LA R, J. Anhui Agric.Sci. 2019,47(22) :38-39,70

R 7 1 B0 4% B 3 PR S BB 4 I G Mk 0 0

1 ) 2 > )
% R BARE (1 r e ol R BB, TR XS 450045 ;2. Ml 24 £-2 B R 450002)

WE [B]FRREAEERESEAIRT H ARk Pra, [FE]ERET~14d 5 RS RAERE AR KEGET ARG L5
K EH A A 5.0 .60 .7.0 8.0#9.0cm, RERME , S ARRRKENMMABKRTIRERRERYWEZTRAKE R ETEREW
WAEWNH A, [SER]IERFKEAIOecm BRABHRBKAERK, LD 145 cm, YA KAEH S5 em HARKGHRBKERLE, Y
10.0 cm, B4R IR RGKELZFRE, BHFKEATOcm i RAGREEEF A2 g RETHEREABHEZTHS, H 20.5%,
[4it] FMABAN A EERBIZLME T, ESHTEAET TUARGREGIE R, I hmEEETRTERAYYEE,
REIR  FLBOR AT RARRE TERELH S F P
hESES  S663.1 TEARIRED A T
XEHE  0517-6611(2019)22-0038-02 'ﬁ 3
doi ;: 10.3969/].issn.0517-6611.2019.22.013

FERLRIE (SRR %) RINAD (OSID) ; (Bt

Effects of Inflorescence Length on the Commercial Properties of Shine Muscat Grape
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Abstract
cences were pruned for the different lengths (5,6,7,8 and 9 ¢cm).Then the size ,weight,and the soluble solid content of berry and the length of
clusters of Shine Muscat grape were analyzed.[ Result ] The length of grape cluster was 14.5 ¢cm when the length of inflorescence was pruned for
9 cm.The length of grape cluster was 10 ¢cm with 5 em inflorescence.The single berry height was the highest with 10.0 g when the inflorescence
length was pruned for 7 cm.The highest soluble solid content (SSC) was obtained with 7-8 c¢m,and SSC was 20.5%. [ Conclusion ] Under the
conditions of open field cultivation, proper inflorescence pruning can improve the appearance quality of the fruit,and increase the single grain

[ Objective ] To explore effects of inflorescence length on the commodity properties on Shine Muscat grape.[ Method ] The inflores-

weight and soluble solid content.
Key words

ISHj"ﬁﬂZIﬁ%%m( Vitis labruscana BaileyxV.vinifera L.) J&
B A E I 49 WFSE BT T 1988 4F 2 7 1M ik, o3 A e 2%
H21 SRR, T 2006 AEFRAG LB, 6 2009 4E5] A
TRE L PGB AR S R A B
W SRR IVRI R4 SRR T A 5 ATk
27% o ARNFRE Az SR 5 SRR B 7R , S TR
AR HER:  AE 2R AL, DU PSR | T AR A 4 [ 4% b & i
TR, 8 T BT R A R

2] 1 AE P R AN Wi 7, 385 76 4 1 (58 L Ok
RS IR B P ARG X A T AR B R, TT
DASE TR 553 B AF MR 1 OR B AE R A8, Bl F AR T ARV SR
PRIt A 7 i S8 AR FUR A S Y, 31 738 i A, DA
PAFRT PRSI, PGB 1 AR SRR A, SRR
KA il B S AT 4G 7 R AR 59, 32 i LR
(R ERF I AR A 5 AT 5 X mT B A A BRI i 57
SR EH R RATESR 5.6.7 8.9 em FUARHETHE
KAE Y (CK) (77 A T AR A 5 , RS2 R A SR S R
AN AR RTEY) & i RIS RIE P IR A 5 Ty O R
SEAR RSN , ST BIOCECR AT A
1 #R5FEZE
L1 RIaral  fERER 1T R 2 KM T v 2 EL 2
L 1 AR 3 AR AR BB A A o 12 BT P i 2
MR T EE AR B, RO RV BIZE BRBE 1 m, 1750
3 o TR0l 78 2 >R FH R R 4B SR By s A A O (BB
EE T

E555(1963—) %, ThHIAA, HEA LT NELE
B ITAE,
IFSHES 2019-08-01

Shine Muscat grape ; Inflorescence pruning; Cluster length ; Soluble solid content

£ LRING B IR E RS,

1.2 iKHE TS5 H LA BDREEWALNS 7~ 14 d, £ H
AR TFIE—BUH 30 A5k, B R 7848 5.6.7 8.9 em,
5 Kb EE AR TR RR . A B A D 60 AL, 345
I3 BITE RS bk

1.3 MEBmESEAZ

1301 SRR R R U R B B A RIS,
BEHLIEI 20 A~ LR R AR 78] SR A Ay 10T ity 1) ity 00
TSR S ME . SRS T R R R RE I
FERRASE b o RSO AL 3 AR, T R
FRER 60 R34 (1) B, TR P Y80, i s HL 8
A HRALEE 3 RE R, R /D RR 20 AL,

132 FAMEEIEY) . BELVEHC 12 B4 bk, FEpk AR 3
AN SRFEEA TR, AR AR b R 43 AR H 3 R
#i75 TR (PAL-1,ATAGO, H4) #47 AT ek 4]
TR RINE o

14 H\HEITS o 0 EdE R A SPSS 17.0 k{17
Gt 2B AT, AN IR A B i 1 22 S A AR R 1 =0 R A 22
Ji1k (P<0.05) 47 HLEL

2 ZERS554

21 FRAEFESKENBAANRETREIUNEY
e ASTRIAE A& B S BH G B 5 4 1) SR S A — a2
MsZmm (& 1) o MHECERN S AETF R ER 5~6 om, BEEU N,
SER SR AR SR E 8~9 em SRR ERE K,
S SR AR TR BEOR B T om I, S SEA UL 4K
I AR B v R A 35T, R IBAY, B 2 B R B



47 %22 4 IGhE

FRVAE RS BT R AT T BOR T 8 B e Mk 69 vl 39

B A LT B AR 0

5 cm 6 cm

7 cm 8 cm - - 9 cm

1 REEFEE-KEN AR E REI R0

Fig.1 Effects of inflorescence length for pruning on appearance quality of Shine Muscat grape
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Fig.2  Effects of inflorescence length for pruning on cluster

length of Shine Muscat grape
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Table 1 Effects of inflorescence length for pruning on soluble solid

content of Shine Muscat grape %

RREE 3N ERRE PEIE FARSE T
Average spike The mean The mean The mean A

length // cm upper part middle part lower part verage

5 19.5 19.5 19.7 19.6

6 19.9 20.2 20.8 20.3

7 20.6 20.3 20.7 20.5

8 20.7 20.6 20.3 20.5

9 20.0 19.8 19.8 19.9
CK 17.4 17.6 18.1 17.7

F2 AEEFEHKEMNBLHREE REEMANBH N
Table 2 Effects of inflorescence length for pruning on weight of berry

and cluster of Shine Muscat grape

IR HREE L T
Average spike Single cluster Single berry
length // cm weight /g weight /g
5 361.7£76.9 b 10.00+0.60 a
6 548.3+211.8 ab 9.17+0.30 b
7 560.0+90.4 ab 9.20+0.40 b
8 578.3+148.9 ab 9.30+0.40 b
9 766.7+164.3 a 8.40+0.40 ¢
CK 596.7+161.7 ab 7.90+0.30 ¢

T RSUAS R NG “F R Fm AN R B 6] 22 57 i 25 (P<0.05)
Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
differences between different spike lengths( P<0.05)
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