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The Influence of the Fruiting Position Difference on Sugar-acid Ratio

LI Shuzhi
(Tangshan Vocational Colleges Hebei Tangshan 0630000 China)

Abstract; The sugar - add ratio of Qiumi , which were plucked from the different fruit branching part on October 16th
2006, were calculated by determining the content of total carbohydrate and titratable acidity in the fruits . The results
showed that, the fruits growing on the upper parts of south-w estern branches had proportion the highest content of sugar
while those on the lower parts of the south-eastern branches the lowest. Those on the middle part fadng the north-west
had proportion the highest content of acid and those on the upper part facing the south-east the lowest. The sugar-acid
ratio of the fruits on the top part fadng the west-south was the highest content and those on the lower part facing the
north-west proportion the low est content . The above could serve the function of improving the qualities of the fruits and
guiding the farmers in fruit tree growing.
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