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Abstract: Excess solar radiation can negatively affect growth and rhizome yield of ginger (Zingiber
officinale) and turmeric (Curcuma longa) plants. Thus, the objective of this study was to evaluate the
effect of 60% shade nets (Experiment 1) as well as white and red kaolin sprays during two production
stages (early establishment vs. entire cycle) (Experiment 2) on field-grown ginger and turmeric plants.
In Experiment 1, plants were propagated from seed rhizomes (R) or second-generation rhizomes from
tissue-cultured plants (2GR), while only R were used in Experiment 2. There were no differences in
rhizome yield in response to shade in Experiment 1, with mean values of 644 and 692 g in ginger and
turmeric, respectively. Overall, 2GR ginger plants produced a higher rhizome yield (880 g) than R
plants (425 g), but no yield differences were measured in turmeric. In Experiment 2, for both species
and regardless of kaolin color, sprays applied during the entire cycle increased photosynthesis and
stomatal conductance and reduced leaf temperature and transpiration compared to control. Rhizome
yield was also up to 87% higher in ginger and 47% higher in turmeric plants sprayed with kaolin.
Spraying plants with white kaolin during the early season establishment of these crops can be an
effective strategy to reduce radiation stress for open-field production.

Keywords: crop protectant; kaolin; leaf temperature; rhizome yield; shade nets

1. Introduction

Global demand for earthy spices such as ginger (Zingiber officinale) and turmeric (Cur-
cuma longa) is increasing due to their many medicinal and edible uses [1,2]. Rhizomes
from both crops have anti-cancer, anti-inflammatory, antimicrobial, and antioxidant prop-
erties [3,4]. Furthermore, ginger is widely used as a flavor additive in food and beverage
products [5,6], and turmeric is often used as a coloring agent in cooking [7,8]. In 2021, the
import values of ginger and turmeric rhizomes in the U.S. were USD 170 million and USD
~63 million, respectively, and import values continue to grow [9,10]. There is significant
potential to increase the domestic production of these crops and meet consumer demands
for locally grown products.

Ginger and turmeric are both considered shade-loving plants [6]. Therefore, excess
solar radiation in places where latitude, climate, and weather patterns greatly affect insola-
tion could limit the production of these crops. Common signs of radiation stress in ginger
and turmeric plants include leaf tip burn and stunted growth, which directly affect rhizome
fresh mass (from now on referred to as ‘yield’) [11,12]. Studies have shown that when these
crops are grown under shade, leaf area, nutrient uptake, and photosynthetic rate increase,
and leaf temperature and transpiration decrease, ultimately improving plant growth and
yield [13–15]. Although shade nets have been shown to help protect these crops from
stressors such as excessive light and heat, they often represent significant capital and main-
tenance costs for growers. In addition, some studies have reported that too much shade
(>60%) can reduce ginger and turmeric yield, likely due to reductions in photosynthetic
light [11,16–18].
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As an alternative to shade nets, crop protectants such as kaolin clay have been shown
to reduce radiation stress in various horticultural crops grown in open fields, such as
tomato (Solanum lycopersicum), pomegranate (Punica granatum), apple (Malus domestica),
grapevines (Vitis), and mango (Mangifera indica) [19–22]. Kaolin is an organic mineral that,
when sprayed on the surface of plants, helps reflect ultraviolet and infrared radiation away
from plant canopies [21,23]. Several studies have shown that kaolin sprays help reduce
tissue damage, regulate leaf transpiration rates and stomatal conductance, and improve
plant photosynthesis [20,24–27]. A recent study showed that spraying a mix of organic
red dye with white kaolin helps further reduce leaf temperature, increase growth, and
improve the water-use efficiency of citrus trees compared to conventional white kaolin
applications [28].

Solar radiation in Florida ranges from 5.0 to 6.0 kWh·m−2·d−1 [29], which can be
particularly stressful for shade-loving plants. Therefore, concerns about excessive solar
radiation must be addressed to develop a profitable ginger and turmeric industry in the
state. The objective of this study was to evaluate strategies to reduce radiation stress for
ginger and turmeric plants grown in the open field during summer months in Florida using
shade nets (Experiment 1) or white and red kaolin sprays during two production stages
(early establishment vs. entire cycle) (Experiment 2). We hypothesized that plants grown
under shade nets would produce a higher rhizome yield compared to those grown under
full sun. We also hypothesized that plants sprayed with kaolin during the entire cycle
would produce a higher rhizome yield compared to unsprayed plants or to those sprayed
during the early plant establishment only.

2. Materials and Methods

Experiment 1 was conducted at the University of Florida (UF) Environmental Horti-
culture Research Greenhouse Complex in Gainesville, FL, from 18 April 2018 to 4 February
2019. Two propagative materials were used in this study: seed rhizomes of ‘Bubba Blue’
ginger and ‘Hawaiian Red’ turmeric obtained from a commercial supplier (Hawaii Clean
Seed LLC, Pahoa, HI, USA) (from now on referred to ‘R’), and second-generation rhizomes
of unknown ginger and turmeric varieties harvested in January 2018 from tissue-cultured
plants grown for 16 months in a research greenhouse at UF (from now on referred to
‘2GR’). On 18 April 2018, all rhizomes (average weight of 42 and 26 g for ginger and
turmeric, respectively) were placed in flat plastic trays (21 cm (h) × 27.8 cm (w) × 6.2 cm
(d); T.O. Plastics, Inc. Clearwater, MN, USA) filled with sphagnum peat moss (Klasmann-
Deilman, Geeste, Germany) and sprouted in a growth room for ~27 d under constant
ambient temperature, relative humidity (RH), and a daily light integral (DLI) of 25 ◦C, 90%,
and 5.7 mol·m−2·d−1 (100 µmol·m−2·s−1; 16 h·d−1 photoperiod from 05:00 to 21:00 HR).
The DLI was provided by cool white light-emitting diode (LED) fixtures (M40803; Green
Creative, San Bruno, CA, USA).

On 15 May 2018, uniform sprouted rhizomes with at least one 5 cm shoot were planted
into 1-gallon nursery trade containers (2.8 L) (Nursery Supplies Inc., Orange, CA, USA)
filled with a substrate comprised of (v/v) 75% sphagnum peat moss, 17% perlite, and 8%
perlite (Fafard®2P; Conrad Fafard, Inc., Agawam, MA, USA) and placed in a polycarbonate
greenhouse. The environmental conditions in the greenhouse were monitored with a
data logger (WatchDog Weather Tracker 305; Spectrum Technologies, Inc., Plainfield, IL,
USA). The average daily mean temperature and solar DLI (± SD) were 24.2 ± 2.3 ◦C and
8.8 ± 3.2 mol·m−2·d−1, respectively.

A 200 m2 experimental field plot was prepared two weeks before transplanting. After
the soil was mixed and decompacted, four raised beds (1.0 m wide × 0.1 m tall × 12 m
long) were manually formed, spaced 1.5 m apart, and covered with landscape fabric used
as a weed barrier (Agfabric Pro; Agfabric, Vista, CA, USA). Each bed was divided into
three experimental replicate sections, for a total of 12 sections. Six sections were randomly
selected to be used as individual replications for a moderate shade treatment, in which 60%
black shade cloth (Long’s Greenhouse Enterprise, Inc. Jacksonville, FL, USA) was deployed
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on top of metallic tube structures (1.0 m wide × 2.5 m tall). The other six sections were left
uncovered and used as individual replications for a treatment evaluating production under
full sun. An empty space of 1.5 m was cleared between each section to separate treatments
within beds and to minimize potential shading effects across replications. On 21 June 2018,
groups of six plants per species and propagative material were randomly transplanted into
individual beds within each section using a double-row and in-row plant spacing of 40-cm,
resulting in a plant density of 90,000 plants·ha−1. The experiment used a split-plot design
in which treatment (full sun and shade) was regarded as the main plot and propagative
material was regarded as the subplot. For each species, there were three blocks, each with
two treatment replications that consisted of six plants per species and propagative material.

All plants were irrigated with tap water with an electrical conductivity of 0.3 dS·m−1,
a pH of 7.5, and 31.2 mg·L−1 calcium carbonate. Plants were top-dressed with 114 g
of controlled-release fertilizer (Osmocote Plus™ 15N–3.9P–10K, 8 to 9-mo release; ICL
Specialty Fertilizers, Dublin, OH, USA) per plant, which provided 17.1 g·L−1 nitrogen
(N). Irrigation within beds was supplied with a double lateral line using turbulent flow
drip tape (Aqua-Traxx; Toro, Bloomington, MN, USA) with 20.3 cm emitter spacing and a
1.4 L·m−1 flow rate.

Total rainfall measured throughout the experiment was obtained from the Florida
Automated Weather Network. Temperature, RH, and DLI were recorded using a data
logger (HOBO Micro Station H21-002; Onset Computer Corp., Bourne, MA, USA) placed
in a central location within a treatment replication plot. Plants under shade were grown
under an average daily temperature, RH, and solar DLI of 22.3 ± 7.3 ◦C, 82.3 ± 11.2%,
and 10.3 ± 3.6 mol·m−2·d−1, respectively. Plants under full sun were grown under
an average daily temperature, RH, and solar DLI of 23.3 ± 7.0 ◦C, 78.5 ± 8.9%, and
21.1 ± 10.6 mol·m−2·d−1, respectively. Additional details about the environmental condi-
tions during Experiment 1 are provided in Table 1.

Table 1. Average monthly maximum (Max.), minimum (Min.), and mean air temperature (Temp.);
relative humidity (RH); mean solar irradiance; daily light integral (DLI); and total rainfall measured
throughout Experiment 1 (June 2018–January 2019) in Gainesville, FL, USA.

Month
Max.

Temp.
(◦C)

Min.
Temp.
(◦C)

Mean
Temp.
(◦C)

Max.
RH
(%)

Min.
RH
(%)

Mean
RH
(%)

Mean Solar
Irradiance

(kWh·m−2·d−1)

DLI
(mol·m−2·d−1)

Total
Rainfall

(mm)

June 36.6 21.4 27.4 98.0 48.0 83.4 5.1 39.4 205.2
July 37.1 20.1 26.2 99.0 46.0 88.0 5.3 38.2 230.0
August—Full sun 35.5 21.0 26.4 99.0 51.0 87.3 4.9 36.8 195.8
August—Shade 30.3 21.7 27.1 100.0 38.5 85.9 3.2 13.7 195.8
September—Full sun 35.6 21.4 29.6 100.0 28.5 75.7 4.6 31.3 123.7
September—Shade 31.2 21.1 28.2 100.0 23.7 81.1 3.1 11.9 123.7
October—Full sun 33.4 19.9 26.5 100.0 19.9 76.0 3.8 28.6 13.0
October—Shade 29.3 12.4 21.7 100.0 18.7 77.9 3.0 11.1 13.0
November—Full sun 30.2 0.4 18.3 100.0 26.0 84.1 3.2 25.2 95.5
November—Shade 27.5 1.8 10.6 100.0 31.4 77.4 2.7 9.6 95.5
December—Full sun 25.2 −1.0 15.5 100.0 27.6 85.3 2.9 20.1 213.6
December—Shade 20.4 0.0 14.5 100.0 32.4 83.9 2.5 7.7 213.6
January—Full sun 26.1 4.0 15.9 100.0 27.4 80.5 3.1 22.3 125.5
January—Shade 23.2 0.9 13.4 100.0 19.9 71.0 2.4 8.5 125.5

Experiment 2 was conducted at the Field and Fork farm at UF in Gainesville, FL, from
3 June to 18 November 2020. Rhizomes were obtained from the same commercial supplier
(Hawaii Clean Seed LLC, Pahoa, HI, USA). On 3 April 2020, seed rhizomes of ‘Bubba
Blue’ and ‘Madonna’ ginger and ‘Indira Yellow’ and ‘Hawaiian Red’ turmeric (average
weight of 75 g and 50 g for ginger and turmeric, respectively) were sprouted in flat plastic
trays filled with a horticultural-grade substrate comprised of (v/v) 79 to 87% peat moss,
10 to 14% perlite, and 3 to 7% vermiculite (Pro-Mix BX general purpose; Premier Tech
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Horticulture, Quakertown, PA, USA). Rhizomes were kept in a poly-carbonate greenhouse
covered with a 60% shade net (Aluminet I; Green-Tek Inc., Dinuba, CA, USA) for 65 d.
Temperature, RH, and solar DLI were measured with a data logger (HOBO USB Micro
Station; Onset Computer Corp, Bourne, MA, USA). The average daily temperature, RH,
and DLI were 31 ± 4 ◦C, 80 ± 6%, and 10.4 ± 4.5 mol·m−2·d−1, respectively. Rhizomes
were hand-sprayed with tap water as needed. Prior to transplanting, sprouted rhizomes
with 20 to 30 cm shoots were selected to be used in the experiment.

Two passes of light disking were used to remove weeds in an unshaded 800 m2 field
plot followed by another disking pass to incorporate 5 tons·ha−1 of compost into the soil.
One month before transplanting, 12 raised beds (0.9 m wide × 0.2 m tall × 28 m long)
were manually formed. Beds were spaced 2 m apart and covered with landscape fabric
as a weed barrier (Agfabric Pro; Agfabric, Corona, CA, USA) placed under a 10 cm layer
of hay. On 3 June 2020, groups of three plants per species and variety were randomly
transplanted into individual beds in a single row. Both ends of each plant group had one
border plant that was not included in the experiment. To minimize potential issues with
kaolin pollution among treatments, the in-row plant spacing was 30 cm, resulting in a plant
density of 45,000 plants·ha−1. Five treatments were evaluated in Experiment 2, including
four biweekly kaolin (Surround WP; TKI Novasource, Phoenix, AZ, USA) sprays without
(‘Whiteest’) or with red dye (‘Redest’) (Colorback; JEM MFG, LLC., Rome, GA, USA) during
the early season establishment (from June to August 2020); ten biweekly sprays of kaolin
without (‘Whiteent’) or with red dye (‘Redent’) during the entire growing cycle (from June
to November 2020); and unsprayed plants (‘Control’). The experimental design was a
randomized complete block design with six blocks, each with two treatment replications
that consisted of three plants per species and variety. An empty space of 1.8 m was cleared
between each replication to separate treatments within each row and to further minimize
potential issues of kaolin spray pollution to neighboring plants.

Conventional (white) kaolin was prepared using 60 g·L−1 of product. Red kaolin was
prepared using the same kaolin product rate mixed with 25 mL·L−1 of red dye. An extender–
sticker adjuvant (SKH; Brandt Organics, Springfield, IL, USA) was added to all kaolin spray
mixes at a rate of 1.5 g·L−1 to minimize rain wash-off. Kaolin sprays were applied every
two weeks using a foliar sprayer (151.4 L 12-V County Line Deluxe Spot; Green Leaf, Inc.,
Fontanet, IN, USA), ensuring total plant coverage. Irrigation within beds was supplied with
a double lateral line using turbulent flow drip tape (Aqua-Traxx; Toro, Bloomington, MN,
USA) with 20.3 cm emitter spacing and a 1.4 L·m−1 flow rate. Dehydrated poultry manure
pellets (5.0N–1.3P–1.7K, Chick Magic; S&R Egg Farm, Palmyra, WI, USA) were applied as
fertilizer before transplanting and then again two and four months after transplanting at a
rate of 2250 kg·ha−1 with each application.

Total rainfall, temperature, RH, and solar radiation were measured with a data logger
(Mark-2; Arable, San Francisco, CA, USA), with measurements made every 60 s and
recorded at 60 min intervals. The average daily temperature, RH, and solar radiation
throughout the experiment were 26.4 ± 5.2 ◦C, 78.4 ± 12.3%, and 16.3 ± 3.4 MJ·m−2·d−1,
respectively. Additional details about the environmental conditions during Experiment 2
are provided in Table 2.

In both experiments, SPAD index was measured one week prior to harvest on fully
expanded leaves from all plants using a chlorophyll meter (SPAD-502; Konica Minolta
Sensing Inc., Osaka, Japan); data were averaged based on measurements made on three
different points within a leaf. In Experiment 2, only new leaves that were not covered in
kaolin were used for SPAD index measurements. Fresh mass (FM) of shoots, roots, and
rhizomes were measured for individual plants during each destructive harvest. With the
exception of rhizomes, dry mass (DM) was measured for all plant organs by placing bagged
tissue in a forced-air drying oven at 70 ◦C for 10 d. For each plant, only a subsample of
fresh rhizomes ranging from 150 to 250 g was oven-dried to estimate rhizome DM.
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Table 2. Average monthly maximum (Max.), minimum (Min.), and mean air temperature (Temp.);
relative humidity (RH); mean solar irradiance; daily light integral (DLI); and total rainfall measured
throughout Experiment 2 conducted in 2020 at the Field and Fork Farm in Gainesville, FL, USA.

Month
Max.

Temp.
(◦C)

Min.
Temp.
(◦C)

Mean
Temp.
(◦C)

Max.
RH (%)

Min.
RH (%)

Mean RH
(%)

Mean Solar
Irradiance

(kWh·m−2·d−1)

DLI
(mol·m−2·d−1)

Total
Rainfall

(mm)

June 35.7 18.3 26.2 100.0 37.1 78.7 4.9 37.1 208.5
July 36.5 21.6 27.3 100.0 38.3 79.4 5.0 38.5 132.3
August 36.8 21.2 27.1 100.0 40.4 82.1 4.8 34.4 171.8
September 36.4 14.1 26.8 100.0 31.2 83.5 4.4 30.1 118.4
October 31.7 11.3 26.1 100.0 27.5 74.6 4.0 26.4 69.2
November 29.4 5.5 17.7 100.0 35.3 72.2 3.4 23.9 30.3

In Experiment 2, leaf temperature was measured on two different plants per treatment
replication every month using an infra-red thermometer (Lasergrip 774; Etekcity, Anaheim,
CA, USA). Net photosynthesis (A), stomatal conductance (gs), and transpiration (E) were
measured at week 12 after transplanting on a single fully expanded leaf per plant using
a portable leaf gas exchange system (LI-COR 6400; LI-COR Biosciences, Inc, Lincoln, NE,
USA). Intrinsic water-use efficiency (WUEi) was calculated by dividing A by E. The refer-
ence leaf temperature, photosynthetic photon flux density, and CO2 concentration inside
the cuvette were set at 35 ◦C, 2000 µmol·m−2·s−1, and 410 µmol·mol−1, respectively. Gas
exchange parameters were measured between 10:00 and 14:00 HR on two clear-sky days.

Data from each species were analyzed separately in both experiments. In Experiment
1, blocks were considered as random effects and treatments, propagative material, and their
interaction were considered as fixed effects. In Experiment 2, all treatment means were
compared to each other and blocks were treated as random effects. In both experiments,
data were subjected to analysis of variance using R (Version 3.6.1; R Core Team, Vienna,
Austria) [30], and least-square treatment means were compared using Tukey’s honestly
significant difference test (p = 0.05) in the Agricolae package in R [31].

3. Results

Experiment 1. There were no differences in growth and yield between plants of each
species grown under shade or full sun, with the exception of root FM and DM, which were
higher under full sun (Table 3). Rhizome yield for ginger and turmeric plants grown under
shade was 619 and 696 g, respectively, whereas that of plants grown under full sun was 668
and 688 g, respectively. There were only small differences between the two propagative
materials. In ginger, 2GR plants produced a rhizome yield that was 107% higher than that
of R plants, which resulted in a 94% increase in rhizome DM. Similarly, 2GR turmeric plants
produced a root FM that was 91% higher than that of R plants, which resulted in an 80%
increase in root DM. SPAD index was 18% to 21% higher in plants grown under shade than
those grown under full sun. Moreover, R ginger plants had a higher SPAD index than 2GR
plants (47 vs. 41, respectively), but in turmeric, there were no differences in the SPAD index
between the two propagative materials.

Experiment 2. Kaolin spray applications resulted in an increase in rhizome yield and
plant growth compared to control, but the two varieties within each species did not differ in
terms of growth, yield, or physiological response (Table 4). Rhizome FM of sprayed plants
increased from 517 to 765 g (59% to 87%) in ginger and from 1290 to 1449 g (42% to 47%)
in turmeric. For both species, plants treated with Redent and Whiteent had higher shoot
and root FM and DM and higher rhizome DM than to those treated with Redest, Whiteest,
and control. However, there were no differences in rhizome FM among plants treated with
Redest, Redent, Whiteest, and Whiteent. In ginger and turmeric, shoot FM, shoot DM, root
DM, and rhizome DM were up to 54% and 17%, 43% and 26%, 21% and 57%, and 62% and
41% higher, respectively, in plants treated with Redest and Whiteest compared to control.
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Table 3. Mean values and mean grouping comparison for different propagative materials of ginger
and turmeric plants grown in the field under full sun and shade in Experiment 1.

Treatment
Shoot Fresh
Mass (FM)

(g)

Root FM
(g)

Rhizome
FM (g)

Shoot Dry
Mass (DM)

(g)

Root DM
(g)

Rhizome
DM (g)

SPAD
Index

Ginger
Propagative Material (PM)
R z 335.4 a y 49.4 a 424.8 b 36.9 a 5.7 a 86.4 b 46.6 a
2GR 480.9 a 60.9 a 879.9 a 47.7 a 6.8 a 167.5 a 40.8 b
Treatment (T)
Full sun 329.9 a 68.7 a 667.8 a 35.4 a 8.1 a 127.2 a 39.6 b
Shade 473.8 a 41.7 b 619.3 a 46.3 a 5.6 b 118.4 a 47.9 a
PM × T
R-Full sun 316.8 a 57.5 a 452.5 a 33.5 a 6.7 a 83.4 a 43.9 a
R-Shade 354.0 a 41.3 a 397.2 a 38.0 a 5.0 a 76.7 a 49.4 a
2GR-Full sun 345.6 a 79.8 a 926.2 a 35.7 a 8.6 a 181.9 a 35.2 a
2GR-Shade 593.7 a 42.0 a 841.3 a 54.3 a 5.8 a 173.6 a 46.4 a
PM NS NS *** NS NS *** *
T NS * NS NS * NS **
PM × T NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
Turmeric
Propagative Material (PM)
R 582.8 a 68.1 b 691.5 a 62.1 a 8.3 b 120.3 a 32.8 a
2GR 442.8 a 130.0 a 692.8 a 55.2 a 14.9 a 116.7 a 33.7 a
Treatment (T)
Full sun 452.8 a 118.3 a 688.2 a 47.4 a 14.1 a 114.4 a 30.3 b
Shade 572.9 a 79.8 b 696.1 a 53.5 a 9.3 b 118.2 a 36.2 a
PM × T
R-Full sun 529.8 a 78.0 a 619.7 a 55.6 a 8.6 a 119.3 a 30.0 a
R-Shade 635.8 a 58.2 a 663.3 a 59.2 a 7.1 a 124.8 a 35.6 a
2 GR-Full sun 375.7 a 158.5 a 656.7 a 46.8 a 16.4 a 113.5 a 30.5 a
2 GR-Shade 510.0 a 101.5 a 628.8 a 54.3 a 13.7 a 122.2 a 36.8 a
PM NS *** NS NS *** NS NS
T NS ** NS NS ** NS ***
PM × T NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

z ‘R’ = plants propagated from seed rhizomes; ‘2GR’ = plants propagated from second-generation rhizomes
harvested from tissue-cultured plants grown for 16 months. y For each species, means within columns followed
by the same letter are not different based on Tukey’s HSD test at p ≤ 0.05 (n = 12 for main effects; n = 6 for
interactions). ***, **, *, and NS indicate statistical significance at the 0.001, 0.01, and 0.05 p ≤ level or not significant,
respectively.

In ginger, plants treated with Redent or Whiteent produced 22% to 86% more shoot FM,
21% to 73% more shoot DM, 11% to 40% more root DM, and 24% to 76% more rhizome
DM compared to those treated with Redest, Whiteest, and control (Table 4). Similarly, in
turmeric, plants treated with Redent or Whiteent produced 35% to 54% more shoot FM, 14%
to 44% more shoot DM, 48% to 132% more root DM, and 27% to 68% more rhizome DM
than those treated with Redest, Whiteest, and control.

Regardless of species, no differences were measured for SPAD index between plants
treated with Redest, Whiteest, Redent, and Whiteent (Table 4), with values ranging from 49 to
51 in ginger and from 45 to 47 in turmeric. However, plants treated with kaolin had higher
SPAD index values than those in the control, which had an average value of 37 in ginger
and 34 in turmeric. For both species, plants treated with Redent or Whiteent had higher
A, gs, and leaf temperature, and lower E compared to those treated with Redest, Whiteest,
and control. Furthermore, ginger plants treated with Redent and control had the highest
(17.5 µmol·m−2·s−1) and lowest A values (9.9 µmol·m−2·s−1), respectively, whereas A for
all other treatments ranged from 13.2 to 14.7 µmol·m−2·s−1. In turmeric, A was highest
in plants treated with Redent (15.6 µmol·m−2·s−1) or Whiteent (16.2 µmol·m−2·s−1), and
values for all other treatments ranged from 9.5 to 12.9 µmol·m−2·s−1. For both species, E
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was higher in plants treated with Redest, Whiteest, and control compared to those treated
with Redent or Whiteent, with values ranging from 2.9 to 3.3 mmol·m−2·s−1 in ginger and
from 4.3 to 4.7 mmol·m−2·s−1 in turmeric. For both species, plants treated with Redent or
Whiteent had higher gs values (ranging from 424.7 to 508.9 mmol·m−2·s−1 in ginger and
647.8 and 716.3 mmol·m−2·s−1 in turmeric, respectively) than those treated with Redest,
Whiteest, and control (ranging from 213.2 to 315.1 mmol·m−2·s−1 in ginger and 305.4 to
442.1 mmol·m−2·s−1 in turmeric). Plants from both species treated with kaolin had higher
WUEi values than control, and values were generally higher in plants treated during the
entire growing cycle than those treated during the early season establishment only.

Table 4. Final growth and physiological parameters measured in two varieties of ginger and turmeric
plants grown in an open field treated with white, red, or no kaolin sprays (control) during two
different production stages (early establishment vs. entire cycle) in Experiment 2 z.

Treatment y

Shoot
Fresh
Mass

(FM) (g)

Root
FM (g)

Rhizome
FM (g)

Shoot
Dry Mass
(DM) (g)

Root
DM
(g)

Rhizome
DM (g)

SPAD
Index

Ax

(µmol
CO2·m−2·s−1)

E
(mmol

H2O·m−2·s−1)

gs
(mmol

H2O·m−2·s−1)

WUEi
(µmol

CO2·mmol
H2O)

Ginger
Control 724.1 c w 78.3 b 869.9 b 93.5 c 9.6 b 198.3 c 36.7 b 9.9 d 3.3 a 213.2 c 2.8 c
Redest 1116.3 b 82.8 b 1386.6 a 123.8 b 10.2 b 321.4 b 50.3 a 13.2 c 3.0 ab 341.3 b 4.2 b
Whiteest 1098.5 b 87.3 b 1495.7 a 133.4 b 11.6 b 303.6 b 48.9 a 14.0 bc 2.9 ab 315.1 b 5.0 a
Redent 1345.6 a 100.4 a 1600.5 a 156.7 a 13.4 a 375.1 a 50.7 a 17.5 a 2.7 bc 424.7 a 6.9 a
Whiteent 1298.7 a 98.3 a 1634.9 a 161.5 a 12.9 a 349.5 a 49.2 a 14.7 b 2.4 c 508.9 a 5.8 a
Treatment (T) ** ** ** *** *** ** ** *** *** ** **
Variety (V) NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
T × V NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
Turmeric
Control 2012.3 c 100.3 c 3064.1 b 145.6 c 14.3 b 278.9 c 34.2 b 9.5 c 4.7 a 305.4 c 1.9 c
Redest 2345.2 b 223.5 b 4353.8 a 184.1 b 18.5 b 369.0 b 45.0 a 12.9 b 4.5 a 442.1 b 2.7 b
Whiteest 2298.7 b 201.1 b 4397.2 a 167.4 b 22.5 ab 394.2 b 44.7 a 12.1 bc 4.3 a 407.6 b 2.9 b
Redent 3067.3 a 269.8 a 4512.9 a 210.3 a 25.8 a 445.3 a 46.5 a 15.6 a 3.2 b 716.3 a 5.4 a
Whiteent 3102.7 a 254.2 a 4452.5 a 206.9 a 33.2 a 468.2 a 45.3 a 16.2 a 3.4 b 647.8 a 4.2 a
Treatment (T) *** *** ** *** ** *** ** ** ** *** *
Variety (V) NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
T × V NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

z ‘Bubba Blue’ and ‘Madonna’ ginger; ‘Indira Yellow’ and ‘Hawaiian Red’ turmeric. y Redest and Whiteest
refer to kaolin with or without red dye, respectively, applied during early season establishment (four biweekly
applications). Redent and Whiteent refer to kaolin with or without red dye, respectively, applied during the entire
growing cycle (ten biweekly applications). x A, E, gs, and WUEi refer to net photosynthesis, transpiration, stomatal
conductance, and intrinsic water-use efficiency, respectively. w For each species, means within columns followed
by the same letter are not different based on Tukey’s HSD test at p ≤ 0.05 (n = 12 for main effects; n = 6 for
interactions). ***, **, *, and NS indicate statistical significance at the 0.001, 0.01, and 0.05 p ≤ level or not significant,
respectively.

Kaolin sprays resulted in a general decrease in the maximum leaf temperature mea-
sured each month compared to control, but there were no differences in leaf temperature
between plants sprayed with white or red kaolin (Figure 1). Leaf temperature in ginger and
turmeric plants treated with Redest or Whiteest was lower than that in control plants during
the early season establishment (from June to August 2020), with decreases in monthly
average temperature values ranging from 2.6 to 6.7 ◦C in ginger and from 3.1 to 5.6 ◦C in
turmeric. After August, no differences in leaf temperature were measured among plants
sprayed with Redest, Whiteest, and control. Regardless of kaolin color, turmeric plants
treated with Redent or Whiteent (which received biweekly kaolin applications until Novem-
ber) had lower leaf temperature values from September through November compared to
those treated with Redest, Whiteest, and control plants.
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Figure 1. Average monthly leaf temperature measured in ginger (A) and turmeric (B) plants grown
in an open field treated with white, red, or no kaolin sprays (control) during two production stages
(early establishment vs. entire cycle) in Experiment 2. Redest and Whiteest refer to kaolin with or
without red dye, respectively, applied during early season establishment (four biweekly applications).
Redent and Whiteent refer to kaolin with or without red dye, respectively, applied during the entire
growing cycle (ten biweekly applications). Bars represent means ±SE (n = 6). Different letters indicate
statistical differences among treatments based on Tukey’s HSD test at p ≤ 0.05 (n = 6).
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4. Discussion

Shade effects. Although high light and heat stress are known to negatively affect
growth and yield of ginger and turmeric plants, our results for Experiment 1 show that
using shade did not provide advantages compared to production under full sun (Table 3).
Considering that some level of shade is typically recommended for these crops [11,13,32–34],
our findings suggest that the 60% shade level used in this study was excessive to increase
rhizome yield. Accordingly, studies with ginger have reported higher rhizome yields
under low (20% to 40%) compared to high (>60%) shade levels [13,16,35]. For example,
Ajithkumar et al. [16] showed that the dry rhizome yield of ginger plants grown under 80%
shade decreased by 51%, 151%, 113%, and 45% compared to those grown under full sun
or 20%, 40%, or 60% shade, respectively. Similarly, studies with turmeric have shown that
while shade levels from 30% to 50% increase vegetative growth and rhizome yield, shade
>70% reduces yield [17,18]. Ferreira et al. [34] reported no differences in rhizome yield in
turmeric plants grown under 70% shade or full sun, and Sharangi et al. [14] suggested that
50% shade is an optimum level to maximize photosynthesis and biomass production in
turmeric. However, others have shown that shade levels ≥50% are adequate to increase
rhizome yield. For example, Ghasemzadeh et al. [36] found that nutrient uptake of ginger
plants was higher under 60% shade compared to under full sun, which helped increase
rhizome yield. Similarly, Aly et al. [37] reported rhizome yields of 148 g, 255 g, and 366 g in
ginger plants grown under full sun, 30% shade, and 60% shade, respectively. Furthermore,
Sivaraman [38] suggested that turmeric plants grown under ≥25% shade allocate more
photosynthates to shoot rather than rhizome growth, which ultimately affects yield. This
corresponds with the findings of Ruberti et al. [39], who suggested that plants grown under
excessive shade allocate more resources to shoot growth than rhizome production.

The inconsistency in results from the various studies described above suggest that
there are plastic responses to shade that affect the growth and yield of ginger and turmeric
plants. Some have suggested that these results could be attributed to the production of
multiple phenotypes from a single genotype, which are affected by biotic and abiotic
stressors in the growing environment [40–42]. Both ginger and turmeric rhizomes are
often imported to their final production site. Therefore, the same varieties can be adapted
to different regions of the world and may produce different phenotypes, some of which
may be better adapted to shade than others [13,43]. In addition, studies have shown that
radiation requirements in ginger and turmeric vary across the different growing stages. In
general, plants benefit from shade during early field establishment but can make use of
additional light and warmer temperatures for photosynthesis as they grow and produce
more shoots and rhizomes [44,45].

Although shade did not increase yield in Experiment 1, plants from both species grown
under shade had higher SPAD index values than those grown under full sun (Table 3). These
findings suggest that shade helped alleviate stress from high solar radiation. Studies with
ginger have reported an increase in chlorophyll content with higher shade levels [36,46–48].
In our study, ambient temperature was lower under shade compared to full sun (Table 1).
Others have reported similar temperature reductions when using shade compared to full
sun, which affect the synthesis of photosynthetic pigments such as chlorophyll [49–52]. It
is likely that shade helped maintain leaf temperature closer to the optimal levels for these
crops compared to full sun. However, the 60% shade level used in our study likely reduced
solar radiation to sub-optimal levels, negating the potential benefits in rhizome yield.

The higher rhizome yield measured in ginger plants propagated as 2GR compared to
those propagated as R in Experiment 1 can likely be attributed to genetic differences, as the
two propagative materials are different varieties (Table 3). In general, tissue-cultured plants
are low-yielding in the first year but can have similar or higher rhizome yields than plants
propagated from seed rhizomes after the second year of production [53]. Babu et al. [48]
reported large variability in rhizome yield among 10 ginger varieties grown under 50%
shade, illustrating the vast genetic difference in plant responses for these crops.
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Kaolin effects. Regardless of color, growth and yield were generally higher in plants
treated with kaolin sprays compared to control, illustrating the benefits of reducing so-
lar radiation stress in ginger and turmeric plants (Table 4). Other studies evaluating the
use of kaolin sprays have shown similar growth and yield responses in multiple crop
species [19–22,54,55]. These positive effects are often attributed to the reflection of so-
lar radiation away from plant canopies, as well as improvements in the distribution of
light within plant canopies, both of which help reduce leaf temperature and improve
gas exchange [20–22,26,56,57]. Continuous exposure to excess light and temperature can
damage the photosynthetic apparatus of plants, leading to membrane injuries that inter-
fere with several plant functions, ultimately decreasing growth and yield [21,58]. This
corresponds with our findings showing that untreated control plants had a higher leaf
temperature and lower growth and yield compared to those treated with kaolin sprays
(Figure 1). Similar results have been reported in several plant species, including pepper
(Capsicum annum) ([59], tomato [60], rose (Rosa spp.) [61], potato (Solanum tuberosum) [62]),
and grapevines [63], among others. Decreases in leaf temperature with kaolin sprays often
result in cooler microclimates within plant canopies [28], which have also been shown to
improve water-use efficiency.

Overall, our results for Experiment 2 show that regardless of color, ginger and turmeric
plants that were treated with kaolin sprays during the entire growing cycle produced more
biomass and had higher A, gs, and WUEi and lower E compared to those that received
applications during the early season establishment only (Table 4). However, there were no
differences in yield between applications during the two production stages, suggesting that
kaolin sprays are not necessary during the entire growing cycle of these crops. Accordingly,
others have shown that reducing radiation stress with kaolin sprays is particularly beneficial
during the establishment period of various field crops, as these sprays help minimize
transplant shock upon transplanting [60,64,65].

Although A was higher in ginger plants treated with red kaolin compared to those
treated with white kaolin and control plants, no differences were measured in yield (rhi-
zome FM) for plants treated with the two kaolin colors. Salvatierra [28] reported that red
and white particle films enable higher light transmission within plant canopies than green,
purple, and blue particle films in citrus trees. The author found that although the red to
far-red ratio between white and red kaolin-sprayed plants was similar, red kaolin enabled
a higher transmittance of red and far-red light. In contrast, white kaolin had more stable
transmittance throughout the photosynthetic spectrum. It is plausible that the general lack
of differences between plants treated with the two kaolin colors can be attributed to the
dose of red dye used in our study, which may not have been sufficient to change the light
transmittance and reflectance compared to white kaolin.

The positive responses to the gas exchange parameters measured in plants treated with
kaolin sprays suggest that kaolin applications do not interfere with proper gas exchange,
which has been described as a concern when kaolin covers the surface of plants (Table 4).
The small particle diameter of kaolin spray droplets (<2 µm) seems to enable proper gas
exchange in plants [26], even though studies have postulated that kaolin can partially
obstruct stomata [56] and consequently reduce A, gs, and E [56,66–68]. In contrast, others
have shown increases in photosynthetic activity due to kaolin sprays applied to different
plant species, such as apple, strawberry (Fragaria × ananassa), and grapefruit (Citrus ×
paradisi) [27,64,69], which correspond with our findings for Experiment 2. Brito et al. [20]
explained that kaolin sprays help improve photosynthetic activity by minimizing the
negative effects of high-radiation stress on Rubisco activity, photorespiration, and leaf
oxidative stress [20,57].

Considering that A was higher in ginger and turmeric plants treated with kaolin
sprays compared to untreated control plants, it is likely that the higher biomass and
yield measured in plants treated with kaolin was partly driven by a balance between
reducing E and increasing gs, which promoted the photosynthetic rate of the plants (Table 4).
Similar to our findings, increases in gs after the use of kaolin sprays have been reported by
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others [60,64,70]. This response is mainly attributed to a reduction in vapor pressure deficit
(VPD), which is one of the most influential environmental factors in stomatal function and
photosynthesis [71]. Kaolin produces an antitranspirant effect in plants, often reducing
VPD and thus, decreasing the evaporative demand of plants [72].

Regardless of color and application stage, ginger and turmeric plants treated with
kaolin sprays had SPAD index values that were up to 32% and 38% higher, respectively,
than those in control plants. Similar results have been reported by others in walnut (Juglans
regia) and fenugreek (Trigonella foenum-graecum) [55,73]. It is widely known that radiation
stress can damage photosynthetic pigments in plants such as chlorophyll and carotenoids,
causing leaf chlorosis [74]. Based on the higher SPAD index values measured in plants
treated with kaolin compared to control, it appears that kaolin sprays help protect leaves
from solar radiation stress by inhibiting the degradation of chlorophyll.

5. Conclusions

The 60% shade level used in Experiment 1 may have been excessive to increase
the rhizome yield of ginger and turmeric plants. However, lower shading percentages
might be beneficial for these crops and should be evaluated in future studies, especially
when considering that SPAD index values were generally higher in plants grown under
shade than under full sun. Based on results from Experiment 2, kaolin foliar sprays can
be used as a strategy to reduce radiation stress in ginger and turmeric plants grown in
open fields during the summer months in Florida. We found that kaolin sprays reduced
leaf temperature and E and increased plant growth, rhizome FM, A, gs, and SPAD index
values compared to untreated control plants. However, our results suggest that adding
a red dye and continued application during the entire growing cycle are not necessary
for yield increases. Red dye would increase material costs and cleaning labor for both
spray equipment and harvested rhizomes. Therefore, spraying plants with white kaolin
during the early season establishment of these crops is the recommended strategy for
open-field production. More studies are needed to determine the optimal kaolin doses
and application rates in ginger and turmeric plants. In addition, economic studies are
needed to determine the profitability of using either shade nets or kaolin sprays during the
commercial production of these crops, with particular consideration of the added materials
and labor costs.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, methodology, and investigation, M.R.-C., S.F., R.F. and
C.G.; formal analysis, data curation, visualization, and writing—original draft, M.R.-C. and S.F.
writing—review and editing, M.R.-C., S.F. and C.G.; funding acquisition, C.G. and R.F. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was partly funded by the USDA-ARS Floriculture and Nursery Research
Initiative 58-5082-8-012 ‘Resilient Plants’, the Field and Fork Farm at the University of Florida, and
industry partners in the Floriculture Research Alliance (FloricultureAlliance.org).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: We thank Hawaii Clean Seed, LLC. and Just Ginger Florida for providing
rhizomes. We also thank Paul R. Fisher for experimental and technical assistance.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Rao, M.R.; Reddy, I.B.; Gopal, S.V.R.; Bhaskar, D.; Ramana, T. A comparative study of antimicrobial activity of Curcuma amada and

Alpinia galanga of Zingiberaceae family. Asian J. Chem. 2008, 20, 5293–5300.
2. Ruby, A.J.; Kuttan, G.; Babu, K.D.; Rajasekharan, K.N.; Kuttan, R. Anti-tumor and antioxidant activity of natural curcuminoids.

Cancer Lett. 1995, 94, 79–83. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3835(95)03827-J


Agronomy 2022, 12, 1910 12 of 14

3. Ma, R.H.; Ni, Z.J.; Zhu, Y.Y.; Thakur, K.; Zhang, F.; Zhang, Y.Y.; Hu, F.; Zhang, J.G.; Wei, Z.J. A recent update on the multifaceted
health benefits associated with ginger and its bioactive components. Food Funct. 2021, 12, 519–542. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Sahoo, J.P.; Behera, L.; Praveena, J.; Sawant, S.; Mishra, A.; Sharma, S.S.; Ghosh, L.; Mishra, A.P.; Sahoo, A.R.; Pradhan, P.; et al.
The golden spice turmeric (Curcuma longa) and its feasible benefits in prospering human health—A review. Am. J. Plant Sci. 2021,
12, 455–475. [CrossRef]

5. Bag, B.B. Ginger processing in India (Zingiber officinale): A review. Int. J. Curr. Microbio. App. Sci. 2018, 7, 1639–1651. [CrossRef]
6. Nair, K.P. Turmeric (Curcuma longa L.) and Ginger (Zingiber officinale Rosc.)—World’s Invaluable Medicinal Spices. The Agronomy and

Economy of Turmeric and Ginger, 1st ed.; Springer Nature: Cham, Switzerland, 2019; pp. 1–243. ISBN 9780123948014.
7. Li, S.; Yuan, W.; Deng, G.; Wang, P.; Yang, P.; Aggarwal, B.B. Chemical Composition and Product Quality Control of Turmeric

(Curcuma longa L.). Pharm. Crops 2011, 2, 28–54. [CrossRef]
8. Popuri, A.K.; Pagala, B. Extraction of Curcumin from Turmeric Roots. Int. J. Innov. Res. Stud. 2013, 2, 289–299.
9. OEC. Available online: https://oec.world/en/profile/hs/ginger (accessed on 4 May 2022).
10. Statista. Available online: https://www.statista.com/statistics/798301/us-turmeric-imports-by-country/ (accessed on 22

February 2022).
11. Babu, P.; Jayachandran, B.K. Mulch requirement of ginger (Zingiber officinale R.) under shade. J. Spices Aromat. Crops 1997, 6,

141–143.
12. Hossain, M.A.; Akamine, H.; Ishimine, Y.; Teruya, R.; Aniya, Y.; Yamawaki, K. Effects of relative light intensity on the growth,

yield and curcumin content of turmeric (Curcuma longa L.) in Okinawa, Japan. Plant Prod. Sci. 2009, 12, 29–36. [CrossRef]
13. Ravindran, P.N.; Nirmal Babu, K.; Shivaraman, K.N. Botany and Crop Improvement of Ginger. In Ginger: The Genus Zingiber, 1st

ed.; Ravindran, P.N., Nirmal Babu, K., Eds.; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2005; pp. 15–86.
14. Sharangi, A.B.; Gowda, M.P.; Das, S. Responses of turmeric to light intensities and nutrients in a forest ecosystem: Retrospective

insight. Trees For. People 2022, 7, 100208. [CrossRef]
15. Kratky, B.; Bernabe, C.; Arakaki, E.; White, F.; Miyasaka, S. Shading Reduces Yields of Edible Ginger Rhizomes Grown in Sub-Irrigated

Pots; University of Hawaii: Honolulu, HI, USA, 2013.
16. Ajithkumar, K.; Jayachandran, B.K.; Ravi, V. Influence of shade regimes on photosynthetic rate and stomatal characters of ginger

(Zingiber officinale R.). J. Spices Aromat. Crops 2002, 11, 26–29.
17. Alam, B.; Chaturvedi, M.; Singh, R.; Newaj, R.; Dhyani, S.K. Physiological determinants for adaptive potential of turmeric

(Curcuma longa) for its growth and yield under different regimes of shade in semiarid Region of Central India. Indian J. Agrofor.
2014, 16, 25–29.

18. Srikrishnah, S.; Sutharsan, S. Effect of different shade levels on growth and tuber yield of turmeric (Curcuma longa L.) in the
batticaloa district of Sri Lanka. Am. Eurasian J. Agric. Environ. Sci. 2015, 15, 813–816.

19. Lötze, E.; Daiber, S.H.; Midgley, S.J.E. Evaluating the efficacy of a pre-harvest combination of calcium and boron as foliar
application to reduce sunburn on ‘Cripps Pink’ apples. Acta Hortic. 2018, 1217, 61–68. [CrossRef]

20. Brito, C.; Dinis, L.T.; Moutinho-Pereira, J.; Correia, C. Kaolin, an emerging tool to alleviate the effects of abiotic stresses on crop
performance. Sci. Hortic. 2019, 250, 310–316. [CrossRef]

21. Glenn, D.M. The mechanisms of plant stress mitigation by kaolin-based particle films and applications in horticultural and
agricultural crops. HortScience 2012, 47, 710–711. [CrossRef]

22. Sharma, R.R.; Reddy, S.V.R.; Datta, S.C. Particle films and their applications in horticultural crops. Appl. Clay Sci. 2015, 116, 54–68.
[CrossRef]

23. Conde, A.; Neves, A.; Breia, R.; Pimentel, D.; Dinis, L.T.; Bernardo, S.; Correia, C.M.; Cunha, A.; Gerós, H.; Moutinho-Pereira, J.
Kaolin particle film application stimulates photoassimilate synthesis and modifies the primary metabolome of grape leaves. J.
Plant Physiol. 2018, 223, 47–56. [CrossRef]

24. Glenn, D.M.; Puterka, G.J.; Drake, S.R.; Unruh, T.R.; Knight, A.L.; Baherle, P.; Prado, E.; Baugher, T.A. Particle film application
influences apple leaf physiology, fruit yield, and fruit quality. J. Am. Soc. Hortic. Sci. 2001, 126, 175–181. [CrossRef]

25. Glenn, D.M.; Prado, E.; Erez, A.; McFerson, J.; Puterka, G.J. A reflective, processed-kaolin particle film affects fruit temperature,
radiation reflection, and solar injury in apple. J. Am. Soc. Hortic. Sci. 2002, 127, 188–193. [CrossRef]

26. Glenn, D.M.; Puterka, G.J. Particle films: A new technology for agriculture. Hortic. Rev. 2005, 31, 1–44.
27. Jifon, J.L.; Syvertsen, J.P. Kaolin particle film applications can increase photosynthesis and water use efficiency of “Ruby Red”

grapefruit leaves. J. Am. Soc. Hort. Sci. 2003, 128, 107–112. [CrossRef]
28. Salvatierra, J.P. Physiological and Horticultural Responses of Citrus to Colored Particle Films. Master’s Thesis, University of

Florida, Gainesville, FL, USA, 2019.
29. Sengupta, M.; Xie, Y.; Lopez, A.; Habte, A.; Maclaurin, G.; Shelby, J. The National Solar Radiation Data Base (NSRDB). Renew.

Sustain. Energy Rev. 2018, 89, 51–60. [CrossRef]
30. R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria,

2019; Available online: https://www.R-project.org/ (accessed on 10 April 2021).
31. De Mendiburu, F. Agricolae: Statistical Procedures for Agricultural Research. R Package Version 1.3-3. 2020. Available online:

https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=agricolae (accessed on 12 April 2021).
32. Cao, B.; Xia, J.; Lv, Y.; Chen, Z.; Xu, K. Effect of a mist culture system on photosynthesis and nitrogen metabolism in ginger.

Protoplasma 2020, 257, 1359–1371. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1039/D0FO02834G
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33367423
http://doi.org/10.4236/ajps.2021.123030
http://doi.org/10.20546/ijcmas.2018.704.185
http://doi.org/10.2174/2210290601102010028
https://oec.world/en/profile/hs/ginger
https://www.statista.com/statistics/798301/us-turmeric-imports-by-country/
http://doi.org/10.1626/pps.12.29
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tfp.2022.100208
http://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2018.1217.7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2019.02.070
http://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.47.6.710
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clay.2015.08.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2018.02.004
http://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.126.2.175
http://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.127.2.188
http://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.128.1.0107
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.03.003
https://www.R-project.org/
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=agricolae
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00709-020-01511-2


Agronomy 2022, 12, 1910 13 of 14

33. Chudiwal, A.; Jain, D.P.; Somani, R.S. Alpinia galanga Willd–An overview on phyto-pharmacological properties. Indian J. Nat.
Prod. Resour. 2010, 1, 143–149.

34. Ferreira, M.I.; Lima, G.P.P.; Rodrigues, L.; Silva, M.B.; Jadoski, C.; Gonçalves, G.G.; Ming, L.C. Biomass production and
photosynthetic efficiency of turmeric grown in different shade conditions. Acta Hortic. 2014, 1125, 41–46. [CrossRef]

35. Vastrad, N.V.; Hedge, R.V.; Giritammanavar, V.A. Influence of light and vermicompost on growth and yield of ginger (Zingiber
officinale Rosc.). Karnataka J. Agric. 2006, 19, 936–940.

36. Ghasemzadeh, A.; Jaafar, H.Z.E.; Rahmat, A.; Wahab, P.E.M.; Halim, M.R.A. Effect of different light intensities on total phenolics
and flavonoids synthesis and anti-oxidant activities in young ginger varieties (Zingiber officinale Roscoe). Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2010, 11,
3885–3897. [CrossRef]

37. Aly, M.M.; El Sawy, A.; El Gendy, R.A. Comparative study of different shading types on growth and yield of ginger plants. Middle
East J. 2019, 8, 1264–1270. [CrossRef]

38. Sivaraman, K. Studies on Productivity of Turmeric—Maize and Onion Intercropping Systems under Varied Population and
Nitrogen Levels. Ph.D. Dissertation, Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, Coimbatore, India, 1992.

39. Ruberti, I.; Sessa, G.; Ciolfi, A.; Possenti, M.; Carabelli, M.; Morelli, G. Plant adaptation to dynamically changing environment:
The shade avoidance response. Biotechnol. Adv. 2012, 30, 1047–1058. [CrossRef]
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