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v ¥ (Brassica campestrls spp. pekinensis Rupr.) @ £t 548 3 # 5 chiE %‘ i
F AL RATE S o LA T gb}a‘}"y‘ AR ﬁ%mj"b]{tfiﬁr’ﬁ? O T A
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AEERCE S S L Y EAEN R Rt R AR Ea TR EL R
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= B EPSIF )@5 ES2FEF B ERPETFF - L3 BREREBET > i‘éﬁfﬁ;’fﬁ
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Peet, 1994) -
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Sl B 4 ~ TR F % R B (Raison et al., 1980) o Flt 0 1 * TR IR IR T
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injury, RI) » & 2 %407 @ RI={1-[1-(T, / T,) / [1-(C, / C,)] } x100 > & ¢ C,f=C, 5 1
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(Martineau et al., 1979) - #4p ¥+ % E7 & i Wiz X 1§ r’ﬁ%iﬁ;t S v S LR
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B~ 47 > % 3R— f 48 M 12(Samba and Hall, 2004) -
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