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3 6.52 8.52 9.30 9. 31 11.75 10. 67 5.25 8. 760
4 3.87 14.75 14. 12 9.12 4.50 5.75 8. 685
1 5.35 5.80 8.32 9.18 6. 00 4.20 6.475
2 7.00 8.02 8.25 7.52 5.37 7.232
3 2.63 5.25 8.70 8.57 10. 4 8.00 6.50 4.25 6.788
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cm cm cm cm cm cm
2 4 1997 15 1 11 10 0 12 3 2 0. 67
1998 14 1 16 1 15 2 2 1. 00
3 4 1997 13 1 15 2 12 1 12 13 3 4 1.33
1998 19 1 15 2 15 2 14 14 3 3 1. 00
4 4 1997 14 1 11 1 12 1 12 3 3 1. 00
1998 16 2 15 14 1 13 15 4 6 1.50
5 4 1997 16 2 13 2 14 1 14 3 5 1.67
1998 15 2 12 3 15 1 13 17 2 14 5 10 2.00
6 4 1997 16 2 13 2 15 2 4 2.00
1998 20 1 16 2 18 2 3 1.50
P 4 1997 15 2 13 2 13 1 14 3 5 1.67
1998 16 2 17 1 18 3 15 11 1 15 5 9 1. 80
9 4 1997 13 2 10 1 15 2 13 3 5 1.67
1998 14 1 12 0 20 2 22 17 4 6 1.50
12 4 1997 11 2 11 1 12 1 15 15 2 13 5 6 1.20
1998 14 1 16 1 11 0 13 14 1 14 5 5 1. 00
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a - T —/— —/— ¢m
cm cm cm cm cm cm
5 1997 16 1 15 0 19 1 24 0 25 1 20 5 3 0. 60
1998 17 2 11 0 20 1 22 1 16 0 17 5 4 0. 80
3 1997 9 1 13 1 15 1 12 3 3 1. 00
1998 15 1 14 1 14 2 2 1. 00
4 1997 29 0 24 1 15 1 13 1 12 1 12 18 6 5 0.83
1998 16 1 14 1 13 1 14 0 14 4 3 0.75
5 1997 15 2 17 1 16 2 3 1.50
1998 14 2 16 1 15 1 19 0 16 4 4 1. 00
6 1997 17 2 20 2 17 0 18 2 17 1 18 5 7 1.40
8 1998 15 1 28 1 15 1 19 1 19 4 4 1. 00
9 1997 15 2 28 1 12 1 18 1 16 4 5 1.25
1998 30 1 24 1 15 1 19 1 20 1 21 5 5 1. 00
10 1997 15 2 28 1 12 1 18 1 16 4 5 1.25
1998 11 1 20 1 23 1 15 1 14 1 13 16 6 6 1. 00
2 1997 12 1 13 1 27 0 17 3 2 0. 67
1998 15 1 14 0 11 0 18 0 16 1 15 5 2 0. 40
4 1997 18 0 20 1 21 0 19 1 11 0 11 17 6 2 0.33
5 1998 13 1 15 2 14 1 13 1 14 4 5 1.25
6 1997 33 0 32 0 16 1 18 1 19 1 24 5 3 0. 60
1998 19 3 17 1 16 0 15 2 17 4 6 1.50
8 1997 17 0 19 0 15 0 14 1 16 4 1 0.25
1998 18 2 14 1 18 1 15 1 16 4 5 1.25
9 1997 15 1 20 1 19 1 13 0 17 4 3 0.75
1998 15 2 13 1 22 0 17 3 3 1. 00
1 1997 19 0 22 1 19 0 20 1 18 1 20 5 3 0. 60
1998 17 1 24 0 16 2 16 0 18 4 3 0.75
2 1997 11 1 13 0 16 0 13 3 1 0.30
1998 13 0 12 1 15 0 13 3 1 0.30
3 1997 21 2 20 2 19 0 18 0 20 4 4 1.00
1998 17 1 19 1 16 0 22 0 19 4 2 0.50
4 1997 12 1 13 0 4 0 10 3 1 0.30
1998 17 1 20 0 19 2 13 0 17 4 3 0.75
4 1997 20 0 23 1 22 2 1 0.50
1998 15 1 12 0 13 2 1 0.50
5 1997 16 2 14 2 14 0 19 2 10 0 15 5 6 1.20
1998 15 1 14 2 13 0 14 3 3 1. 00
6 1997 18 1 15 0 17 2 1 0.50
1998 16 2 14 2 13 0 19 1 10 1 14 5 6 1.20
p 1997 23 1 20 1 22 2 2 1.00
1998 18 1 20 2 19 1 23 13 19 5 4 0. 80
12 1997 18 1 20 2 19 1 32 0 13 22 5 4 0. 80
1998 16 1 15 0 17 1 19 0 17 4 2 0.50
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Research on the Pruning Intensity of Jinsi Jujube in Leling Area

ZHAO Ming+an, DENG M ing—quan
(Research Institute of Forestry, CAF Beijing 100091,C hina)

Abstract: A experiment was conducted on pruning intensity of 60-year-old jinsi jujube
(Ziziphus juy uba) from 1996 to 1999 in the jujube-crop interplanted area of Leling County of
Shandong Province. The results of the experiment showed that pruning is a most important
measure which can revive the old jujube and raise the yield. And the pruning intensity should
not be heavy. Taking the fruit branches as example, the branches with 4 buds had the highest
fruit yield compared with the branches with two buds, eight buds and no pruning. T he
suitable pruning intensity can increase the leaf area and content of chlorophyll by 20% and
13.36% respectively, and decrease the number of branch cannot bear fruit by 34% .
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