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Effects of Irrigation Management on Growth
and Quality of Greenhouse Melon (Cucumis melo L.)
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Optimal irrigation in each growth stage of melon affects a high quality of fruit. The objective
aims to study the effects of irrigation at different field capacities on the growth and quality of melon
at further development. The experiment was done in a completely randomized design, with 4
treatments, 15 replications, one plant per replication. The melons were grown in a net house in a
mixture of coir dust: sand: rice hull (2: 1: 1 v/v). Two experiments were conducted depending on
the growth stage. In the first experiment, the irrigation at 40, 60, 80, or 100 % field capacity was
applied during the vegetative stage. The results showed 100 % field capacity gave the highest leaf
number, stem length, leaf area, fresh weights of shoot and root, and dry weights of shoot and root.
The second experiment was done during the fruit setting stage until harvest. The irrigation at 60,
80, 100, or 120 % field capacity was applied. The results found that the irrigation at 120 % field
capacity gave the most remarkable leaf area, fresh weights of shoot and root and dry weights of
shoot and root, and fruit weight. Total soluble solids in all treatments were in the range of 13.10-
14.17 °Brix. Therefore, irrigation at 100 % field capacity should be applied during the vegetative
stage, and 120 % field capacity should be used during the fruit setting stage until harvest.
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Figure 1 Temperature inside plastic house during 14 February to 30 April 2019 for experiment 2
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2019 for experiment 2
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Table 1 Leaf number of melon grown in different field capacities after transplanting

Leaf number (leaf)
Field capacity of
after transplanting
irrigation
1 week 2 weeks 3 weeks 4 weeks
40 % 3.00 a.67 733 Db 11.44 b
60 % 3.33 5.11 7.78 ab 13.00 a
80 % 3.33 5.11 8.44 a 13.56 a
100 % 3.56 533 8.33 ab 13.33 a
F-test ns ns * *
C.V. 18.70 12.99 12.5 11.72

* significantly different at the 0.05 level of probability respectively; ns = non significantly different

(LSD)

Table 2 Stem length of melon grown in different field capacities at 28 days after transplanting

Stem length (cm)
Field capacity of
after transplanting
irrigation
1 week 2 weeks 3 weeks 4 weeks
40 % 2.68 8.92 19.04 b 3148 b
60 % 292 9.23 19.80 ab 33.70 ab
80 % 274 9.91 21.63 a 36.93 a
100 % 2.59 9.66 21.89 a 36.28 a
F-test ns ns * *
C.V. 12.88 14.41 10.36 11.86

* significantly different at the 0.05 level of probability respectively; ns = non significantly different

(LSD)
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Figure 3 Leaf area of melon grown in different field capacities at 28 days after transplanting

3.1.2 fuifly
Uimanrudulutanugniisnatu
dwmaroiuiiluresudeu nuhmindulutanlgn
fiargarutuauu 100 % fiuiluadegdian
(449.3 p1910wURLUAT) ueiliunna1aiunaia
fuAugATIE UALIT 80 % warnInLUATS
fluiilutiosiian Ao augeuduauni 40 wa

60 % (379.3 1Ay 386.6 ANTIUYURAUNT ATUAIRU)

'
a

Aagun 3 wandlfidiuinfiuiluanas Wefelady
AT utosas 1WuReaty Barzesar [7] wuin
Huiluveawdouiilduusinaiiinisaessme
9831 100 % Ftuilugnnninslésuysuna
fnsmessveveing 66 uay 33 %
3.1.3 Yndnanuaziindnuiedau
witleAuwaziminandnldnu
Nan1SANYIL M NanLa LT sd Y
wilofunazdnldfvveaudeuy fieny 4 dUa
wisdrend el diauganutuauusiiy
wuinhminandiumiefusaziiminandiuld
ﬁuqaﬁ'qﬂﬁmmqmmﬁuaum 80 uay 100 %
Tneiiminandiumienu Ao 27.88 way 29.05
N3y waztwiinandiulddu Ao 5.28 uag 5.27

n3u auadu Ingdmdnuisdiunilefuaiogs

844

fianfinrugeminduau 100 % Ao 3.54 ndu us
Lauansinsfueg1adided1Agyniadanuainug
Ad A 80 % uagmiinuisdulddu
WUTIANTAHT YA 100 % ‘ﬁﬁmﬁfﬂm?{aqn
fiam #9 0.42 n¥u (197 3) enaliumedlefs
pnluszeznsesyivianidndu donald
Sasmsdunaszisneuasieanas [14] ol
gNIINTTUATIENAIBUAIANAIL A INAR BNIT
Lﬁ]’%ﬁglﬁuimLLasmiazamfmﬁﬂmmﬁ%amm ALY
1§ 1Anugauduauni 40 wag 60 % dnuiin
andrunilefutiosiian Wuiertuiminandiu
Teidiu

'
o W

ihdudnansiiddylunisiedeu
reussmomslusduiiedunseiiduoms
wazihardndessnoimsiildanmsdansey
ansllifvaranliludiusing q vesiiv [15) e

NlasutUSuanasaui s innisvInul vinli

v '
A A

wunlukazdwluanas UinludulugUndana
Tinsduaszvimsuasvosivanas 39lnn1g
WwiAvlanisaduanas [16] dwaliiuaoud
drminanuaziminuidumiefunazanldu
fevauiefimslithinruganuduau 40 %

= I = A a '
‘Wﬁaﬁﬂf\]l,ﬂuwaLu@Q?]WﬂqmﬁquIUIiﬂLiau%jﬂﬂ’ﬂ



i 29 Uil 5 Aueneu-naa 2564

15815 Imemansuazinalulad (3am.)

Nl

N5WUITIAINYANLTUENIY 100 % SNaRsBN1S

aa | = & v
aniinmunzadlunisugnudeu Judunalv

WSAularasNaRUNINIgR

NaN1INAaDIN 1 WU’j']ﬂ'}’]lJ‘\!ﬂ']']ll

YUAUIUN 40 % FanalyanuIuly A1N81AN

H 9 ¥ ya v a =~ o
wazdmiinanuazuivdnlafutesiign Juilily

nsnnaei 2 ldidenldauganuiiuawiui 40

% wazlun1meassil 2 szezn1siasgiaulanig

1#91NN15NARBIN 1

aulinnuduiauARUAINAmNZaN

Table 3 Fresh and dry weights of melon plants grown in different field capacities at 28 days after

transplanting

Field capacity of Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)
irrigation Shoot Root Shoot Root
40 % 23.63 b 428 b 280 c 0.39 ab
60 % 25.07 b 4.17b 3.09 b 0.36 b
80 % 27.88 a 528 a 332 ab 0.37b
100 % 29.05 a 5.27 a 3.54 a 0.42 a
F-test * * * *
C.V. 7.39 10.79 7.75 11.56

* significantly different at the 0.05 level of probability respectively; ns = non significantly different

(LSD)
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Figure 4 Leaf area of melon grown in different field capacities at harvest
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Table 4 Fresh and dry weights of melon plants grown in different field capacities at harvest

Field capacities Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)

of irrigation Shoot Root Shoot Root
60 % 201.24 c 25.44 c 16.14 bc 1.27
80 % 222.24 c 29.05 c 1553 ¢ 1.29
100 % 263.76 b 33.99 b 17.85 ab 1.36
120 % 289.99 a 38.22 a 18.36 a 1.40

F-test * * * ns
CV. 8.36 9.26 7.75 11.13

* significantly different at the 0.05 level of probability respectively; ns = non significantly different

(LSD)
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Table 5 Fruit weight and total soluble solids of melon grown in different field capacities at harvest

Field capacities of irrigation Fruit weight (g) Total soluble solids (°Brix)
60 % 634.32 d 13.28 b
80 % 740.22 c 13.44 ab
100 % 846.39 b 14.17 a
120 % 934.73 a 13.10 b
F-test * *
C.V. 9.36 7.29

* significantly different at the 0.05 level of probability respectively; ns = non significantly different

(LSD)
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