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Effect of IBA and NAA on Rooting and Growth of Cape Gooseberry after Stem Cuttings

(Physalis peruviana L.)
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Abstract

The study investigated the effects of different concentrations of indole - 3 - butyric acid (IBA) and
naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) on root formation and growth of Cape gooseberry (Physalis peruviana L.)
stem cuttings. The experiment was conducted at the Fruit Crop Experimental Field, Faculty of Agricultural
Production, Maejo University, Chiang Mai province, from November 2024 to January 2025. The experimental
design was a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with nine treatments and four replications. Stem cuttings
were treated by dipping their basal ends in IBA and NAA solutions at concentrations of 200 and 400 mg/L,
applied either individually or in combination. The results indicated that the combined application of IBA at
400 mg/L with NAA at 400 mg/L produced the most favorable root development with the highest number of
roots (89.75), root length (7.16 cm), and root diameter (0.73 mm). These results were not significantly different
from the treatment using IBA at 400 mg/L combined with NAA at 200 mg/L, which produced a mean of 87.50
roots, a root length of 6.11 cm, and a root diameter of 0.58 mm. In contrast, shoot growth was greatest in the
control treatment, which produced the highest mean number of shoots (3.93) and mean number of leaves (5.06).
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unAnta
=2 ¥ ¥ ¥ 1 a a ¥ Lonl
nsAnmANdNduaeanis1das IBA uar NAA danisiingin uaznisiiuinaessduangaiuess
(Physalis peruviana L.) naan15iindn ad ulaanmnaesananldng Anzaannssunisinems auang1aguwdls
Fandndealna sEud1RBUNGAINIEU W.A. 2567 DUABUNNTIAN W.A. 2568 1TUNUNINAABILLL CRD
# 9 n99As neswbar 4 91 Tnanisqulauisinasluansazana IBA uay NAA Avsidudy 200 uay 400 Aaaniu
saans nelugtuuunisldansatiaien uaznisldsaniusendneansisaessiin uanismaaes wudn nsld IBA
% v a a o ' a ! o % v a a s ! a % dd‘ % o

AYHLNY 400 HaAnTuseans faNiL NAA AYNdNdw 400 Hadniudeans Tinanngalusd1uni1swmunsin

Tnaliauananiafe 89.75 91N AINENNTINLAAY 7.16 lIUALNAT LazdUNIUANENAN9TINRAY 0.73 HaANAT


mailto:nopporn@mju.ac.th

NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 175

o aa o

XD

¥ o

=3_

a

@as 5.06 1y

SluANANTUNINATAR UMM IBA ANNITNTYW 400 HAANTNABARNT $9NTL NAA ANNITHNTYW 200 Hadansu
BAM3 N 1HAIUIUIINLAAY 87.50 31N ANENIIINIAAY 6.11 LHWALMNAT LaztduEuAuNaI9IINRaL 0.58

HARINAT IISTINNFLATTYIDILDA WL NFTNRBAILANITNARTEA Tnudanuuaeniedt 3.93 aan Lazatuauly

AdAny: iannawas nistlndn ansmauaunisasyAunaeai

LﬂWQﬂLU@‘ﬁ‘ (Physalis peruviana L.) 1{lu
Waluaed Solanaceae @vag luasdinaafiunin
= = o o a = a £y
nzie waruzigema Aiuniilalunddeinals
Tasannzilszmauada aqiiuinisuilnaeting
wnsuanevinlan Meluglnaan naulsgluaraesmanu
(Phiphatthanawong, 2015) ﬂ’]?‘ﬂmﬂﬁuﬁquamﬂﬁ
N 1AUA183T 11 NIWIZINER NITINITIARRY

o v v

d” di o dJ & v
Waltlanazni191Tngn Fan1snzNaaNdaanina1L
o ° 1% = a v a
8m31N1398nA7 kazldinatuiuasas TN ldnanan
(Sriwilai, 2017) nswnziaeilatiainanaiungm
P o Y @ Y
WNERIINN92818RUE LARE 19990159 WAR AUy
a t:ll [ £ Y o
nzuannge wazandusasldinweianiznialu
o a = dJ aa A o Qdd‘ ]

N17ANLHRNN78NUINAT Ae N7l AT uAERENe
TEFuNUAT LazATNIIDAALRENHURUTANN
peneug i Taense adnglsfianu nsindndeaei
daa1im TAA ANNLANFAINTIANSRIINITAANIINUDY
= 1 a =& o U
Nrwsazain sauneANLLsUsutasilasnaa
2 . - .
NdsuasianisasyAulnI0Is

U d’/ﬂ al =

paemniasianaulalunisfneaAcu
WNdueeg IBA hay NAA Aan15AATIN WATNNT

a v o o )
MGG muqu@ lwafsuaenistingn

ainsaluazisnnsg

ANH1Ha104 IBA LAY NAA A uidud
TEAUANG 7 m'axiﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁqummﬁ IALINSULEUNIG
NAABNLLLNANYIn] (CRD) uikeanitluy 9 n99:71

N97NADAY 3 TN TIAY 4 N

ooyl
NTTNIEN 1 FAAILIA

q q

a o

N339ADN 2 IBA 200 HAANTUFADANT

N95337 3 IBA 400 fadnsuseans

N95337 4 NAA 200 fadnsuredns

N953337 5 NAA 400 fadnsuredns

N9783%7 6 IBA $2u771 NAA 200 Aadnsu
FARAT

N953337 7 IBA 200 fadnsusedns sauy
NAA 400 Haanfusaans

N953337 8 IBA 400 AaAn3use@ns s
NAA 200 HaanfuFaans

N953337 9 IBA 400 AaAN3usaans SN

o 1 a

NAA 400 Naansupaams

WaangAediATy 30 4u inn1stuinua

NNINAAT 1) NMTNAIIN 2) ATUIUIIN 3) AINENITIN

o

4) WUHIBAUENAT9IIN 5) A1UIULBA 6) AN

oY

o '

g128em 7) a11auly 8) Wnumilnandiuinilafny
9) Sinusiedaumitiodu 10) Ynuinangauldau
LAz 11) Svinuedauldai eldliussindnnay
712970 LALANNENILAR TidE WuruAuenaen
Sadaenefiilaaaiilesmanea nistaiminan
Laziaminuieresdoumiledy uardoulddu
snduntslneldiasesderanea (PL 3002/00,
Switzeriand) ANLAMNANSAATIN ANENNIALENT
SuauUReTIRAIN

MaNAIN (%) =TTz X 100
CRITAIRAVSIHT



NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 176

AAziANLL9U (analysis of variance)
Ineldsunsudniiagy Sirichai Statistics 7.0 wag
wWisuieumnuuansnelaa1d3s Duncan's new
multiple range test (DMRT)

MSLATENNDUNUE

o o ol g

= ' ¥ a
TR UNUSANNALLBSS taeld 1) Aawn

Q Y]

' '
a

2) ivfsgaunaun 3) Asaeu lwaelivindumnnssuis
AYINEINT 15 - 20 LIUANAT ANNTFTENIAAINI T
(M) Tunramnzdn 32 uga el ALANDALLasE

TdiTnguan nuldnelulsEeuiazliinduay 2 A

NANSIAEULAIANTOL
annnsAnIANdNduaaanisld IBA
Laz NAA Aan1TAATIN TRATUANWIUIIN WLIN
nsldans IBA $auriu NAA Hunldfann ldiauausn
11NN91n1319417 IBA %5e NAA WeeaiinLfen

TuszauaNd TR n191E IBA $auU NAA

[ a =

v v a a ° Adl
AINHLEINTY 400 HAANTUADARNT NANUIUIINLRALY

1
1

2¢l 89.75 770 Tuanuziinnsld IBA u5a NAA

U

WenTiaken Ha1uausnaeetn 27.63 - 54.50 311

o

(Table 1) AMNANFL T948AAABITL Bharadva et al.
(2023) #INn1sAnEINNTATLAEST wudn ngld
417 IBA $aufUn191E NAA Huualdunnldanuau

FANINNIINTIEE4NT IBA 138 NAA LNeaTiinLAgn

¥ ¥ v

Taegn 9 Ld IBA FauAU NAA A8 NDw% 1,000

'
a o A

FaanTuFeams IR UIUIINLRALALN 9.60 97N

U
'

Tuanuginigld IBA viza NAA e tiatheaqnali
o = = =

HNUUIINRAL 5.12 UAT 4.73 590 T991AHAME
11a1NNANN19R8NNENLETNIUTEY IBA uaz NAA
Tner 1BA inuiiniiuansnseiulusvazisusiuaes
naingn amnsagniasiuiu IAA daunssuaunis
B - oxidation (Strader and Bartel, 2011) Tngl IAA

¥

Qi o ay - a T PN PN
%mumuﬂ‘wLemaml,qmiﬂummwimmelu, it

o

Tinaudngnszuounisdaunduganmininnaniia

ARYLTARLAIYANNNTOLLNAY wazAnTesalud
AU BTN 1A N te Tuaei NAA Hpona
= = \ a P =

WWREINIATgINdIeeNTUTARY ] A941N19D

< X 4 2w e ns
psanInnIseangnanteluilleitiavesietingqla
H19UNUNGT AR IEN1INILFAUNTTLIUNITULNLTAS
WaXNIIREUIT0I9ANLHANIAATUE N FBLTaY
waridse@nSn1nunnaw (Ludwig-Miller, 2000)
TINANITNAADI IUANUIAIRNUIBINNLANAIAL
Sivakumar et al. (2024) imnnnatindaaaiuanie
Wuq1 N3 1G4 IBA $aNAU NAA Huualeiunaly
IVUIUIINLBYNIINTLTET IBA 158 NAA LiNel
TUARLY B1ANANMANIAINA L LBININUAN G
Tnefvgouilnilamadung inliauisngeduansls

[~3 1 dl o 1 v
7939 wazludFunamnnndnnandusienisnsziu
naiiagn aeinglafienu nsgadnansmanilluses
4 - o 0o a o 4 X
Aunninuldananilfifinniovaesinuiu daniazil
812 TAIINI4NITRLNAY AN UAL UL AT
wiaau3nlAuRINauAensRmLIe99n Ty
(Pacurar et al., 2014) AMUAINLIITIN WUIN
N34 IBA 997U NAA AN g 400 Haansu
Hafns HANINEINIINGINGN AB 7.16 LIURALNAT
W liANFNaiU N3l IBA $au1 NAA AN dade
ARn9 asinglafinny n3ldans IBA viga NAA AN
£ U a a o 1 a = £ o £
Wad 400 AaansuAeans Nuudldunaliaanueng
1 Y G U U
FANINNIINT LT IBA 1138 NAA ANLTNdY 200
JaanFureans (Table 1) T9danAdasniy Nguyen
et al. (2020) NM1N19ANHINITATINIA NN WU
v A v v a a o

N5 19817 IBA 138 NAA AQTNLTND 400 Haansy
FaaRNT N ITANNENINNINNGINITIE413 IBA 138
NAA Ao uidind 200 Hadniusiedns Aanati 0.25
LaT 1.65 LURLNAT WAZEIdanARadniL Sivakumar
et al. (2024) Ainudn n1514a17 IBA #3a NAA
AL HDY 400 Haansuseans lunisilndnaan

= £ o £ 1 £
wiyanAduu iy laaueamnuanndnigld



NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 177

a o 1 a

417 IBA %178 NAA ANMNTU 200 NAANTNAARNT

| |
-.ax

HAaER 1.17 uaz 0.34 LEURANAT T9914LHINNAN
¥ £ dl 1 = QI
AN NTUNgIndn Analunisinadungs
= o 6 O v o o= A 1 4?/
VT UNEas i T al A NE A UL
(Cosgrove, 2000) wilaitaaaasnglszneusae
Taseadranan Aa lulaslnisaaglaa TeEessaiu
ag9nuuLY LazgniaNtlsyausntaiinaglas
lnuiuselalasiaw Wetaultsd Expansin unsnsa
v v o & 1 = ndl
Wl lulnseafaniiamas Az i an st aLnien
sudnatiaaglan uazlulnpsinizaagias danald
AUk UBTesR U lalasiauanas Taseasne
o =R 1 o = =l ] ‘ig/ 6
HIIARASEBUAIRT UATHANE AL UNINTY LTAR
=] %’ £ 1 a v dgj o v a
arunsngadnudguaraTaalaninau vinliiia
N1TLLFAD LATNTEARILTAS dItalatTN
WsnRANe190INTU (Cosgrove, 2018) WALNE
NATURANTINAABIANNINUIAENsTng Inauaas
Malaviya et al. (2022) Wu31 19kl IBA Aanuidndu
450 Raanfuseans aeualinanenasntieandn

a o A

n13ld IBA Aouidudu 250 Raanindedns ot

=b-

2.01 URLNAT @q@ﬁ@’WLM@NW’QWﬂﬁ/ﬂEMZL@W’Rﬁ

v

naneRnavesile sl Felnawdulinn Tnadansiu
dl ¥ rdld o 4 1 '3

Mlszneudoaimaaniuniianun ldun ues uay

= Y o a _a

awaaisulann Gelassadresananiinsazanani
TuszAuge M linilaadnun wazdnonuudaunss
A9ualin1sunsEIuLe91Y WATAITAILANNST
wwatyiAuTnTesig 1 IBA way NAA lifullaiie

o

Aasnng waziileidalasgyandusanisaansan

A o

i laanau asenaiduanun i ldnedndTnau
navauasAanisldaesiuuluszAiugla ameuwin
A Aa o & v, , = o =
Nananwne e lddewduinaaiuiAnnaiuass
(Taiz et al., 2015) lun1easafudruiannaiass
Wuiadugnidanduiulditeden Usznaudan

LIAANL3 IANINRNTIUN9 warde9919921919

LIAAAUIUNIN TN IHNNIAATH WaNITUNTIRIANS

a0 eqaniingnla® (De Kierk et al., 1999)

[
o A

= ] o, A A A e
W\T'ﬂ’]"ﬂﬂ@’]’ﬂ,ﬁ'ﬂ ANTUSUADILURLLDNTNLEEANAINNU

o

- , . . v o o
gunundnAnylunisninuassauaINNdNdun
WMHNNEANTB94717 11N 71 HE91N N1 7AAIIN LAY
N2LATEYTRITIN
AuTUIALE U BAUENA199IN WL
MAATLANLALNNTL IBA Naauidudi 200 Haaniu
a a dl [l o a o A a a
plaans NAAtat luszALRLITI AR 0.25 HARWNAT
waslluAnFANNAUN1989 A (Table 1) agnelafinnu
n9ld IBA uaz NAA lussdumanuidudungeau
= v o £% [l & RI d?/
Huna Tt ldunaduinugueananasniinay
] o o 1 £ EZ 3 1 Y
aglnadnaw nanananadsyiauldiiugn nnsldans
a a A o v £
AYUANNTTIATEY AL IRTaeiT luse A NN Ty
MANIZANAINITONIZHUNTUUSITAS LAZNIT
YN FIVRILTARLTIIUINN datatFIInTauIe
. . 2o 4 v e
WukuAuenatuinau Ssaenadesiunalnues
BANTUNTINILAUNITULUTAR WAZNIVEN TR
3N denaliiinsniaunalunau (Ludwig-
Miiller, 2000) IangaanTudunuindAysanis
EINEABILTAS LTRARFMNTUaIsn N1 A e
Aeluaaagainisaasafalaninay denaldiie
nn3azaNLIIAuN1elY (turgor pressure) @11190

o o

o & o a o 913)/
uansuniiamaaaanldlunuasanaassn N0 lddu

& & o ?:/ = |dgl o £ 1 6
ARTLNN mwummml‘wmw wﬂmﬁumu@uﬂnmﬁ

v

290Ny Tnedunnsdiulaseadieaessanli
a11909095uTH N wazsne s NInaulE

peln19MNNZaN (Cosgrove, 2016) agnelsfinnu

= o =2

WeanFaueuiun1sAnenaes Chumpookam et al.

(2014) NAn®IN13ME IBA waz NAA lunnstingn
wdawiugideslud 60 wudn nasldansluuieaaiu

a o P a

N L1 IBA ARNHLNTY 1,000 Raansusaang
LAz NAA AHENYY 3,000 NaANTUARART A9UA b
waduinuaunassniluansesiunisalldans

anafanuAnnaInANwAnsaaesiie sl Inavsiew



NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 178

Wudszinnldfidlawds Usznausaemasniieelann

dld o g 1 1 s Y o 3
NRHEIUN uazRTasdneseuInsaaaias 1nlwnne

' o

unTuazALAEggedn e lusniiANN s Tz aa 9

A9NA1TN17LAAAUNVBITD FINULAZENTDINN T b

waspefinndanad udadananinnisuanssauea

. v o e ad o X
VAN MWW TAN TemsariudniuAn)aluefTmaiie
TAaud19aau lusun19insn wuqn n1sldans
IBA waz NAA lddenasanisiinsinuaanatingn

R = a 1% aal =
WnAeTINeLlTauWe Ui UNITNATAYLANT

119819 1e9anlun1mAasdLAaznsNITRN1g

= a o ¥ v i a
wauaznszanafind sl szinm laun feaaw
ad s T TV SUNPS Rag) =
Asnsaaunaun wazisunludpdounintiu n1siaay
aa

FUIUAR

o

AduueandwAazlszinnlunAaznssy
ANLTsusTrInelszinnhe v lduasNLaas

' aa v o =X o v a
PAIUFAAZNIINAT INALALSAU a9 ldn9iingn

b

TdunnA1aiun19adia TeaenAdeaiun12ANEA
nstintrsumeeduiug S04 Tt Mungkalasaranee
et al. (2009) finudn nsldans IBA inl¥Emsnne
Lﬁmi"mluﬁlﬂﬁﬂﬁ’]‘ﬂ\jumLLmﬂ&iﬁﬂﬁuV]’]\‘i@aa unng
1 19ans uazdeaanAdasriu Singh and Bahadur
(2015) i1 MaRAnEBYNATEY NAA LAZ IBA fanns
aansnlufstnd e (Grewia subinaequalis L.)
Wu31 N3l IBA way NAA lideanarednsinig

panNUANNNTINT W aT a1auiaan AN TANa1HN

draRuiANg N1saluniseans nlaLa3suT A
. . 4 2 A -
ot TusrAuge Iesannaiin1sazanaesluueaniy
A lulusyAuNnieane g usuwReninn1s451937n

o o ' ¥ o

IeaanNTUNUNLMNANATYABNIINIZAUNIININULR

o 9

1
¥ o

FuUNMNeadaaiUNIIWAUITIN 11 Auxin Response
Factors (ARFs) was Lateral Organ boundaries
. ) 4 o da
Domain (LBD) (Olatunii et al., 2017) G9NIURINTNH
Ananinlunisaansings Tnevinlilasinisazan
AU lELAINE1999 LT UIRNE wazwilaluLFion
X 24 e o da Y. .
WattlaTAung TINIUTENMIDUAILTAINAI9Y LAZH
aqdryeyruianiveandulunisnseiunisulaaag
(Mhimdi and Pérez-Pérez, 2020) WsLWANANAL
Kumar et al. (2014) AN1N13ANH1BNTNAUBIET
pauANNIsastyiutazesialungueandusianis
aansnlunendiafiudy wuan nnsldans IBA
waz NAA Huasadmnsinisiinsnlunadngn aqanu
WANAN9Ea15 LN IHANNANHULNINETIING 1R
= tﬂl 1 o & o = Adld
NENWANANINYR TR LaNIZANTIUT UL UNTNN
wualun1999n AN TUENINEIINTNRA 1Ta9a0N
p~ o a , o o
Hrvsuaesaesiiueandunieluasluseiusn
(Sanchez-Garcia et al., 2018) asandusaa sy
NN9NITHUAINAITRBNTU NILUBNNDAIATHNNT

gaF1a1ilaLilasnn (root primordia) WALLINNTFWRALN

Tidusnnanysal



NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 179

Table 1 Effect of IBA and NAA on number of roots, root length, root diameter, and rooting percentage of cape

gooseberry (Physalis peruviana L.) stem cuttings after 30 days

Number of Root length Root diameter Rooting
Treatments roots (cm) (mm) percentage (%)

Control 14.25° 2.41° 0.25° 75.00
IBA 200 mg/L 27.63%* 3.21% 0.25° 81.25
IBA 400 mg/L 52.63% 6.30° 0.48° 87.50
NAA 200 mg/L 38.88° 2.82° 0.49° 75.00
NAA 400 mg/L 54.50° 5.46° 0.60°° 75.00
IBA 200 + NAA 200 mg/L 43.25% 6.48° 0.64% 87.50
IBA 200 + NAA 400 mg/L 143.50° 5.34% 0.52° 93.75
IBA 400 + NAA 200 mg/L 62.75° 6.11° 0.58% 87.50
IBA 400 + NAA 400 mg/L 89.75° 7.16° 0.73° 75.00

F - test > b b ns

CV. (%) 21.14 22.56 16.66 20.76

Remarks: 'Means in the same column followed by different alphabets show significant differences at 95% (p<0.05) using by

the Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) ns= non-significant differences; ** = significant differences (p<0.01)
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Table 2 Effect of IBA and NAA on number of shoots, axillary shoot length, and number of leaves of cape

gooseberry (Physalis peruviana L.) stem cutting after 30 days

Treatments Number of shoots Axillary shoot length (cm) Number of leaves
Control 1.00% 3.93° 5.06°
IBA 200 mg/L 1.12° 2.82° 4.00%
IBA 400 mg/L 1.12° 3.64° 4.19%
NAA 200 mg/L 0.75" 1.11% 1.06°
NAA 400 mg/L 0.69° 0.90° 1.75¢
IBA 200 + NAA 200 mg/L 0.94%° 2.02° 3.06
IBA 200 + NAA 400 mg/L 0.94% 1.62% 2.25%
IBA 400 + NAA 200 mg/L 0.94%° 0.90° 1.88°
IBA 400 + NAA 400 mg/L 0.88%° 1.22% 1.75¢
F - test . . .
C.V. (%) 16.35 14.98 20.05

Remarks: 'Means in the same column followed by different alphabets show significant differences at 95% (p<0.05) using by the

Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) ** = significant differences (p<0.01)

anMsAnEANNdNduIeInisld IBA uay
NAA siatiminan wastinmiinuis ludunnmiings
uastTnuaresdaul A wudn msldans 1BA vide
NAA Hunlifurinliinmiinan uaztinuinusiaes
falAuAnannndnnnsldldans Taadldniminan

=

203d9ulARUIALDLITUINT 1.04 - 2.95 NFN uasd

D

12 1 '

ANLRALILNMINWTIBE 321919 0.09 - 0.30 NSH VUL

U

1 v v
12

nesNATAILANTARALUNMINAR wazUIMINWAS
90942 ulARALNES 0.46 WAL 0.07 NN (Table 3) @4
daAPARariU Susila and Reddy (2013) AMnnN3@nE

nstindafien (Adathoda vasica) wuqn nsldans

IBA 1139 NAA Huusliuvinldiuingn uaziinein
b4 a 1 16 & = ’é o
wiazeean HeAmanndanistdldans Tneduiuin
ANTBITINIAALDE TN 2.00 - 3.22 NFH UAzUIMIN
wiaaeesniAeanetn 0.28 - 1.12 3N luanh
el = a4 % o g v v
nasudsAILANAARAuInas waziIuinui

293997N0¢7 1.56 UAT 0.23 NFN AINAIAL Teiadt

'
o =

aAyNdananamuLANFIeAINana Tl iR e Ls

Y1a1nn13ldaNsaand UL antiNaLfeg w9

1o

agfulszinnueasnanldlunisindianne Tasaly

U

=2 ° S t/ I~ o &L
nnsAneaaen1stindane alulaanldieNIaau

= = = . a I~
Aun aeluszaznvunzansaniaifiaINNINNan

q



NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 181

o

a1 = U
Wasanistszinnilfaasisaanidnaninlunig
WA uAT NI ARNANEANE UNEaNDFANTS

v 1 = v @A
af19nnlud ausimaniuniinisazananflulawnes

' v
a

WATANTDIUNTE1784 LT AUNNNNIR9Ee Y BNYIAN

o o

s oy A o e 2
pamaan inunaunuldile i Fauieuiufawn
AINANNANAATEUINAMNAINIID IUNITA ALY

ANUT LL@zﬂ’]’]ﬁJW%‘/@Nﬁi'ﬂﬂ%‘ﬁl@ﬂ@u'ﬂ\?ﬁiﬂﬂqiﬂQUﬂN

' '
a K

a a A ! % ° v
ﬂﬁi‘L@iﬂgLﬁ]UIﬁl‘ﬂ'ﬂ\iWﬁ danaliinisiindnaqafiang

BAUNILARIN1TAFI9I N AT I wazHuuiln

11NN37 (Kontoh, 2016) luatuz? Manjunath et al.

o

(2022) Alavinn1gAnEINITTnd1aa ALY AN A
WUI NNTANANNE NI LYY IBA way NAA Tdiua
faunmings wazuinsnuiaresdouliny deana

asunalaaniladasiuazsananaasnaiingn

Tneannzengresianld aelunsdizesnimaaesil

a =

iuisaau Inafadauilaneien1anIanIng

o -

13eNaUAIELEARNE S b LA T AN AN KL T AR LN

o

| [
a a o

= % A dl I o = o
wardFunuantiuan Tnsafainaiaaniaeses

1 v
P o

TUARUNANT 1117 N1287 889U LA E17919N9
Wuliasineanis dearaiiudasnianynlvneea
Tlamnsomeuanessieaasluulussiunudndugs
v 1 = a a U %; o
Taasineililsz@nsnn (Cox, 2018) AMUUINUNER
BATUNMIEN W94 UIALAAY NANIINAABINLIN

n1314473 IBA LAz NAA lidanafanisiNauees

'
a

dnmidnam waruinilnuisreadauiuilefnluig
ndrannaiess lnardldldwansnesiunisana
dll = o aal dJ U o
WallFauiauiunssnitnauaN Tvaanndasiy
a A, o Al Yo a
WUIAANIN ANBUFIRNT LASUBENTUAINANEWEN
- 2w e A . .
vmguresieindne luszaznisimunainlug
~ = A a vl o
dnailasuilamisdssineliiAnaningalunis
Wuuaaldansulawnsm (sink) ivani13as193nlug
nNaNAe NIrUUNITaFen e Aaaniulanm
a 1

gnanaseiuadnandaunile Aunndandinn

FIUR (Ljung, 2013) B9ln19UfufiAn1an1sa1Laes

a7e 17l euFin g ufaniiacnieInisgy
(Roitsch and Gonzalez, 2004) n1aLlasiuuassanang
AanalFiinn197 089 UuYe9NIIAMUAT ANIGNT
o al = dl
anasAn iy lawmsauazsnseIsaenT Inasnd
nasimuazayluaiduaugIAnynganianig

a ] A a 1 o 2% = o 24
AT TRIAMULARAY 1l a6U Lazly 391
dnndnanuwarinninuiaresdauinilasu (fresh
shoot and dry weight) ldiinau v3e ldunnmAean

aal L2 = £% U =

NIINIBAIVAN W91z HNIINILHAUAEA1TDDNTY
fimu (Druege et al., 2019) ANBUZAINAND LARIDS
AINANRUSsendvaafluunaAun19saiiy
Al lansnazanllgan1sas19snAAEsEINNgn
nnsazanuuninludousan asralsfinis nanis
NAARIHNANLANAI9ANNNANNTANHNTRY Singh
and Bahadur (2015) @4318911491 n19 14415 IBA
LAY NAA dana i ningawaz i nidnwiveed
ganNaT (Grewia asiatica L.) WANIUW Waiiguiy
TAAILANAITNUANAINTIBINANITNARDIAINGND

p1285une lfanANE AN LRI N TUAAZ T HANH
Aaanlasaansuansafy dedannduldvud
ANBOUENNAUFUINEN LA AN AN UALD
saaaflunlddndnangaiue Hluszaziduduaes
Anstindn TnadneusfitAsnglsznsreaiani
\Berenismauauassiazefluy 1dun 1) {8m91n19
u,u'\ﬁLsn@@r@;ﬂuu?mmﬁm?im@?a&l \iu apical
meristem 2) TAT9@319NINEANTBTHBLE e 1Ty
dunaman uaznsslann Saanusunsalunig
Wanwnluadenylnallage 3) ddnadounnsususia
lulnsiau (C : N ratio) TugangaUR NN L aNAaNNS
mmumimmilﬁamﬂﬁﬁyLﬁuimiumumﬁ@au
(Cox, 2018) cvﬁ”qmwﬁ F9INUI1 N9 19A17 IBA way
NAA Tuilaandanalsinvingns uastinminuiares
douginafnduldtanulusesansniating anei

- a g o
Lﬂ‘WQZﬁLU@?ﬁ‘IuitﬂtL?Nmu‘ﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬂ?%u’auﬂﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬁ



NJU Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2026 8(3); 174-185 182

Avilndndalaidsnnnanysalivanaiinusenn uaz arausnaaanisiing winieldaunsnazanly
wrandanignldatnedilsc@ntnan Asaiusas nalulddunisafesnluscazudu daalinng
4 o v o = . -
wWamnamsnavanlinaluns TneanwizansTulawmses azanea1mg udaugen ldineanasanissnfuis
waznInarliy N A uARUNITUIUNITLAATIN A lidaniinaauazindnuisaesdounilonu
daunszuaunisldnaseuge waziiaauii laliinauetinedalau (Davis and Haissig, 1994)

Table 3 Effect of IBA and NAA on fresh and dry weights of underground and aboveground parts of cape

gooseberry (Physalis peruviana L.) stem cutting after 30 days

Treatments FWU (g) DWU (g) FWA (g) DWA (g)
Control 0.46° 0.07° 3.97 0.48
IBA 200 mg/L 1.04° 0.09° 3.28 0.36
IBA 400 mg/L 1.94° 0.17° 3.56 0.38
NAA 200 mg/L 1.75° 0.15° 3.86 0.37
NAA 400 mg/L 1.88° 0.15° 3.22 0.31
IBA 200 + NAA 200 mg/L 1.94° 0.17° 3.56 0.41
IBA 200 + NAA 400 mg/L 2.95% 0.30° 3.27 0.32
IBA 400 + NAA 200 mg/L 2.11% 0.18° 3.56 0.36
IBA 400 + NAA 400 mg/L 2.54%° 0.23" 3.75 0.37

F - test ** > ns ns

C.V. (%) 13.55 12.40 19.46 24.09

Remarks: 'Means in the same column followed by different alphabets show significant differences at 95% (p<0.05) using by the
Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) ns= non significant differences; ** = significant differences (p<0.01)
Abbreviations: FWU = Fresh weight of underground part; DWU = Dry weight of underground part; FWA = Fresh weight

of aboveground part; DWA = Dry weight of aboveground part
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Figure 1 Root growth of cape gooseberry stem cutting treated with different concentrations of auxins after

30 days
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