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Mechanical stimulation techniques by brushing for Jerusalem artichoke
potted plants production

L | ¢ o t-:l]_*
bNET BNV LAY AMUNE AIWONH

Kesorn Kaewbua' and Panupon Hongpakdee!*

L9130 IRy AAISIAYATAIANS U INEIAEYOUUNY Yarln 40002
I Department of Horticulture, Faculty of Agriculture, Khon Kaen University, Khon Kaen 40002

undngo: M3AnwInsduiiafivdieiina (Mechanical stimulation: MS) WuAswislunisauauanugevesit iiuaw
ngitain muahiane wastoiiuanuuduswesiivld Juhanuseyndldlunismanlinszans (potted plant) naununis
THaandinguatsvzaonisia3nylduln (plant growth retardant: PGR) Gsanaifinanndnslunands d1Lidun1sAnyinisg
navauawensdualaen1sUaudse (brushing) den1siasayiiulavasiiunyJu (Jerusalem artichoke) Wugiues 3 n3e
#wug CN 52867 ierdnduliinonnszanmdauuiing (edible flowering potted plant) Imaﬂaﬂmuﬂa%mumuauwlmma
m‘auumwuﬁmmwumuq Tunszarmanainaun 6 x 12 i flussyianugn e n3ne: Youzwd: unaush ludmsneau
1:1:1 Wodunaunungiueny 20 TundumensovansnUsean 15 wudiwns (31w 6 ) ﬂmaaﬂmwauumma
n35U3T $11499) mLuuwwmamimimmumwmam completely randomized design (CRD) u‘vmvmm 3 N35UID Aw T1:
nsiseuay (afinmsdudaduiie), T2: nsudsmstlauss 15 it waz T3 nssudBnisiaudss 30 widl neldnsinis
syuunMsdERTuUUS AU saesnsnanuda 1.8 wasdewi nansmaaes wuin nssuisnsdudaiislnentstauusei
2 ULUU (T2 uag T3) @131308AANNEIAN AINNTaNTIn dwiinuily uazsas N IAuTndimsFuANg WLy
Aeunevindavesiuliung uld WeiSsuiisuiuduund (nssuASauan) matauusdsddnenmiiaglifauuniuneg fu
Juldnsvanals

AaAgy: MIduiaiivaeidne; Mstdanuss; unusedy; ldnssans, Anunziinge

ABSTRACT: Mechanical stimulation (MS) is one of an effective method to control the plant height by suppress
their growth, increase compactness index, consistence and strengthening. This technique was clearly avoiding the
use of plant growth retardant which benefit for less chemical residue in plant. The experiment was conducted to
study the responses of MS by brushing (BRS) on the Jerusalem artichoke: JA (Helianthus tuberosus L.). MS
technique was applied to JA No. 3 or CN 52867 as an edible flowering potted plant. JA seedlings which receive
from incubated slice tubers were grown in plastic bag, contain mixed media and comprise with sand: coir dust:
rice husk charcoal (1:1:1 Ratio). When plant reach 20 days after sowing (DAS) or shoot plant height 15 cm (6
leaves), healthy plant were selected and continued to receive the MS technique treatment. The study was
conducted in completely randomized design (CRD), with 3 treatments i.e. Control (Non-MS) (T1), BRS 15 min (T2)
and BRS 30 min (T3). MS systems by brushing were set with an automatic unit 1.8 m/min speed motor. The result
showed that all BRS treatments (T2 and T3) gave the reduction of plant height, canopy width, leaves dry weight
and plant height relative growth rate, but increase compactness of JA, when compared with the control
treatment. MS technique by BRS treatment had partially potential to be develop the JA as a potted plant.
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wiunzdu n3e Jerusalem artichoke (Helianthus tuberous L) \udigdugn ﬁa&ﬂu’mﬁtﬁmﬁ'uwwmz’?u
(Asteraceae) fifvavausmswiousiul$s @y wazany, 2549) wiunyiu Snenadsnentines Usudilea danu
uwdausmumuieanInuiauds 3edideSendn “wrunsiu” (ailfu wazane, 2549) anunsaasydulaldlueniuiudwes
Uszinelng (Paungbut et al. 2015) ununzJuivavaueisiulawmsnagluguvedydu (inulin) wumnnluiiug Yaeanay
Eewasnsiinlsalalfinde (non-communicable diseases: NCDs) vasdsnuiilos salsauamn uzideEnld Tsamle uas
1sa97ula (Baldini et al., 2004; Monti et al., 2005) Lﬁaﬂmﬂéﬂﬁuﬁ]ﬂu’gﬂ@m%ﬂuiswéaamms wardiuanUsuIuYeY
@auw%éﬁﬁﬂﬁ,ﬁﬂm (afu wasanuy, 2549)

msanudune Fuielfidulinonnszans (flowering potted plant) luuwnAnlunsifisgasliiuiy dwnisld
suveanguiuslnaludsauiiiodlug) (ubanization) (Phasri et al., 2019) agninfafiuiinisegonde Tnofuslnnansaiu
YUANMUNUVDINBN kavdumilonu dmsunisuseaunnues wazdauisausinadwinldnulaensie egralsiniy enadl

o

Fodrinegintlunisiauiununs Tuduldnszans Weswn Tuanmsssuafunuss Tuuanisiiuun uwasdinaugaiu

U

¢
a awvu a

1RSI MNUARLAT NN mmUANANgILaE T sssasTiveTindtaud RnRdnd uwazae, 2560) laonsldasaras
n1513auAule (plant srowth retardant: PGR) iievrasn1swiaead wazn1sbasivengadusinaldvalssen (s,
2529) Tnanuns1431u Paclobutrazol (PBZ), mepiquatchloride (MPC) waz Trinexapac-ethyl Lﬁaﬂmmmqa wazfiuuue
nswnlunisndnliinsgarmanesie suvisluudunsSude (Fya3uns, 2555, §a51050] wazae, 2562) dmiuiind
IndiAuafiu Wy nuneiu (Helianthus annuus) wuin msldans PBZ ananseviliduioas (0513, 2505; 9525504, 2542;
Kashid, 2008) uwagvhlfvuianeniiiudiugie (Kashid, 2008) el Ssflsesunisidans PBZ udninnisandnslunanindae
wury sielunanzaing (Neidhart et al, 2006) Tusiasfuel3a (Liu et al, 2015) warlusudunsSu (3918, 2563) Fsdaufinde
FnAeaiuuseiiunsidauans PRZ Tunananildiduaimis (3578, 2563)

gt fuslanlrimudifyivemsquain uassandanisnsineasiiusaanasnndns ieasannushilase
Auslan Fainsldmalulagazen (Clean technology) \iensuaniia wen1snanlinennszansetedviu Tnonsduda
flwse38na (Mechanical stimulation: MS) 1u3snsmuauaImgwesiia waziiintieanuudussvesiivlaglisodld
asiadl FalngunAdiesinléFuanueSendana (mechanical stress) ivannnatgegidluaninsssuwd Wy niswavesay
W1g (wind) dunszi (rain) uazn1ziaAeufivesdn? (animal movement) s1uvansIUANTsY wagnsTAnssivaIy
(agricultural and horticultural practices) 5199 11 A15EALASAT (pruning) wazn1sLinBen (pinching) Uouyban, 2013) 3¢
Wanwiaaan s danuiuldiunsudaivlaenisdaudswen (brushed shoot) N13ga16L (rubbed stem) wagn13iven
N38079 (shaken) WioanAwgesty (Latimer, 1991) f51891u31n13UauUss Brushing treatment: BRS) samity vilvianugs
nsBasavesddu tuiilu waztndnusiianas (Gamer et al. 1997) wenaanil Baden and Latimer (1992) §anuinnis
Fudaimuuy BRS vilianugeveadnanas 15% e 50% uazillefivgnduda vildiAanisivasunvasguuuulunis
waiivla viliugesduas drdununtu nisvenevesluanas finsiasuulamwesUSunuaaslsitad uavsesusosluuity
(Graham and Wheeler, 2017) Wag BRS AN USINSE AR YDA LazanNTUILNEENETLIRTIEdLl U Ry U

19 Jouyban, 2013)

wenaNd denudn BRS aunsaanAmugs uazdmtndrumilefuvesduazeatiu (Dusty miller) Auusamnes uax

Y a

sufinidela (Autio et al, 1994) 10 wazdgliind WL WazANEINITIWRINMAIUGNNEN ‘Redrazz’ taddeLduiy
(Morel et al,, 2012) Fawmaluladfenadd aunsadncs wazavaulalaeszuudnlud® (automatic system) laigsen vin
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Tinananlnosmilanuaiiane uwazdinunm (Latimer and Thomas, 1991) lnsmsdudaseinaiadudnuuamisi
Wanldunsuanliinszansegnededu (Autio et al, 1994)
LﬁaamﬂLLmﬁWUENmﬂ"ﬁmul,l,fium:%fulﬂulﬁﬂaﬂﬂixmqmwjlﬂﬁ’umsu%lmﬁﬂﬁﬁu (edible flowering potted
plant) iiemeuaussnudeIn1svesdnudiodive) ﬁﬁﬁuﬁaaﬂimﬁaﬁﬁﬁ@ Jaduflumesumensinuadad neldimada
n13nsEAuMeIsna BRS lunisandadninnuainuassiy wagifinanunziinda Wondnuiunziuduliinszans wasdu

madeon Tunisaanisldansiedl (PGR) Surzdiszleviiuanuvasndeuniuilne uaziduinsiuduwindon

35nsfne
aunsaluazdsng

v v € s

afiun1snaasdlagUgniuiungTuiugiues 3 wiewug CN 52867 Hn1sdnauudlviddiuiuni 3 a1 vurauniy

q

nzuiidinndsneunauinlundeamatanidinda U 7-10 Yu illewaliusensin uazunsgeniadnyainiavauimniznan
1A 104 vigu ilenseyuiadund wdsaintu 20 fu FedmFendundriiifluais 3 4lu (6 Tu) Fuge 15 iwuRiues s
Ugnaslunszanematainuung 6 x 12 i fiussyTanugn Ao na1e: geuend1e: unauwn ludrsdau 1:1:1 Tngneiaiusan
NnTERUaN Useun 3 lwuRling T iulugaadn wagldledinazaedgns 13-13-13 8031 20 N3 donszans (1
Fouwn) lefivery 20 Yu viesenemuszanm 10-15 Wwufinns vinsdmdensuiiauyseiiingnsnis Buanumaassdudis
WBUNUATUS —Whauliguieu w.a. 2561

TUHUNTVIAABILUY CRD 3 n35133 $1u7u 5 $19ay 5 dusionssuds (1 usinsvans) ldud T1: Funuau (laid
msdauuse) T2: BRS Tundu 3 seuldinan 15 unit #n 2 #alua waz T3: BRS lundu 6 seuldinan 30 Wil sin 2 92lus Tae
1#38nsdauuss man 5 wuRwnsanUatgsendis fevie PVC vunmduriuguinans 3 wufnsiiusoussuunlse
Mngfiiten vuusseUszana 2 wuies seelrauuseiny TU-ndu deseu musunsiedeuiiingldmsfindeines
ednsInNIE 1.8 wnsdeudl wie 108 wnssedalas (Figure 1) nganisduiafionn 4 2 $alus fauvasidnisann
Morel et al. (2012).

Suiindeyaauasu 9 dUani Tastanwgedu (sufiums) wiessduiufuientis Auudammaiiuanug
9nMsasunlasaugeioduiutudifinduln (suflumsaeu) Sarnunimseiy (wufinms) Auindedan
neifada (Maguisnsrewuiiung) Mndndmefiuiilung masufions) OGN (WURLLAT) UarTnUTUINAT
Auealuluiiv A SPAD meter, Model-502 (Minolta. Co. LDT) lnedudn 5 lusedu (luuu lunans wagluans)
AnTevitoyan1eadi Men153AT181IANLUTUTIU (analysis of variance: ANOVA) Lagil3guliisuaanuunni1aes

'
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Aadelngds Least significant difference (LSD) fiszsupuidieduosas 95 neldlusunsu Statistix 8.0

E \ﬂ—" ',i,i [ ‘——r: v—L\ l L N ]
R e His = A | B
| 1 | . {

———— L

v/

3

»

N

“

Figure 1 Mechanical stimulation by brushing treatments were set by an automatic movement unit 1.8 m min™

speed motor (A) and shoot plant character when receive brushing (B)
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NANISANYN
nssgyiulanieduafu
ARG WU NIIUTT BRS 919 2 wuu demavilnfinlinlnugeanas 42.3-52.2 Wesdud WeiUSsuifleuiu

a a

n33335AUAN Inenssuisn1stauuse 30 Wil (T3) Yrvanaugeeiuns ulafnan naenansiasayiule (Figure 2 A)

aN31N33YAULAFUNNNS (Relative Growth Rate; RGR) Wiawnunziulasunssuds BRS 119 2 N353t dwalu
Huddnsnsasaaulalunisiiuanugidiuanas ludUavn 5 feduavn 8 uazn1sdaudse 30 udl (T3) dawalviteilonsn
nstasAvlalunmsiiiuaugeesiutiosiian ludamin 7 (Figure 2B)

AU I TNy wiungTuilasunssuds BRS M 2 N330S danuniimsminanasiielseufisuiunssuis
muAN uazdmalininunimsanutesiiga luduavi 5 fsdua1ma 8 (T2 uagz T3) wazn1slaudse 30 uri (T3)
deavhlinedianunamsaudesiign TudUa1vwin 9 (Figure 20)

A1AUTEITU (SPAD unit) uiungTuiilasunssads BRS 713 2 n3suds vilvfiwiiaanuidedluanas Tudunmii
7 uardUnvinl 9 lewIeuiisuiunssuisauan lnenssuisnisUauuse s 2 n3suls dawalviiiviidranudedludesiign

(T2 wag T3) (Figure 2D)
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Figure 2 Plant height (A), plant height relative growth rate (B), canopy width (C) and SPAD unit (D) of Jerusalem
artichoke when brushed at a different frequency as a treatment, T1: Control (Non-BRS), T2: BRS 15 min
and T3: BRS 30 min, * significant at 0.05 probability level, ns = not significant
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] It

wulusi wazaArdvianunsyinda ununzunlasunssuds BRS nnislidwavilviediunlusiuanssiums
ann wazdimavianunsiinsauansnsiuegnsiitedAgnieadn loe wuin n1standsena 2 nssais dwavililnungulien

'
v

avilanungvindandnulinndadiuvesiiunlusin (MTLsURLNg) wazaANgRy (FuRiuns) Wusndu (Table 1)

Table 1 Total leaf area and compactness index of Jerusalem artichoke when brushed at 4 to 9 week after sowing

Treatment Total leaf area (cm?) Compactness index (cm?%cm)
T1: Control (Non-BRS) 629.40 750 b
T2: BRS 15 min 582.80 11.88 a
T3: BRS 30 min 532.00 13.25 a
CV (%) 18.94 21.64
LSDg 05 ns *

ns = not significant * = means with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)

v
°

UNATNLAS LNUALIUNlAsUNTSUIT BRS 119 2 N551IT (T2 way T3) anmtnvitnlkiauadbuily wanauildunninuwm

YoIARU warIINiNuNTY Vel Wifinaduuminuisvesiiiug wasinntinuiasiumniu (Table 2)

Table 2 Dry weight in different parts (Leaves, stem, roots and tubers) of Jerusalem artichoke when brushed at 4 to

9 week after sowing

Dry weight (g)

Treatment
Leaves Stem Roots Tubers Whole plant
T1: Control (Non-BRS) 379 a 191 b 093 b 0.30 6.92
T2: BRS 15 min 298 b 257 a 188 a 0.27 7.71
T3: BRS 30 min 258 b 225 ab 165 a 0.31 6.79
CV (%) 14.07 19.62 15.91 17.01 15.43
LSDo0s * * * ns ns

ns = not significant * = means with different superscripts differ significantly (P<0.05)

nsdudaivigTBnalaenssuds BRS (T2 uar T3) anunsaannisiasaliulavesuiuny Tu Tusuanugeiu iy

nwmssiy dasmsasyauladuinsiuanugs waviwmdnuidy WelSeuiiguiuduund (nssuisaluay) (Figure 6)
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Figure 6 Plant characters on vegetative stages (7 week after sowing: WAS) of Jerusalem artichoke when brushed at
a different frequency as a treatment, T1: Control (Non-BRS), T2: BRS 15 min and T3: BRS 30 min, (3 week

after treatment)

3915NANITNAADY

wiadansdudaialneisn19UauUss (Brushing treatment: BRS) fdealdianiziudunan (seedling) M%aﬁﬂuﬁﬁmq
o8 (young plant) lWUAUNGIWIANYIN (Graham and Wheeler, 2017) ugl@owna (Li and Gong, 2011) wianzuaInen
(Pontinen and Voipio, 1992) warfiiiiifelsl (woody plant) ity nuatu (Morel et al,, 2012) wniftothanldifuuduneu
WUl @NTaTILANANGIY LagAInIamsaL uinduiina iinA1ALneinga (Table 1) WerSsuliisuiudulni
Wi enadunsty BRS vilvfimAnauesen auiinaannsdansizieandu (auxin) warduiuedisady (Gibberellin: GA)
M3tinenvestioudesdsanadieg (Bomke and Rocksch, 2018) 4ana1nd £i5718:41431 BRS §aa10150N I AUNITFUATIEN
nsauaule@a (Abscisic acid: ABA) Liinu (Herde et al,, 1999) fimadiudsnsiinenivestoudedldmeuiu Tnenunans
ann1sdnenivasadulaly usilawe (Whipker, 2012), nungiu (Helianthus annuus) wazduiiyiile (Petunia) (Bomke
and Rocksch, 2018) miﬁmmwaqa"ﬂﬁuﬁamaqLflum(alﬁ 893N AULR AN AUAI1NES (Relative Growth Rate;
RGR) U890NUnz IuanasneLtuiy

Asduiafiudag BRS 1 2 n5503% (T2 way T3) vildAraunzindm (compactness index) vaunumns Tutiiy
qa%ﬁu \flosnaAnanginga (compactness) LleJ%i'ldWsm*jqaﬁuﬁimmﬁammqaﬁu (MIFIUBURLUATADLTURLUAT)
waglivsvenfenadnuaziuzandenisldanudulingzan Ssmsdvuansminiuiuruinvesnivuggn Nelson
(1998) lffemdnvazvasliinszansdidliin astienugeduvesiivugnifu 1.5 fe 2.0 wiwesnugenwurUgn wagiingg
wWungiiadn Msmuauanugaulizauiunszmadunisianmsiiugadnvay wazquamvedlinszans hduiifia
Wl uslna uazAUAeINITTRWaTIAle Inenus1eIuI1 NstunKIURUNYaIU (Rosa hybrida cv. ‘Redrazz’) faevie
PVC Freanvinanseinliidnas wiluiiiueanunesiadaludunmauls (Morel et al, 2012)

nslifelisunssnds BrRS dedemavinlviAiainadenlu (SPAD unit) vesuiunzuanas FeAranadeslud
anuduiuslnenseiudiununaslsiladlufiv @ad wazanda, 2505) Sseraluanmguilafiuansliifiuinfieinng

FUATIZLES (photosynthesis) ianas insizUsunanaslsiaaNanaseaiinaviliunusz Julidnsinisiasydulnanaseie
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msduameisna n5suis BRS flnavilikniusz Tuldnsmsiasyivlnanas eradunszivlasuanmiesenis
novauaslaenvi vieUaunlu Suduteslafiligaduasueulasenlas (CO,) Tunszurunmsduaszsiuas danalnnis
Wa-Ununnluiintustesngs Ineuinluasiinisdnegesinduiteldusslovdanuaseniindlunsdunsiziuas uasde
asmsmL%Lﬁ'am%mamwumé’auﬁlﬁmmzau (Elliot-Kingston et al, 2016) Tnsundivanlufinaznd wieUafieannis
ander vhlat co, sudnlulululddes deswahlisnsnisdansziuasanasing (inden, 2501) Ssaenndostunisdng
489 Marler and Zozor (1992) wu3n nswwendunziiles (Carabola) desnaviliAinisdninvesnlu anas uenaini
N15AN®IY8Y Vernieri et al. (2003) wui1 n15talUse (brushing) waznisiugn (shaking) Audalie (Salvia splendens ex
schult) Wuaan 35 Su wudn luduil 46 anistnhwsstnluanas Fan1sanasvesainstnivesinlutesiinuduiug
SUsasnsduaTTinaianasiag

dlefinrsandminuiesdiusiieg nssuis BRS dwariluunzSuildminudmesluanasaenndaiuiiuiilud
anaaTuiy wAndu wuin Ml minuiwesddy warsinnduiiiniu e1aiiewnannalnresnisinasuineansesiuy
WAdLEa (competition ) sewinsdrulansendis wazlaudu aasnaudulinu (51n) dedwldsunissuniu wie 1dnnns
iAulnanaauimileu (Table 2) Wufeiiunsfinuives Adler and Wilcox (1987) fisenunsgudsswessundwzideme
finavlvsnsndruseninseanuazsin (Shoot: Root DW ratio) amas 8n1a3an15n55u33 BRS Sedmaviliuzifewme &
dmiurisluanasis 36 wWeddus (Keller and Steffen, 1995) wazduunud (Viola tricolor L) fuhminuiwesluanasld
dnAaY (Garner and Langton, 1997) n35175 BRS awaza’qmaﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬁmmiqzyl,ﬁam’m%u warAsuaulneanlonuInnI
fuund Fehlisnsinisdaaseiuas uagdmsnismelavesfivanamdsngnnsedu wesdunavhlidminuisesiia

amaﬂu‘ﬁqm (Vernieri et al., 2003)

G

windlansduaneTBnaLuL BRS ansamuauAvEsvediung Juldeg1siuseansam wieaicldaneasly
nsfinseszuy widuATluszeren: anmsldasmuaumaaiaeiuln (PGRs) Svenafiansfivanddlunandn wae dusunse
sofuslae nandndauaeadoifissnntu Saaunsalfidumadennis lumsmuaunisesyiivlafivluszuugpamnss
16 wagiiterfunisandununisnan uazUsendandsanulih Sauusdilildngsads BRS 15 und vgn 2 $alue wamuAume

Wuldnseana

AUBUAN
lasansidelunsatilasunisatvayumsideneliwnunuasuaiednenin wagimuninidogulng audiania
gNsMAnsNITITY waruinnssu UsstantndinAnwr 91ndtnau angnssunTIdeuiand Usedad 2562 siavu 8/2562

(KKU-NRCT)

L@NE1591999

o

AnAdna ysusud guun sz alu enasy wazntana waedng. 2560. n1sneuausearsinlaadmslvavesununs u

vensuamdu linseans. uiunwes. 45: 361-367.

o

Y381 Yynauii. 2541, NAYBINITAALAINWBNITNTZINYVBIUAT LA¥NITANNALIUAITNTINITALATIENLAVDINTINY

Uz NEINUG. INenTnusUSyy v, M1AITYEIU WININFUNYATAIERS, NTUNNA.

fsiny nesdln. 2529. sasluniivwazmsdanse: wnnisidusvleviludsemelne. Tudonmsfiud, ngamne.



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 49 (4): 864-873 (2021)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2021.77. 871

'
a a v A a

1518 ¥, 2563, wavesasnilaadinsileasensasayiulauTunuasdydu wagnisanfdunaniniiunung Junnde

Y

s o o

Wuldinszanandenuslaa. InenfinusUSyyiinermansunidudn a1 isaiu Sufininende
UNINYIRYVDURNY, YBULAU.

751501 8251908, 2545, wavasarswitaadmslganenisadyiiulnvesduniuny Juiug valentine Tuniswamduld
nszand. TynilawuUSeyeyins MAYINYEIN INNINeIdenensAEns, uAsUgy.

athy sonaoy 3ol wnis Foun G Janssu g wazotad inwanan. 2549. Svnavesnsliduveneiusienisennis
WwIeyiule Laznslvinananununziu (Helianthus tuberosus L.). WALAWAST. 34: 151-156.

athy sonany Juil wns1 Jvun Tuf Fanssu gan uazoTad nwanan. 2549, BvswavesnsliveinisamAuleBunIsid
AoNsLasELAULe waznandnunumzIu (Helianthus tuberosus L.). uAunenas. 34: 164-170.

avu 9enane Syun Juf waratad inwanan. 2549. mauvuludlusineguesiunungTu (Helianthus tuberosus L.)
wiuNEAT. 32: 190-194.

andl wugdssIal uas adui and. 2505 nsliledesile SPAD-502 tleUszliuUinanaslsiladsin wazlulanaululuves
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