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Fig. 1 Different distances from the bagging schematic

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn


http://www.fineprint.cn

wF @ ¥ 201319):30~33

- R ET .

e b PR R A B B E X IR D,
BIRMTETTAERT 1 A#EtT . RMERLRIF ER
TAEARRR, LB RN FURF R
2 HBREHMH
2.1 “WFRTE"AN R B A R R A
MK 1 HIE 2 ATLE AR R R T4 T

3mAbAR RN 0, B AL 3 m Ab AR IR K 12.5% ~
27.0% S35k 20. 0% ,5 m &b Ky 7. 6% ~20. 0% , 35K
14.0% ., ZBE B 1% 4 A S R Ry 100.0%,0.5 m &b H
71.0%~89.0%, ¥ % 81.25%,1 m &b g 36.0% ~
54. 0%, 3598 44. 25%,

*1 “EBREAEEREERLRR
Table 1 The fruit setting rate of ‘Hayward’ with different distances of pollinating
_ ‘ﬁmﬁﬂ@ W5 @3 Wl M@Oo5 PO PS5 i3 Pl 505 750 dbo 4kl A3 d65 Kos5 K1 K3 K5
Directions and distances/ m
AR
12 14 7 1 0 9 10 6 1 0 1 7 8 12 2 7 10 7
Number of falling/ 4~
A BB
2 6 8 9 0 0 7 7 3 7 4 3 3 5 5 0 0
Number of fruit setting//j™
Ap SRR
7.7 12.5 46. 2 88.9 100.0 0 0 53.8 87.5 100.0 87.5 36.4 27.3 20.0 71.4 41.7 0 0
Fruit setting rate/ %
N N
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5.0 — 20%
_ . T AR
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OE2% Ak LI
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50 3.0 3.0 5.0 21.6%
30 7.4%
3.0 12.5%
5.0~ 0%
5.0 7.6%
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Table 2 The fruit setting rate of ‘Jinlong-2” with different distances of pollinating
75 1) S BE B TERE A SRH Ap SRR it B SR of A SR Xof A SR 2R
Directions and distances Number of falling Number of fruit setting Fruit setting Number of control Number of control Fruit setting
/m /A /A rate/ % falling/ 4~ fruit set/ /> rate of control/ %
b 0.5 26 4 15.4 11 11 100
61 28 2 7.1 5 3 60. 0
i€ 3 31 0 0 8 6 75.0
dt 5 76 0 0 10 5 50.0
75 0.5 29 9 31.0 7 5 71. 4
Pl 41 6 14.6 9 8 88.9
763 36 1 2.8 7 7 100
V5 28 0 0 7 6 85.7
0.5 64 18 28.1 5 5 100. 0
Ml 37 8 21.6 6 5 83.3
3 27 5 7.4 17 15 46.9
™5 32 0 0 9 8 88.9
% 0.5 52 10 19.2 8 8 100. 0
%1 36 3 8.4 6 6 100. 0
%3 42 0 0 8 8 100. 0
%5 25 0 0 5 5 100. 0
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Table 3 The total fruit setting rate of ‘Jinlong-2” and ‘Hayward’ with different distances of popllinating
1) SR /m M5 ®M3 ™M1 ®Mo5 MO M5 F3I Pl pos po dJpo db1l db3 d5 HKos5 K1 K3 KS
CUFIR AL SRR/ Y 7.7 12.5 46. 2 88.9 100 0 0 53.8 87.5 100 87.5 36.4 27.3 20.0 71. 4 41.7 0 0
“LH 2 BIMRE % 0 3.6 9.8 0 — — - — - - — 3.4 0 1.2 14.0 4.4 0 0
AR RR/ % 7.7 16.1 56.0 88.9 100 0 0 53.8 87.5 100 87.5 39.8 27.3 21.2 85. 4 46.1 0 0
3 & 5itie AR ,2010,4(1) : 1-6.

DL EARBEH KT 80 %0 A6 SR A FRfE, “Wg IR R
EMBER KT 1 m AREW R FE 0 B M Z R, 2 LA
TITEHSERRBEMIE. “@R 257K 0.5 miEE
Hb s R VE P EL B8, 7K 58 N 48 0 52 493 1) 7 =X
HEFTHAS -

TEH ERREAE 77 XL ERRBC B 28 3 mX4 m, H
AT R AR MR IR 45 SR F KU BB 2 B2
T, 3 P T HAE AR /N, B i e A ik
B UIKERE 2 FakfE, B B A TR .

YRRAGHATT 2 a /Y 2 S AR, 0 B it fT
LM ZE S RERE. FF2RE R0
HEIEWR AT EMN=ECRE) SRAFE R LFTH
Ve SBE | i T 5E O TH i — 2D R A A, A REE VR 2 TH
FA) Sz B RIS 4 R » 32 T ) 8 52 0 B R 119 S 3 42 AR

[3] 3K¥Em ERT. PEIRBEN RS A RIZRSFAL] L5 ER
Hi AR 1994.

(4] ZEst, 3. BRS8N B B H X SR [T, b7 i 22,1997 (1)
18-19.

(5] FRAA. AT BEE0 0 BRABk ie 2 t Fb £ et 7= 52 1% 36 i 3 0 4 it
(1. & B AB 5T, 2001(4) - 27-28.

(6] B, EHmWE AT EHELRRNE W] EEREW,
2008(3) :55-56.

(7] &RAR,ARE, BV, % R E SR EARTRRIL P E
55 R ,2003,23(2) :45-48.

(8] EBIBEAL. BRABkIA BB BARLT]. BRFg SR, 2007(1) : 16-18.

[9] ERES, fE. hEILFRM SRR ARSI R AR
223 ,2008,45(6) :862-869.

[10] B30, REEHE, ZRME, F KT FERR R XA G HE
(7. A IR 5 SR, 2007, 36(6) :89-91.

[11] 8. SERAEB BRI LT ). R S AR 515 8., 2011(6) : 20-21.
[12] BRATHR, RS, EF IR WA BN 7 A& 5 PR s 4 LT, %6
F,2009(5) :86-89.

ﬁ%[l(}léﬂ
¢ [13] ¥R, WA, R R AL, SR TLFh 28 7 2N A0 Ee [T, TR A
% 3wk WL RHE ,2002(4) 144-46.
(1] kB, RBARBMA AT A T A B B8 1], PHdLEE 2 CRAD , 2011 [14] B0, FHRR P AL (1M M TP 78 R B 45 5 1. 5L 1K B2
(68, 2005,22(1) :86-90.

(2] WEL, EPE, PEE, . BR R EMLRLT]. BBk T A F 47

Study on the Influence of Anemophily on Kiwifruit Pollination

AN Cheng-li* , LIU Zhan-de’ , YAO Chun-chao’ , HE Meng-meng'
(1. Agricultural College, Northwest Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100; 2. Horticulture College, Northwest

Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling , Shaanxi 712100)

32

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

F @D L 2013019):33~35 - AR EH -

“BREF IS RFHEAAEPRNEAZSETUHAR

%J\ /H;’ % ﬁ:: é% o3 % = S H):] ‘/?1:1:9 g& }\‘Q E 7}( %

(BRI A B E B SRDIIERT , BRIEIT G 150024)

 EAERSRALE 3 FRF A RM R &R E# R (HPLO st A F i K i
BPRABRREFLSETEREARFTMNE, ZEREAVARTCRIAND ZXFEZDAEEKREL
AR, EPUEI TR AR LIPS AAZT 9 ERFR WM, 124 A 28 8 ZT
HIAKS B, JAA MBS TR,5 A 5 B ZT sk ab, JAA 0 & LAk, —F T EFAR R,
HFHR TR PHERABA) . FEFGCALZTETHRAY,ABA ¢ FTHREEZ X, M GA BA
TH 2—ARGBERZKENEHTLECUAEE AN BREI T "RFEALAIETESRS
RIEM GA 3 ¥,

RRIA W 3 B A MR R

FESKES662.3 SCHFRIEAD:B  XE4HE:1001—0009(2013)19—0033—03

MR ML K BT AT RS 1 B SE
T T T W e A
BRGSO A — 2 MARAE, Bk 8 A= 0o 2 T BB 44 b ELIR T 1 o, 40 4016
ﬂ:ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁtp W@Eﬁ?/}‘{’ﬂﬁ %ﬁﬁﬁﬂgﬁ% lﬁﬁﬁ 47014/,/422% 127006’,?@17,{ 202.7 m, Ejﬁ%ﬁéﬂﬁ{ﬁe‘,
SR e B S R 1162 K 5515 o M £

IOCAN T, RS A&, 18 S WA=, KT, pH 6. 8~7. 3, A HLF 4. 04% ~4. 16%.,
1.2 RgEesre
F—IEEEN IMEA966-), B, AH AL R, AT EZNERESE 1 ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁéwnuﬁ“iﬁﬁ 3E”,RH %ﬁ‘ﬂ:ﬁ&
B AR RIZBARRE T4, E-mail: hljslsw@163. com. ! « " e
- IG LD ) 3 Z 3 Y
HETH: B FAARATLRLHFETE S K YA A Ei’?ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@ WS a B 3 BTN
(201003058) ; Bl R A3 & # 3t %) K 85 F B (2013dad02d03) ; B £, i °
FRLABANIEE SRBAE F A R RO X LC-2010HT.
W H8 B H8:2013—05—22 5|k 28R (JAA) JRIERR (ABA) \ R E (ZD) &

Abstract:In 2012, taking ‘Jinlong-2” and ‘Hayward’ as materials,10-mesh nylon net bagged pollination test was conduc-
ted in the four directions of east, west,south and north. The pollination effect of kiwi male pollen at different distances
under natural conditions was studied. The results showed that pollination distance of 1 m in four directions,two varieties
of fruit setting rate had an average of less than 50% of pollination. Pollination distance of 3 m,had an average of less than
10% fruit setting rate, pollination distance of 5 m,the fruiting rate was less than 4%. There were differences between the
two varieties. When the pollination distance was greater than or equal to 3 meters,the removal of ‘Hayward” north to the
fruit setting rate was 27% and the south 12. 5%, ‘Jinlong-2’ the south and the west to 7. 4% and 3.7% ,and the fruit
setting of others was 0; ‘ Hayward’ 0 distance of fruit setting was 100% ,0. 5 m of fruit setting rate was 71%~89% ,dis-
tance of fruit setting rate was 41%~88%. The*Jinlong-2’ setting rate was 7. 7% ~30. 6% 0.5 m away,3. 6% ~21. 6%
1 m away. In 2011, with ‘Xuxiang’, ‘ Hayward”,and ‘Miliang”’ as test materials, distance from male plants was greater
than 3 m with bagging,three varieties of muti-fruit setting rate were 0, but within the bagging the artificial pollination and
fruit setting rate was nearly 100%5. Twwo-year results were consistent. Results indicated that natural wind pollination was
weak , wind-pollinated had little influence on kiwifruit pollination.
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