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REB, FRW?

(1 Wb R, AR 734000,

=

2 FR AN AN, HINEkIK 7340000

LGSV o7, IR I TR T N SRS AR B AR 5 0.100 thm?, N SRR At B e =0t

42.89 tthm?. P Z 257k i fee HE it FH ok 0.076 t/hm?, P 3% dac e A B (VB8 72 oy 40.98 Yhm? K 3848 B A% 2 et FH 4 0.198
thm?, K S it R B S P= fh 43.58 thm?. Z3 P N RIZBF 38 oo b, I TR 443 = bl N, Py K ZEHTRE R g
W, ABAPsrE R bR PSRN AEEDTEREIUBE Ny P KR I, IR AR T I

BRI
PESES: 14722

N 7R R S SR AR T AR 5 R Y A o
BT, EE PR BNC I E SO . TR
MR 1450 m ) 2 800 m ¥4 N T4 Lh ¥ 2 (b
M, AR TN oK, 2008 SE R ALk
2.15 Jj hm?, ¥~k 37.50tthm?, JER T 35.6 Ji t
ML Zn T A =2k, SR & WBUNHE T 9k
TN AL bk R, 2009 4ERES) T«
FEI P38 AR N T S R B Ak gt B TR 7. HT
SRR o T2 S A X A A (1 2 ) A T
TR AR, Wl AF /A N % P AN KA
2188 A 0N T84 H 8 SRS BRI 52 [ P MR
MR M0, SRR WK T 44 % N, P,
K e fE it FH 5275 T AR08, AR SCRANn T2 S84 2081 N
P K BB KL, S R Z KBTI T8 4 5 N
P K SAEM &, ok T8 D4 B KRR A
PRI S .

1 #MRE7E

1.1 Rga s

KK T 2006—2008 AF7E 7Kk 117 P AR B — G ]
FIWFBEAT, Wk EE 2128 m, ERE 48°C, =
10°C kL 2685°C, F¥FF/KE 256 mm, YK &
1650 mm, R 130 Ko ik geRAE HIR K ES
+, BHZ 0 ~ 20 cm HHLGE & 16.67 g/kg, Blfi# N
65.64 mg/kg, # %4 P 8.60 mg/kg, 1%k K 175.20 mg/kg,
pH {H 8.43, CEC15.80cmol/kg. HtikALEl: CO(NH,),

INT RS AL, SUBEEN, 2PFa; mEtiE

(£ N46%); (NH;),HPO, (& N18%, P,0546%):
K,SO, (7 K0 50%). SN T By 5% 2 il il i v A
15, HHIR T R A E RS E e ft.

1.2 WA ZE

1.2.1 R AP WA T, N Zpdt & et
78, WIS 8 MNMbEE: AbFE 1, No (AjtiN, CKD;
AbFE 2, Nyg (N 18 kg/hm?); 4bFH 3, Nag (N 36 kg/hm?);
KbFE 4, Nsg (N 54 kglhm?); 4bFE 5, Ny, (N 72 kg/hm®);
AEFE 6, Ngo (N 90 kg/hm?); ALFE 7, Nygg (N 108 kg/hm?);
AbFE 8, Nig (N 126 kg/hm?). H&F/S4bHiG ] P,0s 80
kg/hm?+ K,0 200 kg/hm? fH It e .

R, P =it R, Wl 8 4
AbFR: KEBE 1, Py (AN P,Os, CK); AbBE 2, Ppps (P,0s
12.5kg/hm?); 4LFE 3, Puso (P,0525.0 kg/hm?); AbFE
4, Pgs (P,0s 37.5 kg/hm?); A3 5, Py (P,0550.0
kg/hm?); 4bF 6, Pgs (P,0s62.5 kg/hm?); 4bFi 7,
Psso (P,0s 75.0 kg/hm?); AR 8, Pgrs (P,0s 87.5
kg/hm?) . BN EER T N 115 kg/hm? + K,0 200 kg/hm?
AL .

WG [, K FEe AR, {58tk 8
AU AFE 1, Ko O KO, CKD; AbFE 2, Kgg
(K,0 33 kg/hm?); Ab3E 3, Kgs (K,0 66 kg/hm?); Atk
H 4, Kgg (KO 99 kg/hm?); 4bHE 5, Kizp (KO 132
kg/hm?); 4bFE 6, Ky (K,O 165 kg/hm?); 4b#E 7,
K1es (K50 198 kg/hm?); 4bHE 8, Ky (K,0 231 kg/hm?).
FEAN LB T N 115 kg/hm?,  P,05 80 kg/hm? A LS .

ORETH: HERHSCERIIE4TH (2007BAD8IB17) FIH R A RHETRITH (1006NCXG012) %),
fE# TR 25y (1954—), B, HlokiA, #%, FENEHYE IR SHEIETT Y. E-mail: ginjiahail23@163.com
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1.2.2 Rk RPN 5280 m* (8 mx 90, 108. 126 kg/hm? I, -5 N 2 b 1.7 44 8 4 =

6.6 m), BEAMCEIEL 3 Kk, BENLX IS, /NX Y
JEI508, 3 9% 50 om, 3 5 30 em . 3R TTEF(NH,), HPO,-
K2SO4. 60% CO(NH,), 2B IEABEZ, 40%
CO(NHy), 7 Ty 4% B 2K 1 K W4 B HE /K /it o & Fh I
[i] 2006—2008 4= 4 J1 N4, ZE%: 60 cm, 2 45 cm,
FRER 30 cm, JAHH 50 cm, FEFEEEN 5.56 Jkk/hm?,
1.2.3 WemHSm l{E 2006—2008 4 9
H A O TR SR FBERND REANRE /MK 50l
B B NX PR YT A AU . AR AR
—AN AL IERH R TR RN, A (B
— AN R B I AR B ST — AN A ER
) KA BRI BRI — AN S IR
RENGFAE, %A GUBFr=a x PRtk k1
PR EAR : RERE N — A AL AR R I AT A
Fa a3 GUPRiE S x RS ki baRlE:
A I —AN BT N I BT AR B A, 4% A Gd
Br = (IR bR A SKAF: bRt E: 5— b e
AT S AN A E AR ) 2, LA Oa AN
HE AR R — AR E AR D SRS T NPK 1
P AT NPK 77 8 + NPK it kA ekt
k242 A 20 ORI IX F= - JE A IX =) il AR X =5 x
100% k5.

1.2.4 BERgOHJk HL 2006—2008 A B
Breg, RZEE, HEHzE (LSR) 4. NPK
AN[R) Y 5 T4 S B (R IR G R AT SAS B A4t it
3T, 0 IR B R S i TR
BN RIS 2006—2008 AR 56 I 7] P 24 0 T 4
OGN AS 5 o

2 HR55H

2.1 MIBODRERZEFTUEREEAE

2,11 N ZEAN ) it P Xt o 26 44 i e A
JERITTERER N WEE 1 ATRUEH, N it
FH 18 kg/hm? 341 5] 126 kg/hm? I5F, Jin T2 Eh 44 4
Hi 16.96 t/hm? 341131 40.76 t/hm?, Hrh N 25 ] & 108
kg/hm? i T8 Th 84 2= v, BEARHE N #6877 32.39
t/hm?, JkE N it & 90, 72, 54, 36kg/hm?, 4y
WA N 77 27.94, 23.24, 18.21 F1 12.51 t/hm?;
RGN Ziti & 18 kg/hm?, AN N 17 6.45
thm?. N 2Tl & 1 18 kg/hm? 4 n%| 36, 54. 72.

H0 5% 358.33. 347.50. 337.22. 322.78. 310.44.
299.91. 240.08 kg, ¥iHIHA; N 238~k N 5t
TR, AR AT N 2 T
18 kg/hm? 4 1n%) 36, 54, 72, 90. 108 kg/hm? I, At
FEDTIRAERE N 22 H 38 b 386 0, S N 2206 H 5 108
kg/hm?, JEELDTHR Ry 75.50%, N 25 it ] & 108 kg/hm?
fOFERE LR 0 18 kg/hm?, AR DTERE T BE 1.29 AN
A% R, BET N 2 A 108 kg/hm? IS 1R IE R} STk 26 5
Ko MOBEIE] IR 22 5 5 VLR LSR A I62k 31 i 25 AR b
FIKF (R D,

F 1 NREXWINTER DL EEFHUERFER TR0
Table 1 Nitrogen effects on processed-potato yield

and fertilizer contribution rate

Ak 3 P Wreht TIENKP ERDTR
(t/hm?) (t/hm?) (kg) (%)

No 1051 h H - - -

Nig 16.96 g G 6.45 358.33 38.03

Nag 23.02FF 1251 34750 54.34

Nsq 28.72¢E 18.21 337.22 63.41

N7 33.75d D 23.24 32278 68.86

Noo 3845¢C 27.94 310.44 72.67

Nios 42,90 aA 32.39 299.91 75.50

Nizs 40.76 b B 30.25 240.08 74.21

e FAE NS PR RN ZERIL R p<0.05 BEKT; K5
FRIANF R R ZE IR H) p<0.01 BEKT, FEM.

2.1.2 N ZEAN[A] 0 17 T 4% S 7 A N R 46
DR AT K N AN i T A
FERE TR N Ml LLE A, BEE N it
F8E I, 3 bRl 6.45 thm? 6k 5] -2.14 t/hm?.
MG B KA, BEH N i Emm, 4
B 1 5 160 JG/hm? 3 21 -1 712 Jo/hm?; 321k Al
1t 5 082.60 yo/hm? Jf /> # -1789.40 so/hm?, 54
R 36 952 . N2 6 JT] 5 108 kg/hm? F it P38
18 kgthm?, W brr=i . HBs i ks Al L
i, MAERIE 47, N &K 108 kg/hm?
e, AR 5 K, N2 it A 108 kg/hm? ff 567
- F N 18 kg/hm?, it EFE T 46 N . drtar i,
SN G R — A 108 kg/hm? (%
2,
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F2 NZXMMIBELEZFHEMT
Table 2 Nitrogen effects on processed-potato economic benefit
yisail IS bl T bul T bul TP %S BRI Wi AT A AR
(thm* (thm* Gt/hm?) Gt/hm®) Gt/hm®) Gt/hm?) Gt/hm®) Gt/hm®)
No 1051 hH - - - - - - -
Nig 16.96 g G 6.45 5160 77.40 5082.60 5160 77.40 508.26
INEY 23.02fF 6.06 4848 77.40 4770.60 10 008 154.80 9853.20
Ns4 28.72eE 5.70 4560 77.40 4 482.60 14 568 232.2 14 335.80
N72 33.75d D 5.03 4024 77.40 3946.60 18 592 309.60 18 282.40
Ngo 3845cC 4.70 3760 77.40 3682.60 22 352 387.00 2 196.50
Nios 42.90aA 4.45 3560 77.40 3482.60 25912 464.40 25 447.60
Na26 40.76 b B -2.14 -1712 77.40 -1789.40 24 200 541.80 23658.20

2.1.3 INTHIIHA S N R4 DRk Ak foe e it = 1
o KR 2 b N EAFRA RSN TR SR
HIHKRR SAS AL 3T, FH—Jo itk
AR y = a +bx - o AT, B IR ]
7R y =10.51 +217.72x -1 061.73%2, % [HJH 75 Rk
AT RFE ML, F=28.857, >Fy0=26.92, r=0.9440",
VLA RE T RS B N 2% (Px) 4 4300 JG/t.
TN TR IS AN RS (Py) 4 800 JG/t, K¢ Px. Py. [H]
HFFRRI D AL AR S ARl 1 A 1H 5 A 53U xo = [(PX/PY)
- bJ2c, IMTREEE N #ZEiiaE (x) A 0.10
tthm?, 55 xo AR5 R y = 10.51 + 217.72x-1061.73%%,
SR TR A4 5 N 450 3% 25 o HE it ) 0 A g B
Wiei y b 42.89 thm?, 55 AR ACTE 7 45 5
Wi, A g5 R e R P S e IE R R R
X

2.2 MIBDUREHZRETHEREEAE

2.2.1 P AR TR B S e R R AN
Bk msgm AR 3 WLUEH, P Rt E N

12.5 kg/hm? 3811151 87.5 kg/hm? I, i T 74 th 44 2 =i
1 17.34 t/hm? B4 505 39.21 t/hm?, Horb P it & 75.0
kg/hm? i T 28 T4 S B g v, AN PO 29.34
t/hm?, J 0 P %t 1] 2 62.5.50.0.37.5.25.0 kg/hm?,
Ir VAN P 477 25,14, 20.66. 15.76 £l 10.68 t/hm?;
RGP I 125 kg/hm?, A P 177 5.48
thm?. P ZjitiJl & 1 12.5 kg/hm? 54 hn%) 25.0, 37.5.

50.0. 62.5. 75.0. 87.5 kg/hm?If, T35 P Zin LML
PRSI B S il Ay 438,40, 427.20. 420.26. 413.20.

402.24. 391.20. 312.57 kg, ULHHHAL P 285~ EFE P
FtH G e, A AR . Pt
1 12.50 kg/hm? #4411 %1 25.0. 37.5. 50.0. 62.5. 75.0
kg/hm? 5, AERISTERRBE P2 B g, P &
i P AE 75.0 kg/hm? [ A4 #5490 12.5 kg/hm?, A

F3 PEMNMIBDHLEEYRANBRTEHEAZM
Table 3 Phosphorus effects on processed-potato yield

and fertilizer contribution rate

i 7 it WrcE TR PRT IRSTRE

(t/hm?) (t’hm?) (kg) (%)
Po 11.86 h H - - -

Pi2s 17349 G 5.48 438.40 31.60

P2so 2254 fF 10.68 427.20 47.38

P375 27.62eE 15.76 420.26 57.06

Pso0 3252dD 20.66 41320 63.53

Pe25 37.00cC 25.14 402.24 67.94

P50 41.20aA 29.34 391.20 71.21

Pg75 39.21bB 27.35 312,57 69.75

BIoTikA N 146 DNE AL U P R E 75.0
kg/hm? IS f R DTRR R 5 Ko ABER ) 1) 2 5 B 5 PE 2
LSR 465612 5] &k 25 FIB e & /K (% 3.

2.2.2 P ZEANIF] RS0 TR T 4 S kN R
et K P EZAMMAES N TSR E =
HEATHE =N A ] LG, B Pt F S8 o,
B3 B )1 5.48 thm? 8583 -1.99 thm? (£ 4) .
MG R ABWKE, bt P #it s, dbs
FAH T 4 384 Jo/hm?® 3 E] -1 592 Jo/hm?s 34 brAiE
i1 4 327.75 so/hm? J/b F) -1 648.25 JG/hm?, £ &4K
T 3% g R . P2t T R AE 75 kg/hm? () At 1 48 i
12.5kg/hm?, Jhpsr= i A bRFAE . 2 bs FE )
GiditL . MEAEFLE 5B, P i &t 12.5 kg/hm?
BN 25.0. 37.5. 50.0. 62.5. 75.0 kg/hm? Iif, i
JERREREE P 2% H & 138 hnmi g o, >4 P it
B 75 kg/hm? i, it IEFLE T 46 R B, dkal i,
I T2 4% 2 P 23 R — AN SR &t 75.0 kg/hm?

(4,
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F4 MIBDHREP REFYNREFTHHES M
Table 4  Phosphorus effects on processed-potato economic benefit
b # S bl Y bl T AR A BRI Hr=E TN R A St AE A
(thm?) (thm®) Gt/hm?) Gt/hm? Ot/hm?) Gt/hm?) Ot/hm?) Gthm?)
Po 11.86hH - - - - - - -

P25 17.349G 5.48 4384 56.25 4327.75 4384 56.25 4327.75
P2s.0 2254 fF 5.20 4160 56.25 4103.75 8544 112.50 8431.50
P375 27.62eE 5.08 4064 56.25 4007.75 12 608 168.75 12 439.25
Pso.0 3252dD 4.90 3920 56.25 3863.75 16 528 225.00 16 303.00
Pe2s 37.00cC 4.48 3584 56.25 3527.75 20112 281.25 19 860.75
P50 41.20aA 4.20 3360 56.25 3303.75 23472 337.50 23 134.50
Pg75 39.21bB -1.99 -1592 56.25 -1648.25 21880 393.75 21 486.25

2.2.3 NLRLSEHE P ORZRGT Ak fe H it R A
B RRAT PERAFMN RS I TR SR 5
PRI R A SAS BAE et o, I — oLk

%5 KEWMIZADLEEFBERFERTHERN
Table 5 Potassium effects on processed-potato yield

and fertilizer contribution rate

RN ECFRE y = a +bx® - oIS, 15301 IRk i 7k HE T K B RSTRE
)7 F & y = 11.86 + 257.583x - 1 657.62x%, X[l (t/hm?) (thm?) (ko) (%)
5 FEBEAT W25 PSS, F=31.747, >Foq=29.61, r Ko 1416 h H - - -
=0.92517, WA RELA RiF. P Z N (P K 19869G 570 172.12 28.10
j,g 4 500 fl:/t\ DDI?&%%\%%% (Py) j’ﬂ 800 fD/t, Kes 2522 fF 11.06 167.57 43.85
K Px. Py, BUFURIG b B o RAREEIB IR SIA 1 DRt T R
K X = [(Px/Py) —b]/2c, T AL P 2wt Kucs 39.40¢C 95 24 152,96 64.06
(%) 0.076t/hm?, ¥ xo A\ y = 11.86 + 257.583x - Kioe 4350aA 2934 148.18 67.44
1657.62x%, KN TA 44 5 P 4% fpp e it ] i i) 21 Ko 4154bB 27.38 118.52 65.91

W= (y) 40.98 thm?, 5 M AREALEE 7 45 S ANY)
Ay UEIRE & S e AR A HE AE AT B2 R
2.3 MIBODRERZEZFUELFTUERER
A=

2.3.1 K ZFA[A]FH &0 T8 5 4% b = 2 R
BIotERR Mg R 5 LA, K ZitiHEh
33 kg/hm? 1840 %1) 231 kg/hm? I, 0 T84t 44 2
19.86 t/hm? 4% 41.54 thm?, Hrh K 26 & 198
kg/hm? Jin T/ D4 r= e vy, Bt K 3977 29.34
thm?, H0E K 2t i 165, 132, 99. 66, 74
ANt K #97° 25,24, 20.79. 16.09 F1 11.06 t/hm?; /)5
& K Fi i 33 kg/hm?, B K 1977 5.70 thm?.

K 2t il 33 kg/hm? B9 hn%) 66, 99. 132, 165.

198. 231 kg/hm? i, T35 K 2500 T8 I 44 S 7 iy
Wk 172.72. 167.57. 162.52. 157.50. 152.96. 148.18.
118.52 kg, VLUIRAT K 234~ HkE K 22 F S8 hn i i
o A AR, K R 33 kg/hm?
Bhn#) 66. 99. 132, 165. 198 kg/hm? i, AUl sk

KB K E TR msg i, K ZHHEAE 198 kg/hm? [f)
FLAt 1N 33 kg/hm?, AERLSTRRR R FF 1.53 N E 4
A U KOS T 198 kg/hm? IS (IR STk % 55 K.
A H i (1 2 S S 2 PR LSRG 2k 3] S 2 AN S 2K
(£ 5,

2.3.2 K FEA[A] it FH 0 0 125 I S e Ak N
ST AR 6 WTLUE N, BEE K Fi =
Baohn, dhkrre R RN 5.70 thm? 3R E] -1.96
t/hm?; 3518 i 4560 so/hm? 2] -1568 jo/hm?;
Wb AiE 4461 J0/hm® 9/ 1) -1667 Ji/hm?, K 2 it
B 198 kg/hm? (f5E 6l E 38 b 33 kg/hm?, iBs 7
iy BRI A BRRNEY I SE . MRS E 53
B, K 250 1 33 kg/hm? 389 111 %1 66. 99. 132, 165,
198 kglhm? i, it B A Bl K 2% it FE - (1 484 i 434
K, 24 KSR 198 kg/hm? INF, it IE A3 T 44
TRE, BRI, TR B K SE i R
BT 198 kg/hm? (£ 6).
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Table 6 Potassium effects on processed-potato economic benefit
i Pt 1T Ak JbRHA AbEHE 147 A AL
(t/hm?) (thm?) Gt/hm?) Gt/hm®) Gt/hm®) Gt/hm?) Gt/hm®) Ga/hm®)
Ko 14.16 h H - - - - - - -
Kss 19.86 g G 5.70 4560 99.00 4461 4560 132 4428
Kes 2522 fF 5.36 4288 99.00 4189 8 848 264 8 584
Kgg 30.25eE 5.03 4024 99.00 3925 12 872 396 12 476
Kisz 34.95dD 4.70 3760 99.00 3661 16 632 528 16 104
Kies 39.40cC 4.45 3560 99.00 3461 20 192 660 19 832
K1gs 4350aA 4.10 3280 99.00 3181 23472 792 22 680
Kozt 4154bB -1.96 -1568 99.00 -1 667 21904 924 20980
2.3.3 NLAERE K RAEFSEEERHENH s,
EodRe K%Kﬂﬂﬁ%mﬂﬂ%%%i% [L SKSO, KRS, BURNE SRR T R A B e
PERNRARA L RAF R y -a+m—w%i B, HEBEK, 2006(9): 45-46
- ’{ﬁ”‘ﬂgwﬂzﬁ{i& y= Ldo 100'265): 23930 Ll B b AT TR SR AR R
XJ‘EUﬂﬁ%ﬂlﬁﬁTE‘i%ﬁ‘{ﬂﬂgﬁ, F = 30067, >Fq = H5. 2008(12): 48-49
28.05, r=09834", WOIHIAIRBG R KRIT 0 oo b iomm 10 9o ik Ror 4,
¥ (Px) 24 4000 Je/t. in T2 44 240 k% (Py) ok 800 2007, 24(5): 34-35
JUt A Px Py BIATRENG b AL © RASBERMIIEE e mppn g mose R B S0RYG, ST 00 MR
THEAT o= [(Px/PY)-b]/2c, In TR 4% K 25 i fE: 2003(4): 9-10
HEH Bk (xo) 2y 0.108thm?, i xo ANFVATREY 21416 (g g s 4 5 ot s bSO, T L5
+100.265x — 239.36x%, sk N T 4B K it ¥1, 2007(5): 29-31
MBS 5 (y) 43.58 thm?, 5 IR H 7 [6] ZEWIE, X235, P, DRSBTS
S50 G o BRI T LN A B R A S N Y K F122. 2003, 31(7): 61-62
AT 0.198 thm?, JLIN AT KRR (7] M. DE SRR mHTH 12 5 R R T
3 IhgE B, E 544 2003, 17(1): 19-21
[8] i, W, WA, RMkE, AT, B, DREH SR
(L) 2R, TR 8B RN, P, B LS A AR AR EORIGE. WAL, 2007,
Wit P A2 (R g 3 n, iR 50 NS Py KO3 12 0 22(2). 150-153
BN Py KRS JCETRER N g S KN R, KIAES 6 A B
NG HINE IR PNE D us SN P (R NN HARBIFC. A& LRIE, 2006, 34(5): 71-72
P Kt B i B ARG [10] 22F. T4 M0 RN 55 I R BF ST, e gt A< Ml B2
(2) &Pl g, BEE N Py K it 2007(5): 23-26
s, AbrrrE. ABEE U RREEEETT [ W, e, . B LR DR T A
B, e HIGE. AR ANEME Ny Py K i & SWRFL. BRI, 2005, 33(11): 2023-2025
RGN HT G R, BE R REG, HACHRNE AR (2] ERGE. HR. dbst o AR R, 1997: 408-409
B, ISR IR J A [13] WMo, 250 0. AR FMGAE RS 5. kst AL R
(3) ZHAZ b, TR B N %k, 1983: 185-186
HIH:2h 0.100 thm?, B2 5N 42.89 thm?. P R ImtE  [14] WIS, MR, DO0hk, FM. T i o #1055 g
R 0.076 thm?, BEig= 4 40.98 thm?, K % HOR R BT SR, 5 AR, 2005(4): 22-23
e 0.198 thm?, PG5 43.58 t/hm?, [15] JEFFI5, SRar, HSuiam. SNEAS [m it P ol I o T 4% 9 B A

PEGETH 3 #4655 R 45 R A 75

RERLRI I 2y sgm. ot M AR ERE, 2003, 31(7): 62-63
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Study on N, P and K Optimal Uses for Processed-potato in Zhangye City

QIN Jia-hai', LI Hong-bin?
(1 Hexi Institute of Agronomy, Zhangye, Gansu 734000, China;
2 Agricultural Technology Extension Station of Zhangye City, Zhangye, Gansu 734000, China)

Abstract: The regression analysis showed that the optimal economic benefits of the processed-potato in Zhangye city could be obtained under
the uses of 0.100 t/hm? of nitrogen, 0.076 t/hm? of phosphorus and 0.198 t/hm? of potassium, respectively, with the corresponsive theoretic yields of
42.89 t/hm? 40.98 t/hm? and 43.58 t/hm?, respectively. With the increase of nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium fertilizers, the yield of
processed-potato increased but the marginal yield, product value and profit, fertilizer contribution rate decreased, which were accord with the law of
diminishing returns.

Key words: Processed-potatoes, Nitrogen-phosphorus-potassium, Economic benefits, Optimal fertilizer use



