2 R R kA F 2012(5):88~90
Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

HZ EH#

2275 3 5 BRI BC B A

KRRk
(BRITHRLAZR XRAITIT, B RIT 4k 152204)

B ATMRA LB BHEF 3 TRALERRERR TGP AREEWLESF 3T FRALEREF K LA
FAATHALFEABMLEE I T RAARERDME ALY BT P 3 T HMLF 3 5 HAERR
EERAMEALTERREL S VREBEHMAESFT RGBS B RR T B E RS RS
WATHRSFRERG I M, AMBETSERELSE 3 T HMARHMELM BRE WA BREF X

E R ST,
KBRS F 3T B RE RS KA
HE 525 :S662. 3 SCERARIRED A

2328 3 5 R B e VLA RML B 2 B 3 B 58 e
1983 A B LAY ZEF S A SRR VB 7 P g,
RIS I X Iy e 2 . B RO R
KW =4, HET. BIRILA CAkHE 10 000 hm?
LA P2 RN AZ 35 . (B2, TR SRR
ERIE R A B BUE A Rk 3 S
1A~ i Ao AR A R4 T AR A 452 3 Y 5 A ) el T ) 452
KA 22 86 A (1 el 20 B2 5 25 A Bl BT TE 452 49 B 1) i ol
W22, LK 2L () BE A T R TC e &
Bt 0 A S es Jr ik # AR . HE
HIl . 1 JC F X 22 28 3 5 0 B X 7 T B 4 A
iE"

1 222 3 AT Jofz by b 85 R0 DLx) b

R 1988 4F, & M —AF i) 4% 4= 3 SR
JUT3 Bk AH 7 5 22 ST 0 A B bR ik
5 kg LB MR RMAZWILILE .

1.1 1990~1995 FHEMBRIETAE

MR EETT V8 & w3 P AE 1988 4 [H]
A i el #02 () B A — A~ (PR 22 B dk £ ) 3K
22 3 520, Hoh AP EAHEE 100 m 4
A X PP R B AR H KA Ak

I Fs B #9:2012-03-06

ESMB: BRI ARZ "+ — 17 B % ¢ 5 )3
H (GBO6B112-2) 5 [/ 5 28 25 47 Mk (A4l ) BE BIF % 3 B B 150
H (201007058)

EHE BT RIRAR (1954, 5, BRIV AT 22 BN, 24+, Fl
TR, N HUIET FRAR B AR F A58, E-mail.

wuzhenlin1954@163. com,

88

XEHS:1002-2767(2012)05-0088-03

VEAFARATAN . 100 o AR S 2225 3 5 Fh . 5 — 7
AHEE 1.5 km 9 —A> AR AN KLk
B AIRA 5% ~ 1096 A 2% B £ & b R RS A /)N
T, MRS 3 AF TR e SR 22 e 45
RRZ PR EHREFEISER S kg2, MKMW
PR TCIR A W 25 3 5 Sl A 1) 20 AR DL 21 41
MG 3 a, BT IFBA R IBCA 2500 #h Foft i, )52k
ANEER PN EADRZE AR T ILAE, 55— A 45 5
g s
1.2 2006~2009 EHEZUTEE

AL TR b X F kT e 5 km 24,
Y o o N S s N P S e o N NI 1)
FEAE M B AR L B PR A5 X G 3 /N X, 7E 3
o — AR A 300 BRASG M4 35 . BT HD
ST TR NG, 58 A #2006 4R
MR 3 as TR, 2007 ~2009 4F 9 2 A7 4K UL
ANELAR

K45 MLk = 48— I F R 48 =L ic BB R A oK
ZENEMCEEAMEARANRBL N ES 3 50
HAEZ5 S RE AR B, 76 A BT il 22 2 3 5 el R d
BRI BUE RS RS A E A, 4t b
R VE AR R L R A 22 2R 3 5 I A A T B B R B L T
W) 2 3 Bl 7 X JLF- 48 7
2 2% 3 A N 2B B AC B A5 R

X e

2007 ~2009 4, KH W 8 £ T 2% g B4R el 4%
e ELEE 1L S JERIR 7S ~ AR AR 2R (W3R D,



5 4 RHAHE I TEDREEAEHE 4Rk
1 ZF3SHEARLHEHRAE
Table 1 Survey of different percentage pollination tree of Suili No. 3
ke T W & il o Fic & 5 =X WA/m? XA/ kg LA KR ke AR 7=/ kg
Invesigated plum Allocation ratio Configuration Area Yield per plant of  Yield per plant of  Yield per plant of
garden 6-year-old trees 7-year-old trees 8-year-old trees
A 3 il 24000 15 20 4
B 10 i 12000 15 20 5
C 20 TE — Yty 12000 15 20 3
D 1 RBA 10000 2 3 0.5
E 1 BA 10000 5 10 0.5
F 3 RA 20000 10 15 2
G 40 T 4 47 10000 20 25 25
2.1 IEHMHERELLFXN~EHF I {7 Ik .

Z YR B A 1 AR (2008 4F) 45 [ 352 43 4
e B OR], H=  A% S.  ELBR A T R B K
M. e . fF9E G R, enBERNRZ,
200 mi& 10 A7, fE] 4 A7 02 Bk —JL B
Meds, i B4 3 7% 4 3 Sk A L
Mz, k7= 25 kg, SHAMEM F [E 20 4
11 B0 HA 300 8k 15 kg DE 428
BAULAE 1202240 R = B ik AR 3. 10 kg,

2.2 BHMWEEFXNFENZMN

MF 1 AT AL A~TF FEFE 2009 4F#k 7= 48 2008
AP IR S A, o0 FL R P R Ry 2009 4R AR AR
I 8 e 2 B o RO R R BN L L RN BB AR IE AR
Iy ABFE R b 25 2% 7 by, LR AN 183 I 25 A0 AR
A,

F 1 AB WA 22 A% A B L C e 7
R, EVE R I 100 m A7, EALA ALB R
BLFZ B AR I 30 2847 s Ak 6 5 A (4350 m
1O Ek BREAEMIGL, B LS gE X —
SEFZ A B AR R R B L B AR B 10 %0 A2 4, (R
BRI 3 A AN H 5] 8 2009 4R 4E 1% 15155 0
TR A R R R, RAETE ALB [ E
R IEXT A 10 000 m® (2= F 41 RL 4% A + LA
RN R Y I TR A T R e T sh Y
AT HEERAG R =B B . iR IE R
AR 0y 7 B R e 3 40 U BT AR IR T 42 3L

F 1R W C EEECE T 20% M EH
R COULE B2 B o TR 2 e iy Jb 238 1 i LA
FE 2009 AF 78 WG B B2 88 22, A8 K 30— pk 4 R
RE, NHESZ RTINS, R W], R 52 8 44
[ = S 2 T N I ¢ (3 K S /I VS
FEAIH A .

3 2% My el 52 0 v LA ) A

1990 4F , W JR VU T SR W) 75 11 3 A A 1) 7 47 2R
B 2RI PR A, B 2E 3 SR bR ™ 35 kg UL L.
WiEHE T, RS 2 a — R 2E, HaL
ST R B 200,

1990 48, W 22 S5 AR O A L P % e ki 0
1 hm® 28 3 5 — ~ AR AR RE AR A 7 2 bk
JPIR 5 kg AR B ER I8 15 kg oS AR AE R
SRR =8 30 kg DA L. R HLBIE 2004 .

2006 4F, % 5 BRI OF £ 7 Dy R R K 2
1 hm®, 4 2% 3 5 PUAE A B, F ¥ 0k ™ 25 kg,
2007~ 2009 4F , BHAFE B8R 7= #8735 kg DL |,
BB B B 2020 .

2008 4F AR Z IR KA 1 hm® , &4 3 5\
SRR SE I RR 35 kg, 2009 4F B4R Bk
WABTE 35 kg LA L. BB LA 2020,

IE AR 25 B L e R LV 22 AR R IR &
B 4 A e A E R R IR 4 MRS 3 S AR 1 MR
BrdAh . AU, 22 4R 3 S Rk Y D E A LA

89



I S oM

206 KA (B 4 BREFAR L BROAEL
L 3 IR R I Bt

2

PR A AT O i R 3 2 B R
BB SR LIRS A6 S R
28 15 T MROR T 28 e bk 2 (422 5 5 AT AR/
FAF . XA NS 3 S MR BCR AR
U HLIXIE B PESR SR AL T bl B2 L k2
15 I AROR 85 25 i B 78 SR L 9 5% L b v 25 3T
FETT A 2288 , 78 JR T A8 W IR T B DL A ML X
46 Fh g BUIE PR AR AT L AT DR Sy g2 3 S 4
Bt o 22 BE A 4 D5, T AR 2R g SR S
il L7 AR A R O Ak e 22 L T ARV
B PR /N2 7 B OR B (B AR AT LB il B B A B
B AT i 2 B ah MR
5 shieitie

A2 3 5 N L 25T I B B2 B S 75 U A &4
REEERARD o XTI 2R B b R it
TE AN SRR AR AP R AT 138 09 B2 8 B X2 o B
M bRk . HUCR RS2 3 SIANEIRL L2
BRSBTS/ R R A L AT LR IR — 2
KREBEBARB o T3 b o 2R B 3/ 25 Pl A7 B2 A3 B 1
T IR A M B RS o R R S TG B B R D
(9 ANAT o 2 31 A A6 3]t R AR 4 07y B 0 15 ) 22
WA B,

45 3 SRR T L, DL 20 26 B2 R R
HH . HAK AR RS %R 3 S AT AR
FEAE I ] DU 2 s, i SR R B L )
10 Y0 B o TE 5 A AF 03 5 B SR Al 0] LI 5 #2089 5 {2
T 38 ) 2% 1 A6 AR A8 Oy I, £ 975 25 0 45 B UK
R B, H R SR XUAL R B H) L X FE AN R 42 B 4%
k. FANEETERE 20 Vo B2 A N LA AP 4 bR 2%
ZE3 SRR 1 Rk R O B DL A BR AT IR
2 m>X4 m R X RRRAT B8R A 55 R 4 A 1Y
55 2 MR 35U 4 m T AN R AR IR 4 17 %%
F3SR 1R M T E RE LA EE
200 AREZ R B S AHAB O 56 2 1T 3 S
ik 8 m, XL KA A2 5 #5214

Z2F 3 SRR T A R LR AL LA
MaZs 5 pk 6B K2 15 ok Rk ZE.
L2 5 5 TR N TSR L
SE Wk
(1] ARG B, JE R R 3 2 [ ML I 2R 58 8l V0 3

T AL, 1985,

[2] el Kz, R = 410 d r A B M]. dbat. o

I Al AR AL 2001,

[3] 2w Fpual BT 2. 20 P R AR LM /7. T P A

AR AR 2003,

(4] ZH BREAEFERBEARLELI b ERER, 2002,

29(2):37-38.
(5] skerdt. Jebd Rzl R L. b AR 2007, 34 (1)
44-45.

Investigation on the Configuration of Pollination Tree of Suili No. 3

WU Zhen-lin

(Berries Research Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Suiling, Hei-

longjiang 152204)

Abstract: In order to solve the problem of no fruit or fruit rarely of Suili No. 3 in some places, based on differ-

ences between the results of a plum orchard survey of the local Suili No. 3 plum orchard, it found out some

problems on configuration of pollination tree in some Suili No. 3 plum orchards. The reasons were analyzed,

such as never producing fruit without pollination tree configuration,inadequate pollination tree configuration re-

sulting in low yield caused by cold temperatures during flowering stage,improper pollinated tree species led to

no fruit for many years. Meanwhile, the importance of rational pollination tree configuration, reasonable alloca-

tion ratio,configuration and appropriate pollinated varieties were pointed out.
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