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Fig 1. Difference of plant height of snapdragon .. ; pifference of plant height of stock
in relation to different cultivated house ~ in relation to d:ffefent cultfvated
type and covering materials. house type and covering materials.

Table 1. Difference of floral characteristics of snapdragon in relation to
different cultivated house type and covering materials.

Treat- First No. of Length of Na. of length of Internode
ment date of flower inflorescence opened opened length of
flowering per stem flowers* inflorescence flowerss
(month/day) (cm) (cm) - lem)
PET 2 5.7 a 26,7 a J2.%9 a 15.6 b 22.9 a 1.45 a
PET 1 5.6 a 17.7 b 33.7 a 29.3 a 22.0 & 0.75 b
PEE 5.5 a 17.6 b 33.4 a 27.4 a 22.4 a 0.81 b
PEA 4,28 b 18.9 b 33.5 a 27.4 a 29.4 a 1.08 ab
*+ ohserved at 19th May % length of opened inflorescence/No. of opened flowers
DMRT 0.05
Table 2. Difference of node length, stem diameter Table 4. Difference of node length, stem diameter
and lcaf ares of snapdragon in relation to and leaf srea of stock in relation to
different house type and covering materisls. difterent house type and covering ssterials.
Treat- Node length Steam diameler Leaf area Treat- Node length Stem diameter lesf ares
sent {cm) {mm) {ad) ment (cm) (am) (o) .
PET 2 5.6a 4.2 )b 12.5 PET 2 Jaa 5.0 b 13.9
PET 1 5.5a 4.9 a 11.2 PET 1 3.1a 5.0 a 9.2
PEE 4.2 b 4.7 a * 9.6 PEE 3.1 b 5.9 a 13.3
PEA 4.8 b 4.0 b 1.3 PEA 3.8 b 4.9)b 3.6
DNRT 0.05 DMRT 0.05
Table 3. Difference of floral characteristics of stock in Felation io
different cultivated house type and covering materials.,
Treat- First No. of Length of No, of Length of
ment date of flower inflorescence opened opened
flowering per siem flowerss* inflorescence
(month-day) (cm) {cm)
PET 2 513 a 17.4 a 11.4 b 10.2 b 10.9 ab
PET 1 5/12 ab 15.4 a 10.8 b 9.3 b 7.9b
PEE 5711 ab 17.2 a 13.1 ab 11.1 ab 10.0 ab
PEA 58 b 18.3 a 17.1 a 13.7 a 14.7 a
% observed at 19th May DMRT 8.05



