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Abstract

The study was conducted to investigate the effects of stem cutting position along the
mother plants on growth cutting of different Kalmegh cultivars. A split plot experiment in a
randomize completely block design with four replications was employed. The main plot was
three Kalmegh cultivars (Pachinburi, Phisanulok 5-4 and Phichit 4-4) and sub plot consisted of
three types of position of stem cutting, namely basal, middle, and top cutting, respectively.
The results obtained indicate that the significant differences on growth characteristics may
have occurred due to variation in varietal characteristics. Prachinburi had the highest root and
shoot growth significantly different (P<0.05) from Phisanulok 5-4 and Phichit 4-4. The position
of stem cuttings along the mother plants significantly affected on growth of Kalmegh. Stem
cuttings from the top had the highest growth and was significantly different from stem cuttings
collected from the middle and base of the mother plants. In addition, there were not
significantly interaction between cultivars and cutting positions. However, top cutting position

from Prachinburi cultivar can be recommended for propagation Kalmegh using stem cuttings.
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UsalAusY 17.20 32.73 13.20 19.39
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LSD (0.05) (A) 5.12 7.51 2.46 4.31
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LSD (0.05) (AxB) ns ns ns ns
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44.26 WwuRums TMINTINLAILALANENIVDIIIN
firnanas Weldfwiududinadiunaiavesdidiuun
Ugn drunsléfsiuguinalaudidunvgn i
nyanelasdtmdnsinuis uazauenavessntdes
flgn Ay 5.79 nfudedu way 21.27 lwuRiuns
(1971 2) AenndestuiunIINAneswes Nor Aini et
al. (2010) finudn Aefugivuinudugoniitnnld
Ye18iug darnumuizanduegianin el
iadeiigeu wazdaunsaniaduinldogieng
fimsasasnlinn wagiianuennvessinannninia
wugldnuInadvenauaslauvesdisu

v
' ° o

MITNN 2 NAYBIAIULANANNTDINUS Lagsuniarosfiaiusiuanseiu Nlideuninaenuwazilnuia Uimin
FINWIH ATIUENIVDIIIN wasmilnuiesin vesihmzatelasginiuien fieny 120 Tundslgn

dmiaenuar  dsinsinusie AILY125N daninusasau
CRVITER Hnusi (nSumDAL) (wURALLAT) (nSumDAL)
(nSurad)

nwugimeanelas (A)
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ﬁWLLuﬂqﬁnﬂ’uﬁ: (B)

U3LInleon 2.43 12.01 44.26 95.16

UILIUATINAN 1.04 8.13 30.25 70.93
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dmduiimzarslasiivgnlaeldfsiugi

WANF19AUANNAIAURY ANUIILIMTNLTITINTAN

NIATNMINEATTIVAY YN 22 atunl 1 unsrau-lquieu 2566



uwanesffuegefitedfynieada Tnefmranelasd
UgnlagldAsitususinueen dnnsazauiuiinus
safiAnnnitga Windu 95.16 niusedu seawunde
Hmganelasiléfaiuduinunsinarsvesdifunas
Tauvesddu Felthmdnuisns wihiu 70.93 uaz
52.27 n3usedu MudIFy (115197 2)

6. wanAmimiinuiauanazrandaimidnluue
(Seed and leaf dry weight yield)
KaRANTIVINIEALTS (nFusdenITans)
wagnandnthainlunis (nfudenisnauns) e
MnAsiugvosimzaisles 3 wug fleny 120 Jundl
Uan nuddianuuand1eiuegraiidedAgynieaia
(15197 3) Inpfimzanelasiudusiduyisinig
Wlivlamedduann wazinnsavauimtnue
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w1 Tluvunalug weedituiluann sxdinisasausg
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Hartmann et al. (2002) wag Amisaah et al. (2008)

28

Isaguiniisfifidnunrsuie dnvagmeaisineuay
é’ﬂwmxmaﬁuqmsuﬁmehnﬁu ANARDNIT
WiapAulavesisiusfivhaldugn Sniasanludenis
Wigiulaneady waznsaraumtnutwesdn
funazsn vesludiuiiinlvafinnuunneei
dmduiimzarslasiivgnlaeldfeiugi

]
t%

wanAeuandduLl finuirandntmdndauis
waznandmiminluwiedduandsfulunisadn
Tagfimzanelasiivgnlagldfeiususinueen dns
WiAulediA Selinandmimdnudauiuasnanan
dondnlutia ﬁmmmﬁqm WU 11.45 uag 359.72
nfusionIaung sesaNAe msugnlngldniug
UShanssnansuazlauvasadu ddinanantmin
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