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Tadle 2. Variation of growth character with water
suspension duration.

(Unlt ten)
P F s R -] S
ltem Control
$§ 10 15 20 § te S 2
Culm length B4 81 79 74 &7 B0 75 89 51

Penicie length 20.4 20.2 19.9 19.0 1.4 2.0 19,5 17.0 (5.2

Panicle exsertion 7.3 7.0 6.8 5.1 4.0 5.6 3.9 1.8 0.3

Tabie 3. Comparision of length of internode with witer
tutpeasion duration,

(Unit iem)
tem First Second | Third | Fourth Fifth
internode | Internode i interrads
Centrol 36.9 2i.4 13.7 a.3 3.8
5 36.3 . 13.8 8.0 3.7
PFES 1 35,7 20.9 13.2 7.8 3.8
13 4.7 20.5 1.0 7.8 3.3
20 3.5 .y 12.1 6.9 2.9
5 6.1 2t.0 13.4 8.1 3.8
RDS 190 M2 9.8 134 7.9 .6
13 8.1 | 15.¢ 9.7 5.3 2.4
20 7.3 14.9 8.6 4.5 2.1

Teble ¢. No. of diffsrentistion and degenerstion ratlo of
2nd rachis branches and spikelets with watar
suspengion durstfon.

Growth Water pyspen- ——2nd bramch

spikefets
Staige  tion duration

NT ND NP DR NT ND NP DR

Coatrel B8 34 24 127 s 3 & 35

5 2.0 42 A8 162 g 8 7 7.3

PFS 10 B4 6.0 194 BE 76 10 66 3.2
15 X0 70 169 TS 15 S 203

2 25 85 10 Y8 W o o 3.0

5 %3 3.3 24 M 83 0§ 18 G0

RDS 10 B8 46 212 178 79 8 71 0.1
15 5.0 5.6 196 U6 7 10 66 132

20 U 64 177 BE T 12 6L 16

Note [ NTuhe of tatal differentietion NDwuhaol degenerstioa
R Pk of present DR:==degenoration ratio.

Table §. Vacistion of greia size with water suspeneion

durstion, (Unit lem)
PP S R D 8
Ttem Control
510 15 20 8 10 IS 2

Unhulled rice 7,48 7.41 7,37 7.10 6.81 7,39 7,026.41 $.0)
Lengsh Hulled rice $.35 $.24 5.17 £.82 4.8 5,18 4,113,904 3.29
Difference 2.9 2,17 2.30 2.28 3.38 2.21 2.312.47 2.6¢

Undwlled rice  3.38 3.333.29 3.273.23 3.30 3.213.14 3.01
Width Hul ted rice 2.85 2.80 2.68 2.61 2.48 2,13 2 Q2.3 2.2
Difference 0.50 0.83 0,61 0.660.75 057 0.630.71 0.80

Unhulled rico  2.31 2.302.26 2.222.17 2,28 2.242:10 2.13
Thickness  Hulled rice 2.12 2.10 2,04 3.98 1.92 2,01 2.001.83 1.8¢
Difference 0.1¥ 0.200.22 0.24 0.25 0.2 0,240.28 0.29

Table 6. Mineral contents in leal blade, leaf wheath plus
culm snd panicie by water suspension duration,

Leaf blade Leaf sheath 4 Culm Paoicle
T-N POy KO Si0 T-N POV KOSi0, T-N PO KO $Si0y

Item

Controt 1,51 0.2¢ 2.¢ 10.0 0.51 0,32 2.7 $.3 0.77 0.26 2.4 8.0
1.58 0,20 2.¢ 9.6 0.5 0.31 2.8 5. 1.09 0.2 2.0 5.2
PFS 10 2.04 0.20 2.5 9.2 0,56 0.31 2.9 4.9 1,09 0.28 2.2 5.0
15 207009 2.6 9.0 0.83 0,32 3.0 4.5 1.12 0.28 2.4 4.8
20 2.380.18 2.9 8.2 1.35 0.32 3.0 .1 1,15 0.29 2.3 4.

1.59 0,21 2.5 9.5 0.81 0.32 1.0 5.2 1.06 0,25 2.4 4.8
RDS 10 1.89 0.21 2.6 9.2 1.05 0.31 3.3 4.9 1.06 0.24 2.7 4.7

15 2.15 0.20 3.0 8.9 1.80 0.33 3.5 4.7 1.0 0.25 2.0 4.5
2.38 0,18 9.8 8.1 1.19 0.34 3.5 43 1.5 0.28 24 &2
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Fig. 2. Relationuhip between SiO, / T-N and degencration
1atio of sotondary branches of leal blsde, leal sheath plus
culm and panicle.
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Pl1a.3. Relotionship between Si0, /T ~ N and degensration
rotlo of spikelots of lesf blade, teal sheath plus culm and
penicte.
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Fla. 4. Relationchip betweenSi0,/ T-N and steritity ratio of
lesf blzde, lesf cheath plus culm end penicle
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£ig. S. Relstionship betweerSi0, /T - N and ripening ratio
of teaf blade, leaf thaath plus culm and paniele
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Fig 1. Comparision of ripening extio and sterility ratio
with water suspension duratlon




