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Table 3. comparing the mean of vase life and fresh weight at different times and with different chemical treatments
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alicylic aci mg
(02 Ao Dl Sl e e 17 17 7601 655  51.4¢ 49 8°
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2y Y ol ; . . . .
(2 e DS S5 g0 g 13be 120 8645 753  73.1° 70.7¢

Calcium acetate (3 mmol L")
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Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 4. Comparison of water absorption and apparent quality mean at different times and with different chemical

treatments
Cdo (o o) F e s Al s
Character Water absorption (mm) Apparent quality
3
wrlesd slasles celudt el g cellV el cel ) o g
- Lw N
Chemical treatments 7}1 14h 21h  Continuous 7h 14h 21h  Continuous
Control Ll 350 35 35° 35%® 2.3 234 2.3° 2.3°
Sucrose (5%) (10330) 3,50 497 42 46 28° 3.5 3.1° 3.5¢ 3.5¢
Sl 5 555 oS soken A
T R TL N T T 65° 33 31° 34« 3.1
8- Hydroxy Quinoline citrate
(350 mgL™)
S G5 S (S spden A
(S 3 52 59° 56% 4.3 36"  3.9° 3.7
8- Hydroxy Quinoline citrate
(500 mg LY
s e S ) S . .
O L & 55° 44 403" 3.0° 36 3.1¢
Salicylic acid (300 mg L")
2 se S ) S ) ) ) ) ) . ) )
(A S g g e 30 4080 32%  40° 3.9%
Salicylic acid (400 mg L™)
CARSEIAY) ol . . . .,
it S ¢ LB 7L 44 395 360 42 4.1°
Calcium acetate (2 mmol L)
- > Y o] b
(2 Moo D el S g0 g 3eh 40° 410 34% 300 3.0¢

Calcium acetate (3 mmol L' )
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Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different regarding DMRT (P<0.05).

Table 5. comparison the means of different chemical treatments
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3 ol ol
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e * y) (@ absorption quality
Chemical treatments (mm)
Control Lals 12.0° 75.1¢ 53.5% 2.3¢
Sucrose (5%) (4a3 0) 5,50 15.0¢ 70.9¢ 50.08" 3.7°
(R0 15 T00) Sl 55 Sl g e 88.1° 49.9" 3.8
8- Hydroxy Quinoline citrate (350 mg L™")
(5 15k 01 S S oS th g b 96.4" 47.9% 3.9°
8- Hydroxy Quinoline citrate (500 mg L™)
(Horefa TSl g 69.3' 4520 3.4
Salicylic acid (300 mg L)
(Ao eSSy g 65.7¢ 427" 3.7
Salicylic acid (400 mg L")
(0 A WS S0 6 o 60.7" 4170 3.8
Calcium acetate (2 mmol L")
(502 e T e Sl 76.4° 41.3° 3.4

Calcium acetate (3 mmol L)
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Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different at 0.05 probability level.
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