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Table 1- Mean comparison of the effect of gibberellic acid treatment on some morphological traits of two
Zantedeschia species.

Al S
;fﬂcla.« J§\_,<...:«.?-Q)j ;fj.»gg.;:-u_)j L
( " .6 ) 55 . i ('
ar e f Leaf fresh f Species Gibberellic acid
Leaf area Floyver dry weight (g) Le_af dry (ppm)
(mm?) weight (g) weight (g)
Z. rehmanii var.
3.843 % 0.533° 0.730° 0.906 ¢ rehmanti var
summer sun 0
3.560 ¢ 0.580° 0.900 ¢ 0.976 ¢ Z. aethiopica var.
Zazu
3.810" 0.623 % 0.813 % 0.950 b Z. rehmanii var.
summer sun
Z. aethiopica var 500
3.500 ¢ 0.553° 0.870° 0.983° ' P '
zZzazu
3.880 2 06733 0.860 2 0.940b Z. rehmanii var.
summer sun
Z. aethiopica var 600
3.540° 0.570° 0.930 ¢ 0.986 ¢ ' Zafu '

Al o 3 e IO slls SS1s 0 5051 10 el e 53 (S ke G (sl Sl Sle O A 5
In each column, the means with the same letter do not significantly differ using DMRT at the 5% probability
level.
e TS ) ool laasl b ol .3 S 13 dond S 5 655 ool Sl 50 o 55 S e slaw
A% sdalie Z. rehmanii var. summer sun « ;5 ;s asé sl A s L aethiopica var. zazu 4,5 5 axé slixs
R S Sosba 58 i Bl Ll Comse praes denl S Sl L1 g e sl ol &S
JSKE) wils (gl sme il dals 4 S oS s S sdalie Al @Mﬁﬁﬂrﬁ&gf'ﬂ clle s s sl
Z. aethiopica var. zazu ;s> St » IS Jsb op st 538 S5 6,8 S co Sy 8 b0 JSE elul o (F
sbolas ol ol J.;‘U Cow Dlewl Jgb .cils Z. rehmanii var. summer sun b g )ls jae &gl oS Aol ez
Chle S dd jasiie §y gt Sl sk sl S Sl e mglan S0 s b 28 S 13 eslinl 3540
Tl e Ll s S s ol o S 55 Sl Ik o i L el S 2 e S ke P

s

it Ol 9 S5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/flowerjournal.9.1.31
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-292-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/flowerjournal .9.1.31 ]

1.09
1.08
9. 107

Number of buds
v 3l el

1.06
1.05

o e 5
cose]

.

=

(=]

500 600
Gibberellic acid (ppm)
Al S

Sy s sla O g asmd sl el S e ST IS
OS> 05031 L7 0 ezl o 55 Slslan &gl U356 S 2l

ReSLowY

Figure 4- Effect of gibberellic acid on the number
of buds. Columns with the same letters are not
significantly different at P<0.05, according to
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Figure 6- Effect of gibberellic acid levels on spot
length. Columns with the same letters are not
significantly different at P< 0.05, according to

Duncan test.
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Duncan test.
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letters are not significantly different at P< 0.05,
according to Duncan test.
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Abstract

Calla Lily (Zantedeschia sp.) is a day-neutral plant of Araceae family that is native to South and
Central Africa. The number and quality of this flower can be influenced by plant growth regulators
such as gibberellic acid. For this purpose, research was conducted to evaluate the effect of gibberellic
acid (GAs) (0, 500, and 600 mg/L) on the quantitative and qualitative characteristics of two varieties
of Calla lily. This experiment was conducted as a factorial in randomized complete blocks design in
three replications in the greenhouse of the Faculty of Agriculture, Shahid Chamran University of
Ahvaz. The results demonstrated that the application of gibberellic acid (especially at a concentration
of 600 mg/L), significantly increased leaf fresh and dry weight, flower fresh and dry weight, leaf area,
number of buds, spath length, vase life, amount of chlorophyll and carotenoid of leaf and spath,
carbohydrate and starch in both Z. aethiopica and Z. rehmanii species. This increase was more in
aethiopica than rehmanii species and reached the highest level in most characteristics such as leaf dry
weight, fresh weight of flowers, number of buds, cut flowers length, vase life, leaf chlorophyll and
carotenoids, and spot chlorophyll. In general, the results showed that the use of GAs; can improve
Calla Lily's quantitative and qualitative characteristics.

Keywords: Gibberellic acid, Growth regulator, Spath length, Vase life.
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