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Abstract

Purpose: To address poor root development, low nutrient absorption, and slow early growth of to-
bacco plants caused by low temperatures and excessive rainfall during the early growth stage in
Longling tobacco areas. Method: Field experiments explored how nutritional regulation combined
with cold resistance and root promotion affects early growth and the yield and quality of flue-cured
tobacco leaves. Results: Regarding above-ground and below-ground biomass, after nutritional reg-
ulation treatment, organic fertilizer yielded the highest relative increase in Longxin, while potas-
sium humate was most effective in Xiangda. After root-promoting treatment, the root-stimulating
bacteria treatment led to the highest relative increase in Longxin, while the amino acid treatment
performed best in Xiangda. In terms of output value, after nutritional regulation treatment, potas-
sium humate and organic fertilizer outperformed organic-inorganic compound fertilizer in both
Longxin and Xiangda. After root promotion treatment, outputs in both areas ranked: potassium hu-
mate > organic-inorganic fertilizer > organic fertilizer; output values followed: low-temperature
protectant > amino acid drip > root-stimulating bacteria > conventional treatment. Conclusion: Nu-
tritional regulation combined with root promotion significantly improves early growth and rapid
development of tobacco plants. Overall, organic fertilizer and potassium humate treatments provide
better economic effects, while low-temperature protectants excel in root promotion. The chemical
component coordination of flue-cured tobacco leaves was optimal with potassium fulvate treatment
and amino acid treatment, followed by biological organic fertilizer treatment. Nutritional regulation
and root promotion effectively improve soil fertility and structure.
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1. 531§

JRREIAT 9 MR 281, 25 XA BRUURR (0 B SRR AR, T I BAT i A Rz vk, TR 325
ML F bR TR, AP EEACT AR EOR R, R R 7RG B, RS
T X Bk, BT AR ILATIR, I8 M E BRI AL i A X, AR AT AR KB B T B AR 2 R R
o SFEURAKEAR. RO R, ERAEKKTIESE, £ E R LIRS 7R 5 A 5
(It — 23Tt o AT RO RIK — I R, K DA R A7 Ml vy Jod 5 g A K DR

AT SRR IR R ARG LI W N E . B, SRR, G,
BB SRR AT HO T B AR, IR R AR U o R AT AR SR MR AR 2 U T SR,
NIRRT AT SR AL S [1]-[5] - BT TTR ], WURIAMIRA AP0 AR BSCE MR B x5
R A AR AN o B AN R AR B AR EAE PR [6]-[8] o MR AL 7P X PR 58 DX 7 AT R e e B 1 ZE AR A
AR, AT HE IR AR T, (A R im0 A [9]-[11]. Filtn, T pranriE
AT AR BRI ANIR R S i BEAT R . ASCIUE I B S I PR IR AR R, A A ENE
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FRRIEAPLA ARG, PRI e B il R RO S EE
2. WERt
2.1 #tilire
FEME A RIEZ 2 100, JeH 2 = 100, ~Fik 2 =/ 116,
2.2. Wt

R WE 7 M, BANGEADT 5 H, 7 KHEXS IR, BARENT:
AER L. CEHUEACRSHE(RD . ERCRFIE + MAEAEE + EHIE).
AbFR 2. FFEHE(CEY)ANLUIE 120 kg (B1: ZEMAHUIE + MHAHESE + BAEIE).
AbPE 3. ARG 2 kg BEEEREA(ED: B + MHEAIE + WALEN), £ 1 kg =5
FRATVEAR, BAR)G 7~10 K 1 kg o5& BRATEAR -
AbFE 4. BERTH 40 kg HHL - THLEIRIEEH10-12-19) B ME AL, TERICHEH .
AbPR 5. AR MY AEAR R 3L (BP: AEARANER + WHE SR + HAIEAE), BIRRH 2 L AR
WAENR, Bak)E 7~10 K 1 L ZEMEFER
WhFE 6. BFRETHGNG y I TR + RAAEMS 2009 (Al: AR T + BAERER + WHZ A +
THAEAE), BARNH y RE TR + RERERS 1009 #AR, /5 7~10 KAy ZE TR + BHER
%100 g R
AEFE 7 WAL RS BRI BRI LR R, W S A R R I RS

23. HEmXRE

1) TIEFEGCREE

TH e, R MM AT, RERTELRE, JF T RIBE G REB MR 115, £ m ik
KEGRARE, BREWIRT AT shlamikis, RAJE, &R 7E BRI aa 254, KT 5l
5E A SRR LI R, R E ST 500 g AT 43R 0

2) TERE A KR, R b B B A LA AR MR 3 MRIE MR, HEAT R ZHE R &=, D58 kv
ENE N HNL RSN YN o

3) FEMHARE A B I A (AR L BEAC I T B R ) IR, 0 5 AT T 0 4y R A B A8

4) F-IE 5 K A5 A FEAR AR RS S IS/ X I B IR o AHE [ SR 43 2R b v (GB 2635-1992)
D, SRR/ IR R RS IRI T SR L, S B S A E SR A T R
F = B AT RFEE 4L SYI (Sustainable Yield Index) KR AE & ALBR (1) 2L = ] fbE, SYI G FIFE 0~1 Z [H],
HEE = R . HirEAN:

SY1= (Y — SD)/Y max

K Y BREAGER SR SD RoRAMO B B IR EZ ;s Yma RN R N EOKAE
5) %5 M4 GB 2635-92 #E1T 43 2%, SAbFEAHEL C3F % 1 kg, A TALZE 0 #r. BRI H AR
BN 1R .

3. BRE D
3.1 FEISLIEF A x IR T HIRR
MFE L TR, SEOREIRER X bR A BRI AR R T A UL IR AT HUIE, e Ak 2
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Figure 1. Technical route

1. RARBELE

Table 1. Effects of different treatments on the growth process of tobacco plants

F* 1. AERIES AXHEME B F0

E - BR AR HK nE TR J - B R TR KEHAFH
T1 3H9H ##/F30d BEF6e0d HEF6e8d HEm78d Hi/F88d #HEs137d 1374
T2 3H9H ##EF31d BIEFeld BEF69d BE/F78d HiFe8d #HEs137d 1374
T3 3H9H ##530d BIRE60d B#FEE68d M5 78d B#J589d RS 137d 1374
T4 3H9OH ®#HE31d B#561d B#E68d B#E79d Bik/588d M#/5136d  136d
T4 3H9H ®#ME31d B#se61d B#E68d B#E79d Bik/588d ##/5136d  136d
T4 3HA9H B#E31d BHE6eld BikEesd BiE79d i e8d Bik/E136d  136d
T7 3H9OH ®#/F30d #BEF6e0d BHEF68d BEF78d #BiL/mFe8d /5 136d  136d

A1

3.2. FEIAE AR Z MR

XFEFRRARUL, R 2T, ERF X, EARILLCEYNANUE > AHLEHERE > 3%
JEETR N, SR AN [ 7 1A 428 A0 B A BRI T AR AL PR 1 17 0.02~0.03, I i A AR #dié e 17 0.04~0.3,
HARRITANHRIRL > SERE > CEMAIUE > FHAR . A, FFRHMIERKY 2
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Xt

o
AN

NI SO 18 SR e i ASURIT P A 2R 5 DS JE R A X die v, DAV ASRU A FEE A S - T A 2R B #0931
$eim 1 0.61 A10.97, AEMANUEAHANICHRIRIL 2 MEHEIRZ, WAL,
SRR &, e 2 WAL, AEJEHT X, REA UM S i i AR i T AR R B CLAE AR B 7 > I
TR > GIEFRVERMAN R AN, SRJe5 ST AR S o ri AR o i A 2R A A SRR EARAR X 5 S5 2R AR
FUALE 72 e AN, B RS AR T 0.06 F10.79. ZERIAMHIX, BRI S i - [T RS AT I TETRR 2R 4
P UNR LB HEAR AL BRAR NS 5, RN S BRI - AR - T A 25 B30 L T AT A AR T 75 AR X s v T

Table 2. Effects of different treatments on agronomic traits of tobacco plants at different growth stages
= 2. TNEIALIEXHEN R EE B R ZHEKEIF

v =1 ZE AR AH PR PSRN
A WA EE#H AEREHE om om () B RN
(EWE LR 87 95 16 0.096 2.31
il 66 7.7 14 0.064 1.37
HE K3t S q‘a
BHHENEIRIE 79 8.9 16 0.067 1.63
AR 77 8.4 18 0.07 1.92
e
(CEM A HLIE 127.3 11 15 0.135 3.06
_ G IR 1155 10 19 0.115 3.32
K& i
HHLIEHLE R 1315 10.5 19 0.129 3.7
. R 115.8 10.2 19 0.105 3.02
EEEialE
(CCEP A LA 35 / 8 0.053 0.64
T R4 45 / 10 0.082 1.24
R A4 E%Q?
BHHLEHLZ R 34 / 8 0.057 0.7
AR 30 / 8 0.046 0.63
%k
(CEAE LA 135 13 15 0.129 2.94
_ IR 140 14 14 0.144 3.07
KA i
BHHLILHE R 128 11 14 0.106 2.26
AR 120 10 14 0.099 2.1
AEAR B 7 63 8.3 14 0.11 2.27
IR 102 8.6 18 0.071 2.02
" ﬁk, @1(@:1‘@
R R 67 8.2 16 0.08 1.86
R 77 8.4 18 0.078 1.92
e s
AEAR BE 7 123.4 10.7 19 0.13 3.66
_ RIEFRRER 119 12 16 0.16 3.81
AHEH ki 1;%F*u 120 10 20 0.1 2.99
(R AR n ' '
o) 115.8 10.2 19 0.1 3.02
A AR BE 7 30 / 9 0.047 0.64
A TR REAR 42 / 10 0.051 0.77
AR 30 / 8 0.047 0.63
Rk o
AEAR B 7 120 8.8 17 0.111 2.87
KN HA TR EAR 130 10 16 0.116 2.8
AR 120 10 14 0.099 2.1
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3.3. TEEFAEHERR it it T RS

% 3 o, EHTEIX, HERBARCRIE AR Hh B3 3 A WUIE AL B AR B e, HEKC
AN . M EERECE RS ASE S T 70 g 420 g, SR b EEURCE RS T 150 9. 300 g. 7ER
IRJHIX, RS AN R SRR b A0k 38 25 DL B R A AL B AR e v, ARSI L b B2 8
e T 45 9. 316 g, SRR . Hb B EUE B T 455 9. 315 g. AEIAHLIEATE HLGHLAE
AEFRBEAR T AL B, WTRER T O RIAR R GRS T 5, AW A NUIEFIA HLIGHL S TR AL AL S8ORE 5L
WML ZEE . A5

Table 3. Effects of different nutrient regulation measures on aboveground and belowground parts (unit: g)
3. NEEFIFITEREX M it RROSMa(RAL: g)

XHEAFH AR R ER A b 34 BPRE Ry b
(B HLIE 280 1480 1760 0.189
IR 210 1080 1290 0.194
e (HE K 38) .
HHLLHLE IR 230 1010 1240 0.228
A 210 1060 1270 0.198
(CEW B HLAE 650 2100 2750 0.310
B R 500 2000 2500 0.250
e R ) )
HHEHEIRIE 550 2050 2600 0.268
R 500 1800 2300 0.278
(B 45 325 370 0.138
. W 90 625 715 0.144
Sk (FIAF) i
HHEHLERE 65 370 435 0.176
R 45 309 354 0.146
(B PLUIE 705 1833 2538 0.385
. TR IR 1205 3053 4258 0.440
FIKCRIE ) )
HHLLEHLE R 675 2448 3123 0.276
AR 750 2738 3488 0.246

3.4. T EMRMRIE R it T AR

HIC 4 ATRN, ORI, BRI S, AERKIPMERIE AR TT o 3620 3 DA AR G 77 A BEAR XS
B, IR . BRI R T 309, 260, SRIEIIML T L M EES - ECE IS T 59,
5009, FEGIEMHX, BIERIIFARE HIHE MR T A E 3G 7> DU R REAR AL BRAR N B ey, AR T . 3
AR ECHE R T 259, 869, SRAEHIMN . M A ECE MRS T 159, 294 9.

3.5. TEIALTRTFE 1R = B B AR/

MR BFUE N, EIRREAEE, SRS, M RIEmANEX AR & UL RRE > A

PFLUEHURIRIE > WAL, AFEFRREE A E > BECF A R T 3.49kg/m~6.4 kg/Hi; At 1M

e WEHTARIE TN X BRI SRR AR A AE A LI T AN EHLEIRAE, AFEFF GO E = E
AL IR = T 50 ST/ ~206 T/ E -
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Table 4. Effects of different root-promoting measures on aboveground and belowground parts (unit: g)
= 4. FEMRRIERESTH_Eith RAORZM(BAL: g)

B AEE A FEIAbE R ER 4 B BRE R
AR B 240 1320 1560 0.182
HAIERBER 270 1230 1500 0.220
o3 (HE K 38) ! .
(IR 7 230 1380 1610 0.167
A 210 1060 1270 0.198
AEAR B A 550 2300 2850 0.239
_ FHR AR 500 2400 2900 0.208
e CR K 1) \ )
Rkl 450 1700 2150 0.265
M 500 1800 2300 0.278
AR B 65 300 365 0.217
X R R 70 395 465 0.177
Sk (FHRI) ‘ .
(R ikl 54 322 376 0.168
H 45 309 354 0.146
AEAR T 7 665 2493 3158 0.267
B HAIERBER 765 3053 3818 0.251
FIECRHE 1) . ,
{RIR AR 7 / / / /
T 750 2759 3509 0.272

(RARALBE S, ™= & 5, M AR ™ B DARIR ORI ) > ARG > AR > HHla
H, ANEHUATEAR A P BB U EL IS T 5.87 kg/17~6.85 kg/ 1T » P E MR 7] > ZIEMER >
AEARTRR > FRUAREE, AN EHTA AR AR P E R E AU LE B R T 200 J0/ET~320 JO/E s GUA I DX
MRS 57 > AR A EIERRIEN > 5 ACHEE, AR ACH = S50 AL B = T 4.53 Kg/Ri~4.77 kg/
B, PE DRI AR > SRR > ARG > WRACEE, ASEHTA (EAR A E = E AR KU LL 3 &
7 189 JL/E~290 JT/H -

Table 5. Effects of different treatments on yield and quality of flue-cured tobacco

5. NEISLIEX I = B E IR0

PR A it
b Hh s SO - o —
(kg/H) (JU/H) (76/kg) it ii[za ]
(CCEP AL 135.93 4406 3241 71.20
- HRIRAT 138.84 4490 32.34 72.05
' HHLIEHLE IR 138.26 4350 31.46 71.80
R 132.44 4300 32.47 69.23
B
(B PLUIE 145.68 4806 32.99 70.10
Sk IR 150.91 4786 31.71 70.80
HHLLEHLZ IR 148.63 4650 31.28 68.09
AR 145.33 4600 31.65 67.15
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=
AR B A 139.00 4500 32.37 71.11
. TIERTEM 13831 4600 33.26 71.68
e fICIRARAP 7 139.29 4620 33.17 72.10
i 132.44 4300 32.47 69.23
TRARTE e \
AEAR B 150.00 4800 32.00 68.00
X REMRHENR 149.86 4890 32.63 69.10
s TRIRARY 77 150.10 4789 31.90 68.90
R 145.33 4600 31.65 67.15

3.6. AREIALIBIEREMHLFER ST S

e 6 fios, HHATEFRIRIEAEE, SR XA RIB I X BRI A HUICHL R A AEAL R b &
XL, SABERE RS EERAR, SIS R A A PUIE A B B o s 8 5
o DN DA A HUIEAE B f e, HLUGR BRER I OB DRI B IR IR B AL By T At A B
RTE,  DAS R IR AL HRE JE I Ao R DR P S DL, LR B A HUAB AR B

RIEARSE 5, e 0 DX FR A MR R 70 A B AR P55 s v 1 LA AR B, SRR X U DA S R b 2
FERTAE R, PN DX A AR 79 Ak P ) A R Rl 5 B o T LA A B, i R AR B AR e
THIX R AZHE BRI I m, HUGRARIR ORI AL, GOR X % b B IR 22 5 A K, AN[RIAL 2 (8] 1% 5
HAGEERANR. SEME, UREERRAEEERE 5 L2 B U VRS

Table 6. Effects of different treatments on chemical components of cured tobacco leaves
52 6. TEICIEXT#E F RS 5 IS0

gures] Hh gures] BE¥E90) EEHEG0) BRN, %) BHEMR (%) Ei(K0, %) &(Cl-, %)
R 29.82 25.03 1.66 1.58 3.91 0.06
%D HEIE I 27.52 23.15 1.7 2.44 431 0.06
. HAIENE A 33.04 29.64 159 1.69 35 0.06
R TR 25.97 18.34 1.7 1.73 3.24 0.05
RiE VAN 27.63 21.87 1.1 1.94 2.62 0.04
AYLHE AR 28.09 19.88 1.61 1.85 2.79 0.03
AR B A 31.71 28.88 1.9 2.14 2.99 0.05
% i IR AR 77 29.26 25.63 1.91 1.63 3.44 0.05
TRAR S RAER 25.46 222 1.77 1.96 4.19 0.05
X AR R 7 28.82 19.75 1.92 2.51 3 0.23
i AEER 32.44 22.45 1.63 1.84 3 0.05

3.7. BFTIEXA R IR RIELE R A L REA R 534

HI 7 AT, MMSRIBEE RS, S B HIRA LS IR S T AR, SRR AR > )
AT > GHLENESIELHE > HlhE, HReREE. 2lEE. 2HSEERAKR, HH
VAT HUIEAEBEAR K G v T ABAL B KRR S BNV R GIEALE > AV A UL > 3
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JERRERALEE > HRIALH, AW BRIV EM AL > AYENE SRR > FIAE > 3
JERRERACEE, M S ERIUNE AL > EYAHUEAE > AYUEHE GICLHE > SRR,
BT, SE R EA R T IR e R, et IR RSO ERAS 57 73 AW SR o

RIUEARTE i, #5 J5 3 HUTURK AR PR S0 S e 0 AL 2, 3 DUIRIR PR3P 57 A B X B o
TSGR, 2T E. EWSEERARN, GRS ERIOVERREE > AREFLHE > F)
AbFE > ARIRORIFIAL B, S A BN E AL > IR R > GIERRALEE > AR AL
ST, AR AT R PR A AR

Table 7. Effects of different treatments on basic soil fertility after harvest and curing in Longxin tobacco area
7. RERAX R EACIEXRIELER G TIRE AR HF M0

AH REN)  EBEEP)  AEEK)  KBIEEN) AREEP)  EEEH(K)

Jogd pH &
g/kg g/kg g/kg g/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg
WAL 5.44  49.09 2.41 1.54 16.16 17151 110.8 750.48
it FH 5 TR 5 57.17 2.64 1.23 15.38 203.58 96.06 375.57
it F A A HLIE 517  52.61 2.7 1.56 15.41 216.06 130.35 464.37
MAANEHERE 473 49.14 2.56 1.53 15.2 224.08 115.95 387.22
it FH A AR 484  53.36 2.67 1.49 15.19 193.78 142.7 608.68
it PR R 7 77 552  53.72 2.62 1.47 15.59 190.22 95.37 642.83
Jiti A R 7 471  49.04 2.4 1.4 16.2 179.53 116.29 588.32

3.8. ZFBXAF R RIEERE LRGSR

MG 8 FTUAE Y, >1 mm [ 3R R ARy & DAL B i T8 7R s M AR it % Ab 22, 0.25~0.5
mm H1<0.25 mm (¥ -3 AR R B H AL B RAR T8 IR A2 M AR 4% b s o 1~6 mm (1 +
SR ASNE I ZRAR L B UL A0 WIS AL AT A AR TR AL BEAH XS 5K, >6 mm (1 R 3RPER A LA HLEHLE &
JEAE PR ARG IR DR 37 751 A BEAH RS 55415 0.25~0.5 mim 7K AE {1k [ SR AR 25 g LA 24 3 1 P Ak P AR 24 R 71 Ak A X
i, <0.25 mm {35 TSR U WA HLAE A B A AR AR T 771 AE BEAR X 3¢ 75 o

Table 8. Effects of different treatments on soil structure after tobacco leaf harvest and curing
& 8. NEALIEX AR RIELER G LIRGEHHIFZMN0

s KA K A R AR 2 AEOEE MILEE
>5 mm (g) 2~5 mm (g)1~2 mm (g) 0.5~1 mm (g) 0.25~0.5mm (g) <0.25(g) g/cm® g/cm? %

WAL 11.19 14.36 14.63 18.23 11.81 208 076 237  67.79
it FH 2 JES IR 3.2 7.78 10.15 16.89 14.56 4742 078 234  66.56
it AE A AU 5.39 6.46 8.73 15.03 13.22 5117 076 253  69.88
WHANEHIESE 182 8.15 10.92 16.39 13.26 4946 077 251  69.35
it P R 7.71 9.35 13.9 17.21 12.28 3955 071 237 7014
it ARG 2L DR 77 3.05 15.91 17.12 23.13 12.2 2859 0.7 234 7007
it A AR 6.23 8.91 8.95 15.58 14.54 4579 078 234  66.68
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4, g
4.1, BEFiBEREEREKEZRENIERNT

FRRRA R S R RIS e B PN E DR, HrT et HIRPR A TR L STt IR A Rk (Rl
FE SRR A M A E 1, RMIRIR N IR AR5, BRUAE B ER R 5 ERTT LRIR N, EWA
PUEE S S E i ahid AL £ TR 0y, SER IR BN Y], ORESMRPR A IR oKk, B IR K
THIBIRE, U™ FEmE—%; AYVUTCHURRIETR B8 22 5 v O DR PR i 18 A PR DL C AN
A2y PR AR

4.2. R ARMRIEHERT MR K K 7= R B O (E AL

AR A2 ¥4 O DX AR PR 2B A PR i ERR AR R 7, AL DR 771 7T R PR X AR AR AR R B 0, ZERFAR
AN Thge, HUEPHERTIBCRIS 0T R A i EAERERE AN - R TR REER, e
BAR ARG, HER RS EE ST, (AR 2 AR B R MR Sl B
KAFAER, T ORI A S, SBOLACR IS TP .

43. XigERHAE

FIEMAX A B LR S R I T WM, A% 0 Ji RE T G il DX TR S B fth A Z PR A
F SRR 73508 VA4 1 e 0 N S ARG, REE BB G R s T R DO AR PR R
SRR ARG, AT RIS, —EREE L2 7RI R I ROR .

5. ghig

B IR S P TR AR Tt PT A S8 DR S v TR DR AR F J A OB 2 i L, (R BEMRPR AR DR,
B IR AL B LIS RN . AEMANUIERCR R, e iR A2 DURIR PRI 7). RILRRIER R IR AR

PRI, PO XY R BB IR A (R ) . AR DRI T (TR R B 5, Hate (e
AR X B RO BRTHE IS A T8 FR R 18 it —F PR A ATSeBl “1+1>27 MIERCECR s B e - fhs
B PR 1 DA R 5 S R R MEAR AL B B L

VR A T O R AE K SR T, Ferh SR R 0 3 R AR SR T YA HUIERT LA HLRAR R
IR EAR S 1 IR PR 5 2 B B2 AR A

AR, GOSN AT HE T B ERET + (IR RS A R LR, JERTRIX AT R
AHUE + FRMRERG ISR, USSBUP R, @55 e rE 5Tt

E&WE

Z A E A T ORI A R IEE 8 TR R A DR R b B A iU DR A= AR & RS
(2023530000242002) .
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