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Table 1 Soil moisture contents at 0-60 cm at the end of stress period during each water

regimes in the dry season (2002/03) and the rainy season (2003).

Water regimes Soil moisture (%)
Dry season Rainy season
FC 16.72 16.74
2/3 AW 14.28 13.22
1/3 AW 9.21 10.40

FC: field capacity is 17.81%; PWP: permanent wilting point is 6.80%.
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Figure 2 Mean daily Vapour Pressure Deficit (VPD) and reference evapotranspiration (ETo) at
rubber tree plantation during the experiment period (11" to 23" November, 2006). The

measurement period was the onset of dry season with no rainfall.
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Figure 1 Effect of mid-season drought on the vegetative growth of peanut genotypes. The

figure shows the peanut 60 days after planting (A) imposition of 30 days drought stress (B).
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