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Table 1. Effect of rootstock on the 6th petal color of ‘Samantha’.

6th of petal Reverse of 6th petal
Rootstock L = b L a b
cutting 34878 5928  3275% 40.64®  59.79° 21288
R. indica ‘Major' 3460% 5805 29.83% 40.77*  59.32®  17.30¢
R. odorata 33.538  52.21°  35.04% 39.442  59.86%  22.25°%
R. odorata ‘Thornless’  38.66°  57.26®  21.74° 39.38%  59.49°®  18.52%

Means in a column with the same letters are not significantly different by Duncan’s Multiple Range Test at
5% level.

£ 2 WRGEEY ‘Piica' BEHVIIER AR TEREACKE
Table 2. Effect of rootstock on the 6th petal color of ‘Pitica’.

6th of petal Reverse of 6th petal
Rootstock L = b O = b
cutting 64.85° 27.262 20.15¢ 71.50¢ 15.35¢° 12.04*
R. indica ‘Major’ 66.91% 251430 6329 72.38 b 14.358 11.48°2
R. odorata 71.95% 13.95¢ 14473 77.48% 3.49% 9.85%
R. odorata ‘Thornless’ 69.85%  16.61 bc 13.65% 76.08 =0 691t 8.63*

Means in a column with the same letters are not significantly different by Duncan'’s Multiple Range Test at
5% level.
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Table 3. Effect of rootstock on the 6th petal color of ‘Landora’.

6th of petal Reverse of 6th petal
Rootstock T = b T 5 B
cutting 90.17¢® -4.81¢ 41.042 89.41° -4.502 42.31°
R. indica ‘Major' 85.34% -2.452 42982 86.13 b -2.18° 45.07*
R. odorata 88.83 b -2.61® 439332 88.613b -1.75¢® 45.39¢
R. odorata ‘Thornless’ 85.35P -1.428 42,142 8547¢ -0.48* 46.47°

Means in a column with the same letters are not significantly different by Duncan'’s Multiple Range Test at
5 94 level.
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Summary

The effect of rootstock on the productivity and quality of rose cut flower was
studied by budding cvs. ‘Samantha’, ‘Pitica’, ‘Landora’ or 'Princess Caroline' on Rosa
indica ‘Major', R. multifiora, R. odorata or Rosa odorata ‘Thornless’ rootstock.

After planting for 5 months, budded plants began to harvest cut flowers. In 8
months of harvest, on cultivars of Samantha, Pitica, and Landora plants budded on R
odorala ot R. odorata 'Thomless’ produced more cut flowers than cutting plants did.
Furthermore, the flowers of better quality was produced by budded ‘Samantha’ or ‘Pitica’
on R. odorata or R. odorata ‘Thomless”. The flower quality of budded ‘Landora’ on R.
odorata ‘Thornless’ was better than cutting plant. However, on cultivar of Princess
Caroline, cutting plants produced more cut flowers of higher quality index than budded
plants did.



