b7 & 7 20060 4). 47~ 49

(1.

o F B

830052; 2. s

’

%1

845350)

R R FVEFERT L BAKZiE KM F L KRR B LA R SR A, R & 34260
TR H AR 2, L RAK LI & F. R B HGE KA. L RAKT KT 98.7%.93. 8% 8 A #
REAFT 3627 4lg IRFEE, RO T AN RELERE. REE FRAA FRAAENT %,

H 3

:5482.8799
( s « ”)
, 9 s
10 11 ,
12y
3,
141
1
1.1
. 667m’,
2m>< 6m,3 ’ ’
” 1 s
o
1.2
35~40 . s s 5
3 b
5 s . 5m~ 3m
s 3m~4. 5m
: 2006 - 01 - 14

: B

10a

1. 5m

: 1001 — 0009 2006) 04 - 0047 - 03

, 204 5 6
10d > ,
, Skg 5
~ 10s. 2004 5 29 , 10d ,
7. Skg
rm, 7~8 ( 5~6 )
12~15 , 1/3~1/4
667m” 2 000kg .3 ,
, 667m? 3 000kg.
20kg s 20kg .4 10
.5 , 6 , 7
, 8 , 11
1/3 . 2004
15
1.3
1.3.1 (%) (
)
1.3.2 (%) ;
( )
( 1~4 )
1.3.3 12
1.3.4 N M+
crosoft Excel Excel

27.5%.29%, 25.4%.26.5%, 24.4%.25%.
47



AbF & 7 2006 4), 47~ 49

, . . ( 3,
( 1. . 7. 36g
8.3%.12. 7%. . s .
9.4%.16%. . 7.41g .
~ ’ ° o ~ b
1 H N
b b
/ / / /
12/5 16/5 12/5 16/5
~ b
13/5 17/5 12/5 17/5 o
13/5 18/5 13/5 17/5 3
7 %
g m cm % g an m %

7.36Aa 28Aa 2 06Aa 1.38Aa 20.1Aa 7.42Aa 3 19Aa 2 03Aa 1 57Aa 19 3Aa
6.55Bb 2 72Bb 2.00BChc 1. 36Bb 18.3Bb 6. 8/Bb 3.058b 1.98Bb 1.54Bb 17 5Bb

6.19Cc 2 6Bc 1.9Cc 1.34Cc 17.2Bc 6.35Cc 2.97Cc 1.94Cc 1.53Bb 16 TBe

P<0.00  P<0.05.

. . . 1~2
1
2.3
3
’ 3.1
N 2 ,
. ( 2). 97.2% ~ ’
100%,  98.7%, o )
% % | 29%.27.5%.,26.5%.25.4%  25%.24. 4%,
’ ’ ) ; 93. 8%.98. 7%. 85.6%.
’ i 90.4%  79.5%.85. 6%, ;
<2 H 2 > ’
7.41g.7.36g, 6.87g.6.55¢ 6. 35g.6.19g
: . . >
89.4% ~97. 7%, 93. 8%, . -
1 ’ 3.2
’ 9’ 2
; 0.2% 3 . . '
<2 . i , q (8]
2
“U %
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
98 7Aa 0.8Bc  0.4Bb 0.0Aa 0.0Aa 9.8Aa 4.7Bb 1.5Bb 0.0Aa 0.0Aa ’ ’
90.4Bb 8 4Ab 1. 1ABab 0.0Aa 0.0Aa 8.6ABb 12 3ABa 2.1ABb 0.0Aa 0.0Aa ’ ’ ’ [l‘)l()J’ ) ’
8.6Bc 123Aa 2 1Aa 0.0Aa 0.0Aa 79.5Bb 16.4Aa 3.9Aa 0.2Aa 0.0Aa
P<0.01  P<0.05. , R
2.4 .
. . . . [ , L] 2 1998, (4): 42-43.
> > , (2 [ M]. , 1999, 173-192.

48



b7 & 7 20060 4). 47~ 49

(3] , 0. » 199, (6)20. 0. , 2002, (3):17-19.
[4 C )Ml : [13] 7.
. 1964. , 2002 (3):22- 4.
[5] [J]. , [14 .
1991(3) ; 37 - 40. 1J. , 2003 (4):43 - 4.
[6] L. 2 195, (6): 31-33. [15 , , (-
[7 , . . , 2004 32(2):360- 362.
[ . 1998, (4): 6-17. [16 , . ., .CPPU GA;
(8 . GAs 0. L 2004, (5):62.
(1. , 2000, ( 5); 205 - 208. [17 , . [J.
[9 . (. 1999, (1) : 39.
, 2001, (1): 11-15. [18] [J.
[ 10] (. , 2001, (2): 1990, (2) : 28 - 30.
21. [19 A ) [J-
[11] s , 1989, (1) : 16.
[J. ,2002, 25(1): 30. [20] , s ..
[12] s , .. 0. » 2001, (6): 15 -17.

The Effect of Different Site of Grape Shelves on Munake Grapes Treated
with Seedless Medicament

Wu Xin-yu"?, Liao Kang'"
(1. Desitement of Horticulture, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumgj. xinjiang 830052;
2. Kezhou A griculture Bureau, Atushi, xinjiang 845350 )
Abstract White Munake and Red Munake were dipped in the seedless medicament before and after blossoming. The result show s that
there is no obviously different on their blossomings in every site of grape shelves and the blossoming of Red M unake is more pool than
the contrast. The seedless rate of forepart in grape shelves is 98.7%, 93. 874 and the fruit weight is 7. 36g 7.4lg, respectively, on
white M unake and Red Munake. However, their seedless mte and weight in midland and rearword are decreasing in some extent.

Key wards: M unake grapes; seedlessness; seedless medicament
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