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1 G.” Denisg” G.” Cherry”
Table 1 Significant comparison of fertilizing date on horticultural characters of G. “Denise” and

G. “Cherry”
Cultivar L a b
Denise @
Cherry NS
@ NS 5%
2 G.“Denis’  G.*“Cherry”
Table 2 Effect of fertilizing date on potting qudity of G. “Denise’ and G. “Cherry” after flower
forcing
cm cm no cm cm L a b
Denise
1 515 013 3% 383°  225° 319° 302 152°
2 502 03® @? a0 202 272 306° 1492
3 5602 9352 20®  am17®  23% 310 m2% 12"
4 5060 887° 38”00  228° 3282 4082 141°
Cherry
1 435  850° 2% 405°  200° 2792 245° 1402
2 5752 955% 3%  a485% 252 2752 2542 135%
3 500° 8149 28° 3P 211P 2757 212 128°
4 5662 903° 22 w6?  213® 2822 322 127°
’ (P=0.05)
3 G.“Denisg’  G.“Cherry”
Table 4 Significant comparison of uréaon horticultural charactersof G. “Denise” and G.
“Cherry”
Cultivar L a b
Denise @ NS NS
Cherry NS NS

@ NS

5%
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G.“Denisg’

G. “Cherry”

Table 4 Effect of ureaon potting quality of G. “Denise” and G. “Cherry” after flower forcing

ppm cm cm no cm cm L a b
Denise
500 523 8042 312 4552 18.92 2012 335° 14.0°
250 5257 79.62 312 42.0° 19.02 2032 3562 1472
125  49.0° 79.82 302 39.3¢ 18.82 26.8° 331° 130°
0 490° 78.6° 312 41.8° 1852 2022 3552 1472
Cherry
500 430% 89.0° 272 3532 1862 243 113 82°
250 4352 91.0% 272 35.0% 19.02 232°¢ 87° 71°
125  433% 86.1° 283 33.0° 15.8° 26.2% 145% 105%
0 425% 80.6° 272 33.0° 16.9° 2632 1452 99°
(p=0.05)
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Effect of the Urea Application on Quality of

Potted Bromeliads after Flower Forcing

Jer-Fu Sheu?

Abstract

Fertilization at the third week after flower forcing was the optimum time to obtain
better plant height, spike length, flower diameter and flower color on G.” Denise’.
Fertilization at the second week after flower forcing could obtain better plant height,
spike length, flower diameter and flower color on G.” Cherry”. To both varieties of
Denise and Cherry, using 250ppm-urea concentration could obtain higher plant height
and bigger flower diameter after flower forcing. Flower color development was best at
250ppm-ureafor G. “Denisg” and 125ppm-ureafor G. “Cherry”.
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