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Table 1. Difference of top dry weight as stressed by PEG treatment and its recovery

-after rehabilitation in some Japonica and Indica cultivars, phytotron. IRRI

Designation

Top dry wpight after PEG
treatment ’

Top dry weight after
rehabilitation”

Control  Treatment b/a
(a) (b)

Control  Treatment Y
© (d) N

Japonicas Iksan 438

g/3plants g/3plants %
0.377%0.13 0.253+0.08 67.1
Hwasambyeo  0.330£0.07 0.253+0.06 64.9
Daeanbyeo - 0.454%0.09 0.243+0.08 535
Geumnambyeo  0.319%0.05 0.16010.04 50.2
Sangnambatbyeo 0.422+0.09 0.181%0.04 429
Mean 0.392 0218 556

g/3plants " g/3plants %
0.650+0.19 0.550£0.36 84.6

0.565%+0.10 0.482+0.06 85.3
0.620+0.08 0.541+0.26 87.3
0.611+0.07 0.523+£0.07 85.7
0.626+0.08 0.463+0.06 74.0
0.614 0512 834

Indicas

Tfugao 0587£0.03 0.333+0.14 56.7 -
NSG 19 0.656+0.15 0.375+0.12 57.2
KDML 0.405+0.15 0.331 +0.17 81.7
R 20 0.188+0.03 0.088+0.04 46.8
IR 52 0.557+0.07 0.348+0.22 625
Mean 0.479 0295 616

1.0661:0.12 0.832+0.41 78.0
0.776+0.08 0.790+0.05 101.8
0.302£0.050.290£0.10 96.0
0.783+0.07 0.794+0.23 101.4
0.772 0712 922

Table 2. Difference of stomatal conductance as stressed by PEG treatmment and its recovery
after rehabilitation in some Japonica and Indica cultivars. phytotron. IRRL

Stomatal conductance after
PEG treatment’

Stomatal conductance after
rehabilitation’

Designation Control Treatment b/ Control  Treatment

(a) (b) T @ Y

ml/m'/s  m/m/s % ml/m/s  mwl/m/s %

Japonicas Iksan 433 160+0.29 024+002 150 071+004 099+0.03 139
Hwasarmbyeo  1.46+0.06 022£0.05 151 0.83+0.05 0.83+0.05 100
Daeanbyeo 1464005 020£002 137 064+002 093£0.11 145
Geumnambyeo 1354022 027+0.04 200 0.64+0.03 0.74£002 116
Sangnambatbyeo 1.48+0.24 025+0.04 169 0.63+0.03 0.80+014 127

Mean 147 024 163 0.69 086 125

Indicas Ifugao Rice  1.44+0.14 0.30%001 208 072002 093+0.09 129
NSG 19 141+0.11 0264004 184 0.77£0.06 091+0.08 118

KDML 1184032 0224004 186 066+0.03 0841006 127

IR 20 1.08+£0.29 041£0.15 400 0.89+0.05 0.74+0.12 83.1

IR 52 140+0.14 099+0.74 70.7 1.25+0.46 0.77+0.15 616

Mean 1.30 044 338 0.86 084 977

J: PEG (150g/ £ ) was treated to hydroponics solution at 14 days after seeding

and continued for 7 days.

D Rehabilitation investigation was done at 7 days (28 days after seeding) after
removing to hydroponics culture of PEG stressed plants.
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