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Yields of Angelica sinensis Seedlings
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Abstract: Environmental protection enzyme is a product containing specific bioactive ingredients, which is fermented from
waste fruits and vegetables, plants, kitchen waste, ete. It is rich in various enzymes, organic acids, minerals and microorganisms, and
is an environmentally friendly and efficient soil improvement material. In order to explore the soil improvement and fertilization
effects of environmental protection enzymes on the growth of Angelica sinensis so as to provide references for the green and
standardized breeding of Angelica sinensis seedlings, Mingui 5 was used as the experiment material and single factor random block
design was adopted, seedlings were cultivated in nutritive soil with the ratios of garden soil to environmental protection enzymes of
2:1 and 1:1, respectively with no enzyme application as the control, and effects of different amounts of environmental protection
enzymes on quality traits and yields of Angelica sinensis seedlings were studied. The results showed that the ratio of garden soil to
enzyme at 2:1 was more conducive to improving the quality and yield of Angelica sinensis seedlings and increasing the number of
first—class Angelica sinensis seedlings. The 100-seedling fresh weight and root to shoot ratio were increased by 14.13% and 29.13%),
respectively compared to that of the contrl. The average yield of Angelica sinensis was the highest, i.e., 1 520.82 kg/ha, which was
13.06% higher than that of the control.
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