PRERE RS R B T 26 24 5% (1)

wrse AR
FEMBRIG RS

BRI R

HENBEKEEEZEY  BHAEERRE  BRRERSES HEZEERE B2 R
AR - 1IN - R BRI - BRRECRE  FHTEEREY  AWHEERPERBRY
BHEEENEEETRIT  EERN > HSRNWERMMBIE - ZR5E - HRARLEFEEBT R > B
BREEAME -

HE N B E R KR BARRRY - DEEFSHRE—RONEBE - BRRKKERRNILEZE
BRI E B EREBNERSENTR  SRMERF? > TEFAKSERBBERETIELERLS
B EERRETRNSE - —REBMBRISEEELA  KESHLMERRBRER  REE ML
AR F ML AR, - RS LB NER -

ARBEHIR 82 FEKMEK 83 FREEMREEREUIGHTEASN T ERERESET  HESEHRA
ERT2EERS > WEE  HE 25 AR /NEEE 0 FEFAR - BEREAFEHE R - SRR -
CEBEEARNSRE SEENEERAESAERSTHOFUA AL  SELEHAFEZT
¥ RTELERTE 1520 ANNETRE - BEAEAOR : | HERERE  TEARE 1520 ANER
BEH TFEHS S FERMEK > FERES 50 ASEGETHL  BREEEHRE  IISERE
BHAREREEE] - AEHREHCER R 12 EREH]  2EEREmHE - FEE G Hijz
TFERIEER > TERE 50 ASEARL  BRERHAE - IBERE  BHCRERHER - REXR
BN BEWERHM 12 M 3288 EHE - FEERTE 1520 24 BRI EET 3 GFE > #55E50
B AEZERAHENR  FEER SO ASEEETHOVEFERELAR  SEWE 12 478K - &
T 5 RO B OBRERHCTFERE T FAEEN £RE S0 AL EABTROMELERHRE
BEIREHLHER > NNHER -

FHEEHBOEETHE - EARSRE - ERECRS - RIECE - BRE - BE BERKEDRRRE -
FRBERE - 10 ARERS - FAESTRHRIE RSBIRB SO SERSTAOT -

—. BRAEHEEN? RKEZHE

BB HERBEEREENR 1 i BB T HBEZRE B8R 57-58 X - $EBK
60-62 K ~ =EEEEAL 63-65 K ~ NEEAL 70-73 RTRER IR TTE - BBRIRICR B S8 AL 2.0-2.2 {H -
SR 2.3-2.7 [ - =&AL 3.0-3.4 {H - FEAL 3.5-4.4 {H > IEEBEKRRKBERYD » TERER
&% RECRAIMER - B8R 33.3-44.0% B 5 » AR 14.5-183% BRK  BREDHERK
1,500-1,610 A /T R i B » ANEEAY 1,090-1,180 T8 5 PERE LI & %47 13.1-13.3 ° Brix RBfxs * N
BAr 11.8-12.9° Brix BRE : EERKBAHMMTERISZEEEE > 10 ARZERUREEN=8%
K% 3,082-3,432 AT BREE » HERKEES 2,303-2,599 ATERE - BE/NBEREZIEY > 5%
DL 1.2-1.5 AT BHER - BEREENEGEBKE DB 2-3 EEKS8E -



(52) HENBE TR

=, BRAEHFENRAEE 2 NE

BNHBER - ORRITARBERE CHENR 2 Fin - BER(Downy mildew)Z BEE » R
BER 100% - BAREERWRAE 129%6-33% M - LEEEKLE 2% KK - SRR ERE
18-21% 2/ s = BBEBRELE 15-33% [ - 3K (Powdery mildew)ZHREREL L 100% - ¥
BRI 11-36%0:2 i DIBLERRERY 11-1596 iR + S EREAITE 18-24%60 2 5 =8 HEAL 25-36% 2
i - BRIF S (Aphid) e BEBHEME » BE - SER =SB CRBNKIEMBIIREE  FBEE
AT &L BERAS =88R HEFERY  REABHERE TSR RHEARBE -
ERBErmHEARERE  REBKEHERSERAFENFEBRRBCFER  RELZBERR
IF - BXERR - EAERE - EEARS  BERBEIEI -

= 1. BEHTEENRENRCEE

Table 1. Effect of training on the outbreak of diseases and insect pests of muskmelon.

No. of No. of Harvecting  Fruit wt. Sugar Yield
Site Treatment Grow:lh fruit per fruting content
PROT plant perplnt (%) @  CBrix)  (gha)
1993 fall season

1 57 20 2.0 333 1.55 13.1 2,303¢

2 60 2.5 2.5 22.7 1.45 13.0 2,650

3 64 3.0 3.0 25.0 1.30 13.0 3,4328

4 70 35 35 14.5 1.16 11.8 3,240b

Sinwu 1994 spring season

1 58 20 20 40.0 1.61 133 2,541¢

2 61 2.7 2.7 270 1.50 13.1 3,042b

3 64 32 32 24.6 1.48 132 3,260?

4 72 39 39 15.6 1.09 132 3,19020

1993 fall season

1 57 22 22 44.0 1.51 13.2 2,529¢

2 60 2.6 2.6 26.0 1.38 13.1 2,969

3 63 33 33 254 1.29 13.0 3,146°%

4 70 42 42 16.8 1.18 12.8 3,3122

Houlun
1994 spring season

1 58 2.1 2.1 35.0 1.50 13.1 2,599¢

2 62 23 23 209 1.40 132 3,013b

3 65 34 34 283 1.18 13.1 3,0822b

4 73 44 44 183 1.11 129 3,2302
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®2. BEHEERaERECEE

Table 2. Effect of training in the horticultural characters of muskmelon.

Hsinwu Houlung
Treatment Downy Powdery Aphid Downy Powdery Aphid
mildew mildew outbreak mildew mildew outbreak
%) %) %) %)
1993 fall season
One-vine training 12 13 ND 12 15 ND
Two-vine training 18 20 ND 20 18 ND
Three-vine training 15 28 ND 27 25 ND
Without training 100 100 sh 100 100 sh
1994 spring season
One-vine training 12 15 ND 10 11 ND
Two-vine training 21 24 ND 13 18 ND
Three-vine training 33 36 LD 25 32 ND
Without training 100 100 sh 100 100 ND

)'N: No outbreak; L: Light outbreak; S: Severe outbreak.
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Effects of Training Methods on the Growth
and Yield of Muskmelon

T. L. Chen

Summary

A field trial was conducted to determine the training method for muskmelon at Taoyuan DAIS and
Houlung during the fall crop of 1993 and spring crop of 1984. The growth period for training
treatments were significant shorter as compared to the untreated check plots, the reduction of growth
period was 16 days for one-vine training and 9-13 days for the others. Although the highest yields
were consitently obtained from the check, however the superior quality fruits were mostly produced in
the training fields, due to the lower disease occurrence and insect pest infestations.



