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TREES IN DAQIAOTOU MANGO PLANTATION, JINGGU
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Abstract In order to rejuvenate aged mango trees with low output and nearly obsoletation, an
experiment was carried out in Daqiaotou mango plantation, Jinggu County, which could provided
some scientific data for rejuvenating thousands of aged Mango trees in Jinggu County.

Since the fruits of aged mango trees were collected, four kinds of experiment modes, namely
strongly rejuvenating, lightly rejuvenating, rejuvenating one every two rows of aged mango trees
and lightly pruning, were carried out in the aged mango plantation with a area of 10 hm? totally
including 2064 aged mango trees. An adjunt to the above experiments, some agricultural
technological measures, such as preventing diseases and eliminating pests, changing slope—land in-
to tableland, increasing fertilizer, etc., were taken. After aged mango plantation rejuvenation in
1991, 1110 of 2064 mango trees recovered to live, and their output reached up to 44 360 kg in
1993, which is 10 times of that in 1991 and 21.65 times of average output of three years of 1989,
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1990 and 1991. The experimental results indicated that all ofthese four rejuvenation modes were
valuable to increase the output of the aged mango trees, and their effects were ranked as follows;
lightly rejuvenating > rejuvenating one of every two rows of aged mango trees > lightly pruning.
After grafting for two years, the mango trees strongly rejuvenated started to set fruits.

Key words Mangifera indica(Mango), Rejuvenation, Plantation.

ABAERGRERKATRMN 1 AEERE, 1966 £/, ETREMAZEE, FEEHR 10.67
hm?, FEBESRAMEEL 10 hm? (148 Bi), i 2064 #k. W& 10m AL, #H#Z240cm £H, HEE
FREETRIK 48 875 kg (1979), BMLIFE~REHE TR, F 1989 £LF 200kg, BRLBFH, 1990 FA{X
P2 1447 kg TEXAE | MEFEAE LERGCE TR, KFLEREMEZMAGRERTEMNRIMER
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3.26 mg / 100g, #HABE 0.52~0.57 mg / 100g,
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REBTH, 1985). BB AHLERENMKMTIAR, BREERMNET D, BANKBLBEEAF,
KA AT LR E Fk g MR IR B ER,

B i ig it

BEFRETNASHKEN 1 /2 EREREFINBESY, A1/ 2/EREES.

BEEH (SmEH: EREBEFHRE, EWEPEHERSBELLER LHHE, kDRI
ES5mEA, LIEFRZAERNRERESFRER L. K 255 #k,



134 M=%, RO SREREEHSGERN B 107
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A,

WATESH W 117, BT 147, BEEST~RTHERNNTRES, LDEsscERT A Mtk
o MEITHKRMLIR B, k420 4%, Hd 200 HABMBEER.
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hhE, MR E T TR, HEESEK, SIER/DBATE, ™EAISSME, ME"&. LY
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FUERE, HPHHEE 10 om LLLE, SEWGERAR G A ECHEE 7~ 108, BZEBEMNFEH 3~5
BefE B TS, BT 8 Brak s I B R MR, WIZRE £ FRp, eoh, BT Ex am
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BEAMBAELKRE HERERHHEHTARBEGYEBIHRE, R THEABURFHEK,
TG E Y K. BT EF M ARTERE 783.5£109.2 cm, BEEFHAE 68441903 cm, BREEIH
1% 643.9% 105.1 cm,

BEFFANERRAE TARREHRTSAMFEERINTER | MHEHnELEHE, 28
210~270 cm, &R 210~250cm, THME 2.5~4.5cm; R 1 EFEFEE, BL | £ERFATERBER
w, ZBAHEMER 150~200cm, FE 130~180cm, FHMH 2.5~4.0 cm.
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" Table | Output comparation of different rejuvensting measures(1993)

REHR i B(hm?) 7374 PR (kg) kg / hm? = (kg)

REEH 1.23 255 12052 9798.37 473

F& 17 T 2.00 210 13648 6824.00 65.0

L2337 3.0 3.09 645 18557 6005.50 28.8

=y it 6.32 1110 44257 7002.69 39.9
EHMENR

BFMAETERANLZESE, EWRERRTUARKECBEL DT, SHEEHEASNEARENE
B, ERXHE- AN ERNEREEFREHBANESRE -, PEME, HEFXKENERETSHE
Mo 1992 45 & (8121 kg) 5 1991 £/ R (44420.5 kg) b, 37 83.71%., 1993 F£=& (44360
kg) 5 1991 4" G AHLL, ™ 881.3%, HKIERT M 10.03 %, ABGERT 3 £ FHETREM 21.65
%, BT AR

1993 4 B A: R4, AR 100 5 kg £4. XA REMETRNE £ 8L
HRT 0.63%, FPREAIN 4.44%, 1994 FELRERAN/NME, GTHEF=EE 30 5 kg B4, K™
R 13244 kg, HEBLTHM 4.41%, FRSERERLGTR/R2ZEA 17, TRARLEREESLE
RS AEEMRAL,

1 1994 R FRARER SRS, BEEFHFHENTEE 301025 kg, FeEE~MH 22.73%, &
B8 1993 48 (P 0.23%) A 7 RMEENRE. K9P, REENKAEREHK™ 1.35 ks, FREER
B 10%; B EEHK™ 4.39 kg, B 64.8 kg, HRMEBIT 50%. RELREH, BEELH
ETEF) SCELAHBRAHETR, Lat. EHRREHRFPUKEMNERRE 2 84%5, &
B MARLEBOHBTH, SXNWREBEETHEERLTEMRX, STFEAaK, AL A%k,

REFRE: SBANETFEE, REAMRLRER 2EXZ0E THRANES, SM8HFN—. Z4&E
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Table 2 Observation of regularity of fruit growth in Dagiaotou mango plantation.

= g # 2 F E
5% : 5% s
BRE o Z{Zﬁ?ﬁ BHEE g %) A
() RHE(g) €] RE@)
1 > 180 26 206.0 1 > 500 17 615.6
2 150~ 180 62 174.8 2 400~ 500 73 420.1
3 120~ 150 12 125.8 3 300~ 400 70 360.0
&it 100 177.1 it 100 448.1

* 1993.7.21 BEYLRAE

REIMBRETAHETE - RE. 200, £ LARBARL D, TEMBHEHEHHARL 25%,
KLV AA —SRs s, B3 nssm i E 34,
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