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Effect of Microtuber Size on Growth and Yield in Potatoes
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1. ME

Z2Ae MES B 923 4AFEEBELS 15~20CT2 AR HFEREL 9 20
C. H14T2 &M E B 7 B2UAT ERS Zadd.

SHEAG WEES A2 3008 2(10a) 3,000kgo) 4oz &7 YA
ZEmold virusol ZUHA @& HREEY HFo AIsgn A, VW
Dowley: virus Z @A 2o mal 2~475%7MX sZ2447F Yetue sxe] &
R NEMWEKS B ¥4 ZEE ETFTAUGD Q. o8 viruszZ
e REETY $3249 8 490] Ha 43.®

SRR HHe 2H 3 olfEY U AE9 Fo] HolAx Yz A6
BAME Be 2art ok H F& AR FFAY b & AASIA R NFT
o FAAL AAe BE 7 BAY A, F8FE AZAH BE Fo EAEY £
Fdol 2 3aED Yo, B TS BEFS, ASE L g &84 AujdA &
F7ol Agstn sgo. 88 AP Zvle 73 AvidM FoF gQlez
FHoME BE 35~80 g £ 25~35 mme AAAE aFsEd, Beukemas
Van der Zaar(1990)= A Z=te Z7d wE& IdPy L v2stzm 277 & F$
NZFZ PBoler Hou AwAEY A4fe) wEn AT HENFAANEH
ME 10g o4, 5&AEHL 5g ol deld AAEZY BAe F3H FRo e
arlgdn rusgo.

FYAAAE oA 20g o)A E FAE AFY ZANIANZARE F4
BREAET YA BAS Qo] HFHo HE AV|E 7PY WeAdel A o)
A& HAsiale x¥oe2 ATHAZARE NTeiz 28 F2AE KBE4ES
o BRY TBY AERSI AR KES BAANIZA HESd &R, 2
Mol A7150 WE FEE golinA FHY.

2. AEX R g g

d
o

(1) 2FA FAA8)} =2 AYu)

FAANG XA B2 RS RM FFLE FAARE o 19970 %) 23
7+E A¥E o 47 AHZAMNT) X 271, 233 (MNT) & 27], £33
(MNT) 7 27, 12489 FME ALY EE: SRAA 712 2emxA=2
44cm*E°] 19cmE 48708 A X8l 1EER 1554 BEINYon ki BEEF
S B3K+9 mFuelE A¥FA A 11, 128 dPon qde] 2He Hig
Zol stgon 19 138, 28 FFTE AXEd d¥sun.

FmrAe WAz BAKEE Astd Hgdgon BREZAHAL QELAA
B EEHES L go) ALHFBL(E 1) £FE7 0= N9 g2g 122 &
°la K& KoS0, 2 RZ3goen 1082290 oA RRKES FFRey, 8334
o2 T8 2AFEsgPt.
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Table 1. Mineral composition of nutrient solution used for present experiment.

Solution Amount(g/500 £ ) Solution Amount(g/500 £ )
KNOs 2025 HsBO3 0.75
Ca(NOa) 2375 ZnSO; - 4H:0 0.055
NHHzPO, 375 MnSOq - 4H:0 0.0125
MgSO04 - 7TH20 125 CuSOs - 5H:0 0.0125
Fe-EDTA 5 (NH4)6Mo702 - 4H:0 0.005

ERAAuel o3t 1996 11¥9e] AAE A £2FHF(MNT)E Z71EE 10
~15g 7~10g, 3~5g R 1~3 g2 FEF A AF: FEIAFdeozry
Bokdlol 19979 44 209 ZUE HAoA ZAUNez FF 18FEF JFIY
ok, 27]7} 10~15 g9 AL 19, Yoixje 2844 29tRog RFiod Ad¥FI

A AuE A A ARZFMNT) 1HE 9= ZFRAFZ £33N 1997
49 2099 HEso 99 4Yd FEEATD. 2ABFMNT)E A-F-/h 27E=
FEHGEY A 15~20 g, & 5~10 g, e 2~3 g 22 UrUD AY X
el EAL ¥ 203 2in AP Ausged, RFEH A He B
8l 2(11-8-13)8 10a 2 100 kg4 EIEZ AlE3gc H 18F HFsgen ¥
FTE 3 B daYoz wAIHIAY, FH X LAHFMNT)E K-+
ch2 FEEI olg 4 2902 HYsld HBIFFAN 94 g, 5¢ $18 g HE
ZZAE PG 18F2 24 2utB oz RFHAG.

g2 F 30¢0] 2¥LL RZAERD, BF F 0¥ & HNyFT 1074 A
2 EAFE RAF o EATZE SPAD 501€ ol &3d 9 334 558
z2AdQen 2A AA4EF ZAE 2 T 194 ARG

el

- (2) FFA =2 A

23 Z(MNT) Z7)d] & £%F& vl2dr]. H3tq 19972 696 ZE Az 4
A" A BAMNTIE AFZdA 8¥ 18¢el #F 39 11¥€ 74 #8340 &
2 Z(MNT)Y =71+ 5, 10, 15, 20, 30 % 50 g2 FEHFZ d=E 100~150
g=lE AAE 4488d ZRAZE BFAYD AAFSFE YF 552 9D, Al
E A4, Q4 JtEE 47 15, 10, 12 kg/10a % BEgeigz #AP sulz Al43
A3 E8lE 10a ¥ 1,000 kg FESAT AEFE 4384 Gy NECoR R
99 EY EAL fatd PR U2 62 E¥E 0~10 cm o]
2 AqHe EHFEY. AFEY AYERLS FHEx: B9 ¥F vd {7
B3 A Ax 3ol Fgeny E3, Qi ¥Fo] ASA 2U4Y. &8 E
< BF ¥ 30¥4 2AER 3, 3FH BASLE #F F S0¢d 72 104, 4
ExdFe 9 384 558 24, £F ZAE 184 ZAEN G

3. €3 & ¥

(1) FdAulo] oj3ted B4dE 2HZMNT)9 27]¥E Hl=
FAAN(RETE )] el AAdE 2FAFZMNTIE kXA Ju4d 437
(MNT)gtE 430 tg & 3U7] g 2730 3d 448 2AFMNT)E
ANEE FRE9 AVl HE 4% R ABTZE FEH] HAsd AFx &
AEQoA 2dg ol ZYUE HAAM AuiY FAEF F 33 R 340 JERY
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288 10~15 goll M 100%, 7~10 R 3~5 goll A 96%, 1~3 g oA
93%E Ul Z7ld e ZAe gfe ReE JEwd. FFE 61.7~65.2 cm,
B4 E 154~164708 JeWon, d548F L 393~4072 27T /g
atol & RolRA sttt

£ge £MZFo AL 3717t 10~15 gollAEe HD 167 kg, 7~10 glME
162 kg, 3~5 gl 136 kg, 1~3 gl M e 117 kg€ Ul 2717 e+ &
ZMFo] Birsged 3~5g &g AV AN FAF Holg AAYE F UA
o T3 83 2o ZAEE 29 30 g o2 AMFAA He)7t e B
3 olstol M= Aolzt §lol AFABMMNT) 27|o BE FMFY Aol 30 g ©l
4ol AMdZFdA ZidEnn 8 £ Ut ¥8® FALE A7) wE 199~24570
g Yoy #9% ol RolX &t

Table 3. Growth response of Daeji cultivar on 1/2 minitubers size{(cross
section) in hydroponics.

Germination Stem Tiller = Chlorophyll

MNT size

rate length number content
(g) (%) (cm)  (ea)  (SPAD-501)

10 ~ 15 100 63.3 15.7 39.8
7 ~ 10 9% 65.2 16.4 40.7
3~ 5 9 64.7 15.8 39.3
1~ 3 93 61.7 154 40.0
LSDgs — ns ns ns

Table 4. Yield response of Daeji cultivar on 1/2 minitubers size(cross section)
in hydroponics.
Total Total
MNT size tuber  tuber 30 g more 10~30 g 2~10 g
(g) weight number

(kg/3.3m') (ea/33m’) Wt No. Wt. No. Wt. No.

0 ~ 15 167 227 156 18 11 54 — 4

7 ~ 10 16.2 245 151 186 11 44 - 11
3~ 5 13.6 201 12.7 154 09 36 - 1
1~ 3 11.7 199 10.4 140 13 36 -~ 17
LSDgs 1.8 ns 26 ns ns ns - =

o]del AFE FEsiE ATAMNT) 271E BZ FMF AAFLE =X QA

AR AFZAMNT)S A% 2717 5~10 g9 @ 174 kg, 2~3 g ¥ = 11.8 kg

ol 232 HYY g HE2E FSE B 2AZF(MNTIY 2217 94 g

% 168 kg, 50 g9 A% 133 kg, 1.8 g¥ A% 109 kg ol A AQulz

23 2(MNT)S] 2% 10~15 g¥ %% 167 kg, 7~10 g A% 162 kg, 3~5

U 33 136 ke, 1~3 g2 B3 117 kg® UGS ZREo|A 486 HEHS
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gol $8% A$ 2AMNT)Y 3717 5 g ol4o] S A 30 2 2
A7 P& Rez ARHYLU ole 1¥7Y ANY FA2 FXM Holg PR
71 HEM FF A& Ago] ¥aY Ao Algdd.

IR E(1996d)) 23 2 20~30 ¢ 359 2(FMNTIE Z¥E HAL
AN #FHAE @ FMFLEM £ dAE HF BT 15 kg, dME 4
kg AEE YehUdot. @AM A23FMNTIY 2717 20 g ol8tY 2S¢ =Z7]9)
OE 2z AFFFLE 7987 Jitd 2 FMNT) 271§ K-+ -2 T2
g Afuig ZAE E 59 6 JeEbUG

Table 5. Growth response of potato plants according to minitubers(MNT) size
in field trials.

Germination Stem  Tiller Chlorophyli

MNT si

Cultivars ( S1ze rate length number content
g) (%) (cm) (ea)  (SPAD-501)

Large(15~20) 100 83.2 13.8 40.7
Medium(5~10) 100 78.5 16.8 40.9

Daeji  ganpe~3
mall(2~3) 100 70.6 15.0 40.6
LSDos - 9.4 2.6 ns
5 Medium(5~10) 93 73.4 14.7 39.5

aesu

Small(2~3) 91 69.5 144 387
LSDgs - ns ns ns

91%

=
—
s o}

2d8€S Ux9 Fe 27 FAU 100%8 EIon tAeg B¢
o4& Bt FF F 80yl =AY EAL dA BS AV} AESF
Bed KE 82 cm £ 785 cm, HE 705 cm E K& )TN E HoF Aol
7b A diAe 2ol wE Bl 4L FelRoYy FAE Xolg EHolAE
gt 28y BXSE g B9 138~-1687€ UdE WY MNT Z77F &
< Aol 233 EX4y Bon FEL2TFL AN AolE AAY £ PN
. A Zee BEALS JEAEF EF ZVd HE dFHY XAolE Ro]
2 @ BAY e FMF, FME ¥ 30 g oA, 10~30g € 2~10g &
2 7R3 ZAEIEY EMFAA dAE MNT 2717 A€ 3% HZ 205
kg G A$ 174 kg, Y AS 118 kg& Bo MNT 277 A &FE #2E

o 53 1Y B$ Ko o) vl FRY FAE EAG

Table 6. Yield response of potato plants according to minitubers(tMNT) size in
field trials.
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Total Total
MNT tuber tuber

Cultivar size® weight number wi No. Wt No. Wt No.
(kg/3.3m") (ea/3.3m’)

Large 20.5 242 197 193 08 36 - 12
Medium 17.4 211 165 160 08 35 01 15

30 g more 10~30g 2~10g

Daeji -
Small 11.8 186 11.0 . 132 09 40 01 13
LSDgs 4.2 39 24 5 ns ns - -
Large 16.0 176 151 140 0.8 31 01 5
Medium 14.6 197 138 146 0.7 31 01 19
Daesu

Small 124 155 118 119 06 27 ~ 9
1LSDs 21 ns 2.2 19 ns ns - -

MNT size: Large(15~20 g), Medium(5~10 g), Small(2~3 g)

MNT 2713 zele FAFAME JYeytEd o3 § Role 30 g o144y 44
A LA PD, 10~30 g F 2~10 g Ateldld = MNT 27| Aol AR E
g r—ﬂ*it_ R & FAFE YA, FAFES X9 B 3G
16.0 kg, £ 146 kg, /e 124 kg2 K- /I3t ZAol7l glsen E& o
3 e ztelzt @ASEY. £8¢ R 2o 30 g ofAd AAFAdAE
MNT Z7I13 xol& AAE & A WA MNTY 34 20717 R o)
o] Y ZYxeA Auig A dE8Heoz I3A AV HA && Rez AL
Huad,

¥H MNTE K- /& 7S 0d& oA 24 2¢02 Add & 3=
Bt 4S5 £FE FAEE F 7 8o HAFAD. FHLL A7V 18 g R
T 86%E REE B UuAE 0% o2 £¥&E Jelddg. AR B$
Y EEALATFLE AVN FoF olE Bolx gt a8y 24FH AMF
< 27 Aelg REEd, FMFLS HT 277 94 gU BS HD 168 ke,
50 g 2% 133 kg, 1.8 g A% 109 kg€ vetdo EF MNTY =771 &
55 FAFo] Zarsgt ML AAFAME 22E MNT 278 ol
DAL & A E 3000M e e B A0 5~10 ge 2 HGF FAFo] 178
kg, 7t 2~3 go 2 118 kgolledH, 232 HAAE B 94g 4 AS 168
kg, 50 g 9 2% 133 kg, 18g ¥ % 109 kg B2 2L FA soar &3
Zte] A&7t A FHFe] Aoy dA2 MNT 2771 65 g ©o)4te] 59 £9
T ol YA o g Rez ALHNUT

I

Table 7. Growth response of Daeji cultivar on 1/2 minitubers size(cross section)
in field trials.
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_ Germination Stem  Tiller  Chlorophyll
Size

() rate length number content

§ (%) (cm)  (ea)  (SPAD-501)
94 97 69.1 14.0 419
5.0 90 68.4 141 415
18 86 68.7 15.6 416

LSD.gs - ns ns ns

Table 8. Growth and yield response of Daeji cultivar -on 1/2 minitubers
size(cross section) in field trials.

Size Total production Marketable

(8 tuber No. tuber Wt. tuber No. tuber Wt
(kg/3.3m’) (ea/3.3m’) (kg/3.3m") (ea/3.3m’)

9.4 16.8 197 15.8 152

5.0 13.3 193 122 149

1.8 10.9 178 10.0 119

LSD.gs 26 ns 2.3 ns

(3) #fElM MNT Av)o) ©Be AAFF

MNT 27ld) @& a9 4% R £FE KEAM JESI] H3id FF o
Ag FAs 1997d0) AFE FAFT ZHFAN FYRAT. MNTH 37e
5,10, 15 20, 30 ® 50 go2 FEIHAL FIAE W2 FFHAYG. #F ¥
30del EAIY FE & 50¢0l =AY B, EASF R G529F ZA: B
9ol YEtiRiTh

Table 9. Growth response of autumn culture according to minitubers(MNT) size

in field trials. .

(g) (%) (cm)  (ea)  (SPAD-501)

5 81 29.0° 12.9° 43.6°

10 79 33.8™ 13.3° 4.2

15 78 37.1° 13.4° 4471

20 90 40.6™ 13.0° 438

30 92 416" 13.5° 435°

50 90 46.0° 13.7° 43.0°
1/2 tuber 72 34.2% 11.0° 41.9°

*Mean separation within each colunm by Duncan multiple range test, 5%.
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2988 A7)d uwel IYHY ol UERA FRey 20g o4 BE
90~92% S YElWT BRaAe ¥ &0l 72%E JEIATH ol FH{q = &
7222 f3sd 2y o2 £8Eo] Yoz AU HAD AP MNTY =2
7)ol ge Z7bsled 2717 5 g9l R 29.0 cm, 10 g1 AL 338 cm o) ed
15 gl AL 371 cm 20, 30 ¥ 50 g0 R FAH XolE HolA gt o
AY 39 BEA$9 HEALAEFES MNTZ2|0 Fod§ Xelg Holz ggtd,
Z22= MNTS dusd 4L MNT 10 g3 w&sidd, 33 & 80949¢
119 796 +8% A A5 Ao F 374 AASGHG #HF FMFLS MNT
azld we xolg EHEd 5g9 ALE 43 kg, 10 g9 FS$+E 7.3 kg, 15 g
A$E= 91 kg, 20 g€ A<= 108 kg, 30 g A% 112 kg, 50 gl AHE
106 kg€ UEldiol EAXNo2E 10 g oldle} 15 g ol A7|Tele alolg B
Rou, 15 g ol4dA 50 g 7t E FMFY Aelst gl Rez dEW

Table 10. Yield response of autumn culture according to minitubers(MNT) size
in field trials.

Seed potato Total production Marketable

size (g) tuber No. tuber Wt. tuber No. tuber Wt.
(kg/3.3m') (ea/3.3m") (kg/3.3m") (ea/3.3m")

5 43° 151%° 3.5¢ -47°
10 7.3° 214% 6.3 78"
15 9.1% 223%° 8.2 9%
20 10.8° 264° 9.7° 107*°
30 11.2° 215°° 10.6° 110°
50 10.6° 212°%° 9.9% 110°
1/2 tuber 4.4° 125° 41% 58°

*xMean separation within each colunm by Duncan multiple range test, 5%.

ANFE FAMFY 2L AL UgHoy, FALE 93T AL Holx
TR AMFE FMAF HEd BHEA HolH FMELY 50% olE el
< ole FHA N} ARG 20 wa} AP ¥ FE}A HX st
7l B2 AZHUeH, Ao s£&& FJuAR £Fo] ¥ BolAL Ro
AL HASG. FZHAME MNTZ2|7F 15 g ol4de] Hd A43HA BN A7
fE Aoz AU a8 2FZME MNT 2ZNst 5 g ol4de] A &4
7t g Raz2 Jehd(E 6, 7, 8) FHdAe] MNT a7le A8z 15 gol4
o2 33, FEAHY 7NBZAGAM HAEE & Fo dE€ &8s Ao u}
#AE ez 445U

AZae] Z71= A Ao F8¢ 202 FHAMNE BF B~80 g &
T 25~35 mme NZ2E 7Esed, Beukema®t Van der Zaar(1990)= A 72+=b
ol 277 2E B9 AEFF Bolrvl oy L AAURd B2 =3}
I, F7F 7147 §on ¥ Ao w2 EFRAHAR THELe Erx
s ol FREL THHHE MNTSY Z$E 28 5~10 g o)A, 229
A 10~15 g oldold HE8HQ AN HEo] st ¥ ez BEHUY.
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Table 11. Comparison of plant height and yield production of seed potatoes.

Plant Small size(0.5g-3g) Total
height weight number weight number

Daeji cultivar
A’ 1¥ 610042 24.00%1.11 18.00%0.80 1565.00+1381 111.7+296
1122076 25001062 14.33%011 114066+28.12 86.00:1.85
386*+1.02 3833*1.83 1866*0.76 2038.33%2578 104.3%£2.25
336+140 2866+0.30 19.00+0.10 1604.00+49.09 80.67*1.10
860+062 1966+035 14.33%x0.20 935.000%+13.12 75.00%1.73
128+£092 1800030 13.33%0.20 1068.66%*19.58 72.00£1.66
408+093 3666%161 2266*066 225200£3751 103.3%1.70
330+142 2366*051 14.001010 18763319732 84.67+0.80

o3}
BOW N L B W N

Daesu cultivar

460040 21.33x0.68 1366*041 1157.00+£11.60 7867%162
850+046 21.33*0.30 1733068 1180.33%=16.40 80.00t1.75
245+143 4800%0.17 2533%025 24463312726 122.3%132
.203+0.81 16.33+030 11.33+x0.35 147866+20.38 72.00+1.59

7.00£056 22.00+0.20 1533*+0.15 1546.33*£68.06 70.67+0.60
114067 1966045 1400036 1113.33+1894 91.67+2.45
202+124 3233+0.63 21.00+£0.34 217066+3040 95.67+1.91
192=*1.14 21.33%1.11 1533%=1.01 1577.00%15.14 71.33£2.05

>

los]
B OW N e bW N

*A: Bunong soil : cocobita(1:1) and B: Bunong soil : cocobita(1:2),
¥1: MCT 20 MNT small size 3 MNT middle size 4 MNT 1/2 size.
*Mean values * stadard deviation.

MNT /s, MNT = 2719 BES) KERE ¥23A MNT #e] MNT /) BE
of vl#) Kt ZFuete] ®lgel 12 HdlA EY 119 Egsedd o B
KEES Jehda o 05~3g9 AR £EAME L1 ol B KiER
€ vehlln leo, x3AAW MNT /4, MNT F BE= 99 23204 A8
HEAARD Aoz AAYEr FL ALR Bol KEFHEF) 2L FEXY
o #EKIFY 2P BFstn AL Kfikol UEkt (X 11)

He ZA4E F¥AP MNT & 3719 BEE KL Iaviere] 12 EdEn
BHN FAE £FL RAWNE FES mavee Il EgnolA AT KE
BES Rgon a7 £ESTA S 05~3ge AAXe] HEMS HEEo| B
ol ZAHY A

HES B7L SMAHoz REKRLs ZIVEANEY ZAo] 12¢Y BS £FO
SASFRAT LIGES v £FL o2 BAXG. I3, 11 EEHACAME B
< BEPHoZ KEZHY AFH7 JElET. TolEs mIHete] g
T ATS 9489 REHM Bel HAUoH, B mIuets FAS EiEn
AME £Fol 28 FAIA ¥ HEANA RELKL ¥ 237 vt

4. 22 3 ZE

ARAe] KEEES AT /MY HENHY BRAEWE LY AN 7 K
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de BEAE Teh KiE24% BEIF, REHES 23 d2Ase dYiuss
o zAMG AFE AZAel KM Ad WY KEEAE MCT dde) M
BThe MNT & 3719 MEE 728 ZWIIHm, $EPEs azves Lz
EHS #kol BEAE Ao A BE FHERE dehath AF ARl P2
71E A 5-10g, F M 10-15g0] A&Holth.
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