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Some Methods of Root Investigations
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ME
ANEo Wy A& %o @usiA DAY m=E Eolu ulgo=m 3 2 E9)
AA U7te A& FolFn E3 JARS TFetd A2 Q&L JMEA P =237 8
Jde F71EE 3339 £ &8y EY AR AEE F3 (Poincelot, 1986), 7 Ak
A £& AHY3Ee I8 98¢ g9 Fo] EUde RE TFolE B ol (Waldron
z

< B2 E B39 A &34 g3 AN ESF
Hate 4&& d9 (Ekins 5, 1977). o)A & 7I5E ooz A& il E%“% -
HHoz gt ofF FTAF ARE AT F 5o, FEQ Bt ¢ EY
Zol Bol B¥ o= A4S ¢ gdw FAPA B "Holg €A sd FE By
o 43le AAE £Y F YT, HEE HAZT AXe BEIHA HF 2] 4= B
g BY gy g ZAE ZAE] A AP HFY JIEs EAFHez F5E &
AA Hol v AAYE ¥Y FF Ak £ Y 2719 AEo] FIFsE B &
I 348 2dsld 2o B 2ge $EIAH A Tyl AL 5 U= 7R HH
29 % AT (Stoskopf, 1981). I olglolx MEBWa e B A 7T E%
BAzA uAsez Yo A ey EFolY X HHES F A 2}
A #8749 3 J¥BE 371 % 31t} (Rendig and Taylor, 1989).
27t o)XY FaE /|5 g AAT AE o #F JRE dod B A
o] Zasty] gio] o et FAd FHRE FE AR HR HI?S}
CAE e e ARG B o] dY] Hstd Hee 5L wEA &
o] /wslol gtoh. By A WS AA FAHHY WA v FHHY T
L BE A WhEe BIg EYos R 4o 3 gL Tad FHE do
= oA 2 8o HE & Boll BIAE EYL2Z BE Ao ued A
%ol sa7dch A A TPL CAT (computer 3551sted tomography),
, 8 } 1% (NMR) ¥ S22, A ta A& Jsl& 52 &3 $gol
Moz AL 2o AE9 B dY 7 & %%?—_} & A

Mo mdo e

g 2 L orle
i
Lo

off

k=

o 05
2

_?_{n‘
oft o L o
JEWfin:E
_Jw_\lmln

o
ot

fy
Ir

N
X
s 2
mr
ﬂ:

N

olga ¥lEx Re] B Tl Utk AdAM dE & RAH} 2ol
MEo] A 5101 AAT o} 5 o] E WL ALY A 9o W
A ANZE ZHEE ALY dadol AUk

3 we A }71 A e 71Ed WEH YE 4 WEE B E

Lol Lo [o
©
BN
im
rfu
J::.

£

ROowd v o 2Rl 8
AN
ol

D

AL e
fu
Ao 2
=t
Loy



5 o9 Jd‘“’ Z—J o] &3t °] iﬂr’i‘l@_ 2ol 55?_ ojml /EHAA Ue
=4 Wi Eo 77 o

2 shetste dshe

it
o
:‘{:‘
;% 28
o r.‘t;
n =
L R
. E
N
AN
f opo
T .
o,
-
3
o g
o o
i
© 2
.um f‘;
mlo Jl)l

Ja e e

o
40 &4 492 AdaE 20 Fadt

AN

(==

I
n
I

2% =d 983 ALE Y EH o= Newman: (1966) ol
. He g A AR O3 FHAEe] Wy wP9
T2 o Zolg Ag e Aol uge WA 93l Aibw)

R = mAN/2H 1
o714, R& BASE F9uel XY B AA Lelcm)o)n, AL #F 499 Ho|
(cmPel®, N& A4 Zo] Hem)d HAEH ®elst o2& .mxu ot oz
Wa) dog o] YHoz A Wk TR $L WS §71%e] RelE M2 AAA YT

zA28A 2 AEGL 22 o] a8 E He $ET 2 08 AR B Ao
o A 48 Az T4 Ool dYs We) YolE ANV 29 10l FMmAES
e Yehagn,

N,
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Fig. 1 Concept of line-intersection method

A4 AP PUE WA $E 499 2719 AR 2718 WHAIE PEE A
Asel ek AR 2ol A e B9 Pol Bt geATH, 1 em 2719 2
e A k2l Lok 1 m ol o, 2 om 2719 Az A Do) 5 m A
W e ®e) EEo|, 5 cm 279 AAE AA We) Po) 15 m ey okF Be B
g ER ZHolg A% o ALH} (Bohm, 1979). AN wapg oz Male] Holg =4
& W welst Axe) nYE Aol 4 39 AUk 5ol Bol 28 Wrohet B
ke szl 9% 97t CA FEol Aduz NG AIE ATo2 LRI,
44 @AYe 24e $8% A% %e dol $33A(Delta-T BH7)7t Decagon

DevicesAH(Pullman, Washington, USA)ell 2)8] /jg=oix 2 2 932 (Cunningham et
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al, 1989; Shuman et al, 1993)5 9] 8 7o AlL&EHE &g

o] A& gl 2 sl E Aem e o] sivige A2AH ERAto]e wHY
AFE AFToz AojA Hale ZolE ASA Hoiltl Cunningham %(1989)& 9]
Ao Adupgoez FAHEY A9 Zolg Z4Z viwdtged F Zol Alojoa A
AR = 092)8 2 F AT Shuman 5 (190)=F o] FAs} £oz2 AP A 44
waldo|st 4z Z AT Buag kR = 0.96).

2. Langel 24|

Melhuish®} Lang (1968)9] 2j&) 7y o] dy L wH3e 43 g dds Ays B
2o Aot 9 AL EAsE el Ho| Alo]9] o3 HAE uigog v} B
27t o= g Wk X9-A2] ¢33 FYs BERHFA ELGF] EX@dd 7y
g9 Aol 93 dRE FHE R AL} vy Hyded EASEe g o
Alolof = b3 Ze @A} gk

Lt = 2 XNa (2)

d71A, Lre @9 $97 e Zol(ecm/em’), Nalt EY FudAe] #a Aol
Lang & Melhuish (1970)= A ¥gke] diioA o] #gle] AFLE o] &35l Mae] Zo)
g dE3e2 M o] e ¢L FAANAUY. Drewdd Saker (1980)= 34 ()& A1£3h
o Halo] £2HE B Zolg &3 F o]E Eo AL W2 FEE AY MoEH
T3 Wy Zdole) vz PdedH F gt Aolde 2 AW A Yt FHAWR o5
Byt g4 gd3tn EVASRA EYEd £XIGE Ro] oy Wi T4 () A
£3te] W Zojg File RS Wiz Ha X 3 AEE @3 HL g A
Fgalojol gotn AEXAUL =& AFAEL, 2o AEs AHE 94U YMEs 22
HEY EgonRE BYE FYT FH AE ALEsI FAFHAHQA WEoE By Aol
A o] & oL FH (2)8 BAF H 2 BAAE E3to e ZHolE &3}
£ Ao] A3t n St olel zo] F2 ()¢ o)EHQA s1&71k 28 ALl B
gol £8 Bule Zdolz WIAZ Z$ FAUF AH4E 4L & Y7 dFE nAFHQY
71€7] % 28 AHE3te 4l B s HE o] Alole] #AYE Y FatEslE
A7t Hmig,

Bennie & (1987)2 21 &9 Z 7o o 2AM3A2 249 718717 HateE AAS
WA AEe FHo ME FAMIANY 7|V E APHer FIATh 489 FFH
o mE 71&71e] W= 14 oA 24 dxm F39) sutelr) e 7187 who]l F4 (2)NA
9] o]&3< # 28 uJehiAd

3 GuEM o3 NYEaY

of Wge ®ele oy Welo) dolg AP ZHE Row JAe AU o
4 %o RIS @ B2 T FHo2 UHd ¥, RIFHNE EAE o I
ZE Ba9 £8 A4 P Log FPV Hae £z EAIE I4SY R
Aot U7 2n Qe /1E Aol Haiste BAS o4 YWHoE AHE U
demz BBATh 39 29 300 R I} AURE AA TARY B G

UrEbI Lok,
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Fig. 2 A gray scale digital root image Fig. 3 The same digital root image
seen in Fig. 2 after thinning

Smucker § (1987)& E¢ozie 2eid els 498 F404 F&e AASHT, o
Afe Bal Pt Lalrh FAdE AL 2YD W, RS A AA Ra)o) Lol
FAGEA A8 o8 A4 249 wol Aol S £AD de A8 £ 93
L QREAE e B9 DolE 543
4 - fque ) 2 HLTE ;%—t— A4 YA Polrt sH@el T2
S & Aot Folth Smic 5 (19908 FHE 2AUE s e wIe 4
g5, Adste PIg 1 F4 # 5 2 FA49 dolg AR,
ALY o1 FA ot 7 7 Az RAsS st 7t2E WYy
W Edol7 geAE AT 2E ol4R WANE WY Aol 27 oS HAAS
ogste] gelzin stk RAATE A8 W A9 P¥oz FIHY BIUol:

v mim

D e ‘°
o f3 S
.ﬂ.
»

(19
.]
>

JENIN?S&NIO-T-{
o Mo l~>-

A3 z}ﬂ*og 273 ZAolg} W Z HFABAR® = 09692)7F AT

LU EJoZRY £y B o] £F B9 ol Ed &5 3
) 7101 24 A28 4 Uth Casarin S(1991)S o BX S BEsr 9
3t} BFAFAIZ(rthizoscope)E TIUIAZEEY AT R d4S F&F FYYHE
ALg3le] WYy E 43 AFE wyHez R Holg FAENUY Eonyy ¥
g REsA ¥ AHdA FAAYNEE o)EE ASde EYHR Rt R
4 F2E F JUESE 2HE HaFoloF 8t Commins 5 (191)& EYF @¥o] =&¥
B AolE A7 st AN 3 APEAYPS A dE e J4S
de o RS} EYL BHE FEI EAHL LAY oz A9H YZE uFo
wao ¥3g FEAU
4 FAaxE 28

wmazde wan P 87 dstd RgdTFo JAHY JES HEAL F
th AT IHE EYoZRE AojA B B E %Zé?‘é o el zE29y
2ol aAd el %i BES PAGE RIE SHAY o BT oY & glon, 94

m

Ao ol Wa Zo] R A 2 Hag ¥ °‘X}—‘é—% E4A AT = AU
Fergusond—} Smucker (1989)= Zavld Hlte 7}“1]"42 g F90 dAlE nyz
o2 WHBEY a9 JAs du o] AL BAslo B ZolE dF3te
o% g d&Hoz B#FE F Utk PUHAREES e AAHE 5AT A
Ao By JAL d&Hoz #9317 3d A4S & F29 AXEL VIGA
, AAZAE ol 83t 2 YAZ sivlEtE oJEAA EF AR HY d2E 535

L by

Nt o im
}:lén:ir
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At Girardin 5(1991)2 vUREEO0ZHE A4E §
H& 3P ed ARAZ Z(rhizoscope), BT L FiieEt, 2
Fo A fdz2rmzrt 445 M fEsidn ZEXUT
|
E,_

5 3]

e WS o3 vm A
g2 &AW A7 (endoscope)

Ego2RE 9 B EeE Palant 5 (1993)0] NL&
s Bt B A7) ¢y 9\17‘:“31, olgA #ed
U 24 E o] &3t AFHZ Rl EY & Utk

w3 g AL F3negative)E M2 JiuiEgE o] 43t FFEH goiEole ¥
Hoz Ry ZAolg 2AY 4 YEd(Voorhees F, 1980; Ottman and Timm, 1984;
Smikas} Klute, 1982), %32 Zolx 7ivigte] &AW B E Uede FAT W7 &
37 ' 23 42 g9 AFE HolAH Newman (1966)9 F4ol digsle Fgch
Harris$} Campbell (1989)% 7}dl 2} éi‘l’ﬂ*} Bt thie AFE o]83lq EYo=
e Ead R dolg FIigyd, ¥elrt SRS wgoz AFH g #W uE
Ue 28 gld7] fiste ez s F UdA 2Asden west AN LA
E 2AE g7 Slstd FeHog 3R A5E iy AolE BAsgh

2o 4 85 FXNEZ A F8L9 29499 AEE Mt PanJJr Bolton (1991)
L IR =y 25UE o) 83d EYOZRE Fed Ry FE A4S HelEdy H
g4 BAL Fato B9 w3y, dol, vy T& A9t Smit 5 (1994)° LIR=R"2

Fiulete] A4 e ZAE FE37] 95 374'-?_ -’:7}]‘—12 /\}%‘6}9&-—:511, 33 2y
ZHEH AL B gas golsd] F Mysde WwHeZ v ste (A4 100 pm)H
g do] AR FHE F AUk

o Ze RYEYsIE o &
2o gL vde side

Xt Mefol Mol fal bz

Belol B SHE W) ANNE EF S gt R wSAAME e
YRHozE ReE AN EFoREH PN AN EFo2RE $IE AoiA
paste Ad AnolAe Was X dd Fus} ARAE wdol Utk Hast 2
A QA ol%A BT ¥ AuE A7) AWML vlyhrESC|GEN), 2
of @ EF AWASH 2ol Rest Edel BT 20j2 =EAA AT BIHA}
B}

1. ojUg|=EZ

o) U gl 2 E &(Minirhizotron)o] & A& 5% Pale) AFo] ALHE FHF A
e 2 e TIte Aoz HE BF U AE FH4 o8 ME dAEd 1 B
F49 Heg #Fsed ALEET dnFHo R nFEES ¥7l #E o 4R
sl AL g7 93le XEH SFAog HASr BodE 30° - 45° BAAA ==
AEH} FHO2(Meyer ¢ Barrs, 1985) M A 89, 2avld ALy A5& AHE3EHd
T FHeA ARk ReE BEIT FA% AU REEZY] HA wEn Adxd nu
ZEE F9 4HE ZASIE WYl o B2 =g d& #HHES 4ZE 5 U
28 40 Y 2A dAdE rYYREES A
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Fig. 4 An example of a minirhizotron
positioned in the plant row

McLean 5 (1992)¢] E¢ F9 ¥& #28%FY XU R @A B3 7
A&} o] wlo]AZ suEE TEUF FH o AXE UYIAZEE <oz YelBUA
walel g FASHE WY, Vosot Groenwold (1983)9) oAl A o8& YA
(Endoscope) & AH&&te] mUZEE FH9o HRag zAS:E WY, a8Z Meyerst
Barrs (1985) A& #3dAd-% WA 7 (Fiberscope)g A&3tE whdo] git).

nUzEE9] Ao 93ty e A7 Aurt 98 £ glEw, o= ‘3]14
2 9H EYY xh0) A 2HY ELY AR gt o Ago] Jge
7] dFeolct Volkmar (1993)e] 9J3lA w@abgt Ade myzzeEE vg &g
Ade NYZHZEES AHERE o Btk 4 FejolAde #a 43x 2o As o
T+ Atz g

U ZEE B9 HFL F2 UYUIAREE FHA B A EY BES s
o 1 EY XE £ o Auys vjUzEEoR AR Ry NS nwaaA
AAIgH (Vos$t Groenwold, 1983; Meyer$} Barrs, 1985; Upchurch$} Ritchie, 1983 ).

U ZEZAA &3 o 4L —?i gae] dojld, AHmage A s
o] &3t mUZEER MAIX EFH I made ALE FYH AASAY
(Sanders$} Brown, 1978) nUgzE= 91'5—?"11*1 93 B9 Al FAzFHE FA}
aho] Hejote] MAFEE ASFT F o] EE ¥ Lol ANV (Volkmar, 1993; Vos
9} Groenwold, 1983).

HAaxge Y& ol gt Uil EY 4F é_ Holl A op o] wUzEE W}
gzt vhue ATERE B ZolE Adds WHE ok Langd FAE AH4std

(M

30 o e
wo il - im

gae 2R By ZHog ] e 9 eyer9Jr Barrs, 1985; Bland$} Dugas
1988; Upchurch, 1987), 8l e 74 Autztd mlUslzeESe AL Faje 2

Aol g Al4tst= ¥ (Buckland &, 1993)¢] gith.

2. 3ol Hchy (Core Break)

zo] Aude YFYe ol W folZg £ ol Ask: ol HF AYsAT
#obd 5 RoIE S0 EFE dYS) o)X o)yl FAo2 A3 R B
= dolt). dge AHgdE Zoje AEL 25-100 mm FHYE 50 mm ASS A
Foj7b 7+ Yt oz A4 €Y. Fof @_E‘r%‘.‘_’. Eo EE& EoUo ®ys #33
1 BBAY 712 PEE A Ao A2 HEuy B BB 22 DS
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E7E B3 B AEE 4+
g A7k 9o @Zel AUEe o
Ao pold By A2Qe BRAZ
Aole B® Mol AT BI o

EEe AAY 5 971 W)
B9 2&e Ve,

o

Fig. 5 Illustration of the broken soil core
sample

so] AeMoz Ryst £ FEL AN 9, BE &9 VI 2o AN £
oz ¥y Pedse 1 E4¢ Z3FAY Langd FAE olgstd o .
Drews$h Saker (1980)= 94 EY Zo) B2 AAsd A4S Golo| Autais 22
& FolZ $go] 4702 B H, o] HUWeIN Mo 8 AL o] Langd) F
Hol thYste] EFER ol 9t Rele) Yol A3 3YTh Bennie 5 (1987)0) BAH
A% gol o] EE £ P Lolst To] AVRN ) MYAF Alole] BAYE =
A g A2 FFU B 54 Sol meA uE ¢ 91, BRAY A50 99 @
A7 A £E AN WBlandsh Dugas, 1988), oF5 L Aol SHg EFuel)
2o me Wel A2g9 VY AL Al AP Pl

i
S
ol
L
o

3. NMR(Nuclear Magnetic Resonance) Z} CAT(Computer Aided Tomography)

B AuE Ad el BRI Hitd A THEYE o] 8F dTE F£3yd
v lth NMRE 94#89) 7] RLdES 273 128ln s AF Alele] 4%
HAE g 23 7)e2 YEF JAYAe sty pxg vaduyoes zAg
T A SEh Matyac 5(1989)2 7| FHEE ol &3t 32 &3 #ale A4S
o] MAZFEH g BElsiA] X Feo BASE o) HF ¥y P¥XE %
& 4 9)2lth. Rogers$t Bottomley (1987) 52 H]3}3 3¢l Ha@zy o 2o NMRY
AL 7HeAE A8 FxoA AT EYY 2 2 ATEYY ES FTFH, ALER TF,
Fgol tHat NMRANZ S A7E FAsl=2M BAE4rct o] 59 AF Ao u=
W ALEAY FFo] EY FAY 4% olA4Y wis NMR FAtolA] g AjAdg Ay
37] YA 1 o] AfelE EY FEFHo|Y EXY FF AHglel At
A e A" E¥XE @3 4§ otz

CAT A& 98803 AEHE Aog, WMAA LA 2REY HAlMo] EXE &
Fate] ALY AR o] =2 E e EAY YA Fa5EHd wE Arish i 2R
Fol A B E AFY A7IE HIAIE dEd d ZAEEh Aol g AEe] @
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£ 2L BRI Yol PAUS FFA7]) GEel CAT FANE Agsel EFF
2E BAY £ U EF wRAA Peld 8 ok A AN EFEE Y

A A ARRE Ao ReElE WAd ESoRRE 4A FEHA Stk Fusseder
(1983) A WA EAE o] &3t S5 ReE d4AT H xray ANE Ho EF
czyE PAE %3 FRY & YES SUG. PA ANE clfate] Rolg =
o2XE B3] FEFOEZHN Langd] FHE o &3t g Aolg dFded FFHA
2 B & AQAT A2 A9 Ret ZAYE AT P AWM e Raz u
Blites 23 % At Brown 5(1987)0] CATAAE Al&3te EY F9 &9 BX
g} galotel BAE FAE vk ded FXb mrteln At AV loH, HAEE
7t A Yol Bol AHLEHAE ¢tk

EET

o)

Bea| AMubH 710l dH|iW

o o

r
I

—_—

53wy Atolg HlD

£ Auroa A Wele £2 B Yolg ANEG W fFostelel & AL Bennie
5 (19879 AT AHNAAY Aol @} P L Yt 4E £ gouz FH
@2 AW A5 Rele YolB ANSE A FREY ARE AL & ATE Aol
o ole Rl $2RE P dolE WBHE Lang®) FHo| Wele) $¥} 4 Wgos
FYaA Bol Yohe R AR st AAlo] Qold 28X ghed U Bland,
1991).
wog EAt £% duddde e £8 4 ¢ BAA we Ao o2
oz TE Algo] 2 ERAA Rele 8 4 thg 1 BREL T
g BolAY GAAY Sl A% AAHY PYoT R F£§ M) VAR F
A Aol Basth Bland (1989)% 23, ¥, 22T 55 P 7oA
REE olg3te] B WU Wels) 45} B Po] Aeld BANL
g vigoz Be A Wate] we +2RH Reld) Lolg oy

do o o ox o o K
Nlo O?L 'D'

g dA Zsch Bland A7 Aol e Hole) AFo] HF&etA] R
= 9A @A) FHHQ ddd o3 2 2 RS A HA F%D Rl 7

T L o R

Reicosky & (1970)2 AARAH AFESA Yoz Hy ZHolg FF vlagd AJAE
vigto 2 ZMuaygo] Ax ey o] B} 4 AA dFdre AT JPESF YA
AEug AAgle Wdolgdxn s AL AHARAYE ALESle] B AolE w
27 423 dole A& o & Bl ¥ wgd wi o A3t geABg,
wma o ¥ Qe Ao WEe A FH oA Ao o HAE HFE At
otk watd AMmYPel A e F AE3E Aadg AL FeEgE R4y
9 GAYE 2 AP st JARHA T AFGLEIAYRTG Azte] o HEA o

AR 93 AHPIYUYL AMzaYPoly Langd] FAoA % & #Heo £

2R geth e ot @ PO BFHe] TolH YL APIE T et 24
$A wonz o W Pel 94T U5 L AL Bast vk Lebowitz (1988)9]
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Bohm (1977 T %28 B2E & Yt i BUsL wasdard, 2o 4
297 U ZEE EF & Ul vt Re@Bel Akl A7 288X, A
UozEewdezt AUE B 2olE 24T + T Ao deun. =g WY
ZEES o8¥ 4% Redel 2% vstel ek AWE w9 HFo] FBE W F

gonz ex xwoﬂ @ ek glolol o) MeMichael F1992) S3Hd oluizlz
EEE %o 2 ol %ol do), %ol I, Pl FE FI 2 PFYY g o
ol Agd Roz wuHA

dyzEEe B3 £ Zo|, %a do| UE, W) YA, B BT ¢ 9 7
S0 asdez 28Y + A= BHo) Ao, 27 44 &% B WEo] Bol £

o} =3 Egn nUIAZREE Aolg FAAWY EAste FriFd Byt 9 EGEG
o] AAsE wdo) Unt (Taylor &, 1990; McMichael et al, 1992). 22 o|8jo = g
A ZdE FEsA FAdEE B g AE FH YA U REES HA
aorgt 3} (Taylor et al, 1990). Bragg 5 (1983)8] A w24 uUgZzEE ¥y
& AHEEe He dolg dEPe o E AFAA st vl zELS uet 433}
7] W&o FYAAN NI} EY FROZHE 2 ¥ B Holo & HolE e
Wk 282 o)A d3E o7 AE myEzERE 2T 9 o 45° 9 =g
F3 AdxdE Aol vEAsictn 3 th Samson Sinclair (1994) 9] Az Al o] %
%S BgFa Jd. 2ELS MYUHREET 3ol HEYE HEIPEd AEAANA
EY AE 30 cm 7HACNA F 9 22 S Y o] Aleld] & Aolzt Atkn
st .

CAT, Neutron radiography, Z¥li NMR 3 & 3
BAANAE B3R ¥z HeY ARE A& F I F3F
FHFo w2 gAY EAZEST 7)7] FHe ofE ¥
ALg-at7)el & o8l Heol itk (Taylor 5 , 1991).

Zo] Aoge e ¥o9 el N2UL BFHE VAR B A2 AAH ¥
HE A7dseE BYsn, B BT PP B} PG 2HE AL F U= v
o AT BF Y AR  JAE FA YLE FS AVFS B o) BES A

A% & e Bl Uk

A B¢ 5 sz R BEY TS 2R YYED A¥o 2A0 2
oF mgtth ol 4EY Y¥e W2 @

@ BlUgzEE Pue B S0l FYW Fus
%9 BeE A5AA BFE F UEF AET NMR w-e— Wsha oA P 7
Aol wis WA 47 ST & Y& vd .
oA A DEAZS S15ol ek Sjel R 24 wHol BE ol @7 YEHL
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