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Abstract

Swiss chard is a leafy vegetable that is high in nutrients, vitamins, minerals, protein, and antioxidants that are beneficial to human
health. Swiss chard. Swiss chard is generally cultivated in the Mediterranean climate, grows well in full sunlight, air temperatures 14-
210C, and can still survive at temperatures close to light frost. The aim of this study to evaluate efficient plant densi-ties in urban lim-
ited land area and looking at the response of Swiss chard plant to reduc-ing the intensity of sunligt of 45%, 55% and 80%.in urban
tropic area. This research was used 4 different artificial shading i.e 0% (control, shade 45%, shade 55% and shade 80% . Microclimate
was measured per each shade for 14 days i.e., air temperatur, soil temperature, air humidity, and soil moisture using a data logger me-
ter. Shade with intensity 80% is proven to reduce air temperate and soil temperature, but also inhibits the growth and development of
Swiss chard plants. Population Iplant/pot gives the best growth and yield of Swiss chard per plant, 3 plants/pot increased total fresh
weight per cultivation area, thereby maximize the use of limited urban land.
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1. Introduction
Availability of land in urban areas is limited, land
size is narrow, and land conditions are classified as sub-

tempera-ture reaches > 30°C during the day in low-land
areas, and limited open land conditions, tall buildings, and
trees that shade each oth-er are obstacles to cultivating this

\ . , lant. High temperatures will increase respiration, conse-
optimal; it is more likely to be managed only to meet the P & P P

needs of the household itself. Strengthen this statement quently reducing production [4]. Plants that grow at tem-

. . . eratures above the opti-mum will result in an imbalance
and believe that agriculture in the center and on the out- P P

. . .. ... between the amounts of photosynthetic processes pro-
skirts of urban areas has different characteristics and abili- p Y P P

. . duced resulting in reduced carbohydrates due to respira-
ties to meet the food needs of urban communities [1]. Cul- & y p

tivating vegetables in urban areas is an efficient way to
use production facilities, provide fresh produce, and help
meet household needs [2].

tion.

Therefore, this study to evaluate efficient plant densi-
ties in urban limited land area and looking at the response
of Swiss chard plant to reducing the intensity of sunligt of

Swiss chard is a plant that has th tential to be de- . .
Wiss chard 1s a plant that hias the potential to be de 459, 55% and 80%. Population control can be done to in-

veloped in urban areas. Swiss chard has a high nutritional
content and aesthetic value of its own. Swiss chard is gen-
erally cultivated in the Mediterranean climate, grows well
in full sunlight, air temperatures 14-210C, and can still

crease the efficiency of vacant land so that it can be used
optimally in the same area but provides more profitable re-
sults. Plant population is defined as the number of plants

. . . found in a unit area of land [5]. The use of artificial shad-
survive at tempera-tures close to light frost [3]. The air

Riaet al, 2023 | Abstract




ing aims to modify the microclimate with the aim of low-
ering the temperature, but on the other hand it is also to
test the adaptability of Swiss chard plants to shaded envi-
ronments such as urban areas. [6] Reported that the use of
shade reduces air temperature by 2.3-2.5°C, reduces evap-
otranspiration 17.4-50%, solar radiation 15-39%, and air
velocity 50-87%.

2. Materials and Methods

The study was carried out in a tropical cli-mate at
an aoutdoor research facility at Jakabaring (104046°44"E;
3001°35”S), Pa-lembang, Indonesia. The study was con-
ducted during June to September 2022. The plant material
used was seeds of three Swiss chard cultivars, i.e, Red
ruby, pink passion and Yellow cannary. This study used
split plot design with 2 factors. The first factor is artificial
shading consisting of 0% shading (NO), 45% artificial
shading (N1), 55% artifi-cial shading (N2), 80% artificial
shading (N3). The second factor was the plant popu-lation
consisting of P1l: 1 plant/pot (Yellow cannary), P2: 2
plants/pot (Red ruby and Pink passion), P3: 3 plants/pot
(Red ruby, Yellow cannary and Pink passion). The plas-tic
pot used is a pot with a size (27.5 cm in top diameter, 19.8
cm in bottom diameter, and 20 cm in height). Before
planting the seeds are sown for up to 14 days. The plant-
ing medium used was a mixture of soil: ma-nure: sand
(4:2:1 v/v). A week before trans-planting, the planting
medium was given biofungicide (Decoprima) at a dose of
2g/1 (200 ml/pot) for sterilization purposes. The pot is
placed in the shadow house according to the treatment.
The shade used is an artifi-cial shade made of plastic.

Data collection

Growth variables observed i.e., number of leaves,
length and width of leaves, leaf thickness, stalk length and
SPAD. Leaf thickness was measured using a digital cali-
per. Leaf SPAD was measured using a chlo-rophyll meter
(Konica Minolta SPAD-502 Plus). Additional data meas-
ured to support primary data included soil moisture, soil
temperature and electrical conductance (EC), measured
using a Datalogger Meter for 14 days to see differences in
each shade. Air temperature and humidity were meas-ured
using the Wireless Thermo Recorder RTR 502. Leaf tem-
perature was measured using the FLIR Thermal C3-X
camera twice a week at 10.00 WIB, 12.00 WIB and 14.00
WIB. The results of leaf temperature meas-urements were
analyzed using the FLIR Thermal Studio application. The
harvest var-iables observed were total plant fresh weight,

fresh weight of leaves and stalks, dry weight of leaves and
stalks. Variables for growth analysis i.e., leaf growth rate
measured daily to maximum area, leaf length/width ratio,
leaf length/stalk length ratio, specific leaf area (LDS), total
leaf area, leaf moisture content and petiole. Drying the de-
structive results of plants using an oven with a temperature
of 100°C for 24 hours.

3. Results and Discussion
The ditference
differences in microclimates including air temperature,

in each shade tested causes
soil temperature, leaf tempera-ture and air humidity.
There are fluctuations between soil temperature in the
morning, afternoon and evening. The increase in soil
temperature is affected by the amount of radiation
absorption from the sun on the soil surface. During the
day the soil temperature will increase due to the sun's
heating of the soil surface, so that the air around the soil
surface gets a high temperature. Further-more, at night
until the morning, the soil temperature tends to be lower.
Evapotranspi-ration during the day causes an increase in
soil temperature resulting in a decrease in the availability
of water in the soil. The height of the measurement results
is influenced by air temperature, sunlight and rain
intensity at two different measurement times (Figure 1).
Shade can control plant growth, reduce light intensity and
modify microclimates such as air temperature, soil
temperature, air humidi-ty, carbon dioxide concentration
and air ve-locity [7], [8], [9]. Xu et al. [10] also report-ed
that shading reduced daily tempera-ture,
temperature, and light intensity by 2.31%, 2.67% and
18.45% in 2014, and 2.47%, 2.44% and 21.34% in 2015;
RH in shade was higher than without shade.

air soil

Soil temperature, soil moisture, and carbon supply
regulate the respiration process in the soil [11]. The
results showed that each shade had a different decrease in
soil temperature, air temperature and plant temperature.
The main source of soil temperature is solar radi-ation
which is absorbed by the soil and plants. The lower the
intensity of the sun received due to the shade, the
temperature on the ground will be lower. Soil tempera-
ture changes every time due to changes in radiation
energy and energy changes take place through the soil
surface. Changes in soil temperature are affected by solar
radia-tion, vegetative cover and evapora-
tion/evapotranspiration. As the shading in-tensity
increases, the evapotranspiration pro-cess will decrease.
Shade reduces evapotran-spiration by 30-50% in pepper
cultivation and 34% in grape cultivation with 10% shade
[12]. The evapotranspiration process is also closely
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related to soil moisture and air temperature [13]
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Figure 1.  Micro climate (soil moisture, soil temperature, EC) in 2 measurement periods with different intensity lev-

cls, first 14 days (A=0%, B=45%, C=80%) and second 14 days (D=45%, E=55%,F=80%).

This study showed that at 12.00 and 1400 the air
temperature, leaf temperature and soil temperature in-
creased. This is shown in plants without shade (0%) show-
ing higher temperatures and low soil moisture. This is be-
cause sunlight shines directly on plants so that more light

is absorbed by plants and soil, causing soil and leaf tem-
peratures to increase. An increase in temperature that is
too high accelerates the evapotranspiration process and
consequently decreases soil moisture (Figure 2).




A 5 . .
T e q e = on
& g z - 'r;. a0 R
g8 g g | - S -
10:00 AM 12:00 PM 14:00 PM
w Shading 0% = Shading 45%  Shading 55%  Shading 80%
C
@ =
2oy N
3 ¢eg 2223 EE
~l ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ L B ] ~
10:00 AM 12:00 PM 14:00 PM
® Shading 0% = Shading 45% = Shading 55% = Shading 80%

Figure 2.

a - 8 » o
I -2 503 a2 3
52 = =2 2 a 2= g
a g | 3 a | z
10:00 AM 12:00 PM 14:00 PM
= Shading 0% = Shading 45% = Shading 55% = Shading 80%
@ o
z 3oz 5355 3 e _ & 2
G R 9 Z -
2
10:00 AM 12:00 PM 14:00 PM
® Shading 0% = Shading 45% © Shading 55%  Shading 80%

Comparison of air temperature (A), leaf temperature (B), soil temperature (C) and soil moisture (D) at a

decrease in shade intensity of 0%, 45%,55% and 80%

Plants that were given shade treatment with an
intensity of 80% had higher soil moisture and lower air
temperature. This is due to the shade reducing the amount
of incoming radiation energy so that it has the potential to
reduce air temperature. Conversely, at 0% shade the soil
moisture is lower. Reduction of soil moisture occurs
when air temperature and soil temperature increase,
decreasing the viscosity of water, allowing more water to
evaporate and partially seep through the soil profile [14].

Absorption of water by the soil decreases at low
temperatures. This is due to the increased viscosity and
decreased water absorption rate at low temperatures,
decreased water absorption reduces the rate of
photosynthesis [15]. However, an increase in light
intensity does not affect the rate of photosynthesis, but an
increase in temperature due to light intensity can
accelerate the rate of photosynthesis. The higher the
intensity of the shading the lower the light received. The
light absorbed by the shade is partially absorbed and
partially reflected. The absorbed light is rushed to the
ground surface and some is used for photosynthesis.
Moist soil conducts heat better than dry soil, dry soil
heats up faster during the day than at night [16]. Water's
high temperature capacity and thermal conductivity

compared to air, wetter soil cools faster than dry soil
[17].

Swiss chard response to various shading intensities
The ratio measurements described the individual
growth of the leaf blade and petiole of Swiss chard for 16
consecutive days (Figure 3). Under unshaded conditions
(0%), Swiss chard has longer leaves than its petiole.
However, increasing the intensity of shading causes a
decrease in the value of this ratio. Swiss chard under 80%
shade intensity had a ratio value < 1. Over time, Swiss
chard elongated the petioles compared to its leaves until
the 16th day of observation. This proves that an increase
in the intensity of the shade causes Swiss chard plants to
experience etiolation and stunted growth. Increasing
shading intensity was also shown to reduce Swiss chard
leaf area. Swiss chard under 80% artificial shade
experienced stunted growth. This is due to the low
intensity of light received by plants, causing delays in the
process of photosynthesis and cell division (Figure 12).
Shade can inhibit leaf growth and increase auxin content,
where this substance functions to regulate the
development, growth, expansion and elongation of leaves

[18,19]
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Figure 3. Differences in leaf blade:petiole length ration at shading intensity 0% (A), 45% (B), 55% (C)
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leaves.
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Increasing the intensity of shading decreased the
value of the growth variables (Figs. 5, 6 and 7) and yields
(Tables 1, 2 and 3) in each population. In addition, it also
reduces fresh weight. Differences in shading intensity also
affect leaf thickness and SPAD values. Plants in open/no
shade conditions tend to have thicker leaves and higher
SPAD wvalues. On the other hand, under shading
conditions with high intensity, leaf thickness and SPAD
values were very low. Lack of sunlight in plants causes
etiolation in plants, resulting in leaves experiencing
etioplasts. When the levels of etioplas in the leaves
increase, it causes the leaves to become thin and yellow.
This decrease in leaf thickness and SPAD values occurred
in all three types of populations (Table 4).

[20] reported that shade inhibits cell division,
reduces the number and size of cells, so that plants under
shade tend to be stunted, have smaller and thinner leaves.

The effect of shade also has a significant effect on
crop yields, namely the total fresh weight and dry weight
of shoots. A decrease in light intensity is strongly related
to a decrease in fresh shoot weight and fresh weight of
purple pakchoi roots and lettuce [21, 22, 23]. Full sun at
any given quality of light improves the nutritional quality
and vyield of vegetables. Because light affects the
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Effect of shading (A, C) and cultivars (B, D) on leaf and petiole growth with 2 plants per pot.

metabolic system, the most sensitive response is the
formation of sugar (the main photosynthetic product) and
its accumulation in the leaves [24]. Disturbed metabolism
will actually reduce the yield of biomass on Swiss chard.
This is shown by Swiss chard under 80% shade has a very
low biomass. Tereshima et al. [25] reported that thinner
leaves have lower leaf dry times per unit area. This is
evidenced by the results of this study showing that Swiss
chard under 80% shade has a high moisture content and a
low dry weight.

Abdel et al. [26] the increase in leaf area and leaf thickness
occurs depending on the light received and absorbed by
plants. The little light that plants receive inhibits the rate of
anticlinal cell expansion, the effect on the cells of this
expansion is preceded by cell division, causing a reduction
of one layer of palisade cells [26]. Thin leaves have thinner
palisade tissue and fewer chloroplasts, so they don't have
strong photosynthesis and low biomass accumulation [20].
This is related to the chlorophyll content in Swiss chard
leaves. SPAD decreased with increasing shading intensity
used. It was reported that the use of shading also reduced
SPAD values in soybean, wheat and maize leaves [20, 28,
29, 30]. Conversely, for plants that like shade, the SPAD
values and leaf area are larger for konjac plants [31].




Tabel 1. Effect of shading on Swiss chard yields one plant per pot

Time harvested

Variabel Shading intensity 6 WAT 8 WAT 10 WAT 12 WAT Total
0% 200 a 300 a 500 a 9.00 ab 1900 a
Number of 45% 200 a 250 a 283 a 7.00 b 1433 b
leaves 55% 3.05 a 294 a 333 a 0.66 a 19.00 a
o 80% - 266 a 333 a 583 ¢ 1183 b
LSD 1.96 1.75 706 2.03 4.61
0% 172.88 ab 313.34 ab 51229 a 90056 b 189907 ab
. 45% 19593 ab 188.29 b 26222 b 42572 ¢ 1072.18 be
Total leaf area
(cm2) 55% 34545 a 47571 a 45102 a 1025.04 a 230624 a
80% - 244 b 27034 b 17484 d 61503 ¢
LSD 225.84 206.26 176.78 227.23 1045.02
0% 7.06 a 1185 b 2315 a 24.12 ab 6620 ab
. 45% 737 a 707 be 10,18 b 13.20 ab 3835 be
Leaf fresh
. 55% 1356 a 18.84 a 1893 ab 3502 a 86.36 a
weight (g)
T 80% - 511 ¢ 924 b 6.10 b 2045 ¢
LSD 10.04 5.15 244 26.96 26.71
0% 0.54 ab 061 b 061 b 1.43 ab 447 ab
Leafd wht 45% 0.27 ab 0.76 b 076 b 1.01 b 261 be
a ?’)WCI'L' 55% 075 a 173 a 173 a 266 a 621 a
& 80% - 031 b 031 b 034 b 1.02 ¢
LSD 0.71 0.53 053 1.58 2.35
0% 498 a 390 b 15.14 a 16.18 ab 40.30 ab
Petiole fresh 45% 391 a 950 a 736 b 11.27 b 3214 b
ctiole fres 55% 502 a 1226 a 1488 a 2679 a 59.86 a
weight (g)
T 80% - 458 b 571 b 330 b 11.60 ¢
LSD 2.77 5.18 6.39 13.94 20.13
0% 0.26 a 035 b 161 a 1.87 ab 453 a
Petiole d 45% 027 a 035 b 047 b 0.63 be 174 b
o ary 55% 040 a 080 a 118 a 230 a 426 a
weight (g)
T 80% - 0.07 b 034 b 023 ¢ 064 b
LSD 0.54 0.32 062 1.56 2.19
0% 91.15 b 9395 a 9186 «c 93.10 a 93.19 ab
Leaf water o 45% 96.27 a 8985 a 9428 b 91.10 a 9300 b
"[e‘::'(";; )“’“' 55% 9445 a 9085 a 9428 b 9229 a 9281 b
‘0
80% - 93.67 a 96.11 a 0406 a 9507 a
LSD 2.31 6.55 149 4.02 1.93
0% 94.06 a 91.51 ¢ 8927 b 8563 b 8834 b
Petiole wat 45% 207 a 85.77 ab 9342 a 9443 a 9467 a
criofe watet 55% 9307 a 9351 bc 9186 ab 9307 a 92.88 ab
content (%)
80% - 9734 a 9412 a 9443 a 9450 a
LSD 2.61 2.48 274 5.81 4.66

Mean followed by the same letters within each column were significantly different based on LSD at P < 0.05 for each treatment and

week of data measurement; WAT — week after transplanting




Table 2. Effect of shading on Swiss chard yields two plants per pot

Time harvested

Variables Cultivars 6 WAT 8 WAT 10 WAT 12 WAT Total
Number of Red ruby 248 a 301 a 283 b 6.19 a 1451 a
‘;"' "% Pink passion 216 a 227 b 327 a 544 a 1314 a
caves
BNT 0.8 0.73 042 1.88 2.36
. Red ruby 32405 a 46231 a 34260 a 526.68 a 165564 a
Total leaf area . 3
(cm2) Pink passion 21632 b 23854 b 27931 a 27728 b 101145 b
BNT 84.54 61.95 7772 183.97 206.06
. Red ruby 1528 a 1985 a 1650 a 13.86 a 6549 a
Leaf fresh . .
. Pink passion 874 b 653 b 880 b 6.86 b 3093 b
weight (g)
- BNT 3.81 4.79 561 2.68 8.69
Leaf dr ioht Red ruby 123 a 1911 a 134 a 135 a 5831 a
. (':))““5 Pink passion 066 b 069 b 041 b 060 b 236 b
= BNT 0.29 0.54 0.50 0.36 096
Petiole fresh Red ruby 559 a 1272 a 1252 a 21.21 a 5204 a
N 1(‘“:1: '(C; Pink passion 521 a 584 b 1478 a 7.99 b 3382 b
wegtt e BNT 348 3.05 644 5.73 8.69
Petiole dr Red ruby 039 a 091 a 111 a 235 a 476 a
CHOEAY pink passion 027 a 034 b 119 a 086 b 266 b
weight (g)
- BNT 0.2 0.29 054 0.45 096
Leaf water ¢ Red ruby 0193 a 90.65 a 9198 b 76.39 a 76.14 a
't“:' (‘;‘ )“’"' Pink passion 02.12 a 88.81 a 9489 a 85.00 a 8528 a
cn
’ BNT 1.85 2.48 1.30 18.90 18.84
Petiole water Red ruby 9329 b 9312 a 9120 a 89.12 a 90.79 b
chiole water Pink passion 9458 a 94 a 9205 a 89.66 a 9240 a
content (%)
BNT 0.72 1.23 094 1.93 1.51

Mean followed by the same letters within each column were significantly different based on LSD at P < 0.05 for each
treatment and week of data measurement; WAT — week after transplanting
Growth response of Swiss chard in three different types of populations

In this study, plants grown with a total of
three plants per pot produced growth values

Wide spacing stimulates the vegetative growth of
lettuce plants and produces the longest leaves, oth-

including leaf growth, total leaf area and lower
yields (Table 5).

Gebremedhin and Awgchew [32] reported
that the longest leaves of Swiss chard were pro-
duced with an intra-space spacing of 20 cm. Swiss
chard grown one plant and two plants per pot re-
sulted in a higher total leaf area. Shading swiss
chard leaves will affect the process of photosynthe-
sis, as a result the crown grows smaller, the capaci-
ty to absorb light and nutrients decreases. In a large
space, the plant canopy grows and utilizes sunlight
for the photosynthesis process, conversely the
denser the plants, the lower the canopy gets less
sunlight [33,34].

erwise the plants will compete for water, nutrients
and light which causes reduced growth [35, 36,
37].

Less plant density has an impact on plant
vegetative plasticity so it is stronger [38]. The im-
pact of dense plant populations is to inhibit plant
growth but increase total yield per hectar. This oc-
curs in kale plants, individual yields tend to be bet-
ter in low populations, but the total yield per pot is
higher when planted in high populations [39]. Op-
timal spacing increases the fresh weight of lettuce,
beet and spinach leaves [35, 37, 40]. In kailan
plants, dense spacing inhibits leaf growth [41].




Tabel 3. Effect of shading on Swiss chard yield three plants per pot

Time harvested

Variables Cultivars 6 WAT 8 WAT 10 WAT 12 WAT Total
Red ruby 237 a 192 a 257 a 568 a 9.08 a
Number of leaves Yellow canary 214 a 192 a 250 a 570 a 7.88 a
Pink passion 233 a 207 a 250 a 606 a 890 a
BNT 0.47 0.36 0.58 1.28 1.98
Red ruby 32645 a 25247 a 32094 a 44835 a 92771 a
Total leaf area Yellow canary 29227 a 269.18 a 26034 a 32752 a 638.52 b
(cm2) Pink passion 27332 a 28403 a 27350 a 38252 a  B8I374 a
BNT 137.78 107.39 11540 153.90 217.63
Red ruby 1328 a 974 a 1321 a 1861 a 3841 a
Leaf fresh weight  Yellow canary 12,19 a 939 a 9.56 a 1120 b 2356 b
® Pink passion 1130 a 10,12 a 998 a 1343 b 30.48 ab
BNT 6.23 4.01 5.28 503 12.96
Red ruby 096 a 107 a 105 a 144 a 322 a
Leaf dry weight  Yellow canary 0.83 a 0.89 a 080 a 105 a 201 a
(2 Pink passion 081 a 099 a 088 a 131 a 275 a
BNT 0.43 0.44 0.51 0.71 1.37
Red ruby 631 a 704 a 1023 a 1041 a 2352 a
Petiole fresh Yellow canary 6.81 a 7.13 a 737 a 871 a 16.37 a
weight (g) Pink passion 6.18 a 741 a 8.10 a 9.15 a 2040 a
BNT 3.24 2.95 3.67 407 8.44
Red ruby 039 a 050 a 092 a 077 a 1.74 a
Petiole dry Yellow canary 044 a 043 a 066 a 051 a 1.11 a
weight (g) Pink passion 033 a 096 a 071 a 068 a 1.70 a
BNT 0.17 0.85 0.39 043 0.64
Red ruby 9224 a 88.76 b 91.69 a 9191 a 91.61 b
Leaf watercon-  Yellow canary 9326 a 90.13 a 9151 a 9274 a 9355 a
tent (%) Pink passion 93.20 a 90.65 a 9142 a 9134 a 9185 b
BNT 1.19 1.24 1.68 147 1.25
Red ruby 93.69 a 93.16 a 9144 a 9244 b 93.61 a
Petiole water Yellow canary 9288 a 9425 a 91.80 a 9483 a 9437 a
content (%) Pink passion 9424 a 88.41 a 90.61 a 9339 ab 93.37 a
BNT 2.38 4.89 1.86 2.18 1.00

Mean followed by the same letters within each column were significantly different based on LSD at P < 0.05 for each treatment and
week of data measurement; WAT — week after transplanting

Tabel 4. Effect of shading on each population on leaf thickness and SPAD value

Population
Shading inensity 3 plants/pot 2 plants/pot 1 plant/pot
Leaf width (mm)
0% 0.39 a 0.34 a 0.28 a
45% 0.26 b 0.28 ab 0.25 a
55% 023 b 0.26 ab 027 a
80% 0.16 ¢ 0.19 b 0.15 b
BNT 004 0.09 007
SPAD

0% 33.04 a 34.27 a 33.62 a
45% 26.15 b 26.94 b 28.37 ab
55% 23.58 b 22,79 b 26.11 be
80% 21.49 c 21.33 [ 20.72 [
BNT 358 3.67 540

Mean followed by the same letters within each column were significantly different based on LSD at P < 0.05 for each treatment and

week of data measurement; WAT — week after transplanting




4. Conclusion

Reducing the intensity of sunlight in an extreme
way (80%) actually inhibits the growth of Swiss chard
plants. Swiss chard lives at low temperature but sill need
full sunlight to fulfill metabolic processes. Prefeably,
Swiss chard is planted with no shading (0%). Population
Iplant/pot gives the best growth and yield of Swiss chard
per plant, 3 plants/pot increased total fresh weight per cul-
tivation area, thereby maximize the use of limited urban
land.

5. Acknowledgement

Thank you for the editors and reviewers who
have provided constructive suggestions for improving the
quality this article.

References

[1] I. Opitz.,R. Berges., A. Piorr., and T. Krikser. 2016.
Contributing to food security in urban areas: differ-
ences between urban agriculture and peri-urban agri-
culture in the Global North. Agriculture and Human
Values, 33(2), 341-358. https://doi.org/10.1007/s
10460-015-9610-2

F. Orsini., R. Kahane., R. Nono-Womdim., and
Gianquinto. G. 2013. Urban agriculture in the devel-
oping world: a review. Agronomy for Sustainable
Development, 33(4), 695-720. doi: 10.1007/s13593-
013-0143-z.

[3] M. K. Rana., and P. Rani. 2017. Swiss Chard. In:
M.K. Rana (editor). Vegetable Crops Science, pp.
241-246. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
https://doi.org/10.1201/9781315116204

H. Gustia. 2014. Pengaruhpenambahan Sekam Bakar
Pada Media Tanam Terhadap Pertumbuhan Dan
Produksi Tanaman Sawi (Brassica Juncea L.). E-
Journal Widya Kesehatan dan Lingkungan, 1(1),
36807.

[5] H. E. Pramitasari., T. Wardiyati., and M. Nawawi.
2016. Effect of nitrogen fertilizer dosage and plant
density level on the growth and yield of kailan (Bras-
sica oleraceae L.) (Doctoral dissertation, Brawijaya
University).

A. Mahmood., Y. Hu., J. Tanny., and E. A. Asante.
2018. Effects of shading and insect-proof screens on
crop microclimate and production: A review of recent
advances. Scientia Horticulturae, 241: 241-251. doi:
10.1016/j.scienta. 2018.06 078.

B. Lakitan., K. Kartika., S. Susilawati., and A. Wija-
ya. 2021. Acclimating leaf celery plant (Apium grav-
eolens) via bottom wet culture for increasing its

(2

(4

[6

[7

adaptability to tropical riparian wetland ecosystem.
Biodiversitas, 22(1), 320-328. doi:
10.13057/biodiv/d220139.

R. Song.. D. Kelman., K. L. Johns., and A. D. Wright.
2012. Correlation between leaf age, shade levels, and
characteristic beneficial natural constituents of tea
(Camellia sinensis) grown in Hawaii. Food Chem.
133,707-714.

D. Zhao..Z. Hao., and J. Ta. 2012. Effects of shade on
plant growth and flower quality in the herbaceous pe-
ony (Paeonia lactiflora Pall.). Plant Physiol. Bioch.
61, 187-196.

G. Xu., X. Liu, Q. Wang., R. Xiong, and Y. Hang.
2017. Effects of screenhouse cultivation and organic
materials incorporation on global warming potential in
rice fields. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 24, 6581-6591.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-8397-7.

A. Hursh., A. Ballantyne., L. Cooper., M. Maneta.,
J. Kimball., and J. Watts. (2017). The sensitivity of
soil respiration to soil temperature, moisture, and car-
bon supply at the global scale. Global Change Biolo-
gy, 23(5),2090-2103.

M. Pirkner., U. Dicken., J. Tanny. 2014. Penman-
Monteith approaches for estimating crop evapotran-
spiration in screenhouses—a case study with table-
grape. Int. J. Biometeorol. 58 (5), 725-737.

L. Deng., K. Wang.. J. Li.. G. Zhao., and Z.
Shangguan. 2016. Effect of soil moisture and atmos-
pheric humidity on both plant productivity and diver-
sity of native grasslands across the loess plateau, Chi-
na. Ecol. Eng. 94, 525-531. doi:
10.1016/j.ecoleng.2016.06.048.

F. E. Broadbent. 2015. Soil organic matter. Sus-
tainable options in land management, 2: 34-38.

B. Onwuka., and B. Mang. 2018. Effects of soil
temperature on some soil properties and plant growth.
Adv. Plants Agric. Res, 8(1), 34-37.

E. 1. Bonadeo., M. Moreno., R. Bongiovanni.,
Marzari., and M. J. Ganum Gorriz. 2017. El sistema
suelo-planta. Principios generales. Editora UniRio,
Universidad Nacional de Rio Cuarto, Rio Cuarto, Ar-
gentina.

G. Fischer., J. A. Cleves-Leguizamo., and H. E.
Balaguera-Lépez. 2022. Impact of soil temperature on
fruit species within climate change scenarios. Revista
Colombiana de Ciencias Horticolas, 16(1).

de Wit, M., Lorrain, S., and Fankhauser, C. 2014 .
Auxin-mediated plant architectural changes in re-
sponse to shade and high temperature. Physiologia
plantarum, 151(1). 13-24

Scarpella, E., Barkoulas, M. and Tsiantis, M. 2010.
Control of leaf and vein development by auxin. Cold
Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol. 2, a00151.

Y. Wu., W. Gong., and W. Yang. 2017. Shade in-
hibits leaf size by controlling cell proliferation and en-

[8

[9

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

Ria et al, 2023 | 4. Conclusion P




largement in soybean. Scientific reports, 7(1), 9259.
L. N. Fadilah., B. Lakitan., and M. Marlina. 2022.

Effects of shading on the growth of the purple pak-

choy (Brassica rapa var. Chinensis) in the urban eco-

system. Agronomy Research. 20(S1), 938950, 2022

https://doi.org/10.15159/AR .22.057.

X. Hao., J. Jia., J. Mi., S. Yang., A. M. Khattak.,

L. Zheng., W. Gao., and M. Wang. 2020. An optimi-

zation model of light intensity and nitrogen concen-

tration coupled with vield and quality. Plant Growth

Regulation. 92, 319-331. doi: 0.1007/510725-020-

00641-0.

[23] F. Hutagalung., P. B, Timotiwu., Y. C. Ginting.,
and T. K. B. Manik. 2021. Effect of reducing intensi-
ty of solar radiation on the growth and quality
rimaine lettuce (Lactuca sativa var. longifolia). Jour-
nal Agrotek Tropika, 9(3) 453-461. doi:
10.23960/jat.v9i3.5311.

[24] Y. Xia., M. R. Sahib., A. Amna., S. O. Opiyo., Z.
Zhao and Y. G. Gao. 2019. Culturable endophytic
fungal communities associated with plants in organic
and conventional farming systems and their effects
on plant growth. Scientific reports, 9(1), p.1669.

[25] L. Libutti., A. Angela, and A. R. Rivelli. 2021.
Quanti-Qualitative Response of Swiss Chard (Beta
Vulgaris 1. Var. Cycla) to Soil Amendment with Bio-
char-Compost Mixtures. Agronomy, 11(2), 1-18. doi:
10.3390/agronomy 1 1020307 .

[26] C. G. Abdel., H. R. Abdelreda., and M. A. Ab-
dulrazak. 2019. Growth responses of homegrown
Barley (Hordeum vulgare), Lettuce (Lactuca sativa),
Swiss chards (Beta vulgaris) and faba beans (Vicia
faba) to sunlight and shade. Jornal of Al-Muthanna
for Agricultural Sciences, 7(1).

[27]1 S. Kalve., J. Fotschki., T. Beeckman., K. Vissen-
ber.,. and G. T. S. Beemster. 2014, Tree-dimensional
patterns of cell division and expansion throughout the
development of arabidopsis thaliana leaves. J. Exp.
Bot. 65, 6385-6397.

[28] Y. Wang., Z. Zhang., Y. Liang, Y. Han., and J.
Tan. 2020. High potassium application rate increased
grain yield of shading-stressed winter wheat by im-
proving photosynthesis and photosynthate transloca-
tion. Frontiers in Plant Science, 11, 134.

[29] I. Gao., B. Zhao., S. Dong., P. Liu., B. Ren., and
J. Zhang. 2017. Response of summer maize photo-
synthate accumulation and distribution to shading
stress assessed by using 13CO2 stable isotope tracer
in the field. Frontiers in Plant Science, 8, 1821.

[30] J. Gao, Z. Liu., B. Zhao., P. Liu., and J. W.
Zhang. 2020. Physiological and comparative proteo-
mic analysis provides new insights into the effects of
shade stress in maize (Zea mays L.). BMC plant biol-
ogy, 20(1), 1-13.

[31] D. F. Nurshanti., B. Lakitan., M. Hasmeda., and

(21]

(22]

F. Ferlinahayati. 2023. Shoot emergence, leaf expan-
sion, and corm growth in konjac plant (Amorphophal-
lus Muelleri Blume) treated with hydropriming and
shading. AGRIVITA, Joumnal of Agricultural Science.
45(1),66-77.

G. Hailay and Awgchew Haymanot. 2019. The re-
sponse of Swiss chard (Beta vulgaris L.) to nitrogen
levels and intra-row spacing in Debre Berhan Central
Ethiopia. 2(2). 105-116. https://doi.org/10.22077/
jhpr.2019.2099.1041
[33] A, Arrusy. 2021. Effect of watering frequency and
NASA POC on lettuce (Latuca Sativa L.) with banana
stem media (Doctoral dissertation, Universitas Islam
Riau).

U. Utari. 2021. Effect of planting spacing and ap-
plication of sawdust and cow dung on the growth and
production of green eggplant (Solanum melongena
L.). (Doctoral dissertation, Universitas Cokroaminoto
Palopo.

M. R. Hasan., A. K. M. M.., M. N. Islam., M. A.
Ali., and J. Uddain. 2017. Growth and Yield of Let-
tuce (Lactuca Sativa L.) Influenced as Nitrogen
Growth and Yield of Lettuce (Lactuca Sativa L.) In-
fluenced as Nitrogen Fertilizer and Plant Spacing.
June. https://doi.org/10.9790/2380-1006016271.

B. Gashaw., and H. Sheway. 2020. Effect of Dif-
ferent Rates of N and Intrarow Spacing on Growth
Performance of Lettuce (Lactuca sativa L) in Gurage
Zone, Wolkite University, Ethiopia.

S. Susilawati., W. Wijaya., and H. Harwan. 2019.
Effect of nitrogen fertilizer dosage and spacing on
growth and yield of lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.). Agri-
jati Jurnal Ilmiah Ilmu-Ilmu Pertanian. 31(3),82-92.
[38] T.F. D. G. Diriba., G. Defa., G. Gudeta., G. Iti-
cha., A. Chimdessa., A. Abdisa. 2017. Effect of Plant
Spacing and Urea Fertilizer on Yield and Yield Com-
ponents of Beetroot (Beta vulgaris L..). Agricultural
Development. 2(1), 13— 21. https://doi.org/10.20448
/journal.523.2017.21.13.2.

B. Lakitan., and K. Kartika. 2020. Population den-
sity, multiple harvesting, and ability of Ipomoea rep-
tans to compete with native weeds at tropical wet-
lands. Biodiversitas Journal of Biological Diversity,
21(9).

K. Pawandeep.. S. K. Singh., and M. K. Sidhu.
2020. Response of different levels of nitrogen and sp a
cing spa on yield and qu ality of ¢ a uliflower grown
under quality ca central region of punjab. 15, 123—
128.

R. Dantri., T. Irmansyah.. and J. Ginting. 2015.
Response of Biological Fertilizers to Several Planting
Spacings of Kailan Growth and Production (Brassica
oleraceae var. acephala). Jurnal Agroekoteknologi.
3(2), 483-488.

[32]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[39]

[40]

[41]




Artificial Shade Adaptation and Population Density on Swiss
Chard (Beta vulgaris subsp. Cicla (L) W.D.J Koch) in Urban Area

ORIGINALITY REPORT

O.. 6o S, 20

SIMILARITY INDEX INTERNET SOURCES PUBLICATIONS STUDENT PAPERS

PRIMARY SOURCES

Rofigoh P. Ria, Benyamin Lakitan, Firdaus 20/
Sulaiman, Yakup Yakup. " Searching for ’
Suitable Cultivation System of Swiss Chard (
subsp. (L.) W.D.J.Koch) in the Tropical Lowland
" Journal of Horticultural Research, 2023

Publication

biovalentia.ejournal.unsri.ac.id
Internet Source %

=)

Brownmang onwuka. "Effects of Soil 1 y
Temperature on Some Soil Properties and ’
Plant Growth", Advances in Plants &

Agriculture Research, 2018

Publication

e

Ashraf Mahmood, Yongguang Hu, Josef 1
: : %
Tanny, Eric Amoah Asante. "Effects of shading
and insect-proof screens on crop
microclimate and production: A review of
recent advances", Scientia Horticulturae, 2018

Publication

sciendo.com



Internet Source

T

agronomy.emu.ee

Internet Source

(K

repository.ipb.ac.id

Internet Source

(K

Exclude quotes Off
Exclude bibliography On

Exclude matches

<1%



