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The Effect of Oxygen in Solution on the Growth of Rose St
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Summary

Plants of Rosa multiflora 'K-2' ~ Rosa indica '"Major' ~ Rosa hybrida 'Samar.
'Landora’ were cultured in solutions with different oxygen content. The shoot elongatio:
plants cultured in high oxygen (7-8 ppm) solution was quicker than that cultured in low-
(3-4 ppm) solution. The fresh weight and dry weight of rose plants cultured in high
solution were also heavier than that cultured in low oxygen solution. The photosynt
'Landora’ plant was inhibited when plant cultured in low oxygen solution. There were
stomata of rose plant cultured in low oxygen solution under high temperature (34°C’
there were opening stomata of rose plant cultured in high oxygen solution.
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