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Table 1. Investigation of guava leaf characteristics after foliar application in 2013

Treatment Length Width Thickness Leaf brsakdown
(cm) (mm) (mm) rate (%)

Control 9.92°" 5.03° 0.325° 19.8°
KH,PO, 10.29% 5.38° 0.328" 13.7¢
KNO, 10.62* 5.53* 0.340® 14.6"
KCl 10.91° 5.59" 0.328° 14.7%
K,SO, 10.46™ 5.51° 0.333% 13.2°
Ca(NO,), 10.35% 537 0.330® 15.6°
CaCl, 10.31" 5.36° 0.343® 15.3
CaSO, 10.17¢ 5.43° 0.350° 15.2°

* Leaf breakdown rate, % after typhoon Soulik.
* * Significant in comparison with control at P = 0.05 (LSD test).
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Table 2. Investigation of guava leaf characteristics after foliar application in 2014

Non-cover Lo .
Length Width Thickness  treatment e Speeti i)
Treatment leaf weight (mg/
(cm)  (mm) (mm) leafbreakdown breakd P
rate " (%) reakdown cm’)
rate (%)

1 (water) 1028 512°  0.35° 11.10° 15.50® 13.64°
2 (10 mM KNO,+CaSO,+KH,PO,) 10.50" 52.6° 0.40® 10.13* 10.17° 13.84®
3 (10 mM KNO,+CaS0,) 10.39™  51.6° 0.41° 6.77% 11.96® 14.05"
4 (10 mM KNO,+KH,PO,) 10.55% 537  0.42° 9.77" 10.34° 14.30°
5 (10 mM CaSO,+KH,PO,) 10.40™  51.8° 0.41® 7.37" 13.28" 13.59
6 (60 mM KNO,) 10.67 529  0.41® 10.82° 12.88% 13.95%
7 (15 mM CaSO0,) 10.96° 53.9* 039" 6.54" 18.09° 14.40°
8 (60 mM KH,PO,) 11.15°  53.9*°  041® 5.60° 11.53% 14.37°

* Leaf breakdown rate, % after typhoon Matmo.
** Significant in comparison with control at P =0.05 (LSD test).
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Table 3. The influence of foliar application on guava fruit quality in 2013

Pulp Sugar Pulp Pulp Fruit

Weight Length Width Hardness

Treatment (@ () () thi((;k;ll;ass ((:olr;iir:; W(eg)ght (ke cm?) perc;c:/il;age I;Iel;n;?:;t
Control 390.8° 8.37° 892° 1.908" 838" 2988" 585 76.55" 141*
KH,PO,  382.0° 8.19° 892* 1.793* 856 291.0° 5.68% 76.30° 151®
KNO, 394.6°  817° 9.03* 1.758" 829"  299.5* 538" 75.35° 153
KClI 384.6° 812" 896" 1.758" 847" 293.0° 545 76.28" 130°
K,SO, 387.9°  8.27° 898" 1.730° 815"  302.7" 5.16° 77.95° 149®
Ca(NO,), 386.2° 8.19* 894" 1.715° 826° 299.6° 548" 77.68" 146®
CaCl, 397.1°  830° 9.00° 1.705° 853 308.4" 557" 77.63 133
CaSO, 382.9° 824" 893" 1.693° 8.64"° 2972" 535 77.58 145%

* Significant in comparison with control at P =0.05 (LSD test).
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Table 4. The influence of foliar application on guava fruit quality in 2014

sugar  Sugar  Sugar

. . Pulp  content content content Pulp Pulp L
Weight Length Width . . Hardness number
Treatment i (O - thickness upper middle down Weight et percentage or
. (cm)  part  pat  part (g &) lant
(" Brix) (*Brix) (" Brix)
1 37257 9.49° 883" 2.15° 738 9.11° 10.44° 298.8" 6.11° 80.4° 91.8°
2 365.8° 897" 872° 1.97™ 7.75®  10.06*° 11.91*° 289.5* 5.55% 79.3" 130°
3 366.4° 924 857" 1.87% 777" 9.41™  10.65* 294.3* 581" 80.5° 125
4 362.3® 927" 859" 1.87¢ 737° 9.48™ 11.12" 290.6° 5.83™ 80.4" 103
5 3473 897" 855 1.76 7.71*  9.92* 11.73* 278.2" 537 80.1° 116®
6 374.9®  9.41™ 871° 1.82¢ 7.52®  9.86° 11.60° 299.0° 5.66™ 80.0° 111
7 386.4*°  9.63" 879" 2.13® 7.79"  9.61° 11.17* 305.1° 5.72® 79.0° 112
8 352.7* 935 858  2.10" 8.05°  9.81" 11.18™ 278.9" 5.50® 79.1° 118"

* 1. control, 2. 10 mM KNO,+ 10 mM CaSO,+ 10 mM KH,PO,, 3.10 mM KNO,+ 10 mM CaSO,, 4. 10 mM KNO,+
10 mM KH,PO,, 5. 10 mM CaSO,+ 10 mM KH,PO,, 6. 60 mM KNO;, 7. 15 mM CaSO,, 8. 60 mM KH,PO,
** Significant in comparison with control at P =0.05 (LSD test).
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