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Table 2 Significant difference analysis for maize leaf transpiration rate under different concentrations of silicon fertilizer foliar spray
treatments

AL Tr (mmol H,O/(m?'s))

Treatment Vi2 vT R2 R6

LCK 7.99+0.432 8.86+0.392 6.57+0.092 4.86+0.02°
LS1 7.86+0.16% 8.68+0.21* 6.59+0.22% 4.3240.02°
LS2 7.61+0.29° 8.74+0.442 6.50+0.24% 3.78+0.02¢
LS3 7.14+0.12¢ 8.15+0.31° 6.44+0.08° 3.85+0.06°
LS4 7.24+0.23¢ 7.23+0.13¢ 6.14+0.11¢ 3.79+0.044

VE: LCK: 57K X} FEACHE; 1S1: 4 g/L SiOx Ab3E; 1LS2: 8 g/L SiOx Ab#; 1LS3: 12 g/L SiO 4 HE; 1.84: 16 g/L SiOx AbFE; V12: KM\
FUY VT Sy R2: JESRI, R6: Y, T 78RBS, [RIZEHE 5 A NS 7 RERORZ 79K 0.05 B2 KT

Note: LCK: water treatment for control check; LS1: 4 g/L SiO; treatment; LS2: 8 g/L SiO» treatment; LS3: 12 g/L SiO; treatment;
LS4: 16 g/L SiO; treatment; V12: bellmouth period; VT: tasseling period; R2: filling period; R6: maturity period; 7r: transpiration
rate; values followed by different small letters in the same column are significantly different at the 0.05 probability level



