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T FAAN BHol &3 RPN Fe F3A BHL 155ha(197)8 YEHZ A
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Aol Fristn ok aejy ol AR SIARZ AN} AAFEAA o) FoXA ¥1 Ao
AT FHo) R Aot £ AET R Zol FEYoz FAANLE AYANsE 3
AM Zge 4AE4=F I ¥ F Y2¥A EFE FAY & Ue SAYEAN) ¥g+H
oltt. &3 FRAujelM AW ¥ pHE #7192 5o 7Y € 8¢ vX: BA=
3 pHAN 7} & o= 38 B F8393 ¥ £ Ao
TGN & dYdMe FAAMANA gadFe Wt pHEEo) FrGRESF, TEAL L 4%
SiAE d%e ©E A3 FpHENE WA o

2. qr ¢ oy

B AYL HgAggign 2404 19979 59 10928 1997 6€¥ 129 7R 85U B
NZAEL Y944 Brigida(Latuca sativa L.)& AH&&9ct. $3L 19979 39 29¢o £3%4
¥ 2FX o) RF NFTAAE3 A o4, KRG 19979 59 10¥9) s v
Ae MNEAPYYRE PAE vjgdS Agdden ECE 15302mS/cm2 A8 ¥31 pHE
30, 40, 50, 55, 6.0, 65, 7.0, 802 ZZ ZAHHA AYL £9& Ut} pHe} ECE ECAREZHE)
(CETW-300T, kawamoto)st pHﬁ'%&’éﬂ(PET%OOA, kawamoto)& ©] &3t AFEAIFT
AN ¥ 1390702 dgAg NI AEFTEA AL2ALY) A BMEHE ET

3. 2% o @
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ojAdolA B 4 UKol A& F£AAMAMN AU A pHe G Frloj2 e F, 2dY 2%
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Table 1. Effect of pH level on the growth of leaf lettuce at 26days after transplanting.

pH No. of Leaf Leaf Fresh weight. Dry weight.
leaves  length width {g/plant) (g/plant)
(cm) (cm) Top Root Top Root
3.0 115 8.25 835, 6.56 6.84 0.8 0.49
40 205 15.2 149 79.6 24.25 418 1.01
5.0 21.0 155 158 90.0 236 4.26 0.97
55 22.0 16.0 17.3 104.9 - 29.0 474 0.97
6.0 235 16.8 16.3 104.2 36.9 5.62 1.40
6.5 24.0 17.3 175 112.8 33.3 5.40 1.29
7.0 235 16.0 173 94.1 30.3 4.60 1.18
8.0 215 16.3 16.7 94.3 27.4 426 1.39

Table 2. Effect of pH level on Transpiration rate, CO; assimilation rate and stomatal
resistance of leaf lettuce at 26days after transplanting.

pH CO:z assimilation Transpiration Stomatal resistance
(pwd - m?-s) (ug - em™ - s) (cm - sh
3.0 4.07 11.83 1.088
4.0 5.65 38.15 0.628
5.0 6.25 46.13 0.48
55 6.30 4486 0.289
6.0 6.43 4515 0.363
6.5 7.05 4351 0.278
7.0 6.36 43.06 0.270
8.0 518 43.46 0.28
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Fig.l. Mineral contents in leaf lettuce at 26days after transplanting.
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Fig 2. Changes of Nos-N and K concentration in the nutrient solutions during 4 weeks after
transplanting.
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Fig. 3. Changes of P and Ca concentration in the nutrient solutions during 4 weeks after
transplanting.
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Fig. 4. Changes of Mg concentration in the nutrient solutions during dJweeks after
transplanting.
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