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Effect of Dark Pretreatment on the Value of View and Admire of
Narcissus with Hoagland Solution Culture

CHEN Xiuwrhuw DAI Bi-sheng
(Qingyuan Polytechnic School Qingyuan Guangdong 511510 China)

Abstract; In the experiment, the growth indexes of Narcissus tazetta var. Chinensis Beem cultured in Hoagland solution
were tested with dark pretreatment for 7 d. The results showed that the roots were stronger, tender and whiter, the
leaves were more fresh-green and thicker. The ratio of rood length and rod dia and of leaf length and leaf breadth min-
ished distinctly (P<_0.01). In the numbers of pedicels on each plant and flowerlets on each spike, there was difference
distinctly in treatment between control 1 (P<T0.01), but not difference distinctly in treatment between control 2
(P>0.05). Allindexes of treatment and control 2 were compared with control 1. Florescence was prolonged about 4 d
and the value of view and admire was enhanced also.
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