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Effects of Root Zone Temperature on Growth of Muskmelon Seedlings

ZHAO Pengg CHANG Tao, ZHANG Yuxin
(Vegetable Science Instituta Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences Lanzhou, Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract; Experiments of different root zone temperature treatments were carried out at seedling stage of muskmelon in

solar greenhouse. Comparison of low temperature treatment with optimal temperature treatment indicated that leaf quan-

tity, plant height, leaf area, dry weight of shoot dry weight of root and root activity, water content, water use efficiency

of muskmelon seedlings decreased; while root *shoot ratio of muskmelon seedlings increased.
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