S Y42 MFo oMol AEFS0] O o XS EACiAloll dZAIZ
C2M dEHE Adeld O HME(CO+H0+HHR)ES 2af 2Rl
ojct. “FolM & U== ol sY” olaln st EJ|= EX|vH ZA
FIRM= 280 HF HHCl O olf= EiYoLX|e o[280 HP W
mZolch of 2HME sHHst| siMe BEHel ooz 0ig & ey}
UL el i =FE £0[7] 2= AE2 HEMII ol 85X Rk
T E Mt ef ol x| 2o] 80% IZinlOlE AXISHe EelMeol olg, a|:
7= (SM 22 TS LEAA RIUXZ MEH, Mo|8sts Sof wy
ol 7&cHsl7t, 1991).

et ®7|E2E JIEEsts dAATR AE0| §U[E2 AP olgE £
= 28 =0 e 530l AUct. oMY EfLdoHXE =Y - 2Rz
ol &stl, ®7I&82 R7IoHX|(olo| it BF, 25 ME3)5 slo] 85

HEHAM 2 A EHee 28X XSS olof, FHE=E0| HXT, &7 =
o Zol ERA7F 2alzict A =M #pls 22 WolkRch Ha|o 2
AR ZS0| MXH MESE B2 AR 22izict 2|3 BE QAIHE
ol Bobx|, YA Fo ol HolxH, YA 7|20o| Heln
=2 SYEtt SEXs YEHME wom mHAYo| Ao wEiM DA
ZHHEA0| Folx|2, HEF AL &5 SAEH0| MESTIF WElRICHALL,
2004)

HezlolE, MurA MHM 52 MM ghAjo| H|mA Fof, Zwog 7t
a2 AALL SElEER oz ZEES XEE g2 JIXKD Uct oAM= M
/_k;li_ql Ekl_g_ Ag_ﬁ_:lgn A
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oief eiTol ol OBt TAE ST LS ABN AES 523 M35
S zio| st xol o MER T8, SY Zsh o, Pk ST 22 oNES
of ofgm xlzol T80l = Hez HHXD UckWilet, 1994; slavin,

1997; Temple, 2000; Feskanich &, 2000).

Zix|o] shatstMmb shAsE MEof st 7o ¢F BEI =T AckKang,
1994; Cho, 1993; Park, 1993). Z x| AddMzR 1F F O, Mz
2 Hel E€do=2 FYUisls BXMEOo|Ch D Fof= B-carotene®t ascorbic
acidel stzko| =11 o0& ascorbic acid?t CHEHC 2 RE0 A0 ots

9| garlic oil® X|gtAb A5l 491 lipoxygenasel EAME AHsisctn AN

I}

3

At MZ2 gingerone®t shogaol &3 #2 HEM EEEE wstn U
oo Znle| =AMBSo|= H|IEITIARL ascorbic acid7t ol ZX| FXj=of
o|st gatsl 5tz 3AA 7|t ElcHlLee, 1996).
Asle Zoel fao|lMEHH(EM) ¥ MFAM(BLS)XMElM 28 R7|s
AMuf 2 sistHlE 3 SUAMES BN SIS 3Oo 7[04st7] 8l o &
k=1 A

of M@ ahitst MM EES TYSH| fI5to] AdEES AASHICH

2.1.1 SAM=E 2 Aaf 2z

2 AMEo| ABE MENMEs MFz, oz, 45 o, My 7ot &9
of &to] Zut EFE MBS 72 HdFAE Feke 3.2+ 0.5g &,
HMEToHHZ M2 2.1+ 0.3g BERT M2 1.2+ 0.2g BES| FTE
AHE ST

EM(RE0IME)2 EMROVA BF3t= e AERen, 4342 =4
LM (F)ol M ZZ8HE 1,200meshel HHHE ALBSIUCE ZZAEE2 &

Chetm MITHEtTisty otRA AlEERlA 20044 8

Hxlofl EM(FE0|ME)n UAZ ZF6iA LEAIF CHE YEREB(EIA)E

=
10a% 400kg¥ #2iAM =g H22 of FAUCE E£BF 10a¥ 40kg# FHA
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G2 Zes o FUCH AlETHRE KoY SxalTel EM ¥ MTAH2

Totoh 3EtEe 2 AAISICE

E pH(&tE)et #&EC

=l
—
of mEMI uE Fof| AMEFHR E49

I
B
i
2z
02
L2
o
m
o)
2
N
Rl
i
W
i
i
—F—l

ol 7HX| oA XMe|Fotct 3722l FE AFsto] dEMAM SXoM A
=gt =o| 5HSIUC

nE M Z#F2 pHe 5.70| 12 o|2f{et MEe HYSH =FES2 A EX| 4|
of AGM= Hetst AUt ®RIIE SH2 J|IEXEct &2 $£XE e
A0, wERALES Hgsh £XR[L, Rgdeo[2e £x= Kot Cac XM Est
T2t Mg2 Z|EXZECt b2k A LD, ECE 2.05dS/mZE 7| &2
Cf k2 F ATt

Table 1. Soil component of experimental field.

Av.

oH OM? Ex.(cmol+/kg) EC
(1:5)  (g/kg) h208 (dS/m)
: a/kg m
(ma/ka) K Ca Mg
experimental
0.9 129 0.21 5.8 2.4 2.05

field

zOM : Organic material.

2.1.3 AMe|dH

>h
L)

(1) =

TL A <>
St 2 F
o]

of %

E AI25Igen 7|28 2ol A=o| w2ta 1 AME

Ll

(2) A-&x2|
AEHE= ASolA Holm5D A= FM RFSEE(12cm X 12cm)2=E X|

L
—
ol 258 WEYD, HFUAS 0|83t stPAol HE S Fof steay
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AlgiTe EMOIMENF daado) o M| T2t FX2(T2 24/
Hi g MA EEo EM(“’”UI’&@%HW! D 2F}

Al) 2 MEAM S B2 2R 4AoFAeH, LF F l 7ol #o| Lt
He| EMo|MEMA 5008 S =of FAst £F7|= 3ol sh
HAZE MASIRD HETE= EMo|ESH H 2t E*—‘.Z- o 22 Ui

FR T

K1E

[[ﬂ fijo

[o]]

2.1.4 MFZAL

AszEgAl 9f 110 MHEI HESS SMSIQICE dHAMTS 5EH2
=x0o| QXE F0|7]| flstd 5 = vl2 £ 2
ovenollAl 70C2 48A|1Zt ot HA=E F X5

EAX2l= SAS(SAS Institute, Cary, N.C.)& 0|&35t0d Duncan2l CtE54
= (DMRT, Duncan multiple range test)oll 2/l 5% F=ZTolM RoAME HH
SHACH.

I_L..EJ

of mazl M=ol EF=It é‘iﬁPE %Ela i%fﬂ“ zolct. —’?’—’51?_ sHEY
&2
(=3

7|2 HMoAsAoAM Ae-7IAEY Z T AH(Spectro Photometer)

M
o
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It

ghitet £EE S| fIEt A S0{52 Leong S(2002)9 wHE HHE St
of AASIF L, etitstel MHFEE ZIChsHA & = A7 flsliA o] gws
MESIACEH

T8 s Fa(EMMET X MM Fx2F) 100g0 E(EFRS
100mE 2 ZH7|7t 22X =5 A mfsiAM L2 HHE ofatxiof of
tet = Li2 oztd 3t DPPHEA 0.02g1 95%<2| of EF8 230g8 Z=3H5H0]

DPPHEM(H|HII)E 7HX|Z2 DPPH 8N 0.8m{2} Zut o{TH 0.1mf

(AI2HIIT)st0] MES| 3082 Ex|et £ BI22Mo| AT HEIE
Al E& Z T A (Spectro Photometer)E 083101 525nmoflA H| &I}
Mot EEE9 AE 3EECR AESICE

ol
o S
o

I

k

4 > g 3 H
o ©

> 4

il

N
N
w
=
0l0
¥
Rl

HI&IFo| 2t X[ 2|7 ofnlst 8US Mo HSE WAZHIIT)S
i47+-'|19+ Al XR-JHAIE2Y T Ao HolM EX, s[EHIT F BEoh W
Txo| gt JHX|1D &atEr 2Zlel MMo=z HI o|HE =ASHHCE

rlo E

=

xt

2
c,o
J,‘-i

o
k=

a8 1. EMO[dEHH 2 YAMAZ0| Zuto] Y|of o|x= H&
3.1 B2 Halo| o|x|= A&

2 = FAE| 72t EM % dIMA2|FolAM 22t 5.9, 5.882 LIEMY=

o, R7Z|E2 FXa2lF 0.6g/kg, EM & MIMHZ|ToIAM 0.99/kgE LIEHY
it FXz|FollM 135mg/kgold EM @ MM =
105mg/kgOIACt. XA k0|22 FXHel7oA Ks 0.14cmol+/kg, Cas=
4.3cmol+/kg, Mge= 1.5cmol+/kgOlh EM 2 MIMIZ|FoAM= KI}

94



0.5cmol+/kg, Cate 5.0cmolt+/kg, Mg= 1.7cmol+/kgolAct EC(MZIM T
D) FHElFolAM 1.49dS/m¥ T, EM 2 MAMFE|FoA = 0.59dS/mO]
A cHTable. 2).

z 5(2004)2 =& Mso #H
30, SFECIAS2 807120, x|&HM
MgE 1.572.0, EC(M7|Mzx)e
7t FHHeEC ZoH HZE0] A
Tt BEsiM sl dojeotd &

0| & o|Ro{g2m 2X2IT EAE pH, Mge MY oLl 778,

K, Ca, EC= MYHREC &AL 538 € £ AU EM & MFMXYe|F

[=] =
22 pH, F&EIL, Ca, Mg, EC7} HEHel SLsl| R[22 KIt &
20| M

0

F £

ol:

0 iy

1o

pHE 5.577.0, ®R7I&2 257
7t 0.2570.30, Ca= 5.076.0,
= 0.470.70|2t1 si2H EC
of EEstl HF oM HIES

St

)

o

-Ldo
(]
=

FO

=

b

G|

el

4
-0

l
0z 0F ofy 0

1o

Kl

Table 2. Soil component of experimental field after this experiment.

oH OM? Av. Ex.(cmol+/kg) EC
(1:5)  (g/kg) P20 (dS/m)
: a/kg m
(ma/kg) K Ca Mg
Nothing
59 0.6 135 0.14 4.3 1.5 1.49
freatment
EM & BLS
0.9 105 0.15 5.0 1.7 0.59
freatment

zOM : Organic material.
3.2 MA =3 HE50l o|x= Fe

Ay X|dol o MX|" FButg J7|ESE stof dludt 2T FHEFoME
MASo|l MFE, otHE oFH, Fetx|Ho|
15.5%, 27.5%, 47.2% S oo HES2 =
SEERD, EM 2 MEMXZFoME MFE, otHE, o}, £
MX|HECE 27.4%, 22.3%, 31.5%, 51.4% S&sIFon HES
FREZEXR| 2 Hel "] xst £ZolA SHEsIUct FXHel7e EM

[}
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2 FHelTe MMS2 118.2%, HES2 118.7%,
| MME2 126.5%, =352 125.1%0[Uct. 2 M|
=232 0| Aol "|et v|22 e CE

2|7} A B2 HdE50 ojxs &2 ®welMo| 2Ho| =
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Table 3. Effects of EM treatment on fresh weight and dry weight.

Total fresh Percentage Total dry Percentage
Area weight against weight against

{g) control(%) (@) control(%)
Average 62.0 118.2 5.3 118.7
N.* Yesan" 52.5¢* 100.0 4.5¢ 100.0
N. Jejudo 52.8¢c 100.6 4.6¢ 102.2
N. Anmyondo 60.6bc 115.5 5.3bc 117.8
N. Yecheon 66.9ab 127.5 5.8ab 128.9
N. Muan 77.3a 147.2 6.5a 144 .4
Average 68.1 126.5 5.9 125.1
E.” Yesan 53.8b 100.0 4.7a 100.0
E. Jejudo 68.5ab 127.4 5.9a 125.5
E. Anmyondo 65.8ab 122.3 5.6a 119.1
E. Yecheon 70.8ab 131.5 6.1a 129.8
E. Muan 81.5a 151.4 7.1a 151.1

wYesan @ Control

xN : Nothing treatment

yE : EM & BLS treatment

zMean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at 5% level.

96



DPPHH 2 EZHE, ofAFZHUIAL polyhydroxy HEE 358, 2H8FE of
5 b

=
Beis0] W RMO| BMEE HEE HMS

4

Hio| BUEg Filsts MTE £F)AU 2.704F 7|Fe=z
stod MFEZ X fXzlT= 1.9810/1 EM % MIAMIZ|TE 1.6900(
Ch otz X[HA2 FXalT7F 1.9570|2 EM 2 MZMF 2| 7= 1.723, o
x| FXHE[T7F 1.9450|10 EM 2 MIMIE|FTE 1.731, Fox|ge
FXM2|77F 1.9340|1 EM & MEMXZ|T= 1.638, o AX[HAR 2HEITI}
1.9770|1 EM & MEAMX2|F= 1.6730/2dCH

OlAE 7R AR&EIITet HHIIF EHEXE WEESE FAlsH MA
3052 342 ofaiet 22 Ao osiAM LERH D ZIH= Table 82 Fig 1
ap ket

EDA(%) = (1-A/B) X 100
xg2e ¢ &
B: 52 il S olEreS HUIME el BT &

HET XHe2 2He| 77 27%0|1 EM ¥ MIMHYE| 7= 38%F 20,
MelTEoh 11%7F 716l oM E X2 ZX2|77} 28%0/11 EM
MM T 36%F2H, FXE|TECE 8%7F BII5IFCE of A x|
MelT?7t 28%0|1 EM ¥ MFAMX2|F= 36%HU2H, FX2|FTECH 8%}
Z7lstgCt feotx|de FXelT7F 28%0l1 EM ¥ MEAMXHE|TE 39%H
o, REXelFTECH 11%7F Z76tYCE o AX|H2 FHEFI) 27%0| 12 EM -
2 MIMHE|F= 38R0, FXEITEC 1%t 715+

Zt MelTte I8 EH FXelTUt 28%8 LIEM o], EM 2 MM
2l 7E 37%E LIERH QA

%[(2000)2] £10f 2olstH v FolE 35%, I 24%, OHs 24%2| &4tst
A 20| MMEICED S, FXMelTel Znoles Hd 28%AE Tl st

4o %2 40

phe R
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st gdo| ojut EM R dIAMREIA 3 37RHEEO] gatst

Of%tch Zul EMAZIE o2 mol= uiFel satstd Hof UAX| g EM
0 == (e

X =

o YBMHEIE Y2 Hols EUTHs AlAE Usich
of AnZ Eof MB1ME EM X MM} MX € EF F7| L 4l
E, 2Hols 3L IuS RoIX| FUXE Bolo| s A Mo o
g0l Uchs HS Y & YU EM L MBAHa T} FHETED B
%Y Eo| SAtet BA0| Yolttchs HE Y 4 UICH I chETol usko]
srabst B4 U182 ofax|ol 41%, MFEZXIS 41%, otHEXe 29%,
O FX| 29%, Forxle} 39%EIIsIA T, BAMo= 32%5 7} Fch

Table 4. Effects of EM treatment on antioxidative activity.(Control O. D : 2.704)

Nothing treatment EM & BLS treatment
EB/N
Area
2 Percentage Percentage (%)
0.D _ 0. D ,
against(%) against(%)

Average 1.959 28 1.691 37 132
Yesan 1.977 27 1.673 38 141
Jejudo 1.981 27 1.690 38 141
Anmyondo 1.957 28 1.723 36 129
Yecheon 1.945 28 1.731 36 129
Muan 1.934 28 1.638 39 139

z0O. D : Optical Density.

HEM ENothing .

Yesan
Muan
Yecheon

Anmyondo

Jejudo

0 10 20 30 40 50
EDA(%)

Fig 1. Antioxidative activity of Afium wakegri Araki.
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