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Abstract

Pot-in-pot system (PIP) can be divided into above-ground pot-in-pot (AGPIP) and
in-ground pot-in-pot (IGPIP). IGPIP has been expanding rapidly during the past decade
because of many advantages. In a below ground pot-in-pot system, a holder or socket
pot is permanently positioned in ground and a container plant is then placed inside the
socket pot. In our researches, the substrate temperature of IGPIP is lower (4-7.5 °C )
than above-ground conventional production method (AGC) in spring and summer. In
winter, the substrate temperatures of IGPIP and AGC have no significant difference.
Furthermore, AGPIP can’t lower the substrate temperature that it shows slight variations
with AGC.

Height, canopy diameter, shoot dry W.e.ight, and root dry weight of Begonia

(Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super-Olympia Red’).~ celosia (Celosia argentea var.

—

plumosa) ~ mexican violet (Exacum affi nej %(-)'(.iuced LGPIP are greater, respectively, than
plants grown AGC in summer. .]%c;sid:esi, the ﬂo_v&er coﬁdition (such as the first day of
visible bud or anthesis, flower number, flower, si;e, and inflorescence dry weight) of
plants grown IGPIP are still better than plants produced AGC. For begonia grown IGPIP,
net photosynthetic rate, stomatal conductance, transpiration rate are greater than plants
grown AGC and AGPIP. In water deficient condition, begonia grown IGPIP have
greater CMR and Fv/Fm values but lower leaf temperature.

To examine the effects of AGC, IGPIP, and in-field production method (IF) on
growth and recovery rate after transplanting of britton's wild petunia (Ruellia
brittoniana) and golden dewdrop (Duranta repens L.). Compared with AGC, plants
grown IGPIP have greater biomass and Fv/Fm value (in drought condition). Compared
with IF, plants grown IGPIP have fast recovery rate.

Leaf spectral reflectance is sensitive to stress such as nutrient deficiency and



drought. Begonias are treated with different production methods (AGC~ AGPIP~1GPIP),
fertilization rates (0 ~ 0.5 ~ 1.0 ~ 2.0 ~ 4.0 g-L™") and drought (frequency of irrigations are
5 days, 10 days, 20 days, 35 days, respectively). Reflectance ratio in red edge
position(720-690 nm), red lights and green lights (660-500 nm) of plant grown AGC are
higher than plants grown AGPIP and IGPIP; in the near-infrared potions, plant grown
IGPIP have the greatest reflectance ratio, especially 860nm, 840 nm, and 780 nm. The
wavelengths of green lights, red lights, and red edge positions are apparently affected by
fertilization rates (negative linear correlation). However, the near-infrared potions are
affected by different drought treatments (plant water content is positive linear
correlation with reflectance ratio in the near-infrared potions).

Plant grown IGPIP has higher PRI/ NDVL’ SR;.CHL values than plant grown AGC.
Vegetation indices of NDVI, SRy CHE, NIR/G and 'G/R could successfully assess
chlorophyll content. Under drought treat%'ents, NDVI and PRI are positive linearly
related to plant water content (PWC). | | | .

In the research, we prove that IGPIP and spé:ctral reflectance methods have great

potential can be used in nursery production in Taiwan.
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Chapter 1. Introduction

2V 2T w ARV A LR T 2P 2 (in-ground pot-in-pot system, IGPIP ) £ &
+ 2 ¢ 2 (above-ground pot-in-pot system, AGPIP) = f& > & * 2. P 5 ®F L[5 £
BRSO ERPBAFTERES - IGPIP 7l * »xF it » 7 B & AR FER
# (Zhuetal., 2005)

IGPIP #-p jid+ 0¢k 2 (a holder ~ socket pot) & PFFR3c At 3EP » B % 3
N4 G 23em HHEE2 AL FEGT AN RN 2P o BT EHA A T

ZAn R ZE BRY R OFR o (BEAMET W R R
2 Jﬁ" £1:¢ { & f1:# (Parkerson, 1990)%

Martin & ¢ (1999) % £ ST %’é‘ w-(traditional above-ground container
production method, AGC) % ¥ ¥ 2 ¢ '* ( IGPIP) FRAT WA FRE R 2
PR 25T IGPIP 2 4 ﬁ;‘ﬂﬁfiﬁ? e‘i«g@w& PR g8 R OOTRER 2R Z R
FREREHERE S 2 7 LR dmhwf&(%%)ﬁyAﬂjKPE%ﬁm

E4

&

\N
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\V‘b

-_m

RAERZ KA S ES LA IGPIP 2 4 R R T 5
#AGC 1 10C > 2 IGPIP 2 "k~ ##H £ AGC M 10% - # T 2¢ 22 A FER
P FEAT RS FEFESF o A pRRG Sk S T E -

12 AGC~IGPIP & 8 54 4% 42 e ] #8 7= ( Prunusxincamp‘Okame’ )£? £ ( Betula
nigra) » & % 57 IGPIP £ {5 2 {54k 1 2030 F ~ 1945 F % P A % * AGC UL
(Ruter, 1997; 1998) - Martin & * (1999 )41 * £ & g (Acaciasmallii L.)i& 7 AGC
IGPIP & #87 & N i85 2 ¢ 2 IGPIP £ 452 Htk 4k B B ~ e~ > 7 B}
M2 Iz E P B Y AGC AJZ - 12 IGPIP~AGC £ 42 # + E( Cannaflaccida)-

3 & (lrisversicolor ) ~ %~ % (Juncuseffusus) % = ffe 4 - 1- e AJZ 48tk

AEARLPE BRA IGPIP #1452 5 A ER BV B RE S INERS

B e384 o IGPIP 452 F & A £ #icP 88 ** AGC 2 (Merritt et al., 1996) o #



T2¢ 2 (IGPIP) AR 724 & » WP XXX ARPF 7 2bre

FI* FRIFTT LR RS FIE R A A L i R T I f R dE st

B M JE o Bl © k3§ R (spectrophotometer) ~ & 3 §F 43+ (radiometry) ~ #87

#i(photography) + % ik 4-#(videography) ~ #: iz * 5B (IR termography) ~ § % ¥

# 1§~ 7 (multispectral images analysis) % 2 & #& % if(nuclear magnetic resonance

imaging, NMRI) % (Chaerle and Straeten, 2000) » 5 5 F ka4 52+ 2 5% » @ &
B EZERERC O PR IRESF RS g E PR SRR AT

Sk EArdI B PR F o blAc e T LKL R M A Ttk

BBR BT WL E R R SR EE B 2 P B F & (Carter, 1993; Rossotti,
1983) -

182 4 fic(vegetation index, V) & £k Jo;‘ig #%2?{9:1 B g Tﬁy—%ﬁ b k¥

CRERAE R R Sy F L e S gxﬁﬁ:}%ﬂ- TRIE T 7 I TR R SE R E

SEAE R AL £ ﬂ%é@ﬁh$hﬂméﬂ A gl B otz
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ERE Rl 4#F§£"i AL TVE T 2 sk Ay i 2 -Qtiiﬁf-m E#ﬁgt‘ N

4 FE(biomass) ~ ¢ & FE ekl i HgE LY PR EZPY

(Kanemasu, 1974; Tucker, 1979; Elvidge and Chen, 1995; Price and Bausch, 1995) - B

HEF B FSRFERI F IR A EREBYBRAERZTY VY 24

#%:&fg ] ‘f-r " ~ 1'1‘ 4 ¢} ’L_‘,F —BTJ-__' IF»LFI‘]p (CXNDVI N SR) ’ E’é‘fﬂt—é_—*%’lc g 3 _I% /z\

gz opssRE

FERAFE RORFA R AR L P AR 2P R o 0t R AP BT

TR RS LD
A~ R Y 2T 0 GRS MR A BT AL A2 B S
BAF 2D e
w3 BT % (AGC)~# + 279 2 (AGPIP)~ # = 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) %

1. ;% E_ @ SUE b1 oW
7 #4432 (in-field production method, IF) % ¥ v #5552 A1 R R R 1 435 -



WHFTEAESE e ERAE BT I  F ALBELRREMRE T
27 2 (IGPIP) $HEH2 T £ R2 P -

Fi@az B7a (AGC) #1279 2 (AGPIP) - # T 27 2 (IGPIP) &

#oREHRT o He FAGE E Super Olympia Red’ # 5 F &5k 3 2 48 4 4n 82§

=

B i3 = % # % # ‘Super Olympia White’ t. 7 #7435 % JE B % #2-K385% T 2. ¥

BESEHLE XA PTE G R F Lk R AR E

% #7NDVI [(Rgo0— Res0)/(Rsoo + Re0)] ~ SR (Rsoo/Res0) > CHL [(Ry50~R705)/(R7s0+Ros)]

NIR/G (Rsso/Rsso) ~ G/R (Rsso/Rero) I {2 dpdcr £ £ 4 2 2 22 ApM {2 - By

fRHAKE S 2 ETER Y B

/7 NDVI [(Rso0— Re60)/(Rsga  Res0) ] : PRI"t(RS?1.—R57(_))/(R531+R570)] + CHL [(Ry5

~Rus)/(RysotRyos)] ~ NIR/G (Rest/Rss), ~ G/R, (RssgR) T 122 4 52 PWC (plant

' |

water content ) Z_ 4p B £ E’,é?ﬁ”f'T xi«;l'ﬂ;* BFEF 2R BA

..-'.\
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Chapter 2. Literature Review

2Y¥ 2 AT A ik T 2 Y 2 (in-ground pot-in-pot system, IGPIP ) 7 3

4+ 2 ¢ 2 (above-ground pot-in-pot system, AGPIP) @ f& > & * 2. P ch 5 ¥ L[5 £

sk
i
Py
W
34
R
(Y

RZBIEEA BT 2P 2 (IGPIP) Flig * 2xzfiid » TN E A
B bz B g (Zhuetal, 2005) -

IGPIP #-p ji#i+ ¢k 2 (a holder ~ socket pot) & PFFRE x4 3P > B &
3G 2-3cmo T HEELA A2 F By A(p 2)r b 2 ¥ (Parkerson, 1990) - % %
FHEPIGPIP 2 i FE AP R IRRR £ L REL AT ks 287
ARk A L AT - 5

Martin % 4 (1999 )>* % £ R & it «“é ? # (‘traditional above-ground container

production method, AGC) % 3+ § @& ¢ | -&IGPIP) w5 7}% R TR R R

% (385 + 2L @ Desierto Verde Wholésale Nursery n Tempe, 335N 112W, AZ ) » %

3 IGPIP 2. i FF 8 B P ATd S g 5 7 AGC 419 C» ~ 7 4 % 4 TR R

B A0°CH T A2 EE R HER AL G s e H B P AR
oOpE Y L2 /\’Fﬁuy_}i » IGPIP 2 p /\’Fﬁrm_&ﬁ'&nf m AGC 2 p % FF F 32

ARERERSERZ > d @A FTEREBRF(6:00 7 FHEF > 4 FEAEF RS 50
C) & iFERE LB IGPIP FER il § re ¥ sy A2 A FRR -
¥R EZRIANEREHERE 27 LR Fo

Martin % % (1999)i& - # # 3 AGC % IGPIP 4 B -k & & it 1u 2 3R & 3(soil
moisture sensor) R/ B kA 7 & 0 B3 HRF 4] £-0.005 1 -0.010 Mpa (90
% FKB) kBB REEPBLK o BEET- R 0 AGC & IGPIP &
A5 w2 Bk 212 IGPIP &k £ v AGC > 40% ° Cardoso & % (2005) I *

AGCIGPIP 45 f6 5 & 4 B 7 pl R 4 PR 2 kA 5 R %1 5% 37 IGPIP

4



2 A FHE R T 2 AGC 1010 C » 2 IGPIP z_ -k~ Z % & #& AGC % 109 - = 4
Ao IGPIP 20 A FHR R » RE A B2 kA FHE S o G- RS
grRke R BT B REIE 2 RIZI R o

12 AGC~IGPIP & #8 -5 4% ¢ 5e-[F] 8 1-( Prunusxincamp‘Okame’ )22 £ ( Betula
nigra) > & % 357 IGPIP £ 462 fitks + iz E ~ 142 € % P A 2 %t AGC e
(Ruter, 1997; 1998) > Martin & * (1999 )41 * & & g (Acaciasmallii L.)i& 7 AGC -
IGPIP & fa 32 3% » H ¢ 1 IGPIP e 2 e thHR B #a B ~ Jife e » ¥ o 302
Regs € BB Y AGC BJZ - 2 IGPIP ~ AGC £ 4 # £ E (Canna flaccida) -
B & (lIris versicolor ) ~ % % (Juncus effusus) % = fafa 47 >+ e d@ etk
FEARZPEBEKT IGPIP £2 A EO BT RERFINERS
B na o IGPIP £ 452 3 & AL P B4 AGCASL (Merritt etal., 1996) -

#* IGPIP & sttt & & A/~ :)an x% e Rk 57 (Cercidium floridum
Benth. ex A. Gray) #ri& o faip]# é‘b )5"?}1 I yféfa PRORTFERED FATER
(Martin et al., 1999) - 4 ggﬁi’mylgl? m_ii(Tll\/I)ja 45.3 +1.8°C » @ B¥ H TRk
7R R (TM)R] 3 49.4+£08°C » P A og 0 .;\fﬁ 3B mtE B E o IGPIP 2
THFRERRK > 5337 FESIEHEA PRI T LREIVHE I EML
Mo @ IGPIP £33 e d £ 2 2x% 5 Lo

#* AGC £ IGPIP & # 7 w #; fi{g #£+ (BetulanigraL. ‘Cully’) > B £ *5
s 15 % ~30% 260 % ~ 120 A B NAT RPRGFEAKEF TR FRAS
9915 60 % IGPIP % sufin 41 env 3 BT pl B 5 § ohE P B M0 AGC ; %57
120 = {4 IGPIP #:3 N erwd pa i § P B AGC ™ - 8387 it B %15 1 (DiEd &
1 IGPIP ik st@ o el e qz 4 fiz » (2)% 1 i 2cad F gl > ot F12 B R
#13% (Ruter, 1998) -

Adrian % 4 (1998) * #& v B $32 (in-field production method, IF ) ~ & 3L 7% B

o (AGC) 2 &+ 7 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) = &% w 5" f&12 % fic (Lagerstroemiaindica)



S FRE ) HRAA 3 ESAPEY P > IGPIP ST R E R B o T2 A - ¥
7Z $21.52 0 M3 AGC e $23.71 &2 IF 90 $23.73 - & * IGPIP 2 #7145t "% 4
AAFAIRETFZHAEAGCHVRIZENEE 2 2 ZHHRFATUGRR
R0 P B4 ARG o £ IF pf o IGPIP {7 3 %519 0 &4 & 4 2%
EHEFRNOG L > TR 2 A RTRESES o
% IGPIP 4 5t 3% 5 45 fe Fl- BRI FenAfFiB~ 5 gtk 3 AR T o
b2 BA PR AL T i g 2 W R 2 s - 9 W r 2P (root
out); - LR ERRLMEL L T2 MPETREIRFIFF L BB FT 2
#r# (Adrian et al., 1998) » @ F B HIE Y £ ~ £ R ORP] > AT RS
3T R AR B BT ST T (LA BT 0 kg

LIS p Jﬁ" £lig L % JIE (Parkersoﬁ, 1990) o

N

@‘w

R B _

% R 4% /Pl (remote sensing)z ﬁ_:@ /F"J : 1‘24— F'“ﬂf R R R R 0 A BTGRP HEE B

&&W’@n&ﬁ%?ﬂﬁ#fﬁ?# %Fﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁm’u%%*@ww%
FRLTETH PR S pp) - P R B o SRR S S A
I TRBRE - TRIER C F FIER X F IR~ AR e A
AREZARZIRAEG LR REY ERBNEL E Y PR R

o FRIENE CHE Y FRLERETE o BATHR AT R
E PR~ DN ERBREERERE PARTRFRE L TR B2 2L

3 14 (non-destructive) % 4F 2h(Barrett and Curtis, 1982) o

(=) k@dp2 Rme g
% % B i (electromagnetic energy)dk 8t i ix - R A G BT 0 € A 4 F &
(reflectance) ~ % i (transmittance) % % 4z (absorption) = f& 1% * o i 5 4] % & p

RGP WF A TR TR c TRELRALRZTIRT A ZEART A - M



B B F S A Ok s H AR X BPAE o Y NG Rehl B F
Bk 2k BLE E K ¢ k(< 400 nm) ~ ¥ 2 %(400-700 nm) ~ iT i ¢k %(700-1300 nm)
2 ¢ 2 vh £(1300-2500 nm) ¥ 0 A EREFEF TR 2P Y TG DL 3 5F
Sk 2% 4 pcd 43 (Fuchs, 1990) o

EFHER TN BT LR E B FER NG R iTS 2 EA  EARA
ERRGEE MRIX Uk RS o RHERZRT K G o BIRB R L Ak b
FPE A GEEApES KA T P TEE S eI S RW BB

AP FERFEKRRE  IF LA FA A G R A THE A

F LR BEFTRIY 2 g iikglgqfr £ 4 o
ERLECE A A Bl I S . " %,(520-600 nm) ~ iz 3 (630-700 nm) -

1T &2 #h & (700-1300 nm) % 2 (Ma et al.; 1996) \;,_v LK T foiT dr oh kR ek Bk g

L

VAL T e & R F 5 (Maas, 1989) \rﬁ % %:}F} #ic(leaf area index, LAI) (Peterson
Cly 33

%(Ercoh et|a|1 1993) e 1‘% % #w(Adams et al., 1993;

Blackmer et al., 1996; Ma et al., 1996) S Rg podid R(Penuelas et al., 1994)% it &2 &

et al.,, 1987) ~ £ % T
(Thenkabail et al., 1994)2_ 5 iple ¥ b P lr b £ ik ST * 0 E P ke 7 &

] Z(Inoue et al., 1993) -

(=) f£2 45 ¥k (Vegetation index, IV)

122 45 Bc(vegetation index, VI) 3 4% & 3% 45 2. B 3% - iﬁk;ﬁ e =g
TR IT R A L TR o g - R R R R RBR TR RE
23 o Tty T2 ERRARGA2ZLFERELR - fEd gt H ot 2
Bl BBk kA Tt R EREIEHE o TSI B REL &
KZEZF BT R F TR E R T RZAER 0 P SRV AREIT

ez AL 0 AH kR T kBG4 Taiz{rZeiger (1991)4p ) 1

Qe

RS EY I W ESHME A d 300 FESE PR EE T



2E >RV Lkamft . FER T E gkt o B¢ ChlagChlbi syc# &
g BB F(EOS%) AU ERE 2L A ERd > Chlasgm= il £+
430 nm#% 660 nm £ F - =c > ChlbB = jc ¥ % 24602 640 nm*ifiT - £ 5 ¢
% % we fEE F (cellulose) ¥ 4 *t750~1350 nmeriT i ¢h Skl B I s pos Fpt ~
Wenkipatd X Bo R F SR T 0 RiT et R G R R B o TP B
dfEdd RARPLE > Hex gz k4% 5 > @ F b2 1T vh kAR 5 K R 3T i vk
% 2_ % 4% < (Green et al., 1997) -

d Ak F k2 247 BTG FAEE S Bt 2 iR ad BE 2
4 £ %7 B %k (Bauer, 1975; Walburg et al., 1982; Ma et al., 1996; Masoni et al.,
1997) » @ 123 o BLF St BT R 2 L B4 4 dp R X DEAR G T 2 B
oo o fidpdkc - thE kA E 2 ﬁ;‘“‘l(blomass) §dZ2 78 ~mieRREa
Eho pacs 30 RS A ?Q“L?ﬂ SR R S
£ eh2) 7 (Kanemasu, 1974; TuckKer, 1979-;.‘31v1dge and "Chen, 1995; Price and Bausch,
1995) - $ ¥ %*mmii&U#uJaﬂm+#&mmm?;’MWI%K@
AN S i % b i L R §% 4 TR - Mojarro (1988)
NDVIit & F iz s 4 £ 2 454 o Gilbert % (1990)7 4] * NDVIA 5444 4 % 5 2
#2 B o Cihlar #(1991) /% 152 3y BNDVIk T P14 i 4 0 54 2 £ 252 Bz

FREORR -

kiy wAfE I B 0 F A AR T FIPF R G Rk 3 S,

% &+ i £ & 4 4 (photosynthetic pigments) o % J g chE F 7§ s ek £ 4
% ° ¢ 35 E ¥ 4 (chlorophyll, Chl){r#f#* & § # (carotenoids, Car) » it § T =t @

RNzl BT &Y > MR EPL PEL L EN* « % E 1 &3k
Az okiEksier ug4n R o e BUAHMY o Chl ahd duk fc i (peak)

i % 4 B 430 nm¥2 660 nm » @ Chl bed sk Jo*$ P] % 435 nm % 643



nm(Goodwin, 1988) > Chl a% Chl bk 2 =k L E § BB 2k & 5 »cld > ¥

520-600 nm2_ % K #7 2 ek & 4 sn R g 1K o

XL AR TERB R R TR LR c FEEFAMIES X ER
POHERS FHFEAARN S P FES - FlA % Matile et al., 1992) o 543§

Brpmd L p ARE I pE2 FA54p 0(Hendry et al., 1987) « F]pt » £ %% 2 £+ %
SEAcR EIER A RF TR A A 2 B8 R T 2 4 3B (Whittaker and
Marks, 1975; Danks et al., 1983) -

FRERES R EL S p iR zmu E R BRI EAE o E
F (0 dr k2 o kB R678 nmey w; ABCF S v 0P B4 ke
w8 # %% 7 £ (Thomas and Gausmlan 4:9'7?) Gltelson'ererzlyak (1996) 11 & &%
EAHRATE & AT Y 4p 2 4 75 Lm‘ﬁ ﬁ',ﬁ»ﬁx)’: ‘&’T'? (Re7s)#73- & 2 2.2 3p #ic 7

* :E{’uRmB’»ARm;F B2 NDVIZE %% 5 @A L

g
P
N

’
3l
<

¥

W

(\n
ki
e
e
N

FRRAM T A ALY M 0 UEARRP H L T W R

2yl
Ny
l“‘b

m«ﬂ}ﬂ #%(Buschmann and Nagel, 1993; Carter, 1994; Gitelson and Merzlyak,
1997) o r2log(Rsoo/Rsso)s* & 2 2 p ™ ia FE2 £ %% 7 22491 ¥ Reoo/Rsso
v Z2fChlaz €772 3 B 4P B #(R? > 0.88) (Buschmann and Nagel, 1993) - 11 % f
A2 B LT T T CRiso/Rsso B ESHE R 2L F 8 & TE R

M NDVIgreenE}JL -:E:: 5‘% :E; g 4 ':g }i‘:’ﬁ#ﬁﬁté" %’T’l#ﬁ F&g °

= ‘ _{i”}fﬁﬁ}"' 4 ‘nggs
FrolEge o ¥ 550 97 1T T L fi g i 4 (Jones, 1989) » 2§ A L

AEV LA P23 pFEa e Hd 2 R FFTL 5 RES LS T 2R

oy

AR EARE SRR GE kg B E R (RE
9



EEH FFAME G EF TR RRGRE BT A LT BT PRE §
FR-FE - B AP BEREFERBE IR XL L GRS L

B EST A AR, AU RRRTEE S AR B G R RS

-~

Lo a o P Pen A A TLF Rt o B ek el
BT AGE . F KRR F TR 2 F R R

TEREFAZEAALEF > IR S DFE

gt
A
1%
.7“_
&
.
P
i\
=
=
o
P
W
fﬁ
(‘H}
bl
b4
(\x,
3
|
~=h
‘p‘
ﬁt
&K
—h
~
i
>
4F
FIT°N
M«
bl
g_-‘r

3
e
R

Qe

.

FUE - 1R B Mg R gé"“fﬁ' 47'"}]3% '15 > “l‘ﬁt ~REEE 4K
(Ashby, 1960; Nordin, 1977; Skene an'd. Kemdge, _1967) virsg d R R TR S e tRen
BRE g EF P2 L ~'ﬂfr1w%4;:}l =4 f8.4 £ & Ji(Barr and Pellett, 1972;
Brown and Ormrod, 1980; Gosselin and Trudel, 1983; Gur et al., 1972; Hammond and
Seeley, 1978; Robbins and Pharr, 1989; Truder and Gosselin, 1982; Wilcox et al.,
1983) -

Martin (1990) 45§ 1EAZE 40 C» T g o A2 43 5 23 P02 L3 &
B8 e Yeager £ 4 (1991) 1 28°C ~34C2 40 C=z AR E I * 7 (llexcrenata
Thunb. ‘Rotundifolia’) ° 40 CaiZ2 k{50 %2 +» F NG E P REHL M > 2 " F
FUR A2 g IReng A BT N o 2R i 40 C AR 4g 12 (Fouquieria
aplenden)fr & fic(Rosespp. ) 134 £ g R #F 4 7= % (Wangetal, 1971) »
X6 BFTEIE IR A0 CAIms 4 (Pittosporum tobira) 4 0 5tk

2 g b 3n4 £ % (Johnson and Ingram, 1984) - Graves % + (1989) dpth

10



AT 5 36 Crod i 5 & 5135 ¢ 919k & f43¢ o < £ 5 (Pelargonium
xhortorum L.H. Bailey,’Mustang’) % # 2 §i& 28 CT ¢ "% Mg d hic & 2 3
Bo- S esxeFmd mMERL1824CH penx 234 £ 255 F (Merritt
and Kohl, 1985)

BLEEHEMPESFOREEY  FLRFWNTC - FX 6@ @FT X

#ig XFE & F ek & i v M {od et ek (T B 4e (Foster, 1991) o # 48
* F v

S|

40 C & X 6 P B 7 RS JApensk &8« FHLIEH Joid o (L (T 0F
% (Johnson and Ingram, 1984 ) - Ramcharan % 4+ (1991)3# % 28 °C ~33 C~38C ~
43 Ce f64 B ¥4 & (Musa spp. (AAA) ‘Grande Naine’ ) = ¥ i* g Fe it 3# F 2 %
M R 43°C 4 B AST s Fta R i B 0 2 E 28 °C-33 il
@éﬁ%gﬁ%iﬁﬁo&mwﬁk(mﬂ§ﬂ§20t~%1b3vt~%Tm
8.4 /E ¥ Rubus idaeus L.‘Reveille” b £ (7% & 2L » SR 8n 35TCH 2 2§
@%ﬁﬁmﬁiﬁ%ﬁm*ﬁ$~§?%%?%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ$oNMa§A(NM)
LR NG sk IR0 38 Cmr's‘ 1'|‘l|u‘§’_$r30|C p -if..-iLi BIRSAE S E L

{ gl Ade & % (CER) ehp BT % »

i
o
Oy
Fy
ey

P ABA 7 EAG 0 E N 5 IVE

P Rubisco erE s BRFIVEHRF A T o 512 20315 > ABA 7 3 4
@ ehg VB BP0 3 Rubisco M etE i 0 B 'ﬁ%f{%@ T g0 4 %X tgTr% o

FAEH P U ARESREFER T > A FRrE F TR > R FIVH
BRSSP GHE Tavks THre 2 B354k adki o Fl 5 FAgie® 2 247
AL AR 36T 0 B 2 R BRI R KA 0 S T A A
wre enaEE 0 A e e T o sy ene A @49 kA 2Bk
it + T % (Gravesetal.,1989)

EROAGTIEDEBABBDERTIALDET > VMHEFEE S TH
A G T - T P RS R RR s e E o B e P

BAfATINHAGR DB F > 22~ BHF - Ei05 4 9E5 0 1 chat
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B E R4 TR EH LR 046 TR g A RInA 2 o 3 5 A A E
L R4S TR FFAP P €7 o PR 243 CT - HFf4ap@Er= | a
M AS0TCRE - 13x g2 H i X4F (Ingram, 1984) ; § R &R E44°C245°C
BPpF > #9204 4818 > &+ ~ & (llllicium tashiroi Maxim.) 49382 ‘% % ik
1F L BT AIINE £ X 3B #£40% T (Ingram and Buchanan, 1981 )

RO TER ENFVFERLF LR ¥ 5 (Fragaria xananassa) /4
11°C~17°C~23C~297C ~35CT IV AL > 235 CHUERJILT > fithf 3
ERZ FRUFY P REE MR 2 Rad XTI 2 BT Bk
(Biela et al., 1998) - F 3 A (TP B R TR ATBE S LTS > £ 4%

(Antirrhinum majus ‘Rochet Rose’) ~ £ ¥ f- (Calendula officinalis) ~ 2t g ih i

(Impatienswallerana) -~ 3¢ &g (Mlmulus ><hybr|dus) 2§ & (Toreniafournieri)
W BIEIC 2 TE B E TR xkﬁ"20 C (Warner and Erwin, 2005) - & * i § uf &

'{T':

FAS

# % (Biela et al., 1999 ) o rsm_,lgﬁv.?"#.; IF#F%-“f-»iﬁxE » £ ¥ EIE32TC

3=

| 75 p #c$220 C¥E & (Warner and'Erwm 2005) f’?ﬁ ‘Bright Golden Anne’ ¥

RSB ERD 20 CHBS30CH H 4 “(Karlsson et al., 1989) -

S A LR T 2 BE

By RL (FRF) G EFLALFTERY  FAFTRE2ZLAF L5
AHy AL R 0 F B A RI R LTS P RPHEAT R E RS
RARHL R AR R F (§501993) F i FL e e T RFR TSy 22
£ (Stoneman €t al., 1996; Clearwater and Meinzer, 2001 ) o > p P& #-4 st 97 L
(Osmocote)*s * £d % 20g#% % 136g° £% 7 &  (Dracaenareflexa) ~ # = 3¢ %
R+ (Caryota mitis)~Veitchia medanielsii @B 4 & ¢ % 2 £ %E 2 3 40 (Broschat,
2002)

S RN £ WAN-tlY AR B K E T 4 o FHRAATRE

HEEAY ALY BERAPEF A F o F AR FLABRR 0 R F

12



Pl e o At F 0 bfip 3 RETERY 0 LG R Fo

\\\Xr

& 3 RHE

PR R 2 AR ML e ¥ BRE RS L ANBE B (F 0 2004) - Medhurst

frBeadle (2005) &%= % 35 1 f4#a 154~ (Eucalyptusnitens) z_ £ 5 § kR &5k &
Tr A FREI AP ok T 2EIF E2FEFARAPM > L E LTS ESH

REAF LRy TR EING £2 5 %304 (Makino etal., 1992) > £§ %

I oRRESI FEFET R € H

ALY PR E & & ¢ B B fEdr 2 K § BEEL 1 18 % (photophosphorylation )
Pimrpred oo B LB EE Y R AR AME ER

E£%% 7 £% 1 (Zhangetal,2004) > g % & (F% @ 7% > g H PEP A b

BE (550 1993) o o &R A U (Phalaenopss amabilis) 44§ = % & % & i%

T OREEE K M AR BRI Rl 28* ?loblgq;jpu_&r'nxé—rﬂioy S

AR R LT Rk e e %‘Ti&":’wk)i s AR T AR

i?ié&#ﬁﬁ’ﬂ“mﬁj@”? nMLui(#é’mm>’?ﬁ$ﬁ

P2 G BB a4 oo

»>

A F R FEee A2 WRDI R BB Mo ek

A

RARFZ R F 3t oniFifFme B RARS » § 3V IRt Ep fEhups b > R & 18 i F 7

B OB A 0 T B Ak T g TR Ik

W

iT* i ¥ (Peoples and Koch, 1979 )

(Z) EEHEF 2L L3 T 2P
AEF T RIPEF BB kL kA A KN IBE RS TG D
AL K R RS RS dm e vk A B4 (water potential ) 2 %R (turgor ) 5 X
WERme & 2O (turgid) R Pawre t F 4 £ ABHEY > T L T4
A akok (40 1995)
sl R FlAAEse > 32 0 § FH T RAB LT L& ZICEEFT §
B akmgEd o L (1995) 4pdl > A R KRFIEEFIERDOFZILT I R o
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AP T RA G THRFEAL BT AABRL ) o PR X (temporary wilting )
1ESFSHEY AP A RBPR o Gl TP 2 B REFIE G RIERE
PR > g1 k@ 53 2 0 Z40F 0 Q3P EREREZF > 2T BREL
d 3 p REERFERI R 7 RGBT ¥ X A M £ (permanent wilting)
AR AEFHRIPRINE R Lo XA, L EPTEL L H 2T R ERE
R o

EfRaA RS BARE RApFAFNR > * - F R HpA S » AEXAL 0 F
Moz B Ap 3 R g o F Y R Tk A R P > o R R K R e
Todg ~ e BER  HRURE M WRDT R g R m iR A M 2K g
N S

T R J\Av\@fi%{% gf‘é?qea“vgélﬂzlﬂ(xr K L

ks

£z § s g1 el R paR AR § ' Km £ ki @
@i*ﬂﬁ?ﬁ’ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁiiﬁ°*éﬁﬁwpi % & i £ Tl
@?%F@&ﬁ%mé;\ﬁ&%#¢F@Wﬁ’ﬁéijﬂ%ﬁ’?ﬁﬁﬁ%
%,g@ﬁ%QWéiﬁihgu)>mmﬂ-mf®’im@w$1ﬁ®wﬁ
B0 i = PSIIZ % it (Taiz and Zeiger, 2002) » i€ & & 18 % ¥ i< » Wapgf ok e
(photoinhibition) °
k& (v ¥ak -k agg (Lawlor and Cornic, 2002 ) © 4% -k i B "% Mg ek & (F
FF2ZRFAART A G L (DF TS (QEF ws e 4 (mesophyll
resistance) ; Q)E MR 2 H N K S (DR EAF DA ST M-

FFop s 25§ 3V B3 o A o Ep RS 2 R AP R v Ak &

e 2 I DI 2 90k Kk Bk i th (Pena-Rojas etal, 2005) « £ 2 0 f 3t H3
2ESWERE S ARG R R AR
.

PRFBPR D AR KL ERE SR L TS R AR
X
f

RiZp &3yt Rl 2 EoMipg 2 # 0 - 277 - Souza &4



(2004) mMere 3 HF > FHE a8 KGR T AR o BEFRE KD
RE L F% g K~ FIVER S e B PCO K R TP BT '8 Fv/Fmp| &4k -k %
A E

s R L EP LT RFT F 2R FTL L (FY 4%

2

m

o F I F e e B IFCOE R i ] B ERPRAHRETEH G FT

i
W
\H"

Hehi Fle s FARED A RE FIFS E F AL kg kL Y > -

F 3 F5 (B4t rubisco elicE B E M S ATP s 2 s EHE 27 3 3y

7313
Ny

%) Aty -k ond £ 47 ¥ % I (Tezaraetal, 1999) o & 2F 5 3¢ 7

FEAFIFG C FRHEEEY DPPET I G AR E AR
(Lawlor and Cornic, 2002 ) : PR R RS g e - aaE o

BEFLR A 1895 Cornic# 4 (1989)1] * Phaseolus vulgariss 4442 #7:i& {7 c2d %

B KREEAE R FFAAI IS - RER G > A pF ARG

('stomatal patchiness) ¥ it ¢ 3% & %’Uﬁﬂ jﬂ i SRR R By o

1 o

5 dF 2 ofgh kA B L+_42O—450 nm (;; £ ) Fr650-680 nm (i kL B o
HF¥EFEE LIk (s> »F ¢ d 3 i (ground state, SO)B* /& I o4 & (excited
states, S1{rS2) » Flak s ehE % % A F (27 B30 § 3] — & # i (heat) 1) Boid ¥
MEDS] o HFESFEF A TSI FISORF » Haw & cff g B3 bl (1)
%k it & ) $7(photochemical quenching) : % 44 3+ sz ki » ¥t £ BLF B2 o o
FRP L3+ $7 3+ Bf4a4 2 ATP2 NADPHE® F i * > o8 >
% it & ) 47(Taiz and Zeiger, 2002; Demmig-Adams et al., 1996) - (2)2L:k it § jj 4%
(Non-photochemical fluorescence quenching , NPQ) @ % & 4 & 1 & w4 %] 58 ) 4¢

it £ o (3)F ¥ k(fluorescence) : ¥ kT~ AL 7N 2 FRPE L G 5670
-690nm » F5d (DI Q)M @iz FicEfla 2§ A2 F1EF > Fildeenig

(Gilmore et al., 1995; Eskling et al., 1997; Kato et al., 2003) -
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kB Fr2 7% 2 3% L ki B & iy (photochemistry) » B I * K it el g
MEE T 3 @R Bk LT BT A o R S FE B ek X B T|P6]0 (}g‘j%:«;;gt
i B endig) > B € P680F|Phe (3 T F ehiBvE)cruB 42 87 i «h(reversible) » &,

%}K&I/’?Ig u__[_);ﬁ%‘:‘lumsbg’a%gﬁ” @&%%‘%’ﬂé\:} Oi'?_" ’V}L;xé%fﬁl\

[e=3

Bk {8 6110-15 psec (10-12 sec)ph » & B @ i’f&@ﬁi?%l}i—,ﬁ&@ 3T R
(equilibrium) » #* P~ 0> e i B r F u? w0 w4 f - M EENE BT
AESFZREIMNY c F IS EFRLEREF ARLSF BB T gk 0 BT

% i sk fiu® < PSIT (P680) » # s & POSO*(c# i) » 1817 % jo A 4 » T i i

- BRIBPELFIELY o RF BLEARY - primary quinone acceptor (QA)ALPSII
SRR @;?,4#%"% s B3 SEPSIT 7k )f%a E%Z2 ¥ LF B £ 75 > $0QA

¢ ow(PSID) 5 BB FHT - L Hi uéég EPRaNIS R A Sk A
IR Bisa s QARG R R i@ﬁiéﬁ:f}ﬁ%% b o T ARt E %R

! | A .
X & 4 + (antenna) > & * K A\%ﬁlﬁr’s”i P L REAMAT o R R A ES P

PAE B F R 448 B hing B4 gl T QATT B RET LT
kg irrain  F kg Moo - ERAY o A% QAR R R B 0 H e d ey
~ i fEePQA R 3 J PSIIE® w PSI > H 5 E H A e kE 100 LI R AR

E4

2_ % photochemical quenching (qP) > #3% % /™ » L F 4 55 & 7 ped v £ o
4 & p 2L 0 € 2= 2 pH gradient ~ state transition {3k ] ¥ * (photoinhibition)
VU RS T S e i B 0 TR F R T MR B % fE2 % non-photochemical
quenching (qN) - # % % ¥ £ P& 7 & * Kautsky effect (Kautsky and Hirsch, 1931) >

aBGpIE Kk pPSIT #rfE ez, ¥ k0§ F 5 & E %M &stdark-adapted K i 0 T
R EE P RERYFAMNF T rIRARE B ESFF ER

(chlorophyll fluorometer)’ I 12 7 e f&58 2. A 1 khi% B psi(filter) R & A FRIE 7
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b REPSIHY g w6t PIE P ok SR BT REFT Y LRAE A » £ 8%
*ERMSUELG o e B F RRIE o PRRIEF SR F RN Y 0k
§_% &rfluorescence induction » T At F BT > R4 F KB AEER SR > &
HpE@mRFaoke®x » 5 |3 # fluorescence induction o — 4 & A] 2

fluorescence inductionip| £ » ¥ j€induction curves& it » £ Lk & (8% » 25 41—

pas

By kSl F RN RA LA MARE 4 L F o 2R ERING T o i

(= ) Fo : #] ¥ & & (minimum fluorescence)
it dark-adapted sample ® > #7F PSII & JLB EHK L (7 QA et d ML) @
non-photochemical quenching » fusic ik ig\ vt Rz FORE R R FRE
(DeEll et al., 1999) o & | % & & F s 5 v;:q:-ci GBI PSILF v w2 sk
(Vidaver et al., 1991) - Fo *+ # £ 7% PSII £ ﬁé“ w4 fRie B 2 22 % %% 4 (Neuner and
Larcher, 1991 )> ¢ 5] PSTI & ),Tg" " ”é’jﬁwg Fel ’QA # % % > 3% i (Krause, 1991 ) ;

2 F_ PSII {7 Af & R 4 6 280 b ‘Eﬁ:’ﬁ'}ﬁg_ﬂ AN BT I Biha g

#+5 (Schreiber and Armond, 19789

(= ) Fm @ & = ¥ & {# (maximum fluorescence)

t-dark-adapted sample® » #75 PSIL % B B B (P QAR B R fL) > p PR
e FRBEH I B AT R E B A ¥R ELAPSHF Y cHPFE Ry LT
DA GRE Y SRRAS RS KET 0 A SR 0 HQAT 2B R R

4 54, g 4 ¢ & 3)(DeEll et al., 1999) -

(=) Fv/Fm : PSII# « & & + & it (maximum quantum yield)
Fv(variable fluorescence)# 2. & & < % & & (Fm)& 2 a5 ™ & -] % & & (Fo)2
% » Fv=(Fm-Fo) > F]}* » Fv/Fm = (Fm-Fo)/Fm -~ & % f5 itk & {7 % %2 B2 4 38

e APSIIF ¥ < 2 k3 G & 4 % 5422 45 & (DeEll et al., 1999) » Fv/Fm7
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o kB 0 s $H2 sc 2 37 2 0 (DeEN et al, 1999) o i & k2
Fv/Fmig 2 - % #& > 4 4 >%0.75-0.85 (Bolhar-Nordenkam et al., 1989) - & % & 4~

Fe e B PF 0 B B /LT '8 » 7 5 photoinhibition s i pt e

(2 ) Qp: sk it &5 % fie(photochemical quenching
Qp = (Fm’-Fs)/(Fm’-Fo”) - #* % PSII<photochemical capacity > ¥ # light-adapted
B ™ o PSITE BB EH B (TFQARS T & (- o) endicp o ki B3 ix ek 7 £ 48
fo kit Bt 5] (Peterson etal., 1988) » 2 {wPST T+ X § 5 B Rk 2
i e BF B2 T 5 B (DeEll et al, 1999) o § 3 4 krd|pF > BB 2 iv £ 728
fligd k& im@d > HRPSI -9 D142 > o pFip| 2. Qp E17 123%0 (Ohad et

al.,, 1990) > #=QpiE ™ "% &7 & ¥ B L4 > ¢ B R B g 2 o £ 7

T a5 o

() Qn:zkitgy %(non-photochéhiééi- quenching)

Qn=1-(Fm’-Fo’) / (Fm-Fo) i %\

L_hght adaptedba Mo R ER L ER
IR VE EOENE R %?”99: ;s ?“ Wik R R E2 T
B2 3 M (DeEll etal, 1999) » 47 § ENGDIPHE % 6 1 o » 2w it B
bR EL G RFE S g T 2 ] (Weis and Berry,
1987) o 2bit 558 ey fosp g e gk i A5 < ATP 3 B (Peterson et al.,

1988)

(=) OPSII: ki &2 k3 & ¥ (quantum yield of photochemistry)
PSII & light-adaptedfi-i= T e »ck £ + 2 £ (effective quantum yield) > 3+ ¥
238 5 OPSIL = (Fm’-Fs)/Fm’ « # &2 Fv/Fm £ %] .3t » ®PSII 7 % dark-adapted >

3 FF0 > FIE 50 M REk(H kT )E ok #l gy o

dONERRE G VHERES L LG T @ TS E R A L
WOl R B OB £ S REE P B WA RER LY T
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FFALR Bl R R KLY e B2RF R A BT EA ML F 53
¥Rk L R BCL WA R ERI S SEEMA L LR
CE s SHpnGgT e

1% g #pKrupa et al. (1992)% £ & f4FAJZ 1 5 OPSIH{eQpiE™s i< >

PEQnP B3 4 o BET AL R BDR & IE B FR M EHEP B ERL

&

¢ r# i #22 o Luand Zhang (1999)1* /| % # 5 & (744 K frB B AL > hick
WpEE P Qni 4e 0 2 Qpfr®PSIIA % #2485 A AILPF - § B RAZE3S C o 4
Fv/Fm~ Qp ~ Fm % ®PSIIiE " < » Fo R|+ = o

EoF 4 24 FLEBRL 3 B2 4% Yang% £ (1996)#%- 3. 3 (ZeamaysL.)
ErABR4SS5TCHRETA B L5 BIEEAEF HED 2Fv/FmE s K -
Hassan(2006)# 4! -] % (Triticum aestivum L.jﬁfﬁ%?40-42 C H OPSII#fa e *+25 C
F 129 0 BT B OR 6 @PSIL“§ i~ Costa® + (2003)#- ¥ & (Phaseolus

vulgaris L)tk & #+25-48 °C 48] M T S 2IQn 0 R BT B 48 Ttk
i

Qnbed » 7 AR B 4 € i %‘f@*ﬁf’t’o'“?f b "‘ﬂx*'l °

- AR g E‘*’f’“%*&p AR e T h R X B % PF 0 5 5 Fo~
Qnig e > Fm ~ Fv/Fm ~ Qp ~ ®PSII T " 3 § o @ ffide 4 14 2 G > & {51 A
HHT o Fod4v v & 1 g v i~ F B¢ o anig %% M & 3 384 chlorophyll
antenna® k ¢ oo A 3 FFmT o 4 & ook fEREF S M PSITP) 2 R SEPS 1T

LR ERET M
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FZF 2R W E A CEEHATRERLBE
Chapter 3. Effects of Different Production Methods on Substrate

Temperature in Winter, Spring, and Summer

it & (Abstract)

FESEME I RPTEF ML L e ER2 AR 204
RAFERTRTHERDFR ~fih e E PR 2 RS R IR
EFB o ARBBIFENSY 2T RN (fEE PP 2 p T2 ) AL

B FIEET > BEFILTEFREFRERIF2 S FPEFRMATRFET Y
(traditional above-ground container production method, AGC) % = 43¢ (in-field

production method, IF) 2 4 ’?m_li CHFAREL ST 2T v RN Ao B e A D

-, b |
'\. .I'

A2 gt B REHEA5EL SR ‘4‘3'_ B‘—""’:EHT 2 ¢ 2 (in-ground pot-in-pot system,
IGPIP) 2 /i Frig AP e"éﬁqﬁ&AGC i 4{75"61 EoRET  F L FFEEI20°C
17 o IGPIP & AGC % 4 *?’r&’;}iﬂ] gglﬁﬁiﬂ o b 2 ¢ 2 (above-ground
pot-in-pot system, AGPIP) 2_ /i ‘}E’_Eiji' HFETRH P HAGC M0 A F R A E
e R FIF 2 AFTEAREHHRIGPIP j17 > 53 EREA C-FLEREF
IGPIP 2 i FFR AP RER MY R FLI BRHAREFHEF I TLAREAZ2 7 2

FE bu AL A VIREE Y BS 0 a AGPIP 254 PIF - HER o

B = L

20



- ~ %% (Introduction )

A EF R R~

BIrFpErELdtsa o 73

PN
P
T4
=
iﬁt’
P
Ag_
(\x
|
bl
—h
‘1\
i
@)
;u
b
A
i
‘=
‘1—

|
~=i
R
‘D,

kA R AERRA NN

R L XA R F 2 F R ABPE o A F 0 Fp o JIEF T L BB

4 (Ashby, 1960; Nordin, 1977; Skene and Kerridge, 1967) » 2% 3 3§ & 7~ ¥ 548
Wwihg R fch £ F P2 L ’ff'T“‘% A5 % % f84 £ & Jis(Barr and Pellett,
1972; Brown and Ormrod, 1980§ Gosselin Yand- Trudel, 1983; Gur et al., 1972;
Hammond and Seeley, 1978; R.obbiné._,-é_kl?_(j Eharr, 1989; Truder and Gosselin, 1982;
Wilcox ct al., 1983) - Y | ;: \ _

FLE G +#m%¢W*‘¢4W'%ncwﬂ%ajﬁ’ﬁﬁruy’
#ig A FE 4 7 (llexcrenata ‘Rotundifolia’ PN E i BUE I N CE i W B
(Foster, 1991) - % 2 8:%40 C» = 26/ pF > 2§75 ¥ 15 > /a4 (Pittosporum
tobira) ek & iT* ~ FALIT* foiE it 1T * % i (Johnson and Ingram, 1984 )

Yk AIER R G LS T RARG T, S ATEE T
o g g E o - BT TRTFHELMRLR - 3 b ofe i 8 o2 71
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁlkoki\5%§‘%%5H%£@Wﬂéﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ’ﬁ
FRMEHEE 46 TR €2 A 1eh = o 2 5 A AE S e 445 TP

FHL P 7= o P anRR 43 CT o 4@ 5@ Hif 450 CTp o

o P B 245 (Ingram, 1984) 5 4 8 R iE44 C245 CRpPF > FH204
&1 &+~ & (llllicium tashiroi Maxim. ) 13382 ‘% F 2 A0 % g o BT 19
FME L P B #9 2 (Ingram and Buchanan, 1981)
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# 7 2 ¢ 2 (In-ground pot-in-pot system, IGPIP ) iT % # A K *t % E L i& (Zhu
etal.,2005) » H 2 #-p S+ 9¢h 2 (aholder ~ socketpot) & PFRF At P >
FHBNI G o T RGA A2 F RO AN )Y BTN AR
Bf i ? AT 0 i p R E TP A @ g 2 E A5 (Martin et al, 1999 ;
Schluckebier and Martin, 1997) » @ p 2 2 B & £ 24F 413040 Cepk s > WAL 2
¥ 4 £ 44T '% (Martin et al., 1999) -

FEr T2 2 (IGPIP) R F2 3 & LR i‘ci"ui—fi % bk o

ARRGETZ Y 2T AN (PRE TRV 28R 20 2) B aRO] i
ER - Ff’fi-,a’ﬁ 3’&?%“% L] % (4 & K& 22t IGPIP) P\—”B&?&ff*@

¥ B5 w (traditional above-ground container production method, AGC) % = [ 4t
(in-field production method; IE) 2“4 5;”?/5’_)?. S 2Y 2T v N &

P

SEE AL A2 B

(==
» ##L = j3 (Materials and Method$) i

1] |
" B3 (RH/Temperature Data Logger, LASCAR electronics, America.) % =
IEFF ( Temperature Data Logger, LASCAR electronics, America. ) 24 /| F¥3sés /i Fif

Bt > & 30min jedh- X 0 g P~ T WY 2 Rsky B Ao A
(- )AGC-IGPIP$* T A FEARZ 2 HE

S 4xp P p 2008 & 01 * 30 P 00:00 4=3 2008 = 02 * 06 p 00:00 1+ o 12 2
B 24 LSBT ETY (AGC) 2 ¥ T 29 2 (IGPIP) = /i iR R %1
.r,,iqﬁ °

727 2 (IGPIP) £ %% 5 60cmx40cm x30cm 2. ¥ ¥ £ B 2 4
FFIFEEACE N ZF 20%E % F 2 RERER SR ¥ 4 F (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P,

Fafard, Agawam, Canada) % 9 /% > #-4 B 4512 (*h2) @r AF? » f4%
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Bhto 2em o MPfEr FRBEZ 4 G2 (P2)mEIH2Y WAL 22
FEE Rl X ERE o 2R 2EARCET BT ET Yy (AGC) R
D4 FRERNEARES G EWRIEEYE o FEREIWER 2 BRA R
B2 e BB AT S EF 20%(VV) Z3RF 2R ER ¥ 4 F (Canadia Growing
Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) - ;&% Z-H R 23X 54 PR GRE ¥

WEREEE S F
(Z)AGCIGPIP " IF %5 F A FREAR 2 HE

4P Hp 2008 &£ 04 7 06 p 00:00 4= 2008 & 04 * 13 p 00:00 i o 12 2
B 24 ) e BAT ET Y (AGC)# T 27 2 (IGPIP) % v B4 (IF)
2 R R

BT 2¢ 2 (IGPIP) : ﬁ’% - 2500m><200cm><500m’ <Al HE R

"\.

FAMG BT T 9% ﬂ4ﬂhﬁ6§ii‘(**)ﬂ”~f?ﬁ’x‘igﬂia
2em » AR T2 6*}’*11\”*‘%#“1“ g R 2 2 IR LR
o 2R 2 0 TEAR W%ﬁ’mﬁP*” R R T A
£33 (IF) #4528~ + A5 %“ S R EPE = -l S PN N
d i EZRW 233 FP T ap A TERRCEFR BN BY v (AGC)

P2 6 T2 B %S kgt 2 EZPIEHEE FRVREIAL B kA

BRI e BR AT IS AN BT o ERE B g KRFIE KRS

(=) AGC-IGPIP - IF % % iR B & 1t 2 458

4P p 2008 £ 07 7 20 p 00:00 4= 3 2008 & 07 * 27 B 00:00 1F o 14 3
B3 24 PR AT BTy (AGC)# T 2@ 2 (IGPIP) 2 v B2 (IF)
2 A FR R

pT2? 2 (IGPIP) @ #-8 B 65~ 2@ ru ¢ » %@ I35 2em- #
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PR EEBEL 6 H2P2REI 2P WAP 22T RA LB LRI

(.
%s
1,

)U@”P\ o /\ ’Fﬁm_}i%'L ] /E" " Fmi\“l‘e’ (IF) fgﬁ%iﬁi’l‘%ﬂ &"{-i"—\‘tﬁ_d_
R

mdd s @R EAAd WEZ 3R 2F 0 d e 4R

7w (AGC) RIZ 6 T2 Bl e b > X5 Ewipt

\

THRIBEREREZE M2 o ARAITA0 L RFREBLRAZ B F2RE

S T P R 1Lk
(z) AGC ~ AGPIP ~ IGPIP 4§ £ 4 ?iﬁfi%f’-i%%ﬂ

% 4P # A 2008 # 08 7 26 P 00:00 4=% 2008 # 09 02 p 00:00 it o 14 2
24 skl g BT 5 (AGC) 3 F 29 2(AGPIP)Z ¥ = 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP)
LR -

%Tgﬂﬁ(MHm:£%$émmwmﬁmGMm7‘%ﬁ§iu

'\. f B
f

+RE o E 5 20%E IR F 2R /F}fu&n ¥ /1F (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P,
Fafard, Agawam, Canada) I 9% % o] #—»—3 %5 S“i 3 ( ) B AEY B E
2G2oms p2 o REE F A K 5%%’%ﬁiﬂ»ﬂ’ﬁiw32%£ﬁﬁ
XIEERE > 3R 2 RARE 'l’%q?°f‘i 27 2 (AGPIP) : 5.5+ 2 (*
Z)EHETBEARFL ARBEIAFY P2 e FRBEF2S5T 2 %R

R O WAPN 2 2RI RELB AR RV SR 2ERR M B

2ETY (AGC) RISt g e 4%y Apzt "Jfl*ﬁ PR LR o F R
_TJL& ff%%ﬁ,z’keﬁ%‘]‘%» i\‘}y—,/‘?ﬁ"?‘ O% ﬁi? /}‘:‘Elu\*é‘ﬁ‘#ﬁ’g?
( Canadia Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) - i %k Z-A K> 5%~ 8

FEE Liese- s Ez -
= ~ %% (Results)

(=) #%&- * AGC -~ IGPIP % % /1 Fig & %1 2 F2 58
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B 3.1 52008%1"30p3%2008&2"60p5iF2 AGC~IGPIP & &7 W
BERATERZRMCE2BATE 77 2023k 7 2 AR5 F ¥ 4 7 (Canadia
Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada ) > 3#Z 3 B3 58+ & 4 B B B
FRRFFELFEZ -

SRR FEARAE2 CHT o HY 28 30 FEAKS 105 C o AGC

N«
-

# IGPIP A /67 5 2 A WA BB 4 TR A T mn fEA &g

:‘“T

s A R AT A FRA G PAEALE -
(=) #%= 1AGC~IGPIP~IF 4 2 A FER S 2 B 5
B3252008% 47 60 1 2008%47 130 f %% AGC ~ IGPIP - IF = 48
TERALAFEASMEY > BR AL R AT B o ERE B A2
KRBT KRS T 40 GR 4T TP 4008 p = % ¢ = F R i 35°C
R R Rl N At UKERIE R )

B2 ke 40 6P \4*;-@“4” 81 2 %7 = 13:00 A% 5

-n\-

i
38°C ~39°C ~385°C » 4+ P AGC}?&'_)‘J{&W* EF R AR S 355°C 2365
‘C~36°C @ IGPIP & IF 2 4 8 ARl PRI SE AR A w5 28°C 229 °C229°C
3 275C~28C 28T o % 4pMNAGC A iR AX F BRPE < > ¥ f R
B AGC A FEARMAEB > IGPIP 2 IF A fEAJL - tgR F2 7-85C7H % -

47 10p ~47 11p ~47% 12p =% % 13:00 5 8% 3 205 C~21 C -
225°C o s pF2 A iR AR > AGC 5 20.5°C~21°C~23°C 5 IGPIP 5 20°C ~20 C »
22C;IF53205C 20C22C > = A2 A FERLEXH % (F32)-

AUt 0 F BB  AGCHIGPIP 2 IF = 7 v WA HAFERZ B it 7
AR % o

BEMOBRZHEPPAATERZRER 25T AGC 2 A FER D 1
Box et 40 79 56 (R32)AGCH p /i FEBiE S 395C  &ME 3 205

CrAFTERPRLEZIOC P SRR P IGPIP 2 IF & fi/d2 (IGPIP /i F &
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B 20T HHME205C AFERP R 5TS5CTIF A FEFE280C

BE215C AFRARP L 65C)0
(=) #%= ' AGC-IGPIP~IF L T A FRA R 2 B

B 3.3 52008 7% 20p 3 2008# 7" 27p 8% AGC~IGPIP~IF = #

RSN ZATRERARCE AR ATEe Y BRI ACE TS LR
AL ERHEH I EA P PR F R ES TP 203 T8 27T P LERER
PELRBETEACHL o

170 24P 4| P AGC - IGPIP~IF = 67 CHATERAS 2B
o7 24p = 6:00F 855265 C o 7:30 F 8 T4z 30 C 0 10:30 F iE
4218 40 C > 14:00 F R & 315 FR 465 O AGLE A R4 1 1= 5:30 AGC
2 A FR R S 426 °C 800 i ’?/E)ii"r’iu@ 30.°0.12:00 A frig AL 40 C
13:30 A FRAREFIBF 5425 C 5301GPIP7 R R S HK265 C >
8:30 /i FE & A 30 °C 14:00 f|ﬁg’f, )ii%i- 38OVC R BB P AFTRAL
AAziE 40 T+ = 5:00IF = /‘?m_fi,a&ﬁQJ ©8:30 4 HiR B T4ziE 30 C >
11:30 A FiE A28 40 C > 1330 AFRARET|EF 2 415 Cod p %7 o)
L3 F M IGPIP 2 4 TR A (7 » 24 p IGPIP 4 F & %+ AGC 4 C)
FARTIERTNELIF 2 A FEFiEAs 3240 Cut - Feb> 708 24p R
BP %112 IGPIP . (12°C) ~IF=tz (145°C) ~AGC %% (165°C)

IGPIP 2/ B8 B $aii » 2008 & 7 % 20 p X 2008 % 7 % 26 p P F 3 - %
# = IGPIP 4 iR R 40°C(7 7 250 ) 24 < $cIGPIP /1 g & # 40 C11 T o
@ AGC£1itith > A FEAPMERIGPIP % » 2 A FERP 42 > 754

A EAL T LEE
(2 ) 3%z : AGC~AGPIP~IGPIP 1§ £ /i g B %1 2 B

B 3.4 5 2008 & 8" 26 p % 2008 & 9 " 2 p % .£¥ AGC ~ AGPIP ~ IGPIP
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BT OHENZAFTREASCE BRAFTEEF 200E %P2 EREFEAN

Ji

¥ (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) - &2k Bht 5 %+ & F)
£ A g- HEPEE -

IGPIP 2. /i 8 & P 8§ AGC %2 AGPIP & f6&J2 4> ® IGPIP 2 4 Fif B #i
SARE R AR 0122008 2 87 29 p S 6| IGPIP ¥ P A FE B R 5 315
C o A M3 AGC (355°C) % AGPIP (36.0°C) & /2 » © IGPIP 4 g &
2 p it 5 55C»AGC 4 10.5°C » AGPIP % 11 °C -

pgd 2 (AGPIP) 2 /i R A X 3 4oiFH R AGC i > & & 4 TR R %6

frajugie > = pF > AGPIP A B A3 2 € 38 AGC -

z ~ 3t#% (Discussion )

wa ié%*%’$m£ﬁ’% 292 (IGPIP) 2 4 Jrif B M A i i ”

RN

@%L>ﬁi%ﬂ*?@a%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁiiﬂﬁ“§<@3z@3&§w4y
Martin % + (1999) **§ % @] # @ J‘% ;‘g*”"(AGC) 2 p T 2?2 (IGPIP) &
g2z AT RERER /E(F?S%E% 2L : Desierto Verde Wholesale Nursery in Tempe,
335N 112W,AZ) % BiA % T 29 2 (IGPIP) 2 /i Fil AP B i 1 57 v
AGCHI19C  *F a2 @ 1 FRARIF 40 CTHUT » L2 IEER S 1I0
AL G ot FERIREEP AR T RE L2 AFRER IGPIP 2 4R
B iiET > m AGC 217k Ris2 /\ﬁﬁ{rm_&%'ﬂ"h}; | 7] » 12 F gl /‘%’rm_fiiﬁxrﬁ
(16:00 & FH & > 4 FREAET M P50 C) > & iFHs L FF B IGPIP 2
PRI RME I ATER FER IR HAREREHERE S 27
X -

Martin % % (1999)i& - # # 3 AGC % IGPIP 4 B k& &t 1R R B & E(soil
moisture sensor) R4 F-kA 7 £ > -2 H-k$ 4] £-0.005 2 -0.010 Mpa (90
% FKB) kBB REEPBLK o BEET- P AGC & IGPIP &
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Fed® 2 %ok £ 2 IGPIP -k B> (v AGC » 409 ) - Cardoso % * (2005)
f1* AGC~IGPIP 4~ f& % £ 2 W PIZAFERZ KAz ER > B5i
7 IGPIP 2. /i g K& T 324 AGC % 10 °C » & IGPIP 2 -k & Z % & # AGC 10
oo AFPTHIE TR2Y 22 AFEARARK s VREEANT2Z ke zdad s 4
F-AHRBARAZE O VET IS FEREZHARS SN R
10 Ie ‘baiq}'%z » 1 IGPIP 2 /A BE B P %1 P A AGC i< (] 3.2; B 3.3; B 3.4)-
BHEEL20CHUTIGPIP 2 AGCH ¥ 2 A FREARRLT PRELE(RID)-
Young f= Bachman (1996) * £ & AGC % IGPIP & Fyo RS RAIFERR
2B 58 (# 5%+ 2k @ Carolina Nursery, Inc., Moncks Corner, SC) > % % 87 § # & "%
I-5C P AGC~IGPIP 2 A TR AA W Z-05C2 2TC #®P§FEFI K
2> IGPIP & & i fad4F - tp s i ’?*,_5’_)‘2 R MOR HHE RN B T o
A E R AT f R G A0 N IGRIP i 1 % SR
TR RT AR o b RRT el ?ﬁ
¥+ 2¢ 2 (AGPIP) & i_ﬁr%ﬁfi;iﬂ v"léi 3% ii-ﬁ:?"’r‘}ﬁfiiii% R FR AR
#2580 AGC #g 2 (B 3.4) mAg r'?SI 2 I_GPIIP London % % (1998) 2%~ 7 48
% 37 7 ¢ plE AGC ~ AGPIP 2 IGPIP % £33 g2 ¥+ 1 ’Fﬁm_fﬁf P (R
S ¥ 2L @ anursery in Moncks Corner, S.C. ) » & % dp 11 AGPIP 2 /i g B & AGC
AT o E A FE R sk 3 & o (e A Schluckebier - Martin(1997)c0#% 3 ¢ (8%
3 BL : Arizona State University Horticulture Resource Center in Tempe, 33.5N
112W) » AGPIP #p >t AGC /id2 > 5§ T B 3 OPEERE AR 2 ok i'k‘—f;,z E* 2
¢ A 2 (black polyethylene container ) i& {7 3#5% > § £ AGC /i g +v i 58°C >
@ AGPIP /i Jd® B 5 42 °C » 4% (1999) 4p 41 AGPIP F]7 ¢h 23 jits & 2 &t
MREORN TR SR BEI FRATY 0 T AR AR AGC M o MRSk
AGPIP 4 FiR B ¥ AGC #fi > 23 0 T P2 B & €% 3 AGC > 7 ap 2279k 2 &

T2 5d (thd ) E* 2 FERBLETHT M NS TR - HREKTITF



310 3R AGPIP tew A4 & b2 ot B o

RFTF2AFEARAESEEL T F R BT (B%R=) > TR RFS L
S? @2 EFERWNE N 2HEY Som A ARIMERL G AREY
Mo OB A E o LRI BB RIS JHRFERIF A FER S &E
FRZ BB R LI 40 T E R DL TR EE P E

%
Bo AR BF L B NAM2 #iE o

I=q

» %3 (Conclusions)

L FFEMF 2T 20 2 (IGPIP) 2 /1 FHR R P AR KT RAER > #id
kg

BRI 7% ?ﬁi%i?%mé_éxﬂ%é&% b At AV IEE R A o % g
FEE OC'JT’IGPIPV'*’@%ﬁE?"‘g‘(AGC)ﬁ 2ZAFERPRG PR
i3 - ) .ff:“ \

I?;n
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40

30

tempC

10

------- air temp
— AGC
— IGPIP

2008/01/30  2008/01/31 ~ 2008/02/01  2008/02/02

BER%RFFELH L2124 %ﬁ"‘; 3

2008/02/03 2008/02/04 2008/02/05 2008/02/06
Date
B 31 * @A B7% (AGC) 28T 29 2 ko (IGPIP) 2 4 iR A2 §
e b (R 4PER L 2008/01/30-2008/02/06 » 25k BL G S B 4 B # R

2

F

20%5 kT2 FAETE LA

Fig. 3.1. Container substrate temperature patterns in the center of containers above

ground (AGC) or placed in ground pot-in-pot (IGPIP) during January 30 to February

6, 2008.
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—— AGC
45 7 — IGPIP
—F

—-—-- airtemp

15 +

10

T T T T T T
2008/4/6 2008/4/7 2008/4/8 2008/4/9 2008/4/10 2008/4/11 2008/4/12 2008/4/13

Date

B 32 % 5@%% BT v (AGO) 282 % (IGPIP)Z 0 B £33 (IF)2 4
BB R &8 (PR 5 2008/04/06-2008/04/13 » # Sk BL L AR KK
FToRRE R BRATLIREG )

Fig. 3.2. Substrate temperature patterns of traditional above-ground -container
production method (AGC) , in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP) , and in-field
production method (IF) during April 6 to 13, 2008.
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45 -
1
1
n
" M
40 - Wi Il
I | I |,
| | ¥
i I /) M
3 ' /\ LT
Wl N
' IR\
30 \. v ‘ h\Y
U \\\ '\.L f '\ \‘\\‘
Q_ n - A\ a N
E \‘\\\\ / = E“ “' 4
QD 25 4
20
15 .
——— airtemp
—— AGC
—— IGPIP
10 .
In-Field
T T T T T T

2008/07/20  2008/07/21 2008/07/22 ~ 2008/07/23  2008/07/24  2008/07/25  2008/07/26 ~ 2008/07/27

Date

Bl 33 RFBRFETE(AGO) ~+» T 2¢ 2 L S(IGPIP)2 v B £33 (IF)2 A B
BRE R &8 (&R S 2008/07/20 2 2008/07/27 - @k B 5 S~ B 4
BARR R RS LA AR AT 1)

Fig. 3.3. Soil temperature patterns of traditional above-ground container production
method( AGC ), in-ground pot-in-pot system( IGPIP ), and in-field production method

(IF) during July 20 to July 27, 2008.
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Temp (C)

45 -

40

20 -+

15

10

------ air temp
— AGC
— AGPIP
— IGPIP

T T T T T

2008/8/26 ~ 2008/8/27  2008/8/28  2008/8/29  2008/8/30  2008/8/31

Date

@34 1TE@%E BTy (AGC)as b a® R & (AGPIP)

r

T

2008/9/1 2008/9/2

i 2 2 2,
2T o2 2k

(IGPIP) GFR RS TR B (BT 5 2008/08/26-2008/09/02 0 35k
B A FRET A B IERP O ERAT T 20%EKE

~/ﬁ"€z}1\rﬁ3 %‘r)

Fig. 3.4. Substrate temperature patterns of traditional above-ground -container
production method( AGC ), above-ground pot-in-pot system( AGPIP ), and in-ground

pot-in-pot system (IGPIP) during August 26 to September 2, 2008.
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Chapter 4. Effects of In-Ground Pot-In-Pot System on Growth and Spectral

Reflectance in Three Bedding Plants

it & (Abstract)

K

BT 2Y 275 5 #;Y (in-ground pot-in-pot system, IGPIP) % & v B £ 12
(in-field production method, IF ) #7 & ¥t % ® 5 3~ (traditional above-ground container
production method, AGC )z B> 3T & & % ] b8 B 1L i# - & 325 2 3g %5 1 ( Celosia
argentea var. plumosa ) ~ % & % ( Exacﬁm affine ) ~ = % f 3 ¥ ( Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympla ) =3 ﬁ FLS A B 2007 # 2 2008 & § £
7 7T w5~ (AGC ~ AGPIP - IGPIP )**?‘HE FoA 4 R m2 BB % 5~ IGPIP

?K¥ﬁ$ﬁ%f~£¥4ﬁw$ﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬁ~Wﬁ‘%i%%ﬁiiﬁ%ﬁ
'l | b

—

T BT A TR IGPIR R iz A gk L v EH  FILER A
ZACIT® @ I P AGC 2 AGPIP & 2 3 -

BoKEET 0 T AGC -~ AGPIP & £J® » IGPIP £ 462 HHES 2244 &

%

2 Fv/Fm g » 7 ERRM - BB BT o i @ RERTHe FREEE Y
Fopkdz 288 S5 87 AGCEE 2 e % (720 nm-690 nm) ~ =k
% (660 nm-630 nm ) % % & % (600 nm-520 nm ) 2_ & &+ 5 P &7 % >t AGPIP ¥ IGPIP
B fBAJE 5 T R34 5 860 nm ~ 840 nm ~ 780 nm = A & 2 & 5 2 IGPIP £
B2 £tk F ~AGPIP =< 2. ~AGC # ™ - {5 4 3 #c(vegetation index, VI)™ & - IGPIP
#2248 4k PRI (photochemical reflectance index) ~ NDVI (normalized difference
vegetation index) ~ SR (simple ratio vegetation index) ~ CHL (chlorophyll index) 5 F* &g

%3 AGC g2 - IGPIP {52 et & b iE » 87T v A X FERY B4 -
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- ~ %% (Introduction )

PRI ESNT A ST 2 ¢ 2 (in-ground pot-in-pot system, IGPIP ) £ -

iy

+ 2 ¢ 2 (above-ground pot-in-pot system, AGPIP) = f& > & * 2. P 5 ®F L[5 £
ESRE ERBEBAFERES - # 7 2¢ 2 (IGPIP) Fi# * »c g ik » T8
# R b E i (Zhuetal, 2005)

IGPIP #-p jZ#i+ e17%h 2 (a holder ~ socket pot) & pF ¥ 3z £¢ 2% 5
NG 23emc XA A2 BE AR 2)EA 2P 0 BT RN T
2 B2 QR BT RGNS > L BEA BT v kR &2
e Jﬁ" £1:¢ { % ' (Parkerson, 1990 ) °
e d s oy AL A EA BT T

EENCER- LA RS VT N ALt

F:
éﬂ@%@ﬁ**%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁ‘@tl%w o @ B RERY P

AEMERER G2 P AL G HORRE T PRE S HEFER G R

| i |
SBEERET A AN BN B A W g ER LY (e ¥
A

|

£, 1998) \h v

% ® 5w (traditional above-ground c;)ntainer production method, AGC ) #p 43t
o 432 (In-field production method, IF) » & 5 ™~ T B @ . Flfr F# > &
PEHEE L S2HEBREAR - RERB 3T XPREABEET T HEE T
R A B REA A ISHBERFT ZEROR AR ZE O ERT X &)
TRE & EFE > SREFEIA ;ST ABELEDFEFE RGP EE L F R
To LA FTREREE LTI HORE?Y FLER ANTFTELPH  BFLZAF
BREHESF 2 EA2 2 LR (5%,2004) -

2T 29 2 (IGPIP) #4c4 A2 Z Bw AR 2)%r b 29 » @ o

iy
-
¥

F_\.
(¥

Vg
F_L

A M- TR AL ERAMBLATEAP RN RIET > VR EIUR

FIZVRE 2 AFRF 2 AT ks 2 A fEpiiE2 2 £ 2R o

Martin % % (1999) * % £ % #25 BT 4 (AGC) 2 # 7 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP)
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B AT w2 A TR R %1 R (8% 2R Desierto Verde Wholesale Nursery in
Tempe, 33.5N 112W, AZ) » &% Bm 4 = 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) 2 & {8 & P BE#c IS »
IFFWAGCHIOC  »"FE ERAFTEARAFFALAOCH T »#FL I EERH
PR AL G T opteh o fegRIZap AR~ RI2 4 L2 4 FRAIGPIP 2
MAFTRERIEZL H AGC 2P 2 kR MFRARE I > 11E RIATE
A (1600 6 FHE » 4 FFEARTEMA 50 C)» & lc¥ins L EF @ o IGPIP
FEF A p RN Y SRR AFRAE > RS EE FARERSHHERE S

.

Z_ RS

N

Martin % % (1999)i& - # # 7 AGC % IGPIP 4 B -k & it 12 2 3R & 35(soil
moisture sensor) B A kA 7 £ o -2 -k Fr 4] £-0.005 £ -0.010 Mpa (90
% FokE) FokEEN REEP e S 3aF S - R AGC # IGPIP A
BT v Bt 2 Bk v IGPIPG R £t AGC > 409 = Cardoso % ~ (2005) *
AGC~IGPIP #4¢ = f6 % # 3 %7 § ﬁ;&fp@‘m&a K g B %% A7 IGPIP

2. 4 R RT3 AGC i 10 X l,E] IGPIP L K \}i\:‘%;_mAGC i 109 o # 4
F%ﬁﬁ%Tﬁﬂﬁiﬁgﬁaﬁﬁ\G?$ B SRR o T e - iR
Bk A R REIEZ B R

R 2327 %% > 52 F3EPF > IGPIP 2 /1 TR R P B ILE §4E
Lo g tFFFEEL20CHTIGPIP 82 AGC A 2 i iR AR PH LR

AR VT B s v TR FE S B 4 wPr 2007 £ 2 2008 E §
FieFEP% o BES T2Y 2 (IGPIP) A o#2 §FBERT » ¥ X2 7 4

4
Bz B %‘S 0
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- ~ #4383 2 (Materials and Methods )

(- ) AGC ~ AGPIP ~ IGPIP 33 ft 154 7 4 2 §4 58

D

FREBAL R RKFI R KR TR A I RBEFTE AT
(Celosia argentea var. plumosa) > > 2007 # 77 30 p 231612 - 2§
13 T PR AT AES ARG B 02007 £ 87 6 p BAriEiTidA
FBT% (AGC)~# 1+ 27 2 (AGPIP) 2 # * 27 2 (IGPIP) = &7
W% o M PEY R 15cm o RARY LG BL

g2 2 (IGPIP) £ %% 5 250 cm x 200 cm x 50 cm 2- * 3] £ 43 » &
PR WITT ONB O B20B 6532 () mAAEY s BHRE NG
dom > BAEIREF T2 6 AER FRED 2R AN 2 2R RY LI L
PR (Bl41) - #12d 2 (AGPIP) 65% (b)) Bl e b oo &
oA R R T R 6 %r\ PRB T U2 WAPN 2R
i

B LR B FTH (AGE) 6%.*9%« b¥ e Lo Eie g

£E o

WA 2007 £ 097 07 PRk F R Ek 1225 T3 2% X
AT R Bt SRR KRR ORRE T FBASL20 EA - FEAF L - 2 o
HEHREBALCHEPF A EAPAD AP I NEL CRHEL CCAFE O RBRFE > T0TCHE

P Wi B BB PR R AT -
(=) AGC ~ IGPIP % ¥ %4 7 £ 2 1

SRR 5 2007 # 77 05 p iR p B L fi#fE e 2 @ (ASUSA SPIKE SEEDS,

INC.) 2 % % %% & (Exacum affine) 288 2 x4 9 2 % » %+ 2007 £ 7 * 14 p

HBRI3FIVBEHL2IBRLEFBATETY (AGC) 5+ T 2¢ 2 (IGPIP)
AT VRN ER MR Som BEATEET 20%EKFLAMEFEN

# (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) - 2E3KiE % & 5092 &
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P o

2T a2d 2 (IGPIP) : £ %% 2 60cmx40cmx30cm 2 9 8% 2 4
FFIRAE N ZF 20%E K F 2 REBEMEE ¥ 4 F (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P,
Fafard, Agawam, Canada) = 9 A% o %6 B 3~ > 232 8t 2 (b2 )mr A F¥ >
FHBEI I e 1S5 emo Bk PHEEIT2 3T 2P 2%E 220 o @R
MR RESHEERE B v (AGC) 32,2 28 &3l &
B LG EmiEchEY o

HBW R 23 k- %o T 10 RiefF- £ W 0 %00 200 ppm N 2
20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;3 4:& 2z = 2 % 1 ( Peter’s 20-20-20, The Scotts Co., Marysville,
Ohio, USA) » ¥k Bt S+ 54 R E Rk B £ 3% FIEL 5 & 52
22 EA o FEE- 2 o ke a0 B (2007 £ 00 14 ) SEHE 6
LA A AR - R @ E o I LR] %k & (Spectrophotometer,
CM-2600d, KONICA MINOLTA sensmg-"in-c Japan) REHE TR RE
o RREFHEN LT AR AR ;;LsérsrB ﬁPE 8210 p 2107 107 (n=12) -
S5 2007 # 10 7 14 P i e R d ST BE R 6 £ B ABKE  FE
AL S REE R EY T R e BFE > TOCHAN o Bar- BHE

A

Be ) fRBe R N2 R4

P

\8\'!\"
W
(\x.
b
\_
jmr

=% 4% Chang v Yu (2001 ) #-F P igfefiz R &4 5 T &

(=]

B @At L m e G 1A T 2 e B E G A 1/4-1/253 B —
FetEER 120 S4s—FrERe gt EPHT R (%) = {[(NIxD+
(N2x2) 4 (N3x3) 4 (N4x4)]/(NO+N1+N2+N3+N4) } x100% - # # NO, NI, N2, N3

2N ABRd 0% 1% 25 35 45BT Rz £
(=) AGC ~ IGPIP = F fja £ 4 7 £ 32§28

SRR 5 2007 & 8 1 05 p 3Tpp B L4785 2 @ (ASUSA SPIKE SEEDS,

INC.) 2.2 Z #;3 % (Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia Red’) 288
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RREF 4520200787 11pt2ils5+2 cEA 2 RF R
PERBRIFELFEZY EFERBR P2 BATE757 2002 %P2 EREF ¥
A & (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) - %338 B 2830 £ &
7592 g 22007 # 8 P 24 P22 41 2P Biem @AY BTy (AGC)
Z2p T2 2 (IGPIP) » 1% »Fe 8 105 cm £ 82155 27 20%
ERE2ZEMER ¥ A (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) -
2B B 50902 B g o

2T a2d 2 (IGPIP) : £ %% 2 60cmx40cm*x30cm 2 9 8% 2 4
FFFOEE N FF 20%E %K F 2 REBERERF ¥4 F (Canadia Growing Mix 1-P,
Fafard, Agawam, Canada) % 9 A% - -4 B 4512 (*h2) B> AFP > f%

ZNA e 2emo M fEr T A FE2 04 AP 2B D2 WAR 2 AR

B R 02 BRHAAGQ) (AT AT LA KL ] mi
hEE .: I-*""H '.:
M

R 2007 £ 10 7 1p ;—a‘\ r.|g$,é§'gp ﬁ;& 9 :a Hok- %> T 10 % 27—
=x 25 5% 5 %5 12 200 ppm N 2- 20.0N-8:8P=16.6K:¥ /% iR 2T > 57 kL Peter’s 20-20-20,
The Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA ) -~ 32k 85 FIE LA HF 3 > * a2 5 8
T FEHL- 2 RHRYTEREF 6T ALV AP Tk DX 8K
T RBREREAARB R B L B BEFE O~ TOCE#HPN

Wir- B BAlfEBoe 302 50

(w ) #-Ki#B$12 AGC~ AGPIP 2 IGPIP {52 » T f s %4 7 L2 LHF

5 5K
U

zZ_

a%w

énhn

SRtk 5 2008 # 77 25 p THLp B L fi#faw 2 @ (ASUSA SPIKE SEEDS,
INC.) 2w % #¢/% % ‘Super Olympia White’ 288 t2 X %% 4 3 » * 2008 & 8 * 3
PAEL S5 H27  BBATEZZTF 200E% -2 AREF ¥4 % (Canadia
Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada ) > »* 2008 & 8 * 5 p &£ {7 % - X% % »
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% 12 200 ppm N 2. 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;% {4 sz % > % L (Peter’s 20-20-20, The
Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) » £33 84 S < FHEF (T gpad
BEIE E > = XA 9% 50-100 pmol-m™s” PPF (photosynthetic photon flux)

2008 & 8 7 12 p R tkAt S A EFEAF LTS E- R T F A
eFBar BTy (AGC)~ ¥ 1+ 27 2 (AGPIP) % # 2 (IGPIP) = #&
Tow R LMY R 6em ERERR 5092 BIERE -

BT 2P 2 k3 (IGPIP) & %% 5 60 cm x40 cm x 30 cm 2. % ¥ & i % 12
2 RFRFAETZTF 20%EREZREBEMERE ¥ 4 F (Canadia Growing Mix

1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada) & 9 &% « #-3 B 55~ 2 (*h2) @ r A F? »if

BENEH 2omo M fEw TRGEE LS S 2P 2RF IR o WAPN 2 2B
Eﬁiﬁil‘%%ﬁﬁ—éﬁﬁﬁi&"}.*(AGPIP).'i.'S.Sﬂ" (P2 ) B4y R E L
AR AR o P e BRGE 525 *P\ SREL R WA 2 2RE
B LR B} (AGG;?W,? s—f»ﬁ Sl AEEDL G I

2008 & 8 ' 12 p 3 2008 & 8 1430 N ‘,é‘%;ﬁﬂf”“ FEFR F sk 2E e 5 &) 34

PO -

T Ek- X380 19p %2 87 30 p 352 200 ppm N 2. 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ %
Mg sz > 95l (Peter’s 20-20-20, The Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) - 2008
8731 P13 2008E 9% 17p B ok LBREKPEFS T oS Hr 54
AEA T AIRE CREE B2 B 2008 & 97 18 p £ATE F ok 0 #2008
£9127pBd .
REDTRE MM >ERE 2L FS 3y LE - Fo 3w £ %

SiE® L ILE KWF MR TN RBSEARE (97 27 p) BAKE R b

l-r-

MELE L > RSE > TOCTER P > Biz- EPH > Dby PR E

2 E o

LES % ¥ % Ep e
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2008# 8% 270 (i Kpd@w ) 22008#9% 17p (efkI18=% K-k ) + =11:
00> = 45— W@ 2B F > MV N ESF ¥ LR K (Mini-PAM, Walz Gmbh,
Effeltrich, Germany ) % = & & 665 nmz_ Bl & =k » Pl 2@ 3 it s & | ¥ L E
(minimum fluorescence, Fo) ~ &+ % % i& (maximal fluorescence, Fm) ~ PSII & =+

£ + A& it (excitation transfer efficiency, Fv/Fm) - %gfs 4 k>R Bk ™ £
%4 2000 umolm™s™ 2_ & 43 & 5 jp| B £ £ 3 & ¥ (quantum yield of photochemistry,
OpsIl) ~ k& it & &8 % i (photochemical quenching, Qp) % 25k it & 58 % #ic
(non-photochemical quenching, Qn) - # k|2 - *RIZ 2 ERE » 5 %= Fle ¥
FopETmnAf*r L 2 B EXINELLER2ZPRF > FF R ER B
AN P o5 V304 48 0 B Ikl E AP LA RIAGE T
%% ¥ %P LGk BEMAIR - £8P 2Fos Fm2 Fv/Fm o> #2581 4 1
Pk ok 6 90 B Ops Tl YQpaQn o R ¥ R AT 2 R0 4
B ooF - RILEIIRORT B jﬁ%i#}? :
2. %23 @ (CMR, SPAD 50.2'-Vall..|le) 1.

20085071 47 ({54557 A i K)m2008% 00 17p (k182 Ak) ¥

% % 3+ (SPAD-502, Minolta Camera Co., Tokyo)R| £ k| > ERE(HEZ %=

F)2E&FFHE > Ae BREFTHEAL » EHF 1% £ 2 $650 nm

2940 nma A E e F L B GEELE TR o F - TN ROoRA A 0 =
RiE- 45 o
3.E R

2008# 8% 20p (i KEd®w ) %2 2008& 9% 17p (k18X K& k) ¢ =13:00
TS - W R R F 2 2ot R R R (Precision Infrared Thermometer, 572, Fluke
co, USA) BIEMZ2ERE (95523 PE)2ZEPER > FFFELY A
385C238C B FRKRIIEE S £ 5 15em> ~» 4= BRI EFTIHE N £ o
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F - IR PRORIA A 0 R G - A -
4.% & e L

2008 # 9 % 10 p (11 % Ri&-k) % 2008 & 9 % 27 p (€314 -KIRE)
4= 10:30-12:00 2 ¥ A 38k & iF* pl 2 ik (LI-6400 portable photosynthesis

system, LI-COR, Lincoln, Nebraska ) ** = 45— # i » B2 RIEM 2 2ERE (9

~F

SEZTE PE) L ERA TS o THF KL (T PRKRE Y D AK 304

48 0 2 (ST Rt R g AT (IRGA) FRZ BRI E - T 4% 74750
A 1 &k (6400-02 LED light source ) & {73k 2008 &# 9 7 10 p ¥ 4754 4 1 3k
K TR R E S 670 nm o k35 & 5 100 pmolm™sT » CO, k& £ 4] & 350
umol'm?s™ > i % %5 500 pmolmi%s” i YIBA X L 25C 0 T F s

KI5 022008 # 9 % 27 pF 4784 1 %iﬁﬂi’iiﬁ'lﬁfﬁ;‘pi% 5 670nm> X B R 5

=

sowmﬁm%ﬁ,COﬂ%&ﬁﬁd&3mg@§ﬁﬁglwﬁ@aﬁ:;ﬂmwmﬂmlﬁyg

VAR S 22°C 2 T el s 0 Bl 3 ke b 0 5 -
¥ | \L/ ¢
i ’%6?_?;":

WPlEA x> & - BIEE

ETIS

~ £
5.8 8 kR 6

2008#9% 17p (18=% R if&-k) 14 fe i f# ~ & (integrating sphere) £ ©* 2_Hitachi
U-3010 sk 3% ik (spectrophotometer) i& {7 3£ 5 & 556 25| %o k¥ F 4 & F 5 600
nm/min > & £ Fl p 3001900 nm > K3 fE45 4 5 1 nm o B LPF R G HF S S
THL o EFRITF HEFEFNERF LRSS AL FRHFLESF B EH
S0 R Sg a2 e KRS 2 T A M2 482 Jpdiche™ : (Field etal,
1994; Gamon and Surfus, 1999; Gémez-Casero et al., 2007; Pefniuelas et al., 1993a,
1993b, 1995; Pefiuelas and Filella, 1998; Serrano et al., 2000 )

PRI ( photochemical reflectance index ) = (Rs31 —Rs70)/(Rs31+ Rs7)

NDVI ( normalized difference Vegetation index ) =(Rgoo— R660)/ (Rsoo+ Reso)
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SR (simple ratio vegetation index ) =Rgoo/Res0
CHL ( Chlorophyll index ) =(R750—R705)/(R750+ R705)

A R W R 2 33 (Complete randomized design, CRD) ° 35 % %
v % > & 45 (Analysis of variance, ANOVA ) ip|sk B &g F |+ > & Bg ¥ £ & (Least
significant difference, LSD) 4~ 472/ 5 A4 ¥ £ 2 (P=0,05) - Wil &

COSTAT 6.2 ( CoHort Software, Monterry, CA, USA) > g Bl #c 48 2 Ap BE 124 47 R *

SigmaPlot 8.0 ( SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA)
= ~ %% (Results)

(= ) AGC ~ AGPIP - IGPIP #}33 kg5 d i £ M2 F 5

2007 # 8% 6p 3 2007&9’37511“@,«% i (AGC) ¥ F 2¥¢ 2
(AGPIP) 3 ¥ * 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) #:f_ﬁ- RN R 0 £ 4] BT
IGPIP £ 452 fi+h4 £ £ zaﬁ;s*m |AGE? AGPIP #£.2 o BB i E

Wig#H L2 CRicHEL TP ?‘%F!ﬁ?v»r? °'

(=) AGC ~ IGPIP %% = ¥ 4 7 4 2§ 4§

H

2007 & 7% 14 p 32007 # 10 % 14p@&* B33 BTy (AGC) % 3 7 2
2 (IGPIP) A 7 o iR FH 2 5" FHREF 2B EF (97 14p)
MAEERZ A T AT L 4287 IGPIP 122 {E ik B B ~ R R~ ¥ T 5
EREN0E/mE) F oy P RES 0 2R BFLE -

ZdfEthp 82 10p 32 102 10 p 2 B EHA(n=12)  W42% 78" 15p
IGPIP 445 2 % 5 X B 4B 12> 2 AGC #4452 fithE 3 8 % 29 p 4 3 ¥ - 4 fo
B ERTEAFEOIGPIP £ 2 ¥ X 343 107 10 p 2 34785 416 4
BB AGC £4325 2. 346 4 o

WESE AP (2007 & 10 7 14 p ) A Atk &R0 IGPIP #4332 {8 thk
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BRB SRR I Mg EE R E PP EB Y AGC 212 (£ 43)-

RHLL T AREF R ERERRAHE ST T 0ESF 0 T ER T
PR G IGPIP £ 2 K5 EP G2 R 2 11.11% » P A 143> AGC £438 2 5+

(E¥ 5 2R 5 28.12%) -
(=) AGC~IGPIP ¥w Ffa 2 ¥ £ 2

B 5
2R

2007 # 8 * 24 p 3 2007 & 10 * 01 p & * @iy

B35 (AGC) 2 ¥ 7 2
® 2 (IGPIP) @ &7 %

N fEfE e & A4 % ‘Super Olympia Red’ » % 4.4 & 7 12
IGPIP £t 2 tth+ £ £ P ATA 011 AGC R 452 54k » HIkH ~ 4

REE E P ERE o AR 54 0 IGPIP £ 22

11\14

Ro it & ~

T LITF 2 575 iR

’f’viﬁﬁﬁﬁ@LMK%HEiﬁ%*S%’iwu%&wAGC%ﬁ k" 6
EQ \

(m) #-kiF 51 AGC AGPIPBi liéPH’ iawfg
Tz B 58 . |

B P |I II!-

T EAGAEEL T ARE KFF

2008 £ 8 7 12 p 3 2008 £ 9.3 27°p gy BT w (AGC)~ H + 2 ¢
2 (AGPIP) 2 ¥ = 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) = #&7 ¥ #5X fi&w % # % % ‘Super Olympia
White’ » 33+ 2008 £ 8 % 31 p X 2008 £ 9 % 17 p .t -k it kP F A

T e ARG EL T AR RS B2 B 2008 90 18 p EATE F XL

Koo BB 2008 £ 9 0 27 p A o

FREF R T AR ERES SRTZBE (£45) AR EafR

AR SRR S PIRT | AT SUg P
%3 > Fv/Fm &4 % % 0.80 ~ 0.81 ~ 0.81 % &k #-k

T > AGC ~ AGPIP % IGPIP = #& 7% 15 RFE

18 = » {g k2 Fv/Fm &f

BT "% > AGC~AGPIP 2 IGPIP = &% w #i;V k2. Fv/Fm &4 %] % 0.69~0.71 »
0.73 o 4 ki % € #3% Fv/Fm @7 "% > & IGPIP £ 4 2 1 $x4p #>* AGC ~ AGPIP
BREAIL 0 hdko kPG RF HFV/Fm E o iAo kE 18 X > L RHE W hE S E
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% %3 > IGPIP ##2 2_ {8tk Fm ~ Qp ~ Opsp#e AGC ~ AGPIP #4322 8tk % > @ Qn
BRI P BRI o

4B 3 AGC~AGPIP 2 IGPIP = A7 o - HE S F 7 B2 B ( £ 4.6)-
9% 4p (igabix-k52) plE2ELEHE > AGC~ AGPIP ~ IGPIP = &% w~
RN A B 5 29.64 2825429020 AJER LG REFAR 090 17 p g RS

Bt E-R18%) L Bp B2 %3218 & > AGC~ AGPIP -~ IGPIP

ST AR A B A 1883519222199 iR A T 0§ HEBRAST KT R

Pro EE R E P REE L @ AR BT P o IGPIP 4832 2 48 HhAp # AGC -
AGPIP & fAJL » § B chESHF 3 © o

? % AGC~AGPIP 2 IGPIP = f6 % s " ER2 B8 (£ 46) -8 20
P o13:00 B2 FiE (2 FFAGE F iR RgLo 7 i 5.38.5°C) > AGC~AGPIP = IGPIP
ST WHS R EE ARG 3564C 3558 T235.02C fo-Fily ¥ L
B o9 17 p 13:00 ¥ f6tRES T Lﬁmﬁ(@w 18 % ) F RBIEEER (&
P F 8 38°C) - IGPIP i\i‘;;fa ﬁ\g'am 3995 4G 2 F’g%p. %+ AGC (41.07°C) 2
AGPIP (41.16) & f&/AJE o F A58 T ;g,‘;fgfk TR B EEPER
R LR EER 0 b s Aok R B PR T > AGC ~ AGPIP 2 IGPIP = 67 % HE
FHERLFEFRE Ly ikt kid s o IGPIP £33 2 Eikip ST H B A
AT > EIR R

91 10 p (@ i-k 11 %5 kR% %5 100 pmolm™s™)# & AGC~ AGPIP ~
IGPIP = &7 & H N st th £ & 7% 22 B8 (£ 47) » %% &7 IGPIP £ &
ZHHREERE I sxF BB o2 FIVER 2 FATIEY & 5% P A F > AGC~AGPIP
BAEAIE 090 27 P EATHEOKES (RARX TS S0umolm™sT) o L AR B R
k&ir* L3 (£ 48) > IGPIP £ 2 fafhiE -k & F% »zF & F -~ AGPIP L 2 ~
AGC P =tz 5 o dV SR & F40i® ¥ i % > IGPIP £33 2 5tk f Y ¥ A 2 FHL

% @ 5 7B > AGC~AGPIP L PRl g% £ 8 -
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WEREAME (97 279 ) »# & AGC~AGPIP -~ IGPIP = &7 w ' $te %
Aia g R B (£ 49) 5 5T IGPIP £33 2 fEHRIg R ~ # ¢ NG
T Rig#HEE S PR B AGC~ AGPIP & #8432 ; ¥ * » AGC ~ AGPIP & 87 %
BN R g g H 2 e R R TR EF AR -

200891 17p (faak B-k18% ) M AkHERAITH b 7 o N HIEHRE S F &
k2 B (210 nm i B (FRut 4 49, 814.3; £4.10; fiékl) o AGCH 8 2 5
Al HE (720nm-690nm) ~ =%k % (660 nm-630nm) % %k % (600 nm-520
nm) 2 5 55 @ & § > AGPIP% IGPIPA f8/&J2 5 1T i ¢h k304 » IGPIPR {E2 =
F AR E Ttk BB 2 F B3 > 860 nm ~ 840 nm ~ 780 nm = & £ & 5 P AR ;
490 nm-310 nm % 197 & £ 2 & 54 5 AGC>AGPIP~IGPIP= A 2 Wil B ¥ L 8 -

182 45 #c(vegetation index, V) 7 {E4% BE ;‘g Ptz BT g - B HEELT
U S T IS e ,Q ; fvn#wrt et ETRBE Z B2 kg

BELR o A&7 % PRI-SR - NDV:P;'K CHL rfae 2 dp i B fRE Aw A
SRR 2t B o £ 4.11 AR 1GPIP ;tw—;u;a:f%PRI B AR Y AGC A2
SR ~ NDVI 2 CHL = {& 4 45 #icfe. AGPIP,~ IGPIPM%@WF'MF& A3y

BB+ AGC AT -
2z ~ 31#%,; (Discussion)

T AGC @ % IGPIP R RF B FRF I E~ (241 K5 %

(43) 2w ZABE (£ 44; 4 49) 2}

1%

JN
s
‘a~
|
7‘

nd E§ o P REBRBERELAR
PO ER S (B 42) THRSE (£ 44) PR EERE (£ 41:42)0
¥ AGC £33z v FH 5 £k & i ;
IGPIP g2 (4% 4.7, # 4.8)

Ruter (1997; 1998) 2 AGC~IGPIP & &7 u -3¢ $* 42 eF # 7= ( Prunusxincamp
‘Okame’ ) 22 ##4 (Betula nigra) > & % %1 IGPIP ££{52 {8tk + 3Gz € ~ ¥ig
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9w PR3 AGC J2 - Martin ¥ 4 (1999) f1* £ & g (Acaciasmallii L.) i&
7 AGC ~IGPIP = f& 5 w #5385 > 2 ¢ 2 IGPIP £4e 2 fe thth B B ~ [Tl
Ao B FIRE PRegs € Y P BB Y AGC k2 0 11 IGPIP~AGC ££442 2 4 E(Canna
flaccida) ~ & & (lrisversicolor ) ~ %< & (Juncuseffusus) % = fa{8 4 > b # f
B d £ AR2ZBE B5HT IGPIP #1452 2 A EA BT RBRE I
285 F kR IGPIP £ tﬁ_iﬂz AP B 3 Y AGC B2 (Merritt et al., 1996 ) »

% g T 2d 2 (IGPIP) ¥ AF ¥ 4% B futhds Ptz 4 £ § » b &7 IGPIP

ZAFRARARMY BB M VRO RERHARE: BEFRS2Z ATk

I

(ﬁiﬁii)eﬁ&PX@;JGM’ AFIR R P R AGC 1> ¥ ¥ RFRE
Z AR TR FERERZIEE R 22 2 TR E (Martin et al., 1999;
Cardoso et al., 2005 ) - 5 & (FFF > LRI IGPIP P22 A KRB 0 2 RiE(T
ERORF R A RT S AR r—pi *MH’" 2

FHEREHFN LR B '-’FT*’T* o fUl R hF Mg RPFE
| |'E :

Kerridge, 1967) » :2 % 4 3§ B A2 z,; o tade é“ii £ e

Martin (1990) 45 1§ EACE 40 C > T EHe A2 L 20 1 302 £ g 3
BEAEL o O IGPIP 2 A FEAT g £AF 40T T (H 3.2
W 3.3; B 3.4) ° Yeager %+ (1991) 1228 °C ~34°C% 40 C= VR AL *
(llex crenata Thunb. ‘Rotundifolia’) » 40°C A2 2 {1930 & % b F MG £ PP BE iR

M PREEATE LA 5 422 W)

T\4

Reng RARad FEprT % o F 2L 40CHF 0 4R
12 (Fouquieria aplenden ) & fic(Rose spp. )13 4 & R %% ¥ 32 2 4 5+ = 1 % (Wang
etal, 1971)e& % 6 ] FF @ 7 & #p 11 F 2 8 40 °C sJZ 4 fF ( Pittosporumtobira )
i > k2B F 34 £ &5 (Johnson and Ingram, 1984 ) -

L F B EPE BN i P AR 0 1245 Wang % ¢ (1998) 2 sk

E% T ERMawERE FREMNS EF 10-209 © Foster & 4 (1991):d § - i¥ »
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a2 A 28C~32C36C~40C2 4 Fad2fE * + (llexcrenata
‘Rotundifolia’) > S % T F 2 BEHF > I wfiv® @ 5 A o ¥4
35°CHF > R ek g KR E R AT 25°C 0 R pEY ke (TR R 3§ d 30
PR E A s (FF A R4 > A {Tmie B 2 me d FRE R o AR R
PERABACEF i S o drd R A ¥ 2 LT ERIT I AP R P2 # i
LA o e Ao F 7 EF Y (Duand Tachibana., 1994) -
WRONTERERFRFERLBITLR > ¥F (Fragaria xananassa) !4

11C~17C~23C~29C ~35CI AHERIZ

B35S CHERIZT » fEtaf 3t
ERZ ZHEP RPN F2Repd R PP ¥ Bz S5 8E"
(Biela et al., 1998) o 5 LB (T B B T A HR > P KA T% > £ 4 %
(Antirrhinum majus ‘Rochet Rose’) ~ £ ¥ i (Calendula officinalis) ~ 2t g ih i
(Impatienswallerana) -~ & &gi (Mlmulusxhybrldus) 22§ & (Toreniafournieri)
WRE32TC L CE ER Y o 20?(’Warner and Erwin, 2005)- ¥ B 3 J§ € uf
ik % 7 (Bielaetal, 1999) :,i\lfﬁ 5 ;f/'t'iﬁ’ﬁ)?? ?Ei&@ EFFNBE32C2T
o p #kfiz 20 CJ . (Warner and-Erwin; 2005). » ?’f i< ‘Bright Golden Anne’ 3|7 %
BRI ERD 20 CH#F 5 30°CH 34 (Karlsson et al., 1989) -
45 Ruter (1995) %= 3 - IGPIP#* £ 2. Magnolia grandiflora ‘St. Mary’ /% & &
T% @ 52 F 3V ¥R 3 AGCRJIZ - Ramcharan® 4 (1991) # 428 C ~33 C ~
38°C 43 Ce 2 E¥ 4 E (Musaspp. (AAA) ‘Grande Naine’) = § g fe it i#
FLPE SRR C AT k- § AR i F A 2 R28C-33C
BUE & A Bk L (F% 287 o Stafne® < (2001) 2 £20°C ~25°C ~30°C ~35C
r & 3 ) ¥ RubusidaeusL.‘Reveille’k & (% 2 2 B> S5 ¥T35C3H 2 &
ERF MR ZREF G FIVERZ Figi®* @ 5 °Nada & 4 (2003)
VP AT AR IR 38 TR R0 Cridds k> BHUER A E R 23 %

PEABAZEHL B ERFIVERZ - F PRI ESIPE TS > F PFRubiscosn
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B FEFIURRR A TR oA BB AUE P ABA F B 4ot iy i
B 12 2 Rubisco &% i > & K H IRk & 1F® GT 4 A HFT v o

WE2ZAFRERETEMERELL T @5 2 TR FRIeFSATH 3¢ 5 5
BB BRI 3R 4 K A TR (Fosteretal, 1991) - “§ F R R & F
FEHRE & (8% 3¢ T i s ek (T @ FH e > ek ITH @ FEATE LT g K
PR b2 R R AL TR R AT 1 8 (temperature compensation point) 5 0 4t
BRATHEER LG k& AY R f(Levitt, 1980) « B iR B #F B o IR IER K
KR ETER R RN LBk B RE R R E R L

HREREMOIGPIP 2 4 FEAP R $A{UEEE FRESFLEHT
(%415 243; 2 44; 249) AR Tnd BiEske o H Y BE(- ) (2)-
(2)6.2007 & & 7 > sRBRE A A it P15 24 R G TR R R WAl
FRERERZRIED BT v B \ﬁf?&& RS ae T 27 2 (IGPIP)
2 AR RACE % = F 4T ﬂ“ﬁpﬁ&A@Cnﬁ (data hot show) ° E X8 2 ¢ %
BLFR A Jyﬁt—_vf(AgrotlspalustnsL| )Jr» gl *u *nmﬂl £ B E 32 5 (Carrow,
1996) » %% 28 d 35°C* 1 30°C \25_c 220" gh JABF e b IR E s 428
FRFELEH R 4> ¥ FTEF A (Xuetal,2003) ; i 2 EEE3°C(35C
132C) > P K FRS YT EF (Xuand Huang, 2001) © & 5 8y i if &

%% % IGPIP 2 4 {8 B4 AGC 1< 4-7.5 °C (B 3.2; B33 M34) - 24
;g )i}f%'# ;gu o

27?2 (AGPIP) * 2 deigfp ¢ B "M A FER2Z 2% A 4R R %

527 AGC #gi0 (B 3.4) PS> IGPIP - e 4 £ £33+ » AGPIP £4&

2R (£ 41) e FRGEE (£ 49) BE P3gpfd 2 RigEE ¥ 2 AGC
IR h BEE AR o PR Y IGPIP £ 452 itk o

London % 4 (1998) 2 3%~ 3 40k %% > 1 7 ¢ pl§ AGC -~ AGPIP %

IGPIP % £ 32 2 ¥ 1 FiR B 2 8 (4% # B © a nursery in Moncks Corner,
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S.C.). %% 3p IV AGPIP 2 /1 i 5 8 & AGCApiT " M1/ FE & 7% 7 & -London
4 (1998) TR F v u i 4P &% ¢ (Ligustrumjaponicum) # & % 32
B %587 IGPIP £ 2 e h2 L P 3> AGC 2 AGPIP: @ AGC %
AGPIP & f 2 & 72 5 & ¥ £ B o 2 & Schluckebier = Martin(1997)c%= 7 ¢ (3#
& - 8L Arizona State University Horticulture Resource Center in Tempe, 33.5N
112W) > AGPIP Ap#*t AGC i@ > 2§ T2 5 P AR M3 B 2 2% | T &
FH2EFEK T FAGC A FEBETESSC>m AGPIP /i F i B § E5 42
C ° +k (1999) 45 i AGPIP 5 *F 2 g jicls 6 & 530 2 BRenghay 3 > #uic B 4

TEEAF T 4R AR AGC - k&2 AGPIP 4 Fif B 8 AGC &0 >

dat

AP RREVER AGC Vg Bt 2 <t 2 gmd (ldhd ) E 2 HH
REGZTHT M 0L T RS Py R m%; 20 113G AGPIP v A 4 & ¢

SRR Y-SR STE ¥ #mm%&%Lw&ﬁé(%4® Agksz i
kg ¥ 92848 > Radovich % % (20Pl1) i /P’J7r P?-f?r ks BEHERZES A
TokA 5B A Y L 40%-60% (control)s 2_0%- 0%(v’ Bak) 2 10%- 20% (B

o

k) o BEEA PokAERE I EFRAEZ Y 8 FEE
(evapotranspiration) ~ FF F I HR 2 ERA L BRI T - F S KB
P VMR RS AT LT WA KA EAIE O M ERBRRERY
% (Idosoetal,1987) > miE® 2 EF 2 I3k & i8* 2 387 -

Lok L KPR T > AGC ~ AGPIP 2 IGPIP = #67 4 BN 9§

Fn
Y5
—=\
&
=kf

P gAY 8 o IGPIP £ 2 itk AP RO E # 3 AT 0 EIF R
(% 46) - # 727 2 (IGPIP) #pf*t @ ey BT % (AGC) V¥ A

BET AR KA ZE AFEFITAREFE S FP 0 A RERT 0 IGPIP £
B2 EE R

Bk EamT > AGC ~ AGPIP 2 IGPIP = 487 o a2 $HEphok 4 s 11
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BB PFREFALARL D FRLEBRI8 X EHREST - RERT  Fv/Fm &
PR % o fe IGPIP 4% 48 2 18 th4p #5° AGC ~ AGPIP & fE/AJ2 » i KPFT 3%
S Fv/Fm (% 4.5)°Fv/Fm % PSILF Ji® «~ 2 K3 454F & 48 % {22 45 #%(DeEll

etal., 1999) » i E k2 Fv/Fm & 5 — % # > 5 4 > 0.75-0.85 ( Bolhar-Nordenkam

etal, 1989) > Fv/Fm "% i % 1§ B3¢ = kdr4]2 & T (Mena-Petite et al., 2003 )
B AR KEA,T OPSILE Y «FE4Tr SR~ ELRRLE >335 2
A FRE Y w72 E (Fv/Fm %) o

BokE B TR 8 hE %S Yk S¥c IGPIPE 32 2 A Fm ~ Qp ~ ®pspi
AGC ~ AGPIP#: 32 2 {544 & » @ QniE PIP & # S (%4.5) - & 7 IGPIP4s $h2 PS
I »cic g if o AGCHEFRFmM™ "3 ¥ s B2 B -KfRpE 2 BT e S8 p 2 5 3L
i# F %3 B (Mohanty et al., 1989 ) '° Qp%"fr\ i B 5 Sk 1Y B gl i) (Peterson et
al., 1988 ) ; @pspfrE + i Finh 3 F@? (DeEll etal;, 1999) ; Qnirap & H L% &

2 F+ & (Peterson et al., 1988 ) 'fvfbﬁ:ﬁ“s— b ks v A5~ ATP5 B (DeEll et al.,
w%)ouMmzm@a%%f ééaﬁﬁﬁkf$£&ﬂ’iﬁ¢&£%ﬁ
FQnied e o 2Qpiefrk 8+ AE (Opslh) @1 XRE ARSI FER
42 #835°C » EFv/Fm~Qp-~Fm % OpsII " 4 > Fo A+ 2 o $icF R HF/Fm B %

% & § Ap B (Willits and Peet, 2001) > ¢ ¥ 8 + 2 > FV/Fm§ ™ *% > &7 3

ﬁ
Fn
Ry

M2 52 L& 0% kg S pE i - #4-kEm™ » IGPIPY v 5 4p o 3
TRABFRFLAT kS 7 Sfed ERERE (£46) > Mgk inlls
~2 A e

R RST R ORERPF  ES R AP R L ¥ b Bk B E pF oo IGPIP

322 5 HRAPEOTAGC ~ AGPIPA fAJ2 » 3 g chES F @ @ (44.6)

AdkZ g I AATE A ER REESAMN DY T2 S ERES
% &4 %> (Baquedano and Castillo, 2006) ° $3;8 e F "% 7 42 k2 2 E 4
® Cytokininek & > # %] % 128 #r4]433% & = Cytokinin » Cytokinin f & 4~ %8 p >
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FEBLS > efpme AHE N E S EHEWS FH R Ry Fend £3%
(Tachibanaetal., 1997) o ¥ ¢ » FREFEFF > RFDAT KA ZEFT URE 3

R ES 5 T (Nielsen, 1974) < IGPIPY w S tp¥tm 2 7 BFRF 2 41 F

KA FRIREFERIE  FEAT LT 2 FREFESFEFRF27 2
B Rl 4R E R T AP #OYAGC ~ AGPIPA AT 5 L IGPIPH 2 = F s

Lk
FIPREOEERTHE

200891 17p (faak B-R18% ) M AkHERAITH b 7 o A HIEHRE B F 5
Rz B2 (W43, £4.10; arl) - BEETAGCERZ FHR LS ® (720
nm-690nm) ~ 2=k % (660 nm-630nm) % %k % (660 nm-520 nm) 2. & &+ @
% % **AGPIP 2 IGPIP# 6 AUT ; 1T i ¢ k 2%/ » [GPIP4: 18 2w % 4% # 41F r o
kB 2 F &5 860 nm ~ 840.nm ~ 780.-1.-11’1'1.:_.}‘}9‘»-54 B AR o

H

(R T E A T R A i it SRS A
PR Sk AR AT %Igéééﬁ 2 B £ 638 KL E
G S _%&\Aaﬁﬁi*# %?ﬁﬁ BEE AN TESE SR
4£’ﬂﬂ5%3@1*“%%m %£&~f%m&£ﬁﬁazma;¢g
FEFPHESZZE2ZFS (L% %)  d- k@B T (£46) T 2¢
2 (IGPIP) P A RB 2 ESH 23 @ ATV A ERLESZFRLEF
M k¥ £ R

2?2 (AGPIP) #4322 2 Z /B % 5 § H e d Rgu > F5 35
BEEAGCAEIL 2 F HEL R P Afdorz £5%4 5 %P ERIGPIPAIE K (4
46) > fe kA R > AGPIPZ F 5% 2 4r 22 IGPIP#E i (Rl43) > £4.102. 4
1745 % 827 AGPIP2IGPIPA 65 w58 » He TR B £ Lk £ F 52 BB

BT HFAR - MWAGPIPT v i HiEthA £ ~E% 2 782 F k32 B

AKX B e 0 e R IT R F RS ET E (RT4) 0 Tk A
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FREAT Tt RRSE I AR GELY - 3 ) B BHRAPTES WY
Tl th k2 KOS AR F R 2 ARG e R T  E PR AR
.@ﬁﬁﬁWﬁ&%iﬁﬁ“@Kﬁ#@%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ’%ﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ@%KMr
space ) U ATR o A P FIET R A R STtk me B avRk e FE AT R
RPN mre SR L ) MR ERE P HIT e k2 F T
(Pefiuelas et al., 1993a) e 4% -k iF 5 T » IGPIP¥ aFRF 2 1 F-kA 72 £ ¥ 42k
BN Ft o VTR BB LK HF (R43)

122 4 fic(vegetation index, VI) & 4% 6 3 ¥ e B i ot — BF Wi & 5
IR e TRBR R P E 2w A o T T2 ERBE L Rg 2 £FH
BELE o4 411 57 IGPIP 4432 2 £+ PRI i& ~ NDVI ~ SR ~ CHL * p* % % %
AGC ST - PRI~ NDVI 2 SR f k2 k% it L% & 4pB » ¥ NDVI -~ SR
CHL # * X+ HEZEZ T (Gampn et al.,11995; Pefiuelas et al., 1993b;
Pefiuelas et al., 1995; Richardson et al. 20@') s 4 IGPIP Pz v FHE E L TR

FPERE (% 47,4 48) ﬂr‘ Li it IGPIP Pz fEhies BB 2 E S
E3HE (% 46) ’&F'Tfﬂi”?ﬁl"‘% & iﬁi o A dpdT U R Bt

2 2@ RE by ART2ZFR 0 B B RRY B
7 ~ %% (Conclusions)

EEFER &% IGPIP % su-—’ﬁ BT L
L A FERRKT RAEL RETUERZ % -

2. MEFRIZAFTLAGTE-

=k

o

3. B AEPRE ey £
4. FAPTHEHRE L FY AR .
5. FAIEBRIBEAR TR EPRY D ELELRE -

6. B EEAATRL T 287 ok BE &% IGPIP 7 %

53



MEHREER > FEBEHEIRTES2ZG -
7. IGPIP $ 32 2 5 th48 #23t AGC ~ AGPIP & fE /U2 » b KB BT §
FRBOESEFITHAE -

162 45 #ic(vegetation index, VI) 3 fE4k % 3 # e B 4> 0 - BF HE L §
Bl 7 IR KRR R REL BN TRE SRR LB R
PlEZ B o IGPIP £ 322 84k PRI i& ~ NDVI ~ SR ~ CHL % P % % ** AGC EJZ -
PRI~NDVI 2 SR £24e k2 k & (% 2L E *4ah > ¥ NDVI~SR & CHL ¥ * %
ThEFHESE R IGPIP 52w TR L L & F% 203 P ERF ;440K
HHETIGPIP 52 i) B L EHF 7 £ - fE 2 dp e UM B F RAES

LARBE B ARTLEG ) 0 LFF R T A
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% 41 BREETY (AGC)~+ 1+ 27 2 (AGPIP) % ¥ * 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) %
3“#ﬂ%ﬁf* o r B S 4 Eﬁ/ ¥ ”‘S

Table 4.1. Effects of traditional above- ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on growth and flowering of Celosia argentea var. plumosa”. n=6.

Treatment Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)

shoot root inflorescence shoot root Inflorescence
AGC 75.07b" 31.17b 7330 408b 4.01b 0.44 b
AGPIP 74.12b 32.16b 631 c 410b 4.18b 047b
IGPIP 12637a 44.16a 891 a 6.89a 5.02a 0.54 a

“Experimental duration:2007/08/06-2008/09/07
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.

% 42 BHRFETY (AGC) 2+ T 27¢ 2 (IGPIP) #¥% %% 5°4 £ Jk/nz
B2z BE (AP Y 2007/09/14)
Table 4.2. Effects of traditional above-ground eontainer production method (AGC) and
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP) o1 growth and flowering of Exacum affing’. n=6.
( Measuring date: 2007/09/14) -

Treatment .Plant Canopy Flower fresh L o b
height (cm)  diameter (cr). | Weight’ (mg)™

AGC 10.42 b* 10.22 b '-:“.'5-39'84 b 51.93a 17.87a -29.75a

IGPIP 11.25a 11.28a || f6l445a . 52.64a 17.06a -2499a

“Experimental duration:2007/07/14= 2007/09714
YFlower fresh weight is the sum of ten flowers. |
*Mean separation within columns by L.SD. test at P£0.05.
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Table 4.3. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC) and
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP) on growth and degree of foliage injury (%) of
Exacum affine’. n=6. ( Measuring date: 2007/10/14 )

Treatment Plant Canopy  Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)

height diameter Degrc?e of foohage
(cm) (cm) shoot root shoot  root injury (%0)
AGC 15.12b" 14.62a 1322b 2.53a 1.37b 0.10b 28.12 a
IGPIP 17.10a 1734 a 21.63a 2.60a 196a 0.17a 11.11b
“Experimental duration:2007/07/14-2007/10/14
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
% 44, B BT 5 (AGC) %2 = T 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) 2 % #: /% % ‘Super Olympia

Red’ 4ERRE B LR B

Table 4.4. Effects of traditional above ground container production method (AGC) and
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP) on ‘growth and flowering of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia Red’”. n=6.

Treatment Plant Canopy Days to Daysto.  Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)

height  diameter gicst o~ Hirst shoot root shoot  root
(cm) (cm) Vlslble,.bud flowering
AGC 11.92b 16834 23a - 34 a 7148b 4.12a 1.80b 0.21Db
IGPIP 18.00 a 18.17 a, 18bll || 281k 95.60a 4.52a 238a 0.30a

“Experimental duration:2007/08/28- 2007/ 10/01 |
YMean separation within columns. by LSD testat P<0.05.
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/4 3% ‘Super Olympia White’ k3t 2542 /K 35 3 87 4K 35 B ﬁx ¥ % (Fo) ~ &+ ¥
% (Fm) ~ PSII &+ k£ & 3 & it (Fv/Fm) ~ sk i & 08 2 8c(Qp) ~ 2k 1t 3’;1‘4—\,\.; %
#=Qn)z £+ 2§ (CDpsn)7 B

Table 4.5. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on Fo, Fm, Fv/Fm, Qp, Qn, and ®psy of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super
Olympia White’ under no drought or drought conditions . n=6.

Treatment Fo Fm Fv/Fm Qp Qn Opspy
No drought stress”
AGC 315.8a" 1645.6 a 0.80 a 0.77 a 0.04 a 0.62 a
AGPIP 3202 a 1661.4 a 0.81a 0.77 a 0.04 a 0.62 a
IGPIP 3042 a 1637.4 a 0.81a 0.76 a 0.03 a 0.62 a
Under drought stress
AGC 359.0a 1196.8 b 0.69 b 0.69 b 031a 0.42b
AGPIP 343.6 a 1210.7b 0.71 ab 0.71b 0.28 a 0.46 b
IGPIP 3533 a 13372 a 0.73 a 0.74 a 0.18 b 0.51a

“Measure date of no drought stress and under drought stress are 2008/8/27 and
2008/9/17.
YMean separation within columns and drought treatments by LSD test at P=0.05.
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2 ER2ZPE

Table 4.6. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on CMR(SPAD-502 value) and foliage temperature of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under no drought or drought
conditions . n=6.

(IGPIP) %
$EHEVHE

CMR Foliage temperature
No drought  Under drought No drought stress” Under drought stress
stress” stress (38.5°CH) (38.0 C)
AGC 29.64a A" 18.83bB 35.64aB 41.07a A
AGPIP 2825aA 19.22bB 35.58aB 41.16 a A
IGPIP 29.02a A 2199aB 35.02aB 3995b A

“Measure date of no drought stress and under drought stress of CMR are 2008/9/4 and
2008/9/17.

YMeasure date of no drought stress and under drought stress of foliage temperature are
2008/8/20 and 2008/9/17.

*Air temperature at the time when'meastiring foliage temperature.

“Means separation within the‘same rows (upper-case) and columns (lower case) by
different letters were significantly at S%. level by LS P test.

il

. By BTy (AGE) > R4 B *(AGPIP)ZHw’ffH" (IGPIP) %t
P fﬁﬂﬁ # ‘Super Olympia White’ ,iJc Baiead S FIVER R FEcTEY 2

2238 (3 B p # 2008/9/10 » Mgl ok 1175 )

Table 4.7. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on net photosynthetic rate (Pn), stomatal conductance (gs), and transpiration rate (E)
of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’. n=6. (Measure date:
2008/9/10, stop watering for 11 days)

Pn gs E
(umol CO, m s'l) (mol H,O m™ s'l) (mmol m* s"l)
AGC 3.51bv* 0.18b 1.38b
AGPIP 4.09 ab 0.25b 1.62b
IGPIP 443 a 0.40 a 247 a

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
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% 48 BHRFETH (AGC)~# +2*¢ 2 (AGPIP) 2 T 27 2 (IGPIP) i'?r
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Table 4.8. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on net photosynthetic rate(Pn), stomatal conductance(gs), and transpiration rate(E) of
Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’. n=6.

(Measure date: 2008/9/27, return to water)

Pn gs E
(umol CO, m?s?) (mol H,O m™s™) (mmol m?s™)
AGC 2.55¢" 0.09b 0.51b
AGPIP 298D 0.10b 0.54b
IGPIP 373 a 0.12a 0.64 a

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

% By BT w (AGC), #F & (AGPIP) 33T 2@ 2 (IGPIP) #
z :ffc # /& % ‘Super Olympia White’ 4 "'-f& i?L 2 BB

Table 4.9. Effects of traditional faboye- grgund container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP) and n- ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on growth of Begonia semperfl orens-cultorum “‘Super Olympia White’”. n=6.

Treatment Plant Canopy Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)
height (cm)  diameter shoot root shoot root
(cm)
AGC 201.0 b* 1742 b 78.8 b 1.80b 2.14b 0.22b
AGPIP 217.5 ab 175.8b 79.9 b 1.71b 2.17b 021Db
IGPIP 2342 a 197.5 a 1019 a 244 a 2.68 a 0.28 a

“Experimental duration:2008/8/12-2008/9/27
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.
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Table 4.10. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on the reflectance at all the wavelengths from 900 nm to 300 nm of the leaf
reflectance spectral of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’
under drought treatments. n=5. ( Measure date:2008/9/17 )
860nm 840nm 780nm 720nm 710nm 700 nm 690 nm 660 nm 650 nm 640 nm
AGC 57.01 b* 5823 b 5847b 43.55a 3121 al684 a 662 a 564 a 607 a 7.14 a
AGPIP 57.88 ab 58.58 ab 58.88 ab 41.65 b 28.56 b 1448 b 580 b 521 b 551 b 631 b
IGPIP 5855 a 59.64a 5991a 41.88b2832b14.11b 577 b 520 b 547 b 621 b

ET] * * * *% kkk sk * *% ET]

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
R ***Signiﬁcant at P<0.05, 0.01, or 0.001; respectively.

% 4.10(%) BAEET Y (AGC)» £~ 712 CAGPIP) 2 p» T 2 ¢ 2
¥ £ % # ‘Super Olympia Whltq /* 1‘ J\i ST R G EF xR
p#F 1 2008/9/17) w5 A\ | '. |

Table 4.10. Continued. " s

630nm 600nm 590nm 580mm: 570nm 560 nm 550nm 540nm 530nm 520 nm

AGC 8.04 a” 10.18 a 1087 a 1225 a 1492 a 17.88 a 18.53 a 1797 a 16.04 a 11.41 a

AGPIP 701 b 875 b 928 b 1053 b 12.81 b 1548 b 16.15 b 1561 b 13.86 b 9.76 b

IGPIP 681 b 852 b 9.05 b 1027 b 12.57 b 1526 b 1596 b 1546 b 13.70 b 9.60 b

sk ksk ksk ks ksk sk ksk sk sk sk

(IGPIP)
F(hrik

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.
**Signiﬁcant at P<0.01.
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Table 4.11. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),

above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on the values of PRI, SR, NDVI and CHL of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum
‘Super Olympia White’ under drought treatments. n=>5.

PRIT* SR Chl NDVI
AGC 0.047 b* 10.402 b 0.414b 0.824 b
AGPIP 0.050 ab 11.334 a 0.463 a 0.837 a
IGPIP 0.054 a 11.532 a 0475 a 0.840 a

“Mean separation in columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.
YPRI=(R531-Rs70)/(Rs31 + Rs70), SR=Rs00/Re60, NDVI=(Rg00-Re60)/(RsootRee0)
CHL=(R750-R705)/(R750 + R795),
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Fig. 4.2. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC) and

in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)son flowering number of Exacum affine’ from
2008/8/10 to 2008/10/10.n=12.
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Fig. 4.3. Effects of traditional ‘above-ground: container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on the reflectance curves of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’.
Bars indicate standard errors of the mean; n=5. ( Measure date:2008/9/17 )
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Chapter 5. Effects of Production Methods on Growth and Recovery from

Transplanting of Ruellia brittoniana and Duranta repens L.

it & (Abstract)

FRFREARCEFEL BTN S L SFARFTRET R P BAER o A
@ 11 ® 5 (Ruellia brittoniana) % § £ £ % & (DurantarepensL.) % ##L>

7@y BY w (traditional abqve—ground container production method, AGC ) ~

(s
3
ﬂ?]’

-

T 2 ¢ 2 (in-ground pot-in-pot System, IGPIP )" & & £33 (in-field production

method, IF) Z &% v #3% » B ¥ty v P2 T2 M2 BEL L L2 ¥

T M _
@oﬁ%ﬁﬁiL?F#@ﬁﬁ?g £$%i BOb 2 £ IFAIE B
IGPIP= 2. ~ AGC 3 % ; 2@&@@&@@%w@y,mmpaﬂm5ﬁag B 2
A0 AR ER P A ERRAFIZRAERT F £ 2B EHEA P 2Fv/Fm
" IGPIPHE thd B ~ IF=t 2 ~ AGCH 4 5 #1572 AGCH thz # £ $ ik bk
A S TP R 2 Fv/FmiZ o™ % > & 3 H 4818 11X Fv/Fm+ B 4o+ 2 IGPIP{E ki #
114 2 Fy/Fmbp 3 @5 508 + o d 3 IGPIPT v XA T FR B EHA LR > ¢
HoREBRT A AL AETEBIE 2 £ RIBRAGCHE )& FEtk 5 & > F]t -

LT WAL VIEL R HA o
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- ~ %% (Introduction )
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FrodEraAR > {HeARET e > PR A SRR FAE L F IR
( Parkerson, 1990 ) o
Martin & 4 (1999 )*t § Zp| & & 5% B 5 v (traditional above-ground container
production method, AGC) % & * 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP) = &% w 5 2 1 TR A% -
% (3% 2k Desierto Verde Wholesale Nursery in Tempe, 33.5N 112W, AZ ) » %

557 IGPIP 2 4 FiE AP BFIRS > 1 57 AGC K19 C» » 7 2 8@ 4 FiE A

FAFAA0CHT WAL BEF HER AL G ok X RE LR LR
o IF"J£ LR /\’Fﬁm_}i » IGPIP ’}F\ /“Frm_)iiﬁ*,—,\f m AGC;’&F\ AR S

GEERREH 1 R4 FTEREBRF (1600 FEDE o 4 FTEET RS S0
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TR dﬂ#m%@%ﬁﬁ$$i%%§$°

Martin % * (1999):& - # #3 AGC 2 lGPIP (R A o 2 3R R 3s(soil

#

moisture sensor ) R /i Bk g ;E ] ;*35‘*’ ,§ 1k Fudr 4] £.-0.005 1 -0.010 Mpa (90
'T

9% 5okE ) gkﬁﬁﬁ’@wgg @Lg%%gﬁ—ﬁw’Amusmmpa
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T2 K F2xE (Adrianetal., 1998) B % AT 3 & i 5P ¢ > IGPIP
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- ~ #4383 2 (Materials and Methods )

(- )AGC-~IGPIP 2 IF ¥ jp 374 7 L2 T is 2 L HPRA TR P
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AGC) 6t} b mt » X3 EWFEHEE -
2008 # 2 " 1S pALERIIER REiEHk (n=6) > 7 v ;4 #F% > 2008

F04720p Bk FAERKTI T2 T3 2FRF- %W FFHNR
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fEisfEthz Fv/Fm (R SRIE > 2 F % - f48) * MEE? B 7 o i #Ek

BRGEARZPE - 2R 42 EF > 2w 2 16 €47 -

A R Y R 2 33 (Complete randomized design, CRD) ° 35 % %
2 % 3 4 47 (Analysis of variance, ANOVA ) ip|sk 2 28 % |+ > 11 | 5g ¥ £ B (Least
significant difference, LSD) A~ 72/ 5 28 ¥ £ 2 (P=0,05) - si3-HH s
COSTAT 6.2 (CoHort Software, Monterry, CA, USA) - % Bl #c48 5 SigmaPlot 8.0

( SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA)
= ~ %% (Results)
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2008 % 37 25p 12008 &8 % 27 @#* MATET Y (AGC) ¥ T 2¢ 2
(IGPIP) 2 o B3 (IF) 2K BT 4485 F 445 54 9 2008
#£8% 1 p%2008#87 28pEFAXMIE > B IR FEHRAGBE AL
HE G RS ABER EREERREE (BfEw B kR 123 )

BEMF A AR I 2T 5T BER (£ 525 8 535 B
54)> B 2 tg % 2 IF fthE < ~ IGPIP a4k =c 2. ~ AGC i thd X o B 5.4 %
¥oABER(BEERI2A)F EEFE2 4L d WP VF S5 AGC
A R BE -

A AR 2 Fv/Fm & RFFA7 e L #1815 (F15.5) 9 B4 2 Fv/Fm
& 7 &g 11" AGC ~ IGPIP & ﬁ?’”"ﬁ:—“ T "i?f%‘ﬁ% % #cH 4 - Fv/Fm &4 0.73
'3 0.42; AGC * IGPIP 48 4> 16 2 FV/Fm BE BT 0.8 REF M S B

: ;5-
"!

4t » AGC f£tk2 Fv/Fm @ w,s | 2 4 0.84)  IGPIP k2 Fv/Fm i&

B P A B h 084 2 ﬁ;ﬁ rtm@ s12=% (87 13 p) AGC ~
IGPIP 2 IF {2 24 £ 25 @1 56,55 7 IF JaAR ¥ & Bt 30t » AGC & IGPIP &
FRIRAR AR AT o

2008 # 8 7 28 Pt - A A (BEDEKRB L EK 122 ) B 5.7 BT
#1EpF o IF (0.84) 22 IGPIP (0.85) 5+k2. Fv/Fm &P & 8 ** AGC £+ (0.26) o
"EEA A B 4o o IF k2 FV/Fm @7 % -9 % 8 p Fv/Fm &% 3 11 (0.50)

fsikprt 2 3 0.77 - AGC etk Ptk Bc £ 42k » R Fv/Fm &1 5 0.26 »

Ei
le

EESE R B e BRI E A o ATE 9 2 8 PR EATEZ Fv/Fm &
+ 2% 0.80 ° IGPIP £tk 4p 2> AGC ~ IF & 87 w5 » #1616 Fv/Fm & s 48

T (EFE 0831 )o

2z ~ 31#%,; (Discussion)
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Ry BT (AGC) ~# T 2¢ 2 (IGPIP) 2 v P32 (IF) = /&7
THRREREI A F AERE SRN IF ke P4 £ 253 CIGPIP £
th=t 2 s AGC fitks 304 £ 885K (£ 5152 Bl 53+54)
IGPIP itk 2 AGC fifhz ¥ + 304 £ £ P AR IF fE k10 20 515 B € 2449
gAd L 2 AFRAS T RF S F K AR - Meter fr Cunliffe (2004) 2 480 ml ~ 2.7L

2GALZ B 2 2R BN BRI R gL R

-n\1,

RicE 2 GcE P B 4 o 0w PR3 4 2 2 W4 44 At (Liquidambar styraciflus
L.)~ 2% R ¥ (Quercusvirginiana Mill. ) ~ 44 (Acer saccharinumL.) ~ v "8 #f
(Fraxinus Pennsylvania Marsh. ) ~ % 4 (Ilexxattenuata Ashe. ‘East Palatka’ ) ~ #fit
(QuercuslaurifoliaMichx.) %5 A + 204 £ §39 % By % (Coleetal., 1998;

Gilman and Beeson, 1996; Ingram et al.; 1987.).' °

IGPIP 4% fk2_ 4 + 314 £ Fpf %Eiﬁl AGC-#‘@“ A > Ruter (1997; 1998)12 AGC -
IGPIP = #& 53¢ 4 42 el i 1= (Prunusxmcamp Okanie’) ¥7 =4 (Betula nigra) -
&5 k7 IGPIP £ 45 2 8 fa b ,{ 20 5 é mf %ﬁrs ++ AGC fJ2 - Martin %
A (1999) fi* £ & @ (Acacia.smallii L. )it ¢ 7. AGC -~ IGPIP 2 > H ¥
IGPIP £46 2 e thth B B ~ Sdede = » ¥ 3 F 02 {3057 € % P &8 8 > AGC i
72 - 12 IGPIP ~ AGC $#2 ¥ * E (Cannaflaccida) ~ # &= (lrisversicolor) % %
% (Juncuseffusus): & % &7 IGPIP 4462 2 XA EB F TR 3 " RER 5
B & R4 IGPIP £ té_iﬁ B B3 Y AGC a2 (Merritt et al., 1996) »
fECT BT BT w (AGC) » # % #7279 2 (IGPIP) ¥ B ¥4 3 fith s

F3RA EE o gt IGPIP 2 /1 B R s fUR B R FrA 2 RS T ERE G

o

BO(GELF=F ) 3 Ay 41 IGPIP 2 4 FE &P B f AGC K » £ 7 iR

=

BZAF RS ZE O REIER AR RE S 2 7 LR (Martin et al., 1999;
Cardoso et al., 2005 ) -

IF i‘ii—‘giﬁ}ifﬁﬁ% R #EE 5 10.75 g P &g <> AGC &2 IGPIP 2 & »
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PHRTF RSB T L8 1 kR SR (B4 T 5 8dp) (£ 51)c

# AGC £ IGPIP A 467 5 $1 ¥ 374 T0(3 T £+3)4 £ § 2 5 IGPIP

= A

fHh2 3 TE LR (8424 g) MAF T AGC fitk (39.82 g)» 4t § 4304 1 3%
B 4 (W 51D LF2F 50 @525 T ER A BRI EL L
2R ERIGPIPHRA £ £ (30.60g) F @ 2 AGC Htk (51.52g) i o

BRREIEF AABERBAEEZ 2 ERRAND - BIS2AEA BFL

B RErBEspd RER > BIER - TR ERE R v AGC
1

[S—
Q
g
[
-
[o—
1]

A - B 2 4 E (B 52B) IF #2084 &0 @ IGPIP
Wk 194 £ BB AP R AGC fEHh 1 > R B A K IR HRE L o B 5.5

Brs- Z#iEp (ERAfd2 kiR )’IF P2 5 £ 2B EFHLL

N

L)

LN
s

% Fv/Fm ¥ % AGC & IGRIP fifh % AGC# IGPIP 6 th2. Fv/Fm g s
ERFAR CRSTHRT $-3 ’%@Eﬁ% (%@ﬁﬁgaﬁ kg ) P42 F 445
ERE SR E R ER > B4 1] ﬂe .E?Fm A B4t 2 o #FHts 18 2 Fv/Fm
23 0.77 » fe iR AS e pE l"& ( |B3 F b 1‘%\ FV/Fm Ba 0.84)c v Py #4a
%%iﬁ?‘%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁma$&iﬁ%’%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ@iaﬁm
41 B ¥ B (38, 2004; Davidson et al., 1988) 5 % Bw # W PF19 & £ 354 i
B SR R ARG (%, 2006) F ¢ FT e DB AEF BB » AGC
2 IGPIP A 87 w2 Az v EHRBELSZRAEFF 24 (B 52 B
5.5.) ¢

A el S INA F Nk L B A > BRI I E S F Yk Bk

AR R o R E R S AN R BRI AR T L, - L kAT
R S ST T P N E ST R B ) R RELV

TES AT, ¢ AL - Ea G 2 R e Y AT E Lk
EEH gu 4 BREEER S ITH Ak fi - A2k E Y Pig eh 2 (Maxwell and

Johnson, 2000)- i+ & 15 k2. Fv/Fm & 3 — ¥ &> % 4 >t 0.75-0.85( Bolhar-Nordenkam
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etal, 1989) % 2k % 3 5 p¥ Fv/Fm & ¢ ™ "4 (Luand Zhang ; 1999; Yang et al.,
1996) -

AR E A LR ERY - S H1E1E 2 Fv/Fm &M 5 AGC 2 IGPIP &
R P RER M X I 4 o Fv/Fm B8 7% > #$45( 17 X Fv/Fm 23 1 %% 3
042(H 5.5) «Fv/Fm & PSIL & @ & 2 k4 $igf & 2 F 122 dp tk (DeEll etal,
1999) > Fv/Fm " i % & § B¢ & % $rd|2 3 2 (Mena-Petite et al., 2003) - = &
wod TR XA ka4 T s b dldefEfkok A 24 2 (Ferree et al.,
1992) » H a4 (s F 34 F A5 0~k & (£% & & T % (Harris and Gilman, 1993) >

BEPSIF Ju? & 2 K4 $i4f & M2 75122 % 12 o Thomas v Turner (2001) #;
DHER Aok AT PSS F B o FA4ciF SpE s EFHRAELE » 34 5

25 E

b

= »
b

B BRF Y w2 (PY/FmE %)

R A F kS E Iﬁ%ﬂ*—.f.'_' BT ] Ty

BEFELFT S ERNELD F 3 fﬁ'&% K I. %ﬂra foz 2 &2 RABERRG D
i@ (3 52004) o AGC % IGPIRH 8% 2 2 Ew 0 BT R S840~ 194 2K
PR BHERF X FTEUH] 0 D RSB S FEF B R D 2 (A 0 1995) o
WS - B (ERAGEA LSRR ) % - AHE (BEn 25 e
L) 5 0 AGC IGPIPHE th 2 Fv/Fm#% it o % % Bt % — = # 115 AGC & IGPIP
k2 Fv/FmiE g B3 BF L2 (BS55) 5 % 2 #4818 IGPIP{E th 2 Fv/Fm

% 45 508301 > @ AGCH M P 8 i d 44k » R Fv/FmE &5 0.26 ()

57) 3 I HEB11% 4 REFF FEFF (Fv/Fmt 2 1080) » 452 Fu 3
PE E R RG0S RS R AR o Ak A LR T 5 AGCZ IGPIPS f&
TERS RS A PP LR L R iR EA T IGPIP
482 4P RTAGCAIE » fdk kPFF B 2 Fv/Fmig o o FIIGPIPAp$ @ 3 +

HERF A TS TR (84 TRARKT M) - FKERHE S AT

—=
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#3

o kA BT > IGPIPAR Y AGCE IFA 67 3 5% » 4k 45 15 2 Fv/Fm &

R IRET AERPEAEX T A2 TFEF BRREY B

- P

1 N Sp{

4 (Conclusions )

¥ 7 2% 2 (IGPIP) #af >t iy Bv % (AGC) 2 0 B4tz (IF) £ 4

—r%%ﬁ;

1.

2.

d AR oo BT 23

IGPIPE R 2 REFER 2 &R FF 12 L 2P FRAGCHE KRS -
1§t IF o IGPIPHE A fe 6 P th i BB 2 B Rim s o

KA BT 0 IGPIPAR #3 AGC » o th 43 46 FF 20 5 6 15 2 Fv/FmiE PP &8
% (Fv/Fmis 4% 2083 4)s B g 4ok i 7 - IGPIPAp$t3 7
%ﬁ%iﬁ?$©§§‘*f?m&@ﬁ B o MR B R LR

SA2ZHG o nET Y o Fﬂé ;T‘J' E&'%'AGC_%E?IGPIPﬁ FEAEERT Rl
A 2

.—--

* *E’ ** * *E’ I/ {i" 7 Hb E‘, E“
E’ =— P TE b \r;- / Fl
bIII) ‘ ._}g,_-— ~ = )ﬁ%‘% @4 J'

AEBT 2 eE A
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# 51 BRFETY (AGC)~#T2¢ 2 (IGPIP) 2 v B8 (IF) = &7 u
LS R
Table 5.1. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),

in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP), and in-field production method (IF) on growth
of Ruellia brittoniana”. (n=6)

Treatments Plant Node no. Fresh weight (g)
height (cm)
all underground  underground

shoot root

parts stem
AGC 49.2 ¢ 11.8¢ 188.30 ¢ 96.62 b 39.82b 51.52a
IGPIP 69.1b 148b  290.58b 12592 a 84.24 a 30.60 b
IF 101.5a 16.7a 603.38 a - - 10.75 ¢

“Experimental duration:2007/09/30-2008/04/20
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.

:zz 50, By ss? 5 (AGC) T2 2 (IGPIP) 2 u F""i»“i«;: (IF) = 7 %
FPHEEER = T A 1L PR TR 2 3

Table 5.2. Effects of traditional aboveé- g;pund container productlon method (AGC),

in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP), angd in- ﬁeld productlon method (IF) on plant

height and canopy diameter of Durahta repens L. at the fist time and the second time

of transplanting. (n=4)

Treatments Plant height (cfn) Canopy diameter (cm)
First transplanting”
AGC 21.5¢" 28.0¢c
IGPIP 35.8b 40.3b
IF 62.0a 72.0 a
Second transplanting”
AGC 220c¢ 33.5b
IGPIP 34.0b 383D
IF 823 a 77.5a

“First transplanting date: 2008/8/1
YSecond transplanting date: 2008/8/28
*Mean separation within columns and treatments by LSD test at P=0.05.
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RiEd BB L RARE]| ﬁ

Fig. 5.1. Effects of traditional abeve-ground- container production method (AGC),

in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP),:and in=field production method (IF) on branch
no. and branch length of Ruellia brittoniana. Bars indicate standard errors of the

mean. (n=6)
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B 52 @A ETH (AGC)-# T 27 2 (IGPIP) % w P43
WRHR e -3 (A) 2- B (B) 2L 4AR2 P

Fig. 5.2. Effects of traditional above-ground container production

(IF) =f7 v

method (AGC),

in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP), and in-field production method (IF) on growth
of Ruellia brittoniana after transplanting one week (A) and one month (B).

79



AGC

B 53 BRFETE (AGC)~#=T2¢ 2 (IGPIP) 2 v B8 (IF) = &7 o
BT L2825y - A EFALARELEE

Table 5.3. Effects of traditional ‘aboveé=ground container production method (AGC),
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGI;IP), and in-field production method (IF) on growth
of Duranta repens L. at the fist' time of transplanting:-

_—
—
i |

i

| R

& (AGC)~¥ T 2% 2 (IGPIP) 2 v B4 (IF) Z 67 ¥

T
BES - BEFL L B

Table 5.4. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),

in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP), and in-field production method (IF) on growth
of Duranta repens L. at the second time of transplanting.
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0.9

s o—— & ——o —e
0.8 1
0.7 1
g 0.6 1
L
>
L 0.5 1
0.4 1
—0— AGC
0.3 1 —o— IGPIP
—— IF
02 T T T T T T T

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

Days after transplanting
@ 5.5. @‘ﬁg@?k’ (AG@) ~ 82 ¢ 2W@GPIP). % » F"*i“i‘% (IF) = 67 %
Fal S WA T AHE TS X p ’f@‘#\ Fy/Fm ig 2. 2 58
Table 5.5. Effects of traditional above-g.bund container productlon method (AGC),
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)* an@ in-field production method (IF) on Fv/Fm
of Duranta repens L. after the first time of transplantmg Bars indicate standard

errors of the mean. (n=16)

B 56 @3 BT 5 (AGC)~# T 29 2 (IGPIP) 2 w 432 (IF) Z 7 4
B HF 24255 IS EE 1234 B2 88 (R 4P 1 2008/8/13)

Table 5.6. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP), and in-field production method (IF) on growth
of Duranta repens L. after 13 days of fist transplanting.
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1.0

0.8 -
0.6
£
L
i
0.4
0.2 % —o— AGC
—e— IGPIP
—o— IF
0.0 T T T T T T T T T T

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Days after transplanting
Bl 57. B Bv e (AGC)~#¥ T2 %12 |(IGPIP) 2 w B33 (IF) = &7 v
HAHE 24855 B8 18 2 p ik FuFm @2 325
Table 5.7. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP),:and in=field production method (IF) on Fv/Fm

of Duranta repens L. after the second time of transplanting. Bars indicate standard

errors of the mean. (n=16)
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$Ag s RAHE FAGEL ERZ AR
Chapter 6. Effects of Fertilization Rates on Growth and Spectral

Reflectance of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super

Olympia White’
4 & (Abstract)

SRR GRPF > FP XL F TR BB SES e PSP
R Bk Ao AR e F % # (Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super
Olympia White’ ) 5 ##4% > & * Peter’s 20-20-20 (20.0N-8.8P-16.6K) T &5 #1k &

(0~05+1.0-2.0~40gL") - H—sswa:&m % & 2w % f4 % % ‘Super Olympia
White’2. 2 ¥ 2L R F% & 3 {é‘_"‘ = ‘/Etf&’,o,a «uH?ﬁ%ﬂ'f“* s R E FR R £ (T
EHE T Y ER o &$mﬂé,w+k&x@ SR~ ki
B % = # % (The red edge position ) ﬁx ,1%1'3 &;' P 8 ,piﬁ;‘ F%%:3+3E (CMR &)
TR F A APM o e el «%fi ® ﬁ %7 EA® > dAEF MM
b R B2 F T pd2 LT %ﬁ-g A3 - {5 4 g #c(vegetation index, VI)™
% > NDVI (normalized difference vegetation index) ~ SR (simple ratio vegetation
index)~CHL (chlorophyll index)~NIR/G (NIR-to green ratio)% G/R (green-to-red ratio)
IfEA e FREEE Y CMR @2 4p M fdic(n)4 % 0787 ~0.787~0.927
0.67""~ 2 081"+ Bim CHL 2= RiatMES 2 s B2 btttk GR = 2 >
SR %2 NDVI £ %2 o4p¥tm = NIRIGRI# 72 B2t SR EF P ESE 5 2

}ﬁ’%’# ;gﬁa! °
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- ~ %% (Introduction )

BPRL (FAE) SESF2EFTERY P FFTRE2 L F M EH 0 &
RHPF AL ~EY F BTS2 R PP HE TR RS
AL AR EF (5501993) FSFL NG ATHEFRE ST L2
£ (Stoneman et al., 1996; Clearwater and Meinzer, 2001 ) o > p BB #-% »fd 9o 3l
(Osmocote)*s * £d % 20g#% % 136g° £% 7 &  (Dracaenareflexa) ~ # = 3¢ %

=+ (Caryota mitis)~Veitchia medanielsii B4 £ ¢ % 32 £ “E 2 3 40 (Broschat,

2002)
HAut ERLNER AT 7 UEFEKRZEETY L4 o FHRFATRE R
b’ﬁ—"ﬁ%é\ﬂ,*i-,lobl‘g?‘gfg_gﬁ,\ @_%o‘gg\}é%ﬁii_‘g:};f},}é%ﬁ

b |

M b e 2 A Gy A T A G B PR Rl

.I'

RPN AThnre 2 ) 2 B Fr o E B&Ta‘ ﬁ"‘““fé 78N BE (7§ 0 2004) - Medhurst

frBeadle (2005) =% 3 4p »d%ﬁﬁ»ﬁ %Ef’r" (EucalythS nitens) 2 ¥ 7 § kR X &
o | l,

L oREEd FESET

i

%?ﬁ%?ﬁiﬁﬁé?i%ﬁﬁ%%{iE%%¢QMMmadJ%D»%§%
EEREF R PHREREEIFY LR o
S HESnE R § 3~ £k £ F (photosynthetic pigments) 5 & 35 E & &
(chlorophyll, Chl)fr#g " & § Z (carotenoids, Car) » e F i Sfc ¥ &Lk R in
R S TH T AT DT S ILIR SR E R Ty SE

Fok o~ ichk B MR  ER K

B
™
Qe
e
0
[k
S
.
paral
W
e
"
5
£
4
P
hac)
(‘ﬂ}
ki
-E
Qe

ISP o PEEORMERITE R
ook sk¥km & F % 2 & (Buschmann and Nagel, 1993) o & &¢ 3k 3% §_F & it
(electromagnetic energy) tif B ch— FAR* - H A & B B0 E K 4 k(<400

nm) ~ ¥ % %(400-700 nm) ~ iF & ¢k %(700-1300 nm)& ¢ %= ¢ %(1300-2500 nm) % >
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LPERBEFRTRESE TSRS Y V& D D F Sk i 5 (Fuchs,
1990) o & iFd2 E B AR 5 o F % o B L% %(520-600 nm) ~ i % (630-700
nm) ~ i 4= ¢k % (700-1300 nm) % i (Ma et al., 1996) -

d F ek ars s BRI FRAEKF L B BTt B R RE 4L
Find % Bk (Bauer, 1975; Ma et al., 1996; Masoni et al., 1997) » @ 1 % [ L FL &
bRt gt B 2 & At 2 4 #ic(vegetation index) b P DIF K SHE o E o fidpdk

BER kA

bt
ek
(g

CE ARG AR meREe S AR HHE E YR
i# & 2. B ¥ (Kanemasu, 1974; Tucker, 1979; Elvidge and Chen, 1995; Price and
Bausch, 1995)° 24 4 {4+ &3 8 > & 3£ % 4 1% 8t (Thomas and Oerther, 1972; Al-Abbas et
al., 1974; Nelson et al., 1986)% 4~ 32 it & 4 chig 5 ¢ 35 1 3 B T (Penuelas et al,
1997) ~ # -k (Pefiuelas et al., 1994)% % PR BE B R sf 2§ o7 Lk 2 iFio vt %

hE R

'\.

o

PARSVE SR L R & 1 :‘PJJJ%“: FARBEBYBERREZETY 0 ¥
g4 Jpdc b ik Tk lef 4 wpaﬁnp (exNDVI “SR) » F¥k L s %
ZEEG R F ROk EA KRR DRR 9_»?19 o Btk s kAR M T 2 %t
SR REER LA o A e FF % % ‘Super Olympia White” 5 #4142 » 385 P
e
(=) BEfE7 Freadss* kR e F#% % ‘Super Olympia White” 4 £ %12 8258 -
=) By e Z % E ‘Super Olympia White’ % fe 9ol JE R T # & F 5k
W2 AR T EF R AR B2 ARSI
(=) % 7 NDVI[(Rgoo—Re60)/(Rgoo +Ree0)] # SR (Rgoo/Rego) #+ > #v » CHL[(R7s0 —
R705)/(R750+ R705)] » NIR/G (R750/Rss0) % G/R (Rsso/Re7o) # 162 4p e > By

fRE kL d B3 RIER LR ES
= ~ #4232 (Materials and Methods )
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SR 52008 % 70 25 p iR B A fa# v o 7 (ASUSA SPIKE SEEDS,
INC.) 22 % #¢;% # ‘Super Olympia White’ 288 2 X% % 4 5 > 3 2008 & 8 * 3
PHEL S H27  BBATEZZ7F 200E%RE-2ZFEMEF ¥4 F (Canadia
Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canada ) > >* 2008 # 8 * 5 p i&{7 % — X% % »
% 12 200 ppm N 2. 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;% {4 sz % > % L (Peter’s 20-20-20, The
Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) 500ml - :#5# 8L 5 =5 AR L BIE L3R
%o 1 x kB 9% 50-100 pmol-m™s” PPF (photosynthetic photon flux) » & {6tk 4 £
2 75cm B 0 BT A R R ER

1 Peter’s 20-20-20 % %3 (20.0N-8.8P-16.6K) > fe= 5§k & (0 g'L'1 ~0.5
gL' 1.0gL"'~20gL"'~4.0gL") e 2 % % ¥ ‘Super Olympia White’ A %]+ 2008
£871 197 2008 8 7 20 2 20089 7 9Pt 5L R 2 wAL - F 5w

FIRRAILS 10 £47 0 5 4 2 5 25 REF £ 5 500ml e = =% 57

'Fq/

%53WEJ%%E%HM%;E%F%?ﬁiﬁ&%‘:?é-‘: CMR (SPAD 3 i) ~ & it 4
m

A K F SR 3 2008 A9 b yc g w P B TR HEEE 0 AR

»T0CH4ap o wie- 288 ’Bm'nfwf;a-;ii J
LESHF X ER T

20089 17p F =11 100> A ETEHET > NP HNESF ¥ LB LR
(Mini-PAM, Walz Gmbh, Effeltrich, Germany ) % % j& £ 665 nm2_ | & =% » jp| 2
g % {8 B ¥ K & (minimum fluorescence, Fo) ~ & + % % & ( maximal
fluorescence, Fm) ~ PSII & + & & + # it (excitation transfer efficiency, Fv/Fm) -
BT E R R R TR 69 2000 umolm™*sT 2 £pfess ko PR K EF A E

(quantum yield of photochemistry, ®ps 1) ~ & i+ & 3’4, % #ir(photochemical quenching,

Qp)% 23k i+ B 58, % #ir(non-photochemical quenching, Qn) o & kP T~ 5 k| %
BRE > 99 2Fe P E planiflr 2 v 2 g it gL anEFLLR2 Y
7

F ke & FA5 B v g 7 50 i 30 AY IR AN LR KPS
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BFARFAPALFVRCcEELF F RPILR > BEFRAFE - F 5 Rl EFo -~ Fm
2Fv/Fmo @258 § R L FRMETE R EOpsT ~Qp2 Qn v " RE S 3

FREN LT 2L AE > - ERAEPFHRARDBE FHRE - 47 ©
2.% %% 3 i@ (CMR, SPAD 502-value) :
20089 % 16 p 11 % % 3+ (SPAD-502, Minolta Camera Co., Tokyo):®| & k| % >

EBRE (Q:5=2Fle P E)2FS 33 E > A4ie LR EBTHENL » &

o & —

HEAI E P H650nmz 940 nmA A E e F L R o GEERZF 2

=k

/%i}i B"’fi\f#\p%ﬁ"qfﬁﬂ"?fﬂ'ﬁ
3.k & i LI

2008 # 9 * 24 p + = 9330—11:00 WMk gtk & iE e ik (LI-6400

portable photosynthesis system LI- CO& meoln Nebraska ) *t 1 TR ERE

_#_,r
RIZ2ERE (9555 ;:D| xinl:brﬂsi:* TG kT Rk

Ay 30 A iféi@ﬁ;k,@ it Uo* #4471 (IRGA) E 2% %8
Rl > #9]% T8 4 1 %0k (6400-02 LED light source) % Zip £ L £ 4 670
nm > %3 & 5 50 pmol'm™s™ s CO, 3k & #£24] & 350 pmol'm™s™ » jiig 2% T35 500
pmol'm™s™ » F FIEAEL XL 22C  F T F I G EE 00 F - JRRAITE
TR L F - RPIEAX O F - PIEE

[

i

e

A3 7R F B

E PR B T2008#E97 16 11 fe i ## A F(integrating sphere) & i+ 2_ Hitachi
U-3010 & 3# ix (spectrophotometer)i& {7 if] T_° % ¥ 45 1 & 5 600 nm/min » 4 £ 4
B p 3002900 nm > Kz fE474 5 1nm o P|TPFIUEFREN 6 7 5 S FH o F 5
TR ERFT LRSS FEFIERFHEHER ST FF G
BRE2 bt Ee* kiFRfEd 2 T A IR 482 JpdcdeT™ ((Field et al,, 1994; Gamon and

Surfus, 1999; Gomez-Casero et al., 2007; Pefiuelas et al., 1993a, 1993b, 1995; Pefiuelas
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and Filella, 1998; Serrano et al., 2000 )

NDVI (normalized difference vegetation index ) =(Rgoo— Res0)/(Rsoo+ Reeo)
SR (simple ratio vegetation index ) =Rgoo/Res0

CHL ( Chlorophyll index ) =(R750—R705)/(R750+ R705)

G/R (green-to-red ratio)=Rss0/Re70

NIR/G (NIR-to green ratio) =R750/Rsso
Fé‘ 5&’ kf " J_ ’4’\ _)Fr

BT RSk T R 2 E K (Complete randomized design, CRD) - 3#5% % %
v 8 > & 7 (Analysis of variance, ANOVA ) |2 H Bg F 4> | B8 ¥ X £ (Least
significant difference, LSD) ~ 7k J2fF 7@ 2 F L 2 (P=0,05) - s34k 5
COSTAT 6.2 ( CoHort Software, Mofiterry, CAJUSA ).+ Bl 4 4 2 4p B 4+ 4 745
SigmaPlot 8.0 ( SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL{ U;,s_/g;) ;
i -
= ~ %% (Results) 5 N\

5 1w & fk & % ‘Super Olympia White’ 5 H4L » %% 0 gL' ~ 0.5 gL'~ 1.0

!

gL' 2.0gL"~4.0gL" 7 &k & 2 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;3 1+i# »c % 2 % 41 ( Peter’s
20-20-20, The Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) - | £ £ tx £ * 2z CMR i& (SPAD
FiE) HY u2gL' 2 4l BT R CMR 5B > A N 5 2818 2 29.72 ;
05gL"'2 1 gL' U2z 4k CMR &=z » A w5 23.75 % 23.0;0 gL' Auw 2
1k CMR B s > 05 179 A 472550 kA s CMR B2 v iFM & > 7 8 L5

% iF (R?=0.71, P<0.001) (® 6.1) » ¥ & 0 gL -4gL"! e * # P (Peter’s
20-20-20, 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K) > % * e ik & A% > CMR & § % -

S#ER (0gL'~05gL " ~1gL'~2gL ' ~4gL") pytrst@m » 0gL’

BORz r ERGBERES TRF S E 020gL " 2 40l Aumz BHRES T RES
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d 0@ 05 gL' 2 1.0 gL A=z fEHkE S 4205 K9 F (F62) » $REH 6.1

BEREAER AT E B E SRR 0 A kR g3 0 1R

(\x.

~E

EV2ESF R4 - HBFEL 2 LR

ALF R EERHE FRBERL T ARLIBE

"‘JH—

B BE T F sl E
R E R LT e F R B o 2 05 gL~ 1.0 gL' 2 2.0 gL = kR HHE
g%gﬁ%ﬁ$1%§’&&ﬁﬂ¢%%iﬂ:ﬁﬁ40@fﬁﬁ§%ﬁ%€ﬁ“
2ok T (B 6.3) 0 iE- AR E Y CMR gk & % and 2 faRi i B
64%ﬁﬁﬁai:ﬁ?ﬁ(W4B¢)oﬁ%%%@’fg wE A E 2
B RZE G T 05gL " 1.0gL " 2 20gL AuRs A EEP A 0gL!
2 40gL " ESZ 05gL "~ 1.0gL" 2 20gL ' = AUE iR BEF LB (% 61) o
ﬁ%ﬁzk$W%§%ﬁﬁ$€§&H1%§j%62%%%%*“%&&
» R E P 2. Fo B & F F Mo 2ho X 77 ’%a b seAly 44k > H Fy/Fm @ 0 gL
Agme g o e 0.5gL" s 1.0 gL ~2ogrﬁa40gL r B AST IS A 4
HE R Fv/Fm 2 2506t B ﬁ*%%iﬂﬁﬂh%kk&wwaﬂﬁﬁﬁ7ﬁm

Qp - Qn % Dpsllit} 3 FH o’

Bl 65 3L A FHFotk D ¥2 %9 5 o feFk k2 57 F i
ki gk Bl 6.5 F AT AN R E B AT e bk R PR 55 60%
F o E BT LR E BF 7 Lk R hE B %Fﬁ]g 435%3 25%'%% F o
TRk S RSk Rl K BRI KBRS AR i 25% -
PR KB R o

BE RN ERSe FRBEESF SRFEZ T (R 65) »5F w7k
BHEB EFAVARDFE BRI EHTE D AH AGKAERE R RAERF BE L
PEE . ¥ b 730nm~ 720 nm ~ 710 nm &2 700 nm w A A B ER S B
BMER (£63)

A5 % k& (900 nm-300nm > 2 10nm 3 B FE ) & 5522 CMR @2 4p R |+ »
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% 6.3.885F 740 nm-520nm 23 Bk £ F b4F > B E Y CMR & 5 1R ¥ § 4o B
(AP B fadicr=-0.69"1) » # ¥ 720 nm ~ 710 nm ~ 700 nm = j# £ & &% 2 CMR
@iwwﬁ&i$§ﬂ%mujoJﬁ%%ﬁﬁ&MOmMMnm%gﬁﬁm’
"EEREHRE Y CMR @ F A kg r st R 5 PR T AR TERFRRAS
ﬁﬁkk7%ﬁ4;’%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁiT§°% CBCR £ T b R R B
T2l EF S5 CMR B2 F B F 4 M (40 2)

182 dp fic(vegetation index, VI) 5 1644 6 ¥ #F ez BB Wk 0 - T @ 2L 5
TR ARRIRLFGRE2 20 TRE TR ERE LIRS F 2 L
BELB o A7 & * NDVI-SR~CHL ~NIR/G 2 G/R I {84 4pdc> ~ 47 4

Sr FfAEEY CMR B2 ApM 12 > B 6.6 Aom & 42 41527 CMR (B2 49 M %

R EETY #kak R

#e(r) A 1] 078" (NDVI) ~ 048" (SR)-~0.92 (CHL) - 0.67" (NIR/G)

2 0817 (G/R) » r2 b 5 & 2ifi/ CHE PR KBRS 2 R h B GR
2 »>SR % NDVI £ = 2 = fpsf 5ﬁkﬂﬂmzh¢r FRAEEPES R

o 5 ¥ 34

PELRET &\ 1
BB IR BTk R ¥ NDVI B2 8 %0 B 6.7 37 0 gL A2 2 {24 NDVI

A H @ EIT 5 05 gL~ 1.0 gL ~2.0 gL ~ 4.0 gL w AT k2

—

THRELR -

2z ~ 3t#% (Discussion )

(- ) WiLERHe G F4 E52 PR

#9%7 & B 3w F % % ‘Super Olympia White’2. 2 ¥ 2> g F&Z 7 £ 7 %
(B6.1) ~assk kIR (£62) » HRfptrE & F* & F 7% (§63) »
FifER A KB (26.1) o SRR A e A B R F R E % w2 2 & (Stoneman
et al., 1996 ; Clearwater and Meinzer, 2001 ) ° > P P& #-% 2457 1L (Osmocote)*s

*gd F20gHk B 1362 £% P & 7 (Dracaenareflexa) ~ . 3¢ % ¥+ (Caryota
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mitis) ~ Veitchiamcdanielsii g E 4 £ ¢ 2 52 £ 2 3 4c (Broschat, 2002) -
F % %2 (SPAD-502) F i zbphkien Fple g eh%d B F P

P ESEH E (CMR, SPAD-502 value) £ & * 80% 3 fit & dimethyl sulfoxide

N

(DMSO) ¥Ben¥E %3 2 £ TR 4k » &7 % kP2 P s 2 7 &

)

(Yadava, 1986):;~ £ 7 £ % 7 82§ kAL T 3 &4 M 12 (Madakadze et al.,
1999) » Tt > g E P EV UApH AL E S §F ER (Davenport et al., 2005;

Richardson et al., 2002 )

T2 7 P2 SR RPPES LF B2 i o 5w ER0OgL B v £G4

EFES2CMREXF 179 rm% p £53 727 L (M6.1) » BFREFLIR
RS F gk (F62) o £ kit £ & vv 2 50K (F63) - i£a

o

RO S A itk R (6.1)

E R S WA ITY R U:}%rﬁ%@ﬁk’ Nk

W

T REE LT
R AR ST £ 2 TN m{?%% fadd Fehasn bd F
Wémﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ#i#‘% @ﬂe

PPN FTimre 225 Bt dr e 4 . T g Sz =k (4 8 »2004) - Medhurst

ARG R % BRI

frBeadle (2005) &%= 5 45 41 f4# e 4~ (Eucalyptusnitens) z. # % § kA &k &
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@iﬁw%°%€ﬁ¥ﬁﬁg§§i@i$§w%’ii{ﬂﬁﬁ&%
AFEEEEEMEY FE &1 E3%F £2 % %304 (Makino et al., 1992) -
Evans(1983) 1 /- & (TriticumaestivumL.) & #5185 M55 F kR e £ %% 2
® BrubiscoB IO B F EELF TR A WA c FHERAFFCETERLO
gL B FE SR EFY FHA2EFRFS  REFFIFORGLE
REEFHFFE2LEALF EXETE -

FwER S0gLpE FEF AR o BER L REERREL AR
J» 2.k & giph i (¥ % (photophosphorylation) 2 ¥ f m®e e 4 5 %7 B % > 37314k

BESHE LI L BB B RS ARE ERES A § 2% K (Zhangetal, 2004) -
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BRLFHEFTE L RELEP Ao BF (55 1993) o 402 F P L iFiFEw
AR BRF o BF LB MsG G M Ak RARR R I e
R RARS o FIVIEFE E R bR S 0 B TR G F A R e 0 T fi i dk
7RG & i i 5 (75 > 1993; Peoples and Koch, 1979 )
W05 gL 10 gL 2.0 gL 2 Ak R e FiGE EE KL (B E K

2AE B2 P HFRALTRIHEFTLE (R63, 261) @ LAF X RRKK

bl

STRBT 05 gL ars ek B e BAjw EAGEE 2 KAt (GRE B 0S4
WL LRIy E R > = %A Y %50-100 pmol'm™s™ PPF)

40 gLlavsw kB § R fEth2 gk b v @2 4 £ 2T % (H63, &
6.1) - Hogh-Jensen® (1997)4p &1 & &1 gkle it (€% K ApMigch > - 42 B A3 2 &
%é%rm*ﬁifﬁ'ﬁdbﬂi%éiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁivﬁﬁﬁ%?%sﬁ

BT * ATk iy SRS R 2 ¥ ‘g.swg@w.@ S F ;A;fgfﬁﬁg C RS

g

o
B

LR R B2 RRERT A 4 yﬁrgb%mpwﬁbr,\@b_mam

Ft o ERFRRE S B g%iuoi (o x;:;'f:‘” i % MREE R 'R < (Alfoldi et
, 1992) » g%wﬂmiw%%»ﬁﬁ# L7 2P 30 HF64

m PCMRIE&ZEL G TE® f 5 & - X w il - g ILWRp o

A el S A P Nk R AR E S Yk Bk

wf
wr

BRI P EPAUE R ES A R AT R o - Lk BT

-

FREFCREATAEAT LR RLERE S F A RO R E LR Ao s
TESZFRNIT ) 2 XG0 4 T RIEHEFEY ol * o ER 2 X
LT g BB fER S T Bk - AR P on 2 (Maxwell and
Johnson, 2000) - #= & {6 $k 2. Fv/Fmig 5 — ¥ #c’ % 4 %%0.75-0.85 ( Bolhar-Nordenkam
etal., 1989) > ¥ {Ethill X B PF > % 5 Fodf 4 » Fm > Fv/FmZ% OpsIl ™ " ik % 5
4 (Costa et al., 2003; Hassan, 2006; Lu and Zhang ; 1999; Yang et al., 1996) -

0gL'amsw kA ¢ LRFV/FmME T "% » 2 Fo Bpdet 8 AJL g » Bk & &t
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FROFT%A I ES o I L R AR
AT R F DB W SR I EAE rubisco > » i =
T~ 2l $4#P R (Bondada and Syvertsen, 2003) » 8258k it & &
Reehit ¥ B 7 @PSII o+ X8 3 &4 (Fv/Fm)™ % ot #20.5gL" ~1.0gL" ~2.0
gL'~ 4.0 gL'e 85557 kB HFVFm2 B8 > B R HE L FRFEFLE 0 5
wA40 gL e bR A g4k RT3 > FRE- HFH (£62)

L P ER S 05gL" 1.0 gL 220 gLz vk R M R % K L 0T

* 22 ~Fv/FmZz fith4 E £ 7 2 g ¥ » Fpt > v F s % ‘Super Olympia

“\&ar

White’ 14 % B énBk 8 T (s BEE £ pF2 kB > 9 4 50-100 pmol'm™s™ PPF) >
Wik ROS gL T M HRE K4 Lo E Wk RiEA0 LR & HiE A £ &

A2 AR

(:>ﬁwkﬁﬁw§ﬂﬁ#%ﬁ%ﬁ1%$
BO6S:m Efa SuperOlymp \{/l’hlte AR AT bR T2 kAT R

|
R e B F bk LT s ;e(<400 fitn) < 7 % %(400-700 nm) ~ iF = ¢

—_—

%(700-1300 nm) 2 # = ¢ % (1300-25000m) = &t S BT AR B P F T R

T

VA en BB B G¥ 4F i A (Fuchs, 1990) o 3 2% i@ % U-3010 k& 3 %
(spectrophotometer)i& {7 iR T_» L £ 4=l # 3002 900 nm > F]2* » R6.5K IR I & 3] e
B R o ko d Erd whkEF FHT LRI (EEFERZR Lk
A RSed ) AV RRREF B F kg i (Pefuelas et al., 1993a) ;
RO S /*chﬂ? yE S kL F 2 e BER R E YT 2 v 2750 nm-1350 nm
BB T R T T Bhersk g 58 4 S B B8 F 52 5 1% (Davenport et al.,
2005; Guyot, 1990; Pefiuelas et al., 1993a; Pefiuelas et al. 1993b; Xue et al., 2004) - =
el A F L DT RERF I AT ERAPEF RS DR S

o T KA FHERRYF I T > T AL F Bk ARG - IR

d ALK SRS PRI P ARF IRl B TSI BE BE 4L
93



At G %7 B % (Walburg et al., 1982; Ma et al., 1996; Masoni et al., 1997) o 4§ ¥ #
o OER B 0 EF AV L RGF SFEBIT R BT RV % B R
FAKZ BT A piT R TH o IR F 2 R F IR EF LR (R6S) -
#L 5% 22 Gomez-Casero % + (2007 ) e Bk & % 4p i+ » GOmez-Casero & 4 +* $20 kg ~
0.5kg~1.0kg N/tree= f8.% *5 * Jk R HEM AT A L HF W2 BE L EHTEF
2

T
For EREG > EF AV L RGF SR BT oo g N AR R S
% & ;

TN

iR
ZRFARLZARSVEREREVESZ TR (R51)
Ak kd Z 0 EHFIEAR  EREERI O i FRTALETR
kG Rk BT o § ko d Aok & ¢ F T IT o ¢h 750 nm-1350 nmk BT 7
oz o F T2 L EF ML EFLE o

SRR B Al ek L B G R flﬁ% F (The red edge position ) # 5 P
B(RI6S) - # {TCMR 5t S L i1 )L OO 4 5 se it 25

g

sp\,ﬂtwwb%CMR.aJ,ﬁm;f%gm (07 TIPS Y ERE STy

/ﬁ»“’\);k’j’j? ﬁ' o Pt :‘_],:%;5‘_,}519 ]%’7 /ﬁvtg)» ‘."’"D/ﬁs-g)v »—7?7 SF\/Pl»‘R-rﬁ}; F‘T"p

R ES2 ;2284 > 43 e ﬁ;:}iup%gﬁfn 1§ 7 ¥ o Haboudane % 4

(2002) :}F] J 5 550-680nmerfE Ak kA B R E S FER L G AR -

Bk ECY 11550 nmftiT 2 K B F B CMREARM B F (£63) o Xued 4
(2004)4p A FE S H hF R R KR 0 ASF 2560 nmi R S5 P A 40 560 nm & 2
FHEFHEE 2 E OB EA L o Inoue® £ (1998) “%= % &7 » 560 nmz & &5 ¥
* %325 LNA (N accumulation per unit ground area) ° 7 e d- 48§ 7 € 9%
o BRRERE FAERY BA -

S E 3ok Sfrd A B A675 nm o b — A2 F s g g g

% % 7 £ (Chappelle et al., 1992; Thomas and Gausman, 1977) o d ** ¥ % % 675
nm TR E F RSt o Tt FH A Rt B - LR F S

FE A P AR 4o 2 A% (Hoff and Amesz, 1991) o 2 b » L & 675 nm*ifiT 2 F b4 5
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HRERZESF 7 ER ML I RBLINEA A ESZ 7 2E - WERBHY
BB 2B T E e mITResH I RFERESZ ZER TR BRI
( Gitelson and Merzlyak, 1996)0%6.3?'}% Ell P E’OgLIM_\“fE X 675 nm
MIT 2 KR S AR > 205gL" v 1.0gL " ~2.0gL "2 40 gL e fEAIT %
LRt EFLE  HACMREE23 T (B6.1) 0 $675 nmieit2 st £ =& fc &
I 1L e e o

=# % (rededge) ¥ =>+680 nm-740 nm ( Filella and Pefiuelas, 1994 ) - &g
RPN RSk EY R E G R B IR % (red edge is the point of maximum slope in
reflectance spectra) o o A 2 Tipdi o PHESZZE % EHFREL

# % & & ehF B R (Filella and Pefuelas, 1994; Fridgen and Varco, 2004 ) - [

6.5% 637 F I HRE% o

65 BB R R

(')ﬁi@&ﬁm?ﬂﬁ#4fﬁf§
v

g £ o el 15 TR LT EF T S
éxiﬂﬁbaaﬁéﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%’mﬁkﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁiﬁ&
(vegetation index, VD) ¥ * % 1% & 1§ 5 245 1% (Hunt et al., 1987; Ripple, 1986) *

LRI TR 3

0 gL A2 2 45 tANDVI#E b < (H16.7) - NDVI: & ¥ & * 2 58355 14 4
#o FHEBEERE$ B > NDVIE' % (Pefiuelas and Filella, 1998) » i & &
2 NDVIE# B > P FI&Ed o 5 Sfalo k2 7] F Spioeh k2 > g4 &
AR B o kA% 5 (T Stz i kARD ) o @ F Bbenif i oh sk Aksy o
Bl kBmigiorhkz F 544 8 % < (Green et al., 1997; Price and Bausch,
1995) - 0 g'L ' A2 2 8 $kNDVI g P &8 143:0.5 gL' ~ 1.0 gL' ~2.0gL"'2 4.0 gL
w AT ST 0 B R 8T - 40 gL AT 2 fpkiE R £ (T i F A 4

EEPEROSgL ~1.0gL " ~20gL "= AL i » w NDVIE &% &0 o a5 %

Rt

(05gL"'~1.0gL"~20gL"'240gL 'y %5 £u22 ¥ *NDVIE ¥ 50.85) >
g g g g
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oA RFIG AR 2 kR T A WRIE Y H Bk E o Fet HRHES
B Footiiz RE TR BH Ee BRI o BT UHE R
A RS

F6.63 7 SRENDVIS ES % s £ L4 BRI M » 7 2816 ¥ 508
F#% %7 2% % 732 o NDVI[(Rsoo-Reeo)/(RsootReso) | E & * B & F o efE & 4 8

ORIt TAR PR L Er S E SRR Al £ R

e

¥ 7 £ % (Bell et al, 2004; Penuelas et al., 1993; Sellers, 1987) - NDVI#? SR
(Rgoo/Rego) #J1* fok vifio kit 7l E - & FRAES AR o A7 g ¢ > NDVI

ZSRYSCMRES A E I 4ab A B 7% kit Bu SRAEE Y2 £5%3 5

(s

EEES

(®6.6) > &+

4 $NDVI% SR# {8 # n #ic§ e Rlchardsoniﬁ L (2002) ipdiig * CHL:® 5 E %2

CHL [(R7s0-R70s)/(R7s0-R708) 122 CMR (.2 #p B %8 £0.92

7 & 0 H % #NDVI 2 red edge?wiw”"CHLq+ R AT E Y2 4p¥HE
m

(expresses relative chlorophyll qqntenl) ) ?LE w ; h 7}% £ %% 7 £ (absolute Chl

%% 7

\+x~

content per unit leaf area ) & ¥ = ¥ =2 ¥ & % JE & (concentration per gram of leaf
tissue) * ARG E AR TR PIFE R S
NIR/G ~ G/RZCMR & & & 4 B (B16.6) o hF 5475 ¢ B » 1 % st
N N :};] b A N 'm:}ﬁ & (Carter, 1994; Gitelson and Merzlyak, 1996,
1997; Gitelson et al., 1996)° ¥ 1?3 Buschmann {= Nagel( 1993 )% 7 > log(Rgoo/Rss0)
PEZ BT RGFEE R ER FESEE 7 £ 24p1% 0 2 Reoo/Rssort E¥Chlaz £

7 E 5 % B4 1 o Schmidhalter® + (2003) »2 # ] & S 4l > 2 47{E W F 2

ek

;L
L?L'w

¥ #NIR/G ~ NDVIZ G/R= {54 dp ez Ap W12 > e % Bgor et ] 3§ 3
+» NIR/G (r=0.82) #**NDVI (1=0.42) » £ G/R (r=0.01) 2§ 7 £i} tpM 1+ -

Gomez-Casero % 4 (2007 ) %= 3 Rldp 41 > NIR/GZ2 GRY £ &Rt PR N7

ii@J o
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7 ~ %% (Conclusions)

97 ¢ 8w F A% # ‘Super Olympia White’2 2 ¥ 2R > R S F 7 £ 7
Rk kA AR R BRI R S (TP F T Kt £ $00.5gL

10gL " 220 gL' = #2559 Jk R $HHE 2 £ % £ 0% »cF ~ Fv/Fm2 fE k2 £ £ 5

E-)
o
4
RS
=i
i
o

L ow Z G # ‘Super Olympia White” e 4 £ & chTp 8T (E5% -

EHAE FHEREA0 gL R g HERE ER AL T AP

ERagd Frd ks d 2 Hv A kg (A NEFL2 kL 4 2k
F) o aT LK EF SR TS ket F b R RN Fooksd
F % dne B #2040 6750 nm-1350 nm,ﬁ.fx = N I PN S i

ot g e 4 gt i S s o M Al R A T LR

g A

>

.I'

SR Tt R TR E BEE B 5’;:5 %@-JL BT R R 0 Tt > T Ak R
g kg B - B R e | | |

bk B Al B kgt PO .”E/ﬁsﬁ)&i :I:Iﬁ % ('The red edge position) & &
BT oo gl R ~ﬁ&\x%%&ﬁwﬂ% AEEFFERRESFHESZ 7 E
2B 3 vE-Hlem e Mag 28 o d 3RS FHNIT 0 RTS0
nm-1350 nmjL L0 2 e s Flgt o BTt R R 2 AR F S RIZRILG B F

182 dp fic(vegetation index, VI) 5 1644 6 3 # ez BB % 0 - T @i L 5
I3 TR KTk (R @2 # 2 o NDVI~ SR ~ CHL ~ NIR/G% G/R % #

$37E2F B ATM 0 H ¢ CHL[(R750-R705)/(R7s0-Ryos)] &8 5 & 35 3% £ 2 4p B

ppas)

WEZ0N™ AR FHESE R0 RE R S .
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Z 6.1, WAl kR Hw F s % ‘Super Olympia White” # £ k2. #2588
Table 6.1. Effects of different fetilization rates on growth of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’. n=8.

Fertilization rates ) ) . .
plant height plant width  shoot fresh weight shoot dry weight

(gL

0 15.5b* 14.0b 329b 1.16 b
0.5 20.7 a 183 a 733 a 1.76 a
1.0 228 a 16.8 a 72.7 a 1.68 a
2.0 209 a 173 a 61.5a 1.58 a
4.0 13.8b 13.1b 239b 099b

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

6.2, Pkl kB ¥o £ f % # ‘Super Olympia White & /|- ¥ & (Fo) ~ & = ¥ &
(Fm) ~ PSIT &+ k& 3 & it (Fv/Em) v 6 ik & 4508, (2 fc(Qp) ~ 2558 i B8, ik dic
(Qn)z2 £ 3+ & & (Dpsp) 2 F2 58 x &

Table 6.2. Effects of different fertilization rates onsFo, Fm, Fv/Fm, Qp, Qn, and ®psy
of Begonia semper florens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’. n=8.

Fertilization rates , =
1 Fo Fm & Fv/Em Qp Qn Dpsp

(gL) - '3 |}

0 415.13 a¥ 173113 a 0766~ 0.810a 0.038a  0.608b
0.5 385.12b "1728.29.a 0.784b 0.790a 0.036a  0.609 b
1.0 361.75bc 171238 ab:70.79 a 0.808a 0.036a 0.632a
2.0 34533 cd 1672.89ab  0.79a 0.796a 0.039a  0.626 ab
4.0 327.66d 158633 b 0.79 a 0.796a 0.038a  0.626 ab

“Fo: minimal fluorescence, Fm: maximal fluorescence, Fv/Fm: excitation transfer
efficiency (dark), Qp: photochemical quenching, Qn: non-photochemical quenching,
@pslI: quantum yield of photochemistry.

YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.
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6.3.
émg;

z
v

g skl xg %

Bk F BB % F

kR ¥ R ‘Jf* i’i ‘Super Olympia White’ ¥
7 (CMR, SPAD-502 value ) 2

L1

§¢£;%$1%

AR B A AT
Table 6.3. Effects of different fertlllzatlon rates on the reflectances at all the

wavelengths from 900 nm to 300 nm of the leaf reflectance spectral ,and the linear

correlation analysis between the reflectance of each wavelength and CMR(SPAD-502

value) of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under nitrogen

treatments.n=>5.

Fertilization rates

@ L") 740nm  730nm  720nm  710nm  700nm 690nm 680 nm 670 nm

0 56.60 a¥ 53.60 a 4656 a 3538 a 2058 a 788 a 546 a 558 a

0.5 56.45 a 52.61 ab 4435 ab 31.75 b 1643 b 580 b 453 b 455 b

1.0 5576 ab 51.76 b 4338 b 30.81 b 1586 b 5.68 bc 435 b 436 b

2.0 54.85 bc 50.08 ¢ 40.58 ¢ 2723 ¢ 13.15 ¢ 521 bc 450 b 448 b

4.0 5443 ¢ 49.15 ¢ 3885 ¢ 2510 ¢ 11.73 ¢ 500 ¢ 446 b 446 b

3k *skok *skok ook *okok *okok Kokok *okok
linear correlation” -0.69™"  -0.84"" 20,90 091" 091" -086™ 071" -0.72™

“The linear correlation between reflectance of eachwwavelength and CMR.
YMean separation within columns by LSD“tes‘p atP=0.05.
™ "™Significant at P<0.01, or 0:001, respeEﬁ'vgly

T W) \

kR ¥ E R ;‘5’% ;é ‘Super Olympia White’ £ & % i# £

+
~

6.3.(4) 5ol F it

Z_ %2%‘5 PR S WS «éﬁ]’ R NC & (CMR, SPAD-502 value ) z_ 31+ 4p B |+
AR &
Table 6.3. Continued.
Fertilization rates
( 1) 660nm 650nm 640ném 630nm 620nm 610nm  600nm 590 nm
gL
0 650 a’ 728 a 9.06 a 1034 a 1080a 1228 a 1344 a 1434 a
0.5 48 b 526 b 630 b 718 b 748b 851 b 945 b 10.15 b
1.0 473 b 515 b 620 bc 7.01 b 743b 548 b 945 b 1023 b
2.0 466 b 485 b 551 bc 6.05 bc 631 bc 7.06 bc 7.78 bc 837 bc
4.0 458 b 478 b 528 ¢ 575 ¢ 598 ¢ 661l ¢ 727 ¢ 775 ¢
kkk kkk kkk kkk kkk kkk kkk kkk
linear correlation”-0.79""  -0.82"" -0.85" -0.86"  -0.86"  -0.87  -0817" -0.82""

“The linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.
**Signiﬁcant at P<0.001.
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o 63.(F) fela R R ¥ TR ;‘z’a jt‘super Olympia White’$ & & A £ F b
2B L LR S E % Fd @ (CMR, SPAD-502 value ) 2. 4R 14 4p B |+
A

Table 6.3. Continued.

Fertilization rates
580 nm 570 nm 560 nm 550 nm 540 nm 530 nm 520 nm

(gL

0 1618 a’ 1942 a 2280 a 2358 a 23.04 a 2098 a 1540 a

0.5 1170 b 1462 b 1773 b 1857 b 1812 b 1635 b 1150 b

1.0 1177 b 1463 b 1772 b 1848 b 1800 b 1623 b 1152 b

2.0 953 ¢ 1188 c 1453 ¢ 1525 ¢ 1490 ¢ 1340 c¢ 953 be

4.0 872 ¢ 1078 ¢ 1317 ¢ 13.82 c 1343 ¢ 1212 ¢ 873
s - s s s s s

*

linear correlation”* -0.83""  -0.85""  -0.86""  -0.86"" -0.86""  -0.85" -0.847

“The linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.
yMean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
""Significant at P< 0.001. v, = =
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R?=0.71, P<0.0001
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Fertilization rates (g/L)
Bl 6.1 #oplas ;‘}éfi&“ﬂ:l‘iﬁk 4 % pia White” 3 % % 338 2 #2 58

Fig. 6.1. Effects of different ferti
semper florens-cultorum “Sup

o g ol
i
W

&‘;ﬁ(éi’AD-SOZ value) of Begonia
* S
: s indicate standard errors of the

mean; n==8.

B 6.2. = % # /5 ¥ ‘Super Olympia White’ 2. % 3587 )k B T 2 fath 4 £ w
Fig. 6.2. The appearance of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’

under different fertilization rates.
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Fig. 6.3. Effects of different fertilization rates-on leafnet photosynthetic rate of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’. Bars indicate standard errors of the

mean; n=8. \
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L2 0
O —
S g 251
g 2
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o R*=0.36
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CMR

B 6.4. = % #/5 ¥ ‘Super Olympia White’ . % e 3ol * JE B T H % F 213 @27
ARG TER 52w A 4T

Fig. 6.4. Regression analysis of CMR and leaf net photosynthetic rate of Begonia
semper florens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under different fertilization rates.
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Fig. 6.5. Reflectance curves of Begoni Lll Semperﬂlégrens-cultorum Super Olympia White’
under different fertilization rates. Bars.indicate standard errors of the mean; n=5.
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033
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CMR
B 6.6. = F # /3 % ‘Super Olympia White’ -7 3o 4d>5 % kR T £ 2 B8

(A)NDVI, (B)SR, (C)Chl, (D)NIR/G % (E)G/R % & 4 Apdc2 AR B R & 47
Fig. 6.6. The linear correlation between CMR(SPAD-502 value) and various vegetation

index: (A)NDVI,

(B)SR,

(C)Chl,

(D)NIR/G,

and (E)G/R

of Begonia

semper florens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under different fertilization rates.
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Fig. 6.7. Effects of different 'ﬁertiﬁ_zatio_n rates  on NDVI of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘SuperOlympia White’s Bars indicate standard errors of the

mean; n=5.
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% kR FAGRES B2 LA R B
Chapter 7. Effects of Drought on Growth and Spectral Reflectance of
Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’
it & (Abstract)

Er@XRBERPF > EFP 67 272 DR GHET 0% P
PR Pk Bk AR e £ s % (Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super
Olympia White’) % Hifl» i {7 2 f F2 R 45 K385 » A W3t RBH FE 5% 10 % -
20 2 ~35 X ek - =t o RSk g R g MRk g B2 5w s % ‘Super Olympia White’
AT AR RESHFZETE B ALY ERfuthk L Fr @ F
TR e Y R B o kA RIAD “ii_%?é% KR B A FERR ATk
Boenk s Towg (3T bk 4 £ R S 2 .PWC TREFIPM) VB R LR
£ 2 F 5% 7 e PWC (plant waer content ):L BEETARM kY > 680 nm -
670 nm ~ 660 nm = i £ £ i 5 SPWC ﬁ@%g M 8 4 a4 B 50747
0.747"~ 20727 o 4 ip K (Vegetiaiion inde:x-, VI) “ & > 12 NDVI (normalized
difference vegetation index)f- PRI (photoch'emiéal ~reﬂectance index)22 PWC & g ¥ 1
ABRE > 7R W E i X 44 oKk 3 8 pF o NDVI 4e PRI "% 4 ; ¥ CHL (chlorophyll index)
NIR/G (NIR-to green ratio) 2 G/R (green-to-red ratio) = 16 4 p #cdie 7 if & * 0%

PWC -
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- ~ %% (Introduction )

BEF G TR kA BE R A e N R R e [Tl s i B 3
FORRTE M WRT S § e by AR~ AR S B e A PR G
T oo kB EHARENL VRS BT LES FALES B b5 PG
WA KAERITE  §HMPF34 0 RESWATT - 5 (LA L > "k L v
S B B S AR R L A R AR S S Rk
g d oo g A R PIIR G o Hk & IFH k Siid 2 4 5 (Taiz and Zeiger, 2002) ©

FI* FRIBITT g RS FliE B A A 2 e o FRT I o pf
B E > Bilde © R IG5 (radiometry) ~ #3#(photography) ~ T AL#ERS
(videography) ~ #t iz ¢k s R (IR termography) . "5 Sk 2% 27 & 7 (multispectral
images analysis) % % & %/éf’/ lﬁ(nuclear magnetlc resonance imaging, NMRI) %
(Chaerle and Stracten, 2000) ¢ # 3 $¥5% }g BrzpF s REFIFIERD
%;F}’T’%p’&“ﬂ*" Boirig = et A & 4

F1E 3 PR GOFE 0 bl v,El,yl-_-,/}i_“Ex ‘é,-]-i’_g.f_l\ﬁ-: bkt LR ST i

AT sT g E PR Sk o w%m’

E R stk 2 AR i (Carter; 1993) o

Wi

Ed Fak#sd FRIAPAEFSILENE LB FHmd mE 2 4L
A %2 B Tk (Bauer, 1975; Ma et al., 1996; Masoni et al., 1997) » & i3 4 £ 22 &
200§ % gy B 5% K (520-600 nm)~ iz £ (630-700 nm) ~ 1T &= ¢F & (700-1300 nm)

i (Maetal., 1996) -

Wi

4iE

A e BR B BB 2 A fE e 4 4p Bic(vegetation index) & % F| %K

%-r

ﬁ*&

HoEofdpi 2L E kA EF IR FFE S
Bk £ 7 p ‘*Kﬁr‘é % 2. B Z(Kanemasu, 1974; Tucker, 1979; Elvidge and Chen,
1995; Price and Bausch, 1995) -

B ILE S SRR SR E O PR RBYBRR T ¥ A

p# s NDVIZ SR ¥4tk g R E G & * F ekl itk > DAz
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Fogtoh s RBARMA Y 2 8% S M EEIFR LA o AT e % # ‘Super
Olympia White’ 5 14 > 38k P ede™ @
(=) B33 AR 4 K% e 5 7% # ‘Super Olympia White’ # & 2. B2 58 -
(1) By e % #5 % ‘Super Olympia White’ .7 42 B 4 -k 25 T £ & & 54k
B RS S SR 28 S A TS S ) S
() "% 7 NDVI [(Rgoo-Rec0)/(RsootRego)] *F > #e » PRI [(Rs31-Rs70)/(Rs31+Rs70)]~ CHL
[(R750~R705)/(R750+R705)] * NIR/G (R780/Rss0 ) % G/R (Rsso/Re70) ¥ 54 45 #c
/47 2 22PWC (plant water content) 2_ 4p M M T B f2H A B =G

_i }‘@; # %‘DJ o
s kL gr 3 x (Materials and Methods )

SR 5 2008 7 4 25 F 3T fL B m@#ﬁ 7 2 #( ASUSA SPIKE SEEDS,
INC.) 2 = % #:% % ‘Super Olympia iWh;te 288 BAEF 2w > 22008 &8 7 3
PHIED S5 F2¢ 0 A4 &l i 20%%}%%1#’»&{??&' ¥ /A F (Canadia
Growing Mix 1-P, Fafard, Agawam, Canadd ) 5 A 5008 £ 87 SPFER- LI
%5 12 200 ppm N 2_ 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;3 141& sz > %L (Peter’s 20-20-20, The
Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) - #FZ» 85 S8 EFEE (Tt
BIEIE E > &2 kR g% 50-100 pmol'm™s™ PPF(photosynthetic photon flux)
FltkA L3 75cm B BF 7 BARR & RF% o

2 % f % % ‘Super Olympia White’>* 2008 # 8 * 19 p *12 200 ppm N 2
20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;4 4+:& sz % > % #L( Peter’s 20-20-20, The Scotts Co., Marysville,
Ohio, USA) » ¥ %g2 BH4ri8 7 K~ 3% (% 0% ) »2008 # 9 7 23 p#EH S 4 >
B A HE 35 % c FHRPF ALE SISk HiEk6 B ERE 10X E
K== BR300  Clerta k20 % (20082 9% 8p ) BRE-R 1= ;D ep
PRI BT Rk Rk 35 % o A e E gk 25 ppm N 2
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20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;3 4:& 2z 2 % L ( Peter’s 20-20-20, The Scotts Co., Marysville,
Ohio, USA ) ; B &&= = ##&-k*% 2 50 ppm N 2. 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;3 |4i& s2 % > ¥
AL (Peter’s 20-20-20, The Scotts Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) ; C i -k R *
150 ppm N 2_ 20.0N-8.8P-16.6K ¥ ;% i st > %7 4L (Peter’s 20-20-20, The Scotts
Co., Marysville, Ohio, USA) ; D % Fi&5k 8 BF 2 -k > F]pt > T A5 % se sl o A
B-C-D#Flepd2stEdf #E4- 2 @RS AE PEERMR2ERE
L HEG BN LG ES R E - LS e AL LR ST X3 2008 £ O
P23 P RIEHRE R EREL > RISGE 2 TOC PN o Bio- AL B
FEBgr € 0 T 382 PWC (plant water content ) » PWC 23+ § = 3¢

% [(fresh weight —dry weight)/dry weight]x100 (Pefiulas et al., 1997 )
1LE %2 5 L Eip e

2008%9%23p + = 11: OO*‘;&*fg[ﬂ’ﬁ%, f‘--’—l‘%f" B3 NP HNE
% ¥ £P TR (Mini-PAM, Walz G|mbh Effeltrich; Germany ) 4 ji £ 665 nm2
BE Ak o PR s ﬁw} 4 "c B (m1n1lrrI1um fluorescence, Fo) ~ & + & & i&
( maximal fluorescence, Fm) ~PST[ & = 4: ¥ =+ & it (excitation transfer efficiency,
Fv/Fm) > 5§14 % # 3t % Bk 7 £ %4 2000 pmol-m™s™'2_ 46435 % » jp| £ %
£ + # ¥ (quantum yield of photochemistry, ®ps 1) ~ & it & 54 % #ic(photochemical
quenching, Qp) % 2Lk it & 434, i% fir(non-photochemical quenching, Qn) ° & k] T_—
PRIZIEBE  QLFZDe PE RIS A B 2B E & AN FE L
ERZVPEOZFFRERER O OMPFEAI LAFUFECEFHI30 A48 B
sk RE R AR BE e B E SR ¥R TR BEARAEC X8 bR
TFo~Fm2% Fv/Fm> #F25F;t § > L@ Bk e ™ L B £ DpsIT ~Qp% Qn > ¥t
B %

BB AT FL LR > 5 - 2B BB E T HRL- T o
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2.% %% 3 @ (CMR, SPAD 502-value) :

20089 % 23 p 11 ¥ % % 3+ (SPAD-502, Minolta Camera Co., Tokyo):®| & k| % >
BRE (953523 #E) 2 FSEHE > Afrr BREFTHENRL > F

o & —

HEAI E P H650nmz 940 nmA A E e F L R o GEERZF 2

=k

BRI R A 0 FRE - A o
3.k & iF LI

2008 & 9 7 22 p k= 9:30-11:00 ¥ HF 8k & iFH Pl ik (LI-6400
portable photosynthesis system, LI-COR, Lincoln, Nebraska) ** 5 %+ & Fl# & k ©
SETHRETRENEZIERE (YL92Fle ¥ E) 2k s mr @ F - 53
R~ wiep 2 F PRURR 2 FAGiEH R o FAEY L EH Rl RRE T mLag
B30 A4 2t Mdd %§%§;\+¢r (IRGA) ZF2:z jsgRr » 1 1)
¥ T 47341 kiR (6400-02 LED light Soure) 3% %R R Bk £ 5 670 nm > %5 &
% 100 pmol'm™s™ » CO, ik B 150¥:m01m 1y _"m i# 2% %% 500 pmol'm™s™ s
ﬁ%ﬁ&aiézst’ifgﬂwwﬁaﬁ_;4—&£%ﬁ3ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ—ﬁ
RES L& - PR | ‘

B e— £4F ¢

—

4.3 5 kR B

TR B AT2008# 97 23 p 14 fie i ## 4 Ff (integrating sphere) & i+ 2 Hitachi
U-30105% 3 & (spectrophotometer):i& {7 B T_o £ #F45 i# 5 5 600 nm/min » j& £ §
Bl p 3002900 nm > *#HfE474 5 1nme Pl 2 pF ARl 0 7 5 53 Hb o 7R
TR EEMERF 2L RS 0 FRILESF RGN ER LT FF Mg
bRigz2 vt Ee¥ kiERiad 2 T A M2 482 3y ficde ™ ((Field et al,, 1994; Gamon and
Surfus, 1999; Gémez-Casero et al., 2007; Pefiuelas et al., 1993a, 1993b, 1995; Penuelas
and Filella, 1998; Serrano et al., 2000 )

NDVI (normalized difference vegetation index ) =(Rgoo— Re60)/(Rsoo+ Reeo)
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PRI ( photochemical reflectance index ) = (Rs31 —Rs70)/(Rs31+ Rs7)
CHL ( CthI’OphyH index ) :(R750 — R705)/(R75() + R705)
G/R (green-to-red ratio) = Rss0/Re70

NIR/G (NIR-to green ratio) =R750/Rsso
Fé‘%? 'k,'— o %‘LA’\ ’l“? :

P RS Y R R 2 3 (Complete randomized design, CRD) - 35k & %
2 % = 4 47 (Analysis of variance, ANOVA ) ip|sk 2 &8 % 4> 11 5| B ¥ £ B (Least
significant difference, LSD) ~ 17 &J2 3 22 F L 2 (P=0,05) - %3 k8 5
COSTAT 6.2 (CoHort Software, Monterry, CA, USA ) - 3§ Bl #c %8 % 4p B 124 745 #

SigmaPlot 8.0 ( SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL; USA )= -

!
\

= ~ %% (Results) \ /[
:.;'-*
'T

e EfE RS Super Olym|p1a :Whl,te | 4 H ok A R R R
(2008 = 8 * 19 p -2008 & 9°2.23 ¢ )A,ﬁ,ﬁ‘f* 5% k- REK6K B
& 10 % k- = > HEk 305 CaErtak k20% (2008 & 92 8 p ) PFriE-k-
Z o DER P RHEEET SRR RS EHRER R3S o RHRELE  BIERE

PR +3v4 £ ¥ 2 PWC (plant water content) » % 7.1 A1 5§ ¥ 4% K % #3y 4 >

APWCH¥T%  t ABa it M¥L8 o

4

R4k

lt‘;b

R
WEHRDFRFEROES 1 > EFARIBH 4 EF 2 FS R0 e

¥T o e Bz CMREF £ Ae (B 71)
REFFREZRFREE FTRBEELE Y LR P EFS AR D

CFICERZ FAUTPESFPRETE (RT72) 0 HY

A ke E R e S

=

Dgz Zk&iF@FFL B ATHKRERFEY FFANREFER FF o5 A
B o2 g it EREFHFE*EF S ANOVAL TSR3 F L2 >* B
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W2 gk kA TER K g M A o

APTPWCEER LI @5 ~ Fi-ERZ ZHCIT* X2 4pM > B 73 8

)

FFERABRE ELAPM o b bR R P EF K X B b o PWC T > B EBE
itz £ EF* A RELEEH @5~ FVERZ ZHTr R FP R TS o

P RARRE R EREE R L SR L2 EEFRE D 2 (35 % Aifk) £
thz. Fm~Fv/Fm-Qp %2 OpsI &k ™M -Qn E& 3 » Hr etk S EELRB E 5
ks WAL P B - FABA e AR BFLR (£72)

Bl 74 5L A EFFokd ¥ % 55 e k2 57 F i
bk gl Bl 74 FEAET BN HHRE S A R RnF L
60% » & B T Lk LB nE B o §F Tk A gk LB e Ko RS
KB E B BoR i 16% o BB A e sk B A R LB

7 Fed o RARR ¥ & LR RS ﬁ,f;f{& SDMEE A K R BN e 3T 0 K hE
bR BET % 2) e # % (740 nm- 726@} D @ F o145 3)F LR R 0 700
nm-510 nm é/ﬁinﬁﬁf]“*mézl’*ﬂkﬁlk% kll’ 500nm400nm,)iﬁ;.’C D=
L FHEPEEABA ‘.s,E]_;4)*,E¥-."+ $F (390 M350 nm k£ C~ D i ek it
FFWABle (B 74: % 73 ér3) o

Adr % gt E (900 nm-300 nm > 14 10 nm 5 B RE ) K 8¢5 22 PWC 2 4p B 13 »
% 7.3 K77 890 nm-720 nm 18 B £ & s+ 22 PWC E Bg % 1 4p B » 2 ¥ 890-750 nm
BT eh B B~ 740-720 nm 3 A=A HAE S 710 nm ¥ 700 nm 3 £k ogf S
PWC X5 4p B 42 5 690 nm-620 nm ~ B & F 5+5 2 PWC T &g ¥ f ApRhE > 2 ¢
680 nm ~ 670 nm ~ 660 nm = A £ F 552 PWC AP M 53 (8 % G4 Bl
0.7477+-0.74"7~0.72"") ;610 nm-520 nm 10 B & & F 55 2 PWC 2§ 49 B4+ 5
510 nm-350 nm 17 @ & & 545 &2 PWC T8 % f 4Pk > 2 # 500 nm-410 nm 10 B
BE F b3 PWC 4p B it 0.697 2 F 5340 nm-310 nm = Bk £ F B3 22 PWC

F M GERLAER3)
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182 dp fic(vegetation index, VI) 5 1644 6 ¥ #F fic2 BB Wk 0 - T @ 2L 5
Bedb i3 B TR R R R 2 A TRE RS LR LB kN
ME%&oﬁFI%%MWLPM\Gﬂ\MMGﬁGmiﬁﬁiﬁ%»&ﬁg
% PWC 2 Aphit - B 7.5 &7 &4 a5 PWC 2 4p B fdic(n) 4 %] 0.747
(NDVI) ~0.65" (PRI) ~-0.12" (CHL) -~-0.06™ (NIR/G) % 0.59" (G/R)
7% zm PRISSR 2 NDVI = 452 8@ * %3%f% PWC 447 5 G/R g
Hd gt > ¥ CHL 2 NIR/G & {84 3 #cf PWC iz § 4p B % -

KB R Aok E T o R NDVI @2 it A-B A 22 NDVI &#

R AR o Ry PHEBEWC DAL o BorakokiE 20 X itk 8K

W (B 7.6) o

2z ~ 31#,; (Discussion)

| q,;;;-
(*)‘lkiii#wkﬁ%ihlifwﬂﬁj FEE K
| ;l :
ok g F e T ;'i‘Super-Olympia White’ii TER OREZRZIET

2

|

AR

5

YT EE P T M’%ﬂﬁ%%bm?ﬁ$T%’“

Rt £ & -
S S Tk A GR P d NER N SRR e [ s e BERLE S
RAGRE (turgor) % M o WRNT € R mizipak AR~ 2K BEESFHMTF
KT * i (7 (Taiz and Zeiger, 2002 )
KESEEF® 2 3 & ol — A fad* k& 1v% 2 k> 2 2 Heajeinl
% FEMKAZERMI LA RETErFF ] FFETE (5]
1999) © B7.28 7 A B 2 &k & (v % i % 9:3.0 umol CO, m2s' 11 ¥ +

C Di ez e F IR ERETE > P E5HP e F % % Super Olympia

=
2.
o
>
=
M
E
W
=E
(\n
>

KA R E S ERR L T s 4k k203 B
PokA G R EKIPRE T EFLAR -

ki g A Mol MER S BTSN Fe T4 LS 0 — 4
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Fk

0T kA ERSY FERIESFRES FRC O FRESZFINEFTRY F 0 L
By £ @(Caro/Chl) ] € 3 4v > v 5 Sk i s 2 T84 ) 47 # i £ (Baquedano
and Castillo, 2006) ° S F4# K X 4 » EHRE P2 EZFH BT 2 (R7.1) >

SFend SX LI Hrd] ) BB Z FHEEIHEF A B AL TR

_\\

Fle RRESHY Feng G iERT 0 107 Loycles#k RAJLT 7 § HE S F g A
S Rk F A RESSESE T RE G RS E o 50 (1988) ehdF
A d o RSB ERE RS AP TR

B Rk E20x (Cle) 2352 (D) > 3V & % £ 0.07% 0.06 mol H,O
mZs!s FHiE @ F % 10712 0.66 mmolm2s ! P Lk & (EH g & & 5T 5 ()
’m)o%*%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁwﬁ’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁ% ERES VI B S
Froomrep o F CRER AR, £ KR F@m“’mé RUE IR RLINY
BRI o R ARk NI A R gk
A2 2w BAREEF BT 0D zﬁ 4-=asﬁ'§ %se g %’ﬁzz#”fﬂ* € i o
A2 4 4 $ F(0" - HO0; - -0_1:1_3}1 T mfwa ® | D] 3ov 7o i PSIZ &
(Taiz and Zeiger, 2002) » & & & W VE 0 ?’Wbﬁﬁ ek 74| (photoinhibition) °

2R ATe Tl B WERA F Sk L B iE o HARP I E SR N L gk

GG E D NA o L E T ES R BRI L - L kS F

v

P BB A B D A B EE SR Y R L R e Ao )

N

TESF XM, 2 S5 -8 G 4 2 Bidggrt nggr * U E R 2k
EFH gu 4 BREEER S ITH Ak fi - A2k Y g eh 2 (Maxwell and
Johnson, 2000)  #= & & $k2_ Fv/FmiE 3 — ¥ &> X 4 3+0.75-0.85 ( Bolhar-Nordenkam
etal, 1989) ¥ #EtRll X 8P > % 5 Fosf 4 > Fm ~ Fv/Fm2 Ops Il ™ *# chIf % 3
4 (Costa et al., 2003; Hassan, 2006; Lu and Zhang ; 1999; Yang et al., 1996) -

RFHAFT > - i AP E kSt PR T S

FHPFPSIH B+ k8 F A5 (Fv/Fm) EF T " R % o Fv/Fm¥ >4k R i 5
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H AR o Bom sk kLIl (PSID) #4304k g el % 4 #3535 (Souzaetal., 2004 )

Lu and Zhang (1999)F1 # -] & % 5 i 742K fo B B ed® > fdt R aJ2pFE 7 Qnis 3
tvo EQpiEfrk EF AR (Opsll) B4 X FE hAeJIpF > § 8 R 42E35C -
HFv/Fm-~Qp~Fm % OpsIl*% i >Fo R|}F o § » % f /% % ‘Super Olympia White’
4ok E35% (D) > Fv/Fm 5 ¥ T " 5w B B2 4 RAeRk ¢ 3%
wSllz 2R » ¥ ¢ > Diefeth2 Fm~Qp% OpsIl £ XY Qnigd g @ P 7 pE
oK f m B o Bl 22 fitk 0 Fo~ Fm~ Fv/Fm ~ Qp ~ QnZ OpsIl 5 &2 Akl

FEFLR BT 10% 4 -keyclet® F #/3 # ‘Super Olympia White’ ¥ & £ 5| i

o

ek (£72)

e oariE > 103 4% -keycele (Bie) # v F f4 7% % ‘Super Olympia White’ %

W
-
“
&
P
RS
N
/\ﬁ
g
frt.
—
Lu

Hig k2 £ &0 PWC = ok F ok S¥c B5% 3 -keycle
L (Ak) By ¥ 285 F o2 ?ﬁk 4 % Super Olympia White’ &3k & #i2
M2 BB T (R%» B =i ATE %ﬁ-m. g-"""?: 25k & 49 4 50-100 pmol'-m™s™ PPF) >

10% — =t avfkKAg R » ¥ ggrfg. Jf;\t_ 7;7 gl r,' 5
(:)7kﬂ§%$$%%m§ﬂﬁ#%ﬁ%mi%§

B7.4% 2 % #% £ ‘Super Olympia White’ &% Fr 42 R 4% K22k T eni & F &

Ko FhRn%d LD R ET FHT A RPE T (XA EERR KD S

i

pl2

4
Yok ) BV LR E R B F kg stik s (Pefiuelas etal., 1993b) 5 ¥ ¢+ » d
WP KL FE e AR E $NIT A b k750 nm-1350 nmik B T 3 sy 7
B xSk g SR 4 B fE A8 F 8t 5 1% (Davenport et al., 2005; Guyot, 1990;
Pefiuelas et al., 1993a; Pefiuelas et al. 1993b; Xue et al., 2004) o gxfe 47 s A & &3k
Fr T AKFHE MM AT R H AP R RS HE > X Bk LT &
ko fod o U T AR F gk - B IR -

dHEARE SRS B FARE I BB ifhamd BE 3 4 L

A G %7 B % (Walburg et al., 1982; Ma et al., 1996; Masoni et al., 1997) o 5§ ¥ 4% -k
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T Joed Ae o JE R AT A vk B R e E B SIR BT R (B7.4) > %% ZFilella fr
Pefiuelas (1994 ) 12 Phaseolusvulgarisit 7 -k » @@ e & 4p 4

#7.3%777 890 nm-750 nm 15@ ik & F 55 ZPWCE K F I Ap M » FPWCH

W

Mo R R hE M A K o T kR F SRS HE P R
bldef p woE a7 (Boyeretal., 1988) 0 % e b 5 4 K % o e R T E >
PR e chd il 4 G (interfaces) B 24 81t 25T o b 6 £ B 5 (Sinclair
etal, 1971) o 4%k ¢ HREp fmrz 5 T B B FHE P e B eng ¥2 (air space)
FU o m e e w a A Rk BT iz h Sk ¥ b s Bk me R Ak A S g
it 17 E_%‘« P dw e BE sl 4 (elasticity) % £ 0 id 2 H T bk enE BT iR
(Pefiuelas et al., 1993a) -

2 % 2. 720nm ~ 730 nm ¥ . 740 nm.- = /I)iv\ EBPWC T qFxriphd (£73) >
LA T T 7 PWC 2 80 ol el i B SE S ST R K nd it
i (Filella and Pefiuelas, 1994% Grant 19;8’7’)*

okt g wmmnﬁmmwim;%;\mkﬁﬁ@%ﬁww(%Im
G (r) A u 520747 -0.74*** 072" 50,68 - TPWCH I - k£ F
HXAF M RFEESFZEIEIMN A RERPTRELHEP kY FAE
S ERESEFETH oKL A RN R BBk 2 EHE
Bk 2 B B A675 nmiHiT 0 TR 0 BOREBT O B EL SR Lo
E ¥ 4675 nmiif 2 sk konil feE £ P EF > 12680 nm-650nmE L £ £ st p
R

EE A ES500 nm-410 nm#= PWCE &g ¥ f 4ph (£73) oz @z & ¢ »Chla
FrChl b & ¥ 2. s g =4 %3430 nm#2 435 nm (Goodwin, 1988 ) > & F] gk
AE S WP RESEF R 0 ST R - KRG

XAy Y o M PWC E 3T F R * Tk £121 970 nm & F A3

% (Pefiuelas et al., 1993a) > A7 7 FIR B 4] > 1R B H 2 900 nm > B ¥4 -k
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BAF R H L BE A RAFELIR
(Z) fEddptee FRBE2 L5 2 PWC=R 2 it B4

ErEXERPF > Bhod -k~ ek ~ &5 ~FHRES AT EPIF3
£ 2 _E'J]%k BHEd g PR PCRE Bk Bk g 4 4p #c(vegetation index,
\m#?%ﬁ;ﬁﬁégiﬁ%MMwwhwWﬂmmJ%®°

C DA o2z 5 F S aiTo b bF 3T kTR 5 A (R
74) > E£RNDVIEP 5 KA ~Ba 2 Bkl 84 kirs (B7.6) - NDVI
AERFRYZHBEGH Al SR BRE G R NDVIE™S (X o i
2 NDVIE# B > P FI&Ed o 5 gl 2 7] F Spioeh k2 i g4 &
ﬁgg,gaﬁaﬁ%ﬁz(%ﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁw),a;%mW&ﬂ%ﬁﬁ,&
B Ao kymigizeh bz K 8FF El % (Green et al., 1997 Price and Bausch, 1995) -

NDVI & £ PWC = & % i 4p (r—014 VIRI7.5) o B F 4%k % #cH 4 > PWC
T (£7.0) o fEP AR |%§q>z-NDVI‘§_ik&-°

PRI & [(Rs31-Rs70)/(Rs31 + R570)] »%chsklx * Bt (B7.5) o Pefiuclas¥ «
(1995) i * PRI:* iz Hedera canariensis~ Phaseolus vulgaris ~ Rhus integrifolia -
Heteromeles arbutifolia® w féfe 47 sk & i % »cd > 2 % B 7 PRIJrk & 18 % 2
ERRIARM c KA UBEERLRL T E S (B72) EFA KT BH 0
PEEEE G FAFTE F > AFPRIZPWCZ ApM e > ¥ @3- BF 1 4p
B (r=0.65")

CHL - G/REZPWCi2 $ 48 M 1% » G/REPWC2 4p B 12184 0.59° (F7.5) - &
T Z RS A B A i £ AR PWC

WI (Ropo/Ro70) sk~ 3% + 25 % & R&* #+ (Devitt et al., 2005) > »#
T FRELH > QRIFEREL 000 nm & E A 700 WL T A 47 o 3t FFis

# ‘Super Olympia White’ 42 -k 2 kL 47 ARG F AL T F o
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7 ~ %% (Conclusions)

ok € B Be F 4% % Super Olympia White’2. 2 ¥ 2> R £% 32 7 &7

R F AT EREHREEFr FF T MR LR 10
#-keycle (Bi) $f» F /% % ‘Super Olympia White’ % & i % it 4 72 < » ¥
44 £ 8 - PWCE Fv/Fm'y 225% #keycle (Ae) i3 BEEZ R o 7l > v
% #:74 # ‘Super Olympia White’ 3k B & i< crik 58 T (RGP B S 2 FES &
TAETTREZ TS kA Y5 50-100 pumol'm™ s PPF) > 10% — = el k4 & >
TE AFFRL K 2L o

R F Ak FHT L kanidc (£ 12 FX400-500 nm3 =k

wH

650-690 nm % + Z B ATHF ) Pi%ﬂ&ﬁ%éaﬁm%ﬁ%m/;yﬂ’ﬁ%

VRELCER KRG R 2 m”el;é%ﬁgé« "a‘_—% éq"“:j & v} 45750 nm-1350 nm £ 5% T

Ny

uﬁ’ﬂw’”%ﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁ%f%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁ*“éoﬁm#m#mﬁ

I
%%%é:?i%aﬁﬁ$@»ﬁ@?ﬁm&%qﬁ’f%pﬁﬁﬁﬁ%aﬁ$

w5 | 1
P F S TR ek R By =
ML E 44K X BB Ae o JE R R ITERREER ok SR MR 0 3T W R TR D
FRHFIPEFrHETSHEIBRE EFPFLZ KRG > we BT - Y
ROEAES S e be iRl /i 5 (interfaces) B £ 1t > BT bk F S F o gk g

HREH :sm’?é:}%?l]?f?ﬁ PFE B e B e vE (airspace) U @ ARV R
ZVF ST it X ¥ eb s kP B AR A AT o R 7 B e B
5B (elasticity) 8 £ > i3 & H Tk oh K enk Sp5 T o

ZH RV L PWC 2810 (740 nm-720 nm 2_ £ & #4522 PWC & 8¢ ¥
DARRE) > S BRA B N E P SR R hE ST Mo

kg E? > 680 nm ~ 670 nm ~ 660 nm = & £ F S5 22 PWC & iREF f AP
Mot SR EESFIEIEFH R REBET O EEZESE R ER A6TS

nm T 20wk ki Bod X PR 3 680 nm ~ 670 nm ~ 660 nm = £ &
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poag o

NDVI &£ PWC = 3 ¥ Ap B > ST F 4K % B 40 » PWC 7 " > jod 38 X 4%
KB 0 R NDVI "% = o PRI & [(Rs31-Rs70)/(Rs31 + Rs70)]22 PWC = &g ¥ & 4p Bf >
PRI ¥ § 3B fpiE R & (8% 3¢ 5 > X S0 Red2 B PR ERE & 18 % 230 F] >
445 PRI &2 PWC z_ 4p B+ » ¥ (F 5| - 5% 4p M - CHL ~ G/R & PWC 2} 4p M
1> G/R & PWC 2 4p B2 55 0.597 > 8777 o4 = 152 Jp i 7 3§ & % *53% (% PWC

WI (Rooo/Ro70) Brk A 3%+ 25 B R E* B4 > 27 1 FIRE L] (il
B2 900 nm > & ;2 & 72 WL g {74 17 o B 3t /% ¥ ‘Super Olympia White’

Ak REB 2 RFL YT ARFFALT R o
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% 7.1, 7 FALR KB e £ % £ ‘Super Olympia White’ # £ =2 PWC 2
75 4%
xRz B
Table 7.1. Effects of different drought treatments on growth of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’.n=6.
plant height plant width  Shoot fresh ~ Shoot dry

Drought treatment i ) PWC”*
(cm) (cm) weight (g)  weight (g)

A5 days 18.8 a” 17.8 a 542 a 1.51a 343a

B : 10 days 18.5a 169 a 51.0a 1.39a 358a

C :20 days 11.8b 13.4b 16.9b 0.75b 21.1b

D : 35 days 56¢ 103 ¢ 49c 0.48 ¢ 8.1c

PWC ( plant water content ) =[(fresh weight-dry weight)/dry weight]
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

% 72 P FARARM LRBHZHE T ;'ﬁ‘Super Olympia White’ & /|- % % (Fo) ~ # <
¥ k(Fm) ~ PSII $+ % § 5 4 sb(FV/Fm) R EHL Tli(Qp) ~ 2Rk 1 B
T (Qn) 2 k5 2 £ (Ppsp)Z R

Table 7.2. Effects of different drought treatmeﬁts on Fo; Fm, Fv/Fm, Qp, Qn, and ®psy
of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum Suﬁér Olympia White’.n=6.

Drought treatment Fo” . ij' LFv/Fm + Qp Qn Dpsn
A5 days 373.00a"  1780.67a .0.79a “70.799a 0.042b 0.626 a
B:10 days 357.80ab 1932:80a 0.79 a 0.780a 0.039b 0.614 a
C:20 days 304.83b 1344.33b0.77a 0.706 b 0.071b 0.536 b
D :35 days 326.00ab 1174.78¢ 0.72b 0.660c 0.099 a 0.463 ¢

“Fo: minimal fluorescence, Fm: maximal fluorescence, Fv/Fm: excitation transfer
efficiency (dark), Qp: photochemical quenching, Qn: non-photochemical quenching,
@pslI: quantum yield of photochemistry.

yMean separation within columns by LSD test at P =< 0.05.
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% 73. % BARR KRR T % % Super Olympia White’ i 7 2 & & F &5
2 R LR F s 25 PWC 2 S Ap B 1A 47
Table 7.3. Effects of different drought treatments on the reflectance at all the

wavelengths from 900 nm to 300 nm of the leaf reflectance spectral, and the linear

correlation analysis between the reflectance of each wavelength and PWC of Begonia

semper florens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under different drought

treatments.

Drought treatment 890 nm 880nm 870nm 860nm 850nm 840nm 830nm 820 nm
A5 days 5950 a¥ 59.98 a 5862 a 60.18 a 60.34 a 60.62 a 60.40 a 60.60 a
B:10 days 5936 a 59.34 ab 5694 b 5878 b 59.30 a 59.50 b 59.28 b 59.40 b
C:20 days 5561 b 57.78 bc 5540 bc 5698 c¢ 5742 b 5752 ¢ 5757 ¢ 5771 ¢
D:35 days 5520b 57.13 ¢ 5497 ¢ 5698 ¢ 5741 b 57.63 ¢ 5748 c¢ 57.51 c

* * . sk Kok Kotk sk sk

linear correlation” 0.51°  0.48 0577 0637 0627 068 067 067

“The linear correlation between reflectance’of each wavelength and water content.

YMean separation within columns by LSD:test at P=0.05.

® ok okok
ns, =, *%,

 73.(%) 7 R ARk E%HE £ &A% Super Olympia White”
btk B8R LR OF BEE PWCOZ AR AR M 1N 47

Table 7.3. Continued.

Nonsignificant or significantat P<0.05

-
"I

M= L)
=

| *=ts

,0:01, or 0.001, respectively.

x5

A& F

790 nm 780 nm

Drought treatment 810 nm 800 nm 770nm  760nm 750 nm 740 nm
A:5 days 6070 a¥ 60.80 a 60.54 a 60.54 a 60.72 a 6048 a 59.58 a 5748 a
B:10 days 59.72a 5972 b 5946 a 5940 b 59.62 b 5932 b 5842 b 56.16 b
C:20 days 5792b 5801 ¢ 57.68 b 5736 ¢ 5790 ¢ 5722 ¢ 56.72 ¢ 54.50 ¢
D:35 days 5776 b 5785 ¢ 5768 b 57.66 ¢ 57.66 ¢ 5738 ¢ 56.16 ¢ 5338 ¢

*okk ok *oHk ok *xk *oHk k% *okk

linear correlation” 0.66"  0.67°  0.63"  0.65 068" 068" 0707 0747

“The linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.

YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.

ns, **’ *
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F 73.(48) * FARR#-KFEKH e T A% # Super Olympia White’ £ 3 & 4 £ &
B2 BEE LR R B EPWCZ S AR M A 47

Table 7.3. Continued.

Drought treatment 730 nm  720nm  680nm  670nm 660nm 650nm 500nm 490 nm
A:5 days 5286 a¥ 4342 a 422 ¢ 432 b 460 b 494 b 520 b* 500 b
B:10 days 51.06 b 41.04 a 460 b 462 b 474 b 48 b 526 b 510 b
C:20 days 5034 b 4140 a 504 a 510 a 544 a 578 a 601 a 575 a

D:35 days 4815 ¢ 3811 b 535 a 540 a 571 a 59 a 620 a 596 a

sk kkk sk *kk *kk % sk sk

linear correlation” 0.73""  0.61™  -0.74™"  -0.74™" 072" -0.68" -073" -0.76""

“The linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

® ok okok
ns, =, *%,

Nonsignificant or significant at P<0.05, 0.01, or 0.001, respectively.

% 73.(4) * FARR k@& 245 % SuperOlympia White’ £ &+ £ £ &
B2 B LR R SE B PWC2 S AR 14 5T
Table 7.3. Continued. ' Ay ) [ :

- i

Drought treatment 480 nm 470 nm | 460 hm?%b nm 440nm 430nm 420nm 410 nm

A5 days 500 b 5.04b1 506 bllsosl B s b 516 b 528 b 542 b
B:10 days 512 b 514 b5 52 b.524 H“538 b 546 b 560 b 568 b
C:20 days 574 a 580 a.587%a 585 YA 159 a4 592 a 600 a 615 a
D : 35 days 6.0l a 601 a 6.08 ‘a 6.08 a 613 a 620 a 625 a 640 a

skesksk sksksk skesksk skeskeosk skesksk skeskeosk skesksk skesksk

linear correlation” -0.76 ~  -0.73""  -0.75""  -0.74™" 072" 07177 -0.697" -0.70"

“The linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.
YMean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.

s, %, **Nonsigniﬁcant or significant at P<0.05 and 0.01, respectively.
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Fig. 7.1. Effects of different drought.treatments|on’CMR(SPAD-502 value) of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White®. Bars indicate standard errors of the

mean; n=6.
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Fig. 7.2. Effects of different drought treatments on leaf (A)net photosynthetic rate,
(B)stomatal conductance, and (C)transpiration rate of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum  “Super Olympia White’. n=6.
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Fig. 7.3. The linear correlation between PWC and (A)net photosynthetic rate, (B)stomatal
conductance, and (C)transpiration rate of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia

White’ under different drought treatments. n=6.
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Fig. 7.4. Reflectance curves of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’
under different drought treatments. Bars indicate standard errors of the mean; n=6.
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Fig. 7.5. The linear correlation between PWC and various vegetation index: (A)NDVI,
(BPRI, (C)Chl, (D)NIR/G, and (E)G/R of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum
‘Super Olympia White’ under different drought treatments.
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Fig. 7.6. Effects of different drought !iﬁreatments on NDVI of Begonia
semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Oly iaﬁyhitall’. Bars-indicate standard errors of the

mean; n=6. [ | L

128



Chapter 8. Conclusions

Amv R Y 27U B R R E RPN S AAF BT B -

2Y¥ 2T T A AT 2P 2 (in-ground pot-in-pot system, IGPIP) £23 + 2

? 2 (above-ground pot-in-pot system, AGPIP) & & > & * 2. P 15 #F £ FF L B &

2REm FIR2 3 2 EM G IGPIP Flig * »xF it > T B E AR B L F o

M B2V 2T WHSANA AR MEBAh IGPIP . VAR T 0H

BT HE A REBEHEHEYFRHEF PR A LD E TR TR
2.k k

Ei
TRt R A e R LRt

|
-

BT 2P 25w Y (IGPIP)

%??%ﬁ%’ET*ﬂ’(KPE) r@m&m&m. P RAET D TR
RIS 4 ?%Eﬁaéiizﬂﬁ §,,n ;A\ EE SR 3 20°C 4T 2 IGPIP
=
22 gy BT w (traditional above-grr)undl-;cont;amer production method, AGC) & —%‘

2 A FEARRZE PAELB R IGPIP BT 2 % ok R o

IGPIP £ 4 147 »c ¥

=

1 Bty P g Ragd £ F o

2. G APHERRE & IE AR .

3. FHMERZBEAR TR TTHRS T AELIRE o

4. F#ok@mT o @# % IGPIP ¥ "% Mg REER > FEFEHE RS2
FG o TR ESEF ERAGCHEIRE -

5. Ap#Ecte B RE T 35 (in-field production method, IF ) » " IGPIP$ &
Z RIS AR B BRI A o

6. kA EHT o IGPIPAR#3TAGC - fE A 15 PF &2 # 16 18 2 Fv/FmiE P &k

% (Fv/Fm@ads 6083121 ) p Flask ks ™ - IGPIPApsta & 7 &

PRELAT kAR (20 FRARKT M) > RERHE AT

129



IEER T

BT 2 2 (IGPIP) tepeha 22 & 1 iRE u? B4 > kAR T2
wELH

PR Sk

182 dp fic(vegetation index, VI) 5 fE4% 6 3 45 fc 2 B F g 4 - 0

- HHEE L
A e TR B R TR R 2

b T nf’#”% T4 ERB A Bz kgl

BB AL B - IGPIP #£ 3 2 42tk PRI ( photochemical reflectance index ) ~ NDVI

(normalized difference vegetation index ) ~ SR ('simple ratio vegetation index ) ~ CHL

(chlorophyll index) & P % & ** AGC /o2 - & 4 #7745 1 PRI~ NDVI % SR £
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Appendix 1. Effects of traditional above-ground container production method (AGC),
above-ground pot-in-pot system (AGPIP), and in-ground pot-in-pot system (IGPIP)
on the reflectances at all the wavelengths from 900 nm to 300 nm of the leaf
reflectance spectral of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’
under drought treatments. n=5. ( Measure date:2008/9/17 )

900nm 890nm &880nm &870nm &860nm &850nm 840nm &830nm 820nm 810 nm

AGC 55.67 a* 56.10 a 58.69 a 57.29 a 57.01 b 58.03 a 5823 b 58.06 a 58.34 a 5821 a
AGPIP 5920 a 5590 a 5845 a 5842 a 57.88 ab 58.23 a 58.58 ab 58.52 a 58.77 a 58.55 a
IGPIP 5839 a 5694 a 59.56 a 59.15 a 5855 a 59.39 a 59.64 a 5936 a 59.66 a 5948 a

ns ns ns ns b i ns * ns ns ns

“Mean separation within columns by LSD-test at P=0.05.
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Appendix 1. Continued.

iy | '!_
L ¥

800nm 790nm 780 nm 770 am *760'nm1 750 nm 740 nm 730 nm 720 nm 710 nm

AGC 58.57 a* 58.51 a 5847 b 5837 a 58.35 a 57.51 a 55.84 a 5198 a 43.55 a 31.21 a
AGPIP 58.88 a 58.81 a 58.88 ab 58.63 a 58.56 a 57.65 a 55.63 a 51.16 a 41.65 b 28.56 b
IGPIP 59.88 a 59.88 a 5991 a 59.58 a 59.51 a 58.61 a 56.48 a 51.70 a 41.88 b 28.32 b

ns ns * ns ns ns ns ns * **

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
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Appendix 1. Continued.

700nm  690nm 680nm 670nm 660nm 650nm 640nm 630nm 620nm 610 nm
AGC 1684 a* 662 a 517 a 522 a 564 a 607 a 7.14 a 804 a 831 a 932 a
AGPIP 1448 b 580 b 486 a 490 a 521 b 551 b 631 b 701 b 726 b 8.03 b
IGPIP 1411 b 577 b 495 a 498 a 520 b 547 b 621 b 681 b 703 b 7.82 b

*kk kkx ns ns * *% % *% K% *%

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

i 1.(F) @%F BT 5 (AGC)~# + 29 2 (AGPIP) 2 # 7 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP)
¥z % f i # ‘Super Olympia White’ &t ic 5 B T L £ F 432 28 (A &
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Appendix 1. Continued.

600 nm 590nm 580nm 570nm 560 nms 550 nm 540 nm 530 nm 520 nm 510 nm

AGC 10.18 a* 10.87 a 12252 14.92 3 17(88|a 1853 a 17.97 a 1604 a 1141 a 751 a

AGPIP 875 b 928 b 1053 b 128] 1;1?548 b 1615 b 1561 b 1386 b 976 b 6.65 b

IGPIP 852 b 9.05 b 1027 b 12.5}7 b_1~5.2§ b 1596 b 1546 b 1370 b 9.60 b 6.56 b
Hok Hok *k o *ikl | KK Hok ok ok ok

“Mean separation within columns by L.SD:test at P=0.05.

Mg 1(F) BT ET Y (AGC)-+ +F2¥ 2 (AGPIP) %2 & 7 2 ¢ 2 (IGPIP)
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Appendix 1. Continued.

500nm  490nm 480nm 470nm 460nm 450nm 440nm 430nm 420nm 410 nm
AGC 6.10 a* 575 a 574 a 574 a 584 a 584 a 585 a 592 a 6.04 a 617 a
AGPIP 566 b 546 a 546 a 550 a 556 a 553 a 561 a 563 a 571 a 588 a
IGPIP 562 b 543 a 542 a 547 a 553 a 557 a 563 a 565 a 572 a 586 a

* ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
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Appendix 1. Continued.

400nm  390nm 380mnm 370nm 360nm 350nm 340nm 330nm 320nm 310 nm

AGC 632 a* 654 a 661 a 675 a 662 a 660 a 651 a 665 a 671 a 692 a
AGPIP 603 a 613 a 620 a 623 a 616 a 6.08 a 6.13 a 626 a 631 a 643 a
IGPIP 595 a 606 a 621 a 622 a 606 a 6.06 a 6.13 a 6.16 a 642 a 646 a

ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
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Appendix 2. Effects of different fertilization rates on the reflectances at all the
wavelengths from 900 nm to 300 nm of the leaf reflectance spectral ,and the linear
correlation analysis between the reflectance of each wavelength and CMR(SPAD-502
value) of Begonia semperflorens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under nitrogen

treatments.n=>5.

Fertilization rates

900 nm 890nm 880nm 870nm 860 nm 850 nm 840 nm 830 nm 820 nm 810 nm

(gL

0 2630 a”60.40 ab 59.26 a 58.08 a58.00 a58.48 a58.90 a58.84 a 5842 a58.92 a
0.5 26.70 a 6030 ab 5821 a57.80 a58.93 a58.61 a59.25 a59.03 a58.66 a59.18 a
1.0 5533 a 62.18 a 59.70 a57.56 a57.80 a57.96 a58.43 a5835 a58.25 a58.60 a
2.0 5573 a 58.53 bc 58.12 a57.91 a57.48 a57.60 25821 a58.11 a57.85 a58.25 a
4.0 56.15 a 57.82 ¢ 5830 a57.75 a57.66 a57.66 25820 a58.08 a57.90 as5821 a

ns ** ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

linear correlation’ 0.01™  -0.45*%  -0.17™ -0.15™= 20.16™-0.30™ 029" 020" -0.25™ -0.31"™

“Mean separation within columns bydESD test at P=0.05:
YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.
" "*Nonsignificant or significant.at P<O(I§-=and 0.01, respectively.

‘ | i :
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Appendix 2. Continued.

Fertilization rates

(g'L'l) 800nm 790nm 780 nm 770nm 760 nm 750nm 740nm 730nm  720nm 710 nm
0 59.00 a” 58.96 a 59.14 a 58.90 a 58.78 a 58.18 a 56.60 a 53.60 a 46.56 a 3538 a
0.5 59.26 a 59.21 a 59.58 a 59.21 a 58.96 a 58.20 a 56.45 a 52.61 ab 4435 ab 31.75 b
1.0 58.73 a 58.63 a 58.85 a 58.66 a 58.40 a 57.58 a 55.76 ab 51.76 b 4338 b 30.81 b
2.0 58.46 a 58.40 a 58.53 a 58.23 a 57.96 a 57.03 a 54.85 bc 50.08 ¢ 40.58 ¢ 27.23 ¢
4.0 58.43 a 58.46 a 58.61 a 58.18 a2 57.95a 56.95 a 5443 ¢ 49.15 ¢ 3885 ¢ 25.10 ¢
ns ns ns ns ns ns ** Hkok wk Hok
linear correlation’ -0.25™  -0.24™ -0.26™ -0.31™ -0.38" -0.49" -0.697 -0.84"" -090"" -091""

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.
YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.

ns, *, kK

’ **Nonsigniﬁcant or significant at P<0.05, 0.01, or 0.001, respectively.
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Appendix 2. Continued.

HE R

e

Fertilization rates
700nm  690nm 680nm 670nm 660nm 650nm 640nm 630nm  620nm 610 nm

(gL
0 2058 a* 7.88 a 546 a 558 a 650 a 728 a 9.06 a 1034 a 1080a 1228 a
0.5 1643 b 580 b 453 b 455 b 488 b 526 b 630 b 7.8 b 748b 851 b
1.0 1586 b 568 bc 435 b 436 b 473 b 515 b 620 be 701 b 743b 548 b
2.0 1315 ¢ 521 bc 450 b 448 b 466 b 485 b 551 bc 605 be 631 bc 7.06 be
4.0 1173 ¢ 500 ¢ 446 b 446 b 458 b 478 b 528 ¢ 575 ¢ 598c 66l ¢
s - . s s -

linear correlation’ -0.91™"  -0.86™" -0.71"" -0.72"" -0.79™" -0.82"" -0.85"" -0.86"" -086"" -087"

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.
*The linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.
™" Significant at P< 0.001. '
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Appendix 2. Continued. ¥ N ) ;

i

Fertilization rates 3 3. W
600 nm 590nm  580nm 570mhm* 560nm " 550 nm  540nm  530nm  520nm 510 nm

(gL
0 1344 2% 1434 a 1618 a 1942 a 22.80 a 23.58 a 23.04 a 2098 a 1540 a 982 a
0.5 945 b 1015 b 1170 b 1462 b 17.73 b 1857 b 1812 b 1635 b 1150 b 7.17 b
1.0 945 b 1023 b 1177 b 1463 b 1772 b 1848 b 18.00 b 1623 b 1152 b 7.17 b
2.0 778 bc 837 be 9.53 ¢ 11.88 ¢ 14.53 ¢ 1525 ¢ 1490 ¢ 1340 ¢ 953 be 635 b
4.0 727 ¢ 775 ¢ 872 ¢ 1078 ¢ 13.17 ¢ 13.82 ¢ 1343 ¢ 1212 ¢ 873 ¢ 610 b
s s O, o

linear correlation® -0.817"  -0.82"" -0.83"" -0.85"" -0.86 -0.86" -0.86" -0.85 -0.84"" -0.80""

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.
YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.
" Significant at P< 0.001.
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Appendix 2. Continued.

Fertilization rates

500nm 490nm 480nm 470 nm 460 nm 450 nm

440 nm 430nm 420 nm 410 nm

(gL
0 7.10 a* 630 a 624 a 6.18 a 628 a 622 a 612 a 620 a 634 a 654 a
0.5 556 b 521 b 515 b 518 b 521 b 523 ¢ 525 ¢ 538 b 548 b 563 b
1.0 548 b 510 b 506 b 510 b 523 b 523 ¢ 528 bc 543 b 548 b 5.56 b
2.0 536 b 513 b 520 b 523 b 531 b 538 bc 548 bc 555 b 561 b 578 b
4.0 538 b 525 b 528 b 538 b 546 b 560 b 561 b 570 b 576 b 591 b
-, - - - wRE ok - - okk
linear correlation® -0.71""  -0.60™" -0.56" -0.50"" -0.52"" -044" -036™ -041" -044" -0.44"

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance’of each wavelength and CMR.

® ok okok
ns, =, *%,

i f

Ny

Nonsignificant or significant at P<0.05; 0.01, or 0.001, respectively.
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Appendix 2. Continued.

Y

Fertilization rates

(g'L'l) 400nm 390nm 380nm 370nm 360nm 350nm 340nm 330nm 320nm 310 nm
0 690 a* 694 a 692 a 674 a 654 a 640 ab 650 ab 6.64 ab 6.68 a 6.76 ab
0.5 585 b 591 b 601 b 613 b 601l b 603 b 606b 615c 616 b 648 b
1.0 578 b 585 b 605 b 621 b 630 ab 625 ab 6.16 b 630 bc 648 ab 6.73 b
2.0 588 b 601 b 615 b 633 b 643 a 641 ab 646 ab 6.65 ab 6.66 a 6.86 ab
4.0 606 b 616 b 623 b 646 ab 665 a 665 a 666 a 676 a 690 a 7.18 a
skskk skskk kk * * ns ns * * %
linear correlation’ -0.54" -0.51" -0.52" -0.29™  0.02™  0.09™  0.06™  0.09®  0.08™  0.22™

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and CMR.

ns, *, kK
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Appendix 3. Effects of different drought treatments on the reflectance at all the

wavelengths from 900 nm to 300 nm of the leaf reflectance spectral ,and the linear

correlation analysis between the reflectance of each wavelength and PWC of Begonia

semper florens-cultorum ‘Super Olympia White’ under different drought

treatments.

Drought treatment 900 nm 890 nm 880 nm 870 nm 860 nm 850 nm 840 nm 830 nm 820 nm 810 nm

A5 days 64.30a"59.50a5998a 58.62a 60.18 a 60.34 a 60.62 a 60.40 a 60.60 a 60.70 a
B:10 days 58.54b 59.36a59.34ab 56.94b 58.78 b 59.30 a 59.50 b 59.28 b 59.40 b 59.72 a
C:20 days 5843b 55.61b57.78 bc 55.40 bc 56.98 ¢ 57.42 b 57.52 ¢ 57.57 ¢ 57.71 ¢ 5792 b
D :35 days 58.04b 55.20b57.13¢ 5497 ¢ 5698 ¢ 57.41 b 57.63 ¢ 57.48 ¢ 57.51 ¢ 57.76 b

ET] * * sk *kk sk kk% kkk sk

ok sk *k

linear correlation’ 0.40™ 0.51° 048"  0.57° 0.637 0.627 068" 0.67° 067

kkk

sk

0.66

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test-at P=0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance of-each wavelength and water content.
ns, *’ **’ sk,

Nonsignificant or significantiat P<0.05,0:01, or 0.001, respectively.
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Appendix 3. Continued. ®

Drought treatment 800 nm 790 nm 780 nm “770mnm 760 nm 750 nm 740 nm 730 nm 720 nm 710 nm

A5 days 60.80 a® 60.54 a 60.54 a 60.72 a 60.48 a 59.58 a 57.48 a 52.86 a 43.42 2 29.46 a
B:10 days 59.72 b 59.46 a 59.40 b 59.62 b 59.32 b 58.42 b 56.16 b 51.06 b 41.04 a 27.06 a
C:20 days 58.01 ¢ 57.68 b 57.36 ¢ 57.90 ¢ 57.22 ¢ 56.72 ¢ 54.50 ¢ 50.34 b 41.40 a 2942 a
D :35 days 57.85c¢ 57.68 b 57.66 ¢ 57.66 ¢ 57.38 ¢ 56.16 ¢ 53.38 ¢ 48.15 ¢ 38.11 b24.22 b

sksksk skeskeosk skeskosk skesksk sksksk skeskosk sksksk skesksk skeskosk

linear correlation’ 0.67°  0.63°  0.65 0.68"° 0.68" 0.707° 0747 0737 0.61"

sk

0.42"

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.
YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.

ns, **’ *

**Nonsigniﬁcant or significant at P<0.01 and 0.001, respectively.
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Appendix 3. Continued.

Drought treatment 700 nm 690 nm 680nm 670nm 660nm 650nm 640nm 630nm 620nm 610 nm

A5 days 14.02 ab® 508 b 422 ¢ 432 b 460 b 494 b 570 bc 636 ab 6.66 ab 7.46 ab
B:10 days 1276 b 5.18 b 460 b 462 b 474 b 486 b 534 ¢ 574 b 590 b 652 b
C:20 days 1494a 621 a 504 a 510 a 544 a 578 a 7.06 a 744 a 765 a 850 a
D:35 days 1276 b 6.16 a 535 a 540 a 571 a 596 a 634 ab 7.15 a 733 a 7.86 ab

%% ET] *kk kkk sk k% * * * *

linear correlation’ 0.04™  -0.59" -0.74"" -0.74™" -0.72"" -0.68" -0.54" -050" -047" -0.38"

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.
ns, *’ **’ sk,

Nonsignificant or significant at P<0.05, 0.01, or 0.001, respectively.
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Appendix 3. Continued. Ay

Drought treatment 600 nm 590 nm | 580 nm;"!ﬂ-f) Inrn 560 nm 550 nm 540 nm 530 nm 520nm 510 nm
A5 days 8.18 ab” 8.72ab 9.9|8| b I11,250 ;.ab 1538 'a 16.16 a 15.66 a 13.90 ab 9.58 ab 6.18 b
B:10 days 7.0 b 7.58 by 868 b 10.78 Ib’ 1336'b 14.08 b 13.72b 1228 bc 8.72 b 6.04 b
C:20 days 917 a 982 a f168a 14.02 a 1660 a 1648 2 16022 14342 1088 a 7.15 a
D:35 days 833 ab 8.85 ab 9.30 /budl00 b 13.02b14.11b13.70b 1235¢c 880 b 698 ab

k * sk sk sk sk sk sk sk *

linear correlation® -0.30 ™ -0.29™  -0.20™ -0.05™ 0.08™ 0.12™ 0.11™ 0.08™ -0.11" -0.52

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=<0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.
s, %, **Nonsigniﬁcant or significant at P<0.05 and 0.01, respectively.
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Appendix 3. Continued.

Drought treatment 500 nm 490 nm 480nm 470nm 460nm 450nm 440nm 430nm 420nm 410 nm

A
B:

C
D:

5 days 5.20
10 days 5.26

120 days 6.01

35 days 6.20

sk

linear correlation” -0.73""

bZ
b
a

a

5.00
5.10
5.75
5.96

sk

-0.76""

b
b
a

a

-0.76"™"

5.00
5.12
5.74
6.01

kesksk

b
b
a

a

5.04
5.14
5.80
6.01

sk

-0.73""

b
b
a

a

5.06
52

5.87

6.08

sk

-0.75""

b
b
a

a

5.06
5.24
5.85
6.08

kesksk

-0.74™"

b
b

a

51 b 5.16
538 b 5.46
59 a 592
6.13 a 6.20

kk% *kk

0.72" 071"

b
b

a

5.28
5.60
6.00
6.25

kkk

-0.69

b
b
a

a

5.42
5.68
6.15
6.40

kk%

-0.70""

b
b

a

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P=0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.

"Significant at P<0.001.
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Appendix 3. Continued.

i f
\ f

9

EEE ek - " X e

Drought treatment 400 nm 390 nm ' 380 nm;?"’]() ].:Jm 360nm 350 nm 340nm 330nm 320nm 310 nm

A
B:

5 days 5.56
10 days 5.80

C:20 days 628
D:

35 days 6.46

sksksk

linear correlation’ -0.67"

b?
b
a

a

5.66
5.92
6.45
6.65

skesksk

-0.69""

b

a

a

| - -
5.80| b/1592/ b 588 b 6.00 b
b56:02] b 6.14] b

652:7a 6.64a 670
6.76 an 685 'a 6.78

skeskosk

-0.71"

%

ks

-0.62"

ks

-0.57"

a

a

ES

-0.48"

6.08 a 6.16

624 ab 626 ab 648 a 6.44
6.61 a
6.71 a

6.57 a 6.55
6.68 a 6.75
ns ns

-0.36™  -0.40™

a 648 a 650 a
a 664 a 702 a
a 668 a 687 a
a 676 a 696 a

ns

-0.08™

ns

-0.07™

“Mean separation within columns by LSD test at P<0.05.

YThe linear correlation between reflectance of each wavelength and water content.

ns, *, ko ok

’ **Nonsigniﬁcant or significant at P<0.05, 0.01, or 0.001, respectively.
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