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Abstract — In addition to controlling soil-borne diseases, grafting with selected rootstocks has the
potential to enhance growth and yields in Watermelon production. However, information is rather
limited regarding its economic viability in different production systems in Tunisia. The objective of this
study was to compare the costs and returns of grafted vs. non grafted watermelon production fields in
northern centre of Tunisia. The field trials were conducted in Jendouba and Zaghouan governorates
during spring 2016. The estimated costs of grafted and nongrafted transplants were 0.75TND and 0.175
per plant, respectively, resulting in an additional cost of 1200TND per hectare for using grafted
transplants as compared with nongrafted plants. Grafting also led to lower costs of phytosanitary
treatments and irrigation water. Partial budget analyses showed that using grafted transplants increased
watermelon production costs by about 500 TND/ha. However, compared with non-grafted watermelon,
the net revenue of grafted watermelon production was increased by 5785 TND/ha due to the
improvement of the yields which move from 40T/ha in the non-grafted systems to 56T/ha in the grafted
systems. The increase in marketable fruit yield generated significant gross returns to offset costs
associated with the use of grafted watermelon transplants. Since the results show substantial potential
benefits from an outreach program to diffuse the new technology.
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1. Introduction

Vegetable Grafting has been practiced in Asia with respect to cope with soil pathogens and has been
much studied since 20th century (Oda, 1999). In the last few decades, vegetable grafting has also been
performed to enhance tolerance to abiotic stresses, increase efficiency of water and nutrient uptake, and
improves fruit yield and quality (Bletsos & Passam, 2010; King et al., 2010).

Various researchers approved that grafting has been used successfully in vegetable production for
disease control and yield improvement (Lee and Oda, 2003; Lee et al., 2010). This technique offers
resistance/tolerance to biotic and abiotic stressors in a variety of cucurbitaceous and solanaceous crops
(Kubota et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2010; Lopez-Pérez et al., 2006; Louws et al., 2010; Rivard et al.,
2010; Venema et al., 2008).

Furthermore, Owing to their utilization of the vigorous root system of the rootstocks, grafted plants
usually show increased uptake of water and minerals when compared with self-rooted plants (Lee, Oda
2003). Thus, grafting may be as a tool to cope with drought in arid area.

Regarding to these effects described above, grafting may be a valuable tool for vegetable growers to
cope with pest management challenges in production of cucurbits and solanaceous crops and water
shortage.

In Tunisia, where land use is very intensive and continuous cropping is a common practice, vegetable
grafting is considered an innovative technique and is in increasing demand by farmers. The continued
increase in demand for safety foods may also have increased the interest in vegetable grafting in Tunisia.
However, grafting in this country has not yet practiced enough by farmers as a control for soil borne
pathogens and nematodes.

Moreover, grafting increases the yield of grafted vegetable due to the improvement of abiotic stresses
and enhancement of the nutrient and water up take. (Semiz and Yurtseven, 2010).

Since, it approved that grafting has many agronomics advantages, however, there are concerns regarding
the higher costs associated with the use of grafted plants in Tunisia. Limited information is available as
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to whether grafting can be used economically in open field production. Considering the multifaceted
benefits of vegetable grafting, a comprehensive approach involving production efficiency

The use of grafted watermelon as a technique to prevent losses due to diseases is widespread throughout
the world but other positive aspects may be equally important to the producer/decision maker regarding
the potential to harvest watermelons during a market window where high prices exist that were
previously unreachable (loannou et al., 2000).

However, to our knowledge, there have been few studies examining both the cost of grafted watermelon
systems and their expected return. This information could help growers decide if the extra cost of grafted
transplants could be justified by increased output or by the reduction of production inputs when using
grafting to overcome soil-borne diseases and drought. growers and transplant producers interested in
vegetable grafting need information based on local production systems.

2. Material et Methods
2.1. Importance of watermelon crops

Watermelon is economically one of the most important vegetable crops in Tunisia, covering
approximately 28000 ha representing 15% of the vegetable area with a production of 541000 tons
(FAO,2016). This importance results from the strong demand by the consumer and from the good
economic profitability of these crops compared to other speculations. In fact, it ranks second in surface
among vegetable crops. In addition, that it’s much appreciated as an excellent refreshing summer fruit,
watermelon contains vitamin A, C, E, potassium, citrulline, argentine and a variety of natural
antioxidants suggesting protective roles in reducing the risk of certain types of cancers and
cardiovascular diseases (Giovannucci 1999; Rao 2006). Despite these facts this sector is stagnating in
terms of the performances achieved: caused mainly by the low efficiency of farmers and low innovative
production practices.

2.2. Research field and survey

The data used in the current study is about the production structure of 57 farms over two geographic
regions with different climatic conditions, heterogeneity is likely to characterize the sample (different
farm sizes, uneven management skills, etc.). Farm-level data are obtained by interviewing farmers that
produce watermelon crops. The sample was compounded by 32 farms located at the province of
Jendouba in the sub humid bioclimatic stage with annual precipitation of 800 mm and 25 farms located
in the province of Nadhour in the higher semi arid bioclimatic stage with an annual precipitation of
450mm.

The survey was carried out in 2017 by interviewing farmers face to face using questioner prior
elaborated. Through this questioner we trend to characterize the faming system and to gather technical
and economical data regarding the watermelon activity experienced during the previous crop year 2016.
Fields ranged in size from 1 to 5 ha with an average area of 2.4 ha. The area cultivated by the grafted
plants is 106 against 40 ha by non grafted plants.

2.3. Analysis Approach

The purpose of this study is to compare the production costs between open field watermelon production
systems using non-grafted versus grafted plants to determinate the shift of cost and gains generated by
adopting grafted plants.

The use of grafted transplants results in an increase in plants costs early in the production season as
grafted transplants are typically more expensive compared with non grafted plants. However, Other non
transplant production costs as well as yields could also be affected. A comparative approach was used
to identify any cost or revenue-related items that could be affected by grafting technology adoption and
is proposed here as a tool to facilitate grafting technology adoption decisions.

3. Results

The use of grafted watermelon plants needs an average density of 2600 plants/ha. The cost is 0.75 TND
per unit which equals a cost of 1950 TND per hectare. However, the non-grafted plants cost is
approximately 0.175 TND per unit, which is equivalent to a per hectare cost of 753 TND for an average
density of 4300 plants/ha. Since the shift of the plants’ purchase cost is about 159% which is pursued
heavy for watermelon growers. This increase of the purchase cost may not encourage them to grow
grafted plants. Since, they need more information about grafting economic benefits.
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Table 1. A summary of production costs and revenues for field watermelon production systems using non grafted and grafted
plants

Non Grafted

Items Grafted watermelon watermelon Shift (%)
Planted area (ha) 106 40

Yields (T/ha) 56 40 41%
Gross Product (TND/ha): A 14579 8300 76%
Irrigation water (M3/ha) 4038 7025 -43%
Irrigation water expenses (TND/ha) 463 909 -49%
Machinary (TND/Ha) 201 168 19%
Labor charges (TND/ha) 448 534 -16%
Chemical fertilizers (TND/ha) 935 1085 -14%
Manure (TND/ha) 373 525 -29%
Phytosanitary expenses (TND/ha) 556 1103 -50%
Plants (TND/ha) 1950 753 159%
Other expences (TND/ha) 985 340 190%
Total variables Charges: B 5910 5416 9%
Gross Margin: C=AB 8669 2884 201%

Results presented in tablel show, that the use of crafted plants reduces significantly many others items
of the production cost.

First grafting led to an important decrease of the per hectare irrigation water consumption which moves
from 7025 to 4038m3/ha indicating a shift of -43% and reducing the water expenses by 49%. This proves
that grafting improves the water up take and may cope with water shortage.

Findings indicate too, that grafting reduces phytosanitary treatments’ expenses by about 50%. Since
grafting reduces the need for pesticide application and increases the longevity and sustainability of the
plant this is explained by the useful effect of grafting in controlling diseases and pathogens concerns.
The average operational cost was 5910 TND/ha in grafting systems realizing an increase of 9% with
regard to the average cost in non grafting systems.

In the other hand grafting improve the yields by about 41% which move from 40 T/ha in fields planted
by non grafted plants to 56 T/ha in fields planted by grafted plants. Grafting, also improve the fruit
quality as the gross product is improved by 76% indicating a difference in price. Since this is higher for
the best quality.

Net revenue (gross Margin) is obtained by the difference between the value of the production and the
operational cost. The results show that net revenue in grafting systems is 8669 TND/ha vs 2884 TND/ha
in the non grafting systems realizing a shift of 201%.

4. Conclusion

The objective of this study was to compare the costs and returns of grafted vs. non grafted watermelon
production fields in northern centre of Tunisia. The main results showed that the increase of purchase
cost carried by using grafted watermelon plants is covered by a decrease of the phytosanitary treatment
cost and the irrigation water cost due to the effect of grafting on plants resistance to soil-borne disease
and the improvement of the rootstock water up take... Furthermore, grafting improves the production
yield and fruit quality which led to a higher gross production value and consequently to a higher net
revenue. Since the results show substantial potential benefits from an outreach program to diffuse the
new technology.

5. References

Bletsos, F., & Passam, H. C. (2010). Grafting:an environmentally friendly technique to overcome soil-
borne diseases and improve the out of season production watermelon, cucumber and melon. In A.
N. Sampson (Ed.), Horticulture in the 21st Century (pp. 81-120). New York: Nova Science.

FAO, 2016. http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/QC

ABDELHAFIDH et al. (2019) / Journal of new sciences Sustainable Livestock Management, 10(3), 218-221 220



SUSTAINABLE
LIVESTOCK

Volume 10(3). Published January, 15, 2019 ) OF NEW SCIENCES
www.jnsciences.org Y ————————————————

E-ISSN 2286-5314 e WWW.INSCIENCES.ORG

Giovannucci E (1999) Tomatoes, tomato- based products, lycopene and cancer: review of the
epidemiologic literature. Journal of the national cancer institute 91: 317-331.

loannou, N., Poullis, C. and Heale, J.B. 2000. Fusarium wilt of watermelon in Cyprus and its
management by solarization combined with fumigation or ammonium fertilizers. EPPO Bul.
30:223-230.

King, S. R, Davis, A. R., Zhang, X., & Crosby, K. (2010). Genetics, breeding and selection of
rootstocks for Solanaceae and Cucurbitaceae. Scientia Horticulturae, 127(2), 106-111.

Kubota, C. 2008. Use of grafted seedlings for vegetable production in North America. Acta Hort.
770:21-28.

Lee, J.M. and M. Oda. 2003. Grafting of herbaceous vegetable and ornamental crops. Hort. Rev.
28:61-124.

Lee, J.M,, C. Kubota, S.J. Tsao, Z. Bie, P. Hoyos Echevarria, L. Morra, and M. Oda. 2010. Current
status of vegetable grafting: Diffusion, grafting techniques, automation. Sci. Hort. 127:93-105.

Lo’pez-Pe’rez, J.A., M. Le Strange, |. Kaloshian, and A.T. Ploeg. 2006. Differential response of Mi
gene-resistant tomato rootstocks to root-knot nematodes (Meloidogyne incognita). Crop Protection
25:382-388.

Louws, F.J., C.L. Rivard, and C. Kubota. 2010. Grafting fruiting vegetables to manage soilborne
pathogens, foliar pathogens, arthropods and weeds. Sci. Hort. 127:127-146.

Oda, M. 1999. Grafting of vegetables to improve greenhouse production. Ext. Bul. Food and Fert. Tech.
Center 480:11.

Rao AV (2006) Tomatoes, lycopene and human health, preventing chronic diseases, caledonion.
Science Press Ltd, Badalona, Spain, 39-64.

Rivard, C.L., S. O’Connell, M.M. Peet, and F.J. Louws. 2010. Grafting tomato with interspecific
rootstock to manage diseases caused by Sclerotium rolfsii and southern root-knot nematode. Plant
Dis. 94:1015-1021.

Semiz GD, Yurtseven E (2010). Salinity distribution, water use efficiency and yield response of grafted
and ungrafted tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum) under furrow and drip irrigation with moderately
saline water in Central Anatolian condition. GOU Ziraat Fakiiltesi Dergisi 28: 101-111.

Venema, J.H., B.E. Dijk, J.M. Bax, P.R. van Hasselt, and J.T.M. Elzenga. 2008. Grafting tomato
(Solanum lycopersicum) onto the rootstock of a high-altitude accession of Solanum habrochaites
improves suboptimal- temperature tolerance. Environ. Exp. Bot. 63:359-367.

ABDELHAFIDH et al. (2019) / Journal of new sciences Sustainable Livestock Management, 10(3), 218-221 221





