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1 (87 )
Table |.The growth and flowering of Hami- gua controlled by the fruit setting on de-capitated
secondary branch at different nodes of the primary branch . (Spring crop in 1998)

Branch Flower bud _
. Flowering ,
Treatment | Planting date 'number(Branch) | emergence date Maturity date
date
March 5th 2 April 10th April 15th  May24th  June3th
2 (CK) March 5th 2 April 15th April 20th May29th June8th

March 5th 2 April 19th April 24th  June3th  JunelOth

March 5th 2 April 25th April 29th  JuneSth  Junel6th
1. 5
2. 6
3. 7
4. 8

1.the secondary branch to be set fruit and pinched on the fifth node of primary branch.
2.the secondry branch to be set fruit and pinched on the sixth node of primary branch.
3.the secondary branch to be set fruit and pinched on seventh node of primary branch.
4.the secondary branch to be set fruit and pinched on the eighth node of primary branch.
2 (87 )
Table 2. The effect of fruit setting at different nodes of primary branch on the days of flowering and
fruit maturation of Hami-gua. (Spring crop in 1998)

Daysfrom Days from Daysfrom
*Treatment plantingto | floweringto | plantingto
flowering maturity maturity
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73 79
41 39 49 80 90
46 39 49 85 95
50 40 47 90 97
55 41 48 96 103

Treatment same as table 1.

Days after transplant
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Fig.1.The effect of fruit setting at different
nodes of primary branch on the days of
flowering and fruit maturation of Hami-gua,
(Spring crop in 1993)

* & A ] fe E

* Treatment same as table 1.
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2 ( Italtest ft327 1 12kgs ) 1
1 116
2 113 4 10.9 3 9.7 Lester nad Dunlap (1985)
30 50
1 39 4 48
2 68
4 3 6.4 6.2 1 53
4.2 4.8 3 42
47 48
Hughes and Yamaguchi (1983)
36 (Sucrose) 1 39
4 4 13.7 14.6°Brix
11.5°Brix
1 14.6°Brix 2
14.3°Brix 3 4 13.8  13.7°Brix
PE
(Bianco and Pratt  1977) 1
2,441 2 3 4 2,830
2,878 4 3 43,314
43,043 2 41 35 41,601
1 37,591
5 8 9
3. (87 )
Table 3.The characteristic of maturity fruit on different nodes of Hami-gua melon (Spring crop in
1998)
Fruit skin h;?;;&:;d Fresh Fruit
Treatment | hardness ) . , Index( )
skin(2mm) thickness(cm) weight(g)
-------- (kg/em?)-------

1 116a 5.3cC 4.8 a 2,441 b 90.4
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2(ck) 11.3a 6.8 a 4.7 a 2,830a | 100.0

3 9.7b 6.2b 42D 2,860a  103.5

4 109a 6.4b 48 a 2878a 104.1
1

Treatment same as table 1.
5

Means in the column followed by the same letters are not significantly different at 5 % level.

J0

BFruit length
20T Wfruit nidth

2l

[Cm)

15

1 2 J q
#* Treantment
BZ +EZAAFFETEIHILEAIR bl

Fig 2 Comparisons of length and width of fruits
setting at different nodes of primary branch
11 Hami-gua.

*E B AlER

* Ireatoment same as table |
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Sugar content ("Brix)
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* Treatment

B4 2 EAFERHMEREEEFLF
Fig. 4. The effect of fruit setting at
different nodes of primary branch
on vield of Hami-gua.
*k BIEBEELEF

= Treatment same as table 1.
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