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Effects of Planting Density on Canopy Structure and Fruit Characters in Jujube Orchards

LUO Da,WU Zheng-bao™ ,XIE Ya-li
(Institute of Economic Forestry ,Xinjiang Academy of Forestry Science sUrumqi 830063, Xinjiang ,China)

Abstract:In order to explore the effects of planting density on canopy structure characteristics and fruit
characters in jujube orchards,10-year-old jujube orchards (Ziziphus jujuba cv.Junzao) with four planting
densities (A. 0.5 mX4.0m; B.1.0 mX4.0 m; C.1.5 mX4.0 m; D.2.0 mX4.0 m) were selected as the
research objects in Wensu County, Aksu, Xinjiang. The phenological changes of leaf area index (LAI),
mean tilt angle (MTA), canopy opening (DIFN) and relative photosynthetically active radiation (PAR)
were measured with LAI-2200 plant canopy analyzer,and the {ruit characters of jujube were investigated.
The results showed that, with the advance of phenology,the LAl and DIFN all increased first and then de-
creased, which was related to the volume of leaf curtain in different phenological periods. With the increase
of plant spacing,the LLAI decreased, the DIFN increased, the relative PAR enhanced,and the light utiliza-
tion efficiency increased. The single fruit weight,soluble sugar content,yield per plant and per hectare of C
were higher than A and B,the titratable acid content was significantly lower than A and B, while the sugar-
acid ratio was significantly higher than those of the other three planting densities. These results collectively
suggested that the 1.5 m X4 m planting density could effectively improve the canopy structure characteris-
tics and light utilization efficiency of jujube orchard,and improve the jujube fruit quality on the premise of
stabilizing the yield.
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K (Ziziphus jujuba) N B 2R (Rhamnaceae)
RJE (Ziziphus) WY HA R RS2 F 77
S 20 D R A5 T DA R 0 o S R L e e B
e A RRIR 77l 2z — A i DX AR R G U B Y
WEL PR Z —" . AT, B E LA oA i A
3.19X10° hm® . 24y A gl AR Rl 1 ARG 1/3, Hop
KZH 2007 4 LAJG H A6 a2 el i 25 A bl . 3 o 9% A
bl 75 el i 90 75 43 R 7O L RS R IO T 3
HYFE 2 R B Rk . SR, Bl BRI 34 L 1 2
bl & 28 DR 3 X8 DG A IR 1T A 0T el A 55 4 B it
R FRE AR B2 e U R AR T R AR )
R 27 N e R SR BCE PHLA) A 35% B AR  48 Hie it  15C
2 8 el DY PR 5 2 A A B i 2148 7 Ml 7 S R 1Y
g FRE AT 12 R .

MRAAZS R GE b A W 1) 7 B 4 A9 ) ek, 72
TEFEBEE LR 52 4 L BRI KL 1Y 38 4+ 0
U e 2E b Ay B E R A T
SN P RS SR ) PR 25 S S 7 0 N
TR AR R AR N R R R SR BE I
Wy SR RE A AR L g R W 5 ok O Ak R oA
EINDR SRR B/ R N iU R iR NN R N TR e
BT R U & T AR s A ek 3 et 2 4 A T
RE 8 110 3 A 2 R A B A R, A
A OB g S PR IR B BL (P yrus sinkiangensis)
5 m X6 m AR R B A U2 AL R, i T AR R
bl 5 R A G AR T AL L 7 R A
1. TEWFFEAS IR ¥R AT BE X 4% 8k (Juglans regia) Y6
AVER RIS &L, 5 m X6 m BRATHE AU BRI &
VE s 20 ot 1 FRE B/ SR KL R
Fr={E e . Bk, B0 3 B Y oA 2 L AE B
A JE AR B[R] g — 2B 3 R AR ) 02 H TR B
FHRTEMEE N Z —, BFXF L0, DR iF oY
RGP AE R R BIAE M & A 77 B n A6
LD R B A ST T AR (Gossy piwm ) [a) /X
AL 68 J2 6 PR B 1 5% 0, 3284 0 4 R T A A A
W9 T ] (Triticum aestivum) [B)VE 2 48 7 4% /)N
2% 5 2643 A FRAE 3% BB AIF 57 32 B S6 T [H] AE 4 1 i
J2 G5 KR AIE TG XS AN [ R A % R — A el 1 e 2
IR BE W I A R S . ASHIFFE LA 5 B 5 75 L X R
i H 10 AF A 52 A bl Sy X G 38 A I 5 A (] R A 2
A TR RRAR A (LAD CF A (MTAD 56
JZIFBE (DIFND KOl & A3 305 8T (PAR) I ) 22 16
G55 BRI BT s R AN [ B A %% X 5 2 06 B
S5 R AE S AT SRR A8 5 ) DA A S s A A el b
A 21 0 A ) R i R R 22 AR

IR %

1.1 HAERXHFR

FENL 2 LR VA B TP A R X = O E 2 N
PR A A 3 56 2l 21 2 56 Bk b (41°157 N, 80°32'
E) . %X JE SR K R M TR A, AR AR
10.1 °C AEHREK B 65. 4 mm, 4E 278 K i 956. 3
mm,4E ¥ H B % 2 765. 9 h, =10 C &
3882.7 C ., Mem ik —27.6 ‘C. &M 185 d.
0 S Ml O A AR — B, Vb R, I O
B,
1.2 MBREAE

VEH 4 Fift F% A8 55 B (BRI X AT HE 40 94 A2 0.5
mxX4.0m.B:1.0 mX4.0 m.C:1.5 mX4.0 m.D:
2.0 mX4.0 m) KRR AHFFEXF L, AR AT
A3, A TR AE A B Oy X — B0, 5RO 3R
A A 10 a, AR B R AT AR B ST, o R,
A [ R A 25 8 A el ) A A DR/ RS 35 4 R A B
A—F, R (2. 6140, 31 m, FEAR (8. 43+
0.72) em, ¥ F & (0. 55 = 0. 03) m., & W4 & &
(1.70+0. 13)m  F AL ME (2. 20£0. 20)m,

KT 5 A A B R E 10 ) a) SRS
AT o BIE R (5 A 15 HD AR R (7
Ho21 H) VRS KR (8 A 23 H) A 52 % 2
(10 J 17 HO XA TR Hk AR %5 B 24 el (1) 56 )25 &5 48 5 5L
HEAT D 78 . AN R AR A R R I gy i) R R 3 Bk
50 mX50 m WX AMERNELT IR, AFRT, %
AR 2 B A P AR AT ) e 2 A5 A RREAE . FEAS R E
il B A v, e R A AR 2 A7 R ZEAT R 1 m
JK V- ) B 45 B 5 T A 0 S a5 CRIP 5 AN
SO S M TR S 20 em, DU E B, SR A
FH LAT-2200 #9562 53 B AL (LI-COR , 3£ &) 7E %5
WA E 1A AE(REEZE LF# LSR5 7E 4R 2
A7 AR AT [ g [ B0 D00 R 40 0 D B (AR 3R
TEE TR o PR A% AR 2 Y B i S A% U R
ABBBBB, LAI-2200 484 5 J2 43 B AR 95 00 522 14 %5
Wi e A A T )R A5 S8, B R AR AT I )
FE s HEAT RE AL BRIC A T A U E 6 Y T E

1.3 FHik
1.3.1 TBELEMAL N T A ENHEHZmN,

VEPE K 5k I K 1800 — 2000, 3 LAT-2200
HE ) 56 )2 A BT AL &G A 4575 Sk 5 3 P4 5% Sk T 22 7k 2
LAI.MTA F DIFN, LAI-2200 t%) 5 )2 53 Hr A 2
R B - b 2R e 3 a8 O 22 A2 S 1) £ HR D
AL EAR T N 5 AN AR S B 5 1) G ) bR O R
(978 Ak o I 38 2o A 04 4 G e RS R R T B A R S
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B, A R B OR A R LI-191 BUZOR & 1
1% (LI-COR . 32 B il 2 56 J2 A X PAR.,
1.3.2 RFEMRE TR A [F A 2%
FEA R AL B 30 Bk 2 bk, 58 1 B AR 45 R A R
i R FH AR R A VBB R BRI  B
i, RV A ) R A % R A Pl B ML B 10 Bk 2 i bk
P Ry SR 52 B A SRR . A3 SRR RR AR (e L T
At 4 AJ5 ] BEALA BUR B ARG R AR 32 4>, 2
R AR &) 5 Arh B B 40 A 347 3R 52 a0 B .
KL K (0. 01 @) g 5 2R 8 5 SR T L F A
R0, 01 mm) I 7€ R 52 A MR A2, 3R 4R
BOCRIE AR B =912 /B 42 s R HAH 4 bb o 74 00 5 18
JRARIAEA R C (Vo) F S5 SR HT R 36 0 8 Sl
i, S S A B TR R I A AT A R T & O T R IR
L OBE R L = W7 ¥ bl 5 5/ T i 2 R 3 i)
1.4 HREZITHH

& H Microsoft Excel 2003 F1 SPSS 19. 0 #{f
XTECHE AT et 53 0, R BB &R T 22 53 B (One-
way ANOVA) FIXSH (Duncan) B & W 22 12 i3 17 25
S PR 5 (P <<0. 05).,

2 HERH5HM

2.1 ARAFEZEERE LAl ETH
MR 1 Al R R P e e LAT AT 1. 03~

2,94, Hoh AR B (1 LAT 78 A 530 751 521 K 397 34
AL T 2. WA P E DR i 2 2R S R
AN T A A 2 R Al LA ¥y 52 0 e 4 K ks 1
R IR B K IR B KA. Bl 5 BR R 1 K
ANTR) 5 0 2 L AT 35 3 30 S W7 /DN 1) s 4
R, A S BZEMESAREE, “FEBERTC
MDA SRR AN A BEST B, &R
FERT CM DRI AW, C5 BA D X%
SYARE HEEKT A,
2.2 AEABEZEEERE MTA HYIRETK

MTA J& 2R “ M J R o]~ i) 30 22 56 )22 &5 44
SHZ — . it AT KRR W MTA 0%
LU IR L MTA S 90°, — ki, MTA
Z T 30° UK B di e #50) ~60° (I B0 B o5
PO Z 18,305 60° 435I A K F it B R E B A AR
P, TR 2 ATLLAE Bl & P o itk L DR i 44 3
A A A B B MTA 5258080/ 5 18K
A TR I R A O 7E R SR R 3K 3 e KA 5 C
A D 2R B0 Ay S 38 K5 8/ 1 e e, I 7E Ak R ik
B, EMELACHMDAR MTA % B 435 &
FARE 34.1%.27. 2% F1 34. 8% 5 AL A, MTA i
HRRIERE RN R, C M D W& T A Fl B; L5
i85 A 3 A 2 MIT A B 25 ok B 388 K S s/ I 38
K.AMDEERT C,

F1 AEAHEZTERE LAI

Table 1 LAI of jujube orchard with different planting densities

LAI
et 7 —
J& 1) A R ST R ST A
A 1.9340. 24 aC 2.71£0. 23 aAB 2.9440.38 aA 2.3370.20 aBC
B 1.70+0.19 aB 2.16£0.19 bA 2.2240.24 bA 1.70+0. 21 bB
C 1.1940.17 bB 1.5340.13 cA 1.84£0. 25 beA 1.1540.06 cB
D 1.0340.13 bB 1.284+0.15 cB 1.6640.17 cA 1.12+0.12 B

- R PEE R (8 1 FR e 22 5 TRl — SN BUR 5 AN )/ 5 B 36 R AN ) AR A 2 B o) 22 52 B3, TR — AT 8098 U5 AN ) K 5 5 B8 36 R AN () 400 4% [
ZHBEP<0.05, FH.,

x2 AEHEZEEE MTA
Table 2 MTA of jujube orchard with different planting densities

MTA/ (%)
ot e : -
-1 1) S S R
A 35.444+3. 94 aB 16.45+2.07 cC 42.0241.97 abA 40,05+ 3. 66 aAB
B 26.444+1.89 bB 23.327+3.44 cB 37.74+1.99 bA 36.45+2.97 aA
C 33.6343.13 aAB 36.8544.02 bA 29.0742.82 cB 15.85+1.62 cC

D

35.6443.98 aB

47.66£4.87 aA

44.35%3.69 aA 29.6842.04 bB

2.3 AREAFEZEXRE DIFN H¥ETH
3% 3 AT, Bl E A a1 L DR 3 381 R S Al

W, N [R5 5 K B DIFN X380k e 1 R s
BN I AR RR B R K., HP L, AR B
i DIFEN 4~ T 0. 16 ~0. 33; C #l D ) DIFN A+ T

0.23~0.42, FfiHEMRIERS K, &P DIFN ¥ 2
B HH S T R I R R I B R R S A L R
% X DIFN B2m—38L, ¥R A C 5 D Z M
ERARE BEEST AREN.DBESTH
by k4B %5 A CBRIC AR B HE =30, 0%,
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£3 ATREHBEZEERE DIFN

Table 3 DIFN of jujube orchard with different planting densities
DIFN
R .
JRe 18] A SR 48] PN YN TS LA

A 0.16740.02 bC 0.327+0.03 cA 0.26740.02 cB 0.167+0.02 bC

B 0.2140.03 abB 0.337£0.02 cA 0.32740.03 bA 0.2140.03 abB
C 0.23+0.03 aB 0.374+0.02 bA 0.35+0.03 abA 0.23+0.03 aB

D 0.24+0.03 aB 0.42-+0.02 aA 0.39+0.03 aA 0.23+0.04 aB

29. 300K 11. 7% s LM K. B.C 1 D A 535
P 22.8% .34, 0% F1 48. 6% .
2.4 AEFKREEEFTEHEIT PAR 9IEZWL
A R, Bl P AR L DR i ) AR S A K
1 AS [ 6 4 4 B A el A X PAR ¥4 38 81k e s/
Ji Y4 A A, A JR U9 R Al S A 43 0l 38 B e K (E
Ml /ME . Bl 5 BR BE 3 KL Bk B AT PAR 78 J&
I H0 0 R SR R T A R B A L & W A AH X PAR
SRR R RS, A B Z &
AHXT PAR 2R A3, 3 BEMT C f1 D,
2.5 AEABEZERERIER
128 5 AT AL, AN [R) Hk A % B 0 A S AR R A
RS R . D AR R ERT B C, C
MDMPRFERES T AM B, AW Ve &
e, AE AT R R AR, & BLC MDY
80.8% .74. 7% F1 83. 9%, C [ Al i & FR & & %

% B IR LU SR o b, FTH E R A LB A D 43
WA 28.3% .19, 1% A1 14. 4% ,BEIR IL# A.B #1 D
S ) i R 85. 390,33, 3% F1 30. 4%, [ & BRIE
Rk m 2R ad . Lh CMDREST
A ZHESH A AR 3,26 A1 4. 39 1%, T s
AR, ACB.C.D 29k 4 638, 0,4 868.4,
5045.8.5094.9 kg *» hm ™ *,
F4 AEHEZFEFTEHEIT PAR
Table 4 Relative PAR of jujube orchard with different

planting densities

‘ PARCY)
A -
Jee - 1] EIE S e PN
A 20.91%3.03 cA  8.81%1.17 bB  18.33%1.94 bA
B 16.9741.50 cA  8.89%1.13 bB  15.24%1.61 bA
C 31.21%4.39 bA 17.00%2.13 aB  27.624.27 aA
D 47.2745.60 aA 19.30%1.88 aC  33.27=£3.75 aB

K5 FRABEZTEFERIER

Table 5 Fruit characters of jujube orchard with different planting densities
HoAH % B
JSEIR
A C D
YA /mm 37.59+2.69 a 40.09+1.19 a 39.38+2.06 a 38.80+1.38 a
B2/ mm 24.88%1.89 a 26.8320.45 a 26.3874-0.99 a 24.69741.85 a
FIE %L 1.5340. 02 ab 1.5140.02 b 1.5040.06 b 1.604+0.09 a
R/ g 12.0+2.34 ¢ 14.5+1.83 b 17.3+1.82 a 19.1+2.26 a
Ve &H/(mgeg D 2.0240.12 a 1.4340.10 b 1.3440.04 b 1.3640.03 b
AR S R OO0 37.8140.49 b 46.7941.01 a 50.6546.91 a 45.09+3.89 a
A i 5 R i (U0) 0.2340.02 a 0.2040.02 ab 0.1640.02 ¢ 0.1920.01 be
W L 168.08+17.96 ¢ 233.64415.69 b 311.46425.11 a 238.89436.50 b
Bkt /g 927.85+306. 21 d 1948.70+732.67 ¢ 3029.25+812.94 b 4 077.40+620.83 a
7/ (kg » hm %) 4638.0 4 868. 4 5 045. 8 5094.9

T« [ — A7 B 5 A 7/ G 5 B 38 7 S 7] B Rl 5 2 ] 22 53 8 35 (P <C0. 05)

3 #wh5itiw

3.1 i

ZRE AT R WY B G A5 HE R L A [) R A 2 R
Fel AT F1 DIFN 3552 B HS S 3G 0K 5 /)N 1) 8 %5, A
XF PAR W3R B0 S /N 5 3G R 1 5 i . BEE BRER
ANWTHE L HE LAT 3/, B 5 DIFN 84 K, AH X
PAR 358, GREFI R4 %, 1.5 m X4 m F Al %
JE A A 35 A 1) ek )2 245 4 5 6 RE R RIOR TR R

FERUR PRI ET R N R TR .
3.2 itig

AH A 5 2 B] , oA 2% B 2 8078 5k J2 5 M RR A
58 J22 G AR ) AR T 4 5 1 RS A ) BB R 7 A Y 2
ARLIST AT R A ) BRI B A KOIR B R
SR OGS T SRR 8 AR R
GrzE i G E GBI RE T B WG ) SRR A
FESBI A EEN R LAL 54848 W
PRATHESE RN . AHIESE A (] % 4 R A el
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LAT B 25 B I 18 R A A 522 S I 0 /N 1) i 34, 3 45
VFT) A ek % R T R v O . B A
HE L DR I 0 SR S B, A LAT ¥y 5 8k
B4 K5 W/ F L 5 AN TR 4 00 i R AR B RN A
K. JROFH L, AR R A KR By B i
T AN R AT 570N 5 30 Al SR 300 0 S0 S i k) L
F 2 H 5 W I ARBURR B 5 K (E, LAT 3K 115 5
SRS R A Bt 32 R B L R T A R R B 4 4
I R, AR A B R B 2 A i R T IR Ak
Al A%, LAT B /b, LAT 75— & 2 bk
FETEYI R A P2 sk R . BRSEIA R FE TG B A LAT
LRI RS LAT 2 8% EA R LAT i
R B 1o 2 %k 7 e AN R WL g B
P 55 AN [] o AR 25 3 6 A AL AR A LAT 19 5% i i %
B LAT 5K, v e 6 8 2% 7™ 8 0 LAT 33 i,
FOREAHR AT 375 AN AL L B0 7= 4 i AN [+) A 1) B
W, ASHEFE LA B A LAT 78 AR 53 AR 52 K
W T 2, A e A A L A — S R R
A e

MTA {ERAE Y R — A F 2R, 2N
LB T R 6 BE R A I R L B R R e
AP AR AR MTA S8 S & [ RS, 52
S FAE AR s A R R R, & e
— K —M ) MTA A E, RTF5E S, bE
HYEHESE A R B Y MTA 258080/ 5 19 K 9F 5
At TRa 8 I 5, C A D )3 30 H 2 184 K i/
F14 7 A, S ) AR 2% 8 A Bl MT A 1) 490 40 78 Ak 2 5
ST I R X S A B AS TR e R L A 5T B A R
W Z RS MTA B HiEEXLR.MTA # ok (nf
Fr R BN A2 G T BV R, A . R 7
TR M MTA HO I8 B 5k >, w] i 3 58 R 2 0
PR o o I i VN 0 =3 b U | I N =1 o o €7 O 1
FR B G2 o DT B T 228 5 i ) FH G RE L 5 R % R BsE
KW MTA R I R XUTE 32 . B % 68 A H % 42
B ORBFRE R, C R D MTA 7E & 031 1 &
BT B AR BRI B T A M BLD 7RSS
T AR B, R AT — AT IR A F R G 0 1
)5 K /NAT DAAE — 8 R B4 s MTA, B et fr
ZOGi AL,

DIFN 1 b i “ 56 J2 )6 42 e i 19 48 % A4 7
o — K LR R 2 W 1Y i B R, PAR 2
A 25 R G0 RE R IR ARG 3 EOR VR L O IR R AL BB R i
0 A K e RN 2 0 T L i AR 9 O A g
FI R g AR S K PR B R PR K
W 9 DIEN FIAH X PAR 25 3 H A W 34 K 1)
FEA L RIAE — B AT B A R B M R BE 1 L 3 O

R K, PAR R, 5K W8 ST 78 0 5 2 oK
T (Glycine max ) B 1 56 )2 25 46 1) 52 Wi BF .75
AN TR 2 K35 ' 2 Wil G % E el S R . — A
Ry e 2 38 H B8 G R AE 0. 25~0. 35, — J7 1fi BE AE
PRUESERE 78 50 R 5 55 — J7 1 BB AR 5 0 E H Y
AP BE L 20 4R R A R RS LC
DIFN 4 F 0. 23~0. 37, HAE “ 5 )2 6 2& W i ” 1
F AB A D, CH D&Yl wEHN PAR >
17 % - JCHER FH 245

T AT A A R AT LR T A AR 1 A A IR 1
3 S 2 S A SRR AR L SR T A R R B,
USRI SR L S A AT L R Y R R A AL
2 OGO T K R SO 2 R D
AN BTEE H Ve Bk, 52 AR AW 5T & .
(O 7 FNI B s AN R 7 s ) /N [ 4
BT A R0 B, AT 2 BR o W] AT A RN B,
BEWR LY 5 258 T oAt 3 Fh Ak BE AL, R W] C fERR &
AL R AR BT H B R
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