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Comparatively Study on Fruit Growth,Yield and Quality of Three Varieties of Jujube
MA Jing' ;\WANG Youke'*,LI Xiao-bin* , WANG Xing' ,NAN Juan'

(1. Water and Architecture College, Northwest Agrilultual and Forestry University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100; 2. Institute of Soil and Water
Conservation,Chinese Academy of Sciences and Ministry of Water Resources, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100)
Abstract; Using 8 years of densely planted pear jujube, Jun jujube, and Zanhuang jujube as experimental material, the
growth, yield and quality of three varieties were compared. The results showed that 3 jujube fruit growth curve was typ-
ical double S-shaped. Jun jujube fruit longitudinal diameter was the largest, Zanhuang jujube was the minimum;Pear ju-
jube fruit longitudinal diameter was the largest, Jun jujube was the minimum;Pear jujube fruit weight was the largest.,
Zanhuang jujube was the minimum; Pear jujube yield was the largest, 8. 427 kg/strains, jun jujube was 4. 368 kg/
strains. Pear jujube fruit sugar content was highest;Jun jujube fruit sugar content was lowest. We could draw by com-
paring that the yield, quality and cost-effective of pear jujube was better than the others.
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