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Table 1 Effects on the flow ering phenophase of nectarine
under different measures(Date/ Month)
ey Floverud Early Full End of
bourgeoning ~ florescene  florescence florescence
A 16/2~ 103 16/3 17/3~193 21/ 3~23/3
19/2~ 143 193 19/3~2V3  223~25/3
19/2~ 133 193 19/3~2V3 2% 3~25/3
CK 19/2~ 133 183 19/3~2V3 2% 3~25/3
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Table 2 Effects on the fruiting phenophase of nectarine
under different measu res(Date/ M onth)
Physiological droj od
F ruiting Yo ogra TIOP peTo Pigmentation Fruit
Treatment
period 1 First 2 Sewnd period maturity
A 2¥3 ~28/3 2604 ~4/4 1¥4~19/4 1V 5 19/5~26/5
B 253 ~30/3 284 ~6/4 154 ~21/4 135 22/5~295
C 253 ~30/3 274 ~5/4 144 ~21/4 175 21/5~285
CK 253 ~30/3 284 ~6/4 154 ~21/4 45 23/5~30/'5
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Note: The different letter within one group histogram means significant
difference by Ducan’ s SSR test(P= 0. 05), the same as following.
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Effects of Three Anti-drought Measures on the Growth and
Development of Nectarine and the Physical Character of Soil

DU Jinrcheng', TU Metyan’ YONG Hong jun's JIANG Guo-liang% LIAO Ming-an®, WANG Xiao-ping'
(1.Gaoping Distict Agricultureal Bureau of Nangchong City, Nanchong Sichuan 637100; 2. Horticulture Institute Sichuan Academy of Agr-
cultural Sciences Chengduw Sichuan 610066; 3. College of Horticulture, Sichuan A gricultural University, Yaan Sichuan 625014)

Abstract; The 6-year-old Shuguang nectarine trees taken as the materials were studied in this experiment. It studied the
influence of black membrane mulching straw mulching and aquasorb on nectarine. The results showed that during the
development period of nectarine, the black membrane coverage and aquasorb could raise the ground temperature of the
soil of 20 em deep, and the beginning time of fruit coloring and maturity period also could be advanced about 2 ~4 days.
All of the anti-drought measures could primely keep the moisture content of the soil (upper layer deep in 0 ~20 cm and
bottom layer deep in 20 ~40 cm), and accelerate the development and growth of fruit and new tip. Among these meas-
ures, the effect of aquasorb was the best one. The measure of aquasorb had the most obvious effect on low ering the vol-
ume weight of soil, and it also could increase the upper layer and bottom layer soil total porosity about 12.62% and 4.
6 % respectively during the fruit maturing stage.

Key words: black membrane coverage; straw coverage; aquasorb; nectarine; soil physical character



