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Hydroponic Adoptabilities of Major Cultivars of Cucumber Plants
in Retarding Culture
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Fig. 1. Number of leaves by cultivars of cucumber plants grown in rockwool system.
Note : A-1=Shinheukjinju, A-2=Jangrok Heukjinju, B-1=Gyeusari Chungjang, B-2=Nambu
Chungjang, C-1=Heungnong Baekdadaki, C-2=ipchu Baekdadaki, D-1i:Jangil Nakhap,
D-2=Kaul Nakhap
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Fig. 2. Number of female and male flowers in cucumber plants grown in rockwool
system by cultivars and growing seasons
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Fig. 3. Female flower ratio(female flower/total flower,%) and abortion ratio of female
flowers in cucumber plants grown in rockwool system by cultivars and seasons.
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Fig. 4. Number of fruits and fruit fresh weight from cucumber plants grown in
rockwool system by cultivars of training methods.
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