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GROWTH POTENCY OF AN APPLE-TREE DEPENDING ON

PRUNING TYPE AND TERM

A. M. Chaploutskyy , . V. Melnik

The paper deals with studying the effect of different types and terms of
pruning on growth indicators of apple trees (cultivars Golden Delicious and
Jonaveld) on rootstock M.9 T337 in the irrigated orchard. It has been established
that more intensive growth potency of above-ground part is typical for cultivar
Jonaveld. Under mechanical pruning tree girth and number of shoots increase
considerably, but mechanical and hand pruning decreases shoot length. Early
summer pruning reduces girth increase and resultant shoot length to a great
extent.
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