F @ ¥ 2014001):179~181

- PR -

WikALgERLRTFEXEHEMIIRS

x| 2 B B R F, KA M

(L. B BRMLEE AR 2E B L BR5 06500052, fitefolk THEAERE FRERLES TR%EE. AR M 510225)

O E AT LM A% T TR ARE, S TRELRE T ELRN L5 IR
AT oM A A FT AR B LR gl b ik R BRI BRI, SREV TELREFTELR
BRAZHT 2ARRHGEBENE, 5 1HBEA973~1996 F) AT B R G F LRI KY
B S BRAK R 6.5 F~21.5 F t Z ;% 2 BrE(1997~2010 ) A i b B 4o R B =
B RN IR G A 284 F~103.1 F t 2, BHOMAEN , RBLRIBHF
A A LR AT B LB T LT HR T A A RS 10 B ,2010 X 10 (4R
BT A2 4T t, 2 ALREFEH446.8 F ,10 E(THLARGLFF ELRE W
96. 8%, AT ELAEBTHZX 10317 t, 54 RLLEZB023.1%, BARZY,

ES AL AR Ve - ¥4 Pk 1)
hESES:S 665. 1

ARAEFRFE RRAMEEEZHRHZ
—,MEEERENZARENME, ERES R HE
B BAEARMERES RREESTY . B TER
BRIEE ARRPERNZ ER FAHEF“—HE=
B AERRED R . BEE AT TS KRR, Xt
ERTREAWHK, TigRiR a0 WY, axEr
FRE, HPIe MR S B ST REX R G
MEEAEARTRM 0% MY, mMdts ERE
AFRFTHZ —, EREEBENAE "X, HEEH
B ST A6 48 20 3 A 7= 7 50 5 BIR O BT 5% i £ DL 97
., G, WA 08 B R A R S 5 BUR AT B
REABFTHEEMNE L. NIk, BURA S ERHALEE
R G BAEDY ST b8 a0 3 S B R R s 5 IR
AT AT AT, AS 3y b4 40 7 7 At e ok % Je
AL IKIE
1 AELaFE~ELXRRKARA

HE 109 1973 4E 3 2010 44T R M- BEUIE R B
1973 FE AR LA O S BEA LR L E aE

F—EHFEE 025 (19735, 4, 7T b 3y AL, A 1, 8 #4%, A
IBANERERERE M T EH R 4%, E-mail: hznliug28@
126. com.

BEEE AR EF969-), %, TR ZITA L, 8 &%, M+ 4
FINEERNEHYERARS R RETREFNEL K, Email:
zhaorf@126. com.

BE&WB: 5 & 4 A # s £ 3 % F 8 | B (2011B020309010;
2012B020301005) ,

W fs H#3:2013—10—23

XHERARIDAD A SCE4E:1001—0009(2014)01—0179—03

SRR BRFT 48 2 B, 5 1 BB M 1973
EFFIR— E 2 20 22 90 A HACHD 1996 4, ixX —r
B bR L B B K 8, ST B RAR, AL Fy
FE6.5 T~21L.5 07 t Z[al, % 2 BrB2 N 1997 4EFF 1R
£ 2010 4, JEW A0 L0 B B P K B B, e 4
AT RTE 28.4 1 ~103.1 J7 t Z 6], A LLFM, pEE
LM A=K ) R R RN A 2 AR 1 KT R 8 s ATTXF 4T
TR EFEZ AR, 72 A K — BB 0] H 7~ B R 4 & 4k
ZEHatn .,
2 Mt EFRFFELSEZEIERETENIE
155

MR IAUES, REa®EEBEHAERIL LA,
iR PP LT R L TOH R T R R R,
2010 FLE AR B8N 446.8 J7 t, b L AR TR
B LU P R R AL T H O TR KRB 10 48 (D 4L
EFEE AR R 103.1 J7.99.5 F.62.7 F1.50.0 J.
42,1 J7.39.2 J7.15.0 J7 117 5.7 FH.3.3 7 t, 5351
HAEEARATEM 23.1%.22.3%.14.0%.,11. 2%,
9.4%.8.8%.3.4%.2.6%.1.3%.0.7%,10 44 (A I &
MIERAT R 432.4 5 t, S & ELE E R 96.8%,
A AT DL, 2010 4E[ b A AR B B E 2 E 2 5, Ui
WAt B O ' EEE A EEMAL,
3 MtEIREFEEKERRS T

MR 2 AT AE L WALE AR FE KR RER B
BE BB R, 5 2000 4FAH LG, B T BEE R ECR SR
H1,2010 AL SER B A LR SR B KR
Bk 50. 9% .47. 3%.,105. 2% .133. 3% ; 5 2005 4EA4H L,

179

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


http://www.fineprint.cn

- PR -

F @ ¥ 2014001):179~181

120
100
80
60
40

JMFEE Total yield/ Jit

20

0
1970 1975 1980 1985

1990 1995 2000 2005 2010

[5}18) Time

1 AeHIERBRERRRA

Fig.1 The development status on total yield of jujube in Hebei province
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Table 1 The percentage of the total yield of Hebei jujube in the proportion to the whole country in 2010
48 Province e Total yield/Ji t 54 EH 23 Percentage/ %
4t Hebei 103.1 23.1
W% Shandong 99. 5 22.3
98 Xinjiang 62.7 14.0
PEPE Shaanxi 50.0 11. 2
W7 Shanxi 42.1 9.4
E Henan 39.2 8.8
L5 Liaoning 15.0 3.4
Hilf Gansu 1.7 2.6
B Ningxia 5.7 1.3
Kt Tianjin 3.3 0.7
10 44 (1) 10 province and city 432. 4 96. 8
4>[E Whole country 446. 8 100. 0
*2 2010 AL HUAF B BB KRER
Table 2 The percentage of the total increased yield of Hebei jujube in 2010
R 2000 ¢ B It 2000 F I 2010 FF H 2000 FFH KR 2005 75 B I 2010 7F H 2005 74 K%
Fruit varieties Total yield of 2010/J7 t Total yield of 2000/ J7 t Compared with 2000/ % Total yield of 2005/77 t Compared with 2005/ %
IER Apple 272.5 180. 6 50.9 220. 2 23.8
% Pear 375.8 255.2 47.3 324.6 15. 8
Bk Peach 146. 2 — — 124.9 17.1
4% Grape 107. 5 52.4 105. 2 86. 4 24. 4
217 Jujube 103.1 44,2 133.3 80. 8 27.6
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The History and Current Status Analysis of the Total Yield of Jujube in Hebei Province

LIU Hui-zhen' ,ZHAO Rong-fang’ ,CHEN Hui-yang’
(1. Langfang Polytechnic Institute, Langfang, Hebei 065000; 2, College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Zhongkai University of
Agriculture and Engineering , Guangzhou, Guangdong 510225)

Abstract; Analysis was conducted of the history and current status of the total yield of jujube in Hebei Province using
statistical data in order to supply theoretical basis for the healthy and rapid development of jujube production in Hebei
Province. The results showed that the jujube total yield of Hebei Province experienced two different stages of
development. The first stage was from 1973 to 1996. The total yield of citrus jujube in Hebei had been developped slowly
in this stage. The total yield maintained between 0. 065 million tons to 0. 215 million tons. The second stage was from
1997 to 2010. In this period, the total yield of citrus jujube in Hebei had been ircreased rapidly year by year. The total
yield maintained between 0. 284 million tons to 1. 031 million tons. Jujube were mainly distributed in Hebei, Shandong,
Xinjiang , Shaanxi, Shanxi, Henan, Liaoning, Gansu, Ningxia and Tianjin in our country. The jujube total yield was reach
4. 324 million tons in this 10 provinces (city) in 2010, while the whole country was only 4. 468 million tons and Hebei was
up to 1. 031 million tons. The proportion of the 10 provinces (city) accounted for 96. 8% of national yield, while the
proportion of Hebei was 23. 1%. The jujube production in Hebei were most important in the whole country.
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