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Table. 1. The days of defoliation to blooming ane blooming rate in different peach cultivars.

BRREIE o TG
Location Hsin-ii Chao-lan
el TROH PUELRT R BBRCHT R PRI TR
Cultivar Engo April June Red March April May
EEENT
Days of defoliationto 29 32 25 30 27 32 25
blooming

BT (%)

Blooming percentage

I

i %\ 89.24 19.40 75.47 3.18 5.01 7.27 5.74
Fruiting short spur

I
f %\ ﬁ; 69.25 17.99 60.52 3.52 5.36 6.00 6.54
Fruiting spur
S
o . 64.33 16.56 48.47 0.57 0.11 0.62 1.33
Fruiting twig
Ty

74.33 17.98 61.49 2.58 3.49 4.63 4.54

Mean

FEo 1 B TIE 105 251 -
emark: Date of defoliation, Oct. 25, 1982.
2. AL 15 255 o AR 16~30 55 0 R4 30 5 F

The length of fruiting short spurs are less thaon,Sruiting spurs are 16~30cm, fruiting twigs aker 30cm.
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Table 2. The days of defoliation to blooming anel titooming rate in different plum cultivars.

AiPEl o % EE
Cultivar Sa-lain I-lan
=HITEF R
Days of defoliation 22 20
to blooming

= (%)

Blooming percentage

1
k2 % 46.56 35.71
Fruiting short spur

I
f %\ ™ 27.15 35.81
Fruiting spur

=R
AN 28.07 33.76
Fruiting twig
Ty

30.51 34.24

Mean

SE L [RBIWIES 725 104 101 S 11 1)1
emark: Date of defoliatiors Sa-lain: Oct. 10, 1983, I-lan Now. 1, 1983.
2. R VY FRH VD AT
The experiment located in Hsin-ii and Ho-pen.
3. R A T Kl *’r‘E'[fJ
The classification in fruiting branch as same sacpe
(Te)#

F 3 TR B VOl R DI 23~24C » APBRRE R 5D e ([H10~10 | ] % S
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Table 3. The percentage of fruit-set in differeeagh cultivars.

RABREH FEXET M e
Location Hsin-ii Chao-lan
’:F[#I%Ejfﬂ” fﬁzgma R %‘f[g;;[;;g@% SOl pUElET SEAT
Cultivar Engo April June Red March April May
—r
H %\ o 12.21 3.09 9.13 43.44 41.52 48.62 48.44
Fruiting short spur
plv A
. 16.24 2.54 9.64 38.75 37.45 42.31 43.35
Fruiting spur
=
N . 4.22 0.26 3.15 19.24 32.85 38.94 30.75
Fruiting twig
s R
10.86 1.96 7.31 33.87 37.27 43.29 40.84
Mean

4 FPIRFELY RS (%)
Table 4. The percentage of fruit-set in differelinp cultivars.

il T "%
Cultivar Sa-lain I-lan

p—
iy %\ o 38.76 32.95
Fruiting short spur

rd

f %\ # 23.19 31.43
Fruiting spur

= f|
~E 9.31 13.57
Fruiting twig
Ty

23.75 25.98

Mean

(1) F N e IR
HPE T AT SR (PR R SRS S PR D
e U] S ) (PSSO B PR R R - IR IS A
BRSO G e B A
(4 = e
ﬁfﬁﬂ[fﬁﬁ:ﬂﬁﬁgﬂﬁfﬁ'wﬁ‘lFéﬂfEffi' e LF RIS A 2 | SR T8
RI3~4ff F] -
B7% 5 A RIS eV T I UH D REIPAS -
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Fig. 1. Peach orchard after defoliation.

[ 2~ s s e

Fig. 2. Blooming peach, following
defoliation.

[ 3 BRI

Fig. 3. Fruit-setting of peach.

[ 4 % PR EHITLHY
Fig. 4. Blooming plum, following
defoliation.

5~ % # 3 1H
Fig. 5. Fruit-setting of plum.

A 6~ I % b A
Fig. 6. Pre-harvest plum fruit.
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Table 5. The harvestmg date and fruit charactesistf peach and plum after forcing culture.

@%w [T 15 PR B BTN % Bl BTN E

ultivar Harvesting date kg/plant g/fruit kg/plant g/fruit
1~ Peach
ﬁ%«ﬁ“ Engo 3E] 21 Mar. 2. 60.50 80..30 247.00 78.50
PYEHT April 2 5] 18}'! Feb. 18 18.50 42.50 132.60 45.70
-+ E[HT June 3|8 Mar. 8 5.40 75.60 172.40 86.90
?T‘fﬁﬁ‘fﬁiﬁ?‘ Red 2%| 15f! Feb. 15 4.50 38.70 48.50 37.60
= F|f*March  2*] 18F! Feb. 18 5.18 39.40 53.10 40.60
PYEI April — — — 43.20 58.40
= [T May 2F| 27! Feb. 27 3.89 54.80 74.10 37.80
% Plum
1J#% Sa-lain 15/ 5! Jan.5. 5.70 4.25 34.20 10.20
IS 1-lan 15191 Jan. 19 13.20 7.56 85.50 15.80
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FORCING CULTURE OF PEACH AND PLUM

Wan-Jean Liaw
Taichung District Agricultural Improvement Station

ABSTRACT

In Taiwan, peach and plum are usually harvestechfApril to May. This report deals with a
forcing culture method to advance the harvestinggoe3 to 4 months earier than usual. It is
suggested that the flower budding of peach and phenregulated to let them have an early

development and then followed by a defoliage treatm This would result in their fruiting in
February.



