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Abstract

Watermelon fruits were enclosed within 20 cm cube boxes to mechanically restrict the enlargement and changes in sugar
concentration and cell size were investigated. Covering with a cube box from 15 to 45 days after pollination significantly
restricted fruit enlargement of the watermelon. This mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement resulted in decreased sucrose
accumulation at the central portion of the fruits, in contrast to increased accumulation of this element at the outer portion. Cell
size in the fruits also varied according to the mechanical restriction. At the central portion of the fruits, a larger number of small
cells derived from vascular bundles was detected in the restricted fruits. Conversely, meristematic cells in the outer portion
increased in size due to the mechanical restriction.
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fresh hardness and cell size (B).
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Cross section for analysis of sugar
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Illustration of the method for mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement (A) and the sampling sites for analysis of sugar content,
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Level 3

Degree of mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement. Fruit shape was classified by visual inspection into the following four types;

not square (level 1), slightly square (level 2), moderately square (level 3), severely square (level 4).
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Effects of mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement on
fresh weight at the harvest time. A: control; B: 15-35 day
treatment; C: 15—40 day treatment; D: 15-45 day treatment.
Means with the same letter at the top of the column are not

significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan’s multiple
range test).
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Effect of mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement on fruit shape at harvest. Fruit shape was classified by visual inspection as
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Effects of mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement on sugar concentration at harvest. A: control; B: 15-35 day treatment; C: 15-40

day treatment; D: 1545 day treatment. Means with the same letter at the top of the column are not significantly different at the 5% level

(Duncan’s multiple range test).

W & INEEE B O, BER Tk RS S F ik
7% (Ofsu-Anim 5, 1998). £k « #AH (1993) 1%, UM
DA vy RETIEA 7 v— RGBT T NEET 5 i
WIS CHEF IR B R BREERRET L 0 & <, Tofkichs
RELR > & D FALEEY) D ACF B BIIC X > “Chm R A [ o §E
DEFTHEREHLTVS chboo Xy, AL
HRED R 7 0 — A IHEB R DO T Sink BE D =\ T
(FREEFD) HBERBPARE D, BRBUCHE S fEEROHEKIC
Lo THEBREL P OICBAT, JREMC KBS~ h
B O b DI B B X D ERL, oo EE
O TE < IR KB TR D L E 2 btk
AR TR TR IO & BN L 7856 o3AL I o
HaBEYHA LIS, 2270 —2AG5BIIREBRZIH L
12556 T h O IR R BRI & b ot L L,
RENDOA 7 v — 2 DOREAFUIIEKIDHNIC X > T &<
hHI ENFEDON, A7 v —AEREIMER ISHA XD
30 H IR FEIE K A 405 U 7o X AR KO fE R ©
K<, KERCcEb -z, Kawabata H (2002) 1%, b~ b
't ‘Brehen’s Solid Red” D J:5ZAE K % Bk i #H) U 7=

EEBRT, MHAE3I AAAS~F Y —ARA 7 0 -G8
NEINT 52 & RDd, ZORKNE L TREEANNDKDHN
ABOETFAREE L TWBZ EAHHL TS, Ei:, 2
Y CHREIRR OB 2 Hic Lo TAz n— A& &
MEFL, ZA2—2R7 07 F—AGENAENT S L
NHIBN TS (Kano, 2004). b D Eix, FEMMA
BRI 3 5 LR LT 5y, & o2 ikl
MR X > TR D 2 EHRE LTS, GRIDOAA S T
DR T, REER OB 72 IHIC X 2R 0%k
REOTAIC L b £ieh, POLITIEAZ n—2EEN
ETFL, EECEmnT 265K E ot

KEESB (2002) 1%, A4 » REOFEBRE 2 BRI
HL, A7 v—20fEE L RAMBOKRE X L ORIICEE
TeBIRD B B = L wiRD, Kano (2004) 1k # v v OFER
K% BRI 3 % & RN {feh 27 v —2
DEEIM Iz b5 I EaE LT\ 5. KEBICKWT
b, REMEA A BIRANCH 2 7o 1545 H K EALE X
N, FHifROKE S HFOLITCTIEL, BEFTAE K
D, MilaoREZ LA v—2DHERE L ORI BMR



[H=~HF. (Hort. Res. (Japan)) 6 (4):585-590. 2007.

589

15-45 day treatment

Central portion

: Y X
> > ),
j =l & 8. T 2w o

o . .

Control 15-45 day treatment
Outer portion
Fig. 6 Differences in cell shape and size of fruit with or without mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement. vb in figure indicates vascular
bundle.
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Fig. 7  Effects of mechanical restriction of fruit enlargement on cell size at harvest. A: control; B: 1545 day treatment. Means with the same

letter at the top of the column are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan’s multiple range test).
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