KKU Res J 10 (3) : Jul. - Sep. 2005 233

ATIIRITUGIANAINTUAY  MIAETME MIRIUFAUTA was
UsAvanmmmna lmhzasinumaaniza 105

Relations of soil water, evapotranspiration, growth,

and water use efficiency of KMDL 105 rice
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Abstract

Evapotranspiration from rice grown under saturated soil was 4 times greater than evaporation from saturated bare soil.
The rate of evapotranspiration decreased with the reduction in volumetric soil water content, and the relation could be described
by an asymptotic exponential function. When soil water was expressed in terms of pF, the relation became linear. When water
supply was withheld for 7 days and soil pF increased to above 4.5, rice recovered very slowly from the stress and did not attain
complete recovery during the experimental period. Increase in dry weight of the stressed plants was only 30% of that of the
unstressed plants, which could be contributed to the reduction in the green leaf area to only 10% of that of the unstressed plants.
Water use efficiency of the stressed plants was also lower at 1.8 g DW kg ™' transpired water, than for the unstressed plants at
2.4 ¢ DW kg transpired water.

maA: aNNBudY MIimeszive masaiulazasdm

Keywords: soil water, evapotranspiration, rice growth

!gghemansinsd mainilals anznvesmans unIngagzeauuny
Zspvmansnsd madnils Aasinvasmans wiingnagyauuny



234 ANNANIHSIaIANTUEY N15AETTINg MTaSaule
uazUszdnsnmnislduizesdnigrinenszd 105

o
unm
a k4 4 = =l
MsuaniluManzIuaanidaariia
1 " a s H = d'
dlvaidunmsndalasandemncdy danudasgs
o 4 2 .
dutiipasnanneanuwlsusrvvasruneluwdzag
USunauasmsnseaneaa (Patanothai, 1997) i
U5eNaUAUAMIINVAINVAIEUBIAULILANHIUE
3 ::49' -:4'::1 < a d' 1% ¥
dougruzaswunaaussuunsndandurau
AsEUIUMPIANEHUMLasFILATIEHLUNIMILNY
a a a = < o
ﬂisawﬁmwmswammﬁmﬂi:maﬁay‘amummu
nn nannuanedia Jagtulaimahuuuiasens
wiAulauesiy (Crop model) wazinalulad
< d ' {
d@saund (GIS) wlFduiaiasiionie wialw
AIFOIANRANIMNANSHINYBINUN IA5IEH
wiavvan Uszdiuanuides nagauanydzIv
wImemMsun ladayn aaaaaumMuuaLIaNSHE.
v ] <
Taaenailuszuu
QI 1} o lﬂ' =~ L4 U Vv
MIBE1NYBINISINLAT AN BAINEIN 1Y
1#uwA Heinemann et al. (2002) 14 Crop model tLag
GIS lumsiusziuanuaasmsin lumsudnznlne
UaLONERINITEAUBILND Homma et al. (2000);
Pannangpetch (1993) w8z Woperies et al. (1996)
k4 lﬂ' = g = = k4 ‘ﬂ' o
T#a3aeiians 2 TumsussiiuuandnzmiNamms
MAUALLAANEMWATNINVDINUN Muchow 1AL
Bellarny (1991) l@57uUsIuuaztduananuiIaeh
Uszandly Crop model lumsusziiiuanuidesuas
MSHAANTN LA FNINNILITILED Pereira et al.
v lﬁ‘ L YV
(1995) lasnunuuasiauaiiennumslssgne
Crop model lumsaamsun Tsuji et al. (1998)
8¢ Penning de Vries et al. (1993) laansiusiu
HaNUMIUszandly Crop model luanene (uag
msuaails ndamsUssandldlumsusulsanug
wazszuuMIUgnilznyuisy
Tumslduvunassmsadaiulavesivg
awsumsUgninluammwininrureimaziusan
= = ° Vv ¥ o d' a I'd
@eamiia NlusaelFuuunsssnansaIensy
mssaiularasdnle luanzhildannazedin

215915398 WV 10 (3) : N.A. - N.0. 2548

o d'dd [ 1 [ I
LUUABINNTAANNEINITONINED LaiNnazilu
WUUMBBINNTIEAZIBEATY BENNLYY Campbell
(1991); Goudriaan (1977); Thornley (1998);
Feddes et al. (1978); Ritchie (1998); #Iauuy
(3aUe BeN9LEY Keulen and Wolf (1986); Sinclair
et al. (1987); Stroosnijder (1982) wazidmsuas
FAO (Allen et al. 1998) GNGBIIAEYDYANY
FIUANNTNNUSDIANNTUAY DATIMIONHUIYD
W wazaasMsasudulavesnanedy danu
dunusainanazuanenulUluisudazsiindueg
% 2 = L =l k4 d' YV
AuanNMsrNassuasdgIUYeNy mndayanly
< v Y ° =] d' d' Vv
Wuamilauluwuuassiienueaanasu wanle
a v o < a v
nnmsUseiivleslduuunassnaziionaranie
NNM5Uszgneilyd Crop model Tuns
IPNLHsTUUMSHANTNI lUM AR UaaNREN D
1 vV o 4 Ad‘ o L =~ vV dy td' [~ L
wuhdennandayfenadayanugiunazium
Youluwuuaeae (Pannangpetch, 2001; laseaNs
YSudsalssamiamumsndndnemesnizd, 2542)
Tagwmmnzagntnnamanssansmsldnaanug
M Ing wazANNFNNUSsTINTaAngYaan ludu
LALANITINISAIYTLLNE 1NAITASINBNEIT LN
wmwmmmmz’fuﬁuéﬁqn’cinl,ﬁﬂ'aﬁ'uﬁuﬁ:ﬂ'ﬂﬂml
LLﬁ'ﬂszﬁqﬁaanmﬁnﬁué@hqﬂszmﬂﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁﬂ oy
v v o v ° ) Vo ° o v
Taasenunaasmsawsuldnuwuuanaas tivaly
annsoUssendlyd crop model simulation Tums
ALY TLUUMSHENININADANEE LUFMNDIFe
¥ v ] = a a =® o < d' v o
ulgaeaiuszansmn Jndlunazdaamnms
av o v & do o o & a v e
FWewvalvladayaiugunaanil aaiumsivediie
Py s v v fa |a
HingUszanAiie 1. MANNFNRUSEUTINMeN
DOTIMIAYTURLNUANNTUAY wae 2. WANN
FunuspavaasIMIMelILarnMsasutdulavas

YV
N

4 ad
aunsnluazianms
1(5"3’ﬂqmauﬁ'amqmﬂmmmﬁuﬁ“lﬁ‘lu

MINAaaAa LiadulaeAd pipette ANNWUNLULAY



KKU Res J 10 (3) : Jul. - Sep. 2005

10835 core method ANIVIIUUUBYMAlaglY
pyncometer lumsmusanasaymea wazANNAUGY
#i pE Ui 1, 2, 2.7, 3, uay 4 Tagd% hanging
column U@ pressure plate Wafildnnmyialauans
Blumsnd 1
MATUASE NI U LAz WIA
Fulseansuamenuduiussewinsemasudulos
Usuasuaz matric potential aaainludiu Fawuh

duN15284 van Genuchten (1980)

0=0, - (0 -0, )1+ ()"

ANITAUTTNIANNFTNNUSHINaNLAG h Aaa
matric potential (cm), @ 0 uaz 0 Ao dadIuVD3
S T
i luduleaUsunasnszauduem NseaU air dry uay
# matric potential LAY h &1 O, m Uaz n AdE
duszanduaanenzu :9nms1d least square method
Sansamezasanssansmasulamuaauaail
@9 0.0953, 0.1780, waz 1.2166 wasuanins
22N soil moisture characteristic curve Taaanmwi 1
W td' = v o Vv Y v
Tuiui 18 Sanew 2546 lotlneaunaizneinan
Nzd 105 818 20 Juaelunszan waFindE&u 210
WUENAUENaN 23 N, §9 30 BN, NUTIIIBAUN
lasumsasadauamantaaenanidngy huin
AU luueaznsEaNAY 14.40 NN daIUAM
3 audanszan lddlagns 16-16-8 809 0.5 NW
/0550N/§UMY NIVNG 8 AT WaSAIANNGU
a vl v 2 W a2 @ ot P
fulinszaudnmEans AuENmMMNaSauieu
da5IMsMeseeiineIuMaleaNNIucY 3
o ) v A & a
goumsalfe 1) nszaninlgndnnanuzuduas
v oA v a o Ve v A
apENGaLiaNNnszaudNm lUaulnatesEauLTen
anslealidfimslith (ETe) 2) nszansiilgnim
~ & a o val v o W
nenuzudugninm linszaudnauans (ETo) uaz
ld‘ T Y v ] lﬂy = 4 Wlﬁ'
3) nszanilifiduinudenadudugninmlin
SzaudNAIEND (Eo) 3ummsialuiui 10
WOAIMEU 2546 wasdugaluiui 24 woainiau

2546 WHUNMINABDNIAUUU randomized complete

235

ANNANIUSIBIAINTNAY N15AIETHNEY nTaSgiule
uazsz@nsnmnisldizesdraaninanszd 105

block design MU 3 T Fraz 78 nTzaN Usznau
vV o w L ld' k4 1 k4 k4 3
@8 3 MSUNABBININLenaIlIudlr nanis
NP895INLe 234 N5TN
dl' Y Y q' LR ! ¥ < [ d'
WasumisnEhgssezaunan luiunio
WeFIMEY 2546 naUBNMMTIASsuieuan
M3 lethumad iy 26 N520N9/% wad
o w v & <
imagavaiullusniduly muluwaziiusi
& = o & v o ] a
wazs N NNATTamAunlu udnhllaunagamgi
< & ' o & Y @
80 °C Wlunm 72 Hlue ABUMMSTININTID
E4 1 \J 4 1 td' $4 Vv L
UWI2B9EIUEN 163Na1 NszaNduiIgnaa Ly
LLé’jﬂulﬁ'gﬂI%‘luﬂwsi’mww5m'iwmi'ismwnaqﬁﬁw
Judmsuasunaase Eo mmsthudadeingan
Aseludun 24 woAdmeu 2546 WadugANIn
4T a J g v
MIMETENY LINDYNTNVUALAILBENUN LU2 DAY
AP EHIUMITLATIANNMSIAU ETc Uazund
£4 YV td' 1) Vo = o w
pudNNlulanuaIzlASen ETo Msua: 26
NILON/
BOINMSAMLTLMBYINNUIALALMS
FntinNIzoN lugnm 8.30-11.30 w. Nniu
BUNINIUN 10 ude 24 woaImew 2546 lagly
LASD9AIRINDD AAINNILLDAURINITIALNINY
0.020 Alan3n lunsdiuasdniu ETo uas Eo tlat
vinudasnszanaasanalastinii lwiiviin
2BINFLONENNUINNUNA NN BENIN NI LI UN
10 WOFAINEY 2546 BOTIMIMETLVEYBNNTE
Mumuue lnnuihminzash luwdasnszaenan
waldludinm 24 o, wazanudurssduluiy
& & ' o )
U 9 auduminde ey
k4 Yy L vV =1
dayarheimangiulannaniiinsa
MA AMLNYATAENT NVINENFUDULAY TN
AANEMUTENBUMIY WAFNULFEIDINAE EIVE TGN
! g < a
FOUAZANEN ANNTUDIMA ANNTIAN wazUTana
ey N 1%



236 ANNANIHSIaIANTUEY N15AETTINg MTaSaule
uazUszdnsnmnislduizesdnigrinenszd 105

Nﬂﬂ’liﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂllﬂg‘aﬂ’]iﬂiﬂﬂ
Samsmessgh

NANTNABBNNUIIDATINIAYTLVEUD
¥han ETo ﬁugqniwmsmﬂszmamn Eo dutiau
4 whloawas (Mmwit 2 n) Msiasunlawasamm
tharmaldandwasdNgalauaansmesLiians
ETo LaLanadmuFaaIuaaensIMsseing Tunsal
289 Eo wag ETc INNIINTINGDUTDYTNIN
hormeawuhsasnmsmeszvefianasluiud 13
WHAINBY HAMINNITANBIYDINAINIUTITA
g uazgungi uisasMsmeszmeianadly
Suil 18-19 waedmey fuﬁmmqmmnmmﬁa
anfianas

MIMEIzLNeuDy ETc agima'lé"ﬁw%waﬁ”'q
PasEmMWihamaLezAMAELAY uazanasathide
Lﬁaijumlﬂﬁ'umiamawmmm%uuﬁuasm
Fowu (mwd 2 2) dusmsusulukaadiiiiu
famsmarhluiui 16 wagludud 17 dusuans
m’smmﬁﬂatiwgmm waanndilalmhsuduinly
ETc TuSuil 18 witusnazuaasanmsiusazunha
wasnniiu uaih lianugalmiiowds wiulanndan
mMsmeszienad ETe luSudi 20-23 ﬁuﬁ@hgjnn’h
284 Eo tfigidniiaawhiiy

Wamanuduiusszuiesasnmsens
SelEUBIRUIN ETe uazanuaudulosusinns
wuaNNFNRuSIuwuuEulA waransouanale
Toamsld asymptotic exponential Wanzduaauanalu
mnit 3 0 asalsiouasdanalénienuuls
USRI NNTUNUS TTWINENTIMIMYTENLUDE
mm%vuaudauﬂ'wgq iilasnnwazesseausUsiu
pasamwihameaneiulaudagluanudmusas
e BeuamsnataEuanniuilasanmsmestme
Lﬁuﬁumﬂlﬁmmguﬁuﬁgﬁu FatiBaAng nor-
malized 8nIMsmeszneiaglugldadunms
Relative ET = ETc/ETo Was®T19d88UANNTNNUS
8na%e wuhenuwlsusuanaazdanuah
(NI NN TUNUE A DTN NAURURNNNN
g dauaaslumwi 3 «

215915398 WV 10 (3) : N.A. - N.0. 2548

v YV 4 Vv
wianansaldUsslagiandayaninu
dunusaanangaulalesnse wamslguseloud
o o A 4 & oo v &
219E9Ne Llpsnnlatiladuasuly wianuzu
PUAILAN WHDATIMIABSEREFNNNSDIALUFEIU
k4 lﬂw vV L4
wlaela wzlaaNugiunaransInMsmaszie
dunnsazgnimvualaggadnguaailudy danuid
mnswlasarannsudulaausuiasliiuen
matric potential Toel% soil moisture characteristic
W9A%UPD9 van Genuchten (1980) aaflananl’
ac 3 = d' \ . v Ll

luismneass Mnuudaldsumanuaulvagly
3U284 pF WasmanNaNNuSaean I Msmessive
FuNNSAUM pF du (MWA 4) KamsAneEN
ANITOUIFENIANNTNNWUS La laan s lFWanduidy
M54 Ltﬁazwaﬁqmmﬁu M5 concave aNYBILFULG
Yo v =1 o lﬂl
msldan pF uNasiigyuuvzasileidun

= v v v a?l u:ag
Gaude wazaNsalgleniNgy wantauaauly
MseHiuM Nz wasdeslddayaiiafuiasem
duUseandraeiedtu aaumslda pF eBunu

ANNUNIZINUIEANNNIDNYBIYDYD

a a <~
maasaudulaiy
a = $4 v $4
wamstasatdulavasauinmalagnin
& o ) a a
Msaing 2 loudgaslilumsen 2 msasadule
289717 UM S5U ETc 310429 2uf 10 99 24
WeAIMEY Uudaies 4.05 ASN/NTEONNINUY
Wasun U lUeNSU ETo #43@) 14.68 N3N/
1350 aAaINaNAaNNMIaaaasunlun
MNT0daNsiuaalane 10 whaudluxaunan
1152101
I o o ¥
Wammsusedinlszansanwms lhinyas
YV dﬂ' a a $4
iemsasadule (WUE) mealagmumn
19 2 loeldanms

WUE = Aw/at
AET / At



KKU Res J 10 (3) : Jul. - Sep. 2005

#1 Aw dathwinfisfiiasulugng At wes AET
ﬁaﬁmﬁ'ﬂﬂmﬁwﬁgn‘lﬁ‘lumamm:maiuﬁw At
wuhszansmwmsléth (WUE) vasdmmeld
dMW ETo fienudu 1.77 nfuhwinuiawasin
/alanSuwaaih wargend) ETc dfiay 2 e
Fauaaslumsei 3 Ussansmmmslaihiienvas
ETc mmﬁmmmnﬁmdmﬁgjﬁuwmmsafzm'amﬂ
indwdaisufumsemethanninluiinslasnse
fumsduanziusasly auidalevmsussdu
Snﬂ'ﬁzﬂugﬂwm

WUE” — Aw/ At
AT [ At

Tag AT derhwinihnlglumsensshvasluwh
1y Famnulaan AETo-AEo uas AETc-AEo
wNAUsEENS MM IHNIL NN UL N EILFAIT
UszanSmwmslgihuastmaelaamwinii luuiNes
J $4 3 =1 = a ld' ; J E4
WBADANNADIMSUUTUSEENS M Nele
::l'd 3’ = 4 -:4' o U U a a
amwndiieganws Wunihdneanedszandmw
Ao Y PRI o Ao o
malatilisdmnhemmaluy phytotron glasshouse o
Aeulas Cabuslay wazane (2002) 1l 3.85
ASNYBNNNIUNUIINEA BN lansNYaathnmesee
dd’ vV 1] = :’ 1 ldl vV
Tunsaininliwiaeannmsmein mnleanms
dnwluassiiaradinneiedulugnwulasin
TIZAIANINAIUNIUABNSLAFDUNYB LB1AIN

aerodynamic 2z ludmwuladin

1ANA1581984

‘[ﬂ'Nm’sﬂ%’uﬂ‘gqﬂizﬁm%mwmswﬁwﬁnwaum‘ﬁ.
2542, 'smmumamﬁﬁ'ﬂaﬂ'uamgizﬁ
Tmam’sﬂ’%’uﬂ‘gaﬂszﬁnﬁmwm’mﬁmifn
BONNLD AMSLABATAIEAS NWINBINY
2DUUNY TINAU NINFUFITUMINEAT U
ASURAINRRY NIENTINEASUAEVNTE]
atuayumsIvelagdiinnunaanuay
ayuMY

ANNANHEI09AINI WA A1TAETHING  N1siSandule 237

uaztsednsnimnisldwizacdnigninennzd 105

Allen, R.G., L.S. Pereira, D. Raes. and M. Smith.
1998. Crop evaporation: Guidelines for
computing crop water requirement. FAO
irrigation and drainage paper, No. 56. Rome,
Italy.

Cabuslay, G.S., O. Ito. and A.A. Alejar. 2002
Physiological evaluation of responses of rice
(Oryza Sativa L) to water deficit. Plant
Science, 163: 815-827.

Campbell, G.S. 1991. Simulation of water uptake
by plant roots. In J. Hanks and J.T. Ritchie
(eds.) Modelling plant and soil systems,
Number 31, Agronomy Series, American
Society of Agronomy, Inc., Crop Science
Society of America, Inc., and Soil Science
Society of America, Inc., Madison, Wiscon—
sin, USA.

Feddes, R.A., P.J. Kowalik. and H. Zaradny. 1978.
Simulation of field water use and crop yield.
Simulation Monographs, Pudoc, Wageningen,
The Netherlands.

Goudriaan, J. 1977. Crop micrometeorology: A
simulation study. Simulation Monograph,
Pudoc, Wageningen, The Netherlands.

Heinemann A.B., G. Hoogenboom. and R.T. de Faria.
2002. Determination of spatial water require-
ments at county and regional levels using crop
models and GIS: An example for the State of
Parana, Brazil. Agricultural Water Manage-
ment, 52, 177-196.

Homma, K., T. Horie, M. Ohnishi, T. Shiraiwa, N.
Supapoj, N. Matsumoto. and N. Kabaki.
2000. Quantifying toposequential distribution
of environmental resources and rice produc—
tivity on a small-scale area of rainfed

lowland in Northeast Thailand. Proc.



238 ANNANIHSIaIANTUEY N15AETTINg MTaSaule

uazUszdnsnmnislduizesdnigrinenszd 105

Australia Center for International Agricul-
ture Research (ACIAR).

Keulen, H. van. and J. Wolf (Eds). 1986. Model-
ling of agricultural production: weather, soils
and crops. Simulation Monographs. Pudoc,
Wageningen, The Netherlands.

Muchow, R.C. and J.A. Bellamy. 1991. Climatic
risk in crop production: Models and
management for the Semiarid Tropics and
Subtropics. CAB International, Wallingford,
UK.

Pannangpetch, K. 1993. Application of model simu-
lation to evaluate rice production at the
district level. In B.A.M. Bouman, H.H. van
Laar. and W. Zhaogian (eds.), Agro-
ecological zonation of rice, SARP resends
proceeding. IRRI, Philippines, and DLO-
CABO, Wageningen, The Netherlands.

Pannangpetch, K. 2001. Limitations to the estima-
tion of variability in rice production in
central Northeast Thailand. Regeneration
ecology and management for degraded land-
scapes and forest ecosystems, A workshop
held at MCP, Chiang Mai University, Chiang
Mai, on 10-16 February, 2001.

Patanothai, A. 1997. System approaches to farm
management in variable environments. In P.S.
Teng, M.J. Kropff, H.F.H. ten Berg, J.B.
Dent, F.P. Lansigan. and H.H. van Laar (eds.)
Applications of systems approaches at the
farm and regional levels, Vol.1. Kluwer
Academic Press, Dordrecht.

Penning de Vries, P. Teng. and K. Metselaar. 1993.
Systems approaches for agricultural
development. Kluwer Academic Press,

Dordrecht.

215915398 WV 10 (3) : N.A. - N.0. 2548

Pereira, L.S., B.J. van den Broek, P. Kabat. and
R.G. Allen. 1995. Crop-water simulation
models in practice. Wageningen Pers,
Wageningen, The Netherlands.

Ritchie, J.T. 1998. Soil water balance and plant
water stress. In G.Y. Tsuji, G. Hoogenboom.
and P.K. Thornton (eds), Understanding
options for agricultural production. Kluwer
Academic Press, Dordrecht.

Sinclair, T.R., R.C. Michow, M.M. Ludlow, G.J.
Leach, R.J. Lawn. and M.A. Foale. 1987.
Field and model analysis of the effect of water
deficits on carbon and nitrogen accumulation
by soybean, cowpea and black gram. Field
Crops Res., 17, 121-140.

Stroosnijder, L. 1982. Simulation of soil water
balance. In Penning de Vries and H.H. Laar
(eds.), Simulation of plant growth and crop
production. Simulation Monographs, Pudoc,
Wageningen, The Netherlands.

Thornley, J.H.M. 1998. Grassland dynamics: An
Ecosystem simulation model. CAB Interna-
tional, Wallingford, Oxon, UK.

Tsuji G.Y., G. Hoogenboom. and P.K. Thornton.
1998. Understanding options for agricul-
tural production. Kluwer Academic Press,
Dordrecht.

van Genuchten, M. Th. 1980. A closed-form equa-
tion for predicting the hydraulic conductivity
of unsaturated soils. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J.,
44, 892-898.

Wopereis, M.C.S., B.A.M. Bouman, T.P. Tuong,
H. F.M. Berge. and M.J. Kropff. 1996.
ORYZA_W : Rice growth model for

irrigated and rainfed environments. SARP

Research Proceedings, February 1996, IRRI,

Los Banos, Philippines.



KKU Res J 10 (3) : Jul. - Sep. 2005 AN U IDIA TN T naAgszng mMaesgiiule 239
uaztsednsnimnisldwizacdnigninennzd 105
Gl"l‘i']\‘lﬁ 1 Qmauﬁ'@‘wwmﬂmwzlaqaumﬁlumswmam
% Density g/ cm’ Volumetric soil water content %
Texture
Sand  Silk Clay Bulk  Particle pF1 pF2  pF2.7 pF3 pF4
57.55 23.28 19.17 Sandy 1.58 2.48 33.98 25.10 15.59 13.04 11.11
Loam
Volumetric soil w ater (n) Radiation MJ/m2-d RH fraction ()
050 Temperature C Wind speed nvs
' 35 1.4
0.40 30 +1.2
25 110
0.30 A

20 + 108
0.20 A 15 + + 0.6
10 L —e— Radiation loa

0.10 - —&— Temperatu
5 . —O0— RHfraction + 0.2

—O— Wind speed
0.00 oO+——+—+—+++++—+++++100
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 13 15 17 19 21 23
pF November

MW 1 nNANUFUWUSTENINM pF uazdadiuanutudu (n) wazdmwihanmealuszazmmsinsns

MIMEILLNY 11-24 WeAINEY 2546 (o)

Evapotranspiration kg/pot/d
1.00

(n)

0.90 +
0.80 +
0.70
0.60 +
0.50 +
0.40
0.30
0.20 A
0.10

—e— ETC
ETo

0.00

1011 1213141516171

8 19 20 21 22 23

Date of November

Volumetric soil w ater content
0.45

()

0.40 -
0.35 -
0.30 -
0.25 -
0.20 -
0.15 -
0.10 -
0.05 -

—e—ETC
—0—ETo
—D—EO

0.00

121314 1516 17 18
Date of November

1011

192021 22 23

MNN 2 BATINIANTLNENEIU AN/ATEAN/IU NANTzaNNIUInIINANNTUAUanatBE GBI

nszavdnmlvaulnddeszauienonslaglifimsliin (ETc) Mnnszanaiivgndnfianaiu

a 1

uaaNa (Eo) (n) wazmsildsuwiasasanududulasdsines (2)

Wld' ﬂl Q' e d' T Y v J dy a o ‘lhd' ﬂl
ﬂuQﬂSﬂHWI’Jﬂ’iSWUBNW'JLﬁNB (ETo) Ltazf\]’lﬂﬂizﬂﬂﬁﬂh\mGl‘L!‘lITJLLG]ﬂ'J']N‘ﬁu(ﬂuQﬂ'iﬂH'll’J‘Vl'iﬁiﬂU



240 ANNANIHSIaIANTUEY N15AETTINg MTaSaule
uazUszdnsnmnislduizesdnigrinenszd 105

215915398 WV 10 (3) : N.A. - N.0. 2548

ET kg/pot-d (n) Relative ET ()
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Relative ET
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Active Total Stems Panicles  Shoots'’

Leaf Area Leaves

10 We 46 0.219 11.5603 25.217 7.099 43.820
24 W& 46 ETo  0.103 10.615 25.086 22.802 58.503
24 W8 46 Etc  0.008 10.332 20.387 17.146 47.865

" N@3INUDN total leaves, stems LL@T panicles

m3Ni 3 hwindnniiszuwazstihminzanhngnldlumsmassmeluzgie Jun 10 G 24 woaineu
wazmUseanSmwmslihnuseiuannihwinihn g lumsenesemenaving WUE wazhuseudiy
nnhwinthnlglumsenearhaasluwiniy WUE*

Aw AET WUE WUE*

ETo 14.683 8.310 1.7669 2.403
ETc 4.045 4.450 0.909 1.798
Eo - 2.20 - -




