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Table 1. Effects of different energy saving light bulbs treatments on the stem length

of Ginger Lily.
Month
Treatment Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec.
1 year
T 52.27b* 61.76a 68.82a 85.29ab 99.38a  95.30a 97.43a 94.29b 84.90b 83.46a 86.73a 8l.65a
T2 54.79ab 62.23a  70.07a 90.99a 94.47a 94.1la 91.77b 89.78c 83.12b 82.1la 8255a  83.56a
T3 56.52a 64.24a 70.69a 83.66b 9522a 95.25a 93.77b  92.18bc 84.75b 85.04a 85.84a  82.26a
Control 0.00c 0.00b 0.00b 0.00c_ 78.39b %2.35&1 99.07a 100.19a 88.98a 84.38a  80.93a  71.74b
2" year
T 75.96b* 80.25a  87.00b 92.89a 106.00ab 111.10a 101.22a 86.60b 88.57bh  70.25b  76.8la 83.57a
T2 80.91a 85.82a 89.16ab 95.43a 110.13a 110.99a 96.92a 88.28b 94.78ab 78.78a 79.38a  82.82a
T3 78.33ab 82.78a 92.44a 99.57a 103.16bc 111.22a 104.40a 97.95a 99.46a 78.00a 76.6la 87.4la

Control 67.73c__ 72.00b 0.00c  81.97b 97.63c  96.70b 102.60a  98.52a  92.66ab 78.35a  77.86a  81.76a
“ Means in the same column with a different letter are significantly different at P <0.05 by LSD test.
*T1(23W v %k % 7 %2 » energy saving white light bulbs) ~ T2 (23W § £ 4 & % ¢ » energy saving yellow light bulbs)
T3 (100W 4 5: %% ¢ > incandescent light bulbs) ~ Control (& % F& &JZ » no lighting during night)
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Table 2. Effects of different energy saving light bulbs treatments on the spike
length of Ginger Lily.

Month
Treatment  Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec.

1 st year
T 9.57b>  8.91a 9.52a  11.70a 11.17a  11.75a 11.82a 11.48a 12.47ab 12.26ab 12.13a  12.03a
T2 9.83ab  8.96a 9.54a 11.76a 11.24a 11.62a 11.62a 11.42a 12.74a 12.15b 12.12a 11.27a
T3 10.32a 8.88a 9.44a 1086b  10.89a 11.48ab 11.67a 11.49a 12.30b 12.23ab 11.83a 11.77a
Control 0.00c 0.00b 0.00b 0.00c 7.75b  11.10b  11.60a  11.37a  12.44ab 12.46a  11.95a  11.75a

2 nd year
T 11.19a* 10.62a  10.4lab 10.85a  11.72ab 11.22b  11.44ab 12.05a 12.00a 11.94a 12.19a 11.85a
T2 11.34a 10.83a 10.72a 11.26a 12.37a 11.78a 11.34b 12.07a 12.28a 12.17a 11.94ab 11.75a
T3 11.13a  10.94a  10.10b 11.00a 11.63ab 11.50ab 11.85ab 12.12a 12.47a 12.03a 11.66b  11.63a

Control 10.37b  10.38a 0.00c 9.91b  11.10b  10.56c  12.50a  12.47a  12.19a 12.22a  11.63b  10.41b

“ Means in the same column with a different letter are significantly different at P <0.05 by LSD test.
*HUp fe 4 1(T1» T2 » T3 and Control are the same as Table 1 indicated.)
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Table 3. Effects of different energy saving li
yield of Ginger Lily.

ﬁh;x?

ght bulbs treatments on the cut flower

Month
Treatment Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec.
1 st year
T1" 459" 147a 296¢ 182b 293b 379 453b 516ab  545b 946ab  528b 207b
T2 4la 185a 526a 285a 471a 407a 608a 473b 665ab 934b 653a 250a
T3 32a 148a 428b 198b 388ab  416a 508ab  487b 721a 925b 653a 254a
Control 0b 0Ob 0d 0Oc 10c 328a 440b 588a 539b 1038a 610ab 93c
2 nd year
T 284a° 360b 293a 238a 384b 686a 341bc  468b 732b 918b 567b 599a
T2 267a 467a 392a 268a 466a 713a 430b 615a 812ab  1044ab  618b 522a
T3 319a 419ab  332a 249a 388ab  748a 562a 602a 918a 1111a 679ab  392b
Control 91b 48¢c 0Ob 70b 98¢ 430b 317c 627a 588c 909b 809a 179c

“ Means in the same column with a different letter are significantly different at P <0.05 by LSD test.
*H.P 4 1(T1 - T2 T3 and Control are the same as Table 1 indicated.)
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