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Table 1 Investigation and analysis on relevant factors of rough fruit formation
A F ML SR /A St i a1/ %
Relevant factors Rough fruit Proportion
A B AR (B LR @D Protective forest in south 2 20
B TR Ak (FEALEFE) No protective forest in south 8 80
4 5 A i Canopy lumen 438 57
W &AM Canopyexocoel 330 43
% 8¢ Short branch 753 98
K H 4 Long branch 15 2
WL TZ Top canopy 484 63
T /2 Lower canopy 284 37
52K Big fruit 745 97
B2/ Small fruit 23 3
448 All inflorescence 768 100
FEJF 843 4E All inflorescence 0 0
¥ 4% 1 Injured branches 361 47
B4 A %5 Unhurt branches 407 53
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Fig. 1 Ton content of Korla fragrant pear in rough fruit,normal fruit and adjacent leaves

The different lowercase letters mean significant difference at 0. 05 level
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Analysis on Relevant Factors of Rough
Fruit Formation in Korla Fragrant Pear

Kahar' ,MUHTAR Zari’ ,LIU Ling'
(1. Xinjiang Agricultural Vocational Technical College,Changji, Xinjiang 831100; 2. Institute
of Economic Forest Research,Xinjiang Forestry Academy, Urumgqi, Xinjiang 830063)

Abstract: In order to research the relevant factors and correlation of rough fruit formation on pears, taking Kor-

la fragrant pear as materials,some relevant factors of rough fruit formation were surveyed such as some envi-

ronmental factors and tree canopy factors,ion content of rough fruit and normal fruit were compared and rele-

vant impact factors of rough fruit formation were explored. The results showed that through the investigations

of rough fruit there were an equal on rough fruit percentage among canopy lumen,canopy exocoel injured bran-

ches and unhurt branches,and the rough fruit percentage of short branch, big fruit,all inflorescence was higher

than 95%. There was no significant difference on the content of K™, Mg®’" and Na® in rough pear adjacent

leaves compared with normal pear adjacent leaves,Fe?" and Ca’' in rough pear adjacent leaves was significantly

lower than normal pear adjacent leaves,Zn®" in rough pear adjacent leaves was significantly higher than normal
pear adjacent leaves. There was no significant difference on the content of K™ ,Mg®" ,Ca?" and Zn*' in rough

pears compared with normal pears,Na’ in rough pear was significantly lower than normal pear,Fe’" in calyx

part of rough pear was no significant difference compared with normal pear,but Fe*™ in rough pear was signifi-

cantly lower than normal pear.
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