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Table 1. Effect of year on quantitative traits of fruit and alternate bearing index (ABI) of Unshiu
Mandarin (2005-2010)

Jle 0500 3 Shes 030 3 ke 08 039 b ol el
(g}))ﬁ))tjf)l;) (J&h)bj) ((;) (/)
Fruit yielld Fruit yielld Fruit weight ABI
Year (Kg tree ™) (Ton ha™) (2) (%)
2005 6.05¢cd 5.62cd 100.00bc _____
2006 8.06¢ 7.23¢ 120.40a 29.45b
2007 8.82¢ 7.99¢ 119.30a 34.01b
2008 18.14a 16.59a 89.51¢ 43.31ab
2009 3.52d 3.08d 104.90b 72.06a
2010 13.22b 11.95b 108.00b 68.35a

Jl| c]a.w 3 [Jg’;" Slasals di Q}ﬁ)T oolel il SS ke o dgi Sl (sl yls &S (O g D ‘&La‘;,:ijl.:a
.u\.;‘)‘u\.; )\ng&ﬁ ij 7.0
Means, in each column, followed bf/ at least one letter in common are not significantly
different at the 5% probability level- using Dancan's Multiple Range Test.
(\Y‘A‘F—W‘A‘\),‘:&\ L;’:JU szj-\')b. gjl:: u,bl.& 9050 6‘5 Sles » A LRI ;‘—Y Jsd=

Table 2. Effect of planting spacing on quantitative traits of fruit and alternate bearing index
(ABI) of Unshiu Mandarin (2005-2010)

&:«5[{41..&\3 a}.:ﬁbjﬂmﬁ a‘}:ﬁbﬂ‘.ﬁ a}.:ﬁf_))') u)uu.a:-u
() (255 5255 0 5 kS OeSa s o) 9 () )b
Planting spacing Fruit yield Fruit yield Fruit weight ABI
(m) (Kg tree” ) (Ton ha™) (2 (%)
4x2 10.12a 12.65a 105.97a 53.97a
4x3 9.23a 7.61b 106.89a 39.87a
4x4 9.55a 5.97b 108.21a 54.46a
Ol 0 Jlorml o 53 SUl5 glatals o O a3T ol A3l &S e U &S Bl (sl 47 0 2 53 ¢ gl SiLs
Il e

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the
5% probability level- using Dancan's Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3. Effect of year on quality traits of fruit of Unshiu Mandarin (2008-2010)

Ju oge JSKE s o o Con gy Calied b 340 JB ol b 3lge S
() ) (7.)0}:.6 (e aL:‘) d}l}r.‘ (1) oL o i .l:w\bd}lm
Year Fruit Fruit Juice Rind TSS Total acid TSS/TA
shape  volume  content thickness (°Brix) %) ratio
(em’) (%) (mm)
2008 0.75b 94.44b  41.89a 2.65a 10.40a 0.92b 11.87a
2009 0.84a 110.80a  35.82b 3.92a 8.18¢ 1.14a 7.29b
2010 0.80a 114.40a 41.24a 3.72a 9.67b 0.85b 11.35a

I 1 e sl T o o > Sl (laials i 05037 olal jr Bl o alin O3 (51313 7050 3 3 (2ol

Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability
level- using Duncan's Multiple Range Test.

(WAV-APAY) yiil Kb o g S Slivs il alols 51-F
Table 4. Effect of planting spacing on quality traits of fruits of Unshiu Mandarin (2008-

2010)
ol ol Cuebes e S o geo o g0 I T el slge BBl sl S
0 gop o 3 (S ozl 2e5) (/)6 30 Jgboes  Old o5 Jgloue el
(e ko) (oS el ) Aol &5
planting Rind Fruit Fruit Fruit Juice TSS Total TSS/TA
spacing thickness shape volume gravity content  (°Brix)  acid (%) ratio
(mm) P (cm’) (gem®) (%)
4x2 3.27a 0.81a 107.79a 0.92a 39.85a  9.29a 0.94a  10.46a
4x3 3.51a 0.79a 103.11a 0.98a 39.09a  9.54a 0.90a  10.79a
4x4 3.22a 0.79a 108.74a 0.92a 40.0la  9.4la 1.06a  9.26a

I 51 e sl T Jlam pelans 5> SUls (laials i 05037 bl jr LBl o aslie O3 (51313 o705 53 3 (2o

Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-
using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Table 5. Effect of planting spacing on vegetative traits, yield efficiency and cumulative
yield of fruit of Unshiu Mandarin
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Planting spacing Stock / Tree Tree width ~ Canopy Cumulative yield Cumulative
Scion ratio height (m) volume efficiency (Kg m™) fruit yield
(m) (m’) (Kg tree™)
4x2 1.80 2.43 271 9.49 7.54 60.62
4x3 1.80 2.38 2.62 8.68 6.65 55.30
4x4 1.79 231 2.48 7.57 9.59 57.32
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