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1. RS R RO “Christian Dior” ShflVI{ERERZ
Table 1. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of cv. Christian
Dior roses.

B m HFEER XFiER AR
Summer yield Winter yield Total yield

Treatment GI+GI Sum"  GI+GI Sum GI+GI Total
I+ 08Kk /et 1+ 08k /Nt T8+ I s

No. of flowers, plant*

Lk
A? — — 19.0 41.7 36.4 69.9
B 8.2 21.5 14.2 - 33.2 37.9 717.8
C = — 18.5 42.9 37.7 70.7
D 6.4 22.5 14.7 35.5 36.4 81.2
Z: AR EEEE B EEERM » EFEUITE
A : Shading and summer pinching B ! Shading with summer
harvest.
C: BRIIEZ  HEWE D BRELE » BFEUIE
C ! Outdoor. culture and summer pinching D : Outdoor culture with

; ) . summer harvest
Y ! TARYITE : 558432k » THRYIAE @ 54—45204Y » WARYITE © 44-3524% » &FF @ 1
A+ TR+ MR
G1 : flower stem length over 55cm, GII : flower stem length 54-45cm
GII : flower stem length 44-35cm * Sum * Total : GI +GI +GII
X . 0B VITE P Y L
Average yield of 20 plants

% 2. EWESINFHEE I Landora BMYITEERZ L E
Table 2. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of cv. Landora
roses.
1y HEER XFER BEER
; Summer yield Winter yield Total yield

WE

T ¢ Gl +GI Sum” GI+GI Sum GI+GI Total
reatment  rep ) mgp  hEt IR+ O . NG I@+ IR @R

No. of flowers,/plant*

=/
A — — 14.4 30.4  25.3 48.8
B 7.6 21.5 11.4 24.1 29.5 62.4
¢ — — 6.6 . 2.9 19.9 44.1
D 3.7 15.8 6.4 18.8 18.4 51.2
ZrY X tnFKle
Z*Y»X:As Table 1.



#3 WEREFEEHED “Red Success” SMiVITEER S L
Table 3. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of cv. Red Succ-

ess roses. _
& m  EFER SBER 2EER
Summer yield Winter yield Total yield
T GI+GI Sum" GI+GI Sum GI+GI  Total
reatment

I#+ 0% /Nt T+ 0% /e I+ 10  #Et
No. of flowers/ plant*

X/ :
A’ e = 30.6 40.8 53.1 66.5
B 9.5 20.0 15.2 27.4 36.8 63.8
C - — 23.17 38.0 42.9 62.4
D 6.8 16.4 < 22.0 35.2 46.5 73.7
Z Y X:fmEKle
Z>Y»X: As Table 1.

%4 BEREEHERIN “Samantha” SRR B

Table 4. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of cv. Samantha

roses.
x = HFER AFER 2EER
Summer yield Winter yield Total yield
T GI+GI Sum” GI+GI Sum GI+GI Total
reatment

LR+ I /N TR+ 08 Dt IH&+0% @

No. of flowers,/plant*

XHk
A? = — 30.4 45.1 50.1 75.9
B 4.5 13.8 26.0 36.3 50.1 79.8
C =3 - . 25.3 43.2 50.8 87.1
D 2.0 11.1 13.0 26.0 34.0 68.1
Z'Y'X:m&E 1o ‘ '
Z»Y»X:As Table 1.
& B

B B SR o BATEA R 6 BR 9 B ISR (0 o 1B I PostFlHowland (9 ~
Laurie¥ AMHEBUR » BOAWERILEMEREL  REEERES T EEAR
B o (BEFIERERE - FETED » 1680 » BIER #4500 © ChandlerflWatson
(0)= 7 BT 3107 0 2 BRI 4 BT 5565309 © Hasek (A BAZENES » HE
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Christian Dior K Red Success— shflit & 8 K58 » B » LB RMEEHE
BRI ERE R - AT AT » ATfkis b R B MM E o MiLandoraffliLE
&35S > Samantha IR S ELERLEREL » RIMKBCRETE » I % 0] 530 28 (04
B [l RT A RO £ ST 1 AR 2 AT EE R R S R o

TR ABEENCAEREYMRE LRIV WG » e REER - &
Zieslin¥ A(18) » ZELAa% PABaccara * SoniafliBelinda= B2 5 A 5B k& L BUR » 48
YE10H —11A MYITEE EAHERIRHE » T4 ZE (128 —3H ) UIfEER » RIMYITER:
LR BB RITE LA o RIIUES R TIRRIERIER » Bl EN D » 568
BRAERIENGE » 2L BIRTE - EAEEFREHEEN0°C » IR ES 1 4E
"% SRR A RIBATE o RIS KOS - HEVEAER » EEFLTF LGSR
T AR B 78 3 5 7 i S R A ok B Oy SR BRAhER - GG RRER D LS IR D 5 AL
PSS EER8Y o AR H FHMRIEH CUB S EMALHE S E OB Z VL » EFIEHIIIE
MR T RS EREEETERITERIERRIER » BISRT o BRI E 575 %
BRSSO A FY)IEER ; AR H » Christian Dior 38 7 23% * Red
Success26% * Landoral8% * Samanthafll3 #4296 ; i B3R5 1 #& 8L 2 UITEZ He
B o (HRAEFERIRSamanthatt > ALIE ZYITEN B » BlZieslin® A (91955 1
HHE SRS o :
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RN EAIE - MECSMAEEZIITE - AT LIRS 108 B2 4E 3 A ML
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Improvement of Cultural Practice for Winter Roses Production
I. Effects of Shading and Summer Pinching on the Yield of Winter Roses

Yu-Mei Hsu?!

ABSTRACT

The effects of shading and summer pinching (1st June—19th Aug.) on wint
flower production (Oct.—Mar.) in two-year-old rose plants were evaluated by usi
the cultivars ‘Christian Dior’, ‘Red Success’, ‘Landora’ and ‘Samantha’. The effe
of shading on the yield of winter flower varied with each cultivar; it decreased tl
flowers number of ‘Red Success’ and ‘Christian Dior, flowers, but increased tho
of ‘Landora’ and ‘Samantha’ flower production. Summer pinching increased wint
flower production of all tested cultivars. Under shading culture, summer pinchit
had the best result. It increased ‘Christian Diro’, ‘Red Success’, ‘Landora’ ar
‘Samantha’ winter flower production by 17.5%, 15.9%, 61.7% and 73.5%in con
parison with outdoor culture with summer harvest, respectively. Sacrificing summ
yield in outdoor culture increased the numbers of winter flowers production of fou
cultivars by 20.8%, 8%, 11.2% and 66.2%, respectively.

1. Assistant Horticulturist, Kaohsiung District Agricultural Improvement Station.



