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Fig. 1 Growth in each week of the ‘Hayward’ kiwifruit shoots under different pruning methods
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Table 1 Occurrence rate of the secondary branch of ‘Hayward” kiwifruit shoots under different
summer pruning methods treatment %
AbHE Treatment A B C CK

RH# Occurrence rate 68. 30a 49, 25b 0. 00¢ 0. 00¢

%2 AR E B A8 2 “ i R B BR AR BT 5 48 R i8R o

Table 2 Effect of different summer pruning treatments on the leaf correlation indexes of *Hayward’ kiwifruit

posel I AR R AR R R R IR Ly il

Treatment Leaf area index Leaf-fruit ratio Chlorophyll content/(mg * 1.71) Leaf thickness/mm Leaf area/mm?

A 2.29¢ 2. 59¢ 67. 50a 0. 030 87a 17 912. 83a
B 3.04b 4. 09b 66. 86b 0. 029 97b 17 389.77b
C 3.06b 4. 02b 66. 94b 0.029 71c 16 535. 84¢
CK 3.97a 7.73a 63. 37¢ 0. 025 23d 15 702. 98d

L ARR/NEFERFRE 0. 05 KTEREBE. TH.

Note; Different lowercase letters show significant difference at 0. 05 level. The same below.

2.4 AEEFEHXMREL~EMMEHZME
3R 3 AL ARIE BRI EEA B E
=5, Ab3 C B TH AR = B i =, R 3.33 kg e m 7,
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Table 3 Effect of different summer pruning treatments on the yield and quality of fruit of ‘Hayward’ kiwifruit
WH AbFE Treatment
Item A B C CK
7= & Yield/(kg » m—2) 3.03b 3. 30a 3.33a 2.63c
B R Weight of single fruit/g 100. 54b 101. 78a 101. 84a 98. 39¢
B A] P BT Soluble solids at ripening stage/ %6 14. 27¢ 14. 45b 14. 65a 14.11d
FHFR&E Dry matter content/ % 17. 36¢ 17. 46b 17.62a 17. 25d
#xAE % C & & Vitamin C content/(mg » g—1) 2.928b 2.938a 2. 940a 2. 919¢
B T EBR &8 Acid content at ripening stage/ % 2.10b 2.14a 2.16a 2.09b
B & & Total sugar content/ % 7.11c 7.33b 7.48a 7.04d
x4 “BREHBEMEFHEREEREN
Table 4 Germination and bearing capacity of ‘Hayward’ kiwifruit in the ensuing year
bl LB SRR (BERE/FREED LB/ SR
Treatment Germination rate/ % Fruit shoot percentage/ % Flower florescence number/fruiting shoot
A 58. 50h 92.91a 5. 25hc
B 64, 85a 88.42a 5. 54ab
C 66. 45a 87. 96a 5. 65a
CK 50. 35¢ 84. 84a 4. 94¢
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3 FHigGiig B (R RSP R AR, i B Rk 2, 7]
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Effect of Different Summer Pruning Methods of Shoots on Growth and
Fruiting of Actinidia deliciosa var, deliciosa cv. Hayward

YAQ Chunchao! , LIU Zhande' , XIONG Xiaojun? , LI Jianjun' , YU Junyi' ,DENG Fengchan'
(1. College of Horticulture, Northwest Agriculture and Forstry University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100; 2. Hanzhong
Agricultural Technology Extension Center, Hanzhong, Shaanxi 723000)

Abstract; Eight-year-old kiwifruit ( Actinidia deliciosa var. deliciosa cv. Hayward) was used as
materials to investigate the effects of different summer pruning(keeping 3—4 leaves to top removal,
keeping 7—38 leaves to top removal and tip squeezing on the strong-fruiting shoot) on shoot growing,
fruit yield, fruit quality, germination and bearing capacity in the ensuing year, labor input etc. The
results showed that the comprehensive results of tip squeezing on the strong-fruiting shoot of
‘Hayward” kiwifruit was the best,secondly with keeping 7—8 leaves to top removal,and keeping 3—
4 leaves to top removal was the worst. Treatment of tip squeezing on the strong-fruiting shoot was
suited for *Hayward’ kiwifruit under summer pruning,

Keywords: kiwifruit; summer pruning;tip squeezing;top removal



