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Abstract : ‘ Housui”and * Whangkeumbae’ pears were used as materials, equipment pollination and artificial pollination

method were compared with natural pollination, The effects of different pollination methods on yield and quality of

pear fruits were studied. The results showed that comparing with artificial pollination and natural pollination

method, the fruit setting rate was significantly improved with equipment pollination method. The quality of pear fruit

was not significant between equipment and artificial pollination method, but both were higher than that of natural

pollination method. Furthermore,compared with artificial pollination,the production cost was saved about 62. 3% by

equipment pollination method.
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