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Production of Potato Plug Seedlings Using Closed
Transplant Production System
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1. A&

2| Z B (transplant) = S E F EFqA H2o] o]FojA e BE 9|t BAFELS HIL

Ayeoldt 4024 2%, A, 44, 49 74, 4%, 92 FH
dE B2 d3siy, #FAAEE, 28E, 4842 TF 5 AYH )
(Kim, 2002). BAFo] 3 B F @o] $530, WFad L94A &2, A A=
A At e $FRE Aol o] &3t A4 DAdA &I} FF A HEsAY,
Al FAAAM ¥F, 3, AA, #E =¥ 5& JA FAEAHE FFo] FUHAY F
A gl VYHEZ FF $FR Ui £ IA FE AR gAAGEHF 1,
2002).

B *léﬁé% A AEEH Hggez FEAY ALY BT A0S Al2E
Hol ojiel FV-8-F 59 uo] rted A2AE uigth A HAE, ASH, HF
E 5L A Fo5E &4 B BEXFOA A4ddd. 228 24 B HEARES 9
£33 5244 Alzde sy BAL Aladed et AN E B Al2"dAs oF
7149 W mE Alad U9 7L, FdEE, T, VIFEE, CO: vk F9 ¥ &
7dQaclo] Wgsluz olE B AL YdAHZ FFLE AUV 4A &k wWE &
U BE2AE Ad 39 AYH Aie] ZEAHoZ Eibesith HAEY Bl A2dS
oy Az, A 7@ ¢ A} 1 2EA BE U FoE AAdstaz AdPe]
B2 FEF GEAZ S B HA Aoz M Alxg R} 7 TV - F
59 mgo] rlEHoz ATHY, F7] - & -2 T d9AHY A7t AA5d IS L
3 BAA AA"ES o)v ghth(Kozai et al, 2000). o] & A|xdoME AAF o]fo] E
bt vl SAAE AAFS $3 AFFo] aFdHY. 1B HAEFE BN A2ES
Q1 Z3E BAA AlAY = AEgFAFoz BaLrh(7, 2000a; Kozai et al., 2000).
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oW 7|&9 Ay oA ByS dad AAMEe AEEAE @47 Ao a8E
Ao 71E &3 A FE HEA HrhsH, B4E o 2A V4% F
HAA BAL A2 sido] vt HAEY BN Al2FdA BE AL
9 @AM SYRE AVT, $TRY Y F AN B A9F o
F 3 AA 7 d A o(#, 2000a; Kozai et al.,, 2000).
- JEF > VEHE - d4F - 29F - K939 69
7 2 aéldw‘za‘% AAEA o] FoA} N@A AN 7M1 T2 RS vpolid g
HA @S FH AT Addolth o] e AFAME AT YA AYIFH #e
Al EZNA HEAE A BFSL dod, RFEE 25%d EF3g 4Fol.
oJAAA FUAM XNAAE F& UFLR FHdA WA AB ez BsE dTHA
7+ 2HJoung, 1989), <k A vj(Kim et al., 1997), 4Ky, 1998) 5ol AJ|=Hic} o] A=
T AZA AAAAL @57 A2 A 28FHE ¥ES FHEANE Aoz JdEHUY.
oy 371y NEd 47 FadS (YL Jon AAFAHA AR AAE HAAMe &
Zto] EAHol A= o Frh
AFTARAE F7 wjFAddA giFAdel 7hed ZHE AU o, Azt Bol
£33, 37|17t Fow, wolgo] ¥u, 7ol 3] ‘IH-E'- o RE& ARAR AMLsrlde F
A3etch. AR E o] &g AAA AL FFA @& AR/ A, FY 299 7HE
Aol slow, gFo] HlgsAe T @il v, AFAAA A HHA Hluy F AP
AE YFog 4L F Y, ASE 3L H4A FHE £ AU dE AR T4 P
o2 da BFsHn v A ARAE F4%7] 93 fF783% H(Ewing and Wareing,
1978; Seabrook, 1990)2. 24 <Ql2slo] gton, HZ Eo] 24HNA Z4g ol &5t @It
of AZAE dFoz FAANY] AT A= BRHJACKT, 1998). 2dd 243 Ze
AL Axddol A FAE o] &3l AAAE FAE | AR £3FH FEAL IF &
o] F3¢S AA A fo 2 A7 EHLS A4y BAN A2dE o]&3tq BA o
S5 HA 71AA H2o] 7ted A Feane AL AAE AAde H U

2. Als % O
7h A E BAL A" s

Afosta YEAIAN2GZEE AEFFANNAT AN FLF, SEE Adh, A&
Aol R, 71FEE AR, F7N2FE Foz FAHE HAY BAN A2"HE Adst
HaAsE gl Alxdge] aves E4900(W)x4700(D)x3250(H), W+ 3400(W)x3200(D)x
2500(H)o1 ™, Bl A 2A Z 5@ (polyurethane)S GEAZ FAT F&ES Attt Al
g 2o Z7)7F 3100(W)x580(W)x2400(H)Q! thgh4] Adukg 2x AAsHo. AHAE B4
A A" U BFA S &% %A (photosynthetic photon flux, PPF)S S T8 Awte z+ &
oA H3 500 pmol - m?-s'9] FTL FRY F YES HAAHJHKA T, 2002).
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UoolAE BAY Axuold A R A4 A7)

1) 27 W AB A e F

28 A} (Solanum tuberosum L. cv. Dejima)e] shoot A A& ]%—8}&] 857 MS+GA
0.1ppm¢} Kinetin 0.1ppmo] H7t& wix|ojA AFH wiFg HA F 250mee] 47 Fepx
Ag ol&dt AA & wjgFE HAHA AA VG wjFFY 72L& 20TE FAFTHA
T,3,000 ko] ZEZ A% 23 AAHAT ez ANZAuES AsA F4EH
E lom AXe Z7|E2 AJddd 100 mL A Egt A 39 2AEH T MSujA]o] sucrose&
3% Yokl BT F AAZANPNN 44D FATL B2 NFoz SAT F 34

#4988 15 om AE9 272 Avsel AR Lol 22t 1.0 om, 10 cmd) A HB
LH°ﬂ’\1 IAA 0.1 mL-L'0o] 79 wixolA 1443 @Zo] o]FAXEE . wjge
278 71 18-22C, AL E 60-70%, F37] 16/8 h, PPF 30~40 pmol-m™-s" o} t}.

A oA 1492 42 wigd R FHEAE S5 8 EvlA(BM2, Berger Peat
Moss, Canada)?} A ¥ 50F 2 &2 1Ed o](Bumnong, Korea)o] &7 AAct vl EH=
HAE BAY A2l 204 Tl A HFA Tt E—ri AAgo. o] DA A
o] 71&, Aul&E, PPF 2 #3718 2z 20T, 70%, 50 pmol-m™-s”, 16/8 h2 =434t}

2) A AT R 54

PEFE o8 BALE FEFKim, 2000) o] ZA AFrh ol @ ZEHIEHE H
Z}3F % Load cell(MLP-25, Transducer Techniques)2 o]-&3lo] A4=¢} ZejaEdgolel FA
AsHoz 2R

FTUAEE v e dUEEe PPFY F&S duEux A& 35585, 90,
95%), PPF 42:2:(50, 75, 100, 125 pmol'm?-s)e AR 3AT}. o o 7|23 BFs= ztHz}
20T, 168 h o]m, FRAEES] AT I REES JFE AAHHI] AeA NFE
0.1 m-s'2 3A3Y .

3) A Felare] AR viX< PPFY ¥ F

A2 Eage AL AsE Addsled §2E EFuA|(BM2, Berger Peat Moss,
Canada)’} &A% 5039 E2 2 E4 o|(Bumnong, Korea)oll o]t AlzEc} 74z Z 8
g9l Ao wx= PPFe] o§&ke 2w H 1z} 542(100, 150, 200, 250, 300 umol-m>-s™)
o] PPFE AdAstA ol 712, s, FF71= 427 20T, 70%, 16/8 h 2 HHS
G APEA BRE A% ATF A4 T WL TF Bolh

10

3. 43 2 &
7 A EHare] 4

ZIieigE 2 AEAZRYH Hado] ¢ X S8 diFoz AAsEY T4
EEo] AiHool gty £ AFdME F4 EEE molux HAY BALL AlZddA
2FE A" #x AEAZEYH AeE dasty ZeaEdHod &4 Ao Fean=
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A de Hesgn. gA BEdA AZAe 2¥H V), &
2, HelolE 9 wu|Ego]EVL 70:5:259 H|EE ERE SH
Peat Moss, Canada)?} %€ 5039 &2 1E# o|(Bumnong, Korea)dl

o] 4 ¥

AMTE Adste J
€ 8% (BM2, Berger
=7 AUy

%7) 59 ¢ A H2E LAGEA d€F L2 & A3 duste PPFE

7z} 90%, S0 pmol-m”-s'2 fAHOH, 45 o4 F 6UARH Ao FA Feam

AL 98 AL 59 PPFE zHzt 70%, 150 pmol-m”-s'2 2Ast o).

713 FF7

7} Z+zt 20C, 16/8 h2 22" ZZAdA 12~1543 S8d Age Bado 538 #x

FeanE @ySue 1 A7) A4 GRe FA4 24
F gtk E@ 44Ut ded 2R
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Transplanting in plug trays
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Fig. 1. Flow of potato transplants production (Kim et al., 2002). Eic E] = =t
°F 20~309%H
AZAINE AZE BFE ALEES 5 A Eoh
b 2 A %—%}/& 54
PPF7} Z7ht7d 4ulg st Rolds % Asel ZwASEE F7lstAn(Fig 2). £

)\h;“_/‘:.E Y.
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& Z7}A) 7 th(Seabrook, 1990).

RH
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Fig. 2. Evapotranspiration rate (EVTR) of potato cuttings as affected

by photosynthetic photon flux (PPF) and relative humidity. pmol-m?-s")e] PPF &7} Fig.
40 A= Yo PPF7l F7d<sr
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Fig. 3. Survival rate of potato potato cuttings as affected by = PPFe] =HAd <&My ZA
hotosynthetic photon flux (PPF) and relative humidity. -
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Fig. 4. Growth of potato plug seedlings as affected by photosynthetic photon flux(PPF).

— 143 —



4. 4%

a2 e HAY BN AN2EE o]&dtd A WY AEARYYH ¥ FEI1RE
E AAE AANSAET & HAE BN AlzdoA #Zx g AEANZRE EFE
3 2Fe AFE olfdted HiaFol #UF A Feoame Aile] steds 4
lgon, 4o FUAEEd AESE nelste Ao HFe HA PPFe} HAF:E
AAstA. =3 2 Feloime Ao uR e PPFY ZHE FA3tA). olyte] PPFe
ZHd 9siA BAA Ay 7t5dE AAFA
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