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Studies on the Low Temperature Stress of Blueberry

LIN YurYouw LU HarGuang WU Lin LI Ya-Dong ZHANG Zhi-Dong
(Berry Fruit Research Institute Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun 130118 China)

Abstract; It is very cold in Northeast Chinain winter. The blueberry couldnt security live through the wintering with nat-

ural culture. Discuss the cause of death in living through the winter were important to development the industrialization

of blueberry. This paper concluded some important questions on low temperatures stress, indicated the advances on the

cold injury of living through the winter and spring frost, discussed the preventive measures on cold injury, took a long

view on how to increase cold resistance.

Key words: Blueberry; Low temperature stress; Cold injury; Cold hardiness
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