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A PRELIMINARY STUDY OF PRUNING TO DELAY
FLOWERING IN MANGO TREES

Chen Houbin Zhang Hailan
(Tropical & Subtropical Fruit Research Laboratory, South China Agr. Univ., Guangzhow 510642)

Abstract

Pruning experiments were conducted in five-year-old mango trees Mangifera indica L. cv.
Zihua on Oct. 3, 1993 and repeated on Sept. 20, 1994. Results showed that heavy-pruned
trees flowered 20 days later than light-and medium-pruned trees, and that full bloom was de-
layed by 8 days with heavy-pruning, but the crop level decreased probably because of delayed
accumulation of carbohydrate reserves by strong regrowth after heavy pruning, resulting in a
decrease of flow ering shoot rate . No fruit quality decrease w as observed with heavy pruning.
Crop level of heavy-pruned trees in 1994/ 1995 was im proved as the result of practicing earli-

er and less severe pruning.

Key words mango (Mangifera indica L. ); pruning; growth; fruiting



