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Fig. 1 Effect of different foliar fertilizer on

plant height of cucumber
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Fig. 2 Effect of different foliar fertilizer on

stem diameter of cucumber
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Table 1 Effects of four kinds of foliar fertilizer
on chlorophyll a and chlorophyll b of cucumber

M4t % a/mgeg’! 4% b/mgeg!

g
i Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b
Treatments

1M Average Ml Average
T4 0.970 aA 0.415 aA
T2 0.948 abA 0.371 abAB
T1 0. 868 abcAB 0. 363 abABC
T3 0. 830 bedABC 0. 340 bcABC
CK 0.799 cdeABC 0. 318 beBCD

T /R ORE R /NG TR ROR 22 5 A 0 3 R I S
o TR,
Note: Lowercases and capital letters indicate significant

difference at 0. 05 and 0. 01 level. The same below.
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Table 2 Effect of four foliar fertilizers on cucumber yield

pie] 771 /kg+hm* AR/ pgeg! Al R/ % Y % C/mge (100g) !
Treatments Yield Soluble protein Soluble sugar vC
T4 87153. 09 aA 10. 23 aA 3.421 aA 31. 25 aA
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Continuing Table 2

PLg: Pt/ kge hm® AEEE A peeg! AV VERE/ Y 443 C/mg- (100g)™
Treatments Yield Soluble protein Soluble sugar vC

T2 78079. 95 bB 11.42 aA 3.254 aA 29.25 aA

T1 76152.99 beBC 10. 95 aA 3. 315 aA 28.36 aA

T3 76006. 74 bedBC 12.32 aA 3.625 aA 34.54 aA

CK 71566. 00 bedeBCD 9.03 bA 3.071 bA 23.32 bA
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Effects of Different Foliar Fertilizers on the
Yield and Quality of Cucumber
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Abstract ; In order to explore the effect of foliar fertilizer for cucumber in the east of Heilongjiang province, tak-

ing cucumber variety Zhongnong 6 as test material, 4 kinds of foliar fertilization were sut up including Ligu-

omei,Jinpai, Kaifeng and Juer, the application effect of foliar fertilizer with the same concentration and different

functions in cucumber cultivation was studied on the yield and quality of cucumber. The results showed that

four kinds of foliar fertilizer could increase the yield, the contents of VC and soluble protein of cucumber, the

yield and quality of cucumber that treated with liquid Juer foliar fertilizer 1 000 times were significant difference

with CK.
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