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233 hm', 2 000 hm', 4400 hm'. 10. 34
« ” . 95% , . (
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2 1 (43 2
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, . 1200~1500 °hm -, ,
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’ b ’ b ’ ’ °
b o ’ Al «“ ? )
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y [4% ’7, [4% ’7, ; 2
1~2cm s ’ « ”9 °
, ’ b
. . 2 ~3 a ° .
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1
Table 1 Effects of big branch pruning on yield and grade of fruit
/ / /% /%
kg
510 53.50 8. 85 42 14 26 62 12. 25 0. 15 6. 57 36 50 38 9 17. 51 043
+
495 52.00 8. 51 41 50 36 4 12. 87 0. 59 6.20 35 20 38 4 19. 00 135
536 52.30 3.33 29 00 47 58 18. 75 1. 40 2.29 23 17 46 83 24. 68 I
1.8 ’ 2. 70mX 2 75m, 3~5cm , s
y 30 s 2. . =70 cm , =65 m , =6.0 cm , =5 0cm , <30
an
2.1.3 %% # , . . .
.t 7 8 \



. . 100 1 .
C 2) 9.31%.
84.0%  67.0%, .
. ] 7
2
’ 2 5cm . ) .
Table2  Effects of fruit pruning on grade of fruit
b / %
6.0 an ’ H /
25 cm (kg hm ™)
6.0 cm )
51576 0 63.0 72 0 29 0 4.2 80 57
° ’ ’ 56865 0 34.3 430 350 2.8 30.7 24.2
22 )
b b b b
b ° ’ Al °
, 35% ) ) . .
b ° b
b o ( 3)9 ~
. . 206. 4%, 215.00%, 359.34)4, 618 4%
108. 11%. 6.83 an, 80. 00%,
11.80%'*, .
3 i
Table 3 Effects of adding organic fertilizer on soil nutrients in G#'us ponki plantation
/ / / / / / Cemol* kg™ 1)
H
P (g°kg™D (gokg ™D (gokg™ 1) (gokeg™D (V) KT Na~ G* Mg’
47 2. 61 1.48 208 91 61. 64 8 08 077 057 938 312
485 6.73 0.47 45 8 858 830 037 059 353 09
2 3 « ”»
<« ”» , 40 « ”»
N ’ i 30% 78%9
40% 97% , .
2 4 4 [13 ”
i Table4 Grade of fruit in some haseswith the practices of “ three prunings plus one improvement”
’ / /
’ hm? (t"hm™?) /% /%
s s 4. 67 52.500 8l 4
16. 67 48. 600 97.0
4. 67 52.500 80 0
° 013 56. 300 78 0
’ 6 8 45.000 80 0
0. 28 42.900 78 0
0. 67 63. 700 90 4
b
, . (Magnate « Imazlil )
. 100 d, 97. 2%, 90. 63 %. 133.d 97.02%

88. 63 %, .
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Table 5 Economic effects improvement in the bases of different kvels
/ / /
("hm™2) /1t / /1t / / ( hm %) ( *hm™2)

45. 00 36. 000 64 800. 00 9 690 9 0. 00 7.45 3750 00 18

40. 80 27.135 48 843. 10 13 725 13 725. 00 6.26 1500 00 091

38. 055 21. 405 28 529. 00 16 650 16 650. 00 5.52 600 00 Q26

37. 710 17. 835 32 103. 00 19 875 19 875.00 5.20
32
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4 1tk
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Effects of popularizing the practices of “three prunings plus one
improvement” and fruit preservation in Citrus ponki

DAI Werrshengl ,» WANG Bai*pol, SHAO Xin-hua’s WU Gaofyangz, LIN (;)i*sheng2

(1. Faculty of Life Science, Zhejiang Forestry College, Linan 311300, Zhejiang, Chinag 2. Forestry Enterprise
of Quxian County, Quxian 324000 Zhejiarg, China)

Abstract; In view of such questions as small size, poor quality and low commodity rate in the production of Citrus
ponki in Quxian County area, practices including seedling, branch and fruit pruning, soil improvement by adding
organic fertilizers (three prunings plus one improvement) and fruit preservation, were popularized in large ara.
Though acceptance check and evaluation, the results were shown as follows: when the key practices of “three
punings plus one improvement” were put into practice, average fuit yield in the base exceeded 45 t per hectare,
ratio of special-grade and first-grade fruit rose up to 78 percent from 30 percent before the practice, with an
increase of 160 percent, and ratio of second-grade and third-grade fruit decreased apparently. As a result, yearly
income per hectare increased by 2 600 to 188 00 RMB and input-output ratio was about 1 to 4 ~6. When the
technique of “fruit preservation by using Magnate medicine” was applied, the length for preservation could reach as
long as 3 ~ 4 months and ratio of good fruit increased by 3.4 percent. Therefore, emarkable economic effects

could be attained by popularizing the practices of “three prunings plus one improvement” and fruit preservation.

Key words: Citrus ponki; three prunings plus one improvement; systemic cultural practice fruit preservation;

economic effects



