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Effect of Nutrient Solution on Growth and Quality of Lettuce (Lactuca sativar L.) cv. Green Oak

in Hydroponics System
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Nnaam (Lactuca sativarL.) Lﬂuﬁnﬁﬁﬂmmmqmmﬂmﬂé’ﬁummﬁmmﬂ%u Lwiﬂ;’u?“llmﬁqﬁmmﬁmmi@
Brnadlunseiiazasluinadaresnisgnivalaldau memasesiitedlsnglsrasifednmuatesansaraasnemig
gm3 Alan, Enshi, NSRU 1, NSRU 2 4az NSRU 3 sianasiaseyinuln Annan LL@.;“;]_I??mmimmmﬁmmuluﬁﬂ@ﬁmﬁuﬁf
ﬂ?u‘iﬁﬂﬁﬂ@ﬂ”luavuuiaimiiwﬁﬂz&mu Nutrient Film Technique (NFT) 2049UHUANINASANLLLL Completely Randomized
Design (CRD) a1121 6 ém (4 mu/fm) NANTTNARBINLIAN mﬂmmwuﬁmu‘ﬁﬂmwﬂ@ﬂ’l,umm”mﬂmmmmmm NSRU
2 AnawsyidnTasuaund ety Aosndimsany ARG LL@”muummeumnmm Tneidaulug lusnsineiu
4ns NSRU 1 fiimaissryifiuindaudnuauly memuuﬂmmumﬂmm doudhuaminn wudn dnadadidlgniu
ANTATANELEINBIMTGATHIN 7] fAnAIETU (95.13:96.16%) il (3.33-5.07%) 1 (17.9:20.4%) uilemeny
(11.26-17.30%) uazwAaLden (0.08:0.14%) Indaesiu. daunisdiasnzvitsunashunsnavanluluresdinadniig
naulda wudn ﬁﬂmﬁm‘ﬁ'ﬂqﬂumm:mamﬁlmmiqm Enshi g3 NSRU 1 @m3 NSRU 3 g3 Alan uacgns NSRU 2
fuBannslumsmiiniil 332.97, 524.00, 701.05, 937.59 Uaw 1,019.87 faAnsusentansutwiings aaddy delsiiu
mmma‘ﬂ’]uﬁauquhﬂﬁwum 3,000 fiadnsnsientansuriwiinga
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Abstract

Lettuce (Lactuca sativar L.) has nutritive value and has become a popular vegetable. However, consumers
have become concerned about the amount of nitrate accumulated within hydroponically grown lettuce.
This experiment aims to study the effects of the nutrient solutions Alan, Enshi, NSRU 1, NSRU 2, and NSRU 3 on
the growth of lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) cv. Green oak quality and on nitrate accumulation when used in the NFT
hydroponic system. The experiment was conducted under Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with 6
replications (4 plants/replicate). The results showed that the Green oak lettuce cultivated in NSRU 2 nutrient solution
showed the highest leaf width, canopy width, shoot height, and shoot dry weight, all of which were not significantly
greater than those results for lettuce in NSRU 1 nutrient solution. Moreover, NSRU 1 nutrient solution provided
the highest growth in terms of leaf number and shoot fresh weight. The analysis of the quality of Green oak leaves
indicated that Green oak lettuce cultivated in all nutrient solutions gave similar figures for moisture (95.13-96.16%),
fat (3.33-5.07%), ash (17.9-20.4%), dietary fiber (11.26-17.30%), and calcium (0.08-0.14%). From the analysis of
nitrate accumulation in Green oak leaves, it could be seen that Green oak lettuce cultivated in the Enshi, NSRU 1,
NSRU 3, Alan and NSRU 2 nutrient solutions had nitrate contents of 332.97, 524.09, 701.05, 937.59 and 1,019.87
mg/kg FW, respectively, which were not over the limit established by the European Commission Legislation,
which was 3,000 mg/kg FW.
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AnadavsalnnIAveN (Lactuca sativa L) agluisd Asteraceae %Iuﬂm\‘iﬁﬁﬁmmmimy 1sznausmsiie
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i adin amnsdiiu dnadaiandgnlussuuninlgnitalaldmu ( (hydroponics) Lummﬂuﬂivmmmwiummmma
smenInRadesnsldathaminzan (Aian neseitn, 2550) anvedeanansnanilynlsauazuadiinazaslunu
uenanifszuumslgnitrlldFuanansnrusnBinmuasannmassieinldeailss@van  uazanunonan
naaaiad Anduszuuildsuauiamsnnlulagiy Tadapeind dazaamlgnivelildauiiddyetail Ae
asaranEn1Ra g Lhesandnsldaararesinaiminaannainislgn madenldgreansazansfimanzan
AANENATYNIN %ﬂﬁLﬁ@ﬂiwﬁmﬁunuﬁﬂ%wLL@zﬁﬁlﬁﬁmm?ty@u‘[mﬁmimummu (Taszen NS, 2554)
miv'v”fmmzgmmmzmﬂmﬁlmmﬂﬁmmmmﬁumﬂﬁmLﬁu‘lmmﬁm&u FRINANTOINANABINITENABINNTLRINT
i dnivludesniasglulnsiausnnndnaz@ems SedaquildAsfugnraisazanasuauann iy gaives Knop,
White, Cooper, Hoagland ta% Enshi (Resh, 1985) m@mamLmzqmmwﬁmwﬁuﬁuﬁ’ﬁumrﬁ;mm? ANBEN9ANNIUIRE
naviialulnsiau 0-60 mg/ wudh dnadafilgn sy lalpsindnduuihandd inidisdu uazile fislulnsaudu
400 mg/| WieNTL LA NN st AL TR 4 uasTi i aiindugas (Masson et al, 1991; Soundy et al.,
2001) s RwAATENHANAATYNAN  YinldRTwnda mexﬁmﬂﬁﬂﬁ}ﬁ@ﬁmLsn@@’ﬂ\iﬁl,l,@:mmmﬂiﬁnﬁu (Diana
et al., 2005) LA Sundar et al. (2019) 918911497 ﬁﬂmﬁmﬁﬂaﬂsl,ummvmﬂﬁﬁm'mLﬂﬁ’mﬂi’umm N, K waz Ca
mmnmw\muimm 4n7 1 (150, 100 LAz 150 mg/l) 4m7 2 (210, 235 Ay 200 mg/l) mm 3 (250, 300 waz 250 mg/l) waz
47 4 (300, 350 uaz 350 mg/)) wudn dnadniigniuansazanagns 3 Suwiinanuniiga dawBarickman etal. (2016)
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mmﬂTﬂmmmuﬁuﬁ:wm‘ié"mﬁﬂ@ﬁlumammﬂmcﬂmmaﬁLLmnﬁmﬁ“u 4 gm3 NUN ﬁﬂﬂﬁmmuﬁuﬁmiﬁﬂﬁﬂqnh
A1902AN85192 TGRS Enshi n1aiaioyiuinafiqe uazdlfumunissiunasazaragniigamiaiy 1,57 msiadns

mananinaseilgnlussulalpsiindfanuazenauassanssanamsniiindadngia et slsfimm
fUElnAsi AuimasuAINLaeAiaananIanAN Lﬁmmnﬁmﬂ@,ﬂ@ﬁummzmﬂmry’;mm?m@@mLqm Tneaniy
nsazantadlunmn (Fuanfind Bud, 2557) lumn (NO,) iulaseurassylulnsauiiiadesnisunfigadmi
nasoyiuln Weieldsuluammazgnaauiiuiylnsslagenled nirate reductase aniuigasyaeylulngs
Wunenluiile wazdeuliiunsnesdiu uid 1850 lumsmnniiuly azfiansazauniudausing <) sasie doud
uAndasfinmeazanunn aenasdianududuredunmianiian resasunie ua 1o on lefulufinmeazanunniige
(Taiz and Zeiger, 2006) éinsuilnainifinsazaslupanunniiull eranelfiiasunmeld wezdedhgienis
Tumssazgnaadiululnssfanisovindfizsenduedu (amine) naneidululngsaniiu (nitrosamine) luansrianzids
#ause maslnatuaze i lunsaanAegeineasifnannzaneeendiaudunduld Tnsanzludindn
neliidalsadndlulnadifle (methemoglobinemia) %38 blue baby syndrome uazidaulunisaireansilszney
A FRNAUT g unsnE T W AAL S lun T za v 2 E (Maynard et al., 1972; Alaburda and Nishihara ,1998)
Seannmylsldimuniinunisszanlumenfisensuldluinadafidgnnancuds Fufeades 1 e fe 30
fugney (fhaugaans 14.8 $alussadi) uazdag 1 FlaAN D9 31 A (frausaiaas 9.5 aluasiadnu) dadliifu
3,000 WAz 4,000 ﬁ@ﬁﬂ?ﬂ/m@ﬂﬁlﬁ’mﬁﬂmm AuEdL Hesannlunsartneii Bunauaeunn vty (European
Commission, 2011) @eAAARNAL NITERNN AL@eN  (2555) Vl,é’ﬁﬂmﬂ?mmiw,mmﬁmnﬁﬂﬂuﬁ’ﬂmﬁmﬁ’uﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁﬂ
(Green Oak) WU ﬁﬂmﬁmﬁﬂqﬂiuﬁuﬁﬂ?uﬂmiuLMimmnﬁ’wmnﬁlqm Aia 2,880 finansu/Alaniuuinan dnadnd
ﬂ@nLLuu"LaTmTwﬁna’ﬁﬁWﬁf@ﬂﬁ@m 910 fiaanswAlansutinas ?ﬁlqﬁmiﬂlﬁummﬂm ULAEafL Carlo et al. (2009)
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?im:mmmmi@@@umnLL@‘Vi@@@u@wmmmmmwﬁnhzﬁ”m’f;wﬁm y ﬁiﬂmm?mLﬁu‘lﬁm@”mmmwmmﬁnmﬁmiuqmlu
uaznRTan WU mmmqm waza1AR MNIEAEIUFNG ) 34mimnmmu"l,ummmvmﬂu“lummqmmmmumwaiaﬂ
A muumammﬂﬂumqummmmjﬁwmm dednsiBnifiinuatesansaraItsmeWMIgATsng I stz
Aunsageydnin Annn uwaslEnadlumsnaesinadnlusruudgnivalng Wilaisazateaneisiuadiusadgn
WULA AN ) {F8n41 Nutrient Film Technique (NFT)

8nsAnE

n1TANIUNISIAE

naufFeuiiuuaNsaza1us AR MNIGAIANT ] AN133euNUNNINAReILL Completely Randomized Design
AU 5 Amnags 6 1 “ fwn) nzwdadnadnaneiugiiulEnludsndauanaan wa. 2561 asuuusiunani
mmmmmwmm 1 x 1 i1 uazanzasnasteureshdmiuldude mvxlmuﬂmmmmmmlmm 913l
ileeny 3 fundamnz wdnazusenliheennaneiigiunnils isineszduiviunmanarainesavilmemeani
Satnadeengary 7 fundamzuda fhafundadizawine Tefezaslgn 5 wufiwns lussunlalaatniind
WU Nutrient Film Technique (NFT) LL@téNiﬁ@ﬂi@t@’mﬁ’]ﬁl’ﬂ’]ﬂ’]iﬁLLﬁlﬂﬁiNﬁu AU 5 4A9 MU 4RI Alan
(Cooper, 1976), M7 Enshi (Shinohara and Suzuki, 1988), §n7 NSRU 1, g4n3 NSRU 2 LLlazgms NSRU 3 Tmmgm NSRU
74 3 qmaﬂuzgmmmmwﬁﬁmmmeﬁmmmﬂ?mmiumm (Table 1) paraiduduaasansazanesinamnefilstile
AnaanReny 7 9w wag 14 du dA1n1sun il (EC) winriu 0.4 uaz 0.6 HaATNudbaraufung (mS/cm) MNAIAL Uay
Lﬁ@ﬁﬂ@ﬁmﬁ@ﬁﬂ 21 FUNAUNIZINGR %ﬁﬂﬂmiﬁxﬂqﬂﬁﬁmiwmaLLm 50 wlafilius szaznaiiiglduuaslszano
11 dalasiedu WWelgniaunaanandag 1.8 wing 610 6 was Sazazign 20 WURmAT uaziisuRURwNA 9 79
sialiizalgn uriazgmeansazaailgninasnsuon 1 IFeqn anandudusnsansazanss memsusiazgaetlsidlen EC
Wiy 1.0 mS/cm mﬂﬁmﬁ@ﬁnaﬁmﬁmqiﬁ 28 44 WansazanusisaImIusazgasndal EC Wiy 1.2 mS/em
aufafuifefiany 42 Fu dawsupeuidunse-wa (pH) feiszudng 5.56.5

Do

Table 1 Concentration of different nutrient solution.

Concentration (mg/l)

Element

Alan Enshi NSRU 1 NSRU 2 NSRU 3
N (NO,) 200 192.71 203.15 175.5 131.77
P 60 60 60 60 60
K 300.72 313.04 293.09 183.5 156.98
Ca 170 170 170 170 170
Mg 50 50 50 50 50
S 68.46 64.38 59.84 51.92 38.94
Fe 20.54 6.136 19.85 6.136 4.94
Mn 3.782 1.308 0.837 1.308 0.992
Cu 0.195 0.04 0.712 0.04 0.04
Zn 0.193 0.048 0.561 0.048 0.048
B 0.537 0.972 0.433 0.972 0.972

Mo 0.399 0.019 0.0059 0.019 0.019
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Ugninauiseengegnaadusiag mu fmisenflunufiumns sviinaady famenanasuunda et
gt Tdaenflundl uaztnuinuad isuanllaumadauaniausiaamugil 70 asAgaioa auwi
ihludedneeiastanafananssiumis fieuniy
NN53ATISUAUNMNURINNFAR

vhdnathainadnuAnmyiasdilaznomiant 18un aonaan lasi i dileveny uazupaiden mais
283 AOAC (2000) Fti A9t lddaetnednasludueygiition 3 niu ﬁﬂﬂﬂuﬁqmugﬁ 105 aAIALTA WA
2 dalue Halify denuin shaaildlmuanmnFinnaady la fafetneunnszansnsesiinemimin
szanns 5 NS AasFavnazaedinsRandmasaiuan 140-180 Hadansldludninesladu innnraia tasdiu vinlddu
”Luia@]mmw%u Fodintnines Fusmvnulefifiustlasi i uasetneliandan daiminfuiueuseihedn
tszanms 3 nf vhednsliunsialuniufigumgi 500-550 asraaiFua Wunan 1-2 Falus aufaatanansidy
ERmaviedn dulemeny dadhainadansnsatalaiueanudallueasen andudainmininade
3 nfu ENAN9azang H,SO, Wind 1.25% Usuams 200 Haddns Wrlddinliaen 30 wll nsasnznauatnemmio
WNaNsazae NaOH dndi 1.25% 1307m3 200 fadans i ldduliaes w30 wiil nsesmznauatinesamia
ANAZNAUFIELANIUEA 95% °nmmvnfaumﬂmvmmﬂimlmhmﬂmumm (crucible) Lmemﬂﬂummiﬂaummuﬂu
105 avATades 1wl 3 Falue Fenmrn uealden Fenmniwiueuresiaeens s 3 ndu Tuitntimin
thwednlwnnanedudiiguugll 550 asndadus tidildundasdamingy dansaraaddidlld
Widen wdinuenTudlaneansuanliuniume onzneuldludininesiazdimsneudaeinday Hivansazane
naptaziuReaeTiguieu S1uau 60 Sadams idsazansnznauildunlameaiu KMo, Aveididu 0.01 M
auivqpefidugnuy nmawzifiinubunsn 95 Salicylic acid (Cataldo et al., 1975) isantinedinliley
fignuugil 70 evAimaiiaa unlHaziBan ing1eazany Salicylic acid A midNdu 5% uaz NaOH paradudu 2 N
ﬁﬂmm:mﬁmﬁ’lﬂffmﬁﬁﬂﬂiqmﬂﬁuLLmqﬁqmﬂ‘ém spectrophotometer fiANLENT 410 unTns WAIAUIUANGAT
(Takebe and Yoneyama, 1995)
nsAATIEUT YA

ﬁﬁmﬂaN@mﬁmmm\ﬂﬂ%Lm'}w’mmuﬂ?ﬂmu (ANOVA) 119405 Aaeldsunss SPSS for Windows WAz
wRaufiauAeaslaeia Duncan's New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) fiazfuAE s 95%

HANISANBILASIANTOL

ANNANTINARLUATTATANLTIRBMNTGATAN °] maﬂ’]msmmuimmmmmwuﬁmu‘lﬁ@ﬂ uanaldly Table 2
Wudn Aundely Aundimeeniy Auanly Aeauga dhwiinandu wastviuiedy Sranauansineiy
atiefiiludndnyBmeaia (P<0.01) Tmmﬁuﬁﬂmﬁmﬁuﬁﬂ?uﬁmﬁﬂqﬂhmmm’mmﬁ;fmmizgm NSRU 1 az NSRU 2
fraasniinlanniige deduinfilgniuansazarasigansgas NSRU 1 Sl LLmﬁwﬁﬂmﬁumnﬁqm
Winfi 16.90 U WAz 78.00 N3 muzﬁ’%ﬁ"ﬁﬂﬂLmnﬁmﬁuﬁuqm NSRU 2 #ifisruanilu uaztwinaasi winiu 16.21 1
uaz 7054 niN AWANRL uazduinadnTidgnlugsazattsmaiegms NSRU 2 Sarundily waztiminusis
mmﬁm WINAL 14.14 LIURAMAT waz 3.00 NN AMNAIAL %a”[siumnrfmﬁuﬁmm NSRU 1 7iflpansndnslu uaztwiinudy
WAL 14.00 iURLIRS WAz 2.98 NFN ANAIFL daupanundransauinadaugiulEATgn luasazatsne e
4m3 NSRU 2 mmmimmu‘tmmnmmmﬁﬂu 27.33 [ uFNAT mumnmmummmLmu_l?ﬂumﬂmummmu 7 uay
fAnugeiugeganiniy 14.51 wufims sunnsneiugas NSRU 3 fiaaugedudanfigaiind 12.73 wufiums



300 INTANTINHATNIZAANLNAN 2563 : 38 (3) : 296 - 303

Table 2 Leaf width, canopy width, leaf number, shoot height, shoot fresh weight, and shoot dry weight of green oak

lettuce after growing in different nutrient solution for six weeks.

Shoot fresh Shoot dry

Nutrient Leaf width” Canopy width" Leaf Shoot height" . ]
weight” weight"
formula (cm) (cm) number” (cm) p p
(g plant’) (g plant’)
Alan 12.74b 24.91bc 13.59b 13.96ab 49.96b 2.42b
Enshi 12.62b 24.23¢c 12.53b 13.10ab 40.72c 1.59¢c
NSRU 1 14.09a 25.34b 16.90a 14.42a 78.00a 2.98a
NSRU 2 14.14a 27.33a 16.21a 14.51a 70.54a 3.00a
NSRU 3 12.42b 24.98bc 12.46b 12.73b 47.56bc 1.97bc
F_test * % * % * % *% * % *%
CV (%) 7.16 3.99 7.75 7.54 9.37 12.78

“Means in the same vertical column followed by the same letter are not significantly different at 5% level by DMRT.
** = Significantly different at P<0.01.

ﬁn@ﬁm‘ﬁ'ﬂqﬂhmmzmmmr;ymmiqm NSRU 1 uaz NSRU 2 Hinngiaseyiiulannnndnges Enshi way NSRU 3
asanniiunadlumeaninndn (Table 3) et @i lumemazgnulfeuldululasd Teewlsl nitrate reductase
anntuRrasaeululnsidunentudls uazwdsliiunsaesily Lﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂiﬁ’zﬁﬂﬁumﬂﬁmlﬁu‘im (Taiz and
Zeiger, 2006) @anAfRarLNANNINAAaYlLENgLRARS TN Srmnmsetiatesuiianasiiesnaneuaem
memimmfaﬂuwm@u 1 Bnvaneiian Wkalwiueumae i 34mmwuq@mnLuuuwmmm"l,umam‘LumamumwLﬂu
ammqmmqmmmwmmmu WAZNIIWENWINI9U8NT (Dechorgnat et al., 2010) Wealulanadtynyins @ Seiiunum
yinldiAmn s aeunamediszlugusing 9 Y NIRREAN NIsEWN Y N1sWNFNYeRNER LaznIsRaNAen
(Medici and Krouk, 2014) mummimumummmmimmiw”l,mmnmimn,m%mt,miﬂmﬂmﬂmmu,ﬂq uaznIeAuli
Auanzviuaulnlgeniiuson (Femke et al., 2014; Ruffel et al., 2014) u@ﬂmnumwﬁmwuﬁmmﬁmmumfo]m‘miw
ﬂixqmﬂLL@:U?;’@;@Ummmmifamﬂ,@?aalLauimﬂu@qﬁnmﬁmﬁuﬁﬁmmdﬂﬂ”m AN NBIBIIN (2550) FeNIUAAGIU
mﬁ;mmﬂuﬁqﬁmmvmuzﬁﬁm”umwﬁmLﬁu‘ﬁmmﬁﬂmw@u Aa NO, : H,PO, : SO,” L‘Vl’m‘LI 60-80 : 5-15 : 10-30
waz K': Ca” : Mg™ winril 22-66 : 22-66 : 6-18 smmmvmﬁmmmmmmum@mumﬂmmuﬁmmummmmi
ﬂixqmﬂLL@:ﬂizq@mq”meqmmmuu (Table 8) WATAIANIIZAITATANELTIADINIIEAT NSRU 1 waz NSRU 2
fidndaunes NO, wnndngmedn 1 tazmalneduasunndnrinldfmanansovilusse wAuwdunsaesfilusg
Taunn MliesRuinlen (dGuandined BUAN. 2557) @qgenndesiunImAnested BILANA WIHBUTU (2546)
PENNUINANTAZAEEIABIUNIGAT Resh Tropical Dry Summer ﬂizﬂ@ur;’ffmzﬁvmmmmﬁmmm?ﬁﬁﬂ?zqau T
(NO,) : lalalasiaunaaws (H,PO,) : Fawn (SO,”) Wini 67.4 : 12.3+ 20.4 uavtlszquoninunadaleasu (K
wpadanlaany (Ca™) - uuntidaulanau (Mg™) Winil 41.2:151.4 1 7.4 munzansenisasqyifuinuesdinnianey way
fdndaurassmansTnnadeuuazuaaidonlndifesiu Wudeniuasazaneanensgns NSRU 1 filsnmamns
Tnunadenuazunaideanludndon 47.48 : 46.26 L‘W'mzL“'fimmnﬁ"}zﬁmmmzmmﬁmmm@ﬁﬁmme%mummﬁuiﬂ
foaziudnunadon s lonbinlinaunadon suiudensliogennslusandiugnieamnzaitelety
NTUNABIRBINNT (ALTN NBIBTIN, 2554) WANAINAL LN %uﬁm‘ﬁﬂq@ LAZTAN WA (2552) 9181191 BNNIAREN
v‘v”uﬁwmiﬁﬂﬁﬂ@‘ﬂium?mmﬂﬁﬁﬁlmmigm Resh Tropical Dry Summer WAz Enshi finiswaseyiiulnfiandd
tTnmmu@uﬁuq’wmiﬁmﬁﬂQﬂiu@qi@zaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ;mmizgm Lettuce waz DTWC1
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Table 3 Nutrient concentration and proportion of macronutrients in different nutrient formula.

Concentration (mmol/l)

Nutrient formula

NO, H,PO, SO,” K* Ca”' Mg**
Alan 3.22 0.61 0.71 3.19 3.03 0.41
Proportion (70.93) (13.44) (15.64) (48.11) (45.70) (6.18)
Enshi 3.1 0.61 0.67 3.32 3.03 0.41
Proportion (70.78) (13.93) (15.30) (49.11) (44.82) (6.07)
NSRU 1 3.27 0.61 0.62 3.1 3.03 0.41
Proportion (72.67) (13.56) (13.78) (47.48) (46.26) (6.26)
NSRU 2 2.83 0.61 0.54 1.94 3.03 0.41
Proportion (71.11) (15.33) (13.57) (36.06) (56.32) (7.62)
NSRU 3 2.12 0.61 0.4 1.66 3.03 0.41
Proportion (67.73) (19.49) (12.78) (32.55) (59.41) (8.04)

Note: Proportion of Cation-anion balance is calculated by percentage of summation the cations (K™ + ca’ + Mgb) and anions
(NO, +H,PO, +S0,).

m@m’mLm’]vummmwslumumﬂﬂ?vn@umqmuLmvﬂ?ﬁmm’l,wmmmmﬂmmwuﬁmu‘iﬂﬂwﬂ@ﬂiumm”mﬂ
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Table 4 Moisture, fat, ash, dietary fiber, calcium, and nitrate content of green oak lettuce after growing in different
nutrient solution for six weeks.

Nutrient Moisture Fat Ash Dietary fiber Calcium Nitrate (NOS')ﬂ
Formula (%) (% by DW) (% by DW) (% by DW) (% by DW) (mg kg'FW)
Alan 95.13b 3.33 17.9 11.26b 0.10bc 937.59a
Enshi 96.09a 3.81 20.1 13.48bc 0.12ab 332.97c
NSRU 1 96.16a 5.07 20.4 15.61a 0.08c 524.09bc
NSRU 2 95.74ab 3.84 18.9 14.36ab 0.14a 1,019.87a
NSRU 3 95.81ab 3.87 18.9 17.30a 0.08c 701.05b
F-test > ns ns > > *

CV (%) 0.50 20.34 7.6 9.44 13.22 22.59

"Means in the same vertical column followed by the same letter are not significantly different at 5% level by DMRT.
ns and ** = not significantly different and significantly different at P<0.01.
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