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Effect of E{rerbearing Mango Rootstock on

Stomatal density of the Scions

a3uana woumgas'’ uaz Alzga Augrssar’’

Sermsakul Pojanaroon’’ and Tragool Tunsuwan'’

Abstract : Effect of everbearing mango (cv. Choke Anan) rootstock on stomatal density of the scions: Pim Sen Mun,
Khiew Sawoey, and Nam Dok Mai, comparing with the Kaew rootstock and Choke Anan on Kaew were studied at
Chiang Mai University during February to April 2000, by Silicone rubber impression technique. Theresults showed that
Pim Sen Mun on Choke Anan gave the highest stomatal density, followed by Nam Dok Mai on Choke Anan, Choke Anan
on Kaew, Pim Sen Mun on Kaew, Nam Dok Mai on Kaew, Khiew Sawoey on Choke Anan and Khiew Sawoey on Kaew
respectively. Comparing between both rootstocks Choke Anan gave higher stomata density than Kaew in all scions with
statistical significant difference. While among the three scions, Pim Sen Mun and Nam Dok Mai had numbers of stomata

almost the same but more than Khiew Sawoey with statistical significant differences at 95% confidence. It can be

concluded that Choke Anan rootstock had influenced on the scions to gave more stomatal density than Kaew rootstock.
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Table 1 Effect of mango rootstock on the stomatal density (unit : number/mm2).

Scion Pim Sen Mun Khiew Sawoey Nam Dok Mai Average
Rootstock

Kaew 659.34 600.02 628.20 629.19°
Choke Anan 720.04 601.52 694.64 67207
Average 689.69" 600.77° 661.42"

* Mean within the same row or column with different superscript differ significantly at 95% confidence by Duncan’s Multiple
Range Test (DMRT)
** For Choke Anan on Kaew rootstock, the stomatal density was 671.20 number/mm?
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Figure 1 Effect of mango rootstock on the stomatal density (unit : number/mm?).

Figure 2 Stomata density of mango leaf cv. Pim Sen Mun on Choke Anan rootstock.

258



UNDHUVEHYES G dg s ¢ TEHPIDFE TN VW LW tTlﬂiJ'Iﬂ'l‘UﬂdﬂG'l"l‘l—lﬁ‘ﬂ

Figure3 Stomata density of mango leaf cv. Khiew Sawoey on Kaesw raotstowvk.
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