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Studies on Resistance of Six Coniferous Seedlings to acidic

Condition of Growth Media.

—Sodium Absorption of Seedlings in Sand Media of

Different pH.—
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Abies holophylla 0, 045 | 0, 062 0, 052 ‘ 0. 069 . 0,033 | 0,049 0 057 0, 053
P.Banksiana 0.045 | 0,055 0, 050 0,054 | 0,076 0. 046 0,043 0, 038
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1 !
<Table 2 ii> 4% 2 4 47
(Root) Analyais Variance
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1 1 XK
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Ea 2 0.0000001 |  0.0000005
KK 5% =0. 00108
B 3 0. 2673060 0, 0891020 81002 1%=0. 0015
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EC l 80 0. 374204 0. 0046667 ,J
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Summary

Studies on Resistance of Six Coniferous Secdlings to

Acidic Condition of Growth Media
Son, Won Ha

This study was conducted to find out the effect cf
differed pH condition at sand culture on the Na Content
of seedlings.

Na is more contented in some species from acidity to
neutrality where there is a little Ca.

Difference of Na content in cach specics of seedlings
was marked, According to each species passitive correl-
Na and Ca
content in each species on Alkaline Growth Media,

ation coeffecientwas noticed between

but on the contrary, negative correlation was noticed

on acidic condition, In this point of view, it scems
that Na content an important factor for the adaptability

of the seedings to soil acidity,
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Espicially, in view of the unconformed theory that
Na Content partly make up for the physiological effect
of potasium content.

The writer is goint to this study with further reserch

in the potasium content of seedlings.
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