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A LRSS & i ‘;*ﬁé’“/'\%”’ %4 7 %

= 41 2
= oz oz 2 0

MeEs @ F3HR -~ FirE S ~ kg iEH

;}%Q LR L & e Afe ™ L A #(control) o M-% R4 E R d 235 mg/l £ F
I 270 mg/l (T1)¥2 350 mg/l (T2) » & % T3 2% % 47 2 350 mg/l ~ 48 240 mg/l >
LG W ARRRR o B A Tl Tzé@l’”’u%p—giﬁg%c AEREZ §
At R PRERESF RS KA FRRS o AT 2 T2 ig2? > k4
e i R e ) 15-16% 0 F 3V H AR H 4 9 19- 20/ A2 g L -
P P2 ERRELATERSAEFICHRE cERRAHLIREFTAE
Y229 04 REFY MG F Cvti"!//\.]"}r‘]’]/;}wﬁf_/‘ %ﬁ%‘"i@'%c v A B r'ﬁé‘ro
T3/d2v 24 T RPHEDHBERFIFIR G > Y B2 %K 77 Uy
EC i# %~ ’fgfﬁi?ﬁ%?éﬁ‘ﬁﬁlﬁrTl?TZﬁ L

EL

w}

A

# /A (Cucumis sativus L)E* HE#2# A - 2 R BT Ay > RANWERE
BRelep Z o FER R F2 - °’]‘?\'5f1§’tﬁifu)‘l'ﬁ§ﬁ#pﬂ 12004 # S AR
Bofi2991hay 24 £ 57493 mt. 0 L5 2 A2 F 5 19225kg B AW AL
o HX L BRmEY c BB S4BT P E o pH B 5572 2 4P (>
2001) - 35 & kd RPN R ERPRN > RANAEKERF b1 EZ BESLP F R
o RRRREATEY NP R C § EY 2 ARE(F otk 0 1989) 0 A AR
YEEA L FAFLEYRAD LA HE P W ARG 0 TR A

1) Wz? BLFFEE ALy 2 o
2) Mz @ AR falfR  dnicy o
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TUEFLRF P ARRIR AT O HR S NF R o EafBEY AR E
B H - TRy R 2 2R ERR A A b AR EF THE IR G 0 i
FRESENEELEIIEBRERES  FEAAFOAGF SRR Eiok L
Wb R g e kSRR EERARTIRFEFVEEN hE R EE S
EFLF R HERS AAE R RSP T E KR areiTge o L pE e
o sa s F M IR (3 % > 2005) o %5 F ERL G RRAERE S A L > REEHH §
otk A K IEH A X F L FErAeiT e L5 A i LB R KB D BiEE 2k
g iEE ST 5;;-5—)5;-1&;:_&{;-@ ; 'w-'? ¥ nW'f["éﬁ?"Q’iﬂﬂbﬁJ T A E o T L\i
KN A R4S %A B i 2 B4 (5BE 0 2007) § frdn fide 2 10 A BREAZP F

I AT 5 F|pL4mie gr § de — Jep ¥ g*}; PAE e 3 1E* (FRqfeiE > 2000) o F 4renid ¥ £
#R o F rweni * £ 002y B 2 (Papadopoulos et al., 1993) - 145w A B3 o F B
P el b AV UIEFRD FRaOY 22 & bk’%c"*n«%’r’ Ir el § L&
FERBER o FPL ot IR A FET LR L d 4 A BT sz —(F £ 52003);
(Moinuddin et al., 2004; Lester et al., 2005) o ie & &3k 2 4mcnig * JERPF > € 2 2 B3+ b
BT R AL A H g T b K L o B R ATA e b T E e R 2
_nz:JF'rg»t PAERE EE kRS 3 /;L)gr}?afg 4 5 % LA 4r e (Nukaya et al.,

1995) o Flpt AES%AF AR PEAOER > BRI AEREIT S F A RSN
T B s A k4G o 24 BT o

L i

- iR

AREHHFT LT A EFHE LY AV EG. %*1/}6 ARfE o S A%
FoomiRE R Am i 0 AR RIREETC AR R P ERT F A FE 1009 o @FAR AL
Bio-Mix Potting substrate 002C » R #7 7 / F =8 A & Ffdde™ 15 B HF 9 85% 0 kR E
520%~ 2R R580%~pH . 55-60~EC &5 1.0mS/cm -
N R

WHRZHBREAFRREY LR R AR 0 R RS> 55 10000 7 610g KNO;
830g Ca(NO3), - 4H,0 ~500g MgSO, - 7H,0 ~ 120g NH,H,PO; ~20g EDTA-Fe ~2g H;BO; ~
2g MnSOy, - 4H,0 ~ 0.22g ZnSO, - 7TH,0 ~ 0.05g CuSO, - 5H,0 ~ 0.02g NaMoO, - 2H,0 - &
B Je T8 A B 1Y 7 * KoSOy 2 2 o R RY MERKES D 270 mg/l (T1)# 350 mg/l (T2)
FlB KIN WL 5 152 20 B A2 R BE - K/Ca 't b RERF L 1.7 idlle
%19-T2 5 25°T3 " 4 Ca(NOs), - 4H,0 2 = Vo B AT E R KB 5 350 mg/lki’
205mg/l> Flpt T3 pdZ K/Ca vt B w = 17 B~ 2R HRBRE - ALBH LI 267



P E 23 P ERT o AAERG TR E A EEF A A
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-~ ERRP AR CATEREY AL T 2B

ARG hPRIL Hy AR BRI CFE Eaff o HERERRF T EEILRG P
BB 2 2T % o FF N RAEIS B 28 A PF > T2 AL BB 2 th% 2408cm > 2 5 T3 & Tl
AT 2321 82 2305cm 0 B M A HBE211.6cm; TS H 30 X5 23 BEED
T B A2 X (v T2 AT F BB 2 thB 259.5cm 0 T3 AR HER B L A (R 1) B
oo % 30XLER DI FA2APFET2AIZZ E/EL 112mm P AR NH B g2 > H =
S T1 2 T3 AS2:0109 2 105 mm » R EH99mm 55 M(E Do Eaf>a » 5 28
U T2 ASE2 E g A 10426 cm” 5 5+ 0 H =t 5 T1 82 T3 AJ2519168.1 £2 9007.4 cm” »
PR 8433.8cm B 5 % 42 X 0TI & T2 AJT $ d S 2 Ea #0485 20778 £ 20153
cm’ o HBE 16693 cm’ L h i R T3 AT T AP ELE(R D).

KELEEr @ F 3G > THEH 20X > T T2 AJ2F B2 kAT R F > 2wl
21.23 22 21.06 pumol m? s ; % 30 = T2 EJa®2 % & (F% i & 2334 umol m™>s” 5 5B » ¥
P 19.19 pmol m™? s Bt o FALER G K LT R F G AR 0 TR F 20 %
T1# T2 AJL 4 B 2 F 3442 0752 0.73 mol m” s 1 A7 B+ T3 AJL & $f P8 4.1 0.59

21 2 AR EERHS AR T HRE CEEZERHFLEBL
Table 1. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition on plant

height, stem diameter and leaf area of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’.

TS F 14 % Tt ¥ 28 % Tt w42 %

RILH] fkF O OEE Ee ®E OEE Eef ®E O OEE Ee
(cm) (mm) (cm’) (cm) (mm) (cm’) (cm) (mm) (cm’)

Tl 718 7.6 1520 2305 84 9168 2485 109 20778
™ 747 17 1671 2408 85 10426 2595 112 20153
T3 74.0 7.8 1554 232.1 8.1 9007 238.8 10.5 17560
Control 753 7.8 1509 211.6 8.1 8433 2377 9.9 16693
LSDgos 7.1 0.4 281. 10.2 04 1275 8.5 09 2416
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#0.60molm?s'; 30 % T ;@@ ‘“%EO%mMm%J%&$ s T1~ T3 g2 2 4
PRaEampap LR AFITESFS TAE (S % 20 % 02 T1 AJ2 5.65 mmol m?s! 5.8 >
W w 5.02mmol m?s! L& % 30X T2 A2 521 mmol m? s’ 3% > T3 AU & ¢ R
EEME A FRABFAR - F R F PRURA T & 0 TR 20 2 T2 g2 2743
vpm 5 # % 0 #2535 vpm 5B LG % 30 % T1 8 T2 AT R 7 £ 289.25
28758me’T3@@E§JIP€.@J’URP6%@@,%@%%—}%(% 2) e
BERORGERS G SR e T3 AJEA W 5 -2.67 #2-2.89 Mpa & ¥ 3+ T1 27 T2
¢-2.17 £2-2.16 Mpa » E ¥ -k A BT 2 E 7P ¢ kA R 2180 & T &2 T2 g2
B gk S ()
ARV AR CMERV ALV ESF AR

FYF 3R ATHEY 143 > T1-T2 T3 AR P A 6 5 5.86~5.90 - 5.69 &
5.6890 » $tPR e pr T3 mJmhg ¥ M3t T1 ¥ T2 AJT ; 4616 % 42 % » $PR ey T3 2 §
PEGERHEFANTIE T2AI s Y X T2 AT 545956 % c ERBIE S G

e 2. RpP ARG CAERHEHS N LS REFEYESF S FIVER S BT EFIRE
ZFCRUERZBE

Table 2. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition on

photosynthesis, Stomatal conductance of CO,, Transpiration rate and the concentration

of CO, in Stomatal of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’.

JadL k£ @ FAVER EiES  F R CRURR
treatment (umol m-2s-1)  (molm-2s-1) (mmol m-2 s-1) (vpm)
TS ¥ 20 %
T1 21.23 0.75 5.65 271.9
T2 21.06 0.73 5.56 274.3
T3 17.66 0.59 5.35 264.6
Control 17.93 0.60 5.02 253.5
LSDy s 1.78 0.12 0.58 8.02
Tt w30 %
T1 20.23 0.56 4.95 289.2
T2 23.34 0.76 5.21 287.5
T3 20.74 0.56 4.73 279.5
Control 19.19 0.53 4.84 278.7

LSDy 05 249 0.11 0.34 7.05
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Fig. 1. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition on water

potential in leaves of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’.

THIEF 42 % 0 1 T2 EJT 0439 5 BB 0 T1 £ T3 EJ2 0.37 22 0.36% =k 2 » $Fp8 e i
032% % i «c FP a2 F 3G » TS H 28X > U T2 AJL 5.12% 5 58 » 2= 5 Tl e
@ 44896 % ¥HPe w4219 0 T3 AT 3.96% 5 ; T fs % 42 X > T2 #4757 £ 3.06%
W5 EF o HAE Tl AGR B HEe > AW i 290 22 2.69% > T3 A2 2.599% 5 i< o & i
“ﬂ“ﬁﬂa’uaé“n%*» FAEFRH A ARR > T REFLE S A T3 2
HAictgRER: 4T ER 442/’T2/@“"’t’§+ﬁ€,,1381 2 4.119% = 2. > T1 a2 &
3.40% B Mo B F F 4% 3 {z‘i"vﬁa P FFEEH 14X B EF I AL 11 T3 EJ2 5 K
YA S 28 A PF 0 £ RIRAE B A W 4 D 042040 5 039 £ 0459 0 $HPE w10 F A
B EIE o T3 A2 K (% 3) -
EFE R o TIAIL L BB 0 R FIEE 437% 0 T2 AL R e Ay
5410 3.72%= 2 0 @ T3 AJE Y 3.53%B 45 424 ? B v 2 T1 AJZ 4.56% 5 % - 4
BE334%5 M S F I E o HERTPHIAD 4 BT AEFLE 4 %F
GRS G o Ym0 T2 EIT 5.51%5 BB 0 T1 EJR 5.38%= 2 » ¥ P8 2 T3
W5 A474%5 0% T B T2 g2 B 0 H Tl 2 BF AR > T3 2 R b
MO ERT R 0 T AR 591%E5 %  BEEB T2 T3 AR B HBE . b5 F4HEE
S oo T B T3 a2 0.62%3 % 0 B AT ad2 2 ¥R 2 0.57% 0 T2 edT i 0.46%
it o %EM; B0 o ffam B R e 027%5 8 0 T1 ¥ T2 AJ2 0.24%=% 2. > T3 fe
72 0.23%% " 5 FRc P B ESE e B E MY SR e 0 P T3 EJREE F MY T1 2 T2 AJ2 ;
e R D HRE031%5F  HEF ALY A AN e T AT LR (X 4)-
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3. 2R AR CEERHS AT EFAEAEZIELRE
Table 3. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition on macro

element concentration in leaves of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’.

e w N P K Ca Mg
(%)
TEish 14 =%
T1 5.86 0.93 5.28 2.31 0.35
T2 5.90 0.93 522 2.19 0.33
T3 5.69 0.91 4.89 2.37 0.32
Control 5.68 0.91 5.11 2.30 0.37
LSDy s 0.12 0.07 0.48 0.31 0.04
TEfS % 28 %
T1 6.27 0.56 4.48 2.95 0.42
T2 6.35 0.53 5.12 2.88 0.40
T3 5.85 0.56 3.96 3.39 0.39
Control 5.77 0.51 4.21 2.85 0.45
LSDy s 0.60 0.17 0.36 0.51 0.04
TESH 42 %
T1 5.25 0.37 2.90 3.40 0.55
T2 5.45 0.43 3.06 3.81 0.58
T3 4.75 0.36 2.59 4.42 0.56
Control 4.75 0.32 2.69 4.11 0.63
LSDg s 0.51 0.08 0.26 0.98 0.08

I

59822 C3 0 0 4802 ﬂmng’11~T2ﬁTB§gm
FAR A HBENE MO RILE . B T2ﬁgﬂ393°an
BT & T3 mJd2 o *s:fﬁ?m%“TlﬁTM%w Ja L frfﬂ%ﬂﬁ“ Byid -
BEFORAFEER S G OTI 2 T2 ASZRE A T3 AJZEHBRES TP KA 5 B
EEFVREAE S G FEw P REEFELR > T2 &2 6.5 % M T1 &2 7.0 X &2 %
w77 % 0@ T3 AIE 82 % ek 5 P B v T2 AJd® 6.2 % & 0 T1 AJZ 6.7 %
?%%ETO%péVBéﬁﬁﬂw%@754@5%

\"ﬁezw@\gkaﬁ“ﬂ%aéih%?
Al 13 m
- I

E
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4 RARPIARECHMERHTP AR EFF AT F I ELRE
Table 4. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition on macro

element concentration of cucumber ‘Hsia D1’ fruits.

T w N P K Ca Mg
(%)
ELE VI
T1 4.37 0.55 5.38 0.57 0.24
T2 4.10 0.56 5.51 0.46 0.24
T3 3.53 0.56 4.74 0.62 0.23
Control 3.72 0.58 4.74 0.57 0.27
LSDy 05 0.68 0.19 0.71 0.12 0.02
¢ g
T1 4.56 0.44 4.49 0.52 0.25
T2 4.02 0.47 5.50 0.53 0.24
T3 3.75 0.41 3.85 0.69 0.22
Control 3.34 0.45 3.99 0.53 0.27
LSDy 05 0.67 0.13 0.45 0.17 0.02
* Hp
T1 4.24 0.48 5.91 0.67 0.26
T2 4.02 0.48 5.11 0.72 0.25
T3 3.98 0.41 4.58 0.71 0.24
Control 4.12 0.46 4.78 0.88 0.31
LSDy 05 0.76 0.28 0.72 0.23 0.03

VIH YR E AL GRS 3536 THAcZ R o ¢ W5 RS E 4546 T4RJc2 R o AP LRI

%5556 2 el % F

BEFAOKC S G 0 w0 T2 AIE 3.22%E % 0 B A B TR 2 3.04% ;5 Rz
P T2 T3 2P BB Tl e 2 HR e R AP A B O T EP LR - 257
RERHEMETG > AR FARY P HERYP L EHFLR(L6)

BEHBREFHE G 0 U T2 A28 5 > FHRA 1183 % » # = 5 T1 AJSZ 11.38 % »
A T3 AJ2 10.00 % 2 3p ke 10.16 %(F 7)o * #F N L 5 FF kot B AEH 2
e [ FRbe AP )] HRE A3F B A2 Y BEE A E 2
BATEEF o P kY ABATRERFIEENLII S 2P AETLE B

[

B
7
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25 RRPARSCEEAHY AT FFRLZCTREANS kS FRE ST
Hofox foo B

Table 5. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition on

Ascorbic acid, soluble solids, water potential and Maturity (day to harvest) of

cucumber ‘Hsia Di’ fruits.

e A3 C FREEY kA ER EREEE SIS S
(mg/100g Fw.) 4 (°Brix) (MPa) Y 3y * 1
T1* 12.40 3.82 -0.702 7.0 6.7 7.5
T2 12.72 3.93 -0.645 6.5 6.2 7.2
T3 13.04 3.83 -0.823 8.2 7.5 8.0
Control 10.20 3.59 -0.87 7.7 7.0 7.7
LSDg s 1.85 0.10 0.091 0.9 1.1 0.9

6. R ARG CHERFEF N SR EFTRLCEF PR
Table 6. Effect of difference ratio of potassium and calcium nutrition in soilless culture on

carbohydrate content of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’ fruits.

B # (%) ¥ % (%)

S 2 5| , ,
w gy Y vy * 2 ELR-l v 3y * Hp
T1” 3.17 4.25 3.62 13.64 27.45 10.69
T2 3.22 4.97 3.47 14.78 28.02 11.59
T3 3.19 5.01 3.49 14.84 28.96 11.58
Control 3.04 4.04 3.45 13.55 26.46 11.25
LSDy 05 0.17 0.59 0.33 2.80 3.32 1.29

59 CTIET2ASET A S53 % HER T3 AL 411 SR E 427 % 5 2%y
Bk ARSI T RN FLL o PRk A4 BASIRF HF AR KT P KE
JFEERTOT2AIL 088 % 5 5B Tl ASL 9.72 4R 2 9.05 % = 2 T3 AJL ¥ 8.83
FLEM(E 7)) ERETAE S BT & T2 AU A B4 5] 5 134634 &2 144252
g /plant > B8 ¥ B T3 2 1043.59 g /plant 22 $+fe = 1117.95 g /plant o 5 % ¥ > 4 8 g
HHREFATRAAHEFALE S Ba%s? > 10Tl A 661.19 g /plant 2 T2 AJ2 633.71 g
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/plant % £ & » ¥ P 2 478.53 g /plant B =t » T3 fid® & 429.54 g /plant £ 4 5 2% % ¢ > Tl
T2 AP REF T3 AREHRYE  Y5%Y 4RBANTENELE(X8)-

LT R ARE EERHE AL EREFEE LY
Table 7. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition fruit

number of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’ fruits.

LR BASEK THEREK Hakik BriREk xRk sk

TL” 11.38 9.72 3.11 5.32 1.22 1.77
T2 11.83 9.88 3.16 5.33 1.33 1.50
T3 10.00 8.83 3.05 4.11 1.55 1.94
Control 10.16 9.05 3.11 4.27 1.05 1.50
LSDy s 1.54 1.00 0.81 0.87 0.52 0.53

28 AR AR CEEARE AL HREFARZ S
Table 8. Effect of difference ratio of potassium to calcium in soilless cultural nutrition yield per

plant of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’ fruits.

J J2 B BAE BT PN [N 7 % FAC
(g /plant)
T1? 1346.34 1217.1 391.42 661.19 164.76 192.70
T2 1442.52 1178.1 377.74 633.71 164.10 196.14
T3 1043.59 923.1 334.06 429.54 113.94 165.57
Control 1117.95 1000.4 318.86 478.53 124.90 186.37
LSDy s 134.16 178.4 124.35 203.82 25.28 32.74
G

rEREEHEE R ERY 235 mg/l 2 3] 270 2 350 mg/l e T1 ¥ T2 BJ2 > Z_iE {8

42 %%irﬁ CEEEEe A TEERF O EHRES (£ 1) 1395 Scherer £ (1987)F 1 0 MEF
GBS EEZFREEEI A RE S RENE e EER ”‘“”xs‘.—?
GERArm A o ERA TR A PR T T A AT ERRY ek RARRITE SR A
FROZEFVURSESEFT R EI R FR G JIREAF R fﬁmi’trﬁgﬂ(i

5
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%> 2003) Marti %(2002)i¢ * 2 R4 ERER Y E > pEFRF LW ERLE > T LR
4B TEE S G R DE T o Mengel(1982)3n 5 0 4735 E 4 (0 dF % 8 R enbd 4
Fld o LR 4P @ lmre R A S R A mie L s BB > ik 4 £ L - Moinuddin
F004)F g rF WA F) S P HRE S ES 0 # Mv\@ fmRz o i@ B 1 ERD
ROAE o L PRI KA G (X B > A A9AET T D0 ek A RS ST
Prid g & BRI E mve Fg“};%‘cfﬁ;,ik& cmrr W R AR ERFoRCDREASF NS
o RS HRAEEEMRGELE 2006) 43T KB wrE %‘r“ A f4 iR fiF (Nitrate reductase)
dE s KA AL F e @ R 0 Fpt § # % 2 (N use efficiency) § F 5 495
Wb 4o @ (S % 02005 Martietal, 2002) - A% c fEHY R A F AT ERE Y
2§ FET2RIZE N ERFAL  ARFEERDTIE T2 5527 - § 2P H
%3 T3 R R (£ 3) & b b2 AR o FIP o B b 2 WK A RS
MR S BEF Rl o ik A R e

Cakmak 3 (2005) tdm 433 o Sk & (8% chp| 2 ¢ F IR > k& 1% 1§ F F] 5 49k R ik
RIPRAR > Foimdxs > LLirn %ﬁf?‘ff*ﬁiﬁr? o AFHRA DL FF o4 WD

e » A plE ks lF’*“’K%F—r IIEZ&’J/] 4v 350 mg/l 49 2. T2 2 > £ ien ‘%F"K
B H W EST Tl AR T 4 :3220%5%;@—?%%?TM@“—’EHF‘@;(%2)°ﬁ"“ﬁ(2006)%\'
G kB EH R RRL ML MM PSR A rr S AE RN S F R

e BB ArPRATie S chandics F 3L F!'J{%’»mﬂ”'%ﬁm‘ Lped 2~ ’ff?aL%)iﬁﬂi“a'
SF UG AR ML Flam LGB R LR F o AFERKY L BRI LT g o g
FCEROTAPME e FICERTEEGY R AT ERRF IR L Ak > A H
At 350 mg/l (T2 AL § 2§ P AT i (3 2) - 7 L497 5163 éfgiﬁ%gsbmzf
3

i@ #e o ﬁ”%«r“m%}i (peoples etal., 1979) - ¥ ¢t > Terry % (1973)#7 1 % 7 >
E‘fﬂ‘b’}@i@i‘ifﬁ#”m*k e i oo R 2 *’F ’LF“#m’* AR RS § R @
ik L pE E O IESM e - F PRIEENER EX o (s E Rk & % T % (Peoples

etal., 1979 ; Cakmak et al., 2005) o zkpé%z»‘m*éfr ‘M- F CRER PR AMERR
3 270(T1)22 350 mg/l (T2)eh a2 @ » § 34 B [ e a? PR BEEF T A2 R e
B(F 5)° PRE(2006)4 F > 7 N L AHC3 fad 0 2 F ¢ M F M RRR AR
PREFHRfrAE AR TF]F > 7 LRGEFILHE TR F LR NE TGRSR AT
oo F o ARRiiE FIVHER o ez §F MR > RS 1?’*#&4 °
EPokBeip$t g k5 5 pfEtok s R anit g Mdp ik e TR i chTk B AR
koo dmRe ek A BERGAR (B o 0 1989 5 F1E 0 2000) o £8 % (1999)% 7 0 F B 349 5
EAFRRAFE B R Dip i ok EHe c FlIA AT URE VAT KT RS
4-89%6 > T i AR FTE S ok A B o FIURE T U RS THRERE S KA G
seerf|* o (4 & > 2002 ; Dariusz et al., 1982 ; Sangakkara et al., 2000) - Mengel % (1987)
FrlEs o ERLFBESEIELIAY o AR%RY A AFZZENTL 2 T2
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F LR F *@*“B@Kﬁﬁ@ﬂ'* B FE SRR S I gL T & T2
2 B E ok ,ga%*n&rsgmfﬁpg o B TEDAFTHAR(R D Fprap TIA S
PR RS BEROEL FZ 0 L ABEF I RFee B Pl 4245 (Taize and Zeiger,
2002) o i H(1987)dp - EF KA BFREHFEE Y FIER A PP LER .

FPABEILSFIARDT > o 3 FER S 40~6.09% (Mills and Jones,
1996) » @ £z Tl 22 T2 BJE &% ZE P FORR A E 627 40 6.35 ¢ Az4xiE
BigoTl 82 T2 @ e fEHRF 2 E a0 7 i T A_F| LA rE R {85 (€ F T enid * ok
FH A o TP OREEAY W § F asg(T & > 2007 ; Marti et al., 2002 ; Moinuddin et
al.,2004 ) o Xu. % (2002)F% 5 % > 3 4e 499k R 2 150 3 ¥ A iE e E & AR oo

P TR Bl RS TR L AR A B W A et A HF ok o E iy

(Guoetal.,2004) - f*3Es%® > 4P HAET § e 1% > R E A HPAEERERE
PRLEz BEVOERFAEFLL > NG AF 2 AP T2 22 FFEFF O
Be(£3) SFImZE 0 AERBERBYPT IR FHFRCAL (R D& AEF
IEFSRYFLEFP B EER S 025~125/(Mllls and Jones, 1996) » #1321 %
42 xpE EV YRR ATRA BN o Ft o AU RRBRBEE I EFTFNLE  EF R
(2003)F7 1 ¥ » FEBET O BB ERLVERTL I ERE ]G %%ﬁ}&'}’ﬁ,m&‘k » ¥
B T’F;#’:;fézﬁg% RN & R A -8 s W Edls g’ﬁ xR ood & 3&:})‘;? VN ﬁﬂ;ﬁ&wﬂuﬂz

FRFLA L > M4THR N D 205 mg/l 2 T3 RJZ o 40 F EP R n‘v Focie s 49 en T2
1?5@/« R L_ﬁﬂ;"ﬂ%p'gifu‘ﬂ o Hammett % (1984) 7% 3¢ JLag 12 55 % » § 499935 % B 4o pF > 7
WEPPAENZTEETE o (20074 1 0 49 4ATS BHRET A3t b ARD HIRIEY
SABRE L =S L_B?abﬁ FIPT AT R T o F AR EDITIR T 0 F AT EE S IR O~ fwfe §OpE S PIIRER T 4T
B+ s T D ATAEG X § AT G T Tl o d U BW o HERHHF -
W TI AL et A EY 2R H R T2 - i &% B4~ F i r wéﬁwv;»]&:;‘ﬁ‘i"»‘ )
R 2 TRk 2 L &% 22 6 87 4o T2 L kH R - Mills % (1996) 4 7 » 3% A 1=
AT S B 149607 ) 0B Tzr@wmﬁwﬂ%wmww 5 e AR
T2 R 2 thd A F MG > T2 FRERDPFAZ E T A MR EE -
ZCARYPIARS CEERHYASFATESTLEE

Lester % (2005)4p ) » % Fenp FH o ¢ L2V BB KB EZ 2L FCEZE M
BEEFET A RE%RY > FFRAFCUTI A E I EERF 0TI E T2 A2k 2
MR R F MO H b = FaIE(F 5o B 5 Altunlu F A (1999) hef AP AT
FAP DL F e R R F AR Y L F C G RH A0 F(2005)F F T dp 0 K 4w
WAL ER ML C R T B AR NER T AR R N T e S S
iga aemd & Cag (34 % > 2006) « Lin % (2004) 4 1§ £ ek REF R § 07
NBZEATVREHGFERL FCo AE% Y » FRHFNEE > ERES T 350 mg/l
T2 EJZ » VAMHAGFERY 2 C 2 EHF >n TLE T3 /mt2t2 » #Hk ek (&

e
At



74-

5) o Altunlu % (1999) fes* S35 P F IR § 49k R d 100 mg/l 3 4c 3] 300 mg/l PF > % 7
LAY e S PR A w1 & R 2 ) é;?.&i’ﬁw\ﬁﬁ*m#pj T 3 P AERT
BEAVFOFF > FF RAM S R F Y DTV IBREEANL RS F AR 4R RH
P oo AR TR M T4 B F 0d 4o (Anac et al., 1981 5 Colakoglu et al., 1989) -

PERAYDIp D BN £ S B ROM G Rk E S AL P
F o vV R & RS TR E RS SR L la\ﬁ«%’:(Momuddm etal., 2004) -
AFEEHY O SRR ZEEFMERCR DA BRI DS Y B T2 2k 7R
THEFOFHBE QP ERETERRAE LA A2V R BN R G ER
MEBLBAA(L06)

RN SRS A FEAFRTY DS T LS ERGERAE b - 5 )
WERFHET A AR F IR dode i AEE R & (FY 2 PR fode Feng & @i
fr@@] vheig kA A ik e B @ﬁ;‘]ﬁf- o F|pt 4wy MAEE R oM ATEHEEEGF B
T o TR AR KA A B (35 %,2006) 0 AT 301 24 o %@f‘iﬁa‘
B, AHBRESE 5 > T2 T2 edZH RIS 5F 7R S8ks APk o &
SF e EIPCH)REFTLAHIE B o B T2 T2 2 % e ® @ 8
RS iIF 125y N o s? TEAFREFAR(R 7 ERpEE
Boo- AN TIE T2 2B AEEE AV E%AEY F IR FHRAER > 2% FA0
B AR (SR F LA R F 0 B TI T2 ASLRE R T LA s
B s H 8 AJE S (4 8) o Al-Jaloud % (2006)F7 7 ¢ BRI AREAp b it % o WEF
W A ER AR o ARk d A E S ¢ FH 4 (Hammett et al., 1984) o
Papadopoulos % (1993)+ # 7> § &= R ¥ st pps Faveand P A E € B F oo
VR Rdc ¢ o Altunlu £ (1999)7 & 0 A AR GEF AR Y 0005 £ 4
foRAE S F AR S ’;&Iﬁﬁ e d o ¥ A% R RSB UFR - F A
R AERFES R FARA TR P H AR AR b o TR AU B A E Y
v A F GRS ts_fimn?mﬁﬂ%‘h Bk A BT > i ie SRR e > e re 22 s 1
F% <k~ 7% (Moinuddinetal.,,2004)c ¥ - 2 5 § &3 49 J2en % F ¢ 7 B 5 4o o
REE S Gy FEPTR? I oFRET Db LEET X205 '"ﬂﬁ“JoAFFl A
ECE: RUIRIE - I ﬁé‘ﬁ’i“’ﬁ‘ﬂi‘ﬁﬁ(#ﬁ‘frif 1 2000) o FiEEF P B FooPE R AR LR
AERE N 0 HE R EA LB e A% o R e Y B T2 A R e
* fep®(# 5) o Lester & (2005)~ ’?m#p NS > M2 FAERPEAHA S FELT 2
CRETA o g% AR RRE OER O ST e e b L300 A eh K (loading)
Wixig 2 9§ (unloading) 37 X 47 #1733 437 (Cakmak et al., 2005) = F]p+ & 5 & F &2 48 4~ 48 p
it Af i@ fos $2 FF Flagor FuRGEiE 2006) L E4 7T REFLE :?-rﬁ =
TARAE R S RAFRTLR PR L TR R RS A M A P oW T AP R T
(Cakmak et al., 2005) -



-75-

] 5&

TR S EEEN A 31 F 02007 W Efow ] §F Ffodaa gl
ot 2 F4R - 18(1):69-74 -

PRI @ ~ JRFF ~ AREE 3 E S ki 28 P RE 220060 F RIERMG ¥ A
Bk ETER DR o &R EE - 34(3):421-423 -

FAR 02007 o fEdrdm ~ 4T S 42 F F R TFT T RE o AREFL T L 0 25(1):39-43 -

A BRI RB H TR VT AE 2005 F A AR B AR P KRR E A
ARfr&m el o P BB FWE4F 0 21(7):262-265 ©

FREHEL 1989 kR FFFEADNF LR BV 2 o R Rty €
Ly B T B ¥ LR € o pp.67-77 ©

ARG~ E I 020000 3 3P 40T S TR S Tar o R e AL B ¥ 0 48(1+2):36-41 -

T iTHE S AT o 1989 o fE b F R F o W2 Hei¥4s o 380pp. -

BAF I 2L BRI 2P E 02002 TR BBk A RITORE o R HE R o
19(1):64-66 -

TR PEY S E 1 F 020030 4 F vk AR A RERN Y FFEZ AL
Yoz B8R o B ARE 4R 0 52(2):61-67 o

B~ 1‘555 SRR NSRBI T L4Ro20000 47 F RS R AR E AR &P M GBS
THEE o R LRELT - 12:26-129 -

B Rl The 02007 F A L HAML EfrR EAROBP - f
FE © 35(2):65-66 °

BB EAR F AR 1999 ME T A A fE R PR R hiT o F WA E S FH .
4(1):21-25

Flochs ~ 295348 - 2 1 22000 F AHF T RAMGORE T2 LESFH

3F o 22(4):356-364 -

B 22001 o e AEERR o SRR EL WS 358 - 4-10pp. o

Al-Jaloud, A. A. and M. S. Baig. 2006. The effect of fertigating different levels of nitrogen,
phosphorus and potassium on greenhouse cucumber yield. Acta. Hort. 710:359-363.

Altunlu, H., A. Gul, and A. Tunc. 1999. Effect of nitrogen and potassium nutrition on plant
growth, yield and fruit quality of cucumbers grown in perlite. Acta Hort. 486:377-381.

Anac, D. 1981. Azot ve potasyumun domates bitkisinin mineral madde kapsami ve bazi kalite
ozellikleri uzerine etkileri. PhD. Thesis. Ege Univ. Dept. of Plant Nutrition, [zmir.

Cakmak, 1. 2005. The role of potassium in alleviating detrimental effects of abiotic stressesin
plant. J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci. 168:521-530.

Colakoglu, H. 1989 Farkli dozlarda potasyum uygulamasinin hiyar bitkisinin sagligina etkileri.



-76-

ULuslararasi gubre semineri. Ankara. 234-238 pp.

Dariusz, K. R. and F. Miklos. 1982. Phsiologieaf and nutritive effect of K-pretreatment and KCl
sprays om water-stressed and unstressed apple seedlings. J. Amer. Soc. Hort. Sci.
107(4):669-673.

Guo, X. S., S. Y. Ye, and W. J. Wang. 2004. Effect of different Ksources and rates on the yield
and quality of cucumber. Plant Nutr. Ferti. Sci.10(3):292-297.

Hammett, L. K., C. H. Miller, W. H. Swallow, and C. Harden. 1984. Influence of N source, N
rate, and K rate on the yield and mineral concentration of sweet potato. J. Amer. Soc. Hort.
Sci. 109:294-298.

Lester. G. E., J. L. Jifon, and G. Rogers. 2005. Supplemental foliar potassium applications
during muskmelon fruit development can improve fruit quality, ascorbic acid, and
bata-carotene contents. J. Amer. Soc. Sci. 130:649-653.

Lester, G. E. 2005.Whole plant applied potasium : effect on Cantaloupe fruit sugar content and
related human wellness compounds. Acta Hort. 682:487-492.

Lin, D., D. Huang, and S. Wang. 2004. Effects of potassium levels on fruit quality of
muskmelon in soilless medium culture. Sci. Hort. 102:53-60.

Marti, H. R. and H. A. Mills. 2002. Nitrogen and potassium nutrition affect yield, dry weight
partitioning, and nutrient-use efficiency of sweet potato. Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal.
33:287-301.

Mengel, K. and E. A. Kirkby. 1987. Principles of Plant Nutrition. 4eds. Bern: International
Potash Institute. 685pp.

Mills, H. A. and J. B. Jones. 1996. Plant analysis handbook II :a practical sampling, preparation,
analysis, and interpretation guide. Micro-Macro Publishing, Inc. Georgia. 181 pp.

Moinuddin, K. S., S. K. Bansal, and N. S. Pasricha. 2004. Influence of graded levels of
potassium fertilizer on growth, yield, and economic parameters of potato. J. Plant Nutr.
27:239-259.

Nukaya, A., K. Goto, H. Jang, A. Kano, and K.Ohkawa. 1995. Effect of K/Ca ratio in the
nutrient solution on incidence of blossom-end rot and gold specks of tomato fruit grown in
rockwool. Acta Hort. 396:123-130.

Papadopoulos, A. P. and S. Khosla. 1993. Limitations of the K:N ration in the nutrient feed of
drip-irrigated greenhouse tomatoes as a crop-management tool. Can. J. Plant Sci.
73:289-296.

Peoples, T. R. and D. W. Koch. 1979. Role of potassium in carbon dioxide assimilation in
Medicago sativa L.. Plant Physiol. 63:878-881.

Sangakkara, U. R., M. Frehner, and J. Nosberger. 2000. Effect of soil moisture and potassium



-77-

fertilizer on shoot water potential, photosynthesis and partitioning of carbon in mungbean
and cowpea. J. Agron. Crop Sci. 185(3):201-207.

Scherer, H. W. and C. T. Mackown. 1987. Dry matter accumulation, N uptake, and chemical
composition of tobacco grown with different N sources at two levels of K. J. Plant Nutr.
10:1-14.

Taize, L. and E. Zeiger. 2002. Plant Physiology. The Benjamin/Cummings Publishing Company,
Inc. 302-307 pp..

Terry, N. and A. Ulrich. 1973. Effects of potassium deficiency on the photosynthesis and
respiration of leaves of sugar beet. Plant Physiol. 51:783-786.

Xu, G, S. Wolf, and U. Kafkafi. 2002. Ammonium on potassium interaction in sweet pepper. J.
Plant Nutr. 25:719-734.



-78-

Effect of Potassium to Calcium Ratio on Plant Growth and Fruit
Quality of Cucumber‘Hsia Di’ in Soilless Culture.
(Cucumis sativus L.).

Jeng- Hong Tsai”  Wen- Shann Lee”
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Summary

Experiments were conducted to evaluate the effects of difference ratio of potassium to
calcium on plant growth, fruit yield and quality of cucumber ‘Hsia Di’ grown in soilless
medium. Results indicated that supplement of potassium at 270 and 350 mg/l in Shan-Chi
solution had significant effects on increasing nitrogen and potassium contents in cucumber.
Chlorophyll content, photosynthesis rates, stomatal conductance and water potential were
enhanced as the potassium concentration in solution increased. As a result of physiology
behavior of plant account for plant height, leaf area, dry weight and fresh weight were also
increased. The photosynthesis rates, water potential and dry matter increased significantly on
plants grown in higher potassium concentration. In the mean time, the Vit C. and total soluble
solids contents had the similar tendency. It is worthy of further study for the commercial

production of vegetables of high yield and quality.
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