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i &
¥ 3& = (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.) 2 _ % B A & % - < 2 {175 » a4 %%
FEREPFIFAERIELBF R T BRI RECETALRE AL P LT
Tkl Ffd ndt A o 35 380 * oK 4 Bh(salicylic acid, SA){r # it 4F (calcium
chloride, CaCly) % #| 2 # £ 1288 (plant growth retardant) & = ;% :x X a4 o
SEABEEE S G o JI EE YR E R RAEZ we R TR T
gm0 9544 & (membership function value, MFV)ix & 1} it & 5321
dptk o SR KT E L £ (‘Marbella’) ~ “# 1 2. & °( “Jacobson Peterstar’ ) ~ * ¥ &3
3 °( “Winter Rose’ ) ~ ‘= % #+ % *(‘Luv U Pink’ ) ~ ¥ 3&&°( ‘Noel’ )2 ‘% @
% ’(“ Primero Glitter’ ) ¥ &-4& 2. T 324 ) R >64%> 5 #5488 41°(‘Pepride’) ~
‘%:‘Uf’(‘Dulce Rosa’) ~ <k #h’(‘Red Splender’) ~ “F £ #’(‘Monet Early Red’) ~ “ ¥ 3&
+ % ’(‘Christmas Carol’) % “ %= 5% % ’(‘Red Velveteen’)z_ T 352 B B 4 * 64% I
44% 2. B > ¢ Rat#&qE s 7k L (‘Ice Punch’) ~ = 3 ’(‘Prestige Early’) ~ ‘PLAE
4@ (‘Wonderful’) ~ “4& #5 Z °(‘Lemon Snow’) % “ B & #2°(‘Red Glitter) 2. T 352%
B<44% > 5wt eh A o
KAFEEAr & AT e L A S 6o 3R B 1 ‘Winter Rose’ > “Noel” ~ ‘Ice Punch’
FIE 6 Fo s HMH  F&RE A 52 BT REE E)~ 10mM CaClz ~ 200 pM SA ~
400 UM SA ~ 10 mM CaCl, + 200 uM SA ~ 10 mM CaCl, + 400 uM SA £ 6 f8 /42 »
SA {v CaCly £ #| ¥ =4k ‘Winter Rose’ {r‘Ice Punch’2. Fv/Fm &3 0.7 14+ » * %
Mz B EAFsEr PG T E(relative injury, RI) > ‘Winter Rose’ 2 400 pM
SA + 10 mM CaCl, g2z RI e % ; ‘Noel’’Z 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl; ~ 400
UM SA+10mM CaClz 2 10 mM CaCl, = & edZ 2. RI & % i ; ‘Ice Punch’ B| i@
FaRFFAR a2 L2 6 SEH LT # 5 ‘Winter Rose’ fo*Ice Punch’
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doi:10.6342/NTU201801331



z_¢hELE % > ‘Winter Rose’ )4 10 mM CacCl; ~ 400 uM SA+ 10 mM CaClz & & ; ‘Noel’
LR IR EFAL R S ‘Ice Punch’ /)12 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaClp #x i ° 3§
£ 7 %% 200 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl, #27 *# i *Winter Rose’2. RI & ¥ 3£ = Fv/Fm {r
YADE » & fEAJ2 > AFREEF LR %% 200 uM SA+ 10 mM CaCl, ¥ & ¥ % i<

‘Noel’ % i§ i # {5 2 3 = f¥ (malondialdehyde, MDA) 3 € > # % = i § - & f#

&

(catalase, CAT)2_ =14 » ¥+42 3 ¥ it f#(superoxide dismutase, SOD) | i 7 & ¥ & 5 o
BRERR S AREFE S HGT R AR & Sk FRR
‘Winter Rose’ & 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaClz ; ‘Noel > % 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl, §r
200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl; ; ‘Ice Punch’ 3 200 uM SA + 10 mM CacCl; °

4 E A2 S & 0 @ 5% (paclobutrazol, PP-333)23.5mg L & 5. %
% (chlormequat, CCC) 1500 mg-L™' ¥ 3§ 4c ‘Winter Rose’ ~ ‘Noel’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’2. Y(II)
®{r Fv/Fm & > ¥ "% < ‘IcePunch’2 RI & o ¥ & %[> g < @[5 & 2~3~5cm &+
#E# 23.5mg L'PP-333 R % B v SR Y £ 2em PEE ¥ PP-333 2tk B
ELfrE TS > EFFFFE T REB S Bag@ix ; AW SR T L Scm P35
* PP-333 “,% TR T HERAESFHE 2 ELE R0k o Ay
o G oo e s A PEE s PP-333 % T RE B B AL (S Fv/Fm e Y(I)T ' et
B2 MRIE AP AJEFRLT BFLE - § p f £ (difference in day
and night temperature, DIF)(25/30°C) &2 30 * ¥ % 4 ‘Winter Rose’2_ tk % » 2 %} &
BiEipthoa BEPE BRIV EFRemBEL T+ ¥ a0 5 4 R i
FHP o HegitEgy o> S @7 - LT EF B

BARE ARBHAHAM T LI PFRL LB r B R R C%H T
2015)2 S Apin > A T UM BR S E LA BRI IR R WAL S F A0 E
%y §iE o %% SAJrCaCla ¥ # - Fokic & B adf 2 I ik - vhAF £ 56 % L it
BAGEES  BEEAR R EMEA R o6 * PP333 VR Fakieaal o Fipe
SRl E Sem % ¥4 EE MR ok 2 At du 2 ok o
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Abstract
Poinsettia (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.) is the second most pot flower in
Taiwan. Heat stress in summer could inhibit plant growth and result in abnormal leaf,
which is the most severe problem that producer is facing. This research aims at evaluating
heat tolerance in poinsettia cultivars and improving heat tolerance by applying salicylic
acid (SA), calcium chloride (CaCl,), and plant growth retardant.

Three heat tolerance index (leaf temperature, chlorophyll fluorescence and cell
membrane thermostability) were integrated by membership function value (MFV).
Results shows that ‘Marbella’, ‘Jacobson Peterstar’,Winter Rose’, ‘Luv U Pink’, ‘Noel’
and ‘Primero Glitter’ were heat tolerant cultivars, the MFV of which were more than 64% ;
‘Pepride’, ‘Dulce Rosa’, ‘Red Splender’, ‘Monet Early Red’, ‘Christmas Carol’ and ‘Red
Velveteen’ were medium heat tolerant cultivars, the MFV of which were between 44%
and 64%; ‘Ice Punch’, ‘Prestige Early’, ‘Wonderful’, ‘Lemon Snow’ and ‘Red Glitter’
were heat sensitive cultivars, the MFV of which were under 44%.

‘Winter Rose’, ‘Noel’ and ‘lce Punch’ were sprayed on various concentrations of
SA (0, 200, 400 uM) and CaCl (0, 10 mM). Fv/Fm values were higher (more than 0.7)
and relative injury (RI) values were lower in ‘Winter Rose’ and ‘Ice Punch’ which were
sprayed on SA, CaCly. RI values were lowest by applying 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl;
for ‘Winter Rose’ , 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaClz, 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaClz or 10 mM
CaCl; for ‘Noel’. For ‘Ice Punch’, all treatment could increase Fv/Fm values and reduce
relative injury, and there was no significant difference among treatments. There were
more lateral buds and young leaves of ‘Winter Rose’ and ‘Ice Punch’ sprayed on SA and
CaCly, but no effect on ‘Noel’ was found. Appearance quality was better of all cultivars
sprayed on SA and CaCl,. Appearance quality was highest by applying 10 mM CaCl; ~
400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl; for ‘Winter Rose’, 200 uM SA + 10 mM CacCl; for ‘Ice

iii
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Punch’. No matter sprayed or drenched 200 uM SA + 10 mM CacCl,, RI value was lower
and Fv/Fm value was higher of ‘Winter Rose’. The effects of spraying or drenching were
similar, and there was no significant difference between two methods. MDA could be
reduced by spraying 200 pM SA + 10 mM CaCly, but there was no effect on increasing
activity of superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT). Considering RI value and
appearance quality as a standard, the optimal concentration of SA and CaCl, was 400 uM
SA +10 mM CaCl; forWinter Rose’; 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl; or 200 uM SA + 10
mM CaCl: for‘Noel ’; 200 uM SA + 10 mM CacCl; for ‘Ice Punch’.

Drenched in 23.5 mg - L or chlormequat (CCC) 1500 mg-L!, there were higher
Fv/Fm and Y (II) values in 3 cultivars of poinsettia, and RI values was lower in ‘Ice Punch’.
Fv/Fm and Y(II) values were higher of ‘Noel’ and ‘Ice Punch’ drenched in PP-333.
Treated PP-333 when lateral bud was 5 cm could reduced plant height and increased
quality of appearance and heat tolerance. Plant height was lower of ‘Winter Rose’ with
negative difference in day and night temperature treatment (-DIF, 25/30°C), but there was
no significant effect on heat tolerant indexes with -DIF treatment. It was supposed that
heat tolerance was affected by chemical compounds of plant growth retardants instead of
other retardant method.

In conclusion, results of evaluiation of heat tolerance was similar with previous
studies including the field experience of specialists in Taoyuan district agricultural
improvement station, COA, EY, and the results of £ (2015). Therefore, leaf temperature,
chlorophyll fluorescence and cell membrane thermostability may be a reliable way of
evaluation of heat tolerance. Applying SA and CaCl, could improve heat tolerance, and
the optimal concentration varied from different cultivars. Treated PP-333 when lateral

bud was 5 cm could not only reduce plant height but improve heat tolerance.
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Chapter 1. Introduction

% 3& = (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.) % = %% #* (Euphorbiaceae) ~ #%
(Euphorbia)srnh 244 » A o F L% > 2 L@ 5 PR 24-28°C» =g 21-
23°C o gl s ®pfEd @A P9 11 P> pARTH A LR (] ¥ 3
F# 3 % (Eckeetal,2004) o d »* % 3 @~ B8 54> ¥ WL Fykdh e B
HF8 0 R TS EAAERFEINWREFF - L2 22 RN 120
2o EAEE 6000 FAALW > ARA® L0 AR A FFT - s 1B
BAZ FRFRA ARRFEE 9om fr 15em 2 (FFE 5 2010) P > £ AL R L
PR e FEOEAER R AP CELARAR  CFaeon s phpo R o B CFgEs
FFEFEE (T otk 2015) R R AL A KK F FhF

e

FABELIERG TR EAMANLT M0 S L SHEER2

SIMRLAY B AAHIRIN 6V 1 0 HES A RAPPEFIUT S

-
‘.

BE KB IEHRE LA A 0 2015) 0 p R OF RHE BT NF A

wh
Y
=

HABFETHZEHRPR-EF 5 H 2 T8 2

:Hv
R
IR
*ml«
l [

FECPFABRAEF T HERALBF T REC BRI A FT AR
RRa(1f » 2015) > =g B * 23°CPe ] ¢ ut & B f-(Ecke, 2004) - 4 %17 p # k #3298
A 14°C SR 2T EHE0.6°C)H2 Bt > rrfegit BT A KR ES A
& O G ¥ e E & FAE(B fo# > 2009 ; Root, 2003) o & iE @ AL g fa -5 1A dRFR
Bips o BamB T Ay o0 FHEEP LRI G 2B A 4 S A5 F
o AR HREE R RAER Z 7 B AR RAPMIE RV T 5 Rd R A
2 23R ¥ AR a2 2 2 4o % % ¥ K (chlorophyll fluorescence) 2 m *#
% 48 2 1% (cell membrane thermostability, CMT) (fit » 2012) o £ (2015)2 CMT £ #%

Tt a0 SR 55°CRip 15 #4852 RI 7 s * *vdf g2 4~ 3%
1
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v e iFfol (1995)4}7 e i S R - L R AT D L B b
FrFEA 53 AR B9 - AR NHRITE N4 - RehiEr o e R FE

Er FR et PR IREMRGFE EH ARG A 0T RE T RIRR

Bt atB 2 BT s AR 7 R

Beif o PR AF M AT FETR
* 2% & (membership function value)ix & £ % ¥ & ~ £ P E R 2 e o E T2
Z I aEAptES iR B 2 f AL

'k 4§ & (salicylic acid, SA)fr# it 4F(calcium chloride, CaCly) % 5 &= F 4 ff £t
Mzorcdk o BFF Y kMY o 4TH S B A L B i PERRENEASS
PPRFESN KPR AL BE PR T SRR T AL B
i § it 4 % 7 it (Jiang and Huang, 2001) = £ (2015) 45 21 & f*5 * SA fr CaCla it 3%
A Bagi-mfd o BP9 SAJEEER S 200~ 400 uM > CaCla 5 10mM > e p 5 1%
WATF R R RIeF L 4TAE £ F R Tl w A - PP-333 %
triazole #f 2. 4 & @A ¥ F pEPr4] E L & (gibberellin, GA) 2 & S fedp & 2
(abscisic acid, ABA) ik #(Flecher et al., 2010 ; Grossmann, 1990) » & @ e P&t
T H DL H G B RE o %* PP-333 ¥ &2 1 F (Zea mays L) B3 H T
A2 § v 4 B it f= (superoxide dismutase, SOD)fr ¥k o fik 3 ¥ 1 f* (ascorbate
peroxidase, APX)2 7 & (Pinheroetal,, 1997) « B o i A 5 2 & [E st 2 Bkl
M2z AT o

AFEY g T TP T AAANE > $EE% Y SAfrCaClh i- 8 EH/{rd &
e % 2 s g AR B RS RS Tk h2 A R oAy 2D
SRR S

() fl*wgge s EL2ER - ES

dw
z
¥
(TN
3
H
<5
T
|
=]
=%
7"
H
n”
—;ﬁg\
1
P

R e
(=) FI* R Pped M EH RS T atR o
(Z) 1 4 £ pedik = FaEemfils o
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Chapter 2. Literature Review
> f,/’_g [

_l?‘f}&-rﬁ &’,\ﬁi =
BHCLEPEY CTRAPEPRTHHI I P DEE3 Y oA ERESD

\

)

i 24-28°C) g 21-23°C> AR B HR T FEL I FABPARR S R AT
EHRAEBF R T B RENSTLIBHBEA > 2015) ° %I B 3 23°CHF €

& B f-(Ecke, 2004) o -k~ F &2 5 0 7 kEF FaF e d ERF(S kP F ok

#.(-1kPa) » £ PR A MR (-S0KPa) S R ik HA R S E T ¥ 44 K
HHIBE AP DRERABAAEL LD > LT RFEREHE £ ETORER

+ (Nowak and Strojny, 1998) = £ (2015)4p !t Fae=$ 33 1 F 3k £ 7 7 K3
30%VWC > ZRIZ 5 FE @3 FFT% o
WRFRZ G FREIFFIES ONFELEDFT AR 2 AP

BE B EFR Y &7 (Ku and Hershey, 1997) - B & ~ %2 3%> * kA& 5 F (300-600

mg-L1) ~ #$(50-200 mg-L 1) 2 47(200-400 mg-L')(Ecke et al.,2004) - i 4T BF 4
i% g 35 (Lawton et al., 1989) ¢ ¥ # &2 5 7 fisgiz o i3 TSR FEAE PR

PR A 4R K 7 B #i(Jacques et al., 1991) < X (2015)4p 31 i 5 Hp 57 5L 55 * B
W UHIEGS 14 X BAR R AREE > B E P A § AUL e (30N-4.6P-8.3K) -
BEAEMRERYFEREAR -

WBLFI 0 0 e B T HF o2l F 3 @ &AL T s 1000
mg-L"' % % % (chlormequat, CCC)T ¥ ; #g . {83 % &4 i * 1500 mg'L"' CCC &
10-25 mg-L!' = 5. # (paclobutrazol, PP-333) ; f-§ A {14 e d. & * = B kR &1

B AL FEET PN R 2 AR (EFE 5 2010) -
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Fral ~ 12 % K Z o5 f & (Ismail and Hall, 1999) - & & ¥ (Antirrhinum majus
L.‘Rohet Rose’) ~ #5251 (Mimulus *hybridus L.)# £ >t 32°C2_ 1= % o 7o /5% &

4 £ %% 20 °C% 1 (Warner and Erwin, 2005) o B/ ¢ Tyl df s 7 ff 4 S 2 iz

\@k

KB R EEEL RPIETE > @ 2 @& ‘Red Velvet’fr‘Ice Punch’z % &
EIEh ~FIHRZ wre B 1 COy kR ¥ 2 3ag 458 (£ > 2015) « B 8 1 5 AL

i AR T Mo R e FRIR s NS (Y A 2 E1EE & (reactive oxygen
species, ROS) - #3 it & ¥i(antioxidant system)¥ ij “f ROS » 7 2t H ¥448 3 2 p3%
(Zhang et al., 2011) » iE ¥ it 2 fi*(catalase, CAT) ~ +i¥k o i ¥ it 4 fi* (Ascorbate
peroxidase, APOX)Z_{E 4~ R cdid i“ % > £ 5 ‘J%“f A d # ezt 50 (Dinakar etal.,
2012) o p P % (Catharanthus roseus)4p §.>* % & & (Lathyrus odoratus) £ 7 v* % 1
M N BETARENTRTRAEIEFERAERE 2 A7 H ety 5

"

BB G L5 AsE e CAT » APOX i fdt B g ™ Poid o™ 78 0 8 H 0 fﬁ

<7

W
eyl

<l

Bt
3

i 4 %P P % 4 (Anderson and Padhye, 2004) o 8 i § BL3% £ & Sl Fr4] T
g vieaie (T o B4R F L F k2 2 N 40 8 & £ (Lin et al, 2007) o 15
(Dendranthema grandiflorum (Ramat.) Kitamura)>+ 35°C12 + 2 # % % ¥ sk 3k i (Fo)

"EFR R em P2 > % ¥ Fv/Fm T * (Janka et al., 2013) °

ENES I A e
G E A DG PSR BB BRART AT o0 BEE D R
PARATREG ZERE 4 AR Py AR R RA AR E e FAT AR
R RAPMIM RIF IS P G Ea R a2 2 R o P 2REUR I G AR
i endp iR e B 48 T4 (cell membrane thermo stability, CMT) ~ ¥ % % # %
(> 2012)% H B & B8 § Lk im ¥ WEAnE 2 pE > @ @ Jw% TR » 1 CMT
¥irafpbmagadgth 3R> IR+ Bidae 7 > R{py L ey &

2SR R AEYEARE ES Y LS TR R AR
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(Hackl et al., 2012) -
(- ) ¥ %% ¥ % (chlorophyll fluorescence)¥ k & ¥ %

BRUBEFTHL fh2 me R B A3 EN kL BT 2 ESF S LY
BRIz %1 gl @ BT AR (Camejo et al, 2005) i § BLA L 5 ST Frd
T ByiAaE T BRI AR L F K2 3 SV HT § A £ (Linetal,, 2007) - £ % 2
FohigF R LT LAY T FAGEF S E BTk °§’§E’ REESEF
kT B Ak kAP ki g d o AL IEBRG T A RS A PR
PEIPw 0d RSk kAL E % D44 (Butler, 1978) - 41 * Fo~Fm- Fv/Fm % Y(I)(*
BT PSIH en@ %2k &+ 2 & > I Yield) > # 74k & 4 [I(photosynthesis system II,
PSID)® ehg 3 @ yfisa o35 - %"«ﬂ- GrFRRTZEZREZYLEE L 0832 £
0.004(Long et al. 1993) - § 1= (Dendranthema grandiflorum (Ramat.) Kitamura)>* 35°C
MPEAEFEEFHFERLABEF)TFERR e + 2> #EF Fv/Fm T "% (Janka et al.,
2013) « 2(2010)dp I Edmt A fr? A SEL FHEZF LN FRERTE I HY
AR o 7SR LT R EEE A8 ) BT R SFFY TR oA oAt
L B4 o A F AR SENF R 8 /| BF it B i

[LR{
B EERE > 0 7 d fééfrg /&i@fr’}}_\ﬂ'ﬁmﬂb iR - S

(=) Jw¥e oz 48 T 44 (cell membrane thermostability, CMT)

BER BT S FRMEFEN B R MR RRETEERL S B
BT hART Sl (Wiseetal,2004) o B 7 5 i < mie ik SHEal A o 514
‘w e % F(Xuetal., 2005) o § 7=(D. grandiflorum (Ramat.) Kitamura) ¥ [f] 3 &%
(20-30 » 48)B F JL i 2 B/ F R > TR NE P 2 pH i T E (relative injury,

RI) » 2] %] m %2 5544 48 2 % (cell membrane thermostability, CMT)(X =¥ > 2013) »
F1# CMT 7 Poif F B3 2205 (54 f 87 &2 48 2. @£ 12 (Wahid et al., 2007) 3%
%R T A e (L odoratus) Rl B F R AL F A g b2 47 8 e Ry 5

5
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1

RS
[

% 3 (Anderson and Padhye, 2004) - Xu % (2005)F § 45 1! > A f& 4 F E ¢
H

%R
YR

'w\h-

MDA z 4cRI @+ 2 2 Ak g WMe Ak P kR MIF G b
A GRAER L H A4 cRIES O EE Sy AP > JI* T %
FHE S W ARz TP 8L RIEE 50%2. #45% 7 § & (lethal temperature) '/ % £t 5k 7+
P [ (lethal time)™ % S|t f e S F 42 2 £ F AL R - 75 m it odpik
(Chen % > 1982 ; Haoetal.,2009 ; Yeh and Lin, 2003 ; Yeh and Hsu, 2004) - £ (2015)
1 CMT £ 4 B ple i #4 5480 % % 8251 ‘Noel” ~ ‘Jacobson Peterstar’ ~ ‘Jubilee Red” ~
‘Winter Rose’~ ‘Novia’~ ‘Marbella’ ~ ‘Luv U Pink’ ~ ‘Premier Red’ # ‘Shimmer Surprise’
FO BRALIAASA PR SAELEREEY S FIVERZ e FH COy k
REAZRENFESIETERIRFHEFALE D 0 F AR SERNFET
LA RpHREF R OET T CMT GENS %2 BT 2R BREI DS P

& 0 57 55°C-kip 15 » 482 RI B7 i * W FECAA TH2 47H TG o

(= )ﬁ FER
EFVRAARTEY 2 LD FlF 0 45 SO PTR I § Ao R B
iE R FESERESR 0 E R X I (van Herk, 1998) o X 8 7= (Anthurium

andraeanum Lind.) 3 7 8 & 18-28°CPF 3 B sk & i® % 2 » FE PR KE
30°CR| B 4> "% (% » 2008) - Berry and Bjorkman(1980)4p ) C3 |44+ 5 # ¥ iF & +
4 KR P orubisco 3 (P EEIEMLE W Ae > FRIE K &0 F T RE o 4R(2016) 1 E &
B R Ae Rl & &£ & % ¥ (Lavandula officinalis L)t 548 > @ fhériE = 58 22 % 5% 4p

i 32 et A KR - R o
(= )2 4 & (membership function value, MFV)
F 4o B (1995)4p e Hac: hmf X & - fB5F & ik L3> 2B 1T A

i W Fd A RAFIFEEAF AR CHY Ao EREAIGTE N - T
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ied o AR AT BT A R 2 pk o H 3T Rt s
EERS RS S B2 MG 4§07 BE R RS MEV T R A 2

St L B 0 S G 03 5 TP ImR AL LR { ¢ Chen $(2012)
1% MFV % 32.| & (Triticum aestivum L.) 2_ ¥ % 4% 3 @ (SPAD-value) ~ # i“ H & ~
e B COER S 14k > ¥ T ER G at s 248 & % (2011) 7 4

* MFV #32 Rl & ~ % 7 5 % 14k ,%%‘J‘l & 12 #° N (Cucumis sativus L.)2_ @t F 14 o

N LT
(— )’k pa(salicylic acid » SA)fr4f (calcium » Ca)
kAR Aeag 2 i
KPR A F T i A F 5 CeHy(OH)COOH) 5 - i Hpssf it &4 > 5%
B WA ¥r i (Salix babylonica L) & frftd ¥ 0 2 S R L3 e ¢
(Hayat and Ahmad, 2007) » B % = 5 & 5 fifgdr chf 2 wR{eE ¥ ¢ F N SA

Wl AR g kPR OTRE S R H R R G #« £ & % (Hayat et al,

2007; Raskin, 1992) « 4T 5 = i 4+ » o448 ¢ 5 7 3 4 A3,H3 R4
s FEmie  J EEEE R JRUe e BEG R e BEY PR A (middle lamella)

TS R E A T A TR B PR E D SR S it

2. R pafrdrz 4 30 iEH

KPRy REREFAFIF T RLE RS FIRP ~ REEPERE
(glycolysis) ~ 3 125530 5 44 ~ @ ks U ~ Prd|pifc B {ode 425 e o (Hayatetal.,
2007) ¥ HRBFESEEZ R R FER SR T  PEL BB foF B
(Klessig and Malamy, 1994) > = &t 433 ¥ = - 8255+ A 44 5] 4 it (Raskin, 1992) »
Fif e FACHE L e A F et X R GER S gk E Y R T

(Srivastava and Dwivedi, 2000) °
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AT wie TP - R g A R R 0 e § L F AT FIF A B ahiAT A 5
LS MR N ?.@#ﬁﬁia;@gp\ ch Wee T3t Y B4 2 s g @gﬁ,iﬁz Fd g s
FHBEFELE wmie Y kR A G g Sl mie ) chit § & g (Sungetal., 2003) -
fmie M ATAE T R R B0 oA R R AT T Rev PR T R L O B AT ARt > -
g Al Bila e R TR R B B TR T 2 A TR
BAEIHERG B -

PR EARBERF > g2 B3 - A2 F 23 Y% (reactive oxygen
species, ROS) » ROS e 4+ ‘m¥e @ % £ - AP B 2 M5 e T 5L ¢ A
- B2 BE TR g e BRI M ER e P o 4T R0

fi# (calcium dependent protein kinase, CDPK) L 4%1c ROS &3t &, » #% CDPK frér

I RLE A AN > Ft ROS HRUL o # foif AP M chdes BhpET > A2 - k7]
iR R s o SA i Len Y PR Rty 0 SA BA Tk g

CDPK &2 515 & #p 2L 5 32 38 Jm% 1 » B 4e b0k Pl 0 0L 500 £ & 4
i e frd B FF CEEE o Fpt o 4TS o SA i A B EFaRIa R E

& 4 ¢ (Gilroy, 2014 ; Mitter et al., 2011) o

3. K PRIeE R R
Dat % (1998)4 21 7f % SA ¥ & % % ¥ & cha £ 5 Shi % (2006)45 1+ % SA
¥ A 4o 7 N (Cucumis sativa L) 5 8T A2 1+ 45 1+ fiF (superoxide dismutase, SOD)
friE ¥ 1 & fi=(catalase, CAT) & 1> ¥ %% M2 RI EfriE ¥ i 3 (hydrogen peroxide,
H205)5 £ ° Gong (1997)4 212 * 10 mM CaCl, ~ 4048 10 i dr I 4 % 4T3 % 542
er gl A 0 TR Fuf S (SOD ~ APX 2 CAT)Z & * CaCly ATt 3
Bd2T > H 3 E X308 mE e CaCl, ¥ & 2 B & X (Festuca arundinacea Schreb)
fe¥ AR E X (Poa pratensis L) B BT Rt BET -7 kE -E%F 2
€2 5§ i aE o &% A - fF (malondialehyde, MDA) 7 € (Jiang et al.,

8
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2001) 5 % (2008)3p H1 -k 4f pe wc F »eke =\ E81- (4. andraeanum Lind.)# f# & fd
‘Senator’ >t B R B2 & F Yk FAE T RCEEPEEE 100 uM SA
R b w F s # (Begonia semperflorens-cultorum)Z- RI1 & ~ *% X MDA 7 & ~ 3
SethB 2 T A N Fv/Fm BRI G S o e i - BT e =
FxEBREF I e FRNAEES LG LG UT 2 F S ER Fph ek 2L
"R Ff %5 vx(Linetal,, 2011) 5 2 %(2003)45 2178 ' & ¥ (Citrus unshiu Marc. )
‘g 7% %% 500 uM SA ~ 10 mM CaClx 2 100 uM SA + 10 mM CaCly = f&/d® > *
BRUBTHES LEE FTERER RN

ERBPFERFIFAD R > TAFEw 23SV REPE T { F o Lin &

(2011)4; 1 100 ~ 200uM SA ¥ 3f ¥ M F £ T » F A4 2 Rl Efr MDA 5 £ -
800uM 1 F 7 e @iz K MDA z EfrRIE > 23R ¢ 2> 47 SALTER
PR O BRLRIRR LS T o 1R(2016)4p 4 #EE 100 uM SA v 5 mM CaCl,
A EERTRA B HEEY (Salvia elegans ‘Scarlet Pineapple’ ) » % T 2 £ %
% 3+ B (SPAD-value) ~ Fy/Frn » " M RI & » ¥ 482 b g% % o SA §r CaCl, £ 7 4p
BBl 0 % ¥ A & BEA ek U B ¥ SA & CaCl { & © £ (2015)8 247 F
B SA(0 ~ 100 ~ 200 ~ 400 uM)Fr CaCla(0 ~ 10 ~ 20 ~ 40 mM)¥f T 3 it #1442 B
Fogklawt SAfr CaClh ¥ " MEPFEEFEGR T LI GETK-ENY R
BoRAMBRET -ES8E¥LE 2% kA 5 200400 uM SA > 10 mM

CaCly -

£ 4 4 £ rege | (plant growth retardants; PGRs) » ~ it & 14 3] » &7 B 548
FREREACELGEET > gl e T A L B ES SIF 4 75 #(Krugetal,,
2007) - Triazole &% * 1960 i i (F 5 3 Fj&Tf 3 M A - 1990 & %57 5 45 0

9
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triazole #f 4 7] #|(e.g. PP-333 ~ UND) % 3 #r#] | % (gibberellin, GA) 2 & = i® *

Fletcher etal.,1986 ; Jungetal., 1986) > >+ §_ B 45 7 4 & [Ea0®] 7
F

VL

-/4;\
VIR0 218

‘51‘

P&
7 L % w3 dp ) triazole 3 2 £ 125 s@.gf P Rl A g B T K

@2t 4 i g o do s 4 KRR f Dbtk g S R E R R K
B ik R REFRB B 2 7 (Flecher et al., 2010) o
2. 2 REa AR S Gt 2 2 IR

P. % (gibberellin, GA)h2 & = frdt k& fs(abscisic acid, ABA) ik 387 & {5 4~
wre § % P-450 ¥ ¥ p¥(cytochrome P-450 dependent monooxygenases) {7 4v ¥ » J& »

TR T F eng o @ 1 triazole B~ F

M triazole #f A £ e B L 5 - B 7 7
fotidr mie d % P-450 H § fs 2 & > i d B EFrd] 0 GA 92 & 2 o ABA hik
(Flecher et al., 2010 ; Grossmann, 1990) - ¥ ¥ fz i ix 84| e i 5 - fAF
o FHEFRSTFFEIEABRERFE IR THF  HIf & GAZXEF

WLEREE R ABA 7 £ 0 e dsiid 8 2 i 4 (Rademacher, 1997) -

BET IS S AL IGRAD BiE S DS S ) 2 EIR T R
TRAFHRALN A 2P e gttt s F 3 S Y g ) triazole ¥ O e diF 1R

5 0 %5 % ¥ 5% (paclobutrazol, PP-333)¥ % 2 . ¥} (Zea mays L)t (GR35 T
Z_ 42§ v it fs (superoxide dismutase, SOD)fr#udk o fik i ¥ it fiz (ascorbate
peroxidase, APX)Z_ 5 & (Pinhero et al., 1997) ; »& * ¥ 3. % (uniconazole, UNI)¥ # =
7 3% (Brassica napus)>t % -k i 8 T 2. SOD ~ i ¥ {* & fiz(catalase) % iF § - 4~ fiF
(peroxidase) 2 7 t:(Leul et al.,, 1999) » & (¥4 7 2 A 4 38 5 gt § 4 > # %

BowfE 1 Li $(1998)4 12 45 * UNI ¥ 42 3 4 7 i -k b2 $2F * f%

#(CAT~POD %2 SOD %)% £ » ¥ 45 * (MDA ~H,0,)3 & - # ¢4 4 &

[E

RAE P e e A B3 2 A Pl AR fee Fend 28 g

3
W

#7735 B 4% 2 2% (Flecher et al., 2010) ©

10
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(O8]

2 R EAEHE S G B AR 2 L

CRFFIATAN AL ERA G F P EF R E S MR Sk Rk ER
BB 0 %% PP333 V4| $ (Taestivum L) 3R T2 £ 2§ L2~ E£ %
% 7 £ ™ % 3% F(Gilley and Fletcher, 1997) - % * PP-333 ¥ *% M % X ¥ % (Festuca
elataL)** F B ¥ B T2 RIE FHAE P47 kEfcES 2 7 £(Y & %-2008)
*5 * 5. % % (chlormequat, CCC)¥ #% H vrrZ2t g0 % 3 T 2. £ & (8% @ F ok o
1 #* »x % (Daniel et al., 2010) o *5 * UNI ¥ & ¥ 3 4 1. } (Z. mays L.)7 @i -k &4

W ORBRB T i LpEE 2 5 8 0 F % K MDA o HoOr 2 5 (Lietal., 1998)

11
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23 T RAatfe

Chapter 3. Selection for Heat-Tolerant Cultivar of Poinsettia

4% & (Abstract)

B g&'= (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.)2_% %A € % = * ehg T iFH » A4 8%
FERFIFAFRBAER S HEBRALBRF R T RO Z RECTA TR
GE B R EEF P RAR B AR FEAS XA E YRR Z W
SRR R R T SRR 0 R R 5 TS (Noel) + iz 8 5 (‘Red
Velveteen’) % 7k 4 ’(‘Ice Punch’) % 17 i &4& > 2 % *t p /7 if 32/28°C> p & 14 -
BF o kg B 4 200 pumolrm?stz 4 E @it 1 2 EHY BEFLADE o9
BRBRFE ATt B R 2 L £ (‘Marbella’) ~ “# 18 2. % °(“Jacobson
Peterstar’)~ ¥ 3E3e30°( ‘Winter Rose’ )~ ‘w £ #% & ’(‘Luv U Pink’ )~ B 3&&-’( ‘Noel”)
2 ‘% F #°(° Primero Glitter’ )% = B S-f82. T 354 R >64% > 5 #5485 R’
F1°(‘Pepride’) ‘#’?iﬁ’(‘Dulce Rosa’) ~ <k #h’(‘Red Splender’) ~ “§ £ # ’(‘Monet Early
Red’) ~ ‘¥ &+ %’(‘Christmas Carol’) ~ % % (‘Red Velveteen’)z_ T 3¢ B B 4 3
44% 3 64% 2. B> 5 ¢ R et s 7k L’ (‘Ice Punch’) ~ “ = ¥ °(‘Prestige Early’) »

‘P4g4m (‘“Wonderful’) ~ ‘& 5 Z *(‘Lemon Snow’)% “ B zi&li- ¥ #2°(‘Red Glitter’)2. T
BRER<44% > 5 iR ARKR TGRS EARREELE ERFIRE
e A LRI ERE LR -2 Q0152 %% pn s AU ERFLEESER

RIGEE F43 ¥ £0:00 FokeaBBmE g st e

13
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- ~ a2 (Introduction)

B 3 (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.)2_ 4 £ i /8 5 P § 24-28°C> & § 21-23°C>
EREERT R IFAFBRAERF S R AFT CERILBF T B
2 RE %4 W 0 2015) o RIE B T 23°CHE B 48 4 B 15 (Ecke, 2004) ¢

g A DR fE g JI R BB 1 P HE AR L E R RBRT A
{ Eeid & 3E a L A (R 0 2009) o Posd 3 A A ma‘ﬂ 3 "E 48 €% (cell membrane
thermostability, CMT)~ £ %2 ¥ L2 £ ¥ F A - B § sk wreienfi e s> & (7

w P J% i Tt CMT F 17 5 a4 fdb i B indp the B B~ g 3r 412+ Bfsae 7,
i o 4 2 AL 42 3 H(Hackl et al., 2012) © £ (2015) 1 Jm %o WA A8 T E R F okl
it # & fE 0  % BEor 55°C-Rip 15 4 482 RI iE(relative injury, RI)¥ if * ** a4 &
Fa2 A & iE o
fo 4 cig B wt X R AT je el B R o g H - it % (Fuetal., 2011; He

etal., 2008; Meng et al., 2009) ° 2% 4 & (membership function value, MFV)¥ %% &

e

it dp R BB % 0 ¢ BB EF PR B AL awT P (A% 52011 Chen

—?ﬁ’ 2012)°E}—’3—f’"\5%\ IV ?IE‘!;H’;JPF]%ﬂ? pll ?—EJ& mﬁ’tﬁ‘,\,}7ﬁjﬂ’ﬂ\pé‘%p%

2]

B17 BEaE S RER Y L

B
7

BBV E TR

H

F

T SR o

14
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= ~ #eE 2 2 (Materials and Methods)

W s FEEVFELIERYZEVRARRD
(—) #FRHH

32016 & 9 7 opFYFT R E R EL fs’p FLY B &'z (Euphorbia pulcherrima
Willd.) ‘% P £’ (‘Marbella’) ~ ‘= % ¢+ £’ (‘Luv U Pink’) ~ % 3&f ¥ #(‘Red Glitter”)
‘7k L ’(‘Ice Punch’) % ‘%‘P%T’(‘Dulce Rosa’) » #+3& 3i¥2. 9cm 2 % w > 3044
S EFESBERITE T Y 31(P 58 304°C p T ¥ag < kA 700-1800 umol-m-
2sh, & % * 1 = 20N-8.8P-16.6K (Peters 20-20-20, Scotts, Marysville, Ohio)1000
mg-L'!» & 2i¥% * 1= Johnson’ssolution #c & ~ % o & T e AT Blicid 8
Ba =3 p /R 32/28°C p £ 14 /] P k35 & 200 umol-m2-s! 2 4 K 4o
REPEA P 2016 £9 7 20 P 1 2016 & 9 F 30 PooF % FAF A ok

% HOBO data logger(HOBO UA-002-64, Onset, Cape Cod, Massachusetts).ic 4% °

(=) HaAEP

YRR CHEBRESP/RE 3228C p £ 14/ B k3 A :200 pmol-m2-s!
2ZAEHY D FPATE - PRARELPTLDAR AT VERITFED F
BARCRUMTERIEYLBA- R L EH#EH 2030540250 2 60 A48
1t A R (TVS-200EX, Nippon Avionics, Tokyo, Japan)4p #4482 i > 14 TVS-
200EX i A 72 £V 2B R > A1 5 508w AT BIEEZLCe ¥

)J_E Es 303 ’-W-)i(i“’k:’%glp\'?K?r%iwiiﬁm_)fﬁ\‘é '-FE- 1 /_w_}imi,'ﬁ Lﬁ .wAT NV 8

WS Tk SR TR
(= Viksk
15
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32016 & 9 7 opFFT REE L fs’pﬁ?i% B 3= (Euphorbia pulcherrima
Willd)## 4% 3 ¥2 9cem 2% w > ¥ 3 A DTN P FI®E FL LI/ B
oo p FHIEYA c BHRVTHELER LR AT I FRFAELSFRLE R 38(P
2;8 30.4°C » p T 358 % k& 700-1800 umol'm™2-s!) » & i3 * 1 =t 20N-8.8P-
16.6K (Peters 20-20-20, Scotts, Marysville, Ohio)1000 mg-L! » & 2 ¥ * - =%
Johnson’s solution fr& ~ % ° #EBk & f4cT @ T3S (‘Noel’) ~ “ iz 5k 5 °(‘Red
Velveteen’) ~ 7k v ’(‘Ice Punch’) ~ & I’ (‘Pepride’) ~ ‘& ¥ 2 % ’(‘Jacobson
Peterstar’) ~ £ #h’(‘Red Splender’) ~ * & &z 3 ’(‘Winter Rose’) ~ ‘& ## £ ’(‘Lemon
Snow’) ~ ‘P17 45’ (‘Wonderful’) ~ < = ¥ -5 # *(‘Prestige Early’) ~ ‘ %T’(‘Dulce Rosa’)~
‘)= F F’(‘ Primero Glitter’) ~ ‘¥ s+ #&’(‘Christmas Carol’) ~ ‘% £ .’ (‘Marbella’) ~
‘e ¢ %’ (‘Luv U Pink’) ~ % #&H P 4 (‘Red Glitter’) 2 “§ 4 #° (‘Monet Early Red’) »
£ 17T BEfEe Forh S 374 Rlicd 8 BEHE P BT p/RIE 32/28°Co p &

4 o pF o> kiR 200 pmolm?-st 2 4 EfEIL 1 s FLIEAL R i 5
T IERI I EF T EFDATIE 1 - R2%PFEFp 2016 £9 * 30 p 3
2016 # 11 * 30 P - § % F# 0§ & w fs4k HOBO data logger(HOBO UA-

002-64, Onset, Cape Cod, Massachusetts) s 4% o

(Z)RFEAEDP
. FFER

’ :1_"_ 1

ma

fEFRE 2t 32/28°C> p £ 14 -} pF > %3 & 200 umol'm™?s™! 2 4 K ¢
ERFEEAERE BRI A R HERB A - R 40 A& b A R(TVS-
200EX, Nippon Avionics, Tokyo, Japan)da % — 5 = R ¥ 2 £ R T 27447 >

BIEH=E°Co

2. 0¥ 5 £ B (relative injury, RI)

16
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BlE %Y Onwueme(1979)fr % (2015) » EBp T 5w T2 5% 1 P 22 E
Flﬁ:ﬁ’ mE L 09cm 1#‘L$%"E"¥rﬁlu 5 ”\ﬁfﬁ | i ' & 5 gﬁrﬁ]”

T K 15mL - K FEARLEE > BEE L EAF 0 £ 5 EA4F o fIF ER RS
# (water bath G-20, Kingtech Scientific Co., Ltd. Taiwan.))4 55°CaJ2 15 » 48 > %
8B 6+1°C2 ZRIRBE T 24 | pFisBd > 117 & 3H(SC-170, Suntex, Taiwan)
RIZ ot ERE 5 RE; £ #E P a8 E S 0 383 RA21°C,20 » &)= 28k
B BAdrts > BliFEts2 EC i R2y £ i r 2589 Riofpitip T B (Relative

L

injury ; RI) » 335 =3¢ 1 RI(%)=(RI1/R2)x100%
3. ¥ % % ¥ sk i#(chlorophyll fluorescence)

R RAIZE S 01246 % 1% £ 5% ZF ¥ %P LKk (Mini-Pam, Walz Co.,
Germany)E B E S 2§ %@ > A 4 5% 5 YIDfr Fm’ - >t BT 7 B #F Fm® {v
YII) > # A w it & ERT2Z 5+ F LA Lokt kit 8§ F 3 0 F (Baker and

Rosenqvist,2004) c ¥ 23 4 £ % ¥ L B2 T F(AFmM’)» #FH 345 % 0 2 #ici@

(FDayO)/}vf!\"i ¥ 4 % ﬁ'{lﬁ (FDay4) -t 3:_ '/.E';Kf My 0= ﬁ;: '/.E';(FDayO) °
FDay0 — FDay4
srg ot — Y 100% -
FDayO0

(Z) st
HEFHE R > F B % (randomized complete block design, RCBD) » & & 47 3
HEFE1F > 535 1 B%E - #dpt Costat 6.4(CoHort software, Monterey, CA,
USA)Su- #8512 > 1B B ¥ £ B ~ +7(least significant difference, LSD)4" #7 v
AR (P<0.05)° & 41 * & 5 Be(membership functions)3* & = 7 &4 12 4
J A& (membership function value, MFV) » i i = 524 i & 532 & 58 ad fdp 2 57 &

2R gl B 2R 5 MFV=(1-— —) X 100% % F4# * SigmaPlot 10.0
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#c %8 (Systat software INC., Richmond, CA, USA) -
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= ~ %% (Results)

W FRECNFEAERYESEARN

BAE R B Y 32/28°Cr P £ 14 o pFo kA S 200 umol'm?st 2 4 £ ¢ o
3% 20304050 2 60 A 4BdpdEY - PR REF 2 P AER T B AoE
3.24751 o AT HEFER » S5 B ‘Marbella’ ~ ‘Luv U Pink’ ~ ‘Red Glitter”
‘Ice Punch’% ‘Dulce Rosa’ 7 hi|*x:e 4 £ faPF2 )8 B &4 W 5 32.27 ~32.97 ~33.78 ~
3294 2 3328°C &> 40 A4E |5~ B B R A 9 5 3241 ~33.12~33.96 -
33.68 2 33.81°C-50-60 4438 & * £ 2> & RAp 4 T endf$ ¥ 5 ™ 5 (R

3.1) -

o I R R Y e

BAEHRE Y 32/28°Co p K 14 [ pF > k3 B 5 200 umolm™sT 2 4 K ¢ o
FMNERFEFEAEREHRE R 4008 hHEY - FEREF AP IEFTLAT
E VR AFRF A 32.72-34.32°C £iE(°C)d 13 F #£7]i2 A L ‘Luv UPink’(32.72) ~
‘Monet Early Red’(32.75) ~ ‘Noel’(32.96) ~ ‘Marbella’(32.97) ~ ¢ Primero Glitter’(33.07) ~
‘Winter Rose’(33.31) ~ ‘Christmas Carol’(33.48) ~ ‘Pepride’(33.61) -~ ‘Red
Splender’(33.62) ~ ‘Red Velveteen’(33.61) ~ ‘Ice Punch’(33.63) ~ ‘Prestige Early’(33.81)~
‘Wonderful’(33.95) ~ ‘Dulce Rosa’(34.17) % ‘Lemon Snow’(34.22) (% 3.1 > §] 3.3 > Bl
3.4)-

URBEARARIESRER TSR ZATCC) * M4 7B E P 4cH i 4 o ‘Luv
U Pink’(-0.55) ~ ‘Monet Early Red’(-0.51) ~ “Noel’(-0.31) ~ “Marbella’(-0.30) % * Primero
Glitter’(-0.20) & 5 f8 2. ¥ F M3t Tk 8§ & (AT<0°C) ; ‘Christmas Carol’(0.21) -
‘Pepride’(0.34) ~ ‘Red Velveteen’(0.34) ~ ‘Ice Punch’(0.36) ~ ‘Prestige Early’(0.54) ~
‘“Wonderful’(0.68) ~ ‘Dulce Rosa’(0.90)% ‘Lemon Snow’(0.93) % &2 ¥ 5 fcfa 4
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PRETRRT R PR 2BEESSCRE 1S A iRl TEFTRR
EFEEIE P HEG T E(elative Injury, RI) » 17 B S F a2 Rl & 43
16.15%-50.19% Rl i d < % B & & 5 ‘Dulce Rosa’(16.15%) ~ “Winter Rose’(21.41%)
‘Jacobson Peterstar’(21.90%) ~ ‘Marbella’(24.40%) ~ ‘Luv U Pink’(27.00%) ~ ‘Lemon
Snow’(29.12%) ~ ‘Pepride’(30.53%) ~ ‘Red Velveteen’(33.24%) ~ ‘Prestige
Early’(33.81%) ~ ‘Noel’(35.63%) ~ ‘Primero Glitter’(38.03%) ~ ‘Wonderful’(39.98%) -
‘Ice Punch’(40.12%) ~ ‘Monet Early Red’(40.74%) ~ ‘Red Glitter’(50.19%) (% 3.1 > ]
3.6) °

MFEAILES 0-1-2 46 ABAFHEFFELE - YA)EFFHF I
P Bz 4%% > 12 ‘Prestige Early’ ~ ‘Lemon Snow’ ~ ‘Pepride’ ~ “Wonderful’ ~ ‘Monet Early
Red’ % &) B R AIES - 2 YI)A % 2 0.73+0.71~0.72~0.70 3 0.72> 0.71~
0.68~0.70 ~ 0.67 2 0.70(%] 3.7) e %4 Sfd2 Fm’»t % 1 % ~ % 2 X Bdn5 T "848
%43 RAF LR 5L ¥ o ) Prestige Early’ ~ ‘Lemon Snow’ ~ ‘Pepride” ~
‘Wonderful’ ~ ‘Monet Early Red” % ] » B # &JdZis % - = 2 Fm’4 %] & 1171.78 ~
1288.00 ~ 1168.56 ~ 1262.00 ~ 1283.17 » % = =% 4~ W] 5 1134.78 ~ 1145.25 ~ 1220.67 ~
1225.25 ~ 1207.11 - % = % # ‘Lemon Snow’(1145.25) ~ ‘Ice Punch’(1136.42)% 4 »
‘Winter Rose’(1303.58)5% *» % 6 % {SP|4F T Lk + = (B 3.8)

SN F 0 %R F 4 XA FM AL E kL& Fm'2 T % F(AFm’) > &% 4o (f
B4 TEE @ ) ‘Marbella’(-5.36) ~ ‘Pepride’(-4.46) ~ ‘ Primero Glitter’(-
2.95)~ ‘Winter Rose’(-2.75) ~ ‘Noel’(-0.87) ~ ‘Dulce Rosa’(-0.39) ~ ‘Red Splender’(0.32)~
‘Ice Punch’(0.76) ~ “Wonderful’(2.91) ~ ‘Prestige Early’(3.16) -~ ‘Red Velveteen’(3.30) ~
‘Christmas Carol’(3.38) ~ ‘Luv U Pink’(4.67) ~ ‘Red Glitter’(5.53) ~ ‘Monet Early

Red’(5.93)% ‘Lemon Snow’(11.08) (% 3.1) »
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3517 B R AT a2 AT RI &~ AFm’ 2 % A (membership function value,
MFV) » #-3 T2 @3 TEagFh R (% 32) - 2 524 5R 4~ 5 :
‘Marbella’(86.28%) ~ ‘Jacobson Peterstar’(83.09%) ~ ‘Winter Rose’(76.3%) ~ ‘Luv U
Pink’(69.05%)~ ‘Noel’(66.27%)~ * Primero Glitter’(65.71%) ~ ‘Pepride’(63.98%)~ ‘Dulce
Rosa’(57.29%) ~ ‘Red Splender’(52.66%) ~ ‘Monet Early Red’(52.25%) ~ ‘Christmas
Carol’(47.72%) ~ ‘Red Velveteen’(45.42%) ~ ‘Ice Punch’(43.61%) ~ ‘Prestige
Early’(40.88%) ~ ‘Wonderful’(32.25%) ~ ‘Lemon Snow’(20.64%) % ‘Red
Glitter’(16.88%)  *73 &fa2 T2 5 54.13% » &% % (standard deviation, SD) &
19.95 % -

= a2 Bl BE M > AT foRI (1=0.28) » AT frAFm’ (=0.32) -
AFm’4e RI(r=0.28) » L 354 & fvAT ~RI & ~ AFm’ 2 4p B T dic(r)» =] 5 0.65

0.60 ~ 0.79 » % & LA FA4p b (% 3.3) -
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4 # (Discussion)

%
EHREFERECEFRBEALF A $ 1 BT Y >0 p /IR 32/28°C% »

2 E 3 F 2043040502 60 AEEABETRAEARFHETERT L L4
5 E50-60 47 £ A FIRAPEHAE AR T 5 AT E (B 3.1) 0 £

740 LA E T REREV AL FIEEE S REZSARRE R 40 S &S 2R

Bi¥ L3 a2 BB R o

Bl R e Sy - b Y el

~E

EYRAIRP ER LI B XTIk ER 2 BT P E(Hackl et al,
2012) > FHEE R HER O RITHS AL avk A Riw L &2 T IR B 2§ % % 1 o Blum
(1988)4y HfE+ ¥ X BREHBPFE ¥ £ i & % § T h% iz » Booker ¥ (1911)7] %
FRUEPEREAB L T chrt i T 2K F 8 5o 4K(2016)11 E YRR iE

& * ¥ (Lavandula officinalis L)t # 548 > 40°CT 6 B A g+ X2 F P EAT H

FLE P feh A BRI Ko AR EREAT AL FE AR SEL 11 o A
%P 17 BEAFIECTBERE T HE YRR A 32.72-34.32°CL B SR 5

B¥ 48 0 H ¢ ‘Luv UPink’(32.72°C) & i » ‘Lemon Snow’(34.32°C) 3 % (8] 3.3 ~ ]
3.4)+ Berry and Bjorkman(1980)4; #1 C3 2|44+ % ¥ ¥ i /& + ** 2 £ & /¥ > Rubisco
FOUUPREMEH A ERELLEEY TR ABEHUBREAFLETEA TSRS
AT > % 4 7R E # e 4 0 %% &7 ‘LuvUPink’ ~ “Monet Early Red”

‘Noel” ~ Marbella’ ~  Primero Glitter’ % 5-ffz. ¥ * & 3 4Ffgfia 4 v a0 @ FE
B R B (AT<0°C) ; ‘Christmas Carol” ~ ‘Pepride’ ~ ‘Red Velveteen’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’ ~

‘Prestige Early’” ~ “Wonderful” ~ ‘Dulce Rosa’ ~ ‘Lemon Snow’ % &-f&2_ ¥ 7 fg# i #

A 0 R B RBEE(AT>0°0)(% 3.1~ B 3.5) ¢
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a

ErP SRR adlie 2 LRTABS KGRz oA T B @8

|

FE o~ R F R & i 2(Wu and Wallner, 1984 ; Sriniasan et al., 1996) » & 4 i * b
5 kB2 R ¢ 3% 7 E(Wu et al, 2017) ~ ¥ E(Z 4o 0 20135 Yeh
and Lin, 2003) ~ ¥ % % (Yeh and Hsu, 2004) ~ & 2% 2 (4% » 2006) ~ 4 & (Nyarko et al.,

2008) ~ % #v(Florido etal., 2011) ~ & § (Chen, etal.,2014) ~  7=(Saleemaetal., 2014)

-

FoX BB ERABEE AP Y E- R RERER T A E T

AR AR S WY BER T R A SR

*h?s

2 fe¥ > 2013 ;
Martineau et al., 1979) « £ (2015)12 55°C k5 15 ~4h2 ¥ ¥ 4t T i@ (relative
injury, RI)P4:Z oo S > M RI B2 Sf P %IE(G530°C)T 2 4@ s &
LARBFRENE RIESM A7 55°Ckis 15 Mgz RIET i * *oats Bfb2
A7 & iE o

17 B &fAFaei2 RI &4 16.15% - 50.19% 2. & > # ¢ 12 ‘Dulce
Rosa’16.15%%. i< » ‘Red Glitter’ 50.19%#% % o Rl E & M 548 ¢ 4% © ‘Dulce Rosa’ »
‘“Winter Rose’ ~ ‘Jacobson Peterstar’# ‘Marbella’ > 2 RI £<27% ; Rl E#F &
¢ 3% ¢ ‘Wonderful’(39.98%) ~ ‘Ice Punch’ ~ ‘Monet Early Red’ % ‘Red Glitter’ » # RI
B>40% > HfARF 5 REFLE(E 3.1 Bl 3.6)° X (201544 24 B S Fakis kR
RI B2 f7m 23T > m# &Ffe 45 ¢ ‘Winter Rose” ~ ‘Jacobson Peterstar’ ~
‘Marbella’ ~ ‘Luv U Pink’ ~ ‘Novia’ ~ ‘Premier Red’ ~ ‘Jubilee Red’ % ‘Noel’ ; ¥ &
it 4 &-f8 ¢ 45 © ‘Prestige Early’ ~ ‘Red Velveteen’ ~ ‘Dulce Rosa’ ~ ‘Red Splender’ -
‘Red Velvet’ ~ ‘Majestic Red’ ~ ‘Davinci’ 2 ‘Christmas Carol’ ; # #f £t &8 ¢ 3 © ‘Monet
Early Red’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’ ~ “Wonderful’ ~ ‘Lemon Snow’ ~ ‘Pepride’ ~ ‘ Primero Glitter’
% ‘Premio’ » A EZ% T im %% 222 (2015)4p 2 o

Fodaes i o U2 E R B AR R RRRI 7 24 ¢ R AL

g

& 1 Bt 120 3 (Willits and Peet, 2001) - Fm’ @ 4% % & 77 A% df# o Tk &
BEAIEEE 1 X % 2 XML M2 FW BRI TRAER 0 5 4 X AT o
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ZRPEGZHE - FO6XSRFTAER L H P ‘Lemon Snow’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’ £ 4 »
‘Winter Rose’# 3 (B]3.8)° ™ % 0% 2. Fm g4 % 4 % eh X & %k ¥.5% Fm’(AFm’)>
%% % &7 ‘Marbella’ ~ ‘Pepride’ ~ © Primero Glitter’ ~ ‘Winter Rose’ ~ ‘Noel’ % ‘Dulce
Rosa’ % &8 ™ % 5 (AFm’)f# i< > T *% 5 (AFm’)<1%: ‘Lemon Snow’ ~ ‘Red Glitter’ »

‘Monet Early Red’ % ‘Luv U Pink’ & ™ "% & (AFm’)# 8 » T ' 5 (AFm’)>4.5%(% 3.1)

o

AEH T TR R AIL S 2 A W E S E Yk 2 8[Fm’ ~ YAD)]™ % chig B i
F 4o EH 0 JERIT 0 R F AR hd BB Rk RS hoB R Y B
FEROFod A ERTRETNFEEAE R NERE T RRATF L EYE
FhRiEr F 2 AWML R o Greyvenstein(2015) 4] * % % ¥ Lo f 4 =6
3T (Rosa X hybrida L)dd#u > 5% 87 WA fE T T 3 2% A ff i S {e 7 #d
BHf CESZFLERAFHEFLAR RAPELFZFERY DL EREERIX
B (42°C, 25 pmol'm2-s 1)¥5% 4rif % (50°C, 890 umol'm2-s )% » @ Bjorkman %
(1987)45 &) Fv/Fm & &8 % ¢ (K58 & 1531 pmol'm s g T % » FH A F LBV
R EABEIREAERET A £ °

Az B RL B EFAM > AFm’fr RI(r=0.33) - AFm’{rAT
(r=r0.33) » RI fvAT (r=0.11)(# 3.3) > Nyarko (2008) 2 Fv/Fm v RI & & % + § a4t
i b A L EAp IR 2 Ap M TRdic i 0.39 0 A 3E5% 5 % &2 Nyarko (2008)4p 07 ©
ZA AR B EERM TR AT S B5 - AL Emf’?ﬁa‘pfﬂﬁ“*\f/,ﬁ
PO RS AEE T A - IRewm A BT dg ME e i B WX P AAR e i E 1E

A IR R H - 45 4R & (He et al., 2008; Meng et al., 2009; Fu et al., 2011) = & fc &

(1995)4p e 4> ¥ic & comt L2 8 - AR ¢ ik 2> & Jfd A EDFR IR E A
FrRAR A E -G R F SRR A - T o R TG T

.

LN ER AR BRI S LA A 4 § e R R R AT ¥ o

=

B R FIEG S TR L AR AR o T BB R o AR
F2 ARG (17 B) 0 A3 b S AT AR B AR AR T R LB R
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* o Chauhan and Senboku (1996)45 ! RI & i & ¥4 #1 3 B 40 ¢4 581 € B ¥
g o GmAARRAR SR RIELE < 2 F 5 BRI &k - Rl & 97 & fudp
i afn s e Fl2 p oI5 A diiRE > 2 - LA B A i iRian F BdiE -
B & fh & et # e o 2 & (membership function value, MFV)# %% & & 77 f £t 4y
B2 % e SR NF S RGBS By ¢ o Chen % (2012)41] * &
ol &2 F % % 3 @ (SPAD-value) ~ F SV HR ~we B CO kR % 14
Bk o Z TR EES S8 AR QI A S RLE
FHFRRB R AL @ R

AR E 17 B EAEFsE-2 RIE ~ AFm’ ~ AT 2 2 & (membership
function value, MFV) » & #-8 T 395 {8 5| F 3043 & (% 3.2) » = famf g dp iR 7
13 EERM > AR E (AT - RIE ~ AFm){o 2 3548 & 2 40 B (2 dic(n) A~
W5 065060079 ¥ EREFAPM (X 33) AABHBAT FE LA A
T TR R MBI ETIOARL AL

RHpTOBBRFE AR ST TG SE THE L 54.13%

\uk

1% % (standard deviation, SD) % 19.95 % » T & % % &AL HR 3 64.11(F
i 4+ - SD) A E S TR A 4415%64.11% 5 ¢ R E S T
BPREER LY 4415% 5 2 At A R o SR BT F B R (‘Marbella’) ~ 17 2
% ’(“‘Jacobson Peterstar’ )~ ‘B 3&32 30’ ( “Winter Rose’ )~ ‘» % #* & ’(‘Luv U Pink’)~
T uEa’(‘Noel’ )2 ‘= F £ ’(‘ Primero Glitter’ ) % = B 5482 T 354 F R >64.11% >

& A A 1 f0°(‘Pepride’) ’f"’ ’(‘Dulce Rosa’) ~ <& #h’(‘Red Splender’) ~

4 ¥ (‘Monet Early Red”) ~ “ & 3+ %’(‘Christmas Carol’) % ‘= 5% %%’(‘Red Velveteen”)
2. Lok R A3 44.15% 3 64.11% 2. 5 ¢ R atd &8 <ok L (‘Iee Punch’)
‘= ¥ ’(‘Prestige Early’) ~ ‘P4t 4% (“Wonderful’) ~ “#8 #f Z *(‘Lemon Snow’) % * B 3l
P4 (‘Red Glitter’)z T ¥4 & <44.15% > 5 % £ chisfd o

PRI R R ¥ 08 RPRBA R GHR ST 1T B ARy fAaR o L @l
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ffh ¢ RATAEE 7 A3 A o LAt dar (BT 2 & (‘Jacobson Peterstar’)
‘FruEss’ (‘Noel’) ~ M & (‘Premio’) ~ ‘= ¥ F ’ (* Primero Glitter’) ~ ‘= 3’ (‘Prestige
Early’) ~ “’= %5’ (‘Red Glory’)% 2 i’ (‘Princess’) ; 2.7 R @t b ‘'z 3k ¥ (‘Red
Velveteen’) ~ ‘P4 45 (‘Wonderful”) ~ ‘Jf:"éjﬁ’ (‘Dulce Rosa’) ~ “#&. 247’ (‘Novia’) % =%
#g %7 (‘Red Velvet’) ; 3.7 af &4 4d: “7k X (‘Ice Punch’) ~ ‘&7 % 4§ (‘Majestic Red’) ~
‘A 18’ (‘Premier Red’)% ‘ £ &’ (‘Shimmer Surprise’) ( 4 i 31) o £ (2015)4* 4+ 24 &
AR F Bkl R gy Rl B8 (7 a4 325 a4 48 & 35 1 B 3E32 0 (‘Winter Rose’)
‘# 18 2_ %’ (‘Jacobson Peterstar’)~“ £ P+’ (‘Marbella’)~ ‘2 % +¢ & °(‘Luv U Pink’)~
‘%£.# & (‘Jubilee Red’)~ ‘3% 4 & * (‘Novia’)~ ‘g 48 (‘Premier Red’)~* £ %’ (‘Shimmer
Surprise’) % ‘Fagd’ (‘Noel’) 5 ¥ R @ f &8s 45 1 ‘= ¥ (‘Prestige Early’) ~ 4= 3%
5 (‘Red Velveteen’) ‘%:“fiﬁ’ (‘Dulce Rosa’) ~ <k %2’ (‘Red Splender’) ~ < % 4§ %%’ (‘Red
Velvet’) ~ ‘37 % 4838 (‘Majestic Red’) ~ ‘i ~ & > (‘Davinci’) % ‘F g+ & # @41 5
f8e 45 1% &% (‘Monet EarlyRed’) ~ “7k 1 * (‘Ice Punch’) ~ ‘PL4g 4% (“Wonderful’) ~
‘B 2’ (‘Lemon Snow’) ~ ‘& 41” (‘Pepride’) ~ ‘.= # %’ (* Primero Glitter’) % “# &~
(‘Premio’) e * @& A M ITHE S5 B F® R 2259 28R G% £ (20152
BRAp o AAUHBRFEEYER Rl BX HEA SRR T AL |

GRS S S LR
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23117 B AT FEALETZEVERALSRBERZ L E(AT) ~ £ 5 4p
#i2ERNE FHE Y % S8 (Fm)2 T % F A (AFm) -

Table 3.1. Differences of leaf temperature, relative injury (RI) and differences of

chlorophyll fluorescence value (AFm’) in 17 cultivars of poinsettia at heat stress.

Cultivar ATCCY”  RI(%) AFm’(%)*
Marbella -0.3 24.4 -5.36
Jacobson Peterstar Pink - 21.91 -
Winter Rose 0.04 21.41 -2.75
Luv U Pink -0.55 27 4.67
Noel -0.31 35.63 -0.87
Primero Glitter -0.2 38.03 -2.95
Pepride 0.34 30.53 -4.46
Dulce Rosa 0.9 16.15 -0.39
Red Splender 0.34 - 0.32
Monet Early Red -0.52 40.74 5.93
Christmas Carol 0.21 - 3.38
Red Velveteen 0.35 33.24 33
Ice Punch 0.36 40.12 0.76
Prestige Early 0.54 33.82 3.16
Wonderful 0.68 39.98 291
Lemon Snow 0.93 29.12 11.08
Red Glitter - 50.19 5.53

“ AT were the differences between environment leaf temperature and temperature.

Y RI value were calculated at 55°C. * AFm’ were the differences between day 0 and day 4.
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23217 BpRABFIESFREET &gt 2B RMFV){eT 5585 R
Table 3.2. Membership function value and mean membership function values (%) of each

heat tolerance indicators in 17 cultivars of poinsettia.

Cultivar MFEVarewy” MFVriwyY  MFVarmw)®  Meanmrv(%)
Marbella 82.97 75.77 100 86.25
Jacobson Peterstar Pink - 83.09 - 83.09
Winter Rose 60.22 84.54 84.15 76.3
Luv U Pink 100 68.14 39.01 69.05
Noel 83.31 42.79 72.72 66.27
Primero Glitter 76.06 35.73 85.35 65.71
Pepride 39.65 57.76 94.53 63.98
Dulce Rosa 2.06 100 69.8 57.29
Red Splender 39.87 - 65.44 52.66
Monet Early Red 97.64 27.76 31.36 52.25
Christmas Carol 48.58 - 46.85 47.72
Red Velveteen 39.14 49.8 47.32 45.42
Ice Punch 38.47 29.59 62.76 43.61
Prestige Early 26.33 48.1 48.21 40.88
Wonderful 17.06 29.99 49.7 32.25
Lemon Snow 0 6191 0 20.64
Red Glitter - 0 33.76 16.88

“ AT were the differences between environment leaf temperature and temperature.

Y RI value were calculated at 55°C. * AFm’ were the differences between day 0 and day 4.
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%33 iR TR H R 2 AP H 12
Table 3.3. Simple correlation coefficients among the membership function value (MFV)

of each heat tolerance indicators.

AT? RIY AFm’*
RI’ 0.28 ns
AFm’ 0.32 ns 0.28 ns
Meanwmry 0.65%** 0.60* 0.79%**

ns, * *¥* *** = ot significant, or significant at P=<0.05, P=<0.01, P=0.001 respectively.
Z AT were the differences between environment leaf temperature and temperature.

YRI value were calculated at 55°C.
* AFm’ were the differences between first day and forth day after heat treatment .
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Fig. 3.1. Changes of leaf temperature in poinsettia ‘Marbella’, ‘Luv U Pink’, ‘Red Glitter’,
‘Ice Punch’, and ‘Dulce Rosa’ treated at 32°C.
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LADRODEUCm ks D pun A0 0088

Bl 3.2 ki % L2 m FRET TR« kol R T 320CT 2 e b A o (A)20 4 48(B)30 4 48(C)40 4 #5(D)50

% 48(E)60 4 43
Fig. 3.2. Infra-red thermograph in poinsettia ‘Marbella’, ‘Luv U Pink’, ‘Red Glitter’, ‘Ice Punch’, and ‘Dulce Rosa’ treated at 32°C. (A)20 mins,

(B)30 mins, (C)40 mins, (D)50 mins, (E)60 mins.
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e -
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Fig. 3.3. Leaf temperature in 17 cultivars of poinsettia treated at 32°C. Mean separation

within cultivars by LSD at P=0.05.
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Fig. 3.4. Infra-red thermograph in 17 cultivars of poinsettia treated at 32°C.
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Fig. 3.5. Differences between leaf and environment temperature (AT) in 17 cultivars of

poinsettia treated at 32°C.

34

doi:10.6342/NTU201801331



Jacobson Peterstar Pink -

Cultivar

Dulce Rosa A

Winter Rose A

1gh

Igh

Marbella -

| fgh

Luv U Pink -

 efg

Lemon Snow -

| defg

Pepride -

| cdefg

Red Velveteen -

| bcdef

Prestige Early -

| bcdef

Noel A

| bcde

Primero Glitter -

1bcd

Wonderful -

Ibc

Ice Punch A

1bc

Monet Early Red -

lab

Red Glitter -

20
Relative injury (%)

30 40

50 60

B 3.6.15 B S FIECRIPIER S5CT 15 sz LR PHGTE
Fig. 3.6. Relative injury (RI) in 15 cultivars of poinsettia treated at 55°C for 15 min.

Mean separation within cultivars by LSD at P=0.05.
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Fig. 3.7. Changes of chlorophyll fluorescence value(Y(Il)) in 16 cultivars of poinsettia treated at 32°C.Vertical bars indicate LSD values (P=
0.05) for cultivars.
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Fig. 3.8. Changes of chlorophyll fluorescence value(Fm’) in 16 cultivars of poinsettia treated at 32°C. Vertical bars indicate LSD values (P =
0.05) for cultivars.
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A

Bed o RPRICE SRS Bk AR B
Chapter 4. Effect of Salicylic Acid and Calcium Chloride to Heat Tolerance

of Poinsettia

4% & (Abstract)

B 3&'= (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.) % % T8 pF L A EHBA L F 5 ~
WAL BF R T ~Bo2 RELEAPHE - K E(salicylic acid, SA)fr & i
4f (calcium chloride, CaCl) & 3 & = (4= a2 22 % o 27 3 %v} % SA Jr
CaCly i & Frakin 2. 3 @< 14 > 34 SA fr CaCly 2. %5 * Jk B Aot b2 2 25 % 2
N FIE AR 2 B o B 1 B 3z ‘Winter Rose” ~ ‘Noel” ~ ‘Ice Punch’
FHE 60 5 M %A 54 45 k(4 &)~ 10mM CaCly ~ 200 uM SA ~ 400
uM SA  ~ 10 mM CaCl> + 200 uM SA ~ 10 mM CaClz + 400 uM SA % 6 fiaJ? » {5

PRof B EEA S PRS2 42°CA £ 50 A4 SES TR (T AR & o

“1\\-

T L EM LY TRDAESF Y RE-ERESCHEG T EESREAR TR
AR TS ATERPEST - R kAR 6 > ‘Winter Rose” & 400 uM SA
+10mM CaCly & & ; ‘Noel " & ZH| G2 F m &g F £ £ ; ‘Ice Punch’ ] 2 200 uM SA
+10mM CaCla # & o f 5 & %7 SA fr CaCla4f & # & ¢ ¥ & = a2

BT N2 LG REEF AR5 200 uM SA+ 10mM CaCly 7 & % *% < “Noel’
% E i 8t 2 p = fg(malondialdehyde, MDA) 7 & > I # 2 ¥ ¥ i & fi=(catalase,
CAT)Z &l o Bl ki » 25 % SA fr CaCl #&| v 2 Tkl & Bt 4 55—7_5}?1*%— ’

AT A LR RS s B A kS B
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- ~ @ 3 (Introduction)

B 3= ( Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.)2_ 2 £ g8 5 P § 24-28°C> & f 21-23°C>

EREUBR TR I FAFBPEAIR S CERAILEBF T B RELE
4 2Ry 0 2015)

¥k i- 5 2K 4P L (salicylic acid, SA)fr# it 47 (calcium chloride, CaCly)it #&
e mAl 0 i I R 4TS B4 L B uE s W 4cdF AR E A2
AEFIFFEAR -SARGF AL BE APFLRPTF T TERER Y T A
4 RCEF YRR Ftst SA fr CaCly ¥ % T4 chdd £ (Jiang and
Huang, 2001) -

% r CaClw 2 5 LR 590 B 45 et BT A dH kR - 2
ZEZ Fiy iLpEF e T M - fE(malondialehyde © MDA) 7z £ (Jiang et al.,
2001)°100 uM SA ¥ 8> v F % £ ¥ ¥ 4p 4§ T @ (relative injury, RI)~ *# 4 MDA

ZE M tRE R T 2 2 N RCE E G 2k IR 100 UM T 1 tE L
Fv/Fm > ® 7 3|§ & chsh s 5 (Linetal., 2011) o 4%/ 100 uM SA fr 5 mM CaCl
AL ERTHD A EE X FET 2 E % E 23 & (SPAD-value) ~ Fv/Fm » ' %
RI & » ¥ 2 vhps s » 25 % 45 & 2R ek RH s SA & CaCly { (3 >
2016) -

W A G IR R R E M ATAE & FAE S Tkl w Ay
rEF %ﬁ d %% SA fr CaCly i & Fagir2 3 B 12 #3733 SA v CaCly 2. %5 *

R DI E S S ST AR 2 B

40

doi:10.6342/NTU201801331



= ~ #eE 2 2 (Materials and Methods)

WE - kP Ry CEAF L ER TR IR T A2 R 2 P
(- )4 Hid

% 20174 6 % pPYHID LS R SR K P T ki % s (‘Winter Rose’) -
‘FraEs-’(‘Noel > ) ~ 7k v (‘Ice Punch’)#FH#3&E 33k 2. 9ecm 2% w > 34 8+ &
B FIEAS SRR T 3 (PR 304°C p TR LR 700-1800
pumol'm?2-s!) » & 2% | =t 20N-8.8P-16.6K (Peters 20-20-20, Scotts, Marysville,
Ohio)1000 mg-L™' » # 2 i¥* * — = Johnson’s solution #c& ~ % o &F#13 &2 77
4ipldciE 7T B E P 3 32/28°C p £ 14 /] B> k35 B:180 umol'm?-st 2 2
E 4Bt 1% o %P A 2017267 20p 3 2017 & 89 300 « § % FaL
F 1w B e 4 & HOBO data logger(HOBO UA-002-64, Onset, Cape Cod,

Massachusetts) s 4 °

(=

RAERE W ER > S P PFRENA2°CLE S0 4h 0 2 8 F AR E 1 -
S EHE ORI F ASE S EAF 0 6 fE AT A B G 1 B K(H R E) 10mM
CaClz ~ 200 uM SA  ~ 400 pM SA ~ 10 mM CaCl>+200 uM SA ~ 10 mM CacCl; + 400

uM SA -

(EDE T
1. 4p ¥ T i (relative injury, RI)

BlE 3 N 4% Onwueme(1979)0% (2015) » FP-p T Em T2 % 1 ¥ %2 E

‘G

BE> B/ 09cm 243  BTPERY » 5- X FHKERE & SYERY
LG ISmL - T EARZEE o FRE 1 EAF 0 X 5 4 o I BR kS
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# (water bath G-20, Kingtech Scientific Co., Ltd. Taiwan.)4 55°CrJ® 15 4 48 » 5§
fSE6+1°CL 2™ 24 ) pFis B4 > 1§ % & 3+(SC-170, Suntex, Taiwan)
BlE B RAR G REG EHES 280 mAE M 3RS RA21°C, 20 4 )% 2 pt
B &4 et pIE S EC B3 R2y E 2 r 2582 fdi4p 5 T i@ (Relative

injury ; RI) « 2+ 8 2% % ¢ RI(%)=(RI/R2)x100%

2. %% ¥ k& (chlorophyll fluorescence)

R R AILT LR RS R 0135 XA % E F LR iR (Mini-Pam,
Walz Co., Germany) £ Bl E &2 ¥ £ & > A & %5 YA)fo Fv/Fm o 3tk @™ 7 jp
FYA) > M B x kit BRFoed F 25304 8% R RE Fv/Fm &4 &
+  PSII=0k 5 ## 4% 52 5 (Baker and Rosenqvist, 2004) °

3. ATEH I BRI 2 FUE B AR ATERD CATEIRFATEA AR 2ERZ

4 RIT RS FAIL 2 D AL AT BefoR] T A e A0R R

2

BHiTa  EHAIL 2 FURBIRERTS C EA L 15 A TARE

9]
-
=

4 XTHEVHLD o

2 A RTEFE SO P
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Level 2 Level 3

(z) $3tA 45

W R > A K 3 (complete randomized design, CRD) - #icdy /2 Costat
6.4(CoHort software, Monterey, CA, USA) ¥+ $ic 88 32 » 12 & /] 8 % % B (least
significant difference, LSD)4 47 2/ £ B (P <0.05) - § Bl4% * Sigma Plot 10.0 #t

8 (Systat software INC., Richmond, CA, USA) -

RS RN WAT & BRIR R AR B
(= )+
f& Eé‘l;ﬂ’?g - °

(= )idh il

WHRE 3RS B EJLS E£4F 0 3 AT AT

Lo$E s Ak SOml s KT s ok 2 RE S A

2. ##(drench)Z &) © &g 4F & £ #)(10 mM CaClz +200 pM SA ) 50 m] # 2 #f *5 =
FoRM2RER G S

3. ¥f ¥ (spray)# & : vf 4F & #FA|(10 mM CaCly + 200 uM SA )*> 2 HRE F 4 5 ¥ ¥
HE - R 50ml e

EH IR S | PRI R E Y 42°C £ 45 60 A 480 2 (BT AN A -

() amp
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1. 4p ¥ % T & (relative injury, RI)

BlE> 38 %% Onwueme(1979)f-% (2015) > FB-p EFw T2 % 1 #

S
x4
1

BE->NEE 09cm 2 3 BTBERY - I FH B & SEERS

Y
Sy

e G 15mL - K FEARZREE o F@EE 1 T4 £ 5 EAF o I Rk
# (water bath G-20, Kingtech Scientific Co., Ltd. Taiwan.)14 55°CirJ2 15 » 48 > 4§
s B3 6x1°C2 2w EB ™ 24/ pFis B0 » 3 % & +(SC-170, Suntex, Taiwan)
Bl M EERESRLEEES .f‘:ﬁ.?%%‘«*’.-‘%&i?ﬁﬁ NBE B AR(21°C,20 4 4E)% > AL
o &4 ris o BIESRS2Z EC B3 R2yE & r 2582 fdi4p$ 3 T i@ (Relative
injury ; RI)» 3-8 2% 5 : RI(%)=(R1/R2)x100%

2. ERFAER

>

¥ I rl

FHh B 3t 32/28°C > p & 14 ] BF > %55 & :200 pmol-m2s! 2 4 K 4

m

FRATFAFIERB R » B97F B R - R 240 A48 o M R (TVS-
200EX, Nippon Avionics, Tokyo, Japan)dp #& % - 7 = ®E P 2 £ G T & 74 47 >

RIEH = 5C-

# % % ¥ 5k {#(chlorophyll fluorescence)
BEAILE R RILSE 01246 X 4% E 5% ¥ K ip| Tk (Mini-Pam,
Walz Co., Germany) & B|E %% ¥ £ 8 > A & 58 i YA)fo Fv/Fm o *t kT 7 ]
WY > R BA kR T ndk  F Y 30 A48 T BT Fv/Fm o & & B

~  PSIIk it ## 3% 52 5 (Baker and Rosenqvist, 2004) °

() 33t eds

F":'Eé‘,%\;“ °

R CRPREACE CATAE L ERE T VR LT

44

doi:10.6342/NTU201801331



(= et

#B-TatizNoel #3332 9em 24w » PENL B EITHRFEL S
FoE Y 33(P R 268°C 0 P RFT3aE 4 kB 600-1400 pmol-m?>-s) » & k5
* 1 = 20N-8.8P-16.6K (Peters 20-20-20, Scotts, Marysville, Ohio)1000 mg-L! » &
2 ¥ * — = Johnson’ssolution ME ~ % o FHr3 SfA2Z ATA PlEE T B & 2
#3 P/ 32/28°C» p & 14 /P> k3% A 5 180umolrm?-s! 2 4 £ f#®iiv |
WoRERPERA 2018 £4 7 20 P32 2018 E 57 20 P o F RFOEUF R E

2e4kx k% HOBO data logger(HOBO UA-002-64, Onset, Cape Cod, Massachusetts) . 4 °

(= )ik L
WA G 2 AT REtR A B %A S R (R E)fe 200 WM SA +
CaCll0 mM > 5 /] PFis 3 B 3t 42°C4 £ 44 50 ~ 48> 24 /| R BB 7 9 - e e

iy PR LA o B3 LA iR 1 £4F o

(EDE R
1. p = fz(malondialdehyde ; MDA)z €

il 2> 3% % P Heath - Packer(1968) » B~# &I {5 2. F % 90~100 mg » ¢ » 4
mL 5% TCA(trichloroacetic acid)# & » 2_ {5 12 20°C » 10000 g 3= 5 4~ 4% » B~ 1 mL
+F% 4r » 4mLTBA(thiobarbituric acid ; #- 0.5% TBA % ** 20% TCA *# )» 12 95°C
Fokip 30 Ao P MR REREFE kY B EF B I 2R AT 15
A "$ F @ o #3000 g oo 10 A 48 0 B fs 0 Ak kR 2 (U2800A

Spectrophotometer, Hitachi, Japan);p] ®_% B~ {2 % /& & A532 2 A600 2. v 3k i » MDA

MDA(nmol - g) = (A532-A600) ~ 155(K > mM"-ecm™) X 5(5 i) X 4G &
#%) x 1000+ FW(g)
45
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2. i % iv 3 pe(catalase, CAT)% 1+

B %> ;8 2P Hwang and VanToai(1991) » B~ 0.2 g ¥k & 4c ~  1ml sodium
phosphate buffer(50mM, pH=6.8 ) » 12 4°C# & 12000g &< 20 » 45 > 3o 7 i@ &
bR 2R F o T kY R R RN E Catalase &1 o B 200uL 3P~
& # ®& ¢ + 2.7 mL sodium phosphate buffer(100mM, pH=7.0) + 0.1mL HO02(1M, #7
ERE) Bl xis o A FREHES R A kR R (U2800A
Spectrophotometer, Hitachi, Japan)iB| & — = » i#] A240 1 & 4&fs » £ B|E - =x A240-
CAT #4235 2 4T
CAT activity (Units g'!) =
AA240 + 40(F fis f450) < 3(F ReARAE) < SCHFHE & #0) = 1(min) + FW(g)

1Unit = Inmol H,0; consumed min™!

3. &5 it it fE(superoxide dismutase, SOD) /& 14

BT 3% R PR Paoletti % (1981) » P~0.5 g% 5 » 4¢ » 3 mL sodium phosphate buffer
(50 mM, pH7.4)i% & B > 14°Ci#i# 15000 g Hrw3~ 45 0 202 mL b ik > A~ 5
4 » 0.08 mL NADH (7.5 mM, #7# %) - 1.6 mL Tea-Dea buffer (triethanolamine-
diethanolamine, 100 mM, pH 7.4) ~ 0.05 mL EDTA/MnCl (100 mM/50 mM, pH 7.0) -
1 mL 2-Mercaptoethanol (10 mM, fxd F fig) o # iR &1 > 2 T HEIR L HEH P > 1Y
Ak % B 3+ (U2800A Spectrophotometer, Hitachi, Japan) i ip] ;& & 340nm 2z % 3k i@
10 4 4% > blank!20.2 mL sodium phosphate buffer B~ fi¥ % % B~j% o SODE {43+ &
S e

(z 9 2 AA340 — # &2 AA340)

D . e . -1 _
SOD activity (Unit g™) v w2 AA340

X 100% +50% x 15 (F1%
% #c) + 10 (min) ~ FW (g)

1 Unit =% 5 SOD #r4]50% NADH & A~ 482 % it
46
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(m )izt A3
WA % > 8K 3 (complete randomized design, CRD)° #icdz 14 Costat - 6.4(CoHort
software, Monterey, CA, USA) i3+ #x#8:i& {7 r-test » 47(P < 0.05) » % Bl# * Sigma

Plot 10.0 #c#%# (Systat software INC., Richmond, CA, USA) -
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= ~ %% (Results)

W - kPR YA L ERF TR E T AR R PR

ERUE R R B 2R d® ' ¥ M4 ‘Winter Rose’ 2. Fv/Fm 1 0.7
b R IR AR A EF 5200 uM SA+ 10 mM CaCl, ~ 400 uM SA + 10 mM
CaCl ~ 10mM CaCl, % 400 uM SA % 4 # /=32 ¥ &4k ‘Ice Punch’2. Fv/Fm 2
0.7F » R 42 LR 7 8%F; $Noel'2 £ 2 ¥ L B0 &KFLIRE
4.1~ B 4.2) - ‘Winter Rose’ ¥+ & = RI & 31.81% > & #|/eg2 ¥ & RI "% X3 30%
T H P 400 uM SA + CaCl, 10 mM g2 2. RI E # 4(21.39%) 5 ‘Noel ¥t & 2 RI
7 16.68% > # &2+ @ RIE"E X3 16% T » H ¢ 200 uM SA + CaCl, 10
mM (12.97%) ~ 400 uM SA  + 10 mM CaCl» (12.84%)% 10 mM CaCl, (11.68%)= f&
fad2 2 RI B B 1% ; ‘Ice Punch’ ¥+ e 22 RI & 34.13% > £ 3| e J2 ¥ & ¥ "% 1< RI
BI25%NMT 0 TR AR E AL R(R 43)-

SRR LA G 0 SEAAILF A SR T FE S 0 B¢ 1L 200 uM SA
+ 10 mM CaCl v 10 mM CaClh # 5 »x > ¥ #& % 3 80%4 + ; ‘Ice Punch’§ 2 #| e

F B R T EFES > P 1200 uM SA+ 10 mM CaCly  ~ 400 pM SA + 10 mM
CaCly 2 400 uM SA #.F »c > V& B 1 70%.2 F 5 ¥*Noel’ ] 7 pi & 5 R & 3 ¥ 4
B (B 44) & H#))a32 v % - ‘Winter Rose’ 2. 37E #> # » 400 uM SA+ 10 mM CaCl,
v 10 mM CaCly fr 10 mM CaCly £ 5 #x('% 24.33 %) ; ‘Ice Punch’§ 2 &) cJd® 7 2
B ATE Bc(AZ B 30 ) R IR X B A B E ¥ Noel 2 #7E # P & ¥ ¥ (R
45)c ER LV £ = B SATF 2 HERE % > ‘Winter Rose’2 10 mM CaCl,
(4.2 /) ~ 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaClr % i (4.4 ») (Bl 4.6) > B F ERE » 4

EBR RILT M FENA(B 4.7)5 Noel” & BRI ILY 7R/ M RET &

FaEFLR(R 46) HHERe2Z 37EF w00k > @ 400 uM SA + 10 mM
CaCly g2 2 £ 3 P2 23 BEIWGAE 2 o 4 (B 4.8) 5 ‘Ice Punch’r4 200
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UM SA+ 10 mM CaCls % i (4.8 4 )(B] 4.6) $+ P8 fe 2 37 & B E it 208 25 gk >
LEREIL 2 E S P EBEET AR (B 4.9) o KPR foF U 4T AIEE & A6 (5 8

e 2 L IAcB 410~ B 4.11 ~ B 4.12 #7157 o

WE S~ B EAT & BRI Tt a2 P
eI 2 o 5 A £ 2 41(200 uM SA+10 mM CaClo)35 7 ¥ % ‘Winter Rose’ 2. R &
F A Fy/Fm &~ YA > 3 A NFAMFLE (3 41 H 413): ¥ ¥

BRMENFREG 4D -

W R s VATAE & ERH T aE L VPR R R B
‘Noel” R e 5iEF REHcH MDA 7 £ % £ 101.5Inmol/g > * * 200 uM

SA+10mM CaCl, ¥ & ¥ *# X MDA % £ © 69.35nmol g » ¥ &= CAT /& » %t

SOD & Rl 4 8 % B (4 4.2) -
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4 # (Discussion)

M- KPRCE L FAM T F R T Aol £2 B

|k

R 42°CH B € @ Fokie2 Fv/Fm Gfopd %7 7% Rl Gfof - f5 7

=

+ 2 o ¥ (Dendranthema grandiflorum (Ramat.) Kitamura)>* 35°C12 + 2 # % % 4

)

kA EFo)LFEAEH a2 > 8 Fv/Fm T *# (Janka et al., 2013) 5 # /A (Cucumis
sativa L.)** % i§ 40°CH RI &= H2O2 + # (Shi et al > 2006) - =3B F 35°CH
Fv/Fm & ~ 2 £ S5 % T % (2 > 2015) ARmE %85 L 4p i -

% L B ZH SA fr CaCly ac #8274 2 dd g dd > Adng bk ii? > 4Fgps 2
FRLBE W PHEFEABEIASFIEFEAN cSARF LB
AP T MBREFO P FAL PP P EFa > Fletw* SA e
CaCl # #& = 1% 4~ et £ H4 (Jiang and Huang, 2001) - 35 * SA fr CaCly ¥ "% i< F 3k
ZBRYBE T2 RIE MDA z £ > & Fv/Fm E(Z > 2015) - CaCl ¥ %= =
REFENFETERBAPHI AT - EFEFZ I EEI R P EZOEE TR
% e = pg(malondialehyde » MDA) (Jiang et al., 2001) ; 100 uM SA # j& 5w F f%
# 3% (Begonia semperflorens-cultorum)RI & ~ "% X MDA 7 & ~ # = Fv/Fm(Linetal.,
2011)c ARG R EA % i L EHTE N BERAFIErs Rl & $ /3

‘Winter Rose’ ~ ‘IcePunch’2. F% 2 ¥ BT 0.7 2} »Ew AFT S5 &7

Gl

SA fr CaCly & $ Mmoo e ibenrt iy ~ B O ESHML DB R YR 252 o
kR F VARG ER R BT B £225 % kAR > Lin ¥ 4 (2011)
2.0~ 100 ~ 200 ~ 400 ~ 800 ~ 1600 uM $f= % f4j% £ it (7:85% > % % & 100 ~ 200

MM SAFEFFHBETe TMHEE2 RIEf-MDA z £ > 2 800 uM 12+ 7 i

A2 M MDA Z EfrRIE > HIRFBELF 5 L 2015F 3 F kA SAO -
100 ~ 200 ~ 400puM)Fr CaCly (0 ~ 10 ~ 20 ~ 40 mM)¥t Fr &t fd 2 B8 » B % &g
7 SA iz %% kA L 200400 uM - CaClL P 5 10 mM - &35k %+ £ (2015)
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2. EE - HIFFAF £ % SA v CaCly 2.7 & 5 jp>5 * > % { iF - $£(2016)
ip 18 100 uM SA v 5 mM CaClh 4f &£ # &+ &= § # K & & (Salvia elegans

‘Scarlet Pineapple’ ) ** % i§ T 2. £ % % +* 3 ©(SPAD-value)fr Fv/Fm & » # ¥ i< RI

b

o2 FRF A ERE B 5 AT L B Ak RE P SA R CaClh { i 0 &
W% B R(2016)4p 1 0 AP H et SA fr CaCl» 4F £ % % { v k< = B
SREFHEC R R AR RT P F T AERE MRS (B 44 B 45 B
4.6) - Sk o B PR A £ % SA fr CaCly 2t 2 Fakic 2 m#uld - 10df &
WA PRET

F b AR M E R OF g G 4T e 0§ (2008)4n 1K1 R G ookdt

X 2§ - (Anthurium andraeanum Lind.) 7 @t #4 &8 ‘Senator’ >t 3 B i B 2 EH Z ¥ £ ~

4.¢

AR TR HE P EEL B A &4 Tropical s % B 2 P AE 5 2R F
i BTG AR AR A chat B v R pLen T 5 o Jiang & 4 (12001)dp !
CaCly ¥ # = % JA % (Festuca arundinacea Schreb)fr¥ 35 & & ¥ (Poa pratensis L.)**

BETOEET AR RE CESF 7 E 2 Ly CEEE A ¥ % K MDA

\

Ik

PR TR RS Rk et A TR UM B AR Y 2

Ny

TR A AP AR S % 0 4 B PE T ‘Winter Rose” ~ ‘Noel ” ~ “Ice Punch’
5 mAE ¢ R EHRAEE A BRI N i T E A% 2% SA fr CaCl A
#+‘Winter Rose’ ~ “Ice Punch’ % 77 af g dp i freh A LY § B ¥ 3 » i $'Noel’
FOHRE Brr s HA B R AP e d A AF 0 R B Noel ¥ B X
el A BEAEEFIINFEGLT DN P fradlez REZEZHF 3 =
‘Noel st e HFARDRFIFiF B 1 1.'Noel "~ & fumt# > ¥ &4z
B { 23" ‘Winter Rose’ » #x H $f & ‘e ﬂ\ﬁ/i}u# FoARE A A o e REA €1
LB LR feR 2 FAmERES G N BB Noel [ 5 B S 2 d 0k
(EFATIPF AR ~ Fe B F F)F i N BRFA o

BR EIDH T B EPE S 2 £ RAcB 410~ B 411~ B 4.12 5757 > kPR
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fr& MATASEfrH R RGBS T RGP ELE > RET AR FIEERSERE
B 15(42°C 50 A 4l) > T A A BRI T 4B (10 7 2 P )R A A S 0 d
AP EFEFRORREEE > RSP HBRTTHI RABFEE -

MAREFIE ARG F SRR & Sk

‘w“ﬁ‘&

ER pe > 5 1 “Winter
Rose’ = 400 uM SA  + 10 mM CaCl, ; ‘Noel * % 400 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl, v ~

200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl; ; ‘Ice Punch’ % 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl; -

WER S~ SEEA Y EAE £ BRI Rt PR
M S VR 25 AF & 2 R)(200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCly) = 487 ;%357 "% i ‘Winter

Rose’z RI (% 4.1)» ¥ #% = Fv/Fm & ~ Y(II)i& » ¥R 22 Fv/Fm & ~ Y(II) £ 5
W EAITE R TR BB T2 PR G ARAR 0 A B BRI Y T

4] PR R4 Fv/Fm & ~ YADE (R 4.13) g s Fakg¥ L8 -
Lin %4 Q20104 &1 d »m FARGE 2 F 5 25 8T 7 5 sfc B A 5t 100

-

UM SA #rg 26 { ac W bvw TRGE EFIRER T 2 Fv/Fm o 2% Tk 2
- g
Er 4 A

7 245

EE\

BT BT SR B o o A iR BRI ok o

P REREE D

W KPR F Y4TAF L ERF TR i E L R B

BREUBR EE X mie g TBF L 0 A2 F 1§ & (reactive oxygen species,
ROS) - ¥ % 13 1* % YL(antioxidant system)® ,Fi"f ROS » 1k B 48 3 w78 2_ B
(Zhang et al., 2011) > fo3¥ * ¥ % & 3542 3% it 4~ 42 it f*(superoxide dismutase, SOD) -
W F i & f=(catalase, CAT) ~ sk n faiF 3 i* 4~ fix (ascorbate peroxidase, APX) % £k 5k
+ #xi# J f% (glutathione Reductase, GR)(Dinakar et al., 2012) - SOD {= CAT A_j f
ROS #. 1 & thyng i“fx% > 2 ¢ SOD § # #-42§ I£ 4 (superoxide anion, O*):#

Ja= g% it Z (hydrogen peroxide, H>O)» CAT RB|i&— # #- H,Oo :& i = HoO(Sairam,
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and Tyagi, 2004) - Shi % (2006)4p 1% *% SA ¥ *& 5% N (Cucumis sativa L.)>* % 8
#$HE T2 HO2 7 £ RIE > &= SOD fv CAT eriE 1 o A38Z% 6 * 200 uM SA
+10mMCaClL ¥ 3 ¥ #% = CAT 2. %> ' X MDA 3 & » % 7 Z &/ F o g

AT F (A A (R 42) 0 BE AT B4R 5% SA 4 SOD R

~

M HERE VL LR%H AL E RS 0 &% SA fo CaCl$ A Tkl

SOD & enie® 7 P &g o
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o041, R RPEEToF Y 4TAR & BRI B B AL 2 IR Ty sUE Y
Ao Rl B2 F 58
Table. 4.1. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride treatment by medium drench or

foliar spray on leaf relative injury of poinsettia ‘Winter Rose’ under heat treatment.

Treatment Leaf temperature (°C) Relative injury (%)
Control 33.49 a” 87.59a
Drench? 33.02a 82.77b

Spray 32.26 a 82.25b

?Mean separation within columns by LSD at P=0.05.
Y The plants were drench or spray on 200 uM salicylic acid + 10 mM calcium chloride.
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1042 KiPRAcd 4T & EAHF B AR Tkl T § - fE(MDA)Z £

™ % superoxide dismutase(SOD) ~ catalase(CAT) % |42 8% 58
Table 4.2 Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride treatment on
malondialdehyde(MDA) content and the activity of Superoxide dismutase(SOD)

and Catalase(CAT) of poinsettia ‘Noel” under heat treatment.

Treatment MDA (nmol/g) SOD (Unit/g) CAT (Unit/g)
Control 101.51 36.00 0.02
200 uM SA + CaCl, 10 mM 69.35 30.36 0.10
t-test ok NS *
* ** means significant at P=0.01, 0.05 respectively. NS means not significant at P =
0.05
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'Winter Rose'

1.0 |

0.8 1

0.6 1

0.4 1

1.0 |

0.8 1

Fv/iFm

0.6 |

0.4 1

1.0 | I{ { /I.- {

0.8 1

0.6 |

0.4 1

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Hours after treatment

—e— Control
o 200 uM SA
-—~v-- 400 uM SA
- =-— 10mM Ca
—-a—- 200 uM SA + 10 mM Ca
——0-— 400 uM SA + 10 mM Ca

Bl 4.1 KiFRfesd M EEE E Ll Foee ‘Fogas’ ~ ‘TS Ex kN E R
% ¥ % B (Fv/Fm)2. #2 58

Fig. 4.1. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on chlorophyll fluorescence value
(Fv/Fm) of poinsettia ‘Winter Rose’, “Noel’ and ‘Ice Punch’ under heat treatment.
Vertical bars indicate LSD values (P = 0.05) for treatment.
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10 - 'Winter Rose'

0.8 |
0.6 1

0.4 1

1.0 1

0.8 |

0.6 |

0.4 1

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Hours after treatment
—e— Control
O 200 uM SA
-=-v-- 400 uMSA
—=-—10mM Ca
— & —- 200 uM SA + 10 mM Ca

——0-- 400 uM SA + 10 mM Ca

Bl 42 KPRfod M EEHF R AT Fakl T CERESE KU ER
F ¥ % @ (YD) F

Fig. 4.2. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on chlorophyll fluorescence
value(Y(II)) of poinsettia Winter Rose’, ‘“Noel’ and ‘Ice Punch’ under heat treatment.

Vertical bars indicate LSD values (P = 0.05) for treatment.
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'Winter Rose'
40 |
a
301 [ ]
b b b
bc
20 c
10 | H
~ 25 | 'Noel’
S
> 20 1 a ab
=}
15 be c ¢ ¢
()
=
B 10 |
(6]
X 5
‘Ice Punch'’
40
30 | b b
b b b
20 |
10 |
£ 5% 8 8 8
§ 2 2 £ £ %
o o o o o
SHE A
< <
(7p] (75
s s
3. 3.
o o
Treatment & <

Bl 43, KiPpefod 4043 0 AT 2 Tkl T pkre

CERER R

TR R GRLOE B

Fig. 4.3. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on relative injury of poinsettia

‘Winter Rose’ and ‘Ice Punch’ under heat treatment. Mean separation within

cultivars by LSD at P=0.05.
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400 uMSA + 10 mM Ca A b
200 ptMSA + 10 mM Ca |a
10mM Ca a
400 uM SA | b
200 uM SA | b
Control { ¢

400 uMSA + 10 mM Ca la
200 HMSA + 10 MM Ca - la
10 mM Ca - la
400 uM SA la
200 uM SA |a
Control - |a

Treatment

400 M SA + 10 mM Ca la
200 tMSA + 10 mM Ca - la
10 mM Ca |b
400 uM SA - la
200 uM SA | bc
Control 1 |c

‘Ice Punch’

0 20 40 60 80 100
Sprouting rate of lateral bud (%)
Bl 44 KiFRfcd MEHF E /IR Fokl ‘Fogam’ ~ (TSR kRT
g 2 B
Fig. 4.4. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on sprouting rate of lateral bud (%)
of poinsettia ‘Winter Rose’, ‘Noel’ and ‘Ice Punch’ under heat treatment. Mean
separation within treatments by LSD at P=0.05.
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400 uM SA + 10 mM Ca | | ab
200 uM SA + 10 mM Ca | | a
10 mM Ca | | a
400 uM SA |ab
200 uM SA b
Control { ] C 'Winter Rose'

400 uM SA + 10 mM Ca 1 |a
200 uM SA + 10 mM Ca | a
10 mM Ca la
400 pM SA | a
200 uM SA | a
Control 1 la 'Noel'

Treatment

400 uM SA + 10 mM Ca | | a
200 pM SA + 10 mM Ca | a
10 mM Ca | |a
400 pM SA | a
200uM SA [ ab
Control {_—1b 'Ice Punch'

0 10 20 30 40 50
Number of young leaf per plant
Bl 45 KiPficd 4T3 8 AUL2 Fok Takrm’ « (TR SROLFE
ez B
Fig. 4.5. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on the number of new leaves of

poinsettia ‘Winter Rose’, ‘Noel’ and ‘Ice Punch’ under heat treatment. Mean
separation within treatments by LSD at P=0.05.
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Fig. 4.6. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on grade of appearance of poinsettia

‘Winter Rose’ , ‘Noel” and

within treatments by LSD at P=0.05.
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Control == 200 uM SA | 400 uM SA

s 4 “v ." ' (/“’ \ “ ) y
10 mM.€CaCl, = 200 uM SA + 10 mM.CaCl; 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl,

B 47 2 FEREEZ KPR IcE C 4T3 B il is 2 FaEe T g2 3258
Fig. 4.7. Effect of different concentration of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on appearance of poinsettia ‘Winter Rose’ after heat

treatment .
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200 uM SA 400 pM SA

200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl, 400 pM SA + 10 mM CacCl,

o
.

et

r»ﬂu% .

10 cm

B 48 2 FEREL2 RFHI-E MAHF R L2 Tl TSR B
Fig. 4.8. Effect of different concentration of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on appearance of poinsettia ‘Noel” after heat

treatment.
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Control 200 uM 400 uM SA

10 mM CacCl 200 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl,

Bl 4.9 kifpafes AT B R ASL S 2 Tkl VRA L BB

Fig. 4.9. Effect of different concentration salicylic acid and calcium chloride on appearance of poinsettia ‘Ice Punch’ after heat treatment.
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Control

10 mM CaCl, : 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl, 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl

Bl 4.10. 2 PR EE2Z KPRird CEHBIE LR 2 T BB v 2 P
Fig. 4.10. Effect of different concentration of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on flowering of poinsettia ‘Winter Rose’ after heat treatment.
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Control 400 uM SA

10 mM CaCl, 200 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl, 400 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl,

Bl 411 3 ikl & 2 KiPird e HA B AD 2 Tt Toes B T 2 B
Fig. 4.11. Effect of different concentration of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on flowering of poinsettia ‘Noel’ after heat treatment.
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Control 200 uM SA ! 400 uM SA

10 mM CaCl, 200 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl, 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl)

Bl 412, 7 FikR e b2 KPRfrd S F EATE L TaE Gk VB EES 2 B

Fig. 4.12. Effect of different concentration of salicylic acid and calcium chloride on ﬂowerlng of poinsettia ‘Ice Punch’ after heat treatment.
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0.8 ;

Fv/Fm

0.2 1

B 413, il o v kPR Ted DA £ AR R AU T R ¥

0.6 ;

04 1

—o— Control
—&— Drench
—4a— Spray

0 20 40 60 80 100120140160
Hours after treatment

%% ¥ % & (Fv/Fm -~ YD)z B 458

Fig. 4.13. Effect of salicylic acid and calcium chloride treatment by medium drench or
foliar spray on chlorophyll fluorescence value(Fv/Fm ~ Y(II)) of poinsettia Winter Rose’

under heat treatment. The plants were drench or spray on 200 uM salicylic acid + 10 mM

—Oo— Control
—&— Drench
—4a— Spray

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Hours after treatment

calcium chloride. Mean separation within cultivars by LSD at P=0.05.%.
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CEE SRS IR S S AT X
Chapter 5. Effect of Plant Growth Retardants to Heat Tolerance of

Poinsettia

4% & (Abstract)

¥ &= (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.)** % #E 24 B X3 RE 8 2

Fd L& fEedleed Pkl BE AL 0 FF 2 K LA 2 fEag 2
FEHp ¥ B gk mt A 3R 2 2 B2 o T 3k ‘Winter Rose’ ~ ‘Noel” ~ ‘Ice Punch’#+
BTHFTERAHFCORIFE2EHEFRT L 2om PFRfu thA3 T 32/28°CA £ fae 74
E PR AL o Rk 5 A b = RJdR 0 & W] G 3 33 -k~ @ 5L % (paclobutrazol, PP-333)
23.5mg-L'!~ 5 % % (chlormequat, CCC) 1500 mg-L! o +* &2 % 30 % #-48 k4% ¥
FIF - B4 E 0 WA EBH@2°C > 50 A 4h) o 2% A7 > PP-333 AULT K 4
Z B EAEF2 YID)E » Fv/Fm & o CCC /27" 7 3 4 ‘Noel” ~ ‘Ice Punch’2
Y(I)E ~Fv/Fm & » ¥ *% i< ‘IcePunch’z. £ * Ap 5 T B o A B30 4g < {8 g £ 2~
3~5cm PFiEE 23.5 mg'L'1 PP-333 > 2% &7 R 7 & 2cm PF25 % PP-333 2 &3 &
SOEECERE) O ESFVHECOREE A BAIZLK ;TR T & Scm pEE Y
PP-333 K,!rt": MR P RS CMR 2 FEE T2 00k o G
PEEp 25 % PP-333 % ¥ R B R AJZ (8 Fv/Fm -~ Y(II)™ *% chtg & 3 %% i< RI & » &2
FRL3 3F AR f p %f 4 (difference in day and night temperature, DIF)(25/30°C)

2 30 X 7 'E i “Winter Rose’2 th% » ¥t A Ad R R0 a EEFRE o

gt - 3 BERF - RE K % PP3II THFR S okl et -

W PEH IS RITE Som VL MR E e 2 At Atz sk o
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— N

7 % (Introduction)

B 4& = ( Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd.)2_ & £ i§ J§ 5 P i§ 24-28°C> & if 21-23°C>

B FABMATR S HEBRALBF R Y Bz REME

#(H 0 2015) > @ R if B 3 23°CpF ¢ ut & F 7-(Ecke, 2004) °

fe e 2 & FE g #| (Plant Growth Retardants; PGRs) » * fite 4 & it A »
, 2007) » #7 % 4p ! triazole

25 4l

G2 E o RES AF S B ATk B E o (Kruget al .

SR VR EACELY SRR LY SR AT S

CE B IE T 2 ﬁ-k"ij%%"c%:iﬁi‘ﬁ:“%g A

s
e

% (paclobutrazol, PP-333)# 3 4v /|

F 7% ¥ (Gilley and Fletcher, 1997)-% * PP-333 ¥ " M3 ¥ ¥ % 3 ¥ 8 T 2 Rl &>
FTRAEPAAHEHIAENESZ Z E(Y B X > 2008) o ¥ * 5. F % (chlormequat,
T % ¢ 5 fo-k & 4] * 225 (Daniel et al.,

CCOF H A wnetb i R B T 2 Xk 4

2010) - *5 * ¥ 5% (uniconazole, UNI)¥ & ¥ 3 4v 1. ¥ % @ i# -k S8 300F -K IR B

%15 § 0 ¥% 4 MDA ~ H,0, 5 £ (Lietal., 1998 ) -

Eﬁ%’#\”ﬁ ivﬁfﬁf”ﬁ’dﬁ"l —;33 mﬂ-éﬂy}7 T A E :r;Z ; ;]x;_zrgz%‘%‘g} X5 # ;4_1\

ATl 2 5 B H TS

B R AL FH AR L
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= ~ #eE 2 2 (Materials and Methods)

ek N A N iR =3k e A T ey -
(- )tk
2017 & 117 p VS 28 % S5 E 4 P T %ok ¥ 5y st (‘Winter Rose’)~

‘FraEs-’(‘Noel > ) ~ 7k v (‘Ice Punch’)#FH#3&E 33k 2. 9ecm 2% w > 34 8+ &
FTWEFELSFRITETY 4 FERFAH (P IEER 285°C, p FTEE L LR
500-1300 pmol-m?-s) » £ Ff 2 & {8 F R ¥ & 2cm P RAE M T 755 £ 32/28°C2
E o ieiid LAl AoL e £33 B E ks | % 20N-8.8P-16.6K (Peters 20-20-
20, Scotts, Marysville, Ohio)1000 mg-L! » & 2 i % * — = Johnson’s solution #z & ~
% o SPFR P 2017 & 11 7 10 p 2 2017 & 127 20 P o § TR F zA e

&% HOBO data logger(HOBO UA-002-64, Onset, Cape Cod, Massachusetts).c 4% °

(=) ok e

R E 24 £ ¢ > % 2P %f 30/25°C > %35 B L 180 pmol-m2-s! o 2t
020 % i {74 £ FEpeM i@ AUy iR 2 A L Z AT A w2 33 -k 235mg L
"PP-333 ~ 1500 mg- L' CCC ot % 30 X ¥4 thp 4 L (B NITHBEF TV - B2 E

s

e #BiTRE 2_ &2 > 2% 2 _42°C > Jeld2 50 Av\f'fbg"ﬂﬂﬁ’-_%?%ﬁ o4 KB

BB
A S N ¥ & %(2010) ~ Ecke (2004) -

(z)H AP
1. 4§ T & (relative injury, RI)

Bl E %3 Onwueme(1979)fr % (2015) » EBp 5w T 2% 1 P 22 E
BE > NEFE09cm 2473 BYPEEFRP > G- X FaKEXE - F55ERY
TG ISmL - K EARZREE FREE 1 EH > 5 S EAF o JIY IR RIEH
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(water bath G-20, Kingtech Scientific Co., Ltd. Taiwan.)!Z 55°C/&Jd2 15 4 48 > “g{s %
B 6+1°C2 2 A RE T 24 [ s B0 113 A 3 (SC-170, Suntex, Taiwan)#] Z_s
FETE SRR EER .f‘:i.?%%‘«*v?%&iﬁ_.% N BE B AR(21°C,20 & 4a)w 2B 0 F
Arrts Bl e EC Ei R2OE & o8¢ fddps i £ E(Relative injury ;

RI) - 3+ 8 238 5 @ RI(%) = (R1/R2) x100%

2. E %% ¥ % & (chlorophyll fluorescence)

B BEAILE R 012456 X 1% £ F § kP 2k (Mini-Pam, Walz Co.,
Germany)® Bl E % % ¥ ki > 2 4 %85 Y()fe Fv/Fm o * £ BT ¥ @)@ Y(II) >
ML B Ak R I and  F N E 3044 T RE Fv/Fmo & 4 &+ PSIH

% i¢ ## 3 »T % (Baker and Rosenqvist, 2004) -

3. ERER

R 3t 32/28°C> p £ 14 ) pF> k3 A 180 umol'm?sT ()2 4 £ 5P 0 &
MR A B R A 0 @ o7 KA B - R 040 A 4TS 11k o S R (TVS-
200EX, Nippon Avionics, Tokyo, Japan)da % - 7 = R F F 2 £ R 27447 >

PIEHE > 5°Co

4. FhF 0 d LIERA AL 8N AtkE > Hin i 24 (cm) e

(=) 3zt o4

W = > K 3 (complete randomized design, CRD) o #i 43 14 Costat
6.4(CoHort software, Monterey, CA, USA) st #c 88 AE 12 > 12 0] &g ¥ £ 2 (least
significant difference, LSD)4 47 a2/ £ B (P <0.05) > % Bl4% * Sigma Plot 10.0 #t
8 (Systat software INC., Richmond, CA, USA) -
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@Bk - ~ p P %R A (difference in day and night temperature, DIF)4F & 3= @ v 4 2

-7

"

o

(- ) t4
foids— o

(=) 5 a2

WHREA AL AL FfE 0 F ST T4 o B RIEA B fa) HR
oldEtkc Bt A LY 0 2P RE 30/25°C kg A L 180 umol'mZsT! b))
fedR ke L B R g A K45 ¢ o K TP RIE 25/30°C o 3t % 30 X BjuiRE- T

£
BEINYV - B2 EH? EFFRER 2 IL B RK TA2°C RJL 50 A {8t (T

(Z)#4LAEP
P":'gﬁ‘l%;” °

(‘l' ) ‘/A‘L;;J- /47\

iR o

R~ A LA PR a2 R
(= )4 1

2017 £ 11 0 pvED R 2R E K Fakl FyER(‘Noel’ ) ~ 7k
Vo (‘IcePunch)## 46 3 3% 2 9em 2% 0 > #8304 B+ X R FIEL FRTE
¢ (PR 25.0°C> p BT 358 % £ A 500-1000 pmol'm™>s™) » 4 ¥ {8 & (74w >
MES M PRAS T 7O 4 32/28°CA E i T4 E LT c RRYFE G |
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= 20N-8.8P-16.6K (Peters 20-20-20, Scotts, Marysville, Ohio)1000 mg-L! » & 2 i
* — =x Johnson’s solution & ~ % - % PR p 2017 & 11 * 10 p % 2018 & 1 *

5P of % FAUF i A 24k HOBO data logger(HOBO UA-002-64, Onset, Cape

Cod, Massachusetts) .k 4% °

(= )idsk AL

WERLEA G ARILF LS EAF o RAERRTE TA K 8¢ o TP RIR 32/28°C
k& 4% 180 pmol'm?-s™ o 4 K e geH s * k& 24 & £(2010) ~ Ecke(2004) 5 ¥
PRloss 3 AT ok 0 AR A wAtaE s T R (Rl L 2em) s o fs 10 X (BT £
3cm))d 2 4 f8 14 % (R 5 £ Sem)i#i# 23.5 mg' L' PP-333 > 2 {$ #fi kA B ¥ -

BALWY EFBRER LI FARRTA2C iJL50 A i8R 4 o

EDE RPN

1. a4+ & i@ (relative injury, RI)

i

Bl %% X %% Onwueme(1979)4r% (2015)> EBp T T2 5 1 4

32

E

‘\'—

s &

EH-

B E 09cm 2 IV BT BRER Y 5 A4k

7_

% EQe e &
F o15mL - = FE4-k2 g o FEE 1 £4F & 5 £4F o JI* 2R K (water
bath G-20, Kingtech Scientific Co., Ltd. Taiwan.) "2 55°CEJZ 15 A 45 0 %{s 53T 6+
1°C2. 2B ™ 24 | pF{sBd » 13 ¥ B+ (SC-170, Suntex, Taiwan)ip] Z_» * &
T R ERHER 280 P 588 RA21°C, 20 # 48) = 2% > (5440
{somEEkis2 BC B3 R2E A » 258 ¢ £ 4p¥ 5 2 (e (Relative injury ; RI)

5 285 D RI(%) = (R1/R2) x100%

2. § %% ¥ k @ (chlorophyll fluorescence)
R EAIZES 0125456 % 1* E%F F % p % (Mini-Pam, Walz Co.,
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Germany)E BIE % 2 % L& > 3 & £8 5 YAD)Jr Fv/Fm - ** £ @~ v 1@ YL >

RE AR EE I F 5304485 BT RIE Fv/Fmo & & &+ PSllh

& ¢ ## 4% > & (Baker and Rosenqvist, 2004) °

3. FRER

HHeE 5 32/28°C» p £ 14 s k3 & 4 180 pmol'm?-s! 2 4 E f5¢
FUERFEFEAERERS R > R ERE R - R 40 A4S b AR
(TVS-200EX, Nippon Avionics, Tokyo, Japan)ip #& % - * * R E #F 2 f R f T 2 (7
Ao BlEE = E°Co
4 BB A LA L 8B AKRE > Hini a8 (em) -

A% % 3% 1@ (chlorophyll meter reading value, CMR, SPAD-value)

MISER- A& 2 1% E %% 35 (SPAD-502, Minolta Camera Co., Japan)ip| £
P 605nm e 940 nm gk E e F 2 A B o R EESFZE B E S Y 1R

Z2EREFPEPI2HBRTS, PIEEEY E Y O EHER

6. ¥ fi - £ B 182 45 #c(normalized Difference Vegetation Index, NDVI)

SESE P - 1B Ao 7 BN 4 Sk 3R & (NDVI 300, Photon Systems
Instruments, Drasov, Czech)#| £ £ 5 #iz ¢ k(660 nm)£? iT = ¢k k(740 nm)= A &
THF S $E NDVIe BT Tics | PR 2BBE & S ER T2 BB

Lo, plELE P N E S YO R R R o

*E 25385 P NDVI=(R740 - Reso)/(R740 + Reeo)

(z) st a4
F\':'Eé‘l%g—' °
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= ~ %% (Results)

WA A R LA T a2 B

B A4 LIEad v M FaElz2 3R % 0 “Winter Rose’ ~ ‘Noel’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’#+
Pe e R ® 4 B 5 34530529 cm v ¥ 23.5mg L PP-333 2tk % 4 W] 5 155~
16.5~18.5cm» #iE 1500mg-L'CCC 2 tk 8 A %] & 22.6~27.5~27.25cm(® 5.1);
AR BACE] 53 ror o A fAd RIEEBHE SRR EFRE > PP-333 ¥ 1%
4 ‘Tce Punch’2- RI {#(16.63%) » ¥ 5 F-fE R4 7 B F (% 5.1) ° PP-333 ¥ 3 4c =
BT a2 YII)E ~Fv/Fm & ; CCC 7 ¥ 3 4r ‘Noel’~ ‘Ice Punch’2. Y(II) & -

Fv/Fm & (@ 5.2) -

PRSP REZF TR P

f P R £ (difference in day and night temperature, DIF)(25/30°C) g2 30 = ¥
"% 1< ‘Winter Rose’ 2. &£ % (22.6 cm) > #Noel’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’ P & 2B 5.
R BEACE 53977 oM B AT E SRR CESPHGT EE S
FRE(R 52)2F BEFRE A1 WMAa k2 ERpEG T EG2.76%)(% 5

1)

WD A L EmAE Y sk 2 B

72 L P Noel’ss * 4 g #R 22 hE 5 1472cm > & ALY
Ut 7T X (Y 2 em)w* PP-333 23.5 mg- L' 2 4% & 4(9.16 cm) » ¥ &
(3.275cm)~ £ % (3.33 cm) B |  CMR(38.02) 7% de B # & 1B AJZ (5 304 < 15 & 10~
14 = (% 3~5cm)* * PP-333 A &% (10.00 ~ 11.18 cm) » ¥ § & 3% &
CMR 2 %2 % (46.34~50.36) » 1 NDVI B3 § R 488(F 5.2~ Bl 5.6) i #dn %= & >
oo ts L pEH s PP-333 ¢ VR B EAILE Fv/Fm - Y(AD)T % higR o xR
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Fv/Fm fx4g £ 0.75 2+ » 2R P25 ¥ A (B 5.5) 5 v t6 & pip s * PP-
3334 P M RIE » A2 Z R 2 BE(R 5.4) -

‘IcePunch’ ¥t B 22 ¥k % 5 129cm > #< {6 7 X (R T & 2cm)* * 23.5mg-L-
'PP-333 2_ k% B 11(9.44 cm) > ¥ £ (2.53)FrE %(1.95)%-] » @ NDVI(0.80)7* fix H
@A B ASL IS 4E e (8 14 2 (RIT & Sem)* * PP-333 1% 7 i ' 4K (11.64 cm)>
4 E 4 2 CMR (50.4) ~ NDVI(0.91)sc % ; ¢+ ¢ » ‘Ice Punch’2. ¥ & ¥ %735-)
*Noel'» & ¥ § &AEF HL B (4 5.2, W 5.6)c atfdpth= o > o 18 L Y5

* PP333 ¢ RIEF-ES ZHF BT HFP DR 5.4) -
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4 # (Discussion)

e A A LR = 3k & i Rl ST ey -

GA ¢4 & 240 ABA it #3E & {4 'm% ¢ % P-450 ¥ § fi#(cytochrome P-
450 dependent monooxygenases) {7 #r ¥ * J& > @ triazole #f 2 £ @ HE 5 - B 7
FRER G 0F 0 @ triazole @B F o friefmre d F PA4S0 H 3 ps R b o

M e FEdrd] 7 GA (4 & = e ABA i FH(Grossmann, 1990; Flecher et al., 2010)°
By Ry Ha s A5 B P At A &2 £ kB
A THEPE  Hip @ GAERRY  WLEAHKL TRFLIHF ABA 2 £
4 5g 5 Fip B 2w 4 (Rademacher, 1997) o

ARz ¢ PP-333~CCC & 84 K Jogdd ¢ ¥ "% K % 2B LR
23.5mg L' PP-333 igZ 2tk % # M0 = B 548 % ] Y 20cm> 2 ¢ ‘Winter Rose’( 15.5
cm)B 4 ‘Noel’(16.5 cm) =< 2 > ‘Ice Punch’(18.5 cm)# % - 42| Winter Rose’f=‘Noel’
$ PP-333 £ fudiici (B 5.1 B 5.3)c t#dath™ 6 0 5 /62 £ gl 2R
BRAFRHFRE-PP33S vHFRA-ZBEFAZLESZYF LE > TR RS
#‘Icepunch’z. RI (% 5.1~ @] 5.2) - CCC 7 ¥ $& = ‘Noel’{fr‘Ice punch’ 2. ¥ % %

FRE - LAk RIEEFR S2)c AL Ip e 4 LAY RS BB

it = 4 > 35 % PP-333 ¥ *% 1< § iv(Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.)RT & (Still et al.,
2004) ; »s * PP-333 ¥ 3 v | & (Triticum aestivum L.)>* % £ 7 2 £ % F ¥ % S8

%% 7 £11% 7% F(Gilley and Fletcher, 1997) - %5 * PP-333 ¥ *# i< § X 3

4
i

ek

3 (Festuca elata L)% B 3% T2 Rl B> ¥ P A EF P ApHZ LkEfrES

oy

(Y B 5 2008)c %% CCC 7= oot o b BT 2 % £ & 167 i 5 ook A I

* 3z (Daniel et al., 2010) o A3FZ%k F 5 2w A 7 4p 0L ©
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FC L p P RIEAH TR AN PP

ik - 2 8% 2 L E@ila il Faee2 mfd > a#E%- L& P di3
FHAw &itfgda N EF LG FHRgreE: o B5 87§ p F £ (difference in
day and night temperature, DIF)(25/30°C)J2 30 % ¥ "% 4 ‘Winter Rose’ 2.tk % » &
HEYER RIE - FH3 ¥ L@ EmBhiont HYPEE S 1-F 52 W
53) Fl R BTy F]F T 5 2 Eresdz g s, 2w g
e AR - L RFERE

fP RIR £ ¥ Noel'frlce Punch’2 th fr & B affitg 3o a ¥ B F > 4 1
#§4cToe Punch’z £ # Ap 4 % ®(% 5.1~ W 5.1~ W 5.3) %(2010)45 &1 % £ (25-
30°C)4c b 14 £(20000 lux) i 7 F) T agiz 4 £ 0 k2% g A % 2 30°C
LAt 22 RG> Foa FlRtdrd) 0 Fakizz 4 & > -DIF gtk F @ &2 = 2
FI o BBk NRIE R T 30CHp hi & E S fridk- BTV R 0 KA 3 RE
v af Ao £ o9 B &8 Noel’fr‘lce Punch’ & @ i = F s2% > F 3 FE% K

MBI TR EF A RS DIF g w A BT Fe- Hane

BEz A KRR BT A B

oot TX(RTE 2em)*s * 23.5mg L' PP-333 2k S B 5 5
P BRERFRET o v e 14 2 (RIT R Scm)s* PP-333 %% 0 i tE Kk
B X 22 CMRNDVI 2 2% » ¥ § x chEL E T $0FMEHR2 &
R o AR 2 LRSI RIES S RELEME Y G T
o F o FEYRRS RS AR Ak A T > B 5w 3 K 1
gl E R AL R L RAARME GRS 20k o RS
& Sem {5 A VAL EMRE CRATRET  PRERA WAL E
;g‘[;,o

% (2004)45 # PP-333 ~ # fc(Ethephon) % # K [Ea#|:5E § - AL H &+ 5
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¥ (Axonopus affinis)z_ w5 12 > RA A g A ER RN XY T A §
AL RERERS T TR AL EREACPRESE A EFRAREER
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Table 5.1. Effect of different kind of plant growth retardants and difference in day and

night temperature(-DIF) on relative injury and leaf temperature of poinsettia.

Cultivars Treatment Leaf temperature (°C) Relative injury (%)
Winter Rose Control 27.57 a* 13.57 a
PP-333Y 27.57 a 13.37a
cCccC 28.65a 17.02 a
-DIF 28.10 a 13.45a
Noel Control 27.52a 29.09 a
PP-333 27.26 a 26.49 a
CcCcC 27.82a 39.45a
-DIF 27.85a 26.23 a
Ice Punch Control 28.81a 23.55Db
PP-333 29.07 a 16.63 ¢
CcCcC 28.68 a 19.21 be
-DIF 28.22 a 32.76 a

“Mean separation within columns by LSD at P=0.05.
Y PP-333 = 23.5 mg L paclobutrazol; CCC = 1500 mg-L"! chlormequat; -DIF =
day/night temperature 25/30°C.
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%5.2. % FPEY 5+ = 3% (Paclobutrazol, PP-333) 23.5 mg L $+ T ke ‘T 3 o'k Vo2 kB ~ FE  F - %% 23 @(CMR)2

¥ Z 2454 g E(NDVD)2 #2 5

Table 5.2. Effect of different applying time of 23.5 mg-L™! paclobutrazol(PP-333) on plant height, leaf length, leaf width, chlorophyll meter
reader(CMR), normalized difference vegetation Index(NDVI) of poinsettia ‘Noel” and ‘Ice punch’.

Cultivars Treatment” Plant height (cm) Leaf length(cm) Leaf width(cm) NDVI CMR
Noel Control 14.72 aAY 6.84 aA 6.00 aA 0.89 aA 37.02 bA
I 9.16 cA 3.26 cA 3.33cA 0.89 aA 38.02 bA
I 10.00 bcA 4.70 bcA 4.27 bA 0.87 aA 46.34 aA
I 11.18 bA 5.28 bA 5.12 bA 0.87 aA 50.36 aA
Ice Punch Control 12.9 aB 6.06 aB 4.00 aB 0.81 cA 34.70 bA
I 9.44 bA 2.53 cB 1.95cB 0.80 cB 35.42 bA
I 11.67 abA 2.93 bB 2.83 bcB 0.87 bA 22.54 cB
I 11.24 abA 3.43 bB 3.20 bB 0.91 aA 50.40 aA

21, 11 and III means plants drenched in 23.5mg-L"!' PP-333 when lateral bud was 2, 3 and 5 cm respectively. Control: no PP-333 treatment.

Y Mean separation within columns of each cultivars(lowercase) and cultivars(uppercase) by LSD at P=0.05.
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Fig. 5.1. Effect of different kind of plant growth retardants and -DIF on plant height of
poinsettia.
?Mean separation within treatments(lower case) and cultivars(uppercase) by LSD at
P=0.05.
Y PP-333 = 23.5 mg-L"! paclobutrazol; CCC = 1500 mg-L! chlormequat; -DIF =
day/night temperature 25/30°C.
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Fig. 5.2. Effect of different kind of plant retardants and -DIF on chlorophyll fluorescence
value(Fv/Fm, Y(II)) of poinsettia. Vertical bars indicate LSD values (P=0.05) for

treatment.

?Mean separation within treatments(lower case) and cultivars(uppercase) by LSD at
P=0.05.
Y PP-333 = 23.5 mg-L"! paclobutrazol; CCC = 1500 mg-L!' chlormequat; -DIF =

day/night temperature 25/30°C.
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Fig. 5.3. Effect of different kind of plant growth retardants and -DIF on appearance of
poinsettia. PP-333 = 23.5 mg-L! paclobutrazol; CCC = 1500 mg-L"! chlormequat; -
DIF = day/night temperature 25/30°C.
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Fig. 5.4. Effect of different applying time of 23.5 mg-L™! paclobutrazol (PP-333) on leaf
relative injury of poinsettia ‘Noel’ and ‘Ice punch’. I, II and III means plants
drenched in PP-333 when lateral bud was 2, 3 and 5 cm respectively. Control: no

PP-333 treatment. Mean separation within treatments by LSD at P=0.05.
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Fig. 5.5. Effect of different applying time of 23.5 mg-L™!' paclobutrazol(PP-333) on
chlorophyll fluorescence value(Fv/Fm, Y(II)) of poinsettia. Phase I, II and III means

plants drenched in PP-333 when lateral bud was 2, 3 and 5 cm respectively.
Control: no PP-333 treatment. Vertical bars indicate LSD values (P =0.05) for

treatment.
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Fig. 5.6. Effect of different applying time of 23.5 mg-L"! paclobutrazol (PP-333) on
appearance of poinsettia. Phase I, II and III means plants drenched in PP-333 when
lateral bud was 2, 3 and 5 cm respectively; Phase 0 means drenched in PP-333

before lateral bud sprout.
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Chapter 6. Conclusion

¥ 3k = (Euphorbia pulcherrima Willd)p # fo4 84 2 VB R 425 § 5 4
BEATR RSB TIA02 2 BB FPL > AFF EE LA g it I
BfEF s mf S fdand 1L F g > ©51% * -k fa(salicylic acid, SA)fr & i 4%
(calcium chloride, CaCly) % & %2 4 £ Fezgd] & = Vecd mtdu s o

FEREBFAE CETERZ mE AR LS 2 F LR CF R
F’(‘Marbella’) ~ ‘% ¥ 2. & °( ‘Jacobson Peterstar’ ) ~ *E #Eze3°( “Winter Rose’ ) »
‘w F ¢ E°(‘Luv U Pink” ) ~ F3E4-"( ‘Noel” )2 ‘= F £ ’°(‘ Primero Glitter’ ) 5 it

L Ad 5 % f1°(‘Pepride’) ~ 4+ 47°(‘Dulce Rosa’) ~ % %5’(‘Red Splender’) ~ *§ &
# ’(‘Monet Early Red’) ~ “ ¥ 3+ %’(‘Christmas Carol’) % %= 4 %%°(‘Red Velveteen’)
v R g S 7k L’ ((Iee Punch’) ~ ¢ = ¥ °(“Prestige Early’) ~ ‘PL4E A% (“Wonderful”) »
‘% ¥ £ '(‘Lemon Snow’) ~ “ T &P #°(‘Red Glitter’) 5 e 7 it 4 ch -4 o A 35
FHITICEEEPE TR LA RFELREH L Q0152 B 5 pin o &7
UEEHRFEESER CRI B2 SR FELEFR FobemBBE T ApF %
S

SA 4r CaCly ¥ &4k ‘Winter Rose’ fr‘Ice Punch’2. Fv/Fm &1 0.7 14 F > %% 4
= B & EFyEiz2 Rl & > “Winter Rose’ 2 400 pM SA + 10 mM CaCl, 2 2. RI &
B4 5 ‘Noel’r2 200 uM SA + 10 mM CacCl; ~ 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl, 2 10 mM
CaCl = #8422 RI @5 ™ ; ‘IcePunch’ Bl & 2 B 2 B F £ B - afith2 £ 4R
2 G S EREILT $ F ‘Winter Rose” fo‘lce Punch’z ] % i 3 F foiri #ic » %
‘Noel 'Rl m B F R - #FH ALV R = B HEATF =2 P IE % > ‘Winter Rose’
210 mM CaCl; ~ 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCls £ & 5 ‘Noel” & % #| a2 ¥ & 3 % £

£ ; ‘Ice Punch’f] 2 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCly & iz © %5 * 200 uM SA + 10 mM
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CaCly ¥ % ¥ "% i< ‘Noel” % F 8 & 2 p = fif (malondialdehyde, MDA) 7z € » ¥

# 2 iE3F it 7 pr(catalase, CAT)Z i#H1 > 42 ¥ B * f=(superoxide dismutase, SOD)

Rl BFRT Rk WIRET{rE P AHGTEFFE ki
fie

,..
7 fg'\‘l

‘+‘ﬁ‘€

> % ! ‘Winter Rose’ 5 400 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl, ; ‘Noel * 2 400 uM SA +
10 mM CaCl, = 200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCl, ; ‘Ice Punch’ % 200 uM SA + 10 mM

CaCly o #5/8 2 ¥f *5 4F & Z#](200 uM SA + 10 mM CaCly)#2+ *% i< “Winter Rose’ 2
RIE 4% Fv/Fm &~ Y(IDE > & AL SF Y LE R * 47 ki
IR ERRE LD AR R KPR rd MAER T R Tk LA AR

AWM R ESY IR RDPRER R ERRSEA & o

%% PP-333 235 mg'L!' ‘ez B E T2 Y(IDE ~ Fv/Fm & » CCC
1500 mg-L! 7= ¥ 4 4 ‘Noel’ ~ ‘Ice Punch’z. Y(I){& ~ Fv/Fm & » i *§ i ‘Ice Punch’
2 RIE o A w4 ts 72 (RIY & 2em) ~ 318 10 X (RI% & 3em)rs & g 8
14 % (p] ¥ & Scm)i#&# 23.5 mg'L' PP-333 - 4§ w4 7 X (¥ & 2 cm)* * PP-333
ZHRBEHFE ETR ] ESEFFFECREL A BAgLK ST 14
A(RTESem)s* PP-333 % i MkA o DL ERAFEHEAVHE R EL
R 2ok omffdgth= o odf o (8 L s PP-333 % 7 R % B R AJL (e Fv/Fm
fe YD) T "% ehtg A > &% Fv/Fm k4 0.75 121 » RO R BE LR S o
fs & pEHpaE PP-333 % W M RIE > BT P £ B 7 B % o 4% k3> % * PP-333
FORE R MERE

BAVMEST o AR AR BE . BRI E PP333 VR F RS FIE
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145 (Appendix)
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Appendix 1. Composition of Johnson’s solution.

Chemical Concentration Element Concn. of
composition (mg-L) element (mg-L™)
CaSO4-2H20 688.68 Ca 160.32
MgSO4-7H20 246.47 Mg 2431
KCI 3.728 Cl 1.773
FeSO4-H20 1.112 Fe 0.223
HBO;3 1.546 B 0.283
MnSO4-H20 0.845 Mn 0.382
ZnSO4-7H20 0.575 /n 0.131
CuS0O4-5H20 0.125 Cu 0.032
HoMoOg4 0.016 Mo 0.010
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