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Nutrition utilization rate of muskmelon in organic substrate culture under solar greenhouse. GAO Jun-Jie , YU Xian-
Chang1 JIAO Zi-Gao' , WANG Chong- Qiz ,DONG Yu Mei (1. College of Horticulture, Shandong Agricultural Universi-
ty,Tai’an 271018,China; 2.Institute of Vegetables, Shangdong Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Jinan 250100, Chi-
na), CJEA,2007,15(5),84~86

Abstract Muskmelon, soillessly cultured with organic substrate was used to study fertilization effect on yield, nutrient absorption
and distribution, and utilization rates of N,P and K. Results indicate an obvious increase in yield and nutrient utilization rate of
muskmelon. But nutrient utilization rate decreases once fertilization ratio approaches excessive levels. Muskmelon yield is highest
in the second treatment where the amount of applied fertilizer is calculated by using the following equation: Fertilizer amount =
(fertilizer for desired output— organic substrate nutrient content)/nutrient uptake ratio.
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