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Introduction 

Cucumber (Cucumis sativus) is an important plant in the 
gourd family, Cucurbitaceae. It is one of the most important 
fruit vegetable crops grown in many parts of the Nigeria all year 
round. The fruits are eaten as salad and pickle and are often 
consumed as cooked vegetables in various ways. It contains 0.6g 
protein, 2.6g carbohydrate, 12cal energy, 18mg Ca, 0.2mg Fe, 
0.02mg thiamin, 0.02mg ribofl avin, 0.01mg niacin, and 10mg 
vitamin C/100g of edible portion [1]. Production of cucumber in 
Nigeria has increased probably due to awareness being created 
by its market demand and economic returns, short duration in 
maturity or due to its nutritional and medicinal values.

The crop yield in Nigeria is lower than most cucumber 
producing nations. Like any other crops, cucumber yield is a 
multifaceted character that is characterized by many factors 
including genetic, agronomic and environmental factors [2]. 
Poor varietal performance and management practices that 
include inter and intra-row spacing are among the major 
constraints of cucumber cultivation and productivity in Nigeria. 
Inter and intra row spacing is important agricultural element 
and has great effect on fruit yield and yield components of crop 
plant [3]. Adoption of appropriate inter and intra row spacing, 
especially in under open fi eld production condition helps in 
effi cient use of available resources such as water, light and soil 
nutrients [4,5].
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Crops can be favoured in struggle against weeds by use of 
close spacing and/or higher population densities. Use of close 
spacing and/or higher population densities accelerates the 
swiftness of closure of the canopy and enhances canopy radiation 
interception, thereby increasing crop growth rates and yields 
[6] and suppressing weed growth and competitiveness [7-9]. 
Therefore, the use of close spacing and/or higher population 
densities could be used by smallholder farmers as means of 
weed control through achieving full ground cover earlier in the 
season, thereby reducing the impact of weeds on crop growth 
and yield.

The previous researches showed that proper row spacing 
affected crop growth and yield [10,11]. In addition, spacing 
not only affected crop growth and yield but also infl uenced 
plant characters, insects, weeds, diseases, soil environment, 
germination and emergency [12]. In order to obtain better 
yields in different environments, agronomic practices should be 
identifi ed for different climate zones. Therefore, the objective 
of the current effort was to study the effect of intra-row 
spacing on suppression of weed interference and agronomic 
performance of cucumber in humid rainforest agro-ecological 
zone Lagos, Nigeria.

Materials and methods

The experiment was carried out at the Teaching and 
Research Farm, Lagos State Polytechnic, Ikorodu. The area lies 
between Latitude 5°10N and Longitude 3°16E of the Greenwich 
Meridian. It has an altitude of 50m above the sea level with 
a mean temperature of 250C and 290C. The annual rainfall 
ranges between 1670mm to 2200mm, and relative humidity 
between 65% and 68%. The experimental site has been under 
continuous cultivation for over three years with vegetables and 
arable crops.

The experiment was laid in a Randomized Complete Block 
Design (RCBD) with three replications on a 182m2 area of 
land; ploughed and harrowed to properly tilled the soil for 
ease seedbed preparation. The experimental plot size was 
4 × 3 meters with a distance of 1m between replicates. The 
treatments consisted of three spacing: 1m×0.9m (T1); 1m×0.6m 
(T2) and 1m×0.3m (T3).

The cucumber seeds used were obtained at Agro-allied 
Store, Sabo market Ikorodu, Lagos State and was planted on the 
well prepared seedbed in accordance with different treatments 
at three seeds per hole later thinned to one vigorous stands 
each a week after planting and supplying also done to supply 
missing stands. All cultural practices such as weeding, pest and 
disease control were carried out as at when due. 

Weeds density was made by placing the quadrate 
(0.5m×0.5m) at random locations in plots repeated three times 
in order to obtain a reasonably good estimate of weeds. Weed 
cover score was obtained by visual observation of prevalence of 
weeds on the plots and score ranging from 0 to 9 were assigned. 
While weed fresh weight was obtained after weighing weeds 
removed from each plot at 3, 6 and 9 weeks after planting 
(WAP).

A sample of four plants was taken randomly tagged from 
the inner rows of each experimental plot to measure the 
following growth and yield attributes at 3, 6, and 9 weeks after 
planting (WAP):

 Vine length (cm): measured using a meter rule from the 
base of the plant to the terminal growing part.

 Number of leaves per plant were taken by counting the 
leaves on each tagged plants.

 Leaf area was determined by measuring the length 
and width of the largest leaf on the tagged plants and 
multiplied by 0.73 [13].

 Days to 50% fl owering: The number of days from 
sowing to the time when 50 percent of the plants within 
the plot bear at least one fl ower each.

 Crop vigour score was measured using a 1-4 rating 
(score): 1= Low, 2= Moderate, 3= Vigorous, 4 = Highly 
Vigorous following procedure adopted by [14].

 Number of fruits per plant: Fruits were harvested at 
8 WAP after the fruit reached to edible maturity and 
number of fruits harvested per plant/plot was recorded.

 Fruit yield (Kg ha-1): Harvested fruits were weighed with 
a weighing scale and results extrapolated to hectare 
basis (Kg ha-1) to determined yield per plot.

 Fruit length (cm): The length of the fruit from ground 
stalk point to the tip of the fruit.

 Fruit diameter (cm): Diameters were measured with the 
help of vernier caliper. 

Data collected were subjected to analysis of variance 
(ANOVA) procedure for a randomize complete block design 
[15] and where treatment means were signifi cant, they were 
separated using Duncan Multiple Range Test (DMRT) at 5% 
level of probability using ASSISTAT 7.1 statistical software.

Results and Discussion

Effect of intra row spacing on vine length of cucumber 

Result presented in Table 1 shows that vine length was not 
signifi cantly (p≥0.05) affected by different intra row spacing 
at 3, 6 and 9 WAP. At 9 WAP, cucumber planted at 1m x 0.6m 
spacing had the longest vine (165.92cm) followed by 1m x 0.9m 
(145.17cm) and 1m x 0.3m having the shortest vine (125.67cm). 
The results is in contrast with the fi ndings of Efediyi, et al. 
[16], who reported that the spacing has positive effect on plant 
height. The result obtained may also be due to the optimum 
plant density of 1m x 0.6m which is in agreement with the 
fi nding of Ramos, et al. and Campagnol, et al. [17,18] that 
optimum plant densities have a positive effect on the growth of 
mini watermelons. These results however were in disagreement 
to Cohen, et al. [19] and Baloch [20], who reported that in wider 
row spacing vine length was increased.
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Effect of intra row spacing on leaf area of cucumber

Result in Table 2 shows that cucumber leaves area was not 
signifi cantly (p≥0.05) affected at 3, 6 and 9 WAP by different 
spacing. However, at 9 WAP cucumber spaced at 1m× 0.6m 
has the highest leaves area (258.71cm) followed by 1m×0.3m 
(233.42cm) and 1m×0.9m (224.87cm). It was hypothesized that 
lower planting density provides more space to the plants to 
expand their leaves and reduces shading from surrounding 
plants. Thus, there is increased light interception per plant 
and, consequently, suppressing weed competition and greater 
individual growth [21-23].

Effect of intra row spacing on number of leaves of 
cucumber 

Table 3, shows that number of leaves produced by cucumber 
was signifi cantly (p≤0.05) at 3 WAP. However, there was no 
signifi cant (p≥0.05) difference was observed in the number of 
leaves produced at 6, and 9 WAP. From the result cucumber 
planted at 1m x 0.9m produced the highest number of leaves 
(11.0) at 3 WAP followed by 1m×0.6m (10.42) and 1m×0.3m 
produced the least number of leaves (7.42). The result shows 
that number of leaves reduces as spacing reduces. This might 
be due to low competition with water, nutrient and light 
between crops promoting better growth of cucumber. This 
result is in contrast with the work done by Sabo, et al. [24], 
who reported that, there was no signifi cant difference in all 
the level of spacing (1m×1m, 1m×1.5m and 1m×2 m) used in 
promoting number of leaves of watermelon.

Effect of intra row spacing on crop vigour score of 
cucumber 

Table 4 shows that intra row spacing did not signifi cantly 
(p≥0.05) affected cucumber vigour at 3, 6 and 9 WAP. Cucumber 

spaced at 1m x 0.9m has the highest crop vigour score (3.75) 
at 9 WAP, followed by 1m×0.6m (3.67) then 1m×0.3m having 
the least vigour (3.58). The result shows that cucumber vigour 
score increases as intra row spacing increases. This is in 
agreement with Mangala and Mausia and Dean, et al. [25,26], 
who reported that plant growth parameters linearly increased 
with increase in spacing.

Effect of intra row spacing on weed cover score in 
cucumber 

Result in Table 5 shows that intra row spacing signifi cantly 
(p≤0.05) infl uenced weed cover at 3 WAP. While at 6 and 9 WAP 
intra row spacing exhibited non-signifi cant (p≥0.05) weed 
cover score (WCS). The result shows that the plots with the 
highest plant density and closest spacing (1m×0.3m) recorded 
the highest weed cover score and this is in agreement with 
Ismaila, et al. [27], who reported that narrow spacing leads to 
reduction in weed infestation of rice. Also Njoku, et al. [28], 
reported that the competitive effect of weeds was reduced when 
the seeding rate increased from low density (wider spacing) 
to a higher density (closer spacing) in orange fl eshed sweet 
potato.

Effect of intra row spacing on weed fresh weight (g) in 
cucumber 

Table 6 shows that fresh weight of weed in cucumber plots 
under different spacing was not signifi cantly (P≥0.05) different 
at 3, 6 and 9 WAP. At 9 WAP, intra row spacing of 1m×0.6m has 
the highest weed fresh weight (29.67g) followed by 1m×0.9m 
(24.67g) and 1m×0.3m having the least (9.33g) weeds fresh 
weight. This result could be explained in terms of the ability of 
cucumber to form cover as growth progresses and with close 

Table 1: Effect of intra row spacing on vine length (cm) of cucumber. 

Vine length

Treatments 3WAP  6WAP 9WAP

1m ×0.9m 19.03 82.58 145.17

1m×0.6m  20.19  84.17 165.92

1m×0.3m 19.22  62.75 125.67

LSD 10.01 35.26 111.45

Level of Signifi cance  ns ns ns

WAP: Weeks After Planting; NS: Non Signifi cant

Table 2: Effect of intra row spacing on leaf area of cucumber.

Leaf Area (cm2)

Treatments 3WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m×0.9m 181.17 152.4 224.87

1m×0.6m 165.93 156.44 258.71

1m×0.3m 100.66 128.17 233.42

LSD 96.48 69.3 178.32

Level of signifi cance ns ns ns

WAP: Weeks After Planting; NS: Non Signifi cant

Table 3: Effect of intra row spacing on number of leaves of cucumber.

 Number of leaves

Treatments 3WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m x 0.9m 11.00a 59.17 94.58

1mx0.6m 10.42ab 43.92 71.92

1mx0.3m 7.42ab 38.17 72.5

LSD 3.37 0.5 72.47

Level of Signifi cance * ns ns

 WAP: Weeks After Planting; * Signifi cant at 5 and 1% probability; means followed 
by the same letters are not signifi cantly different at 5% probability using Duncan`s 
multiple range test NS: Non Signifi cant

Table 4: Effect of intra row spacing on vigor score of cucumber 2019.

Crop vigour score (CVS) 

Treatments 3WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m x 0.9m 3.08 3.67 3.75

1m x 0.6m 2.75 3.67 3.67

1m x 0.3m 2.08 3.5 3.58

LSD 1.4 1.51 1.25

Level of signifi cance  ns ns ns

WAP – Weeks after planting, NS – Non signifi cant
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spacing which implies that lower growth of weeds was found 
on the plot. The result obtained in this study aligned with that 
of Hamide, et al. [29].

Effect of intra row spacing on weed density in cucumber 

Table 7 shows that weed density in cucumber planted at 
different intra row spacing was signifi cantly (P≤0.05) affected 
at 6 WAP. At 6 WAP cucumber planted at 1m×0.9m spacing 
recorded the highest weed density (17.67), followed by 1m×0.3m 
(9.67) then 1m×0.6m having the least (6.33) weed density. The 
result indicates that optimum spacing has positive effect on 
plant growth and development thereby suppressing weeds 
and reducing the weed density which is in agreement with 
the fi nding of Ramos, et al. and Campagnol, et al. [17,18] that 
optimum plant densities have a positive effect on the growth 
and development of watermelons.

Effect of intra row spacing on weed dry weight in plots 
planted with cucumber

Table 8 shows that the different spacing adopted in this 
study did not signifi cantly (P≥0.05) affected dry weight of 
weeds in cucumber plots at 3, 6 and 9 WAP. Though at 9 WAP, 
1m×0.6m spacing had the highest weed dry weight (10.33g) 
followed by 1m x 0.9m (7.33g) and 1m×0.3m having the 
least (3.33g) dry weight of weeds. This result shows that the 
optimum spacing had the highest weed dry weight which is in 
contrast with Njoku, et al. [28], that the competitive effect of 
weeds was reduced when the seeding rate increased from low 
density (wider spacing) to a higher density (closer spacing) in 
orange fl eshed sweet potato.

Effect of intra row spacing on yield attributes of cucum-
ber 

Table 9 shows that cucumber fruits diameter and fruit 
length was not signifi cantly (p≥0.05) affected by different 

spacing; 1m x 0.9m has the highest fruit diameter (27.54cm), 
followed by 1m×0.3m (26.6cm) and 1m×0.6m having the least 
fruit diameter (25.75cm). While, cucumber spaced at 1m×0.6m 
has the highest fruit length (16.58cm) closely followed by 
1m×0.3m (15.32cm) then 1m×0.9m having the least (14.9cm) 
fruit length. Similar result was reported by Baloch [20] who 
opined that in wider inter and intra row spacing, thicker and 
longer fruits were obtained. 

Number of fruit harvested was not signifi cantly (P≥0.05) 
affected by different spacing (Table 9). But cucumber spaced at 
1m×0.6m has the highest number of fruits (20.67), followed by 
1m×0.9m (15) and 1m×0.3m having the least number of fruits 
(15). The greater number of fruits produced under wider plant 
spacing was probably due to more space available for vines in a 
row and the individual vines shared relatively greater amounts 
of light, moisture and nutrients, while in narrow plant spacing, 
the plants become more competitive for light, moisture 
and nutrients and thus, performance of the crop relatively 
suppressed. Similar results have also been reported by Baloch 
[20], Bradley, et al. [30] and Pant [31], whose consolidated 
fi ndings suggested that under wider spacing fruits per vine 
were increased.

Fruit weight per hectare recorded in the experiment was 
signifi cantly (P≤0.05) affected by different spacing (Table 9). 

Table 5: Effect of different spacing on weed cover score in cucumber.

Treatments 3WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m x 0.9m 3.67b 4 4.67

1mx0.6m 2.67b 4 4

1mx0,3m 6.33 3.33 4.67

LSD 2.56 2.72 3.54

Level of Signifi cance  * ns ns

WAP: Weeks After Planting; * Signifi cant at 5 and 1% probability; means followed 
by the same letters are not signifi cantly different at 5% probability using Duncan`s 
multiple range test

Table 6: Effect of different spacing on weed fresh weight (g) in cucumber. 

Treatments 3WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m × 0.9m 25.67 32 24.67

1m×0.6m 10 32 29.67

1m×0.3m 23.33 20.33 9.33

LSD 23.14 36.81 28.77

Level of signifi cance ns ns ns

WAP: Weeks After Planting; NS: Non Signifi cant

Table 7: Effect of different spacing on weed density in cucumber.

 Treatments 3WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m x 0.9m 15.33 17.67a 7

1mx0.6m 7 6.33b 9

1mx0. 3m 12.67  9.67ab 4.67

LSD 11.26  11.05 6.19

Level of signifi cance ns * ns 

WAP: Weeks after planting. * Signifi cant at 5 and 1% probability; means followed 
by the same letters are not signifi cantly different at 5% probability using Duncan`s 
multiple range test NS: Non Signifi cant

Table 8: Effect of different spacing on weed dry weight in cucumber.

Treatments WAP 6WAP 9WAP

1m x 0.9m 16.33 20 7.33

1mx0.6m 5.33 17.67 10.33

1mx0. 3m 8.67 10 3.33

LSD 30.24 33.72 15.35

Level of signifi cance ns ns ns

WAP: Weeks After Planting; NS: Non Signifi cant

Table 9: Effect of different spacing on yield attributes of cucumber.

Treatment Fruit diameter (mm) Fruit length (cm) No. of fruit fruit yield (kg/ha)

1m x 0.9m 27.54 14.99 15.00 37.41

1mx0.6m 25.75 16.58 20.67 71.11

1mx0.3m 26.60 15.32 13.00 96.33 

LSD 39.21 3.85 19.03  93.68 

Level of Sig ns ns ns ns

WAP: Weeks After Planting, NS: Non Signifi cant
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Cucumber planted at 1m×0.3m has the highest fruit weight per 
hectare (96333kg/ha) followed by 1m×0.6m (71111kg/ha) and 
1m×0.9m having the least (37407kg/ha) of fruit weight per 
hectare. This decrease in fruit yield under wider plant spacing 
and narrower row spacing might be the result of decrease in 
the plant population. Similar results have also been reported 
by Baloch [20], who opined that cucumber fruit yields were 
signifi cantly higher under high density plantation irrespective 
of superiority of low density plantation for other growth 
and yield contributing characters, probably due to less plant 
population under low density plantation.

Conclusion and Recommendation

The results from this study clearly indicated that 
cucumber planted at 1m×0.3m spacing had the highest fruit 
yield (96.33kg/ha) and provided the best weed suppression 
attributes (weed density 4.67 at 9 WAP). While those planted 
at 1m x 0.6m spacing showed superior growth attributes 
at 9 WAP (Vine length 165.92, leaf area 258.71) respectively. 
From the result of this study, the relationship between the 
growths attributes and yield attributes of cucumber under the 
different spacing under review were inversely proportional to 
each other, thus, it is recommended that 1m x 0.6m and 1m x 
0,3m spacing could be adopted by farmers in the study area for 
cultivation of cucumber as this give the best yield and suppress 
weed infestation. . Further study is also recommended in other 
agro ecological zones in the rainforest of south western Nigeria 
in order to explore the possibility of having uniform planting 
spacing for cucumber.

References

1. Rashid MM (1999) Sabgi Biggan (in Bangla). Rashid Publishing House, Dhaka 
303. 

2. Ara N, Bashar MK, Begum S, Kakon SS, et al. (2007) Effect of Spacing and 
Stem Pruning on the Growth and Yield of Tomato. International Journal of 
Sustainable Crop Production 2: 35-39. Link: https://bit.ly/3h9SfEg 

3. Law-Ogbomo KE, Egharevba RKA (2008) Effects of Planting Density and NPK 
Fertilizer on Growth and Fruit Yield of Tomato (Lycospersicon esculentus 
Mill). Research Journal of Agricultural and Biological Science 4: 265-272. Link: 
https://bit.ly/3h3patZ 

4. Morteza, SG, Far DJ, Esmaeil Y, Morteza N, Saedeh M (2008) Canola (Brassica 
napus L.) cultivation in rotation after rice under different levels of nitrogen 
and plant densities. Asian Journal of Plant Sciences 7: 500-504. Link: 
https://bit.ly/2E2nAu7 

5. Law-Ogbomo KE, Egharevba RKA (2009) Effects of Planting Density and NPK 
Fertilizer Application on Yield and Yield Components of Tomato (Lycospersicon 
esculentum Mill) in Forest Location. World Journal of Agricultural Science 5: 
152-158. Link: https://bit.ly/3iLlkGk 

6. Andrade FH, Calvinho P, Cirilo A, Barbieri P (2002) Yield responses to narrow 
rows depend on increased radiation interception. Agronomy Journal 94: 975-
980. Link: https://bit.ly/3441TV6 

7. Murphy SD, Yakubu Y, Weise SF, Swanton CJ (1996) Effect of planting patterns 
and inter-row cultivation on competition between corn (Zea mays) and late 
emerging weeds. Weed Science 44: 856-870. Link: https://bit.ly/2YabKEW 

8. Zimdahl RL (1999) Fundamentals of Weed Science. 2nd Ed. Acad. Press, San 
Diego.

9. Mashingaidze AB (2004) Improving weed management and crop productivity 
in maize systems in Zimbabwe. PhD Thesis, Wageningen University, The 
Netherlands 196. Link: https://bit.ly/2E5jFwe 

10. Oad FC, Solangi BK, Samo MA, Lakho AA, Zia-Ul-Hassan, et al. (2001) Growth, 
yield and relationship of rapeseed (Brassica napus L.) under different row 
spacing. International Journal of Agriculture and Biology 3: 475-476. Link: 
https://bit.ly/3fYOqQB 

11. Cheema MA, Saleem M, Malik MA (2001) Effect of row spacing and nitrogen 
management of agronomic traits and oil quality of canola (Brassica napus L.). 
Pakistan Journal of Agricultural Sciences 38: 3-4. Link: https://bit.ly/345k7ph 

12. Lauer JG, Rankin M (2004) Corn response to within row plant spacing variation. 
Agronomy Journal 96: 1464-1468. Link: https://bit.ly/3kRxoHR

13. Cristofori V, Rouphael Y, Mendoza-De Gyves E, Bignami C (2007) A simple 
model for estimating leaf area of hazelnut from linear measurements. Scientia 
Horticulturae 113: 221-225. Link: https://bit.ly/2YnpvjP

14. Getachew A, Wassu M, Tamado T (2020) Effect of Plant Spacing and NP 
Fertilizer Levels on Growth, Seed Yield and Quality of Onion (Allium cepa L.) 
at Shewa Robit, Northern Ethiopia. The Open Biotechnology Journal 14:12-22. 
Link: https://bit.ly/2E37xfH

15. Gomez KA, Gomez AA (1984) Statistical for Agricultural Research. John. Wiley 
and Sons. New York. Link: https://bit.ly/312dCl1 

16. Efediyi EK, Samson UR (2009) Effect of inorganic fertilizer on the yield of two 
varieties of cucumber (Cucumis sativum L.), Report and opinion 5: 74-79.

17. Ramos ARP, Dias RCS, Aragão CA (2009) Densidades de plantio na 
produtividade e qualidade de frutos de melancia. Hortic Bras 27: 560–564. 
Link: https://bit.ly/2Q0rFkI 

18. Campagnol R, Mello SC, Barbosa JC (2012) Vertical growth of mini watermelon 
according to the training height and plant density. Horticultural Brazilian 30: 
726-732. Link: https://bit.ly/3audEW5 

19. Cohen JE, Ogle LR, Coates-Beckford PL (2000) Effects of row spacing, 
mulches on the levels of N, P, and K in soil and leaves of cucumber Cucumis 
sativus L. Tropical Agriculture 77: 207-212.

20. Baloch TA (2001) Assessment of some specific growth and yield contributing 
parameters of cucumber, Cucumis sativus L. under different spacing 
arrangements. Thesis submitted to Sindh Agriculture

21. Papadopoulos AP, Pararajasingham S (2014) The influence of plant spacing 
on light interception and use in greenhouse tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum 
Mill.): a review. Sci Hortic 69: 1–29.

22. Andriolo JL, Espínola MCG, Godói R, Bortolotto OC, Luz GL (2004) 
Crescimento e produtividade de plantas de tomateiro em cultivo protegido 
sob alta densidade e desfolhamento. Ciênc Rural 34: 1251-1253. Link: 
https://bit.ly/31VLYW8 

23. Peil RMN, Albuquerque Neto AAR, Rombaldi CV (2014) Densidade de plantio 
e genótipos de tomateiro cereja em sistema fechado de cultivo em substrato. 
Horticultural Brasillian 32: 234–240. Link: https://bit.ly/312Yd48 

24. Sabo MU, Wailare MA, Aliyu M, Jari S, Shuaibu YM (2013) The effect of NPK 
fertilizer and spacing levels on growth and yield of Watermelon (Citrillus 
lanatus L). Scholarly Journal of Agricultural Science 3: 325-330. 

25. Mangala R, Mausia S (2006) Hand book of Agriculture. 169.

26. Dean B, Smiljana GB, Milan O, Josipa H, Bruno N, et al. (2011) Growth and Yield 
Response of Watermelon to inrow Plant Spacings and Mycorrhiza. Chilean 
Journal of Agricultural Research 71. Link: https://bit.ly/31WpUKZ 

27. Ismaila U, Kolo MGM, Gbanguba AU (2011) Efficacy and profitability of 
some weed control practices in upland Rice (Oryza sativa L.) at Badeggi, 



043

https://www.peertechz.com/journals/global-journal-of-ecology

Citation: Sanni KO, Adenubi OO (2020) Influence of intra row spacing on weed suppression in cucumber (Cucumis sativus) production in humid rainforest agro-
ecological zone of lagos, Nigeria.Glob J Ecol 5(1): 038-043. DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.17352/gje.000018

Nigeria. American Journal of Experimental Agriculture 1: 174-186. Link: 
https://bit.ly/2PYUJt0 

28. Njoku JC, Muoneke CO, Okocha PI, Ekeleme F (2009) Effect of propagule 
size and intra-row spacing on the growth and yield of sweet potato in a 
humid agro ecological zone. Nigerian Agricultural Journal 40: 115-124. Link: 
https://bit.ly/3g55tRh 

29. Hamide F, Hossein A, Majid A, Hossein N (2013) Influenced of Quality of Light 

Reflected of Colored Mulch on Cucurbita Pepo Var Rada Under Field Condition. 
International Journal of Agricultural Research and Revolution 3: 374-380. Link: 
https://bit.ly/3kPPl9R 

30. Bradley G., Baker EC, Motes DR (2001) Cucumber spacing and fertilization 
studies. Horticultural Abstract 47: 6532.

31. Pant T, Joshi RP, Bhoj AS, Kumar N (2001) Identification of suitable vegetable 
cropping.

Copyright: © 2020 Sanni KO, et al. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits unrestricted use, 
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

 

 
 

 


