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Effect of Nodes of Pinching and Fruit Setting and Planting
Density on Fruit Quality and Yield of Musk Melon
- Cultured by Deep Flow Technique
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BAG¥EREE 49 & (100cm X 25cm, 100cm X 35cm, 100cm X 45cm, 100cm X 55¢m)
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dEol IS ZAsed AN T 2AF9 s UELH HEE i
G R EREM TS BA ¥ 45 oo Y P o)A YEUH
AE7} BERBE o4 nEF DEPNY FH o] HA FegdE AL B
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FHEES 2280 2o} 278 FLEAAN 136g FAJY. FEREMHZE 7~8
B R/t 11~1287 £ 15~168 Rl vlstd 7AYol (Table 2). REH E¥X =
2281 WSS 800~1200g A= /By €2 wbd 278 #SEE 1,200g
oj4e] . kE7} Bttt FREMVC WE BE EXE 26 HBSEJANE ¥
H3 AQlo]l 800~1,200g Alelel HEo) tiREEoIAct 11~128 #HERAAAME
1,200g ©149 KE7F 125%2 A B gifr FRET 2L 6&S BAT 278
SEANE ZEREOVI E€FF b - KR v &o] Ekon B3] 15~1681 #
BolHE ZE £ 1,200g oAUt} (Table 2).
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Table 1. Effects of nodes of fruit setting and pinching on fruit characteristics
of melon cultured by DFT.

Node of Node of Fruit Fruit Thickness of Soluble Degree of Mean
pinching fruit setting length width  mesocarp solid netting”  fruit wt.

(A) (B) (cm) (cm) (cm) ( °Brix) (1-5) (2)
7-8 135 13.3 3.6 136 47 1135
29 11 - 12 139 134 3.7 135 4.5 1.175
15 - 16 138 13.4 3.7 12.6 45 1,174
Mean 13.7 134 3.7 13.2 46 1,162
7-8 135 134 3.7 13.8 4.7 1170
o7 11 - 12 144 139 39 13.8 4.7 1,357
15 - 16 144 13.8 4.0 13.0 46 1,366
Mean 14.1 13.7 3.9 135 4.7 1,298

LSD A 0.4 NS NS 0.1 NS 67
(0.05) B 05 NS 0.1 0.3 NS 92
) AxB NS NS NS NS NS NS

“ Degree of netting : 5(excellent) ~ 1{very poor).
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Table 2. Effects of node of fruit setting and pinching on mean fruit weight and fruit
distribution by size of melon cultured by DFT.

Node of Node of =~ Mean Distribution by fruit size (%)
pinching fruit setting fruit wt.
(A) (B) () < 800g < 800~1,000g < 1,000~1,200g > 1,200g
7-8 1,135 16.7 50.0 29.2 41
99 11 - 12 1,176 20.8 375 29.2 125
15-16 1,174 4.1 54.3 375 41
Mean 1,162 13.9 47.3 31.9 6.9
7-8 1170 25.0 29.2 33.3 125
27 11 - 12 1,357 4.1 84 41.7 45.8
15 - 16 1,366 0 0 66.7 333
Mean 1,298 9.7 125 472 305
LSD A 67
(0.05) B 92
AxB NS

Table 3. Effects of planting distance on fruit characteristics of melon cultured

by DFT.

Planting Fruit Fruit Thickness  Soluble Degree Mean
distance length width of mesocarp solid  of netting® fruit wt.
{cm) (cm) (cm) {cm) (_ °Brix) (1-5) (g)
10025 132 b 130 a 35 a 13.1 a 44 a 1,082 b
100x 35 13.4ab 132 a 36 a 134 a 45 a 1,191ab
100x 45 14.0ab 135 a 39 a 136 a 47 a 1,316 a
100 %55 141 a 13.7 a 40 a 136 a 4.7 a 1,321 a

? Degree of net : S(excellent) - 1(very poor).
Y Mean separation within column by Duncan’s multiple range test at 5%
level.

_98_



