Photoperiod sensitivity in Ivyleal morning glory.
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Discussion

O Populations vary in response
to light cues, affecting leaf
Slze

5 A Despite being far apart,
Pennsylvania and ktllerpy
display similar trends in
leaf size

0 O Flowering time varies
between populations and in
response to the light
reatments

0 0 Atthis time, data on size at
flowering, fruit number, ana
biomass has not been fully
collected

O [his additional data can be

analyzed to further examine
Dhotoperiodic effects and
Now they vary between
Dopulations
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