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Fig. 1. Changes of soil water content by the cultivation method.
* RR sheet : Rhizosphere restriction sheet
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Fig. 2. Plant height and leaf number of muskmelon to the cultivation method
during growing period.
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Table 1. Fruit characteristics of muskmelon by the cultivation method
Date of Fruit Fruit Fruit  Soluble

Treatment fruit weight length diameter solids
setting (2) (cm)  (cm) (°Bx)
Control 520 1,259 13.0 13.0. 12.8
Rhizosphere restriction sheet 519 1,155 13.0 12.3 134
Isolated bench 518 1,211 13.2 12.7 135

Table 2. Yield of muskmelon by the cultivation method

Marketable yield per 10a Yield percentage(%)
Treatment No. 'of 'FI'lllt Marketable Non—.marketble
fruit weight(kg) Cracking  Others
Control 1,893 2,383 68.3 10.0 21.7
Rhizosphere 2,031 2,346 73.3 6.7 20.0
restriction sheet
Isolated bench 2,262 2,740 81.7 6.7 116
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Fig. 3. Percentage of wilted plant at harvesting season by
the cultivation methods.

EgaaAgel B £33 F40 nAE 9% THS A9 09 2
g2 +U59D v e TS AHE AU
7 2ARAA Y HE ASEEE BYAu ol TAABA] wa A
A7 w3k,
ABZA hE FFFIH FAFAe AP U
Fge

VA A s

o) el A3} = Ayt 3EY 9% g
g 29N F YL Aem :& G, 2AATEAG) BE 13 B FF3
B 852 Qealcl s 5 F7hHQ 7vh Bastha Bk

MAE—. 1992. T-NVAF% A v nEmBEEE. BUEHeR. 3R

A3, 23, A=, 1991 A2AA M9 dFHHTS dFIYAAS dFE30] d
29 A& 73 R 4 FH=TH () 332 7~15

AAE, 99, 274, sjg¥. 1994, FE2d 02 FgAAT FHAEe AFE
4. wgd71ed T4 APITFRIA 607 ~613.

B34 199, §E3 HAE H3 EFHY o). AEH w4 1) : 53~57

Shishido, Y., Yuhashi, T., Seyama N. and S. Imada.. 1992. Effects of Leaf Position
and Water Management on Translocation and Distribution of 14C-assimilates in
Fruit Muskmelon. J. Japan. Soc. Hort. Sci.. 60(4) : 897~903.

FteR . 1993 BUEHIBRELS & B4 IRBBSTFISEEMKTAGY Koy v BERER
D 1~12.

-137-



