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Table 1 Effect of sprouting rate of different pruning

treatments on bough in‘Yuhua Fuji’

ENGPS:] Wi 2£ % Sprouting rate/ %

Treatment W28 Bud germination JF7E3 Florescence A43R#H Fruit-set

%t B8 CK oD oD 0D

% % Bud-notching 97A 93A 26A

BRI, Section 58B 49B 14B

#if:L> Pinching 42C 17C 16C

KA % Growth branch oD oD oD

P4 Branch pulling 11D 8D 7D

B REFRRE SHAKP LAFEXSR. TH.

Note: Capital letters mean significant different at 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Fig. 3 Effect of different treatment of

the rate fruit spur during fruit-set period
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Table 2 Effect of shoots distribution on the different

pruning treatments %
R hb¥ st PR AR
Phenophase Treatment Upper part Central part  Base part
X} CK 52. 84B 49.15B 0. 00D
%% 35. 58E 32.73C 31. 69A
B 239 Bud germinating 2R 56. 87TA 20. 83D 21. 36B
£ N 50. 14C 20. 16D 9.97C
Rk 45.78D 54. 23A 0. 00D
X} CK 52. 84C 49.15B 0. 00D
%% 38. 24E 32. 69D 29.07A
FF 463 Florescence 2R 56. 26A 22. 78E 20. 96B
£ N 55. 69B 37.08C 7.23C
EiTR 3 44. 86D 55. 14A 0. 00D
X} HE CK 52. 84A 49.15B 0. 00D
23 49.73B 42.63D 7. 64A
Ap B Fruit-set 2GR 52.92A 42.78C 4.3B
£ TN 52. 70A 43.75C 3.55C
Rk 44. 25C 55.75A 0. 00D
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Table 3 Effect of average shoot lengths on the different

pruning treatments cm
ab3g B2 FFAEW LIPS
Treatment Bud germinating Florescence Fruit-set
X B CK 25.11Db 25.11C 25.11C
%] Bud-notching 36. 00Aa 34.67A 31.33B
248 Section 35. 00Ba 34. 00A 32.00A
##%.L> Pinching 32.67Cb 31.33B 31. 00B
$i4% Branch pulling 24. 67Ec 23. 33D 23. 00D

HREFHRE SWKT EFFEER NEFRAE 1NKF LHEEER,
Note; Capital letters mean significant difference at 0. 05 level and lowercase letters

mean significant difference at 0. 01 level.
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Effect of Different Pruning Treatments on Sprouting and
Shoot Growing of Young Apple Tree

GAO Hua' , YUAN Zhongyu? ,LIU Zhenzhong' , WEI Dechuang® ,SHI Tao? ,ZHU Jiashun?
(1. College of Horticulture, Northwest Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling, Shaanxi 7121003 2. Qingcheng Apple Experiment and
Demonstration Station, Qingcheng, Gansu 745100)

Abstract: ‘ Yuhua Fuji” apple trees planted in 2013 were used as experimental material, the effects of bud-notching, light
cutting short, pinching and coating branch pruning treatments on the sprouting and shoot growing of one-year-old
branches were studied. The results showed that the budding rate of bud-notching always was significantly higher than
other processings,in the bud, bud-notching treatment had the highest germination rate was 97%. The budding rate of
applying growth branch processing was 0%4 ,and there was no significant difference compared with control. Processing of
the late time, the ratio of short shoot of branch pulling and bud-notching treatment was higher, but the total of the
number of branches decreased. After bud germinating, bud-notching to the cultivation of fruit group had a positive
meaning, branch pulling could slow the growth of new shoots branches.
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