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5- Oncidium

6- Tectona grandis

7- Juniperus horizontal var. Blue Rug & Golden
Top

8- Callistemon viminalis
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1- Juniperus

2- Juniperus Sabina -Maymars
3- Dendrobium aggregatum

4- Dendrobium nobile
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Table 1. Variance analysis table of measured factors in seasons and used substrates and treatments.
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LA -
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Fig. 2. Rotting percentage in summer.
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Fig. 3. Rotting percentage in fall.
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Fig. 5. Effect of rooting substrate on rooting percentage.
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Fig. 4. Effect of perlite substrate on rooting percentage.
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Fig. 7. Effect of perlite-cocopeat substrate on rooting percentage.
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Fig. 9. Number of roots in summer.
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Fig. 14. Effect of perlite-cocopeat substrate on root numbers.
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Fig. 13. Effect of Pumice substrate on root numbers.

5SS S Sdp e s ady Bl o S e
53 A edalie T Sonp ot b aliade s e
Py S sk ple ol S S Ed ) ae

J'il"" BERE WA odaline )‘3;5.‘“ sl il

15
=) a
=i}
> g5 10
187 s
=4
0
Spring-l

wdlisee J gl s ady; dgb V0 IS
Fig. 15. Root length in various seasons.
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Fig. 17. Effect of rooting substrate on root length.
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Fig. 21. Fresh weight of roots in summer.
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Fig. 23. Effect of perlite on fresh weight of roots.
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Fig. 28. Dry weight of roots in summer.
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Fig. 27. Dry weight of roots in spring.
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Fig. 29. Dry weight of roots in fall.
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Fig. 31. Effect of rooting substrate on dry weight of roots.
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Fig. 33. Effect of perlite-cocopeat substrate on dry weight of roots.
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Fig. 30. Effect of perlite on dry weight of roots.
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