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Summary. The influence of separate and combined foliar fertilization with H3BO3, K2SO4 and 

CaCl2 on the potassium and calcium accumulation in fruit has been studied in the field experiment with 

Imrus apple. It has been determined that the influence of the outside root applications of fertilizers on the 

element composition of fruit significantly depends on the yield load. 
 

Keywords: apple-tree, foliar top-dressing, potassium, calcium, boron, element interaction 
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2011 2012 

  

  

( 0.05 

 = 8,34) 

  

  

( 0.05            

 = 5,90) 

  

(  ) 
102,91 77,67 90,29 

3 3 114,19 89,48 101,83 

l2  107,55 101,97 104,76 
  

3 3 + l2 108,09 81,45 94,77 

97,91 

2S 4  149,40 83,16 116,28 

2S 4 + 3 3  120,01 91,89 105,95 

2S 4 + l2 86,35 80,64 83,49 
2S 4 

2S 4 + 3 3 + l2 104,64 89,64 97,14 

100,71 

    

( 0.05 =4,17) 
111,64 86,98 0.05  =11,80 
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