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The Effeet of the Subsoil-condition upon the Form
and Yield of Chinese Yam
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Résumé

Whereas, it is generally recognized that some
physical factors of soil such as hardpans, sand
and gravel strata, and others have definite
effects on the growth of root crops:- it is the
principal purpose of this paper to discuss the
specific effects of hardness of subsoil upon the
form and yield of chinese yam.

The experimental arrangement was as follows;

Plot A: untreated

it B: The subsoil was made throughly
and uniformly soft to a depth of 3
feet 2 weeks prior to the planting
the seed-pieces.

7 C: soil condition was kept the same as

in plot A, but the amount of fer-

tilizer was doubled as compared
with the A and B.

As shown in Table 2, the soil hardness at
all depths were kept softer and more uniform
in piot B than in other plots during the growing
seasons.

The data for form and yield of tuberous
roots harvested from three plots are presented
in tables 3 and 4. As shown in these tables,
it was found that the percentage of malformed
tuberous roots was minimum in plot B, and
the yield of normal tuberous roots in this plot
was maximam.

From the results, it is evident that soft and
uniform condition of subsoil is one of the most

desirable factors to the growth of chinese yam.



