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Fig 1. Schematic drawing of flower buds distribution on new shoots
produced after pruning in ‘Diwang Ba’ guava.

~

Ji

i 3 pFEp 4+ 4 5 i ¥ (cropping cycle)z

% T ;"“Ja‘%‘lu:\;\zIl%l'bﬁ;»(A#éﬂﬁP 2 Pleb g - BREH
BIFT-CHEFEP BRI FHE -DEEY: I ) F 50%1‘1 ;
#‘H’J AT R (B 2-A)TE S HBRE AL E A RS R BT
50%r } PF R & 5tk ~ BT E B iE 2.50m % & 50% 0 b B R A L m
BREBEN F R R 2 5 20%0 F ARERITE Tk 5 EHRE N BT AR 12
FTRAE- 0 RATIFETE P #ZE 0 GRS BRI EE D B,
ﬁ%l&g’i_} ;i:?ybpa_,\ﬂ A,\I,LH_LQP%%LO

A, F T E) B. B i . i LR

B2 FFEEHRETEEARHIBRETHC)FEXID)E5H Ee B2
7 ¥ £~ (cropping cycle) -

Fig 2. Different stages of cropping cycle (A)sprouting ,(B)anthesis ,(C) fruit
setting, and (D) fruit growth after trees were pruned in in ‘Diwang Ba’
guava.
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Fig 3. The records of average daily temperature during the experimental
period (2008/01/19-2009/07/25).
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Fig 4. The records of monthly rainfall depth during the experimental period
(2008/01/19-2009/07/25).
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Fig 5. Effect of time for pruning on flowering rate of new shoots in ‘Diwang
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Fig 6. Effects of time for pruning on floral bud position of new shoots in
‘Diwang Ba’ guava.
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Table 1. Effect of time for pruning on the duration required for a cropping
cycle in ‘Diwang Ba’ guava.
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Pruning Time Investigating Date Duration(day) Accumulation Duration(days)

Feb.5 AY 3/20 44 44
B* 4/28 39 83

c’ 5/23 25 108

D* 7125 63 171

Apr.7 A 5/15 38 38
B 6/6 22 60

C 7/1 25 85

D 9/9 71 156

May.31 A 6/27 32 32
B 8/1 31 63

C 8/21 20 83

D 11/20 91 174

Aug.5 A 9/9 35 35
B 9/30 21 56

C 12/16 77 133

D 2125 71 204

Oct.7 A 11/3 27 27
B 12/3 30 57

C 1/20 48 105

D 4/24 94 199

Dec.3 A (2/10) 69 69
B (3/19) 37 106

C (4/9) 21 127

D (6/22) 75 202

W, XY,

means different stages of cropping cycle which were (A)sprouting ,(B)anthesis ,(C)
fruit setting, and (D) fruit growth, respectively.
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Table 2. Effects of time for pruning on fruit quality in ‘Diwang Ba’ guava.

. . Flesh . . Ascobic
Pruning Harvest ~ Weight TSS TAC Thickness Edible part Firmness acid content

Date Date g °Brix % mm 9% Kglem? mg/L
Feb.5 Jul. 25 43537 10c 042b 1952a 419a 12b 101 e

Apr.7 Sep. 9 366b 97cd 033d 1695b 394ab 13.7ab 109 de
May.31 Nov.20 276d 12b 0.36cd 1638b 423a 147a 153 b
Aug. 5 Feb.25 389ab 13a 0.6la 17.75ab 399ab 138ab 21la
Oct. 7 Apr.24  308cd 12a 041bc 1645b 415a 118D 143 be

Dec. 3 Jun.22  351bc 95d 035d 1583b 36.6b 11.8b 128 cd
LSDy o5 53.3 0.8 0.05 2.45 4.86 2.25 26.7
“Means followed by different letters within the some column are significantly different at
p=5% by LSD test.
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