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Table 1 Growth and development conditions of different treatments of cut rose
18 B ] 28 i I 2 e I A F R AL AT/ A -A
' ' ' WFFNIERE/d )
b 3 &/ A-H [&/H-H [&/H-H KA /d Flower
Days of flower
Treatments Pruning Budding Full bud Days of bud production
bud to bud
time time time to pick flowers period
B A& BT High pruning 03-18 04-01 04-08 14~21 21~28 05-14
H & 57 Heavy pruning 03-18 03-27 04-08 16~23 14~21 05-19
x 2 FTELEEKRMER
Table 2 Plant characters of different treatments
Wedr/em BT RO L/ mm TR
b TERE /B o %5
Plant Leaf Bud Stem Weight of
Treatments Flowers Grade
height number number diameter flower branch
B A8 High pruning 82.844.93 22.040.6 2.3+0.2 2.1+0.1 7.6740. 36 48.645.1 A
H & T7 Heavy pruning 77.5+3.63 19.040.7 3.2+0.5 1.94+0.2 6.66+0.29 42.2+3.8 A
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Table 3 Quality characters of different treatments of cut rose

AEHHL/ mm AEA AR /mm AEH AL/ mm FERK/em AT /g

fib 3 ) o _ M/ R
Pedicel The transverse The longitudinal Pedicel Flower
Treatments Petals
thick diameter of flowers diameter of flowers length weight
A& B High runing 4.80%0. 31 23.98+1.78 38.30=%1.31 8.340.53 9.64+0.74 23+0. 64
& 57 Heavy runing 5.0640.16 27.77+1.23 39.70+0.67 8.8+0.52 11.0040. 40 28+0. 66
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Table 4 Effects of different treatments

on the yield of cut rose

oo VA R
" (7 i +hm?) Yield
Varieties
Yield increase
B AT High pruning 20. 86 11.13
H 1587 Heavy pruning 18. 77
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Effect of High Branch Pruning on the Yield and
Growth of the Cut Rose Variety Hongchun

ZHANG Jun-yun', DONG Chu-fu’, ZHANG Zhong', YANG Shi-xian', WANG Wen-zhi',

ZHANG Jian-kang', HU Ying’

(1. Yuxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Yuxi, Yunnan 653100;2. Tonghai Jinhai Agricul-

tural Science and Technology Development Limited Company, Tonghai, Yunnan 652701)

Abstract: In order to satisfy the needs of different florescence of cut rose, the new variety Hongchun of cut rose

was selected as the test material.and the growth characteristics and yield were studied by the method of high

branch pruning. The results showed that the high pruning bud,growth,germination of 2. 3 axillary buds, flow-

ers formed 2. 1 branches,flower quality,early {lowering and 5 d production increased 11. 13%. The experiment

was carried out to adjust the flowering period and improve the yield and quality of cut flowers.
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