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Twin N Rock Melon Trial Griffith 2007

Twin N vs. Calcium nitrate

Grower: Gary O’'Meara GRIFFITH NSW
Researcher:Andrew Creek District Horticulturist, Griffith Cére for Irrigated Agriculture
Period: January — March 2007

Trial Qutline:
Twin N as the primary source of nitrogen — block E11-IN@Basal N applied. Twin N applied pre flowering
through drip with 20 kg of N side-dressed Cal-Nite®tal synthetic N applied to Twin N Block = 20 kg
VS.
Conventional - Basal N application (45 units of Nitrogen) arBlky of nitrogen (as Cal-nite®) as a side dress.
Total synthetic N applied to conventional block = 8 kg

Results: Leaf data revealed no significant difference irf larogen and no significant difference was reeatd
for final yield or fruit size between the treatment

Leaf Data Results

21-02-07 Conventional Block2E173 Twin N Block E11-172
Total Nitrogen % 6.3 5.8
16-03-07 Conventional Bldek2-173 Twin N Block E11-172
Total nitrogen % 3.44 3.05

Researcher’s notes
The twin N plants actually came through without anybasal N, only CaNO03 side dress during fruit fill
There appears to be no obvious difference in §iai or yield (between the two treatments).

Clearly Nitrate is down all the way for the Twin(Bspecially sap), yet the total N% in the leaf oirgtter
tests show total N is almost on a par, with Twijubt lower at both sampling dates (fruit set & rfrigit
development).

“Believe me Guy | have no doubt TwinN had areeffin the melons when applied to root zone”



