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Table 12 Dehydration effects on postharvest quality.dumé Nas hvi | | ed, O6Sor
6Santander 0.

Dehydr Stem vase | Days to | ea
durati Nas Sor San Nas Sor San
0 14%a®@ 8. 7 9.¢6 13. 10.!'!'9.6
8 14.9 7.8 160. 10. 7.8 9.8
24 14.5 9. 4 9.¢ 9.5 7.9 8.0
4 8 12.1 7.8 160. 9.4 6.1 9.7

‘Data are means of 10d&N@s bhbdaindBhoterebsd npneep | t c et & ®
foBant @&nder
YData in columns with the sameal aeter 0abb)n
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Figure 251 ower appearance on day 7 of 6Sorbonn
before transfer ttap water for vase evaluation.
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Figure3.1 The numbers of bacteria distributed in the stetiloimé Nas hvi | | ed aft

2 d BW treatment. ***, ** and * indicate a significant difference on individual days p¢ith
value <0.001, 0.01, and 0.05.
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Figure3.2 The number of bacteria distributed in stem segmeritdiomé Nas hvi | | ed a

60Sorbonned after 1 or 2 d tap water treatm
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Figure3.3 Unidentified microbes in the xylem vesselddiumé Nas hvi | | ed aft er
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and (D) 18 21 cm.
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