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Application of Flubenzamide and Paclobutrazol in Chemical Pruning of the Hedgerow Plant Photinia X fraseri Dress
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Abstract
Photinia X fraseri Dress ,and explore the best dwarfing methods. [ Mothod ] PhotiniaXfraseri Dress was treated with different concentrations of flu-

[ Objective ] The aim was to study the effects of flubenzamide and paclobutrazol on growth and development of the hedgerow plant

orobenzamide and a combination of fluorobenzamide and paclobutrazol by spraying their leaves. [ Result | The results showed that 25% fluor-
benzamide 500 times solution + 400 mg/L paclobutrazol has the best effect on inhibiting the growth of Photinia X fraseri Dress ,followed by 25%
fluorbenzamide 750 times + 400 mg/L paclobutrazol. The difference between the two treatments is not significant. Except for spraying with 25%
sulfametamine 150 times solution and 300 times solution immediately after trimming, the treatments of the other groups are significantly different
from the control,,and they have a certain inhibitory effect on Photinia X fraseri Dress. [ Conclusion ] Combining the inhibitory effect,the duration
of the medicament and the cost of the medication, the 25% flubetamine 500 times solution + 400 mg/L paclobutrazol compound medicament

was sprayed on the leaf surface 5 days after the hedgerow was trimmed to have the best inhibitory effect on the Photinia X fraseri Dress.
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Table 1 Type and concentration of test agent

fbg 2A50) A TR 3 Jti2 77 =
Pharmacy and Method of

Treatment . L.
concentration application

A 25% 515k 150 £57) 1B R B 5%

A, 25%J 15 i 300

A, 25% A5 e 500 A5

A, 25% 585 iz 500 f5+400 mg/ L Z255(mk

A 25% 515 e 750 F5T

Ag 25% 58,45 750 F5+400 mg/L Z50mk

B, 25% Ji T e 150 A5 BI5 5 d 5w

B, 25% %715 & 300 £

B, 25% 5,715 e 500 f57

B, 25% 95,45l 500 F53+400 mg/L L5k

B, 25% 15z 750 A5

B 25% 581 e 750 f5i+400 mg/L L2550
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Table 2 Inhibition rate of each group treatment on Photinia x fraseri

Dress on June 26

Qb B R ElEES
Treatment New shoot growth//cm Inhibition rate//%
A, 12.30 g 0a

A, 10. 90 ef 8.40 ab
A 9.63 edf 19. 08 be
Ay 7.36 ¢ 38.15 fg
As 9.26 edf 22. 18 bede
A 7.50 ¢ 36.97 efg
B, 8.91 cdf 25.13 cdef
B, 9.47 edf 20.42 bed
B, 7.68 cd 35. 46 defg
B, 4.24 a 64.37 i

Bs 6.21b 47.82 gh
Bg 5.05a 57.56 hi
CK 11.90 fg 0a

RSN R NG Rk R 22 57 3 (P<0. 05)
Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
difference (P<0.05)
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Table 3 Inhibition rate of each group treatment on Photinia X fraseri

Dress on July 24

JbE B K NS
Treatment New shoot growth//cm Inhibition rate//%
A, 31.86 f 0a

A, 30.29 f 0a

Ay 24.07 e 27.06 b
A, 12.96 ab 60.73 fg
Ay 19.92d 39.64 ¢
Ag 14. 11 be 36.97 ef
B, 25.80 e 21.82 b
B, 19.20 cd 41.82 cd
B, 18.65 cd 43.48 cd
B, 9.87 a 70.09 ¢
Bs 16.32 ¢ 50.55 de
By 11.17 ab 66. 15 fg
CK 33.00 f 0a

T : PR RNG FRERR 22 53 .35 (P<0.05)
Note; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
difference ( P<0.05)
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