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Effects of different irrigations on water distribution and nitrate
transport in a solar-greenhouse grown cucumber
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Abstract In order to reveal the effects of different irrigations on water distribution and nitrate transport, conventional ,
75% and 50% conventional irrigations were evaluated in a solar-greenhouse-grown-cucumber Jinyu No. 5. Water
distribution, nitrate leaching,root zone nitrate transport, root distribution, yield and water use efficiency (WUE) were
determined. The results showed that the amount of leaching, evaporation and soil water storage decreased, but
transpiration and moisture content of plant were no significant difference with decreasing irrigation quantity. Both 75%
and 50% conventional irrigations resulted in increase of cucumber yield by 10.5% and 15.4% .and WUE by 10.9%
and 22.0% , respectively, compared with conventional irrigation. Nitrate leaching was also reduced significantly. It is

thus evident that reducing irrigation can be benefit to either crop production, water saving or environmental protection.
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1.1 ##
AR F 2007 4F 2 H—12 A fEJL 5Tl i L X

KNS LB A EA H SR E N T, ik
% JK (Cucumis sativus L.) 5hFh y KB A FOlL A
AR RERE 5 5, XFEHIE T 2007 4F 1
H 8 H¥EF.2 A 12 HEHM .6 H 30 HHB, R
2007 4F 3 H 22 H—6 H 25 H; K&K T
2007 48 H 12 H#%&A.9 A 6 HEM .12 A 23 H
P, SR R 2007 4 10 H 8 H—12 A 23 H.
i EAT 2B AE (FE4T 80 em, ZE4T 50 cm) , B EE 30 cm,
AR ERK 71 m. B 7m, HH3.5m. XEHE
TS I 4R T 2 A SRl A IR, S5 UL
%1,

x1 HIKEBEEHETEEMBAER

Table 1 Soil physical and chemical properties in the greenhouse

wm v CER wCHAED / wCH BB / wCGERE)/  RE/ WEEKR/
o (g/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (g/cm?) %
0.972 6.732 160. 5 33.8 102.6 1. 28 25.6
2 th A B IR B B 7
1.2 &t 000
AR B 1 T 2 7 I B s 25 1 i . 500 ,
o S, ‘ E 600
K, DL R &5 3 KE (WL, &K 50 ~ 100 = 30 ;
-y N % E
mm"") Sy B AE L TR 2500 (W2) FIF IR 50% = 300
:
(W3R 534 2 AWK TR, B4 /N XK 5 A B e A B e
3 ; " AN A S kb S B Bk
W TR 33,8 w3 WA BEBLIK 4R it Sd2g3iggedgdaddatax
K VA HE 2 Bs k7K 23 M8 AN [R] Ak BRI X2 [ & F " W paw ®
Hi

ELHEVR 50 cm [ SRR T 3 i /K it [R) ef EE OK
KRS B2 R 0. 001 m® YK T, K &
(mm) =R FE wEE K 7 (m®) /3 R A (m®) , B
PRHE K I ) B AR R HE K B WL 1, &/ 3 A 17
H I 4h UE 4T AR W E K AL B, B4 7 9 H 30 H T 8h
HEAT AN [F) 7K b B, 22 T35 R AR IR 4 0 R
JIT A Kb B it A ek A T) S A P S A 3 (A 2R
FRE 0. 36 VO MEIRIE, & & F 490 t/hm”, Bk 4 3
350 t/hm’ ; & 7 7 18 jiti 2 & 846 kg/hm’, Bk & #
385 kg/hm?*,
1.3 NWEmMBEFZ*
1.3.1 #EBEARLRBGMNZ

Z TR B A Y O 2 R HE K 2K 2 B A0
X ZE B RS 4 B TR R SR AT T ek ik
(GEBANK FEE /38 150 cm X 130 em X 90 cm, 3
FHEZ 30 cm LU, PRS0 r il 2 U i 22 /0 hy it b 3%

oWl aW2 aW3
W1 Sy & B s W2 O 3 MU B T IF 250
W3 Sy B B T TR 50205 FEIR .
B1 #EKkeEEEKE

Fig.1 Irrigation data and amount of irrigation
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1.3.3 LAk EiAFagn e
BN AT IG5 45 R T2 47 R AL ]
TE RS 0~80 em MY £ B L )24 0~20,
20~40,40~60 Fll 60~80 cm 4 2, % /NX 5 RE
5L A 2 IR AR A BT R e R A KR
1.3.4 HASKZHMNT
BN 2R T W43 0 BURE L B /N IX 3 BRAE PR L 6T
P A 2K SRS A K
1.3.5 HARAMEZ &M Z
FH 7K P 7 T A )
T=I—-S—D—E—P (D
AT A K&, mm; S S - HEfE K AR b &, mm;
D}l &, mm; E O [0 78 & & , mm; P 4 HH
K mm,
1.3.6 AARMEZagn e
FH 3% 22 5 81 48 BT AL (TRAACS2000) I 22 45 7k
MZEBAL A 1 K NO,-N BT % (o), B4~ 28
B 3 AFE . S A B E (D B TN AR
L=pXD (2)
Ko HBEWW S NO;-N B g ¥ B, mg/L; Dy
Bl . mm,
1.3.7 % Z 0~30 cm K B4 e m 2
BTN A 2 W BRAHE 1 IR T AT R
BEHHE KT E K Y R KRG 3 IR(XHFHE 2
d, Bk 6 d) 0~10 ,10~20 1 20~30 cm +
B NX S WER LA ZIR GRS HE S sh 4

HHAL CTRAACS2000) 72 A 4 Al & 2. & F AR 2
AR E .
1.3.8 BHENHREL HH

BE TR B A2 10 em IR 15 em (AR B 4% i 0~
15.,15~30 1 30~45 cm 3 EHAE, & )2 9 DAL
BOTAEPE Ry ot/ PR dE 4 3 40 . IRAEHE S .
SERPA 0.5 mm (0T v gk K BR 22 )E A2 M)
F&E D E AR AR % 2 iK% (em/em®) =
MRS /AR o K0 58 AR K A R R e R P 4k 1Y
JZ U BRI 3 F 4, T 80 CHET a5, I E AR
TR AR T R AR BT R % (g/em’) = )
JoT i /AR
1.3.9 #HIN%F = FWs%it

BN PEE —BETE Il sk B N E & 0
R A 7 o B Oy TN 28 5 7 o
1.3.10 ZZRFARHA M Fegi+H

FI = B 7KF 7K 43 R SR O A X3R5 3

X=Y/H=Y/(E+ T (3)

K.Y BEF & . kg/hm® s H HFE/KE , mm,
1.4 HE\EHH

FIFH SPSS i 53 B 514 X Bt #6474 3537

2 HEREHW

2.1 AREEKEXEBKKS S ERFIT
HEW K 210 EEAIRRZ BT AL A
PRZRIG . R EAE K R AR 550K 5 AN TJ5im . AR 2 A

2 FREEKEIEBKKS 5 E RN

Table 2 Effect of different irrigations on irrigation water distribution mm

EE b W K Bl T2 K 7 TR MR A KR
KA w1 806. 2 400. 6 a 86.3 a 278.6 a 23.5a 17.1a
W2 670. 3 284.4 b 80.9 ab 283.5 a 2.7b 18.7 a
W3 525.4 179.0 ¢ 75. 267.4 a —15.1¢ 18.6 a
k& W1 455.1 217.9 a 57.6 a 101.4 a 71.5 a 6.7 a
W2 390.0 172.4 b 56.5 a 101.6 a 52.0b 7.5 a
W3 320.5 124.9 ¢ 55. 97.5 a 35.5 ¢ 7.1a

T - R PR R — 47 & R R R R R 22 57 B3 (P<<0.05) . Rl

LA A A PR A K B B0 TARE . XS
BT AR B A — 2, BR A FE A1 5L 72 I 2R
MR AT T i 20 o DR R A et i b o R AR % 2 i UK

Jir A Ak BRAH [l &/ #E R 235, 7 mm, Rk A R
185.9 mm,
FEKEW D B Wb 290, 2 R O
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HEHAE . & FH W2 A W3 45 e W1 &b By /b
29. 0% F 55. 3%, Fk £ 4y W Wi /> 20. 9% Hi
A2. 700 A Ab B BGA B B 22 5

T LRSS REA MR ARE, £FH
W2 il W3 178 & w50l bk W1 > 7 6. 3%
12.5%,W3 5 W1 Z[a]35 5] i & M 25 5 s B H
BT 1. 806N 3.7 %0, 45 b B[] 15 A5 1K 3 3
225 o DR R T VE KRG, A 0 I R R
SRR KA,

FE AR ZE I S A R &K AR E B 2 TR A
L2 AFRIGAE D ZE BB R MR bR &K DL W2 i
KB HFERE W2 7551 WL A W3 34 m 1
1. 800N 6. 0% , BKAHE A I N T 0. 1261 4. 2% 5
FEAR &K i & B W2 43 301 W1 R W3 3 T
9.6% F1 0. 8%, Bk & 4y B K m T 11. 8% i
6.4% ., (ARSI EFEAALT B EHZER., X
FEIEH T ARB IR A K 3 K0 IR A &
B T A A B 7K 43 75 bR 2 S DR I X A o 7% 19 R A
PR & 7K A 7 A T 35 52 ) () A 3R B UK o
A RN E R E MBS .

T K B G A A K A8 A A AR KR L 4% Ak 3
Z IR 3 b R 22 L 2 Ak R RE L FO TR

M2 VEWOKIEB T R K R REAR & KR £
A K 1 43 T LB R Ak BT A T 22 57, Hob o8 T o
WEWE KB 3400 ~50% . 8 & i 1126 ~17% . 78 16 i
22%~51% HHMR K & 1% ~4%, - %K AR 1L
Hi-30~16%0. 7515 2 8% S Ve W) B 2 1 Ak Hlad A
SRR H B VI OC Rk & K B R A S Ak K 5 A
X /0N o DRI 4 7K ) B B Y AR R R R IR IR 2 B
A tmzEk b,

2.2 AEEXKEMNHEESRMRENZE

i 25 U2 AF ) e 0% B W ISR R A Ak A
B G AR M 2 Bk B Bl . KR
Z /DR RS A J B o A AR . R 3 AR,
TCie & A I SR RRAHE L Bl B VE K s L i 2
RV B 22 k> . B AR &7 N )5 4 R
W2 1 W3 &b B4 e W1 2> 27. 4% F1 51, 7%,
W3 F1 W1 Z[a] 35 ) W 25 Pk 22 5 5 8% TG I il 8 K it
U/ A A R U Ok B v/, W2 R W3 Ak B 4 il
e W 2 48, 9% H1 92, 8%, 4% Ab B 22 [a] 35 3] i 3
P22 5 5 A IHA 52 90 5 8 T HA AR () 1 s 35, o W2

e W18/ T 50. 0%, W3 i T %A & I M B
TS A2 VE, A H 0 22 57 W% 242 F W
W2 fit W3 25 kb WL g /b 17 41, 1% f 78, 7%, &b
PRIB) A B 0 &R 22 5 . Ul BT K 1A R TR
il 285 U R 2 A 0 o DA T 0l 2 o b R 7K 75

F3 AEEKEMNHSRKESH

Table 3 Effect of different irrigation on volume

nitrate leaching kg/hm®

ST HEF W wi W2 W3
AHN VIR 46.3a  37.3ab  26.5b
YL 40.0 a 11.5 b 0.0c
RIKH 9.9a 4.6 b 1.1b
2EFH  96.1a 53.4 b 27.6 ¢
FRA&E PR 39.1a 28. 4 ab 18.9 b

JE 50.1 a
RN 16.4 a 8.2 b 0.0 ¢
£HEHFM 105.6 a

25.6 b 3.6 ¢

62.2 b 22.5 ¢

2.3 AEEKEXNRELTEWSEEHHEIE
K2 nls . 2 UREE R, i S A & B R L A AR
AW BE R/ 5 BEE RE K B D . R Z A LR SR
o R UGN A R A, 2 ARG O R SR (R  (H K
AHBETRZ EMEATEER TAEE X E
IR R T OB T L 4 35 2 i AR R = A B AR
Mo FRKARE A R T 3 v % 43 Wi K i - 1 v
I3 O 1 AN AR 5 [R) B A 7 2 AR X Bk A< 7 HE K A
FOMARE AR S = AR, AR A
FE Ry 91 5 38 VR TR S 3 PN A TR K AR A S
RBBIE, FEME 0~10 cm +EMAA & &
W3>W2>W1,W2 W3 450tk W1 #8hn 7 12.8%
43,076 ; I 24 K 45 Ab FHA 25 7 = 2 A B RAAIR
4 A A T LT K R T R R R R R, WL
WY K LR > T 31,78 kg/hm® (W2 B /b T
19.90 kg/hm* , W3 Jg /> T 10. 39 kg/hm”; ¥ 5
Bifi 5 25 2 B HEAT o 45 A BIRS 25 R0 & H B R
B A R A S A & AR 2 W3>W2> Wi,
10~20 cm Fl 20~30 cm + J2 08 & 8 9 A4 75 ALz
S 0~10 cm AR, HIE MR & & AT
. MFERK,0~30 cm + )2, b5 FE KAWL,
AR ST EE2IE MBS, XFEEH THKE
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0T (2) 0~10 em

16T (¢) 20~30 cm

wHSR)/ (mg/ke)

[ (e) 10~20 cm__

EIwi

ok /> T SR 2% R0 TR R U A L T 2 I R A A A A
sgerb, DR U K S R B Oy TR A AR 2
A2 AR YAk 00 200 A D VR R I B O 24 e 2 A A
(14 4 7 o
2.4 AEEXEXNERNRRESFHZME

R 2R S A W s K 43 AR T 5 G T RS R
AR EE A EWHEEENERN ., EINE—
Fi R AR R AE D % K BEAR SO E K RS2 T - 4 Y
IKFAC 53 A s Wb SR 23 0P BN AR R 7= A5, 3R 4
AR ARNE MR RE L TRAAE BN R R E
Gy A T 0~15 em 4 )2, i H B % £ 2 B (3,
W TAR R H D . (0TI & A 1R SR B &7,
JNA 2 B 42 JA MR 2R B 2 T K k2, AR AR S B
IR, DIRFRIE N .0~15 cm + 2 W2 Fil W3

20T (b) 10~20 cm

120
100

401 (120~30 em

B w3
() (D) () KA 0 NHEBNT. 1 Y K ,3 WS SR 2 K. 6 R#MEES 5 K. 9 MRS 8 K
(d) () FNCD AFRAFE 0 JpHEBERT. 1 WY K6 HMEME/E 45 5 K, 13 MG E 12 X,20 IHEBJE4E 19 K.
B2 AEAEKEMHESREZHBHNEND

Fig. 2 Effect of different irrigation on nitrate nitrogen transport

AEFEAY I WL 8T 9.6 % A1 20. 6%, W1 5 W3
Ah 32 B IR ) 3 M 25 5515~ 30 em 4 2 43 i 4
T 22.4% A 48. 1%, W1 5 W3 gh P 2 i) ik 5]
FME2ER30~45 em R E AN T 11. 6% Al
29. 7% A b BRIV I8 2 B 3 R 25 5 2k F 0
WINT 11.5%# 25. 1%, W3 5 W1 f1 W2 Z [ ik
B0 2E R 1 B 4 AR Y D DR R i K
W MR R TR A K TR 2K o ARk TR
] R 2 ARG ] 8 A S a3 3 PR A 2
U WA A TR TR R AR K . IR R
JoT AR BT R A AL R SRS Bk
U FEAS IS 258 T B A E K 3 /9820, 0~45 cm
+ 2R R0 AR T 5 SR AR PR BOK IR B g T R
TEYAK.
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Table 4 Effect of different irrigation on root of cucumber

S W /cm A B REK/em BK®E/(cm/cm?) WiiE/g MEEFEE/(g/cm®)
&H/HE 0~15 W1  3387hb 0.25 b 1.44 ¢ 0.11b
W2 3 714 ab 0.28 ab 1.48 b 0.11 ab
W3 4085 a 0.30 a 1.57 a 0.12 a
15~30 W1 568 b 0.04 b 0.13 b 0.01 a
W2 695 ab 0.05 ab 0.15 ab 0.01 a
W3 840 a 0.06 a 0.19 a 0.01 a
30~45 W1 488 a 0.04 a 0.08 a 0.01 a
W2 545 a 0.04 a 0.09 a 0.01 a
W3 634 a 0.05 a 0.09 a 0.01 a
kA HE 0~15 W1  2516b 0.19 b 1.14 b 0.08 b
W2 3190 a 0.24 a 1.22 a 0.09 a
W3 3434 a 0.25 a 1.24 a 0.09 a
15~30 W1 773 a 0.06 a 0.11 b 0.01 a
W2 944 a 0.07 a 0.15 a 0.01 a
W3 960 a 0.07 a 0.16 a 0.01 a
30~45 W1 548 a 0.04 a 0.02 a 0a
W2 581 a 0.04 a 0.02 a 0a
W3 628 a 0.05 a 0.03 a 0 a
2.5 AEEXKEMNERZEFEFEMAKSFARE 3 it @
R i
3.1 R[E#EKE X EBE KK 5 5 B R M

ANFVEK 8 R AR ER. RO R4
BN B D E R THKARE, XFERNILE
MG BE AR TR, AT 8™ 5 198 5L
HTCIE R A B I AR A8 A 38 56 7 /K 4 3
PN B 2 T K R D B IR 28 55 7 e AN (AT U
A ROMHEN . A4 W2, W3 433l H W1 357 9. 9%
F116. 3% BKAFES HIBE = 12, 1% F0 13. 0%, /K
SRR & FEH W2 W3 Ah B35t W1 25
10. 1201 23. 9 %0 , FRAFE 4 3 i 12. 901 17. 6%,

RS5 AEEKEWNEREF~EFMKSFAYNENHIL
Table 5 Effect of different irrigation on economic yield

and water use efficiency

S hb ¥ Y/(kg/hm*)  X/(kg/mm ¢ hm?)
b ¥ \ual 116105 b 318 ¢

W2 127 588 ab 350 b

W3 134 985 a 394 a
AT w1 41 663 a 262 b

W2 46 718 a 296 a

w3 47 073 a 308 a

CAMRERFY, LIRS KRN+
Bk iy B st . K R B, - K
R AR 4 398 K R T R R K i S B0k 4
Blw g mt . AR g5 R R KR,
FOKE D S A A B M 2 . B VEK
IR Bl e b 2 0D AR W2 W3 40
W1 &b B 2 29, 0% Fil 55, 3%, Bk 4% 3 43 5] ok 20
20. 90 F 42. 7% , 45 Ab B IE] G5 B B E M 22 R 5
AW SR —3, X F W7 & i, A 4
FRA 2 s 2E O R 24 SR WY L K B D L R R
WD, & F A W2 i W3 4035 51 1 W1 2
6. 3201 12. 5% , BK & FE 43 il /b 1. 8% F1 3. 7%,
X5 O A SR — SRR, S KRR,
RZELHESKEEA. FELEE DK S HEELIK
ZE VAR 2 A L ) R R L
ZE AU LV K D . - 1 T T B
b AR EARRE AT
R 25 W F1 A Bk 5 7K B R 8] K e 22 18] AT B 2 2
S DR it v TR B A< 200 7K B B A I R U 2
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(- mZE 2O R (BEARRZ B ) « AR K & 2
BT AR R G K S5 T 13X 56 38 3, W K A X
K53 W2 1 W3 LB A — 8502 T » PRI AE
DA A 93 rp R 0 — 2 ik 2 W K i DA S iRt I
R B Y A K i
3.2 AE#EKEABIZHRIARENZM

KIS T K5 s B AL, T AR S Y
AL KB IR AT, IRIEHBE T £
SRR AT R LK 430z 3h o R, TR oo K
WX B R A, A IR B Y 45 R R
B, T K R 2l s i A R A ks A B 2
b, KHFHELEFTH W2 M W3 45l WL g T
A4 4% f 71.3% . BKAFE S A A T AL 1% F
78. 7% AL FREAE B EMEE R X 5O A ML R
— Y, KRR A R A R R K
W, HESASEEMW MBS, X5k ER
FUUME RS R AR R HEL R
KRB I Se N E R, R A R K
A BRICEIRR A I ER O, U AR AR
AR T AREEK ., FEKEDSEK RS 22
TR )E AR . SR el R AN [ B R IE
LN, S ffREE IR o e A R 5] & IR
ARRTIG, XA S N M SR AR 2, M
2 1 g% S ™ RS A RIS . BRI, ot v T
F18 ] B, 17 9 70 B ek fy P e B A7 AR — Ak Ak it
N, X TR e A AR L
3.3 AEEKEXFTEFKSF HRRNEIE

BB D B oE £ 0, B HE K B3, N
SEAEREINE B K A R R R E R, K%
FEDIHRR T £ O R E R R A RS
A FRRPE RS2 L 25 R SR IT L3S ) K A R T
BT R A A ™ 4 v, 7K 0 b v o IR 38 % A=
KEBAR ., AR E AR R 2500 K & )i, 3
A 4b PR GHE K B YRR A8 i TVAE KRR ORI 7
AR50 15 ) K B N B K D L 7
SO e AR W2 F W3 A3 50 W
7= 9. 900 F1 16, 3%, Bk A HE 4 B MG = 12, 106
13.0% s KAy FIHBCR A B W2 F1 W3 4L 3 43 5l
W1 $ 5 100 1% 1 23, 9%, Fk 4 34> B 452 55
12.9% 1 17.6%.

SZ 3 A B 2 I O T R B AR

K AR . TR I O B K R D T K O TR
R LW K AR TR S R TR TR Uk B
TG PR TR R AR AR AP K B IR
AHEEFEL,

Z % x #
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