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Abstract Irrigation scheduling based on the daily historical
crop evapotranspiration (ETy) data was theoretically
and experimentally assessed for the major soil-grown
greenhouse horticultural crops on the Almeria coast in
order to improve irrigation efficiency. Overall, the sim-
ulated seasonal ET, values for different crop cycles from
41 greenhouses were not significantly different from the
corresponding values of real-time crop evapotranspira-
tion (ET.). Additionally, for the main greenhouse
crops on the Almeria coast, the simulated values of the
maximum cumulative soil water deficit in each of the 15
consecutive growth cycles (1988-2002) were determined
using simple soil-water balances comparing daily ETy
and ET,. values to schedule irrigation. In most cases, no
soil-water deficits affecting greenhouse crop productivity
were detected, but the few cases found led us to also
assess experimentally the use of ET, for irrigation
scheduling of greenhouse horticultural crops. The
response of five greenhouse crops to water applications
scheduled with daily estimates of ET;, and ET. was
evaluated in a typical enarenado soil. In tomato, fruit
yield did not differ statistically between irrigation
treatments, but the spring green bean irrigated using the
ET), data presented lower yield than that irrigated using
the ET. data. In the remaining experiments, the irriga-
tion-management method based on ET, data was
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modified to consider the standard deviation of the inter-
annual greenhouse reference ET. No differences between
irrigation treatments were found for productivity of
pepper, zucchini and melon crops.

Introduction

The greenhouse industry has expanded in many parts of
the world (Enoch and Enoch 1999), and in particular
throughout mild winter coastal areas in the Mediterra-
nean basin (Briassoulis et al. 1997; Pardossi et al. 2004).
The adjacent Mediterranean coastal areas of Almeria,
Murcia and Granada, in the Southeast of Spain, are one
of the largest concentrations of greenhouses in the world
with approximately 37,500 ha mainly dedicated to
intensive vegetable production (Castilla and Hernandez
2005). Most of these are low-cost structures covered
with plastic film, without climatic control systems and
with soil-grown crops (Pérez-Parra et al. 2004). The use
of this low-technology greenhouse has spread to several
other countries (South America, Morocco) during the
last decade, and it represents the archetype of low-cost
plastic greenhouses (Pardossi et al. 2004). These are
mainly used in developing countries under other
denominations (Canarian-type, Moroccan-type, Sicil-
ian-type, etc.).

Water is a scarce resource in areas with low annual
precipitation, such as South-eastern Spain (average
annual precipitation below 250 mm). Irrigation is the
major consumer of water in this area and, therefore, it
must be carried out with high efficiency to minimise
percolation losses and environmental pollution, and
increase water productivity. Considerable scope re-
mains for improving irrigation management practices
at the farm level in the Almeria greenhouse area.
Current irrigation practices are generally based on
local farmers’ experience and most of them irrigate
without monitoring the soil- or plant-water status.
High variations in irrigation water supplies to each of



54

the main vegetable crops have been reported (Caja
Rural 1997) and over-irrigation has been detected for
some crops and periods (Gonzalez 2003). In order to
improve greenhouse irrigation efficiency, evapotrans-
piration (ET) for the main vegetable crops of the
region has been determined (Orgaz et al. 2005) using
the worldwide K.-ET, method as proposed by the
FAO (Doorenbos and Pruitt 1977; Allen et al. 1998)
and current or real-time meteorological data. Based
on this method, daily irrigation water requirements
for the major greenhouse crops can be estimated
with a computer program (http://www.laspalmerillas.
cajamar.es), which requires daily solar radiation and
temperature data (Fernandez et al. 2001b). At present,
however, it appears unlikely that greenhouse farmers
will adopt this method of irrigation scheduling, as
real-time meteorological data are required daily and
water represents only 2—4% of total crop cost.

Use of average or historical evapotranspiration (ETy,)
for irrigation scheduling has been proposed for areas or
periods where the inter-annual variability of the refer-
ence evapotranspiration (ET,) is low (Fereres et al. 1981;
Hanson 1996; Hill and Allen 1996; Hanson and Keita
1999). The ET,, values are calculated from historical
meteorological data as historical crop coefficients (K.)
times historical reference evapotranspiration (ET.p).
This method could be used to calculate ET; values
throughout the whole crop cycle before it starts if
planting date and density are known, and can, therefore,
be easily applied by farmers. In greenhouses on the
Mediterranean coast of South-east Spain inter-annual
variability of weekly ET, values is relatively low (Fern-
andez 2000). The highest variation occurs during winter
and autumn seasons (with variation coefficients of 18
and 16%, respectively), due to the low ET, values and
the higher probability of rainfall. Thus, in these agro-
systems the use of ETy, for irrigation scheduling of soil-
grown crops could be of interest (Fernandez et al.
2001a).

This work aims to provide both theoretical and
experimental evaluation of the use of ET;, data for irri-
gation scheduling of greenhouse vegetable crops in a
Mediterranean area in order to improve irrigation effi-
ciency.

Materials and methods
Theoretical studies

Seasonal values of irrigation water use of major soil-
grown greenhouse crops from 41 farmers were measured
over six consecutive cropping seasons: 1993/1994—
1998/1999 (Gonzalez 2003). Greenhouses were located
in the main irrigation districts within the Campo de
Dalias area (Almeria), the largest and oldest green-
house area on the Spanish Mediterranean coast
with approximately 20,511 ha of plastic greenhouses
(Sanjuan 2004). For each crop cycle, seasonal values

of current evapotranspiration (ET.) and historical
evapotranspiration (ETy) were calculated and com-
pared. Real-time meteorological data required for
determining ET. values were taken from a nearby
weather station located in Las Palmerillas-Cajamar
research station (2° 43" W; 36° 48" E; and 155 m ele-
vation).

Additionally, the use of daily ET; values for irri-
gation scheduling of major greenhouse crops over the
15 consecutive seasons (1988-2002) was compared
with daily ET, values using simple soil-water balances.
The most common planting or sowing date of each
vegetable crop was considered. The readily available
water (RAW) of a representative enarenado soil (see
following section) of 0.30 m thickness was calculated
using a value of 0.40 for the fraction of total available
water that can be depleted from the vegetable root
zone before moisture stress occurs (Allen et al. 1998;
Fernandez et al. 2005). Daily ET. and ET, values
were then compared for each crop cycle: when ETy
was lower than ET. the soil-water content was de-
pleted, and the cumulative soil-water deficit was cal-
culated if the soil-water content was below field
capacity.

The ET. was calculated by the K.-ET, method
(Doorenbos and Pruitt 1977; Allen et al. 1998). ET,
(in mm day ') was calculated with a locally calibrated
radiation method (Eqs. 1 and 2) that requires daily
solar radiation outside the greenhouse (G,, in
mm day~ !, available from 1983 to 2002) and green-
house transmissivity data (t, in %). The latter, which
changes slightly during the cropping season, was
determined monthly from solar radiation measure-
ments carried out outside and inside the greenhouse.
This radiation method was verified using the ET, data
measured from 1999 to 2002 in another greenhouse
(24%20.5 m) sown with perennial grasses (Orgaz et al.
2005). The agreement between estimated and measured
ET, data was very good as most data were narrowly
distributed around the 1:1 line. The coefficient of
determination (+*) of the best-fit line was 0.98 and
values of the intercept and the slope of the regression
line were not significantly different from zero and
unity, respectively, at the 0.05 probability level.
Simple regression formulas relating ET to solar radi-
ation for estimating daily water requirements of
greenhouse crops have previously been used by de
Villele (1974) and Baille (1999). The K. values for
major greenhouse horticultural crops were determined
by Fernandez (2000) and Orgaz et al. (2005). Daily K.
values from sowing/planting to effective full cover
were determined as a function of thermal time,
calculated using greenhouse air temperature (avail-
able from 1988 to 2002). Greenhouse air tempera-
tures were measured within the greenhouse sown
with perennial grasses and maintained at 0.1-0.2 m
height by regular cutting. A more detailed description
can be found in Fernandez (2000) and Orgaz et al.
(2005).



For Julian days (JD) < 220

ET, = (0.288 + 0.0019 x JD)G, x t
For Julian days (JD) > 220

ET, = (1.339 — 0.00288 x JD)G, X T

(1)

(2)

The ETy, was calculated as the product of the historical
reference evapotranspiration (ET,,) and the historical
crop coefficient (K,). Daily ET,y, values were calculated
as the average of daily reference evapotranspiration
(ET,) values from a data set of 20 years (1983-2002).
Daily K, values from sowing/planting to effective full
cover were determined as a function of thermal time,
calculated using the average air temperatures from a
data set of 15 years (1988-2002). A more detailed
description can be found in Fernandez (2000).

Experimental studies
Site and experiments

The use of ETy, for irrigation scheduling of major soil-
grown greenhouse crops (autumn-—spring tomato, spring
green bean, autumn—winter sweet pepper, autumn—win-
ter zucchini and spring melon) was also evaluated in five
greenhouse experiments (one per crop) carried out from
1999 to 2002 at Las Palmerillas-Cajamar research sta-
tion (El Ejido, Almeria). Experiments were conducted in
two typical Mediterranean greenhouses: low-cost struc-
tures covered with plastic film (0.2-mm thick thermal
polyethylene sheet), without heating equipment and
passively ventilated by opening side panels and roof
vents (Pérez-Parra et al. 2004). Artificially layered soils,
typical of the region and known as enarenados, of similar
water-retention characteristics were used in both green-
houses. These soils consist of the naturally occurring,
gravelly sandy-loam soil covered with a 0.3-m layer
of loamy soil, a 0.02-m layer of manure, and, finally, a
0.1-m mulch layer of coarse sand. Irrigation water of
0.4 dS m™" electrical conductivity mixed with fertilizers
was applied through a drip system (aboveground tape)
with over 90% distribution uniformity. The upper limit
of drained water content (field capacity) was
0.31 cm® cm ™ for the loamy soil, and the lower limit
(wilting point) was 0.11 cm® cm ™ (Gonzalez 2003). One
greenhouse had four drainage lysimeters (4 m length,
2 m width and 0.7 m depth) located on the southern side
with the bottom and walls covered with a butyl rubber
insulation sheet. The soil profile in the lysimeter repro-
duced that of the outside area described above to a
depth of 0.6 m, with a layer of gravel placed on top of
the butyl rubber sheet. The lysimeter soil depth was
adequate as most of the root growth from greenhouse
crops occurs within the loamy soil layer (Orgaz et al.
2005). Green bean, sweet pepper and melon experiments
were conducted in the greenhouse with four drainage
lysimeters, whereas tomato and zucchini experiments
were conducted in the greenhouse without lysimeters.
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Two irrigation treatments were studied per experi-
ment: crop irrigated using the current evapotranspira-
tion values (ET.) and crop irrigated using the
historical evapotranspiration ones (ETy). Treatments
were arranged in a randomised complete-block design
with four replications and means were compared with
a Least Squares Means procedure. The experimental
plot per replicate and treatment was 54 m® for green
bean, sweet pepper and melon, and 74 m? for tomato
and zucchini. For each crop, the amount of water
applied per treatment was determined from the daily
estimates of ET, and ET., respectively, which were
calculated as described in the theoretical studies sec-
tion. However, in the experiments carried out on sweet
pepper, zucchini and melon crops, the treatment irri-
gated using the ET), estimates was slightly different. A
confidence interval of historical evapotranspiration
values was calculated daily as ET}, = (ET, £ nSD)XKp;
where SD is the standard deviation of daily ET,; and
n is equal to 2 for autumn—winter cycles and to 3 for
spring crop cycles. Daily ET, data during the 1988-
2002 period were assumed to be normally distributed
and the 95 and 99% confidence interval was approx-
imately constructed as £2 and =+3SD, respectively.
Then, the amount of water applied to the treatment
irrigated using ET), in each of these three crops was
chosen within the calculated ETj, confidence interval in
order to keep the soil matric potential (SMP)
approximately between the locally recommended val-
ues of —20 and —30 kPa.

Local crop practices were applied to each crop. Ta-
ble 1 presents variety, planting and harvest schedules
and plant density for all crops studied.

Measurements

Soil matric potential (SMP) was measured with manual
tensiometers (four per treatment and depth), installed at
0.12 and at 0.27 m below the sand layer near the plant
(Fernandez 2000).

Volumetric soil-water content was measured fort-
nightly with a TDR system (TRASE 6005X1, Soil
Moisture Corp., Santa Barbara, CA, USA) in all crops
except zucchini. In sweet pepper, melon and green bean
crops, TDR probes were installed in three locations
(0.10, 0.25 and 0.45 m from the drip line and in line
with the plant) within each lysimeter (two lysimeters
per irrigation treatment). At each location, the soil-
water content (H,, mm) was measured at 045 cm. In
tomato, TDR probes were installed in four locations
(0.05, 0.18, 0.37 and 0.75 m from the drip line and in
line with the plant) in each plot. Drainage from lysi-
meters was collected daily and applied irrigation water
per treatment was measured with a water meter.
Emitter discharge rate was periodically checked per
replication and treatment to ensure the uniformity of
the applied water distribution and the accuracy of the
volumetric measurements.
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Table 1 Crop, variety, date of sowing (S) or transplanting (7) and end of the cycle, and plant density of the greenhouse experiments

carried out at EL Ejido, Almeria

Crop Variety Sowing/transplanting End of cycle Plant density
Tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum L.) Daniela 20/09/1999 (T) 30/05/2000 1.5%0.5 m?
Green bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) Donna 04/02/2002 (S) 28/05/2002 2%0.5 m?
Sweet pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) Salamanca 24/07/2000 (T) 29/01/2001 1x0.5 m?
Zucchini (Cucurbita pepo L.) Consul 25/08/2000 (S) 22/01/2001 1.5%0.75 m?
Melon (Cucumis melo L.) Aitana 22/02/2001 (T) 26/05/2001 2%0.5 m?

Plants within an area of 6 (tomato, green bean and
melon), 7 (sweet pepper) and 9 m? (zucchini) were
monitored per plot to determine crop biomass and
marketable and non-marketable productivity. Addi-
tionally, an area of 2 m? of plants were collected at three
different stages of the pepper, melon and green bean
cycle to measure the leaf-area index (LAI) with an
electronic planimeter (AM7626, Delta T Devices Ltd,
Cambridge, England).

Air temperature in the greenhouse with the grass
cover was measured with a hair hydrothermograph from
January 1988 to September 1990, and with a ventilated
aspiro-psychrometer (mod. 1.1130, Thies Clima, Ger-
many) from October 1990 to December 2002. Air tem-
perature (H08-032-08, HOBO, Onset Compute Corp.,
MA, USA) and global radiation (H08-008-04, HOBO,
Onset Compute Corp) within the greenhouses, where the
vegetable crops were grown was measured daily. Finally,
global radiation at 1.5 m above one experimental
greenhouse was measured daily with a pyranometer
(CM21, Kipp&zonen, Delft, Netherlands).

Water-use efficiency (WUE) was calculated for total
shoot biomass (WUEy) and total fresh fruit production
(WUEj) as the ratio of total shoot dry matter or total fresh
fruit weight to seasonal water use (Sinclair et al. 1984).

Results
Theoretical studies

Figure 1 compares seasonal values of ET. and ET}, for
different crop cycles (autumn—winter cycles of sweet
pepper, cucumber and green bean, and spring cycles of
melon, watermelon and green bean) from 41 commercial
greenhouses located on the Almeria coast and evaluated
over six cropping seasons (Gonzalez 2003). The ETy
estimated correctly the seasonal ET, values for the major
greenhouse crops on Almeria coast: most data were
closely distributed around the 1:1 line for each crop cycle
(Fig. 1), and the intercept and the slope of the regression
equation were not significantly different from zero and
unity, respectively (P <0.05), except for cucumber.
Table 2 shows the predicted values of the maximum
cumulative soil-water deficits MCSWD) in each of the 15
consecutive growth cycles for the main greenhouse crops
on the Almeria coast in a typical enarenado soil: tomato,
sweet pepper, melon, watermelon and autumn—winter

and spring green bean. The MCSWD values were deter-
mined with simple soil-water balances by a comparison of
the daily ET}, and ET, values to schedule irrigation. Soil-
water deficits beyond the calculated RAW value of 25 mm
were not detected in short-cycle crops grown during au-
tumn and winter periods, such as the autumn-—winter
green bean (Table 2), whereas in short-cycle crops grown
in spring periods (such as melon, watermelon and green
bean) and long-cycle crops (such as tomato and sweet
pepper), soil-water deficits clearly above RAW were
found in only 3 or 4 of the 15 years (Table 2).

Experimental studies
Tomato and green bean

The response of two greenhouse crops (autumn-—spring
tomato and spring green bean) to water applications
scheduled by the estimates of ETy, and ET. was evalu-
ated experimentally.

Figure 2 shows the seasonal evolution of the SMP at
0.12 m below the sand layer near the plant for both
irrigation treatments (ET,, and ET,). In both the crops
irrigated using the ET, values, the SMP varied between
—15 and —30 kPa during most of the respective growth
cycles (Fig. 2). The tomato crop irrigated using the ETy,
values presented similar SMP values to the one irrigated
using the ET, values (Fig. 2), although they were slightly
lower (—40 to —45 kPa) for short time intervals. In
contrast, the green bean crop irrigated using ETy
showed clearly lower SMP wvalues, reaching around
—75 kPa during flowering and fruit setting, than the one
irrigated using ET. values. Similar behaviour between
irrigation treatments was observed for the SMP at
0.27 m (data not shown) and for the volumetric soil-
water content in the wetted soil zone (Fig. 2). The dif-
ferences observed in soil-water status between irrigation
treatments for the green bean crop (Fig. 2) were due to
the higher values of real-time greenhouse reference ET
(Fig. 3) and, especially the higher greenhouse tempera-
tures during spring 2002, which resulted in faster growth
and development of green bean (Gonzalez 2003) and
earlier maximum K, values (Fig. 3).

Shoot biomass and yield of both the crops are shown
in Table 3 together with the seasonal irrigation water
applied, which was slightly higher for the crop irrigated
using the current ET data in both crops. No significant
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Table 2 Maximum cumulative soil-water deficits (mm) occurred during each of the 15 consecutive cycles (1988-2002) for the main

greenhouse crops on the Almeria coast

Year 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
Green bean (A-W) 5 11 8 13 3 2 1 1 4 8 12 16 3 7 4
Green bean (S) 16 3 20 24 8 9 10 5 10 30 5 14 5 48 26
Melon (S) 7 4 10 22 8 9 12 4 8 29 5 22 10 54 47
Watermelon (S) 14 3 11 16 6 17 13 3 8 28 4 9 4 54 36
Sweet pepper (A-W) 5 5 5 38 4 3 1 3 23 20 32 34 34 8 25
Tomato (A-S) 8 12 13 15 8 5 4 7 25 12 41 32 31 24 10

S: Spring; A: Autumn; W: Winter

differences (P <0.05) between the irrigation treatments
was found for tomato yield, although it was slightly
lower for the crop irrigated using the ETy, values than
that irrigated using the ET. values. However, the green
bean yield was significantly lower for the crop irrigated
using the ETj;, values. Similar behaviour between irri-
gation treatments was observed for shoot biomass.

There were no significant differences between irrigation
treatments in tomato, but the generative and shoot
biomass was significantly lower for the green bean crop
irrigated using the ETy, values. Finally, no significant
differences between irrigation treatments were observed
in the harvest index for both crops (0.54 for tomato and
0.42-0.43 for green bean).
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Fig. 2 Seasonal evolution of a
soil matric potential (SMP)
measured before irrigation at
0.12 m below the sand layer
near the plant; b Soil-water
content (Hy) measured in the
wetted zone near the plant.
Tomato and green bean crops
irrigated using the ETy, and ET,
estimations, respectively

Fig. 3 Seasonal evolution of: a
greenhouse reference crop
evapotranspiration (ET,) and b
crop coefficient (K;) for two
greenhouse crops (tomato and
green bean) irrigated with
current (ET,) and historical
(ET}) crop evapotranspiration
data
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melon crops, but in these experiments the amount of
water applied at each irrigation event to the crops irri-

The use of ETy; for irrigation scheduling was also gated using the historical values of ET was chosen
experimentally evaluated in sweet pepper, zucchini and within the calculated ET, confidence interval
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Table 3 Total irrigation water applied, fresh weight of total and marketable fruits, vegetative, generative and shoot biomass and harvest
index (HI) of tomato and green bean crops irrigated using the values of ETy, and ET,, respectively

Crop and treatment Irrigation water applied (mm)  Fresh fruits (g m~2) Shoot biomass (g m~?) HI (gg™")
Total Marketable  Vegetative  Generative  Total
Tomato ET. 419 19,320 16,996 867 1,018 1,885 0.54
ET, 374 17,974 15,581 821 943 1,764 0.54
LSD NS NS NS NS NS NS
Green bean ET. 187 5,021 a* 4,581 a 509 380 a 889 a 0.43
ET, 157 4,431 b 4,178 b 463 338 b 801 b  0.42
LSD 354 269 NS 24 71 NS

LSD Least significant difference (P <0.05); NS No significant differences (P <0.05)
*Values within a column followed by different letter are significantly different (P <0.05)

[ET,=(ET,,£nSD)xK,)] in order to maintain the
SMP between the recommended values of —20 and
—30 kPa.

For both irrigation treatments (ET, and ET.) of
pepper, zucchini and melon crops, the SMP values
measured at 0.12 m varied between —15 and —35 kPa
during most of the respective growth cycles (Fig. 4),
except at the end of the melon crop when the soil-water
availability was gradually lowered in both irrigation
treatments. This final reduction is a common local
practice aimed at increasing the fruit quality. Similar
behaviour between irrigation treatments was observed
for the SMP measured at 0.27 m (data not shown).
Moreover, at both the depths, the SMP was slightly
more variable for the crops irrigated using the ETy, data.

Table 4 shows the data of shoot biomass and fresh
fruit production of pepper, zucchini and melon crops
together with the seasonal irrigation water applied. The
latter was slightly higher for the crop irrigated using the
current ET values in the three experiments. No signifi-
cant differences were found between irrigation treat-
ments for total and marketable yield of sweet pepper,
zucchini and melon crops (Table 4) or for the vegetative,
generative and shoot biomass. The harvest index was
about 0.60 for sweet pepper, 0.45 for zucchini and 0.68
for melon.

Water use efficiency

Table 5 shows the data of WUE based on shoot biomass
(WUE,) and total fresh fruit weight (WUE;y) for green
bean, sweet pepper and melon crops. No significant

Fig. 4 Seasopal evolu.tion of Days after transplanting
the soil matric potential (SMP) 60

measured before irrigation at

differences were found between irrigation treatments for
WUE, and WUE; in any crop. Mean WUE, values
ranged from 4.6 g 17! in green bean, 5.7 g 17! in sweet
pepper to 7.3 g 17! in green bean, while WUE; values
ranged from 26 kg m™ in green bean, 40 kg m > in
sweet pepper to 49 kg m > in melon.

Discussion

Irrigation scheduling based on daily ET}, data was the-
oretically and experimentally assessed for the major soil-
grown greenhouse vegetable crops on the Mediterranean
coast of South-east Spain in order to improve irrigation
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Table 4 Total irrigation water applied, fresh weight of total and marketable fruits; vegetative, generative and total shoot biomass; and
crop-harvest index (HI, g g~') of sweet pepper, zucchini and melon crops, each irrigated using the values of ET,, and ET., respectively

Crop and treatment Irrigation water applied (mm) Fresh fruits (g m™?) Shoot biomass (g m~2) HI (gg™")
Total Marketable  Vegetative Generative Total

Sweet pepper  ET, 288 9,279 8,513 449 b 809 1,258 0.64 a*
ET, 248 8,807 7,881 571 a* 780 1,352 0.58b
LSD NS NS 122 NS NS 0.06

Zucchini ET. 167 6,600 5,886 503 382 885 0.43
ET, 157 6,306 5,657 449 373 821 0.46
LSD NS NS NS NS NS NS

Melon ET. 146 7,297 5,689 338 638 1,026 0.67
ETy 130 7,330 6,082 326 719 1,045 0.69
LSD NS NS NS NS NS NS

LSD Least significant difference (P <0.05); NS No significant differences (P <0.05)
#Values within a column followed by different letter are significantly different (P <0.05)

Table 5 Water-use efficiency (g 17!) based on shoot biomass (WUE,,) and total fresh fruit weight (WUE) of green bean, sweet pepper and
melon crops irrigated using the values of ETy, and ET,, respectively

Treatments Green bean Sweet pepper Melon

WUE, WUE; WUE, WUE; WUE, WUE;
ET. 4.78 27.21 6.07 40.29 7.87 43.81
ETy 4.44 25.23 5.27 39.36 6.68 54.38
LSD NS NS NS NS NS NS

LSD Least significant difference (P <0.05); NS No significant differences (P <0.05)

crops on the Almeria coast in a typical enarenado soil:
simple soil-water balances were used comparing daily
ET;, and ET, values to schedule irrigation (Table 2). The
calculated RAW value of 25 mm was very close to
27 mm, the threshold value of available soil-water
content below which sweet pepper ET. decreased in
response to water stress in a typical enarenado soil on the
Almeria coast (Fernandez et al. 2005). Soil-water deficits
clearly affecting the greenhouse crop productivity
(MCSWD > RAW) were not detected in any of the
short-cycle crops grown during autumn and winter
periods (Table 2), whereas for short-cycle crops grown
in spring periods and long-cycle crops, soil-water deficits
clearly above RAW were found in 3 or 4 of the 15 years.
The highest MCSWD values, which normally occurred
at the end of the cycles and especially during the spring
period, were associated to high differences between
cumulative values of ET, and ET,;, or between the dates
of reaching maximum K, values. The inter-annual vari-
ability of the daily crop evapotranspiration values dur-
ing 1988-2002 was, in general, higher for short cycles
during spring periods than for autumn—winter periods.
In conclusion, ETy, values are useful for estimating irri-
gation-water requirements of soil-grown greenhouse
vegetable crops on the Mediterranean coast of South-
east Spain as, on the whole, they do not produce
excessive soil-water depletion (Fernandez et al. 2001a).
However, given the few cases of possible high crop-water
deficits, it seems advisable to assess this method

experimentally before recommending its use for irriga-
tion scheduling of high-value crops, such as greenhouse
Crops.

The response of five greenhouse crops (tomato, sweet
pepper, zucchini, melon and green bean) to water
applications scheduled with estimates of ETy, and ET,
was, therefore, evaluated in five experiments. In the
tomato crop, SMP values were between —15 and
—35 kPa during most of the growth cycle under both
irrigation treatments (Fig. 2), although they varied
more for the crop irrigated using the ET;, data. These
values were close to the SMP of this soil at field
capacity (Ritchie et al. 1999; Gonzalez 2003). Conse-
quently, shoot biomass and yield of tomato were not
statistically different for the two irrigation treatments,
although some productive parameters were slightly
lower for the crop irrigated using the ET), data. By
contrast, the green bean crop irrigated using the ETj,
data showed values of SMP and soil-water content
clearly lower than that irrigated using the ET. data,
reaching values of SMP around —75 kPa during crop
flowering and fruit setting (Fig. 2). During these periods
and the previous weeks, current values of green bean
evapotranspiration were clearly higher than the corre-
sponding historical values, because of higher ET, values
(Fig. 3) and especially higher greenhouse temperature
during the spring 2002, which resulted in faster growth
and development (Gonzalez 2003) and earlier maximum
K. values (Fig. 3). In short cycles during spring periods,



relatively high values of greenhouse air temperature
during the crop-development stage, compared to the
historical climatic year, could induce major differences
in K. values between ET, and ET), treatments. Conse-
quently, the crop irrigated using the ET}, data produced
a lower LAI during the vegetative growth period
(5.5 m*> m 2 for the ET,, treatment vs. 6.4 m®> m > for
the ET, treatment at 87 days after sowing), lower total
and marketable yield and lower vegetative and shoot
biomass than the crop irrigated using the ET. data
(Table 3). Therefore, SMP values of —75 kPa during
flowering and fruit setting of green bean produced
water stress and reduced growth and yield. Considering
the water-retention curves for this soil (Gonzalez 2003),
SMP values of —75 kPa may deplete about 35-40% of
the total available water. These values of allowable
depletion are slightly lower than those proposed by
Doorenbos and Pruitt (1977) and Allen et al. (1998).
The SMP values at which water stress occurred in the
green bean crop were similar to those found by Mack
and Varseveld (1982) and Hegde and Srinivas (1990) in
loamy or finer soils, but clearly lower than those found
by Stansell and Smittle (1980) in a loamy sandy soil.
Both theoretical studies and the two previous exper-
iments have demonstrated that the use of daily values of
ET,, for irrigation scheduling of greenhouse crops could
be a useful irrigation tool in low-technology green-
houses, but it may occasionally induce crop-water deficit
periods leading to yield reductions in a few years (3 out
of 15) when the current climatic conditions lead to crop-
water demands higher than those of the mean micro-
climatic year, such as that occurred in the green bean
experiment during spring 2002. However, for high-value
vegetables crops such as these (water-productivity values
between 8 and 16 € m >, Gonzalez 2003), the proposal
of irrigation scheduling programmes which could occa-
sionally lead to crop-water stress is not advisable, since
most farmers would then probably apply much more
water than recommended in order to avoid any possible
reduction in yield or fruit quality. Thus, to optimise
irrigation management of greenhouse horticultural
crops based on ETj, data, three further experiments were
conducted with sweet pepper, zucchini and melon crops,
respectively. In these experiments, instead of using
single ET, values to estimate the amount of water
applied at each irrigation event, values were chosen
within the daily calculated ET; confidence interval
[ET,,=(ET,, £nSD)xXK,)] in order to maintain the
SMP close to the recommended values of —20 and
—30 kPa. This method was applied simultancously by
monitoring the SMP with simple manual tensiometers.
In the three crops evaluated, the SMP values varied
between the recommended values during most of the
respective growth cycles for both irrigation treatments
(ETy, and ET.). No differences were found between irri-
gation treatments for crop growth, productivity or
quality. Consequently, irrigation scheduling based on
ET;, confidence interval data in combination with soil-
water sensors covered the greenhouse crop-water
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requirements and did not have a negative effect on bio-
mass, yield or fruit quality. This method for scheduling
irrigation could avoid the few cases of water deficit de-
tected in the soil-water balance study (Table 2). It also
allows ET values to be adjusted to the in situ greenhouse
and crop conditions (i.e. variation in greenhouse struc-
tures and locations, and crop management). Finally, this
method could even be used for greenhouses without soil-
water sensors, which is usually the case in this area, al-
though with less precision: farmers would have to decide
how much water to apply at each irrigation event within
the calculated ETy, confidence interval by observing the
plant and/or weather conditions. In conclusion, the use
of ET}, confidence interval data is recommended for
estimating the crop-water requirements of soil-grown
greenhouse vegetable crops on the Mediterranean coast
of South-east Spain. This easily adoptable irrigation-
scheduling method can be used to improve the irrigation
water efficiency both in greenhouses without systems to
monitor the soil- or plant-water status, and together with
simple soil-water sensors such as manual tensiometers.

Acknowledgements This research was funded by a grant from
Cajamar—Universidad de Almeria. The authors would like to
thank JC Gazquez and S. Cruz (E.E. Cajamar-Las Palmerillas) for
technical assistance and F. Orgaz (IAS-CSIC, Cordoba) for the
support provided.

References

Allen RG, Pereira LS, Raes D, Martin M (1998) Crop evapo-
transpiration. Guidelines for computing crop water require-
ments. FAO Irrigation and Drainage Paper 56, Roma

Baille A (1999) Energy cycle. Greenhouse ecosytems. In: Stanhil G,
Enoch HZ (eds) Ecosystems of the world 20. Elsevier,
Amsterdam, pp 265-286

Briassoulis D, Waaijenberg D, Gratraud J, von Eslner B (1997)
Mechanical properties of covering materials for greenhouses:
part 1. General overview. J Agric Eng Res 67:81-96

Castilla N, Hernandez J (2005) The plastic greenhouse industry in
Spain. Chron Horticult 45(3):15-20

Caja Rural de Almeria (1997) Gestion del regadio en el campo de
Dalias: las comunidades de regantes Sol y Arena y Sol-Poniente
(spanish). Caja Rural de Almeria, Almeria, Spain

De Villele O (1974) Besoins en eau des cultures sous serre. Essai de
conduite des arrosages en fonction de I’ensoleiment. Acta
Hortic 35:123-129

Doorenbos J, Pruitt WO (1977) Guidelines for predicting crop
water requirements. FAO, Irrigation and drainage paper 24.
FAO, Roma

Enoch HZ, Enoch Y (1999) The history and geography of the
greenhouse. Greenhouse ecosystems. In: Stanhil G, Enoch HZ
(eds) Ecosystems of the world 20. Elsevier, Amsterdam, ppl-15

Fernandez MD (2000) Necesidades hidricas y programacion de
riegos en los cultivos horticolas en invernadero y suelo enare-
nado de Almeria. PhD diss. Almeria, Universidad Almeria,
Spain (spanish)

Fernandez MD, Bonachela S, Gallardo M, Orgaz F, Fereres E
(2001a) Irrigation scheduling for plastic greenhouse melon
crops based on historical reference evapotranspiration. Acta
Hortic 559:383-389

Fernandez MD, Orgaz F, Fereres E, Lopez JC, Céspedes A, Pérez
J, Bonachela S, Gallardo M (2001b) Programacion del riego en
cultivos horticolas bajo invernadero en el sudeste espafiol
(spanish). Cajamar, Almeria, Spain



62

Fernandez MD, Gallardo M, Bonachela S, Orgaz F, Thompson
RB, Fereres E (2005) Water use and production of a greenhouse
pepper crop under optimum and limited water supply. J Hortic
Sci Biotechnol 80(1):87-96

Fereres E, Goldfien RE, Pruitt WO, Henderson DW, Hagan RM
(1981) Assisted irrigation scheduling. Irrigation scheduling for
water and energy conservation in the 1980s. Am Soc Agric Eng
Publ 20:202-207

Gonzalez AM (2003) Programas de riego para cultivos horticolas
en invernaderos enarenados en Almeria. PhD diss. Almeria,
Universidad Almeria, Almeria, Spain (spanish)

Hanson BR (1996) Error in using historical reference crop evapo-
transpiration for irrigation scheduling. In: Proceedings of the
ASAE international conference on evapotranspiration and
irrigation scheduling, November 1996, San Antonio, TX,
pp220-224

Hanson BR, Keita K (1999) Historical reference crop ET reliable for
irrigation scheduling during summer. Calif Agric 53(3):32-36

Hill RW, Allen RG (1996) Simple irrigation scheduling calendars. J
Irrig Drain Eng 122(2):107-111

Hegde DM, Srinivas K (1990) Plant water relations and nutrient
uptake in French bean. Irrig Sci 11:51-56

Mack HJ Varseveld GW (1982) Response of brush snap beans
(Phaseolus vulgaris L.) to irrigation and plant density. J Am Soc
Hortic Sci 107:286-290

Orgaz F, Fernandez MD, Bonachela S, Gallardo M, Fereres E
(2005) Evapotranspiration of horticultural crops in an unheated
plastic greenhouse. Agric Water Manage 72:81-96

Pardossi A, Tognoni F, Incrocci L (2004) Mediterranean green-
house technology. Chron Horticult 44(2):28-34

Pérez Parra J, Baeza E, Montero JI, Bailey B (2004) Natural ven-
tilation of parral greenhouses. Biosyst Eng 87:355-366

Ritchie JT, Gerakis A, Suleiman A (1999) Simple model to estimate
field soil water limits. Trans ASAE 42:1609-1614

Sanjuan JF (2004) Estudio multitemporal sobre la evolucion de la
superficie invernada en la provincia de Almeria por términos
municipales desde 1984 hasta 2004 (spanish). FIAPA, Almeria,
Spain

Stansell JR, Smittle DA (1980) Effects of irrigation regimes on yield
and water use of snap beans (Phaseolus vulgaris L.). ] Am Soc
Hortic Sci 105(6):869-873

Sinclair TR, Tanner CB, Bennett JM (1984) Water-use efficiency in
crop production. BioSci 34:36-40



	Irrigation scheduling of plastic greenhouse vegetable crops�based on historical weather data
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Theoretical studies
	Experimental studies
	Site and experiments
	Measurements
	Results
	Theoretical studies
	Experimental studies
	Tomato and green bean
	Tab1
	Fig1
	Tab2
	Sweet pepper, zucchini and melon crops
	Fig2
	Fig3
	Water use efficiency
	Discussion
	Tab3
	Fig4
	Tab4
	Tab5
	Acknowledgements
	References
	CR1
	CR2
	CR3
	CR4
	CR5
	CR6
	CR7
	CR8
	CR9
	CR10
	CR11
	CR12
	CR13
	CR14
	CR15
	CR16
	CR17
	CR18
	CR19
	CR20
	CR21
	CR22
	CR23
	CR24
	CR25
	CR26


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


