[3-41] H24 RERF T FERA DA R G

TR IPIRREDOMHELS O AEE S INEICEH 2 5 EE

Influence of soil moisture condition to the growth and yield of plum tree
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2.1 RBREISDBME I B KSEHIE BN S 58 20 E0ME (W L) 28I
FehE R A I L7-. BT () 5%) 37 Ky (R 50%) D2\ REFERLER
T, WEMEL (EEEEESE) ICoEIN5. BRI 30~0%0#FEICH Y, £KiE
(EE 0~20cm) DOFEARREDS 107%em/s, FJE (FE 20~40cm) 73 107cm/s & PEARPED Lo
+HETHD. Fim, BEERDKSE (pF2.0~3.0) 1358 L b 10%511% & HBA R A ME
DEWEETH D, [BRGFMEITFEEYRBAKE 1,827mm, F YRR 15.8CTH D.

2.2 BBAE 6 ADOHEM (A~F) 2REL 2010 4F 3 A DRI EBREZBA L7z, &
B REM L 2 5 EZELBEOHM (201047 H 1 B~12 A 30 A) &, BEMEALEFIC
BELZRNES 3ROHFM (D~F) o LEwRZ2 RO =— L THE L7-HABKX (84m?)
(LLF, T=nFKX)) &, o 3 ROMRE (A~C) ZxtgIcEEm % #HE L2 nwiliX
(84m2) (LAF., MFE~AFK])) 2RIT7-. E=2— LB OHEMEIC LD HHKSREEDH
EEPFHARD - OICHERBRX O 5, 15, 25, 35, 45cm OPE S 2 TDR K EH 2% & L.
EHIT, LEOWBAEAEERKT HETO 2010 4F 3~6 H &, HELB%E O 2011 4 3~6
Az, 6 ROURABORIES, MFELK WNE, BESEZHET DL L EBIC, BERFRSET
% 2010410 A 20 H22 689 2 » A, maBRRKOEER LA L.

SHERRUER b =— LT L 5HEHIMN (2001047 H 1 H~12 A 31 H) OWRRXIZ
BIFHEE 0~50cm OYXTHIKSE (KEEKEX) % Fig. 1LILRT. EALTFRO
TR BRI L 5T 10~40% O TR E S ERAER D IEL TW5. —F, < /LT
XD KA BITHKI 25~35% & ZEDS/NE W DD, BENIFICE T 0 BRS8N 7L 5
n, BE=— AN ORKBADHERTE D, BREEOEAR T~9 A OB TIE,
e~ L F KO RS IIRERBIC~ L F R I D KRE VR, HEEET RS 7 BU Bk 2 &
FHEv LT RO HEASDHTRNEL o TWAS, AIFEINV/NEL 2% 10 A LIREIT M5
KO EBKSITEIEFEEBEOMEA A R Sz, HEREOKE (Fig.2) LV, v~ LFROWE
TN T KLY B RAHEANR L. —F, 2011 0BG, #EER, B I UUWN
& (Tablel) 1%, HENREP o< LFK (D~F) OFBIEYLFTX (A~C) LKz
<TeBMEMMB LN, UPOTHENTELDERN/EON. L L, HEBABEANICIHE
L7z 2010 O D~F OBIEE L FEERIT & bICHEM A~C LV K& L, fiiko
BN =— B OEBIC LD b DNE ) AT 5 LN TERhoTz.
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Fig.1 Soil moisture content during covering soil surface (2010.7.1—12.31)
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Fig.2 Defoliation rate (2010)
Table 1 Flowering, fruiting and yield

Flowers Fruiting Fruiting Weight Yield Sugar
Year Treatment Tree
(number /tree) (number/tree)  rate (%) (g/piece) (kg/tree) (%)
A~C 3,683 1,142 31.0 18.9+0.7
2010  Not mulching 19.3+4.2
D~F 5,797 2,381 41.1 18.6+0.8
Not mulching A~C 7,951 2,796 35.2 18.4+4.6 19.4%+1.1 7.04
2011
Mulching D~F 9,817 4,637 47.2 16.1%£2.3 23.2%£34 7.03
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