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Fig. 1 Effect of different leaf picking way on single

fruit weight of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Fig. 2 Effect of different leaf picking way on single
spike weight of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Fig. 3 Effect of different leaf picking way on

hardness of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Fig. 4 Effect of the different leaf picking way on

branch maturity of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Fig. 5 Effect of different leaf picking way on soluble

solid centent of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Fig. 6 Effect of the different leaf picking way on

total sugar content of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Fig. 7 Effect of the different leaf picking way on

titratable acid content of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Table 1 Effect of different leaf picking way on

organic acid content of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape %
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Note: Means with the different lowercase letters were significantly dif-

ferent at @=0. 05. The same below.
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Fig. 8 Effect of the different leaf picking way on

sugar-acid ratio of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape
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Effect of Different Leaf Picking Way for Fruit Quality of
‘Flame Seedless’ Grape

WANG Ailing,CAI Junshe, BAI Shijian,ZHAO Ronghua, CHEN Guang, HU Jinge
(Research Institute of Grape and Melon in Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region, Shanshan, Xinjiang 838200)

Abstract: ‘Flame Seedless’ grape was used as experimental material , different picking leaf ways on the
influence of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape fruit quality were studied,to select a suitable picking leaf ways to
increase ‘Flame Seedless’ grape quality. At the grape turning color period, three different pick leaf
ways were set,remove all fruit grain blade, keep close to the ear leaf picking one leaf and remove leaf
not remove petiole, with not to picking leaf way for control, fruit quality of related indicators were
determined. The results showed that in the mature period sampling of ‘Flame Seedless’ grape, three
different picking leaf ways and contrast of grain weight, fruit hardness, maturity and soluble solids
content, branches were no obvious differences. From the point of fruit flavor, keeping closed to the ear
leaf picking one leaf way of total sugar content, titratable acid content and organic acid content were
higher than other ways, the organic acid content was an obvious difference, and which of sugar-acid

ratio and solid-acid ratio were the lowest. From the color index,all of picking leaf ways color L values
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were lower than the contrast; A value:keeping close to the ear leaf picking one leaf way were less than

contrast, but no difference; B value; keeping close to the ear leaf picking one leaf way were less yellow

than contrast, By the comprehensive evaluation,in this experiment, keeping close to the ear leaf picking

one leaf way was a kind of suitable picking leaf way for improving ‘Flame Seedless’ grape quality.

Keywords: ‘Flame Seedless’ ;1leaf picking way; fruit quality;single weight;single spike weight



