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Table 1. Growth characteristics of the hydroponically grown cucumber plants at 40
days after transplanting as affected by training methods.

Training Stem Leaf length  Leaf width  Fruit length Fruit
method  diameter(mm) (cm) (cm) (cm) diameter{(mm)
T1 7.63a” 43.2a 27.5b 309.4a 374.7a
T2 7.10b 28.8b 195¢ 306.1a 363.9a
T3 7.13b 30.3b 17.5¢c 258.8b 333.3b
T4 7.23b 46.2a 3M4.7a 251.9b 341.9b
T5 7.50a 47 8a 32.5a 292.9a 371.0a
Training Fruit Tuit Avg. fruit Avg. fruit Avg. fruit
method  weight(g/pl) number(ea/pl) Welght(g/ea) diameter(mm)  length(cm)
T1 1954.0b 13.0a 150.3b 28.8b 238
T2 2134.7a 12.7a 168.5a 28.7b 24.2
T3 1844.7bc 10.5b 175.7a 31.7a 24.6
T4 1777.5¢ 10.7b 166.6a 32.1a 236
T5 1985.8b 12.0ab 165.5a 30.9a 24.4

T1= Pinched at 23rd leaf and induced lateral shoots at 2lst and 22nd leaf and trained like an
umbrella, T2= Pinched at 23rd leaf and induced lateral shoots at every leaf and pinched after two
fruit setted on lateral shoots, T3= Pinched at 23rd leaf and induced lateral shoots at every leaf
and pinched after one fruit set on a lateral shoot, T4=Non-pinched and induced lateral shoots at
every leaf and pinched after one fruit set on every lateral shoots, T5=Non-pinched and removed
all lateral shoots.

Mean separation within each columns by Duncan’s multiple range test at 5% level.
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