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ABSTRACT

The research aimed to determine the Knowledge needs of Protected vegetable
farmers 1n the field of foliar application of fertilizer at Al Rashdia
District/Baghdad.

To achieve the research targets, a measurement was prepared to determine the
Knowledge needs, which consist of (20) items distributed on three interlocutors as
follow: 1.The economical importance of foliar application. 2.The method of adding
foliar application.3.Time of addition. The process of preparing this measurement
consist of 6 stages and restrict 5 levels for extension needs that are: no need, little
need, moderate need, severe need ,very severe need and weighted as 1,2,3,4, and 5

respectively. The highest measurement degree was 100 degree and the lowest
degree was 20 degree.

The data were collected for the period from7/2/2010 to 7/3/2010 as a
questionnaire by mean of random sample, consist of (38) farmers ,and by interview
method .Several statistical tools had been used in data analysis. Percentages,
Mathematical Means, Standard Deviations, Pearson Correlation Coefficients and
T-test were used to analyze the data by using Spss program.

The research revealed that 73.7% of the majority of farmers had arange of
extension needs more than the middle measurement degree and it lies with the
intermediate need, while 86.8% of the farmers had aknowledge need which
amounts to 18.2 degree. and it is recommended to build up with extension
programs to fulfill the knowledge of farmers in the field of fertilization foliar.
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