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Effect of Nutrient Solutions and Cultivars on the Growth of
Lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) in Hydroponic Culture

Tyt daza 3 Ly S L i e
WS o Kils SLEL Al w18 g gmeiils -
dehganipour@yahoo.com < I oy

IS oty Sl oy 5 5Ll =¥

Ol oRKils GLEL oy 8 iy Hlukils =¥

oA

Gl 03 5 Ty (glotps sl (IS glacuiS jo S Oy SuiS 5l ealiiul o) 50!

AV 5 Mg kS eS auia b iy dgeame 03,51 Sy s Bas ol 5 ealizal b 15
2 (e 55 50) 2l w5 (mhw 53753) o3, Sled 52 JI Galod cl 5o 2 Al
5 S Ml 7 b B s (WxY) fo)oSU # b S )3 d g 5 Shes 5 A, oyl
WS I w3y ONS Kl gladns SIS s NFT 5, 4 S 0pn cis s
BB b S ol (S S 055 55 o) SN A5 o1 0L G gl ) ol gl
S5 o3y Sl TN a3 B9 S Ol g 0B F1 Js ass Jasme JS 5 055 5 S e
Olyes (J8 Sis 055 555 208 o 1 pizman g Jlains 10 mhaw 3 b pae S
10 ki 33 G pan fU S 5 olda 69y 9 355 s s D an BB 8 S sluss y Jby NS
Sl ples 59) 2l dgbousy o5, Jlie OIS ronan g Slo e 1Y mhaw 55 IS 5 055
o M) Sl gl AN S ceolet dkoee faee 53 a8 Hlssme o 5,40

Dy A JE1 0B, 00 Sl el 5 s £

&‘.:\.9 J"l’u s:,glaﬁ L“&T s}ALg gr:’): 6-‘7}5 &:)LQJS


www.SID.ir

A YYAL Y ol (Jslds (g3,5LaS 5o g_):"‘h}j:’.‘d”-"

VRV

il s A5 sl St sy slaciS Sl esliad sdS sladle b s
oslinul zg o0 4 OIS = 5 Sl 51015 e B cpl Sl esliad b Ly el wsl
(Schroeder and Bero, . 2001)5 8 «ds S 5l 50 Jlas 5 cpioman 53 50

5 8 (S5 ar S Gl Sl el e SN s g5 535 Slids O pSU
4 S N e Sl (ol 5 58 el 458 plo) SLE 05y ES glagti 53 6,5
sosb « (Giacomelli and Yuan, 1995) w52 o s NFT 2o, L hbs &y s
NFT o by e St 05 seiS 515K 00 550 53 144V e L3 i 5538 53 S
S Olabl 5 ST RS 3 s Shas SOl wig b el a8 g e
.(Furlani and Papadopoulos, 1999) c .leis 15 ¢ 5alS cois

S 4 Ol e glaai s Sle Jwe eosle ix o NFT 5,
S glad g s Vsems OLLS Lol OLST (gl w5 5 B SIS e U35 al b
S Jsls o g Ll 5o 50 e 2l dy Ml 4 SIS Jgle 5 L0l e e0ls I3
JFls 4 oslgn 5 sl e ay; KUl s 5 el LSJJTC:"’.' s UK Gk 5l Ll
s Do a5 6,S el B3 gie Jsls EC 5 pH 558 o g Jsles sladl )
w5 g eam p N Ll 5 e O e SUSS nl s s e b Sl L
SASeil 1 Jolots Ol IS Ol pmean 5 S SU glin PHLOT w0l
28 4 Sl e G e s ol el e bl
(Gunse and Post, 1995)

(Martha ; Olimpo wlew ,3 (e S0 ) 5al8 o35 oler WYY Jle 5o Jle S

A8 sa Jglmas 5700 mile ) v r Massantini _ole Jols &sline S0 J gl a3 1,
Sogortd ST 53 Ly laysSb ) O Sl 5 Ad) 6350 (el g Hogland
O 5 A e pB)l o (ool DU &S ey amS pl 5 0l I3 bl 35 5e
el TV e tiale gl & bgise S lind oy a8 cazils 1 S sldes o i
Olsmn it 5 5,05 550 T pelae 53 (s ime M| 8 b Jai 51 oS e o5
O35 5 5l 56 5ol cilisen 651 e ool S 50 IS Jglos s b o S 5y el


www.SID.ir

AR WAL Y o leds o sl (g55lES 55 i ss aloes

JS 5 Gos i S s olIe dlome 500l sz s ) mhaw 53 (ool e M S
TVve pwtole Jgdoee 5 31 op i S g 10 Jaloes a0l IS aze Lol s 1,
Sladslowe 4 ol 1y Sl C.L:.. als Calises (SBJ‘ Sl s LS5 gy 1) Sl g meS
Ravel 5, a5 148V Jlujs (iS5 ~Seo i sS1 OVVY (Sl ) Lsls Ol ol
w00 bl aw sl 13 b3l 5,50 NFT s 1) o e 68 Laf i o 03 S A,
QJ‘JJ&J‘JL;ZMJ;U&Q)}}@b}d)}ﬂ@j‘(r\&:&\O' sl Vel s
Vor Sladys als op rln 5 L a8 O clle Ll Ll S 05 s
Ostenato o5,V Jl 3« )5 5 s (Economakis et al., 1997) s, ¢l ;-
Sl gme Gl 1A J s Chale QLSS 03 e s OLLS L sls i8S NFT s 1
Jﬂm%éb%;)&:\&d&ifﬁz\&s;;fﬁckwc&ié Qo «F O 3
.(Burrage and cils of S S5 S Ko ol 3 (gl gme M| l0s
S pssdkes oS s |, Fire red oo Yood dle s O 5 il Varley 1981)
Sladsle 5 7070 5 ) il pux slaplesd aSTUB S amn 5 Wby Gl e s )
Solssme 50 S sl 5 S i WSy Sat 05 ady, S 035 g p il

(Chanseetis et al, 2001) c.zlx

b b, g olse
b S s b 3 S e e 5 o35 Sl 53 3 el cal s
55 388 s 5 Ses 5 Ad) Glagasls ) olal SblS = b LB s 5 ) S
33 .83 S 13 350 OIS oy (65,LaS saSiils glaind SIS 53 AYAY ole (oo
Jols o3 Jles 5 (By) Rachel; (By) Lollorossa cb, Jols Jslsles bl ol
Gl Sle & il Sl o 5 ms 145l 3 5 5(AD) 55 5 (A)) K gl sla Jsloes

ol %050 slal 4 plagiinl Jols S8 ey s S Sade A a3 Ve Ol 5o


www.SID.ir

vy \YAL Y b)Lo.:f 4J}‘.U~>_- ‘ng)jL:,S BE u:"“)j:’. A.LN

A Sl e 328 035 55 dh s S sl e Sle £ Gee (g O Loy 3 S 5
Log edd e A5 Olba b 3 5168 plaginl 51 05 Sl 53 5 Jeese b sde
S 1A

g P R . WOl CE S PO IV PN P P N TSP g
O3k S oS oy g w2y 55, U (Young ef al., 1997) xus osls )13 o, SGUl
e eds 335 Joee L LS 0T 51 ey 5 Ls S (o] Jalls Ol L a5y s s
s 4 i (S el e 53 LIS Gy WY ey s S T LSS el EA a
xSt sy oxl ss «(Vandor Boon et al., 1990) ks 8 (Jize glais 48 NFT
JARRENV VRPN WL L & gl & el (s, 2 0/VOH s/t slal 4 o) sae )T
5 A8 ciS bz 3L K e s olS Vo sl (Mortley ef al., 2001) s S s
sl k3| sladdss b S A 5 s s G 51 Sl e T Jol b
.(Knight and Mitchel, 1983).: usls 5 K,

OF gl olis Olpe 5 035 et O Sy (2153 e Sl 4l a5 L
0 el 35S b e 555 1 Sl 6 S e g (3L e i L Iob
ol e EC PH 0l e @ 2 5l Sleslizal L .(Bres and Weston, 1992).5 S i
2e Jgeb 93 5l guia ol s (Mitchel, 1991) s 8 s oedS 5 e Olje
Gl 03 a8 5, 50 gseVan Zinderen Bakker J s 3 oo jles Jge 3 aSos S el
Ol olis 5 (galdns 45 0350 (s3lgiin Jge 3 53 o5l Jse 5 .(Mi-hee and Lee, 2001)
PH g2 5 agicods ke g0 40 5 ST T a0 a5 b lad o3 ol ol il o
Lol 03303 WLSI L pss) Sospe 3 5 RS LSS s 0 s S ylee EC
mBS dseme = s ol by LSl s SO Ll oS
SE s 5 adss el I Jslee aas s (Urrestarazu ef al., 1998).s
Sy oS el &3y s Casby 5 sl > s (Benton, 1999).s 3 Lol o306
Minolta Jus e Jbs IS 51 eslazal U Ll s S ik (Chris, 1989).s
s S it e lacsl cugb, Ol (Saure ,1998).s (¢ .Seslul SPADS02
ol &S g cpl 43S (6, Seslul Osl o3 el VY Sode w0 am Ve Glos 53 & ged

55 e g JEl 5 Oged SES Gl s edd ated ki Ol L by,


www.SID.ir

Yy \YAL (Y o)w cd)‘.\.le- ‘L;)')}L::S BE J:-“}}i A.LN

Qe 051 s w5 Sl LeSL el els 3 glelS glaeSL s e
e 4 baslzs Ul 555 sl o .(Sady and Myczkowskis, 1995) wus S
Ol cJod 5l (08 Slio (2l 51 L3 555 SO 5 oher o) i 30 03 ramed
Grae LB o S ol 5 Grae B S slaws (S S 035 oS 5 05y Jeds IS
0 v ;5 SAS i3l e 5 Lw s Lesls (El-behairy et al., 2001).s S (5 So5000

L S e e Ao

s (¢S 05l Slo 555 1 pdy 5 21 Jlone Sl bl 48 =) Jsder
Table 1. Table of Schedule of Variances

P . Lo
Ol 6 Kle Main square <
= o o - 2 -
= o)
“=, 3 20 °% - ) < ¥ C.vV
eS8 .. B - O o - _}% 5% 3 3 IR e -
5%z 3 Sz5 E£% 5 283~ 223 wsgD
2oga 4 SRS 25 4 EZz s 4 3% g2 5
E e ¥ . -4 E S =0 9 Y . RN 23
= A% 9 5 \_r_|) <= D Z - 9 13 =5
= %= - = = 35 ® . =a D
z = = =R 2 &
(@) =)
34.03* 23568.37%* 34.86ns 2.53™ 220.29™ 1 A
34.03* 25.20™ 197.01%* 0.50™ 3.00™ 1 B
1.53™ 2492.18™ 3.51™ 0.78™ 0.67™ 1 AxB
2.68 1317.8 7.12 1.73 33.42 4 > fail
total
7
5
7.64 18.256 9.78 21.71 32.90 %CV

J:L;'Ju M| rJ& slaas glis ns
Lo 3 0 Ch.u 03 13 e LBVt sdias OLES *

Loy ) C]ﬁ"‘ 03l e OV skias Olas *
ns no significant deference
*_ significant deference on the (p<5 /)

**_ gignificant deference on the (p< 1% )


www.SID.ir

Y¥

YYAL Y ol (Jslds (g3,5LaS 5o OB e

ol 6;0)").3‘ ollw s, 2 @‘;\3« J_,l:u‘g v.;) J;LB:» Q|;| Oﬁg"L:'." Hﬁa—"d}k
Table 2. The Result of Comparison Average

ﬁ.i;sS/ﬁ:lM JSJSO)'} J.;Bgfﬁ:l.\ﬁ S U5 J-é‘g}lsb‘}g J‘,l;u V';)
<y U Total O e Js Amount of lis s
of Fresh Chollorophyll Cultivar
Number of Weisht Number of Total phy Solution wity Treatment
the & the Usable  of Dry
Unusable Leaves weight
Leaves
1.75° 160.39° 17.75° 13.22% 18.9° 1 1 A,B,
0.26a 128.64° 21° 11.42° 16.5 1 2 AB,
0.122 133.64% 21° 23.14° 21.75° 2 1 A,B,
0.125° 179.42° 26° 11.49% 33° 2 2 A,B,

C.au‘gc:\:b

S s L lls 4 s 1 e S Olsn 2 4l Jsloms 5 ) S e
Oz o3 Al Js 0 s me S350 Ol a3 555 2 035 5 (M Jslee il I
O3l 3V eslinal b o S0lotlie il a5 b 3 S Sl ime 1) ez mlass 55 LIS
Dlasd L oS il o AgBy jlas 0 b e L35 1S Ol e o 2l o8 A3 S salin (SOl
22,8 e gl s @) T 02 2 5 S (Gl e V0l A B,
1.0 s AoBioles L oS (el A1By Jles & by je o5 JS Ol o 1S &S 550
sla b IS Ol se il ol 45 6 3w Ol 5 o0 cnl ol LB (gols me D
2 amy S& glie Jsdee s o Rachel o3, SialesT cal s s sl e s |y g slie
B J85 S Ol (i LI 53 (M gl
S obls ag gz o palal 2 S 5 055 5 2 Jsbos 5 035 S e
055 = s dgdos 1 Js ol QLS T (ol pme OO0 mhas 55 IS 5 055 5 03
o e Iy loms 8 &y oy s o OLES |y (513 tme SV 7Y e s S 5
O35 ot 33 M Joloes 5 238 513 () mhawe 3 5 odls 15 S 5 055 Olee 0 %S
e oy o3, blate I e 3L 0 @) e Lils 5 4 S sl ) S 5


www.SID.ir

Yo WAL Y o leds o sl (g55lES 55 i ss aloes

O3l 31 eslial s La pSlos anslio 4 4z 55 L ol gad Sl pme 10 mlace o3 IS 5 0335
ails (gl e M Lajles ool 0le 45 s S odaline 10 Jlaz>| a3 STl
S AoBy Jlas s o Lls 1) IS 5 055 5lis cp i AoBo Jles &5 &y 50t
Q;},l.x_s.nwj_:qsm_;gm.xjj&,)\ﬁ(a)Cb.aﬁyﬁml_x;'/.o Tl 53 Sl e
(D) e 5 axdls gls gme SN 70 o 53 AgBy L Ly 30 A1By Sles 51 IS 5
o e e S 3 S amd i 015 e pSOke anslie sldel w4 5 LS e ol 3
2y sads Rachel ;s 3l ol 5 acsls gols ose 36 IS5 055 )
das o OLLS bl 4ot o 1 JS S 055 S50 » 28T sloe 503, D10 o 5
Sl na 10 Jlaiml s 53 1S Kot 035 el 535 2l slme 5 o35 S &S
Lawfgl_:.awl}.a@l:.}p@};Qw.v\i>ﬁoMmu)L&§wl;\&ﬁ£3&:}|jnf
Olin amy JS5 St 035 45 353 g0 stalin 10 Jlo| o 53 STl Ose3l 5l esliad b
»AIBy 5 AB; sla s b Sl e OS] A S axils > g ArBi ks s sl
s A1By Slas Sl S S 035 ldie oy 2eS T iamen (S 5 g 5 1.0 Jlaz| pdan
Ol e ol b s ol 0L Laslas il Lol ime 301 10 Jlaz| mlas 3 oS el
&\;\_;J)_Lm,wL__,bJj&,z}ajw\m&MLollorossa@«saﬁ@%z
3L s Rashel o35 ¢ cos 0L
w;kﬁjbqﬁg@u:q,@&ugfﬂ>\Mﬂ&lﬂdjbmjv3,¢|;\w,ﬁ
S35 055 Ml Jiloms 3148 Was o 0L G e LB S slid s 4 Log o
LAl s 3 5 035 3 e 10 il e 53 G me BB S sl sl
JB Shslasy Lt s e Jsbons o35 Mlis Sl s 5 )ls 5 5m5 (5,13 s
2l L s S0ls alin sl 4 4 55 b e 355l ime 10 Szl o 53 5 e
S Sy onl a3 sy bl (13 me BV 10 Jlazl mhaw 53 Sls 0505
i L ool e DM 4 o350 AoBo Sl w0 b e G ae LB S sl o 2
u.LﬁfgfmJ{l:eKﬁ;\.x,;wﬂsw.;ﬁi@)\}(a)é&,;)wbu)uﬁs
s\ 2 ke | JELIP e B > 4 S 635 ABr L



www.SID.ir

v YYAL Y ol (Jslds (g3,5LaS 5o OB e

Jsdos a8 das o 0L Wesls ol cpman 3413 13 (B) e 3 5 S AoBy 5 AYBy
Aas e 0L Gz B Sy sls il 5l 3 1y (6l ome Sl S sldad L e
b ills s lS b e BB 08 S slaad y alAE S glone 5 035 SIS e
G0 0 5 2t Jsdows il aS uas o OLES 1) Cpms LB 8 S sl o
S ey 53 5 0350 I3 gns 10 Jlatl o 53 G pan WG b S sl Sl
53 SSls O g3l Sl el b La Sile anylis e er s b ramen 3 S (S)l5 e
I3 @) w3 Lajlas aany 5510 5525 Loled G (S0l e SN0 Jlaz| mla
Sl s L ol e B S sl gl sl oS s e 0L Sl 5 S s
das el OLES G pas B S sl

ile slad y b 53 5alS 2L 1 aii Olspe o s o OLE Vi rsibie gl
355 o olalie Rachel 3555 5 (slgning) 53 Jlome 55 A, Oy op i 5 30 & sline
Shoml SO plie Jpde b wdis Rachel 35 wib s o dd) Olie (p 1S iees
s L Suil e (olgiy ol pH) 0/A L1, 508 0l Cgr sl pH 30
st ol 53 S 2alS (Knight and ' Mitchel, 1983)s I il Joee 5 ool
Laas g a5 5 055 G o oS SRl nl 53358 (oo Bl (oS (531 e
033 S Jds pliple d08e MG/D) 0350 5208 S Olse S glAE J s 3 155 8 s
Slaasl L sllan il ) S ol 138 Jlone 3 ondS 288 oS J s s 3 Shas
LS 1 oo o Al 2 S 5 5 s IS Ol 4 » (Saure, 1998)ail . 55l
s LS el consy s e Rachel 55 s o0 YU s Slas Ol 5 asly 2531
Jsls pioen (Mitchel, 199Dl sdel ol (g 2 5 Shes b5 IS Olime 0350 VL
A3 8 S e S o 53 e 4 ol BN/ S Sad 03 Lls Js 4 S
Bresand ) ¢l ois § Jgm e (ialS aomd 53 5 ;eSS e gs o Rl ol oS
IS (ﬁ;j_pi Lo gz 5n) 055,50 5 oS Slie Gl 31 L 4yl JS 4 (Weston, 1992

.C,.éb"C,wu;kgjzea.sf%@oljjdorl})\dlﬁ&&\lbdﬂ;w


www.SID.ir

vy WAL Y o leds o sl (g55lES 55 i ss aloes

@\:.a
Sl ol Gl 5 A sla,sSU s e Jloe a Sl s ATV (Gl e ¢ Sy S

ﬂjuali;u\b.)&)\wu)lsmbdtili&ﬁj}@WJ}ﬁSVj)

BENTON, J. 1999. Hydroponics, A Practical guide for the soilless grower.
BRES, W. and WESTON L.A. 1992. Nutrient accumulation and tip burn in NFT

grown lettuce at several potassium and pH level. Hort Science. 27(7):790-792.

BURRAGE, S.W. and VARLEY M.G. 1981. Water relation of lettuce grown in
nutrient film culture. Acta Horticulturae. 98: 78-102.

CHANSEETIS, et al. 2001. Application of capillary hydroponic system to the
lettuce growing under tropical climate conditions. Acta Horticulturae. 548:
401-407.

CHRIS, J.G. 1989. Horticulture review. 5:1-35.

ECONOMAKIS, et al. 1997. Effect of nitrogen concentration on the growth, water,
and nutrient uptake of lettuce plants in ‘solution culture. Acta Horticulturae.
449:223-228.

EL-BEHAIRY, et al. 2001. Utilization of A shape system of nutrient film technique
(NFT) asia method for producing some vegetable crop intensively. Acta
Horticulturae. 548: 581-586.

FURLANI, P.R. and PAPADQOPOULOS A. 1999. Hydroponic vegetable
production in Brazil Acta Horticulturae. 481: 777-778.

GIACOMELLI, G.A. and YUAN Z.X. 1995. The influence of hydroponic system
on the growth of lettuce in the summer season. Plasticulture. 106.

GUNSE, A. M. AKTAS; and POST W.H.K. 1995. Effect of partial replacement of
nitrate by NH4-N and urea-N and amino acid-N in nutrient solution on nitrate
accumulation in lettuce( Lactuca sativa L.). Agrochimica. 39(5-6). 326-333.

MORTLEY, D.G. et al. 2001. Light and CO; interaction on peanut grown in
nutrient film technique. Acta Horticulturae. 548: 327-330.

KNIGHT, S.I. and MITCHELL C.A. 1983. Enhancement of lettuce yield by
manipulation of light and nitrogen nutrition. Hort Science. 108-129.

MI-HEE, P. and LEE Y.B. 2001. Effect of CO, concentration light intensity and
nutrient level on growth of leaf lettuce in a plant factory. Acta Horticulturae.
548:377-383.

MITCHEL, C.A. 1991. Modification of yield and chlorophyll content in leaf lettuce
by HPS radiation and nitrogen treatment. Hort Science. 26(11): 1371-1374.

RODRIGUES-DEIFIN, A. et al. 2001. Lettuce production in a Peruvian Modified
DFT system. Acta Horticulturae. 554: 273-278.

SADY, W. and MYCZKOWSKI S. 1995. Effect of different form of nitrogen on
the quality of lettuce yield. Acta Horticulturae. 401: 115-121.

SAURE, M.C. 1998. Causes of the tip burn disorder in leaves of vegetables. Scientia
Horticulturae. 76: 131-147.

SCHROEDER, F.G. H. and BERO. 2001. Nitrate uptake of Lactuca sativa L.
depending on varieties and nutrient solution in hydroponic system PPH. 548:
551-555.


www.SID.ir

YA WAL Y o leds o sl (g55lES 55 i ss aloes

URRESTARAZU, M. et al. 1998. Nitrate accumulation reduction using chloride in
the nutrient solution on lettuce growing by NFT in semiarid climate condition.
Journal of Plant Nutrition. 21(8). 1705-1714.

VANDOR BOON, J. et al. 1990. Growth and nitrate concentration of lettuce as
affected by total nitrogen and chloride concentration, NH4/NO;3 ratio and
temperature of the recirculating nutrient solution. Journal of Horticultural
Science. 65(3): 309-321.

YOUNG. R, et al. 1997. Effect of nutrient control on the growth of lettuce in
nutrient film technique. Acta Horticulturae. 483: 161-165.


www.SID.ir

