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Table 1 Yields under different planting densities

1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993
& /% hm-?
/kg-hm-? /kg-hm-? /kg-hm=-? /kg-hm-? /kg-hm-38  /kg-hm-2
2500
(2m X 2m) 815 14 865 30 510 30510 29145 2400
1666
(Zm x3m) 473 9 990 22500 30105 30405 30 255
833
(Im=4m) 420 5550 15150 27150 31620 32070
500
(dm xX5m) 144 2475 10500 24 675 28 350 31005

BET RATESM X 4mn = B ERE LAY, SAERPEDARXM RS W B
BN AREKT R, 2mx2mil2m x SmigtkiTIE, BARRMES, BEAERRBE™
BIFAT M.

AAFERRRHRIIATL THRB2m x 2mf12m x SmgsRiTIES 4 £ B R TR ER
PR RS E MR EBH. 4mx5mEpfTiE, SPHTRRE EIENCEHE, BRFER
45 5L W,

RTH—FEIF H AN BEAER PR ARSI RA NNREEE, RITANE
HTOHEEESHRAMSEAHRAK, HERRE 2,

£2 PVHBERUARN=RSEN

Table 2 Effects of planting densities with thinnings on yield

PR 1988 1989 1990 1991 w AR 1992 WA 1993 1994
/#% -hm?  /kg-hm-2 /kg-hm-? /kg-hm-2?2 /kg-hm-? /mxm /kg-hm-? /mxm /kg-hm-?* /kg-hm-?

2 500

(2mx2m) 603 11700 29100 28 800 dx4 18 150 25 200 28 650
1666

(2m x3m) 429 9150 24750 30 030 31500 4x3 27 000 32190

B 2 WA W, SERIR/A2m x2mei2m x SmKHRITERE N R IFE™, ERTEHH
B R gk, BRI 1EFREBH YW, 85 2 £ARER T 1 666H/m*EELE, J5
LBURIN R 8338 /hm® (%, HECREH:,

4 %

4.1 NEBANE A HSEBR &, KEFE R H R AI8334k/hm? (3m x 4m) iy #k4r &
E. XERTRBEAVEYNTR, LEASBRRNEREAN, ANOETE=ERE,

4.2 ATFHAFEAMI, FHERBEMUERBAE, AR 6668k/hm* (2m x 3m) #yp) 4
T, J52BMREDIe3H/hm? (3m X 4m) [k B BE, BUREIF.
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Abstract: Based on the results of planting density experiments for hawthorn,
it was defined that for the high yield of hawthorn plantations the proper
stand density was 833 plants or 3mx4m per hectare, Therefore,the planting
density should be 1666 plants or 2mx3m per hectare with the thinning to
provide the proper stand density, 3mx4m.

Key words: Cratacgus pinnatifida (hawthorn); planting density; yield; thinning
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