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Abstract

:

Real-time fluoro-sensing is a promising crop sensing technology to support variable-rate nutrient management for precision agricultural practices. The objective of this study was to evaluate the potential of fluoro-sensing to detect the variability of nitrogen (N) and potassium (K) in the crop canopy at the early growth stages of maize (before the V6 crop growth stage). This study was conducted under greenhouse conditions in pots filled with silica sand, and maize plants were supplied with modified Hoagland’s solution with different rates of N and K. Sensor readings were collected using a Multiplex®3 fluorescence sensor and analyzed using ANOVA (analysis of variance) to test differences in crop response to nutrient rates. Regression analysis was used to assess the ability of fluorescence sensor-based indices to estimate N and K in the crop canopy. The results of this study indicate that all fluorescence indices under consideration enabled the detection of N variability in the maize canopy prior to the V2 crop growth stage. The NBI_B (nitrogen balance index blue) index enabled N uptake detection (R2 = 0.99) as early as the V2 crop growth stage. However, the fluorescence indices failed to identify K deficiency, as the maize plants with K treatments showed little to no variability of this nutrient at early crop growth stages as measured by plant tissue analysis. The results present a tremendous opportunity to assess N uptake at early growth stages of maize for precision nitrogen application. We recommend using fluorescence sensor-based NBI_B or NBI_R (Nitrogen balance index red) for early detection of nitrogen uptake in maize for precision nitrogen management.
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1. Introduction


Precision farming and site-specific management assist growers in making precise management decisions for different cropping systems throughout the world [1]. One of the most essential tools used for precision crop management system is variable-rate technology, which consists of the application of specific inputs, such as nutrients, water, and pesticides, for specific soil and crop conditions [2]. Understanding the spatial and temporal variability that occurs within a field is a key factor when working with variable-rate application [3]. Although most commercial products of variable-rate applications are map-based and are derived from soil test, yield maps, and other spatial information, several real-time sensor systems for nitrogen management are also being marketed [4,5]. Using real-time crop sensing to accomplish variable-rate fertilizer applications has tremendous potential to reduce the fertilizer requirement and improve nutrient and cost efficiencies.



Not only is nitrogen a key input for any crop for maximizing yields and economic return, it is also the most limiting nutrient for crop production [6,7,8]. A mismatch between N supply and crop N requirement can potentially hamper crop growth or harm the environment when N is under or over applied, respectively [9]. Either situation may result in low N use efficiency (NUE), which may result in agronomic and economic loss. Too much N often leads to a greater risk of groundwater contamination as a result of NO3-N leaching [10,11,12]. Even though worldwide use of N is increasing, NUE is about 50 % for maize (Zea mays L.) and around 30% for agricultural crops in general [13,14,15,16,17].



Potassiumis another critical macronutrient in crop production. In North America, potassium has not been considered as a major maize yield-limiting nutrient (personal communication with Dr. Robert Miller). However, studies conducted by the International Plant Nutrition Institute (IPNI, [18]) reported a constant decrease of K in U.S. soils, especially in the Corn Belt where agriculture has been practiced intensively for decades. The IPNI [18] report also suggested that for the Corn Belt region and areas east of the Mississippi River, 50% or more of the sampled areas will likely require annual K application to prevent yield losses.



Biomass sampling is a destructive method that can provide accurate information about NUE and K uptake but it is time consuming and economically inefficient when large amounts of data are required to characterize the spatial variability of field crops [19]. In contrast, non-destructive sampling methods such as remote sensing techniques based on reflectance can generate large amounts of data at a relatively low cost. Since the optical properties of leaves are affected by leaf chlorophyll concentrations, reflectance measurements have been widely used to predict N variability and to a limited extent, K in plants. It has been documented that not only reflectance but also leaf transmittance and fluorescence are influenced by N and K deficiencies [20,21,22].



Reflectance for the purpose of crop sensing has been widely studied, and previous research has shown a good correlation of reflectance data with plant biomass and yield [23,24,25,26]. Most reflectance-based vegetation indices use a combination of wavebands. For example, the normalized difference vegetation index (NDVI) is a ratio based on near-infrared (NIR) and red [(NIR − red)/(NIR + red)] [27] wavebands. Commercially available reflectance sensors such as GreenSeeker TM (Trimble, Sunnyvale, USA) use an active light source to measure reflectance from crop canopies and an algorithm to determine N rates by comparing the reflectance to an N-rich strip within the field [4]. Both N and K are important nutrients that produce similar biotic stress symptoms in crop canopies. Early detection of the variability of these two important nutrients in crops and the ability to distinguish the different biotic stresses caused by the deficiency of the two nutrients could significantly benefit farmers and their crop production practices.



The timing of fertilizer application affects the final crop yield because crop production may decrease if crop conditions at early stages of growth are not satisfactory. Thus, farmers need to know the N status of the crop at early growth stages, which would allow them to apply appropriate N rates based on plant requirements and crop N deficiencies [28]. The NDVI has been reported to be one of the best indicators of N status in maize [24]. Commercial NDVI sensors such as GreenSeekerTM have been reported to provide reliable measurements between the V8 to V12 maize crop growth stages [29,30,31,32]. While such a finding is scientifically significant, most farmers complete their side-dress N application by or before the V6 crop growth stage to minimize tractor damage to plants and prior to plants starting to exhibit a nutrient deficiency. A new sensing device based on fluorescence has enabled the detection of N variability prior to the V5 crop growth stage [33].



Fluorescence sensors have been widely used for ecophysiological studies [34], but their application in precision agriculture is relatively new [11,22]. The Multiplex®3 (Force-A, Orsay, France) is a commercially available active sensor that acquires in situ fluorescence measurements of crop canopies. Active fluorescence measurements have been available for laboratory use, while mobile platforms are limited by both the power of the excitation energy source and the weakness of the fluorescence signal itself [35]. With the advent of more powerful light-emitting diodes (LED) and more sensitive optical sensors, fluorescence can be acquired in the field with more reliable outcomes. Similar to chlorophyll, leaf flavonoids are compounds related to the N content in plants [36] that can be detected in situ by a screening method called the ABC fluorescence method proposed and validated in laboratory spectroscopy studies [19,20,37,38,39]. This method uses epidermal flavonoids fluorescence that has an inverse relationship with the biomass N content. Cartelat et al. [40] reported that by combining epidermal flavonoid fluorescence with chlorophyll fluorescence (ChlF-Flav), it is possible to predict the N content in wheat. Different variations of this method led to the development of the nitrogen balance index (NBI), which has been reported to be a good predictor of N status in plants. Fluorescence sensing has been reported to be capable of detecting N deficiency among other stresses such as K deficiency [41,42,43,44] with varying degree of success in various crops. Thus, we believe that vegetation indices developed from fluorescence sensors could enable the detection of nitrogen and potassium uptake at early growth stages of maize to allow precision application of these nutrients.



The hypothesis of this study was that induced fluorescence acquired by the Multiplex® 3 fluorescence sensor (FORCE-A, Orsay, France) can be used to distinguish and predict N and K deficiencies in maize. The specific objectives were: (1) to investigate the relationship between induced fluorescence indices, plant growth, nitrogen content, nitrogen uptake, potassium content, and potassium uptake and (2) to verify if induced fluorescence may be used to accurately characterize N and K uptake in maize at early growth stages.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Study Site and Crop Management Scenario


This experiment was conducted in a greenhouse located in Fort Collins, Colorado, USA, (40°34′18.0″ N 105°04′52.3″ W) from the 26th October, 2012 to the 13th of December 2012. Plant pots with a volume of 11 liters (23 cm in diameter and 21 cm in height) were filled with 6 kg of silica sand. Ambient light was provided by 430 W high-intensity discharged lamps for 16 hours a day, and the temperature ranged from 25 °C to 20 °C (day/night) in the greenhouse. Prior to planting, 400 mL of water was applied per pot. After the sand was wet, each pot was planted with 5 seeds (variety Dekalb DKC45-79) in a cross pattern at 2 cm depth. Maize emergence was observed on the 2nd November 2012. Each pot had drainage holes, and as water drains easily in silica sand, a plastic saucer was placed beneath the pots to prevent any water drainage that could cause nutrient leaching. Pots were supplemented with daily irrigation of 80 mL, which did not result in leaching of nutrients as no water or leachates were observed during the course of this entire study.




2.2. Experimental Setup


Two separate experiments were set up based on nutrient variability. The first experiment consisted of a randomized block design of four different N rates (0%, 25%, 50%, and 100% of recommended N in Hoagland’s solution) [45], with six replications. Hoagland’s solution was developed for hydroponic applications and it contains high concentrations of N and K. As our experiment was conducted in silica sand medium, proper nutrition for maize plants could be achieved using a complete nutrient solution such as Hoagland’s solution. Stock solutions for full-strength Hoagland’s solution were prepared as shown in the first column of Table 1. For example, 100% Hoagland’s solution was created by mixing 1 mL, 5 mL, 5 mL, 2 mL, 1 mL, and 1 mL of KH2PO4, KNO3, Ca(NO3)2, MgSO4, Minors, and Fe-EDTA stock solutions, respectively. The second experiment also consisted of a randomized block design of four different K rates (0%, 25%, 50%, and 100% of recommended K in Hoagland’s solution), also with six replications. The N and K treatment with 100% N and K rates was the same for the two experiments and corresponded to the original Hoagland’s solution. Other N and K treatments (0%, 25%, and 50%) were established by modifying Hoagland’s solution for each nutrient. Nutrient modifications for all the treatments and the original Hoagland solution are shown in Table 1.




2.3. Fluorescence Sensor and Indices


The Mutiplex®3 multi-parameter fluorescence sensor has four excitation channels: UV (around 375 nm), blue (around 470 nm), green (around 515 nm), and red (around 625 nm). Excitation light pulses (20 μs per flash) are delivered by high-power light emitting diode arrays located around the detectors pointing in the direction of the sensed area. The three detection channels (filters) are yellow (590 nm ± 40 nm; YF), red (678 nm ± 22 nm; RF), and far-red (750 nm ± 65 nm; FRF). The detectors consist of three silicon photodiodes (20 mm × 20 mm), each with an optical band pass filter allowing only yellow, red or far-red light to reach the photodiode. The flash induces emission of fluorescence, and the filters allow selection of the wavebands of interest. Firmware synchronizes the light pulses and the detectors in order to acquire each combination (12 in total) of excitation wavebands and detection channels for up to 476 readings of all parameters per second. The field-of-view is about 10 cm diameter (FORCE-A, Orsay, France). More details about the sensor hardware can be found in Cerovic et al. [46]. In this study, three indices were used based on ratios of band combinations. These indices were chosen based on previous studies conducted in a greenhouse [33] and on a spectroscopy study [39]. The equations for each index along with its description are as follows.


  Nitrogen   balance   index   ( red )   N B  I R  =  1  n     ∑   i = 1  n    F R  F  u v     i    F R  F r    i     



(1)






  Nitrogen   balance   index   ( blue )   N B  I B  =  1  n     ∑   i = 1  n    F R  F  u v     i    R  F b    i     



(2)






  Chlorophyll   index   ( red )   C H L =  1  n     ∑   i = 1  n    F R  F r    i    R  F r    i     



(3)




where the induction waveband is shown as subscripts. UV = ultraviolet; G = green; R = red; B = blue.




2.4. Fluorescence Data Acquisition


The Multiplex®3 sensor acquires data at 70 Hz; i.e., 70 cycles per second of induction and detection (12 different readings from four light sources and three unique filters for each cycle). The plants were scanned at 10-cm height above the plant’s uppermost leaves. To ensure that the entire crop canopy was sensed and not just one specific leaf or plant, slow circular movements of the sensor were performed across the canopy in each pot during fluorescence data acquisition. More details on fluorescence data acquisition can be found in Longchamps and Khosla [33] and Cerovic et al [46]. Each data acquisition period lasted approximately four seconds, which resulted in approximately 250 fluorescence readings. Data were acquired three times per week, between 11:00 and 13:00 hrs. The first scans were collected on the 10th DAE (Day After Emergence) at V2 (2-leaf crop growth stage), and the last set of readings was acquired on the 36th DAE at V6 (6-leaf crop growth stage). The maize crop vegetative growth stages are designated by “V” followed by numbers starting from 1, where the numbers indicate the collar of leaf that is completely visible on the plant. For example, V2 indicates that the collar of the first true leaf is visible, and V4 indicates the collar of the fourth leaf is visible.




2.5. Biomass Sampling and Tissue Analysis


Biomass samples were collected on the 36th DAE, at V6 (6-leaf crop growth stage). Samples consisted of three plants from each pot, and two plants were left in the pots to continue sensing until the V8 crop growth stage. Biomass samples were air dried, weighed, and sent for tissue analysis to a commercial laboratory, Harris Laboratory, Lincoln, NE. The total N content (%) was analyzed by the Kjeldahl digestion method (wet digestion in H2SO4-H2O2) and total K content (%) by Nitric Acid/Hydrogen Peroxide digestion (Association of Official Analytical Chemists [47].




2.6. Statistical Analysis


The N uptake, expressed as the percentage of N in the plant tissue (N content) multiplied by the dried biomass, was used to indicate N variability for plants in the N experiment. K uptake was estimated in a similar manner. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey’s HSD test (α = 0.05) were used to test significant differences among treatments in each experiment. For the N experiment, regression analysis between each of the three fluorescence indices (independent variables) and N uptake (dependent variable) was performed for the 12 days of data acquisition at five different crop growth stages (i.e., 2-leaf to 6-leaf crop growth stages), and the coefficient of determination (R2) was used to identify the best fluorescence index to detect the N status The errors from regression analysis were normally distributed. Similar analysis was conducted for K uptake. The statistical software R (R Core Team, Vienna, Austria) was used for all statistical analyses. The functions used for those tests were “aov”, “TukeyHSD”, and “lm” [48]. A flow chart of the methodology is illustrated in Figure 1.





3. Results


3.1. Biomass and Nitrogen Variability across Treatments in the Nitrogen Experiment


As anticipated, the N rate treatments generated variability in maize aboveground dry biomass, which ranged from an average of 3 grams per pot for 0% N to 16 grams per pot for 100% N. As expected, dried maize biomass weight was significantly different (α = 0.05) across all N treatments. At the V6 crop growth stage, there was a small variability in the N content, ranging from 0.22 to 0.40% of N in the dried plant tissue. Different N rates did not have a significant (α = 0.05) effect on the N content; however, they had a significant effect on nitrogen uptake. The relationships between N rates and N uptake, N content or dry biomass are illustrated in Figure 2.




3.2. Biomass and Potassium Variability across Treatments in the Potassium Experiment


At the V6 crop growth stage, the dried biomass values ranged from 14 to 16 grams per plot (Figure 2). Different rates of potassium at the V6 crop growth stage did not have a significant effect on dried biomass, resulting in weights similar to Hoagland’s solution (100% treatment). On the other hand, the K treatments generated variability in the K content, but only with the extreme treatments (i.e., 0% and 100% treatments). Confidence intervals for the 25% and 50% K treatments were wide, resulting in a low coefficient of determination (R2 = 0.28). Similar results were observed for K uptake, resulting in a significant difference for the 0%, 25%, and 100% K treatments and ranging from an average of 6 milligrams of K per pot for treatment 0% to 15 grams of K per pot for treatment 100%. Although K uptake significantly differed among three of the four treatments, coefficients of determination were low but slightly higher than those for the K content (R2 = 0.35). This can possibly be explained by the wide confidence interval of the 25% and 50% treatments (Figure 2).




3.3. Characterizing Nitrogen Uptake using Fluoro-Sensing


The three fluorescence indices (Equation (1)–(3)) in this study successfully estimated N uptake at the V2 crop growth stage. All three indices (NBI_B, NBI_R, and CHL) consistently enabled detection of N variability in the maize canopy throughout the crop growth stages. Regression analysis was used to model the relationship between N uptake and the three indices for the four different crop growth stages (Figure 3).



The nitrogen balance index induced by red light (NBI_R) performed best throughout all the reading dates when compared to the six other indices. Among the V2 to V6 crop growth stages, the lowest coefficient of determination (R2) for the relationship between N uptake and NBI_R was 0.93, with an average value of 0.94 across all reading dates. The nitrogen balance index induced by blue light (NBI_B) provided similar detection ability for N uptake in maize at early crop growth stages. For all readings between the V2 and V6 crop growth stages, the average coefficient of determination (R2) for the relationship between the index and N uptake was 0.96, with the lowest score at the V4 stage (R2 = 0.94), indicating a tremendous potential of both indices to predict maize N uptake early in the crop growing season.



The Chlorophyll fluorescence index (CHL) also efficiently enabled the detection of N uptake for maize at early stages. The CHL index generated the lowest coefficient of determination (R2 = 0.7) at the V6 crop growth stage. With an exception of this reading date, all other readings had a strong relationship with N uptake. The R2 for the relationship between CHL and N uptake ranged from 0.88 to 0.99 for the other crop growth stages.




3.4. Characterizing Potassium Uptake using Fluoro-Sensing


In the K experiment, the variability of all three indices was low, which can be explained by the low variability induced by the K treatments. Even the 0% K treatment did not create considerably lower amounts of K uptake at 28 DAE. The NBI_B index ranged from 0.4 to 1.4 for the N uptake while for the K uptake it ranged from 1.2 to 1.4. The NBI_R index ranged from 0.7 to 3.2 for the N uptake while for the K uptake it ranged from 1.9 to 3.2. The CHL index ranged from 1.7 to 3.8 for the N uptake while for the K uptake it ranged from 3.5 to 4.0. A comparison of the variability in index values between the two experiments indicated that the N experiment generated higher variability in the fluorescence readings.



Estimation of K uptake by the nitrogen balance index induced by blue light (NBI_B) had low coefficients of determination (R2) for all reading dates. At 28 DAE (V4 crop growth stage), the relationship between NBI_B and K uptake had the highest R2 of 0.17 (Figure 4). This reading was just before the second fertilization and possibly when K uptake differences among the treatments were the most pronounced. The NBI_B readings ranged from 0.8 to 1.4, with small variation between treatments. Figure 3 shows that other treatment dates had notably higher NBI_B values than acquired at the V4 crop growth stage, which indicates that all treatments were sufficiently supplied with potassium. The NBI_B values acquired from plants treated with different levels of K were similar to NBI_B values acquired from plants treated with full Hoagland’s solution (100% treatment).



The NBI_R had a similar performance as NBI_B for K uptake prediction. The best coefficient of determination (R2 = 0.34) between NBI_R and K uptake was obtained on the 28th DAE (V4 crop growth stage; Figure 3). Variability in NBI_R readings was low, ranging from 2.0 to 3.5. Readings acquired at the V4 crop growth stage had the best results, but coefficients of determination were still low (R2 = 0.31) for detecting K variability at early crop growth stages.



The chlorophyll fluorescence index (CHL) values varied from 3.5 to 4.0. The relationship between CHL and K uptake was consistently weak or non-existent for all measurement dates except the V4 crop growth stage (R2 = 0.18).





4. Discussion


In the N experiment, at the V6 crop growth stage, different rates of N had a significant effect on aboveground biomass and N uptake, but there were no significant differences in the N content (Figure 2). Furthermore, N uptake was highly affected by N rates (Figure 2), demonstrating the efficiency of the treatments imposed on the plants to create N status variability and thus creating appropriate conditions for verifying fluorescence measurement-based indices’ response to N uptake and crop growth. The indifferent effect of different rates of N on the N content in plants also implies that prior to the V6 crop growth stage, the growth of maize had already been affected by N deficiency. However, in the K experiment, different rates of supplied K were not able to create substantial variability in terms of plant biomass, K content, and K uptake (Figure 2).



In our study, as expected, dried biomass values indicated that maize growth up to the V6 crop growth stage was more influenced by the N content than the K content. Variability caused by N treatments generated a wide range of aboveground biomasses, while K treatments and Hoagland’s solution (100% treatment) generated similar biomass values. The influence of macronutrients on the yield of maize and other crops is well studied, and nitrogen is the most influential nutrient. The effect of potassium on crop biomass is relatively small compared with nitrogen [49,50,51].



For the nutrient content measurements, the K experiment generated a higher variability, ranging from an average of 0.4 to 0.8 grams of K per pot, and treatments were significantly different from each other. The N content varied from 0.32 to 0.37 grams of N per pot (Figure 2). In the N experiment, the N uptake of all the treatments was significantly different (α = 0.05) from each other, while for the K experiment, only treatments 0%, 25%, and 100% were different. It appeared that at the V6 crop growth stage, different N rates had a greater effect on N uptake than the K rates affected the K uptake. It was observed that the N uptake variability resulted from biomass weight, showing plant growth deficiency, whereas K uptake variability resulted from the plant K content. Benders et al. [6] reported that by the V6 crop growth stage, N uptake accumulation represents around 20% of the total N requirement for the entire life-cycle of the maize plant and only 10% of the total K requirement.



Fluorescence-based indices (Equation (1)–(3)) were highly effective for characterizing nitrogen uptake at early growth stages. In general, NBI_B and NBI_R indices had similar performance with slightly higher R2 than that of the CHL index. These findings are consistent with Longchamps and Khosla [33], who also detected N variability prior to V4 between the zero and the full N rate treatments. They also observed that NBI_B could detect variability of all treatments prior to the V5 crop growth stage of maize. In this current study, a significant improvement was observed in distinguishing different N rates at earlier crop growth stages compared to the results reported by Longchamps and Khosla [33]. This might be attributed to (i) a higher level of control and the precision with which the current study was conducted, i.e., precision in the amounts of nutrients applied, and (ii) silica sand-based sterile systems for the growth of maize plants with no residual nutrients compared to field soil used in pots by Laongchamps and Khosla [33].



NBI indices performed better than the CHL index. Both NBI indices are induced by UV light, while CHL is only induced by red light. Past studies on grapevines have shown that plants grown under greenhouse conditions when transferred to the field had reduced chlorophyll fluorescence induced by UV-A and UV-B light over time, whereas chlorophyll fluorescence induced by blue-green light was not affected by the environmental change [52]. In the field, those plants created a protection against UV radiation that can also screen out the UV emission from the sensor [52]. Theoretically, this can be a concern for field trials when analyzing indices induced by UV light, such as NBI_R and NBI_B, but not as much as the CHL index that is induced by visible wavebands.



The K experiment generated fluorescence readings in the same range as readings acquired from plants treated with full Hoagland’s solution. As we could not create a condition with a low amount of K uptake at the early maize growth stage, we cannot conclude that those indices are good estimators to detect K uptake using the Multiplex fluorescence sensor. The indices studied in this research have been cited to show a good correlation with the chlorophyll content and other molecules that contain N [39], while for other nutrient deficiencies, there is no specific index. This could be the reason that the indices used in this study were not able to detect potassium variability among the treatments.




5. Conclusions


The chlorophyll fluorescence sensor enabled the detection of N uptake variability in maize under greenhouse conditions at the V2 crop growth stage. At the V2 crop growth stage, NBI_B and NBI_R produced R2 values of 0.99 and 0.98, respectively. This presents a tremendous opportunity to detect nitrogen uptake in early crop growth stages, allowing farmers to judiciously apply nitrogen to improve maize productivity. NBI_B and NBI_R were accurate in characterizing the different N uptake rates throughout the crop growth stages (from V2 to V6). Even though different rates of K generated K uptake variability, the indices used were not able to detect that variability in maize at any crop growth stage. Different indices that are more specific for potassium deficiency might be able to characterize K uptake in maize at early crop growth stages. Also, it is possible to conclude that K deficiency might not interfere with N uptake characterization by the indices at early crop growth stages, as the indices showed low variability across K treatments. The findings of this study are promising for field studies, as this sensor was able to detect N variability in maize at earlier crop growth stages than any other commercially available remote sensor reported in the literature. Testing the applicability of fluorescence sensors on-the-go, for mobile measurements in situ, can potentially make this sensor an excellent tool for maize precision N fertilization management. We recommend further studies (i) in a greenhouse setting with smaller differences in nitrogen rates to capture and characterize a complete picture of the relationship between fluorescence indices and N uptake in maize and (ii) in field settings to facilitate real-time precision nitrogen fertilization at early crop growth stages of maize.
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the methodology. RCBD = Completely randomized block design, VI = Vegetation index. 
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Figure 2. (Left panel) dried maize aboveground biomass (A), N content (B), and N uptake (C) as a function of different N rates and (right panel) dried maize biomass (D), K content (E), and K uptake (F) as a function of different K rates. Samples were collected 36 days after emergence (V6 crop growth stage). Error bars represent confidence intervals (α = 0.05), and fitted curves are quadratic polynomials. Coefficients of determination (R2) are indicated on each graph. 






Figure 2. (Left panel) dried maize aboveground biomass (A), N content (B), and N uptake (C) as a function of different N rates and (right panel) dried maize biomass (D), K content (E), and K uptake (F) as a function of different K rates. Samples were collected 36 days after emergence (V6 crop growth stage). Error bars represent confidence intervals (α = 0.05), and fitted curves are quadratic polynomials. Coefficients of determination (R2) are indicated on each graph.



[image: Remotesensing 12 01752 g002]







[image: Remotesensing 12 01752 g003 550] 





Figure 3. Fluorescence indices as a function of N uptake generated by different nutrient solutions with N variability in maize at four different crop growth stages under greenhouse conditions. V2 refers to the 10th day after emergence (DAE), and V3, V4, V5, and V6 refer to the crop growth stages at the 18th, 26th, 35th, and 38th DAE, respectively. Bars represent confidence intervals (α = 0.05), and fitted curves are quadratic polynomials with their respective coefficients of determination (R2). 
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Figure 4. Fluorescence indices as a function of K uptake generated by different nutrient solutions with K variability in maize at four different crop growth stages under greenhouse conditions. V2 refers to the 10th day after emergence (DAE) and V3, V4, V5, and V6 refer to the crop growth stages at the 18th, 26th, 35th, and 38th DAE, respectively. Bars represent the confidence intervals (α = 0.05), and fitted curves are quadratic polynomials with their respective coefficients of determination (R2). 
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Table 1. Concentration of nutrients in different rates of Hoagland’s solution created for different treatments of N and K.
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Ingredients

	
Stock

	
Hoagland

	
Nitrogen

	
Potassium




	
Solution

	
100%

	
50%

	
25%

	
0%

	
50%

	
25%

	
0%




	
(g/L water)

	
------------------------mL/L------------------------






	
KH2PO4 (pH to 6.0 with 3 M KOH)

	
136.09

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
-

	
-

	
-




	
KNO3

	
101.11

	
5

	
2.5

	
1.25

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-




	
Ca(NO3)2 × 4H2O

	
236.16

	
5

	
2.5

	
1.25

	
-

	
5

	
5

	
5




	
MgSO4 × 7H2O

	
247.47

	
2

	
2

	
2

	
2

	
2

	
2

	
2




	
KCl

	
74.56

	
-

	
5

	
5

	
5

	
2.5

	
1.25

	
0




	
CaCl2 × 2H2O

	
147.02

	
-

	
5

	
5

	
5

	
-

	
-

	
-




	
NH4H2PO4

	
115.31

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
1

	
1

	
1




	
NH4NO3

	
80.04

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
2

	
2

	
2




	
NaH2PO4

	
119.98

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
1

	
1

	
1




	
Minors:

	
*

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1




	
Fe-EDTA:

	
**

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1

	
1








Treatments consisted of different plant nutrient solutions based on Hoagland’s solution. * Minors: micronutrients. Stock solution was prepared by H3BO3 (2.86 g/L), MnCl2 × 4H2O (1.81 g/L), ZnCl2 × 7H2O (0.1 g/L), CuCl2 (0.04 g/L), and H2MoO4.H2O (0.02 g/L). ** Fe-EDTA: Ferric ethylenediaminetetra acetic acid. Stock solution was prepared by FeSO4 × 7H2O (24.9 g/L), EDTA-Na (33.2 g/L), and NaOH 1N (89 mL/L).
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