRUCR R . IR
SEAPINRI . R IR R A o TGS IR R, A Bt Y AR s PR B AR RS HLK T IERR AL 18 AT RE,
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EEEAEDEER . SRR BHERAZMEBEASTHECER, BEHOKIEYELG . AIE TR RO
TSR B, TERRARTE R SR B OO R ST T A i R - S A A A S U TH R A B AR B[ 7]
XSS THA RO ALE 2 A EY ) BRI A5 3 7 R EIRUE . B, PR S (8] R IAE 5 — IR A HEVE R R
a2 5 KNSR, P 75k SRS S CK [FEMIK 26.06%, Rzt 13.26%, L iddtm
12.59%, A & m RS AT Bk SR [01FFUR I, MR A MUIR(Y S, R, 43R R E W IN T,
BobkF=, MR ik 26.9~29.3kg, 5 CK 17 41.6%~54.5%; RFI[10]H45 1, jii/T] 700%4LE + HHUAE 15
Kg/Ak REH 75 A% P2 B IA Bl 5694.31 kg/hm?, 3872 3RIA 16.32%. (EHANIEY b, SRS [11) % DU 1 R
100%75 HL/K A AE 225 kg/hm? B {5 25 i 7= 42 ) 58.74%, 5L FE 1IN 26.98%, 1] ¥ii 5 R & 2 41K 22.81%;
Ve 3 BH 4 [ L 2] K S MRS HIE S, it FH 3T B DR MUKV I T bR 34 n 15 >, 25 ses_ i in 1
3.92%, P34 5.27 gltk, 377215 16.20%; FhEH B SE[ 1310 S0 A 1R B2 (1A MUK B ARSI 2 28 0 38 1L B
U7 B (R R, R BB it B RE 4000 5 I HLKIEAE “YLE 2587 fe BRI o L RIS E2EE, =&
MZEERE, RIS AN 13.44%. 5.29%F1 22.17%. [5REFHE25E[ 141 72 M8 25 40 A LK 75 BE X Ik 3 7
ISR 45 R B, ESh B IAIE I IEiE 750 g/hm? ZKIEAE, P28 CK 8 39.07%, 7 Jh&Hhn
44.22%. AL, FLABEE[TIHIRT I HAESE, Wit 2500 f5 A HUKIEIE “iE e BEA Sk i R4l i 4
SN

AHIF T e, 75 e =38 e A 6 S TR 4 Yk 1000 43 A2 40 3 P i A v I (R 25 3 ) 38 7 28U |38
A BRI ZE B B BAVE R, B m VAN B A = B “SER 7 A B R E R e
IIE, XA RSN B S BTN Bt R AR R R T4 A — B S AT ALK X A
K. #mILBE. WS REA S EH 7 Mdie—5.

TEARFFEH, Wi 4 UK 1000 £5 A= V005 HEBE /K IRCRIE SN “S8/ 77 5“2 Mg REs
WA F7LE 25 e RV ST AL R (58 4 7 SR AR TR S0 v TR /K AL B, (R~ S0 B35 TS K ], X 5T
NI FEEE RA—5. FJE W] R 5 Wi R0 5, €8 70 KNI RIR 23 B[R] TE L /N % A
Z, [HEREREY, Kk, BAR R G L A HE RS B S Se EIE K B R, A SR o g 3
KB ERE R T 75 1R S A0 BRI AL 22 7 b BRARTE AR TE AN IR 5 AT AR R AL 3, X
ST AN R —8. A BRI R M 2 Rl e 5 A AN R R e . RS R I HAR
B 0%, PR IR B B I B R S P RIS R R, AR A, FERSE R, 1%
AEBEXT “SEF H 7 W R EMPIEA BE R, EX AL I “SER 7 AR S TR bR
NS M, 7R3 IR AL E AT ] AR B A B R R e PR R, RIRZE
T E $ 21 160 I P S At Pl 55 7 /K 1 A 3 ER SR 58 A AN i AL B AE 7 R SRR P i B R, (HE
FBRIBFNREKF, HBRARE . XU B A 7K 740 70 T0 1 AR E F5 R 75 2 A DR SR SR h %
OAER, gt —2 8 T WA IERE RS 8 8 TR LA S AR A R R 7 A R E . AR
RGN G Z A RIS R, PR AR, RN A ERIRSTE. SESHEHER, Fik, Kk
R 52 A [R) AL BT 7 R 0 B 9% S B R S AR B R AR 5 o FLAAH T A= B b 1) S e AT i —
I F o
5. &5ip

AW Fea FeR Y, TE ST A LA b TR 4 VX 1000 F5 AP M B K VA I (R 6 0), T R
et 2 i RAVE R, RERSIMBSETH BN, BEENEEHNIMERRESR,
BRI AL . AR, T 4 VX 1000 15 A TE B K A AE (R SE ), TR E R E i R 55
BRI, AR AR R .
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