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Effect of drought stress on Relative water content, SPAD chlorophyll
meter reading and growth at the vegetative stage

of rice (Oryza sativa L.) Varieties
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Abstract

The relative water content (RWC), SPAD reading, and growth of three rice
cultivars including Mali Deang, Khiaw Ngoo, and drought tolerant rice cultivar (DH103)

were studied. Rice plants were grown in pot culture until 40 days old. Seedlings were
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subsequently divided into two treatment groups: 1) control group receiving normal water

plants and 2) exposed group (plants cultivated in soil under drought stress for 15 days).

Under drought stress, all exposed plants exhibited reductions in RWC, SPAD values, and

growth. The maintenance of water status in cells of Mali Deang and DH103 was better

than that of Khiaw Ngoo. These two cultivars showed a high RWC which indicates their

ability to grow well under drought conditions. Moreover, Mali Deang had a low score of
leaf rolling and the growth of this cultivar was better than that of Khiaw Ngoo.

Keywords: Rice; drought stress; relative water content
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miuJﬁsmuﬂaaaquﬁmmﬂiaﬂ E‘iﬂNaiﬁ‘ﬁuﬁ%’mﬂ’l‘iLﬂHﬁ]iUi&ﬂUﬁ’U{]mW}ﬁﬂW’JS
ude dsdsmansznurenisiaiyLdule uaznandn (Panda, 2021) Inglanznisugndinly
mansTuesnidsuniievesdssmalnedisnUszauiulgmaniizud i oeananud was
(Pandey et al., 2007) Uizmﬂlmﬁﬁyuﬁ'ﬂqﬂﬂﬁn 62.91 81uls HANAMNTIN 26.70 A1UFU
F19Uden waznandnsols 424 Alandu Feinandnanandewioudud w. A, 2564-2565
(Office of Agricultural Economics, 2023) nswandnaluniangiusenideanioUseuia 70%
gaafuiinann Wussuuiidesefen Wudundn Wussuuideiionsssumalidnndu
szuumMsUgndwaIn wien15ugndils Uongdee et al, 2021) @anIzuasdanasan1siasey
19907 usrer 19 9 TusrorAUNA LA ILITUANNDYDIT1INONAADINAY 1,
Y1INBNUEE 105, 1Y 33, NOUANTTAUYS, N 15 wazUnusnil 1 dnandnanas 30-61% lagianis
T1UNUG1T L WA AaRaIN $ 61% (Anugoolpraser, 2016) Tut 3@ 18w us 236
srrnssgMdIAuIUn T ssEarAURug Yaseny 55-86 Fu ndsanldsuanzudadu
181 30 Tu nssadulalududng q laud anuge Suundesiens Laztminutianas
(Puekphong et al., 2020) N13RBUANBIADANITLA U IIUAALWUT TAuuAns1eiY
Aerdestunalnuagnszuiunsuunueddunsluwad dWelianunsnuseanedlivangay
fanam nsususmaesUuuy fall 1) manduda (drought escape) Wuarmansnvasiied
27304 uATU1993970 (life cycle) noufiaznsenuiuaninuds iwu nsfengdu
nseonmenliiatu nsinszeznailuniseennen 2) n1siasds (drought avoidance)
Hueuannsavesiiviiditineg senldlnensaneugydethngluduiy Weussauiy
anmuds 1w msdauvedlu ludleduaedoumn Uinluledaldsindatu dsvuusn
vuwuagndsEn 3) msvuuds (drought tolerance) Wumnuanansavesiaivziivinegsen
Tl ouszaurvaninugs Tnonisandne voeun (water potentia) n15U%y
RALUANLOAIALLUA (Osmotic adjustment) (Xu et al., 2010; Panda et al., 2021 & Kumar
et al,, 2014)
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Tnehludleldsuanmendaziimausuilnsannisgydethnglugad nsanaswes

iy iamsTavesunluiieannismeidsdsmarmldnssuiunsduangidsuaesiiy

anas ilosnUSinuienisusulaeenlesluluiiusinausi :innsfnudnuueiuginuugs

awdinalnlunisusuifioannsgapdeih ddufivuazeindnisusumiuandedtu fadunis

Felundsilfaitnguazasdif efnwinisnevaussreannizuds Tudnwusideng wae

drurduns Faduitusiudos Wisuisuiuiusnuuds Ae DH103 Tudhaiugideng u

Frawnilen d3aiudae dnvazwaadn Seae1n dendiluudsguilduems wu dranden

Nisew ramlleauzihe dravaw wasvunlng wezdiuzdues WWudndn dnvazwdases 3

sudivanam fuszlovideuilan FethedasiuldiiAnlsndau waziuimu (Sahaspot,
2015)

Wanliun13ide
1. 3n13n1sUgn

ftugdiivaaes $1uau 3 s Téun Weag usAuns uas DH103 (Rusuuds) tiude
uene i edrearsazarsleieulolunaslss (sodium hypochloride) Aanandudu 5%
wiu 15 it ntudseendetindunasg ase Sremnmndunumzadaiiiinssanwnig
wiadiduhndy shmsmnzadauiu 2 fungldinnuiinuaseamnfivos Srewmdaiitdesen
asllulunszans thauildannuuasmnananliusts ussgAu nszassuin nie 26 wuAies
g9 17 Wwufing usseRunszansas 5 Alanu Ugndnaunsevisiteileny 40 Ju utsnsmaas
ponifiu 2 nau e naumualdFuiund uasnqumaaesiasealiiniunan 15 u
udeya matadydulalasarugs Aezuuumsiulu Unanhduming uazaiduian
ey
2. M3iaNsseyLAUle

ufinnamsaSaiuln ndnigldsuansuni Waaan 15 u Suau 10 fusle
nsvnaes TasdamnugeannlausduauicUassen udniummeiadesedu
3. M3inszauazuuunsiuly
dnwazn151ureslu (leaf rolling score) ¥in1sUszIIUNTTEIULU 91U 10 Ausio

Ansnaaes ndsanlduanrantduna 5,10 way 15 Ju vurinlaeni1suseLiduming
quusavesensulun1ais ves O’'Toole & Moya (1978) Fetiuiinilu sedu azuuu 5
seéu il
sy 1 laluansenmsiiien
szau 2 veululdaudmiuandes
526t 3 vaululAadmnduanntu (Husy ednsnaw)
szau ¢ vaululdsdmiuawieudniu
sz 5 vaululAsaudniiu
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4. nMsiadnUSunatndumg (Relative water content; RWC)
Fadninan (fresh weight; FW) vasugilu Tnevdudiulusuinendsyan
3 wuiiuns laaslumaenlalasindUalvain Wiluduinminanegresingudisedetudou
Tululdluaumanaiin (plastic petri dish) Aidihndudsiaanleseul3anms 10 fadans Unsh
udhlundlst Idsunasnuasmaendunm 4 dalus dieliludngaihesaduiianduld
UrnAvAvdudrluisasuunseawisgi eduih i lusanudathdudaululdamann
Talasiint thludasimdnus (tureid weight; TW) f-a'1ﬂﬁy'uﬁw%uahuiuvl,ﬂauiﬁuﬁﬂu@jauL‘L'Jwa:u
Sou ﬁqmmﬁ 70 esrwaldea Wunan 24 $lus udnhludandveinus (dry weight; DW)
FAusanUinahdning (RWC) 1oy 5 fudemsneaass 91ngns
RWC (%) = [(FW-DW) / (TW-DW)] x 100

5. msUszdiunaslsiladaieiniasnanlsiladinas (SPAD 502 Minolta Co., Ltd., Japan)

wiulufl 2 fukvenediui Saendutinnudeedduluudnaiumitsing 9 lud Yane
Tu nandlu waz Taulu sersesnaslsiladines thandilauraiumiananadesiuau 5 fu
AomIvaaes uaztuiindaya
6. MINNUHUNTNARBUALNTIATIZTYA

FNUNUNITNAABILUY  Factorial in completely randomized design (CRD) hazn1s
AATgvideya 31A3199ALLUTUTINYEIT L AKUUTIUUNNIGLAEY (One-way analysis of
variance) L‘W@LU?&JUmaumaﬂuaaam’gwmimmuwaaﬂammmmmuﬂawmam 1meld Duncan
‘s multiple range test (DMRT) Inglglusunsuaia SPSS

NANTTIVBHATBAUTIINA
Nawa\aamqwmﬁwiammga
PnMsAnEINaTesEn TRt Irem RS aiuln wud niininasyiuinanas
I AAINEI@ARINNIUTIINNGUAIUAN NUT ﬂaq'uﬂ’;muﬁlé’%’uﬁmﬂa ULAUA Lsiymg Wy
DH103 ﬁmmqmﬁa 80.25, 69.90 way 45.25 WURLLAT AUAIAY dleldsuangaaindy
a1 15 Yy flanuguade 67.42, 43.75 uag 25.32 lwufuns Awd1fy DH103 Lﬁ'ﬁymﬂ uay
uzduns fanugeanaailoiSeuiisuiunguaiunu 44.24, 37.41 uaz 15.98% suardu lng
wui1 DH103 finugeanawmnnTian (44.24%) uas uzduns danugeanasiiosiign (15.98%)
(Table 1) Mn518udsenavesdnIzamiine dudimsiasydulaludusig q Suavls
A ‘ﬁumu LLasﬁ’mﬂ'ﬂLLﬁﬂ 1?11/117?1?1@ iamﬁdmamamaﬂaﬂ (Sarvestani et al., 2008; Mishra
and Panda, 2017; Hussain et al., 2018). N15MaUAUBIRREN1IZLAMANAAUIUT1ILAaYENE
ﬂ’uﬁ:mamaaamaxLLé’wiamﬁLﬁmyLauimzazmsLa%am’mé’ﬁudawasiamm%agt,l,asﬁwmsuuﬁy’q
NITUIUNITAUATIZNAIBUEAT (Bhandari et al., 2023) wammannmﬁ”qé’ugammqa Huily
Lagivinanu N sue ey msm%iyﬁuimmﬁ’uﬁ:ﬁéauLLa (Mishra & Panda, 2017)
PMsAnvanrIRtImUin Wug DH103 Anugeanasnndiugdu o iesndrsiug

]
s

DH103 fidnuwazsudiiloWouiuuzaunuaziden 91nN1sAnwInavesan1Iska Ut Inug

q
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Bomba Wwagifug Bahia 01y 48-52 Fu Fsmnuunnsnstuiesaindnvurnisiugnssuludn
Wug Bomba fldnwazaugeni1iug Bahia lnewug Bomba 1A1uae 82 lyufiuns wagiinis
Wanrlufiannndt vazwug Bahia fAn1ugs 59 lwufins wuin T1aeus Bahia 44
Snemriuieasususldaluanvani Tned 2 vuginsiaTgaulafiunnsneiu naves
amazwﬁ‘&Jmnﬂm’gxmmfﬂdqwaiﬁﬂﬁLf\ﬁzgtﬁuimamad (Wankhade et al., 2010)

Table 1 Plant height after 5, 10, and 15 days under drought stress (mean+SD)

Cultivars Height (cm)

Control Drought % Reduction
Mali Deang 80.25+3.03° 67.42+3.10° 15.98
Khiaw Ngoo 69.90+3.84° 43.75+5.25 37.41
DH103 45.25. +1.08" 25.32+0.84° 44.24

Means within each column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05)

KavasanTwIzIIAthdeAAzuuuntsiauly

deldfuannzaaiidunan 5 Yu Sninsnevauediasuanseinisiuvedly
Wui1 DH103 fazuuunsihuluiiigesienmindu 2.50 urdunsiaziuunisihuly 3.50
wazdgiinarununsihulugafigadisnshiu 3.75 ndmnldfuanmeatiduna 10 Su
U1 18829 waw DH103 ferazuuunistiuly ldunnsaiu fe 4.25 way usBuasdaiazuuy
nsfauily 4.00 wegvidsnnaniizeiei 15 u dasiuunisiaulufisedu 5 yniug wdsan
I@uanzuntnduna 10, 15 uay 20 fu Aazuuunsshululliianuwensiaiunisaan
yviug (Table 2) 9nn1sAnwiadainui vdsrnldsuanmzaminduna 5 3u d1aiug
DH103 finsfhuvedludiiian wazideldfuannzudadunat 10 Yu urduasdidazuuunis
fulusiiian wagndsnldduudaduna 15 Ju wuin Arezuuunsiululduaneieiy
nsnovauewasinnlaenisihuly Weldfvanzaainiusnvuzesimilwasnalnniaides
udafisannisgydetnonmamethdadunasnmsuiudndussi (water potential) Tululy
g9tu Tneuginilaunsnuiuussiusealudin (osmotic pressure) légdluanmmudsanunsodia
Branduanlile (Dingkuhn et al., 1991) Pantuwan et al. (2000) AnwHavesdn1IEhasludT
Isluiugiusudaldluaninzudsdinmahuveduiesniiusseule deandesfunsdnuves
Pantuwan et al. (2000) Seauiilsiusviufmldfluannguduazddnuugnissinly
tos Tudnug Puteh Perak Faduugnuuds wudrfiarazuuunisilusi (Fen et al,
2015) Pakdeechanuan (2018) Uszidludnuaznumuudslussesdundludaiugiudos
aeld 2 g Ae ugidesings uasdeiveaivgs WusiuSeudiou 2 Wug Ae Wus nv 19 uas
#ug nu 23 wuih SrRugidseivaaduiuiifauaunsausuiseanneudldinindng

9
v do ¢ o a

Wugdaineaivae 1ewnd1iiugisvingeliszauazuuunisiiulu n1saatedivesly

q
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nsusmevedly uaznsudiarnudsdinindiiusdedueaings Narenut et al. (2011)
Anvvesanzudmednunznsiuly dnsarlume wagmnuausalunisituin ludeane
nwug ULR 137 uaw ULR 328 L“LJumstuwummmuﬁmluﬂ’liﬂiumﬂwumaamwLLaaim

=

Nen Lu@ﬁﬁ]’]ﬂLLﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘Hmuﬂﬂi ll’J“lﬂ.ULLaJLUM’]EJ“LJ@E’Jﬂ’J’]W‘UﬁEJU i

Table 2 leaf rolling score after 5, 10, and 15 days under drought stress

Cultivars Leaf rolling score
5 Days 10 Days 15 Days
Mali Deang 3.50+0.57° 4.00+1.41° 5.00+0.00°
Khiaw Ngoo 3.75£1.50° 4.25+0.95° 5.00+0.00°
DH103 2.50+0.57° 4.25+0.50° 5.00+0.00°

Means within each column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05)

KavesENzIAEALEaa RN dung
Mnmsfnvmaresanzaihde Ui dsimsluluim aedevesiinah
duiivdlunguniuauldsuiund Tuiususduns eng uaz DH103 ddn 87.46, 8733 waw
86.38% mugndu Wioldsuanmzrminduan 15 Yu lutusuriuns DHL03 uasdoagd
AadBveIUsINUNFUINS 76.09, 74.45 uay 66.53% aud1dy KaInan Izt vl
Usnahduitvsluluanamnitugannguaauauuanistusgeidfoddyniseda ot
o9 DH103 uae wguns fuTuaduivdanasdlowTeudoutunguaiugy 2381, 13.81
wag 13.00% Aua16u lagnudn L%'ymg Usinahduivsanawnnilan (23.81%) urduns uay
DH103 fivSiahduimsanadindiAesiu (Table 3) Woldfuanmzaai urduns fUsun
ihduivsunniianiie 76.09% se3asn fo Wus DH103 fuFuahduning 74.45% Fauansg
Mnfudilrgededifoddameada daiusinashduivg 66.53% lasfivesidusiuimani
du9iNS anasfie 23.81%, INNFUAIVAN dBAARINU Khan et al. (2017) T1augnuLaRedl
ﬂiuwmuwauwwﬁaﬂaquaamwwuﬁaauua Inganenfugnuuds PR-115 fusinathduing ana
25 % Unuziiiugsoule Super-7 fUsnanhduinsanas 339% vdanldudadunm 10 fu
Usunanhdusimsluiinduanfivedaausinelusadity Gupta et al, 2020) nanisanwn
adail wuin uzdung ﬁm'nJ'%:u1mﬂfﬂé’uﬁméqqm'Wﬁuﬁ:v‘ﬁumgaﬂwaﬁﬁaﬁﬁmmﬂaaﬁ wazilan
IndiAsefunus nunds do DH103 §auansdeuszdns nwnissnwuinisluead
Larkunthod et al. (2015) Anwinaan1zudslud1IUsul iU nuLa 113 1IneNued105 3
Sunundavulaslulond 9 14un CSSL17, CSSL18, CSSL19 wag CSSL20 918 30 U 89N
nssnlsindunm 40 fu aeug CssL17 amnsodnwanusvenildfniiugunaenuya
105 wafy Faduiusiidounesoanneuds InefeUSuaidusimsgnhaeiugdu q ns
Snwanuziineluead Ysanaumahduimsidedestutunalanisdeuds Tudn
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fugnuudaazannsanwaniuzilueadlige lnsssuunnifiussansamludidenimie
nalndu 1 lunsannisaaydeth (Serraj et al,, 2009)

Table 3 Relative water content in rice leaves after 15 days under drought stress

Cultivars Relative water content (%)
Control Drought % Reduction
Mali Deang 87.06+0.96° 76.09+1.35° 13.00
Khiaw Ngoo 87.33+0.74° 66.53+2.01° 23.81
DH103 86.38. +2.02° 74.45+1.53° 13.81

Means within each column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05)

HAYBIENZYININABANR YA T BT
PNNsFNIHATEsEnTIIAsersuia Tl wud dieldSuanzaaii
Hunan 15 Fu shlsasdanudesluanamniusannduenuas lunduauaudildsuinng
LLALAY L?ng way DH103 Sisuianudenluiade 36.70, 30.22 way 31.75 audeu Wiolasy
amazﬂumﬁ;ﬁ’nﬁuﬁmﬁl,lm DH103 LLaSL%EJ?ﬂ fieduianudenluiads 35.22, 31.55 uas
27.45 pudrdy Tudmiugiteny dandsiinnuderluanas 19.78% luugduas Adaiina
Jealuanas 4.03 % uay DH103 FardviiauiTedluanasiisadniion (0.62%) luthaiug
uzduna waz DH103 nudadvdanudedluliunndmisadfideifisuiunguaiuas
dudengiiendrianuideluanasessdaauunninsegedidodfameadn (Table 4) Haves
anmenavhliadsiaumdeluanaduiniugifeagdeissdaumdelubuaiiivadas
Usnaumaelsiladlulufiiswestunssurunmsdanszidaenas (Xiong et al, 2015) Usuna
aaolsTlagluludadinnuduiudidsuiniuamuanunsanunddudinieminnavesanizud s
Tﬁﬂaaiﬁﬂaa‘sumﬁ?jgﬂﬁwmaiuﬁuﬁfsﬁnﬁa'auua (Zu et al,, 2017) ArARY AT eIduRUS
USinaunaslsilad (Xu et al, 2000) uonaniudAsinnuderlufodosiuanumuiuiy
vospanlsiadluie (Ruttanaprasert et al., 2012) e“z'hméﬁ’suﬁmmL?'uaﬁuﬁqaﬂq%ﬁwﬁzﬁw%mw
VYBINITABATIENAIBUAT HAVDIANIEHAT TUT1ITEEEAUNAITININ 11 d@reiug Lawn MR,
MR9, MR84, MR219, MR220, Dular, Siam, Puteh Perak, BRRI Dhan 56, IRRI 2011-IRLON Plot
No: 50 @ IRRI 2011-IRLON Plot No: 64 l@suanizudaduiian 11 Ju wudn dnianeiug
dndlgfiusinaeaelsilad (TalaeliaTas SPAD) iiiudw fifles 2 arestug Ae Puteh Perak
(ugyuuds) and Dular (Rugdouus) SUsuumaslsladanadniios uanainildanudn
Uinaaaelsfladldunndstumsadnlung uildSuiunfuasnguiildsuaniazani
(Fen et al,, 2015) mﬂmamiﬁﬂmﬂ%ﬂﬁuﬁuﬁ: UeALAI NU DH103 nuindSunumaslsiag
anaudntiosddasieddlusyansnmlunisdunseidouas Ssmavesanzudsozdmaly
nsnseansveulnoanlanvouwaailefadanasilvusuunaslsiladanas 91nn15ANY
Snwairnaisinevesiuginuudsaziinalnlunmsuiuduiioannsgapde fafuitesty
NSPUILNTALATIERMIBRALAEIAUTENBUTITIATRg luNTEUIUNTALATIEmBuas Lag
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wui 913 (Oriza sativa L.) 8 anewug loun deiven (Sangyod), wiuad (Khao Dang),nnaiu
b @ 9  (Kulab Dang), TD49, Klum Sakol Nakorn (KS), Klum Khonkaenl (KK1),
Klum Khonkaen2 (KK2) wag $1aimilensii (Black sticky rice) anmzmathdsdsualiisaning
Tunszuiunsdunnesiduasanas J3ldun aaelsiladio aaslsiladsd walsiiuesd Tnowudn
sendngfinisanategesaniiluiuddidven nuaiuuas lwuAs uaz TDA9 lnefin1sanas
11nn97 30 Wedidud (Chutipaijit et al, 2012) Cha-um et al. (2010) 571891431 Wlold$u
anmemaiiludn 3 Wus 1 veuduns Unusndl 1 uay na 6 Uuussntaganeluluuas
MRt gLAvlnanas UBNNH L ﬂ'wéf‘uﬁmwm%aﬂ,uLﬁuﬁﬂwmzﬁwﬁ@ﬁﬁa%ﬁﬂﬁﬂamwmaa
Nawdn (Blum, 2005).

Table 4 SPAD index in rice leaves after 15 days under drought stress (mean+SD)

Cultivars SDAD index
Control Drought % Reduction
Mali Deang 36.70+0.29° 35.22+1.75" 4.03
Khiaw Ngoo 34.22+0.83™ 27.45+1.96° 19.78
DH103 31.75+1.05™ 31.55+1.65% 0.62

Means within each column with different superscripts are significantly different (p < 0.05)

d3UNan15AY

1N1sAnwmATeIan U asoUTIaniduvs Adrdennudenly wagas
wiilavesdndiua 3 ug 1dun Woag wrduns uar DH103 wut drafusiiususasio
anmsudaldd Ao urduns nuhiianuannsolunsnmssduilusedgs Tnefidmuh
duimsanasiosniniugideny warasmnaniduimslndiAsstu DH103 Suduiugnuuds
anestuginideunereanzudasdvnaniduivsanasunnninaneiusiinudeaniizuds
uenanismuiadviadeluiivediaunaslsiiadganintugiteny ogslsiaaly
swpadaainsAnwiiuduiielnidlanalnnsnevauewesdidudy q waznsdne
neaeslundamaasuiiefuteyalunisdndeniusinivudeannzudiely

AnAnssuUsENA

VBUVDUANAIWINTIINYT MAdvInermansuazunalulad auzfaumansuas
Ingeans wninerdesvigiesidefiaduayulunisviise veveuqugudaBaimgio
weliles iinendesaigiesida lianueyasgianuiilumsiiideugndn
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