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Comparison of Leaf SPAD Values of Different Maize Varieties in Different Growth Periods
WANG Nan-nan
Abstract SPAD- 502 chlorophyll meter was used to measure different breed SPAD values at different leaf parts in different growth periods.
Differences in chlorophyll levels of different corn varieties were analyzed.Results showed that the change trend of SPAD values varied at big
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trumpet stage, spinning stage and filling stage, SPAD values of different maize varieties showed the same change trend.There were differences
in SPAD values in different leaf positions of the same maize leaf.The correlation coefficient between the SPAD value and chlorophyll content at
leaf base was 0.931 1, the correlation coefficient between the SPAD value and chlorophyll content at the middle leaf was 0.962,9, and the cor-
relation coefficient between the SPAD value and chlorophyll content at the leaf tip was 0.870 7.There were high correlation between SPAD val-

ue and chlorophyll content in middle part of leaf.
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Fig.3 Comparison of SPAD values in different leaf parts of dif-

ferent varieties at the stage of pustulation period
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Fig.4 Correlation between chlorophyll content and SPAD value
at the base of leaf
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Fig.5 Correlation between chlorophyll content and SPAD value

at the middle part of leaf
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