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Comparative Experiment on the Apple of Longhong and Jinhong

CHENG Xian-min
(Mudanjiang Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultrual Science, Mudanjiang 157041)

Abstract ; Comparative experiment of Longhong and Jinhong apple were made by comparing the yield, quality, characters
of the fruit, cold tolerance of the tree, growth of the tree and the growth new tops etc. . Results showed that the appear-
ance chracter, quality and yield etc. of Longhong were all better than that of Jinhong; the ripe stage of Longhong was 15
days earlier than Jinhong; the growth of the tree and the growth new tops of Longhong were similar to Jinhong; while
the tree of Longhong was slightly shorter than that of Jinhong,which made it easy to manage.
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