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Table 1 The liner relationships between the nitrogen and
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The Application of SPAD on Nitrogen Diagnosis of Cucunber
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Abstract; In order to investigate the relationship between nitrogen in leaves of cucumber and the value measured by

SPAD-502 chlorophyll meter and content of nitrate by RQflex in solar greenhuose cucumber(Cucumis sativas 1.). The

results showed that there was a good correlation between nitrogen of the blooming leaves and the fruiting leaves of cu-

cumber and the content of nitrate and SPAD value. Regardless of flower leaves or fruit leaves can carry on the nitrogen

nutrition diagnosis; According to the production condition, it based on the SPAD and nitrate s fast diagnosis of RQflex

can gain the nitrogen mutritional status, then recommend fertilizer rationally.
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