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Table 1. Effect of different waterlogging periods on yield of ratooning vegetables.
Vegetable Yield(kg/ha)*
0 hr(CK) 12 hrs 24 hrs 48 hrs
Chayote shoot 1,010 2 824 ® 778° 752°
(100.0) (81.6) (77.0) (74.5)**
Chinese leek 42,250%  37,000°  34,000° 31,250 ¢
(100.0) (87.6) (80.5) (74.0)
Water convolvulus 24.875°  25250°  25375° 31,6252
(100.0) (10L5)  (1020) (127.1)
Gynura bicolor 9,075 6,375 4,925 ¢ 3,700 ¢
(100.0) (70.3) (54.3) (40.8)

*Means followed by same letters in the same row are not significantly different at Duncans
multiple analysis 5% level.
* *Number in the parentheses is the yield index compared with the check.





