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Table 1 The basic situation of sample plots
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Table 2 Analysis on compatibility with different interstocks

i WEHHN BRSNS KWBLRECR/ % MWRRWE/L AR/
Interstocks Number Cracked rind and fracture Swelling proportion Smaller proportion Lodging
KM23 100 0 3 0 0
SH6 100 30 41 0 30
GM256 100 5 4 6 0
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Table 3 Analysis on incidence index

with different interstocks

il A T 2 R L HL B 97 15 B
Interstocks Number Incidence index
KM23 100 0
SH6 100 0.0175
GM256 100 0
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Table 4 The affection of the growth vigors

to apple trees with different interstocks
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" TS Tree Canopy Canopy
Interstocks
Number height Diameter  Diameter
(E-W) (S-N)
KM23 10 2.23 40. 56 50. 23
SH6 10 2.02 52.35 65. 36
GM256 10 1. 89 63.11 78. 60
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Table 5 The affection of the number branch and proportiona with different interstocks

. ) KL L/ % JRL &/ % AL/ % KB i b/ % RER /%
il A £ bR EL/ R .
Developmental Long branch Middle branch Short branch Lateral branch
Interstocks Number
branch proportion proportion proportion proportion proportion

KM23 10 34.78 17. 39 13.04 8.70 26.09

SH6 10 38. 89 11. 11 11. 11 11. 11 27.78

GM256 10 26.92 15. 38 7.69 3.85 46. 15
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Table 6 The affection of the lerves number.area .SLW with different interstocks

B LW ik H R BT AL em? TR EB em? H I/ (mgeom?)
Interstocks Number Lerves number Total leal area Single leaf area SLW
KM23 10 2 751 76 129.17 27.68 1.91
SH6 10 2 363 74 567.76 32.42 1. 86
GM256 10 4 386 105 777.00 24.15 1.82
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Comparison of Three Kinds of Dwarf Interstock Fuji
Apple Saplings in Terms of Cultivation Adaptability
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Abstract: In order to understand the three kinds of dwarf interstocks in Akesu area of Xinjiang.the apple dwarf

interstock most suitable for this region was selected. The grafting affinity, adaptability, stress resistance and

growth characteristics of GM256 ,SH6 and KM23 dwarf interstocks from October 20,2014 to October 29 were

studied and analyzed. The results showed that GM256 had the best performance in adaptability. stress resist-

ance and growth,but SH6 and KM23 had poor performance. Especially, SH6 had a serious problem in the size

of foot and rough skin disease. Compared with Sh6 and KM23,GM 256 was the most suitable to be the Fuji ap-

ple dwarf interstock in Akesu area of Xinjiang.
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