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ABSTRACT

To investigate the distribution of Plantago asiatica Linné, almost, restricted on
the road-side, the plant growth analyzed by experimental cultivation under the
condition of tread-pressure; 10 times/day (7.33kg/cm?), 20 times/day (12.27kg/
cm?), 30 times/day(20.05kg/cm?) and the control plot (1.68kg/cm?).

The matter production in the 10-time-per-diem plot (7.33kg/cm?) of tread-
pressure showed more large value than that in the control one (1.68kg/cm?) and
those in the 20-time-per-diem plot (12.27kg/cm?) and the 30-time-per-diem one
(20. 05kg/cm?) small values than that of the control plot. Especially, the growth
of roots and spikes was extremely repressed. The number of leaves, scapes and
lateral buds tend to increase in the tread-pressure of 20 times/day (12.27kg/cm?)
and 30 times/day (20.05kg/cm?). The water contents of roots along the increase
of tread-pressure to continuosly decreased. By the increase of tread-pressure,
T/R ratio and C/F ratio their group decreased. The plant growth (7.33kg/cm? in
the 10-time-per-diem plot increased more than that in the control one is regarded

as the effect of tread-pressure affection on the road-side distribution of this plant.
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A7 o] (Plantago asiatica Linné)= 2B Fil A Age] @fTo] W& dolt =i
Zol A 2 FES AA g dot AR @7l de HETIRe W AR #wEstA
ok FiEM Bl AE A £ 5 .
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FEEEZ Rl A HERA, LIRS ]9 %/ #98(Veihmeyer and Hendrickson,
1948), fiitio] ¥ 4ol v A= Soil Profile o] o 3 (Fox et al., 1953), 439 4K &}
o tERESLe] A (Turnbull ef al., 1949), MEH] 93 L& (Reaves and Nichols,
1955), el REEESt +Hio] A A f71E GE vlAE LY ek #H44 (Jam-
ison, 1954) %o] alvt. duitsh EE(1959)7) #EfEME SREEC] mtAdel el m A= o
ol Bd], Zimmerman and Kardos(1961)& Bulk density 7} #pngre] wiel a4 Fo]
WA, ek (1962, 1965), /MiE(1962)2 Ao)e) /S BEEE 10m/H M EdAE w4
st 2 DT Bl Al 28] # {EHEE m, B IF(1965)0) s 5kg/em? L] +
g A= 2o EFe] fllEW e, Howard and Larry(1969) & 4] F3d g
e HBEEE BmAA 9 RS HRNS WM AAds gl Gerard er al
(1972)0] o stel LB Mefhol wep Hely A ES FE ] HA$Hn olE ML W
fest AFol A& vl A, ek £1977 et LEWE 21kg/em? s} kel
ol Al [RAWRC) Y 130 BRILE 1.46kg/cc Ll bl AL fEMETCl AR Az, #HK
(1979) %ol o)3lwl BEEE 50[E/H LA bolA e £ JEEES FAIglol Ade Akl H
A&}, Baskin et al. (1979)2 Zo]Al ol A 9] Aster pilosus®] T ds] HENo
o, BEEFSE et (1981)9] Ahuiel 3l BEES] w9} Azl o) YR, R (1982) 9
7, 8 Bell LHES PEECE bR delAzm HES AR M Erh: #R, F%(1975,
1983), £(1977)9 +HEKEC] WS LE Pl A e B I WRE AT wehd

A HEAN A= BEEo] Aol ARl v A& HEE HERsHA =Tt

wE o HE

Ak BFe BEERAER MAERESIA 19824 9 A¥E 11 A Alolol HiEsH
o] Hifd 7E3 A7 o] (Plantago asiatica Linné) & {#FHs 4 o).

K OEBRIRR] KR5S 7 Ao MNiE(398.6mm)o] s} wokm 6 Hol 7bA Aglow
(27.6mm), HEE-E W& 6 Aol 714 @2 (8.5hr./day) w7 B (2.7 hr./day)o] -}
A At HBREH LI F9 Egro K09 &80 v vgkon) 29ty e
& o]k gldek(Table 1).

BERES-E HRE, 30[0/H, 20E/H, 10E/HEZ, % B4 EXMHE ELe &
FHE 10 @& Bt o, @l 4B o g irslg o).

19834 4 73 3 H sl 4 A3 26 B AYo] 2@l {EEESE 100cm X 300cm o) % (H
B 50cm)el 10cm A o7 2~3 @Y Y oS FeE 5 H 210 10ecm7kd o g
BET 1ERYE 42 F 3o RE7L Kio] 444 F4E 6 H 5 HYE B&E 60keg 9
Aol #& Ewheh 4H 1008, 200G, 30 @ BEES M @9l EEKES HBEES Fod
A5y o2 FHE A9 WKWl Polyethylene film o2 #REE 3% 2 BHS
Hol BEME <ldt L] #LE Prikstalth o9 WA HiEE dd & @B ¥F
L BEWEFA BEKEES Zol: 40em = Fgrh. EAHIMS 6 4 5HEE 68 13H, 20
H, 270, 7TH 148, 22H, 8 8 1H9 6l AAA HFisdd).

+uEe) FEEHES WhA LB (Soil Hardness Tester) YH-62 ARI-S {#fisle]
g EAHEE £ BEE O0ERE AES e o FHEMWEEEES HEgEd AL
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Table 1. Soil condition of experimental plots and road-side surveyed

Soil texture and water holding capacity
Plots

Sand Silt Clay 1/3 15 Soil pH OM. P, 0 K0 Ca Mg SiO,
moisture (%) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm)

A 46.7 35.9 17.4 L 21.6 9.2 12. 4 83 1.1 22 1.03 24.7 2.0 194
B 46.1 36.7 17.2 L 22.1 9.3 12.8 56 1.3 22 1.28 5.2 3.4 157
C 66.5 33.7 9.8 COSL 17.9 7.1 10.8 6.0 1.7 63 0.71 8.9 1.8 294
Pc 46.4 39.2 14.4 L 230 9.0 14.0 1.8 1.8 29 0.39 8.3 5.3 188
P, 585 29.3 12.2 COSL 19.6 7.9 11.7 1.7 L7 23 0.31 10.5 6.0 166
P, 60.4 27.0 12.6 COSL 20.3 8.5 11.8 2.4 2.4 23 0.33 9.6 5.0 142
P; 56.7 28.3 15,0 SL 21.9 9.5 12.4 2.8 2.8 16 0.33 10.0 5.5 198

1/3 :1/3 Atm., 15 : 15Atm., O.M.: Organic matter
A,B,C,: Roadside, L: Loam, SL: Sandyloam

COSL: Co-Sandyloam, Pc: Control group

P, : Tread-pressure 10 times, P, : Tread-pressure 20 times
P; : Tread-pressure 30 times.

P o yr (L P o SR, x D BEEINEO) &) EHEES mEssH.

# R

EMB RE WHAES BES B m) olesl 2L TR RS vhebych(Table
2). =& BEES] Hinol wheh £HES) FHEES) RNl ch(Table 3).

& EY 99 RES 27 2K BAMME BE] s AL PIEs b AEo] &%t
om BEESl 9l PelEsl sbg ARol wokeh 3Fele PelEs AW Aol E3tont
EEshe] ERE fidshe 4kl ol 22 PiEs Bk AES ngled P, P, Po, PE
Moz ARERE Yeith 6%olE P ESl AT £EL o9 Py, PoEE AY R
T %, ProlA: EBY RS el

% B S RES 4Kt PiElA FAS £EE Jehis P, P, PyE:
KA FE ARARE Bl PiEA oo Bt AUt 6Kl PyEs) A
o ARHINE BAME PES A9 A3 Pes) PER B e e 5K
o #f& P, Py Pe, P.ESY JHo2 thebuteh.

Relo RES 2XAAE AY BF FRG ARES VY 2% L, 4%47 PE
A FES SRS ¥ 5 dd Po, Py PUEE 5HAA AS BME EENES
velde. PiEE 4% Ltk Wik mAeke e Jebis

RS RES 3%7H REZ FRE £ES o 4kels PES &LRS HEY
S 9w velx] BT 5571 5 AEE MDA 6%l PcErt AkRsHS Po
PEZH S BAMEE W Py, PoE =3 LT e el

WS RS 3%HA 2B B & e, 3K Lk 2B SLRESE
B1e 2k 6KelE ARMKIE} Py, Po, P, PiES Hom viebich,
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Table 2. Dry matter production of the plants under different tread-pressure(mg)

Parts of Sampling date
plant Plots
June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1
Leaf Pc 5.50 12.57 29. 83 26. 98 33.73 44. 52
P, 13.33 19.94 25.74 44, 30 45.71 57.31
P, 10.95 15. 36 26. 21 30. 84 35. 86 36. 55
P, 6. 68 13. 64 20. 18 24. 83 32.68 44. 69
Petiole Pc 1.64 3.99 8.63 9. 96 13. 19 14. 62
P, 3.85 5.92 9. 10 17.23 15. 59 20. 04
P, 3. 46 4. 80 9.21 12.40 14. 00 12. 83
Py 2.05 3.91 5.27 10. 84 11. 88 19. 24
Root Pc 1.16 3. 66 4. 96 11. 63 11. 63 15. 45
P, 2.31 4.21 10. 28 25.11 20.13 19.14
P, 2.31 3.70 5.01 10. 39 11.10 12. 67
P, 2.43 3. 41 7.47 9.84 11. 44 17.48
Scape Pc 0. 04 0.22 1.45 4.64 7.13 13.87
P, 0.14 1.09 1.83 9. 47 9.68 12.78
P, 0.07 0. 45 2.30 3.63 5.95 8. 80
P, 0.04 0.39 1.36 4.22 7.43 41
Spike Pc 0.04 0.49 3.01 20. 66 37.14 61. 84
P, 0.28 2. 36 4.54 37.58 48. 44 69. 03
P, 0.17 0.95 6. 03 11. 96 28.55 45. 32
P 0.07 0.98 2.89 18.99 22.62 8. 86
Total Pc 8.38 20.93 47. 88 73.27 102. 88 150. 30
P, 19.91 33.52 51. 49 133. 69 139.55 178. 35
P, 16. 86 25. 26 48.76 69. 22 95. 46 116. 17
P, 11. 27 22.33 37.17 68.72 86. 05 129. 68

Table 3. Soil hardness of each plots under different tread-pressure

Sampling date

Plots Average
June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1
mm kg/cm, mm kg/cm, mm kg/cm, mm kg/cm, mm kg/cm, mm kg/cm; mm kg/cm,
Pc 14.25 2.70 12.25 2.00 9.92 1.38 11.58 1.80 9.37 1.26 9.43 1.27 11.13 1.68
P, 20.58 6.96 17.83 4.56 12.32 24.50 23.60 11.03 22.38 9.07 17.17 4.14 21.01 7.33
P, 22.21 8.83 18.57 5.09 28.26 28.70 27.43 21.83 25.08 14.17 23.42 10.71 24.24 12.27
P, 24.67 13.20 22.71 9.55 52.42 31.33 31.31 52.14 26.07 16.90 25.86 16.27 26.99 20.05

Note: mm: soil hardness tester index, kg/cm? : support degree of strength

& S EE 2 A KES 3HAA RESL FUE e dehie M PyEo)
A AdFel gk wd A Pe, P, Pim: A% ok E#Fed, BUY LEARE
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ek 5RAA Y AR Py, Pe, P, PR JHe2 dEyc. 6Kk PE AREN
 —He ety A2 o (Fig. 1).

5K EAMMR & B HHEKRE(Fig. 2)& W} 7ERS] fhiko] FEEES Minel wet
ek gl AL MY BmREE 5 don 10m/H PEEE] EHEE
o HRERc REE-S etk 5 XK £ BEH 2 2 EuERY HRES 43 M
FHERMES B ¥ HEIRFERESe] MGRE R B glv #HHEQ.68kg/cm®) )t
10[El/ A (7. 33 kg/cm?) o] PEEEC] & BV £ BES FE & HWERS] BHAEC B
pnstel, PEEE 20m1/H (12.27kg/em®) LIEQ #& @Aets fEmel gloh(Fig. 3). BAEE 10
B/ H (7.33kg/cm?) @l A fligsHel vldl 2jo #MEF KHKE, 20/ H(12.27 kg/cm?)
2 el A 7Efe] BEY e £ 5 A

210'»

5 |
,E_ 180+~ Pl
c |
o } /
& ~ .pe
. 150 / Vs
N | 7 /o Ps
5 120l e
Sy
> 90
o S
[a) =
— 80-
o
°
L . .
i Fig. 2. The growth of Plantago asiatica in
o . _ 5th sampling under different tread-
M3 20 27 7 14 22 ! ressures
June July Aug. P ) .
Note: 1. control 2. 10 times/day
Sampling Date After Sowing 3. 20 times/day
Fig. 1. The increase of total dry weight 4. 30 times/day

under different tread-pressures.

BEER MEER 94 BES B g}
kst L FH W ERE el gieh(Table 1), teof 25

A9 EE 3XAAN 2ES FLUT ARE B
ol Lt PiEE AL vex EEolA <
2 ERRAE eE, 6kelAe ARS g, .
P, P, Py, Py @2l o vl & BAME % e prose L mel
o fgpnel vk iEe] LR M= A Fig. 3. Therelatiou petween reiative values

Y MEREL 3K Mk P EE A9 of dry weight in 5th sampling and
Ul BEdA QA8 LB BstE A different tread-pressures.

& e 4% L% PEA A Aol To : Total plant, Le : Leaf,
(<]

& EAAY Q9 Aol KBEL 2%l E Py, Py, 3 1 N s
P, PciEe] JHolglot 3%k LIt P., PiE9 f.zo. 3
Bpsh e skel PelE, 6% PiEst s &
LZhRgow 6KkY HEL P, Pc, P, P;EIH EE,IOO §
o2 e 5 o 8

z 80 &
-

' Pe : Petiole, Ro: Root, Sc: Scape,
oy} 5RAA BAEE VeEfdC. 6 kA= Py Sp : Spike, @—@ : Soil hardness.



96 Korean J. Ecol. Vol. 9 No. 2

Table 4. Growth of the plants under different tread-pressures(cm)

Sampling date

Parts of Plots

plant June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1

Leaf length Pc 2.15 2.07 2.78 2.79 4. 30 4.53

P 2.97 3.15 3.30 3.86 4.02 5.32

P. 2.59 2.43 3.29 2.91 3.41 3.42

Py 2.25 2.77 3.24 3.20 2.71 3.07

Leaf width Pc 1.60 1.68 2.26 2.21 2.88 2.98

P, 2.25 2.12 2.29 2.76 3.13 2.97

P, 1.96 1.81 2.17 2.05 2.36 2.41

P, 1.74 2.12 2.28 2.24 1.92 2.21

Petiole Pc 1.81 1.51 2.52 2.26 3. 80 3.94

P, 2.97 2.04 2.05 2.93 3.67 4.15

P, 2.22 2.03 2.39 2. 04 2.20 3.11

P, 1.43 2.29 2.79 2. 40 2.16 2.81

Root Pc 9.71 13.07 9.26 13.08 12.97 14.81

P, 10.23 10. 64 12.56 14.81 12. 41 11.56

P, 9.51 10.75 9. 86 13. 40 10.79 11. 60

Py 15. 60 11.50 10. 80 13.72 11.51 10.09

Scape Pc 0. 60 2.08 4.82 5. 49 5. 89 7.76

P, 1.55 5.51 3.77 6. 34 6. 04 8.36

P, 1.25 3.13 5.10 3.96 4.26 6.19

P, 0.88 5. 20 5. 42 4.88 5.33 5.75

Spike Pc 0. 40 1.34 2.37 4.91 5.63 7.14

P 0.92 3.76 2.83 5.75 4.98 7.15

P, 0.80 1.53 4.25 4. 06 3.60 4.77

P, 0. 48 2.02 3.37 3.67 3.78 4.48

% PclE, P ok PolErE vl BRI 2b-& vrebllet.

o] HRERES 1R Ltk P B &fd MAE Aot 2 B B ARARE
ek 2 K Lol s 2 Bl A, 4R ke = PcBE Al & & Eol A BB S et
o}, 6 KkelE Pe, P, Py, PalES] £RIFS vebie] Py, PolEe oh ¢ B 7h-2 eblle

TEFES] HREES 1R L 2 /ERo) &M, PiEE 2K L —F1Id W4
7F Yrebgtel. 3K LA Py, PoEolA MAZE dlelvhi bwlel Pe, PilEol A= #@ing v
Bl 6K HRREEE P, Pc, P, PiEY o2 vebstot Pyo P, P9 P&
= Az EHUE g veldd 53] 2k DR PsEY RS AY FIRREYA.

el (RAERS 2R/AAE Pe, Py, PyEs) HUE KESE nels AL #HmE
Rol¥ 6ol P35} Peli, P9t Py A2 A9 F-—38 3% o FAt. PclErt 3
K LB BTaAA ZaRste] &K LR olax vh. E3], Py, PyEolAE 3K L
% T AR #BnE E 4 Aot

% R 6 XA MEMmEXES Fig. 49 2. BES J1ebx &2 HEED v
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BE 101/ (7. 33 kg/omDEA A 4, %, 10 fhfvol MNHE ¥ ohE BE BE
o e BES) el sheb ek @Ael vk 58 sk fEMel Yol ARe] A
3 Mg

BB L] BEEV EMmEss MR & BEY KoaEe mAss fie) o
ovt o ERE 0T Helw TERE TEEAA #ing £ 4 dxz Feo R mat
8 3t} (Table 5, Fig. 5).

fEfEe] HolA e it £2RES BRE & dovt R B #Bind ol Wik 8
mE s EEel, WIS HMe Wl = M) W PyE%o] @R Fiffe] xd4E
B & PBEF R o #ot ®BmEE & F slolvh(Table 6).

% B9 T/R ratio (b Bt WTEHS )= 1k Lk RTR{EY PsEste] #inst=
2 B A WA 2K Lkl Pe, P EE HUT WA 8B, 3K —E B
o] A& ®& A% ®WwstAck. Py, PiEE BELE ®ERZ 3kdE WAl g A4
3 @inste] 5k LI PiEel gt PR IEREEE 2o F4d. Pe, Py, P,EY

Talbe 5. Water content of the some organs under different tread-pressures plots (%)

Parts of Sampling date

plant Plots
June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1
Leaf Pc 393. 36 349. 96 300. 20 430. 62 457.78 428.08
P, 360. 92 286. 81 416.71 418.33 488. 14 387. 66
P, 374. 25 308. 92 310.91 408. 14 382.93 376. 69
P, 397.90 301. 03 326. 86 340.76 459.73 413.16
Petiole Pc 468. 90 366. 17 451. 45 518.67 581. 80 653. 56
P, 432. 90 329. 56 390. 00 521. 94 662. 22 615. 02
P, 426. 88 339.58 365. 91 493. 55 545. 93 597.74
P, 414. 63 401. 81 399.81 380.72 595. 54 559. 36
Root Pc 203. 45 160. 66 202. 62 317.28 329. 17 389. 97
P, 217. 32 102. 14 261. 48 306. 65 427.73 391. 48
P, 190. 50 752. 14 262.08 266. 41 320. 81 332.60
Py 211.93 161. 88 221.29 221.75 376.66 317. 96
Scape Pc 200. 00 281. 82 331.72 303. 66 289. 90 320. 91
P, 314.29 233.02 321. 31 295. 14 323. 66 268. 00
P, 285.71 231.11 295. 22 272.73 317.65 270. 34
P, 225. 00 317.95 287. 50 244. 55 307. 81 326. 41
Spike Pc 375. 00 304. 08 348. 50 292. 42 213.03 200. 55
P, 364. 29 295. 34 336. 34 289. 09 246. 14 152. 90
P, 335. 29 298. 95 309. 45 463. 04 204. 83 163. 22
P, 485. 71 309.18 326. 30 240. 55 276. 61 231. 42
Total Pc 382.82 318. 10 321.35 378.72 359. 08 342. 59
P, 357.91 270. 32 315. 36 365. 65 402. 32 314.14
P, 358. 96 290. 14 335. 87 404.68 342.28 304. 96

P, 360. 78 298. 25 314. 50 296. 42 406. 18 361.24
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Fig. 4. The relation between relative values Fig. 5. The relation between relative values
of growth in 6th sampling and of water content on 6th sampling
different tread-pressures. and different-pressures.
Lw : Leaf width, Li: Leaf length,
Pe : Petiole, Ro :Root, Sc: Scape,
Sp : Spike
Table 6. Mean number of the leaf, scape and lateral bud of plants grown under
different tread-pressures
Parts of Plots Sampling date
lant
P June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1
Leaf Pc 4.44+0.24 6.89+0.66 8.131+1.08 9.11+0.91 9.44-+1.08 10.40+1.25
P, 4.78+40.28 5.78+0.91 8.504-0.57 10.00+1.83 11.57+1.60 9.44-+0.72
P, 4.604-0.16 6.50£0.60 6.7174-0.91 10.33=+1.20 11.20-41.13 11.30=+1. 47
Ps 4.80+0.46 5.133-0.40 5.56-0.34 7.56£0.90 12.67-1.91 16. 00-40. 60
Scape Pc 0.16+0.11 0.5630.24 2.00+0.46 3.562+0.50 5.22+0.62 5.80+0.60
P, 0.67+0.24 0.78+0.36 2.5040.42 4.67-+0.87 6.71741.19 4.89+0.67
P, 0.4040.16 1.00740.18 2.4140.28 3.00-£0.37 5.00-0.60 5.5040.65
Py 0.4040.22 0.63%0.20 1.2240.32 3.33+0.55 5.56+0.85 6.8810.97
Lateral bud Pc 0 0 0 0.5610.24 0.5810.34 0.60=0.22
P, 0 0 0 1.00+0. 33 0.57+10.25 0.6774:0.23
P, 0 1] 0 0.3320.16 0.6020.37 0.66=+0.22
P, 0 0 0 0.6710.24 0.6320.17 1.00=0.19
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Table 7. T/R ratios under different tread-pressures

Sampling date

Plots
June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1
Pc 6.22 4,72 8.65 5.30 7.80 8.73
P, 6. 62 6.96 4.01 4. 32 5.93 8.32
P, 6.63 5.83 8.73 5. 66 7.60 8.17
P, 3.64 5.55 3.98 6. 98 6. 52 6. 42
Table 8. C/F ratios under different tread-pressures
Sampling date
Plots
June 13 June 20 June 27 July 14 July 22 Aug. 1
Pe 0.52 0.67 0.61 1.72 2.05 2.38
P, 0. 49 0.68 1. 00 2.01 2.05 2.11
P, 0.54 0. 64 0.86 1.24 1.66 2.18
P, 0.69 0.64 0. 84 1.77 1.63 1.90

ke st Pe, Py, Py, P3ES HoZ BSERo] B¥<4F T/R ratior} HAge =B
o F9iek(Table 7).

C/F ratioGGERMLBE S FLREY H)E 3X71A PcEY HAS vvA 2 B H
13k #@inst Qlew 3k Ltk BRTHfE PclEe] sl 4k Like] P, P EY @ &
EHFo2 6kl E Pe, Py, Py, PsES] Mo 2 5 P}t P B BEUF 3¢ e
Srh. BEEES] il we} C/F ratio & #4% ®WMAE veh sich(Table 8).

£ =

BB 10E (EWZHRERE | 7.33kg/cm®) ol 4 BAE-S fndtAl ok HMEE (1.68 kg/cm?) x
o fERe] {R#EEFC] BES £REINE Rgon BE 30E(20.05kg/cm?) o] A 23} 7ER
+ BT b BIe ARol 90% LEE vebile JeitEe BEEY EUs) Agude
TS B A9 tke]l BY Aoz AAsd.

JeRst ME(1959) & HBEES SEC] AT 4AFS REAA 4£HBE, ZHES |
Atz Pow JLRE(1962, 1965)2 Fri7t BEME 1~7 HNA Afko] #msle = LIt
ol Ae WAdetz et MBS FHE(1965) % Skg/em? [l 1o LEEKAAE o4
Hol BAdta Yo, BUKE(1979)2 Arist BE 20 Bl A HBES 80% < Hil:=
AR ey 2 LEkdAs Bt stgn. deis DME(959)E SMEY MR
A9 EE, BES ®@mANGz Yo, Mt £(1977), Howard and Larry(1969)=
+iEBEKES AR BWERE B R HES Fo Lmpel ik B
& WA ANz ke, EEF(1981, 1982)-& 7, 8 Hell +Ho EES 13 2z o] 7
ZHEQE RS £Rel JHF oz 9.

HEEE 10 [E1(7.33kg/cmP) ol A #E], YERE, fEES BRAS HiE, EE, EF) HE4ER
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o] HARE (1, 68kg/cm?) Rl RS ot HES BRI Bl #e 4, Howard and
Larry o] #5#5s} R—3s= BB 10 [E(7.33kg/cm?) [ kol A= RE fhEo] Wik M3}
ot 58 LR e =B e pR4AR HEE #Ed S4istE radial root
9] R bRz B 5 9l

7.8 B miffiel t3EBEES] T (Table 3)¢ & 4 glov Feo FEifelA @ Wb
7b ol-& ¥ urhE RS elglch. Y] BiEsd, EHEL L% EAs Ehs &
KEgel o] priEslvtz Akram and Kemper(1979)& #iskdlew, o} #H(1933) fhi
9 ke mest kst wlAh, A e &t hAEez Yok Table 1.o]A 43
BRore]l Ky 2 H—3tn 2 BEEECl o8 LEEEC uhel HEKES MY Ko
fEe) hEY Aoz Azt

ekt (1962, 1965)= FHeiol A 1~7[al9] EEEEC] ML, MEAE &S WmAAc 3
ghorf Gerard(1972)& -LIEWIE Mhnel wheb QAR ¥Eo (@t $rt. Table 6
ol Aok zol FiEEC] Hpugtel wheb <, TEEE, MIZES #ot BT B 5 ook o]z B
BEoll EpfEshe] M kiRl #REel MY, Sibdtz ol g MR HRslmad g2y
vlo] EETjel EIET 4 9z, MTiel A HIIKIBS WS FEd St b
Wil s fbfEdpr et =2 EHEAS 2 Aoz AZEg. w8 T/R, C/F ratio 7}

T BEEES] ghnol el MEEC] vle EAebs S ML) BEHS LIEEEEE sin
o whel 53] oo PEHol MikE o] WEAELC] MO Y glolH).

B =

A7 o] (Plantago asiatica Linng)7} F2 Fsgol Hfists HHe Mpsty) oo ¥
BE(HHERERE) 10 B/ [ (7.33kg/em?), 20 [@/H (12. 27kg/cm?), 30 [A/H (20. 05kg/cm?), %
Hli (1. 68kg/em?) Fol A $k553F Hiphtol £RS Hiratadet.

BERE 10 121/ (7. 33kg/em?) o A ] MR RES BAFE] §li= HHRIE (1. 68kg/cm?) wch i
Il gl et 20 [/ H (12. 27kg /cm?) 9} 30 [/ H (20. 05kg/cm?) o] BERECl A= Hidk ok
Aol dodow & BEY MRARS Wik @mostdcr. S8 deld fEHe) kil 4
FUHE= k. PARE 20 18/ (12. 27kg/cm?), 30 [E1/ A (20. 05kg/cm?)oll  glel A o, 7E4E, (i
3 e sk el dgle MEES) el W BP9 ASEES A% Hoshs
el glolet. BAEE #pnel wE T/R ratio, C/F ratio B H4st: fige] olsich.

AAele HRe HRES LB (1. 68kg/cm?) ol 4wt} BEEE 10 [/ H (7. 33kg/cm?)
o hRIEBES A o ERo] xoh (RS (B9 AEHRAA LIEE 21kg/cm® o o
- PEEE 30 [E/ H (20. 05kg/cm®) ol A & MEPAEES] ¥GE B8] 80% LL1-o H¥A4xe
ez BES ol whE LA} Aol HigH ol vl \IEE L oF
et
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