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Effects of natural light and light-emitting diode (LED) light on
photosynthetic efficiency and other related parameters in rice
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unAnga: N15AnwIUITBUIgUAMILANA19TENIIN1sUgNTIAnelALaIsTTUTIRLAZ LAY light-emitting diode (LED) i
daNanUzANsNINNTEIATIZALES LLazé’ﬂwmsSuﬁLﬁaaﬁaqiuﬁwaﬁuilwa MUNUNITNAABILUU split plot in complete
randomized design (split plot in CRD) $1uau 5 81 Inefidadendnfoundsiuilnues 2 Usvian e uasnsssuwnd (700-
950 umol/m?/s) way as LED (850-1,000 umol/m?/s) Uadesesfie Wugdna 5 wiug Laun 154.ue3 (RB), Nv10 (RD10),
Foum1 (CN1), fiwaylan2 (PSL2) waznenanssays (HOM-SP) annwanisvaasanuin 411fiugnanelduas LED uansdn
UszaAvBamnsdansgisneuasgean (Fv/Fm) ligendn Tnefieadewindu 0.788 WenSsuiiisuiuiniivgnluaniizuas
55597 Fedldadowitiy 0.72 Arnrundenlu (SPAD) vesimiiugnaneléuas LED fwnnnindutnfiugnluaninuas
5550917 TnedlAadswinfu 43.75 wag 33.85 SPAD unit muasy Anade raslsilad a, b uay raslsilagsay day
wansinenueg 1 lied A vaifsenineiugln wagseniannnsikas nuanukUsUTuveUiinunaoliilad o uay
b lutmiiugnanelduas LED unniuassssuvilusiug HOM-SP RBUaz RD10 dnuaizuesdnsinisdnevendidnaseu
(ETR) lutivgnmeléuas LED wazuassssumadimnuunnsisiu Taedutniiugnanelduas LED fian ETR gendinisdgn
melduassssuni Ineilnsewing 2.98 - 186.82 umol/m¥s uay 1.416 — 88.169 pmol/m¥/s auddiu 9nnsAnwIASe
Huandlifiuiouas LED fivdnasiensiinyszansnnnisdunginauasdnunedug Mfedestunssuiunisdunsei
waludny Wwigfuufduiusseninaiudinuasaniniinday

ANANALY: WAISTIUYIR; had LED; UssAnSnnnisdunsiziias; 917; aaslsilad

ABSTRACT: The objective of this study was to investigate the effect of natural light and light-emitting diode (LED)
on photosynthetic efficiency and chlorophyll contents of five commercial rice varieties. The experiment was laid
out in split plot in complete randomized design (split plot in CRD) with 5 replications.The main plot was the growth
conditions (natural light (700-950 umol/m?/s) and LED light (850-1,000 umol/m?/s), and the sub plot was five rice
varieties including Rice Berry (RB), RD10, Chainatl (CN1), Phitsanulok2 (PSL2), and Hom-Supanburi (HOM-SP). The
results showed that plants grown under LED exhibited a greater performance in maximum quantum efficiency of
photosystem Il (Fv/Fm) with an average of 0.788 in comparison to plant grown under natural light (Fv/Fm=0.72). The
greenness of rice leaf grown under LED was higher than under natural light condition with the average of 43.75 and
33.85 SPAD unit, respectively. Chlorophyll a, b, and total chlorophyll contents showed significantly differences
among varieties and between the growth conditions. The variation of chlorophyll a and b contents in rice leaves
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was higher under LED than natural light in HOM-SP, RB, and RD10. The result for the electron transport rate (ETR)
showed that there was different between LED and natural grown plants. Plants grown under LED light showed a
much higher ETR than natural light plant with the ETR ranging between 2.98 — 186.82 pmol/m?/s and 1.416 — 88.169
pumol/ m?/ s, respectively. There is variation of traits in response to light source which tends to improve
photosynthetic efficiency significantly, as well as the interaction between genetic and environment.

Key words: natural light; LED light; Photosynthetic efficiency; rice; chlorophyll
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Frfummdrdgmaassgiovedneussiiunuimeganndednlneg lneiuiiugninvedlefnduaimilwes
fufimzdgnuesiisussme Tnedguiedulovisanifufiuiifiesndndn 5 wauends aniideglutiagiu 9.2 Suenmms
Weflifiunisdseandnldnnnidikiun lunsdweendrlutsamalneduultdunisdeondiuannty Tnedsasins
deoonlundazdiaus U w.a.2558 - 2560 flUSunnnsdtean 9.79, 9.88 uag 11.48 duiuradnuddu uilud we. 2562
mningiinsdseendafianaaiesnnivinunisndatianas fensisuiainisszuisdnluafiensenlunuaudaludi
1w (@upudseandialng, 2562)

Tutlagiu Light Emitting Diode (LED) funuminnlu@inusesiuvesnud Insiamgagndinnudniuiidoman
onshiitu 500% nelull 2020 iiteliemesensiiiuturesuszannsian (Yamori et al, 2014) fafumsihimelulad
plant factories Aon1sUgnitaluszuula ifwrldiiefiuuimamandndeTlfiduuntu Snfsdaunsadfiunmuamua
UTinmvesanseangnsddymsdanin wavasiuesyyadasslufinuiselinld wWutinte uwle Inndud st Tndfiues
woulnlounfiy waztudualsiu (Hasan et al, 2017) 3elasuanudenluraguseine miﬂqnﬁﬂuisw%ﬁ?u Iududag
Tuaadlelivdnsissydulalsogiafui undsindauasdidonld uasinsigaiudriannsanssdumsieiaivlne s
Aeldd Aonrslivaeniudauasiuy LED il aldvaunuuvaandsnuainuaseniing (Kozai, 2013) 91nn1sansinislduas
LED ierfiugunnuassandsluinadn Tnslduasdun dhduuasdnm nubasdnadunanaalduini andonislduadd
upswazuadtduludnaau 90R/10B (Wojciechowska et al, 2015) uanannii Zhang et al. (2016) l§@nwnaves LED uas
Adronsasyivlnvesdundtniidauduiusiulsinamanan wuinsli LED ludadruuasdung 50 9% weasdunity
25 % Uagkasdiled 25 % luszuznanaiuisansedunsiasyiulanididiu lu wagsin Tussegnisuanne waziinase
USinaunandn Usinaeaelsiiad uag Ansazfieunasvesnaslsiiadluvagiinsliuadienfinnududusildfinasens
wiiulavesdiluszesuanne uagn1slinandn Chen et al (2014) s1891uinnsld LED Aunssausuddnduanunse
nsgdlsifundndnnasrensuoulnlesdululuimld vonand uas LED Ssdaadulifuimilussansnmnsdaasesiuag
qqqmﬁugqsﬁu

nsfnuINsagTiounasasnaslsilad (chlorophyll fluorescence) unisianisiudsuudasufizeuasuasiie
(light reaction) luszuuuas 2 (photosystem II, PSII) uazasnsaldoSuronisdaiiudlanasouraenszuiunsdunszineg
uats (Misra et al,, 2012; usdnwal uagaaiy, 2557 Jadlefivgaiuuasiedadoluduvedlnaned ndmuuassgnilld
luufiiseail (photochemistry) unsdiuazgnuanUasgeanuilujuvemasiuaiuieu (heat) WaEWawIUUINEIUIY
avviousanulugUiuuaachlorophyll fluorescence (Krause and Weis, 1991) luited 1ot un15Tae chlorophyll
fluorescence anansaUILBNGIUsEANSNSHNATITAIENAY N1EevenBinnTon wAYA1TYNIITRY PS Il Tanunsas
Uaﬂﬁammauyia}naaﬁmﬁuﬂ LLazm'mﬂmﬂﬂammﬁﬁuﬁlﬁmmﬂﬂﬁamqS] 16 (Krause and Weis, 1991; Pedrés et al., 2008:
Baker, 2008; Rungrat et al.,, 2016) n5l4wmAlAN153A513A1 chlorophyll fluorescence ilan1sUsiiunanmvessiu
fin Tnanizvegabaneldanimnisesayiuladlimnransddsuanuienegunsvais wardnindunddumainadia
ANAIAAINSUIUIBAUETTINGINY (Baker, 2008; Brown et al., 2014) YoNANLANTIARN chlorophyll fluorescence

anunsavhldlaglivhanesegnsluseninansifivioya
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o nsAnwfedninavesan1iznisugnaneliuassssunfuazuas LED siauseansnainnisdauasisiiaves
Fnlnedruu 5 fiug Ineltinafian1siiaszsian chlorophyll fluorescence $ELATBY PAR fluoro meter LagnsUsziliu
Anndoluiivineiaios SPAD meter 1nUsegndld Lilensanaeunsidsunlamisaisinewesiivesesinis danns
WasuwlasiananersthlUlfifudeyaitednufimansznude nsiadqiavln nandntnn saudanisivasunasmes

asdrfglutndmiunmndndiluszuuilalusuannely

ad
A5n15Anwn

v ¢

Wugd17 115U UATNITTINDIENINILES
UAUNIINAABIMUU split plot in completely randomized design (split plot in CRD) 31w 5 91 lnedUade
VanAoFULUIUNMIIVLES 2 WU A waesITNYIA (natural light) kar wad LED Yadesesfie siuddnd d1uiu 5 wug e lsdiue

=

3 (RB) n910 (RD10) Fwum1 (CN1) waylan2 (PSL2) ewgnssaiy3 (Hom-SP) lnesiugdnitldlunisveassdaidonain
Snwazdnliiluas fdnsamnslinandedia uazduidenveanuasnslunnamiensuats vnnsmnzndrdnluan
viqu etmiengle 25 Yu vhmstreugnasnszarsmanadiniuln vuimduriuguinatsmeuonyinnszans 30 au. v
WurugugnanInBuenAunsEas 17.5 9y, ANNgs 22 e, ussgpumiensiuan 5 nn/nszana $1uau 1 du/nszans 14
swewnaifisdniiieliiudaugauanysal Tusnsdiuded 100 un. N, 50 un. P uaz 50 un. K /fu 1 nn. Tagldogns
46-0-0 Tudns1 176 un./Au 1 nn. Jegns 18-46-0 Tudns1 108 un./aAu 1 nn. uazdegns 0-0-60 ludns 83 un./du 1 nn.
uazlalalalayi (30% Ca0 + 20% MgO) ludns1 10 n/fu 1 nn. Tnevinsagnlalaluviaslufuusaznsyneuasiisl i unm
7 $u deuvhnsugndm ieidumsusuussiu waeliduinausogasmreanlasalditu wennslddeoondu 3 a afs
agwing fu Taensuusdadsldguuundnnudnsfidinuadenseans vmslddeaded 1 noulgnlnenisngnuauasly
nsznns ldeadedt 2 uar 3 ifednengld 25 Tu uay 60 Ju ndsdreugn SansguariiSnuAIERTinLANLVINZEaY
dmduninmudivgnnelduasssund fuinazgnirluvgnuazquainululsafoudn Safidiadsanuduuadlutis
na1efusEnIng PAR = 700-950 umol/m%/s wazgauvniinanaiuiads 38°C - 41°Claginfisedunsaiy al uamaasives
ANASAANS NTNEINTETINIRUALAWINGDN 1TT dauninmudiiugnanelduas LED du dudmargnihluugn

a

auasnufgugniivwuuislandnislviuas LED 91uau 12 Falus (6.00 h - 18.00 h) AsgauALduLatag7 PAR = 850 -

v
= 1Y ' 44

1,000 prol/m?/s JaiseAumnsani AMEALAIRmMSYINAY 75-80 %RH gaumgiianalsiulasnanshiuintu 35°C /25°C ¥
1 =

N1SNARBITENINUFBY NINGYIAL — HAIAY 2561
N153IAN15UAEULUAIUEANSAINNNTTUATIEIUEIENS uasanuMENEITINETNNeIdas

Juiindoyaniaiuaisiven wazUszdnsamnisdunsiziuamestnniuiissesunnnafiud ewinfiszes

¢ A v v a o o ¥ & o a s v & o PP Yo ' ° 1%

wannaLNN fudmazinisiaunsEdufuiasiianuanysaivewiy wenanindsnunfiwivarauligaddlagninluly
dwiunsasisdmnsiuiuasiauduwdanoly lnevihmsiadleduinaieny 60 Tudmsuiug CN1 Hom-SP way PSL2
waziieny 70 Tudmsuiug RB waz RD10 tnen1sinAiilugauilusifindl (youngest fully expanded leaf) ¥in1sinen
ﬂaaiﬁ\laa‘wQaaLﬁaLeuu (chlorophyll fluorescence) f8LATOS PAR fluoro meter (PAR-FluorPen; FP 100-Max-LM-D/USB,
PSI®, Gzece Republic) laenouviin1sine chlorophyll fluorescence siudaazgninluliluiisia (dark-adapted) 1Uuvian
30 U9 N15UTELTUAIAULTB2U03TU (leaf greenness) az1T1AT pelloTaUTu auAaelsilad (hand-held SPAD-502
chlorophyll meter, Konica minolta®, Japan n153nA1 chlorophyll fluorescence waz SPAD value Tasiaog19lud17lu
weaiu Ingdadiunansluluiisvanslu

TauSunaunaslsilas a way b LarAIMNAINITNTLATALNISYBY Amon (1949) Ynsiiufieg19issezuanne

W Tnednludnaludeatufiinan chlorophyll fluorescence uag SPAD value finanngdiunanstulaeiudunanslu Wutu
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ywadn tmtniede 50 un. ladlunaenneass waziiinans 80 % Acetone s1uau 15 wa. thiegnsluutiduit 4 °C WHunm
24 s Tuitiln thansazanefildiioaslae 80 % Acetone Tilsiuiung 25 ua. gafog1ausanas 100 lulasdns Tdlu
microplate LLﬁaﬁﬂUi’m’lmiamnﬁuuméfaaLﬂ%ﬁmﬂﬁﬁ%muui:u‘[mt.wam (Microplate Reader: Biotek®, Synergy H1
Hybrid reader) Ain113E1IAAY 663 War 645 WiluwAs (nm) warAwinUSinaaaslsiaddniady un./ndwiinas
(mg/gFW) feaunIs
Chlorophyll a = ((12.7 X Ag3)-(2.6 X Aggs))/ (50 mg) X 25 ml
Chlorophyll b = ((22.9 X Aggs)-(8.68 X Ages))/ (50 mg) X 25 ml
Total chlorophyll = ((20.2 X Ags5)-(8.02 X Ag))/ (50 mg) x 25 ml
108 Agss = ATSALATIAINLENIARY 663 nm - blank
Agss = AitTRlETIANETIAGY 645 nm - blank
NSAATIZHINSEDR
AEimuLUTUTILTBTRYALUUABINA (two-way ANOVA) pnaiusunsnaaesdingld wasiuSeuiiisuainy
WANAI9UBIA LA BWUY LSD (Least significant difference) i seauanud ey 95 % taeldlusunsy R uag R-studio
(RStudio Team, 2019)

NAN1SANYILAZIRTTA]

SvsnavaurasiauaeionsiUdeunUasuasdn chlorophyll fluorescence (Fv/Fm wag electron transport rate)
1155aA1 chlorophyll fluorescence 1un1s¥an1smevauB IS TInevesfiafiinananuaseaiesain

anmwunden FaanansaldeSurenisdeiudidnnseu (ETR) uazdszansammslduasgeanves PSil (Fv/Fm) vesitaly

ANMLINRBNTINY Ia HANIINARBINUIIAT Fv/Fm vesdiusasiuginuunnssiueg1aldeddgymeadfdlieugnaels

o a

wrasillawasuana1aiy lnenuindevgnanegldueas LED 41ivnugilel Fv/Fm gandimsugnaneleiassssud (Figure

1a) Wu§ Hom-SP RB WAy RD10 fiAnads Fv/Fm aeléiuas LED ganingnaeliuasnfiogadideddymnsada (P < 0.01)

o o aa

lnedAnadewintiu 0.78 0.76 uag 0.77 mua1du Tuvuedd1iug CN1 uag PSL2 linunnuuwnnenseensiiteddgnead

o

v v &

seninensugnanglaanin LED light wag natural light wananidamulduiussenitenisiiuauasiugdny (light x
variety) danuuansneiuseeiiduddgy (P value = 0.0211)

Y] A Y a a 1% & YA . a & a A ' Y] " a
9ATINITAADULIEBLANATOU (ETR) Y9301 5 Wug (Figure 1b) NizazuannaeiunnuINiAIULANAINNUDE1IY

o a

Woddgneada laganadudnsinsindeudredianaseu Tudnndgnaelduas LED danafegeanindnnugnaieliuas

555UR 2.1 1911 LagHAMULANANNNADANIAANULULLES PPFD Aaus 10 — 1,000 pmol/m?/s &sgenndassniun1sAnen

Y93 71 uazAE (2560) inuiinsugndudinideneldszuuugnitvuuuAsdnnielduas LED annsauiassdnsnimnis
Fuamgideuadldl msiduinnansiussansnmmsdaneisneuas Fv/Fm uag ETR aneldanmues LED figandndu
dfiugnluanmeiassssurituorndunanan fudiiluanmuassssund Wuuadblaiiaosswiviudesnnus
A Su17 wazanwwadousneg fsuntasegaaonim Snianuduuasiigaiululuanimsssumenarhanswadi

YNAIUN IS UNTAWATIERA LAY TI919FINARDUTEANTNINATAUATIZV A8 WEIVDINY NITUTEANTA NN I0a

v
o o o

guanuazmsndeuiedidnaseuludnuwiaziugdduediuiiugnssy waranuaansatunsusudivesiivtiug 8ndae
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AUUANAIYBIAIANNTEILY (SPAD) wazUsuuaaelsilad a uaz aaalsilad b aneluludriszwitemsugnangld
WEISTINYIA Uazues LED

nsugninniegldaniizuas LED limanudeiluinniinisugniinieldanizuassssund (Figure 2a) lagl
A1egTl 43.750+0.63 SPAD Unit drumsugnaeléannizuassssun lnglidegil 33.848+0.54 SPAD Unit Hansiiasnesi
ysadii nudn1sugnanelduas LED uay wavsssusiAdamuunnsatunisadafissdu P < 0.01 uenainisswuufduiug
sewiaiugtuazanmuas (P < 0.01) Wug RB Iieaudedluadounniign windu 43.766+1.47 SPAD Unit uawwug
N1 Tamandenluidsiosiign 1indu 35.02+2.80 SPAD Unit wuiiluaniwuasiuy LED anansaifiuanadnandedluls

ANTEsTINYIR TanIMNISIASULaILANAeiUTEnINaLas LED AUkasssuyd wudidnang 5 wug Weianudealy

'
aaa

(SPAD unit) wansneiun1sadafisedu P < 0.01 WulAgfiums@nwiues Kobayashi et al. (2013) wuitnsugninadnalu
svuulelasinda aneldanwmaon LEDs Aunsuardiidu dwalsiinadniien SPAD gesniinadafivgnaneldaninmaon
wgoaLsaisud et oradumnemiuainateveaiiivldsuainuasa LED vldfiwiiamnmdoluiidindu wazens
dululsinluanmsssunagsanimennieioamgiiiade 38°C - 41°C Tuneunansiu Jsgesningumgiinglugugnitauuuis
Uniidinislsiuas LED Feflgnumgfitnanansiumindy 35°C Sadunaliien SPAD vesiudmitugnluanmsssumidutiosnt
nsugnaelduas LED Tnsnamsvinaesaonndasiun1sinuaes Liu et al. (2013) inuirgamnfifigedu dwalsien SPAD

Usunamafiazaneinla wazlusiululusswesdnanasegradidvddgnieana uonanddmuanuduiudsyning SPAD

wazUSununaelsiladfiasmsneldan1izgaumg g

Y

JLED
@
; [ Natural light
g’ ns
S o8 ;
oy
c
2
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S E
g L
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o
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©
o
o
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<
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Figure 1 Maximum quantum efficiency of PSIl (Fv/Fm) (a) and ETR (b) of rice leaves at tillering stage. Plants were
grown under LED and natural light treatments. Leaves were placed in dark-adapted state for 30 min allowing
the reaction centers to be re-oxidized. Fv/Fm and ETR were the average from five replicates +SE. The data
shows “**” indicated significant differences at P<0.01 between the values in LED and natural light

treatments. The coefficient of variation (CV %) for Fv/Fm and ETR is 8.65% and 28.15%, respectively
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a N b 0.80
(a) LED [J Matural light (b) ¥ = 0,654 + 0.00260X .
&0 os | r=0711,7 = 0506*
* % * %k * %
50
|
40 0.76
z £
a 30 &
[=]
< 074
o
@ 20
10 0.72 o .
0 0.70 T
CN1 Hom-SP PSL2 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Varieties SPAD Unit

Figure 2 SPAD value at tillering stage of five rice varieties grown under LED and natural light (a), and correlation
between SPAD values and Fv/Fm of five rice varieties at tillering stage. All data are the mean + standard
error of five replications. ** indicates significant differences at P<0.01 between the values in LED and natural
light treatments. The coefficient of variation (CV %) for SPAD is 17.17%.

a

detauiinusiningiiieadedunszuiunmsduanegifena nuindnusasiusiviinunaelsiadiunnsetu
agaildeddgnieadaluwsazan1ienisugn (Figure 3a-3c) Pnmsifiuiegndludniisseznmsuannewdiud wudn 919
#USRB way RD10 SUsunmanelsfiad a 1wdewiniu 0.83 waw 0.65 un/nidwiinan sudduneldiuas LED Sunnniinis
Ugnnelsuassssund lnedradonaalsiiod o Wiy 0.63 way 0.53 un./nbwiinas anudidu Tuvnsditug Hom-Sp 1a)
fauuansinafumsadfszninamsdgnisansanney Tunanssfudin s N1 weg PSL2 USaunaslsflad a way
paglsilad b wdsnelduasssumfmnniinelfias LED Mnwanmsvaassuandliifiuind SPAD fifisunielduas LED
Lyififlauduiusiuusinanaslsilag (Figure 3d) adenadululddn nsiadrod SPAD WuieansiaAaudenlag
124 vvoslufiayindy %"mzasﬁauﬁammaugmﬁmaqﬁﬂuiuamasmmLﬂ?amwwmﬂ (Shah et al., 2017) wazuans
mmﬁmﬁuﬁ‘%aqU%mmiuimwu’luivﬁ%ﬁ?w] 1% (Yang et al., 2014; Ghosh et al., 2020) waliaansathundseuiisudu
Usinussdingedhaty Ynuaaelsiladlulufivldeduiaie iffosnnnsnszareiveseaslsfladuluiiniuiinny
wan@1enululaagALme (Yuan et al,, 2016) wenNd Qu et al. (2017) I@s1BMuE IANULUTTIULALANLFLTUS VDS
SnwurdsrBvsamnisdansizideuas a1 SPAD uagtimtinuis ﬁ?u%uaaﬂiﬁ’ummLmﬂ@hwma‘”ﬂwmwNﬂ’uqﬂﬁmaﬁn
Tuustaziugande Fsenadmalinsdsuuamesufinuasslsiadluludnduliuhilusasiug

dlenseiuffiiusssrhetugdni 5 wus Auannzmsugni 2 anne wudwiusindufduiustutuane
nsugnlunanednuaglaun Usuaaaslsilad (P < 0.01) Armanudealu (SPAD value) (P < 0.01) uagUsyan3ainns
dunseidaonasgn’ (P < 0.05) TngUssdnBnmnisdanszideuamasdiit 5 dusfuulduluiiniudlevgnaeliuag
LED Tngwuiinisliuas LED taelitniuultufinuTuueaslsitadluludn udldyniustuey fusnumemaiugnasy
LLamﬁU%’Ué]’waaﬁuﬁifuﬂ soanmuwanden Jaudunamnanmsiiieldfunadivnzantiunssuiumsdanneidouasegig
it FeilRAanszuunmsduanesisenaniuiu Sohliiviinueselsfladifiutu wioghdlsfinuanmsiieszeims
affusIngiAradedly SPAD dlatgnmelduas LED gandrugnaelduassssuvavniug uiusuunaslsiladluding
Unetuginngt 1duA CN1 wag PSL2 uazuneiugiiengsndn 1éuA HOM-SP RD10 uay RB iulfisdfunis@nwives Chen et
al. (2014) Taen1sWiuas LED fisvagndn fivasndusingg wéamudn dnitldsusadussoznd dwadewdosdanisiauimisd
Fu wawdn wazdadauvesaaslsiiad a/b luludnn arnwansvaaeuandliiiiufnnuunndsueadnuasmaiugnssuii

HasaUsyAnSnmNISLTuYeIAANTeluiY Fainainen SPAD Ailiwindu egraguiiug CN1 AfusEavEnmnIsLiinT
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¥94A7 SPAD figandmniug enadumszd1aiug CN1 fimsmevausssiedelulasiauldfnintniugdug (nesidouay
g, 2559) Seiilviviinalulasadluludnuniy dwealiivssansawlunmsisturessanudeluldindidn
g

dlofnunfsanduiussendnedn SPAD uay Fv/Fm mausingnindavduiudnisuansedutunans Taefian r =
0.711 (?=0.506) (Figure 2b) WWufignfunanisdnuves Kumagai et al., (2009) finumuduiusnesUINszninam SPAD
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Figure 3 Chlorophyll a (a), chlorophyll b (b), total chlorophyll content (c), and relationship between SPAD values
and total chlorophyll content (d) of different rice varieties grown under LED and natural light treatments.
All data are the mean + standard error of five replications. ** indicates significant differences at p < 0.01
between the values in LED and natural light treatments. The coefficient of variation (CV %) for Chlorophyll
a, b, and total chlorophyll is 29.51%, 30.50%, and 31.52%, respectively.
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