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Fig. 1 Changes in the underground temperature
in the winter of 1984-1985
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Fig. 2 Variation of the CO, content in soil air
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Fig. 3 Relationship between apparent vis-
cosity and shear rate
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Fig. 4 Decrease in viscosity of yam tubers Fig. 5 Decrease in viscosity of the solution

extracted from yam tubers
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Fig. 6 Changes in moisture content
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Fig. 7 Changes in solid content of the solu-
tion extracted from yam tubers

+7# 4 =nEK®E Fig. 6 Io7R
Sh, BREESLUCHEEOWT
oML EEERZH LN,
27z, B bz, FlrBERBHS
OEESERDEKRIL Fig. THZ
&, {KBRTREAA ETCHET
»Hoh, HEENCH 1% FEK#E
THEZEDA LNz, RO+
T4 TNEEEEROERNELE
H72bDHFig. 8 BXU9THA
%%, Fig. 9icAabhd &) IR
EF T4 TELIERL, »
TRoOELEPEE L NI 1%
HEABRTHEEEYHER N,
ko r{, WEFEFS{ €D
HENERIWEEENER N ICED
(CHBEDFMCBD L2 L5,



SUGAR CONTENT, mg” g

7
O Mannose
Warehouse A Glucose
5 il W Fructose
. M
Field O Mamose W Sucrose
A Glucose
4 p= w0 5F
V¥ Fructose }u
]
B Sucrose =
Z 4
=
T g
o
< 3
Q
?
2 =
@]
2 b
1 |
l -
0 0 |
84/11/1 12/1 85/1/1 21 311 4/1 5/1 84/11/1 12/1 85/1/1 /1 3/1 4/1 5/1
DATE DATE
Fig. 9 Increase in sugar content Fig. 8 Changes in sugar content



