T iaﬁijﬁm ik = v E%“Jﬁﬁ’ﬁj gggj:;% 12: 267-272 (1988) 267

A £ EH S SR 2 R

ks HREE R

e P ?F%—#;E,IE"\'}}

w =R

A I B R R A A SRl T e R e R A B g B L
ERRRINE GRS EHIT TG S e - E ILL&TL?? W’?‘/#ﬂ)ﬁ' 'ETL*JEI > Ethrel~ Alar - CCCH MHIF|
Fepl o fEH ﬁ%’ﬁ [NE AR ST Fﬁ#lﬁ'b%‘lgi i T pAEAE o — FEPTR Y 2 =L PR
paclobutrazd& IRy =S ﬁ:ﬁﬂ]ﬁfﬂifﬁ' [i [ I | FELE T Tbbfﬂfw‘&[“ﬂ SN
TE e &«i{f(&%%’ﬁcﬁfﬁpl E H%HQTB*E‘JH’?‘/% e fCAn IR TERHRTIE - GAgtY
PRI o] o) - (B S ™ AR IR ER T

Bl 5

;aﬁ:if”ﬁﬁ u%ﬁll’ﬂ;ﬁ[i{ﬁvﬁ A ’Ef{ ]ugzg izglﬁyﬁghh 1Y 3
7“ﬂi_ﬁl%'”¥?£ bﬁ‘rﬂf«!«@ T lﬁlﬁf’?ﬁi EWF@LP TE%H%& [*JI'*’ e
1£ iﬁéﬂu ERNE TN fj” B BRI TP 53 (- mﬁwwwyzif;h kR
[“iZfr‘*élﬁii_Gl[” gL '—E[EFU“ Pk 3 Iiﬁj I IEEA %&wblﬂ’?‘/f"ﬁ %
EAR DY %@W’Fﬁ‘? fL bo > ] ’Ff‘&éﬂ'“ el 7JL5 il Do T BT R
3”'“Jf I ffﬁ'lﬁﬁiﬂ$'F'ET¢(1326) MosquedaVazquééAvna Resendig =2 H il i
AL IS A AT R RS
R R S R E
¢

‘M ‘;m

iy
BT SN )15 BRI © BRI S R S
S EE Tl E‘FU%WFAWFEHH* ’ w#fﬁwmv rwg[ftw%w RN
FUSTES 0N AR A IOR % R ﬁw#ﬂﬁ‘WJifUTﬂ%'F e 4
(17,18), ,iﬂﬁyﬂ* %L&Ulﬂ MEFS KNOHLR ! B T‘: I 3 f Pj'izt 4o &4[ Igi;{ké[jr{, ﬁj-gi;y([j
ST ftp HLR T IEEJLH’?‘/FFJ it ’%ﬁﬁ%&ug‘/%%’} (S BLNFop Y
%’\ B @) , |'§5; - FJ‘%I 15 7}{@& bwlﬁ‘nﬁilﬁ:%%lq H r) U v EL R [ﬁ[%@ﬂ@tf
i R 9 FHATHE BB ] T ] ﬁ#’iiw?ﬁéﬁ sk AL
,8,9, 4151719223 l_l E’T [SA}T‘L;E;]F&GA%%IFLW?]L' EJFIET‘:134192123) ,uji_ Jﬁvéﬂpﬂjﬁbii
FEE R IR @ N Y = ) 2 e @ﬁ"]nﬁri/gji* Fifle LK
i AL 719825 ER] I 5 ﬁ%ﬁ%éﬁﬂgﬁfﬁwﬁﬁ FIec 19828 & FIC R [ 590)° 3 )
R R B A flf"[ﬁ RS KRR LR E e E- R S e P
S B nﬁfumml (E S ¢ }I'EIJF@? i POAFEBED T TR - iyl 3
%T’%"‘??Lﬁrufﬁﬂi&m%‘ T B B ARB10%) o I BT > g l'%h E
R %*FA lﬂiﬁzﬁ"]?ﬁﬁ“ Vs Ifﬁ“'%ﬁﬁ*fuﬁ [F=i rirF[Hl'““%g?T*«ElS[ AR RS AR HH
BRI Ethrel > Alar CCCS™ AP & IR AR1 > <4 it R BRI TR o {1 3P =y i
- 1085 a1 7 A AT paclobutrazoﬁ‘fbiffﬂﬁjm S Tyt

el W o
5 G Ufk

—
I
N



268 2 S TR O (L0 T £ B 2 (1988)

S i I 31 7 i?i’ﬁf’%%\[?‘ﬂf{ pEE] ?T‘ﬂﬁfﬂiwjﬁ-ﬁﬁ ] [l b QB e T B FR R
fie— ﬁ%'l‘w
S

— ~ Ethrel~ Alar ~ CCCZ R B2 BRI HA

ER SRRy Uit S e e e S o 20 AR (o T e T et L [
. Ethrel( ethephon CEPA Alar( SADH, B-9, daminozide» CCQ( Cycocel, chromequat
W MH SR 1 ] i i el (128.9.1815,17.0922) 1 [ 41 | Ethrell fy B[ % > P15 fE i
e mﬂjﬁ%%wo

Suryanarayanbr Rao (1978) @2I'] Alar® CCQE &4 “Mulgoa”# U ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬁf,’i“iﬁgﬁgj
oA Bt iy i St S0 A 3 U ef] fﬁzﬁ@ﬁgp@gﬁjﬁ WU PR« RNAN Sf BT
[;[lif s E ALY Tt'=-/17[ ) B FIL/}[JJEIE%HFEI% bR J?ULF??Jt"gﬁqiij[J F]\:ig? LS
=ibdyi ) J[[ | TL»}‘ Ryugo ( 1986) }EL ‘Alar® CCCE s GAFU_i‘ f EHLPEJ ﬂﬁj/\ﬁ“ﬁ
VIS BRI s ] T l??ﬂﬁfﬂﬁl 512 O RIS T Y

Rath~ Das (1979) @D ZBUH] L R s e i 1 [l SBA - i b & 7 [l A i S
F'?EJTQ ViR (K1) o E 11 ZBUE1400ppm Ethrell CEPA) i #‘-ﬁ“lB*\F JT

% 1. Iﬁ;{kﬁu&[g—}y 4 N#ﬂﬁWJtT“Langra”%%J 4 = 7;/ IE *(L Iy j(-'y:%\[ 17)
Table 1. Effect of ringing and growth retardantsgmvvth and flowering of mango, 6 months from

spraying

Lengthe of Diameter Number of Percentage = Number of
Treatment shoot (cm) of shoots leaves/ of flowering dyas to

(cm) shoot shoots flowering

Control 8.8 0.16 8.5 8.0 130.6
Ringing alone 3.2 0.22 6.0 42.6 122.0
Ringing +
CEPA 400mg/l 35 0.24 4.5 52.0 114.6
Ringing +
alar 3000mg/| 4.2 0.20 4.5 34.0 126.6
Ringing +
cycocel 3000mg/1 3.1 0.18 5.0 62.3 124.4
Ringing +
MH 1500mg/! 3.0 0.27 4.5 39.1 128.4
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Table 2. Effect of PGRs on inhibition of shoot gtbwand promotion of flower bud
sprouting in indica mango.

Paclobutrazol CCC
Foliar spray Siol drench Spray
C.K. 500ppm 1000ppm 20 g.a.i. 40 g.a.i. 700ppm
Shoot growth parameters at 026,1986
Shoot length, cm 14.3 11.6 12.0 11.6 11.9 12.1
Leaf unber 12.6 12.0 11.7 12.0 11.9 12.0
Internode length, cm 1.17 0.98 1.07 0.90 1.01 1.07
% Flower bud sprouting
10,717,71986 5.0 46.3 46.3 68.8 57.5 325
10,730,71986 13.8 50.0 66.3 78.8 65.0 37.5
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THE APPLICATION OF PLANT GROWTH
REGULATORSON CULTIVATION OF MANGO

Lin-Ren Chang, Jia-Hsing Lin and Hsin-Shan Lin

Taichung District Agricultural Improvement Station

ABSTRACT

The harvest season of mango in Taiwan is concexdrbetween May and September. There
are two ways extend the harvest duration, one isnfoance floweing for earlier harvest and the
other is to delay flowering. To inhibit vegetatiggowth and enhance fower bud formation, the
application, the application of Ethrel, Alar, CC@daMH give positive effects, but the results
depend on the tree vigor, variety an climate cdaoditand it is difficult to control. The applicatio
of paclobutrazol on mango gave an excellent inhibiteffect which got a harvest of 3 months
earlier. To delay harvest of mango, the de-blossgmechnique induce the axillary flower buds,
and GA treatments also delay flowering but the properad@sneeds further experiment.



