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Effect of cucumber plant training form on mass production.
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Korea Univ.;Park, K. W, Seoul City Univ.;Lee, Y. B.
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Tablel. Relative intensity of illumination and accumulated leaf area index
in proportion to plant height.

Training Plant Relative In(I/Io) Accumulated Light

Varieties methods hei§ht intensity of leaf area  absorption
(cm 1llu?ination index index
O,
Mannung- Vertical 0-30 4.5 1.504 1.568 1.353
cheongjang - 30-60 19.4 2.965 1.568
60-90 33.9 3.523 1.269
90-120 50.0 3.812 0.740
120-150 61.3 4,116 0.339
150-180 80.6 4,390 0.112
abovel80 91.2 4,513 0.024
Slant 0~30 6.6 1.887 1.466 1.118
30-60 27.4 3.311 1.466
60-90 40.3 3.696 1.264
90~-120 48.4 3.880 0.794
120~150 62.9 4,142 0.279
150-180 79.0 4,370 0.064
abovel80 88.7 4,573 0.024
Horizontal 0-30 6.0 1.792 1.710 1.184
30-60 19.4 2.965 1.710
60-90 35.5 3.569 1.241
90-120 51.6 3.943 0.680
120-150 63.7 4,154 0.235
150-180 82.3 4,410 0.066
abovel80 96.8 4,573 0.012
Sayeup Vertical 0-30 4,8 1.569 1.353 1.448
-30-60 20.2 3.006 1.353
60-90 32.3 3.475 1.221
90-120 49,2 3.896 0.687
120-150 62.1 4,129 0,277
150-180 83.9 4,430 0.048
above180 92.7 4,529 0.013
Slant 0-30 8.1 2.092 1.5583 1.019
30-60 28.2 3.339 1.553
60~90 40.5 3.701 1.463
90-120 52.4 3.959 0.901
120-150 66.1 4,191 0.373
150-180 88.7 4,485 0.122
abovel80 93.5 4.538 0.013
Horizontal 0-30 G.5 1.872 1.3982 1.4G0
30-60 19.5 2.970 1.392
60-90 43.5 3.773 0.946
90~120 56.5 4,034 0.460
120-150 67.7 4,215 0.228
150-180 89.5 4,494 0.054
abovel80 95,2 4.556 0.011
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Relative Intensity of Illumination(%) Relative Intensity of [1lumination(%)
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Figl . Pictogragh of cucusher producticon structure
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