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Improvement of Cultural Practice for

Winter Rose Production

I. Effects of Shading and Summer Pinching on the
Yield of Winter Roses
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Table 1. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of rose cv. Christian Dior. %%

Summer yield Index Winter yield Index Total yield Index

Treatment
Grade 1.+Grade 2.Total (%) Grade 1.+Grade 2. Total (%) Grade 1+Grade 2 Total (%)
No. of flowers/plant eacats

Pinching - —_ - 19.0 41.7 117 36.4 69.9 86.1

Shading
No pinching 8.2 21.5 95.6 14.2 33.2 93 7.9 77.8 95.8
Pinching — —_ - 18.5 42.9 121 3.7 70.7 87.1

Control
No pinching 6.4 22.5 100 14.7 35.5 100 36.4 81.2 100

1. Grade 1, flower stem length over 55cm; Grade 2, flower stem length 54~45cm; Grade 3, flower stem length 44~35 cm; Total:

Grade 14 Grade 24 Grade 3.
2 Summer yield, June 1, 1985~Aug. 19, 1985; Winter yield, Oct. 1, 1985~Mar. 31, 1986; Total yield, June 1, 1985~May 31, 1986,

3. Average yield of 20 plants.
P2, FEEEFRNFHUIE ED Landora’ Rk V)b k2 Mg
Table 2. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of rose cv. Landora"®?*

.1 _Summer yield Index Winter yield Index Total vield  yi4..
Grade 1+Grade 2. Total (%) Grade 1+Grade 2. Total (%) Grade 14+Grade 2 Total (%)
No. of flowers/plant asmsisibisn
Pinching — — — 14.4 30.4 161.7 25.3 48.8 95.3
Shading
No. pinching 7.6 21.5 136.1 11.4 24.7 131.4 29.5 62.4 121.9
Pinching - — = 6.6 20,9 111.2 19.9 44.1 86.1
Control
No. pinching 3.7 15.8 100 6.4 18.8 100 18.4 51.2 100

1, 2, 3, As table 1.
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Table 3. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of rose cv. Red Success. %3

Summer yield Winter yield Index Total yield Index

Index

Treatment
Grade 1+Grade 2 Total (%) Grade I+Grade 2 Total (%) Gradel+Grade2 Total (%)
A R e T No. of flowers/plant B RSN .
Pinching = —_ —_ 30.6 40.8 116.0 53.1 66.5 90.2
Shading
No pinching 9.5 20 122 15.2 27.4 T77.8 36.8 63.8 80.6
Pinching - — = 23.7 38.0 108.0 42.9 62,4  B4.7
Control
No pinching 6.8 16.4 100 22.0 35.2 100 46.5 73.7 100

1, 2, 3, As table 1.

Fd4 EEEEEFEHHEM Samantha’ BEITEE R BE L0
Table 4. Effect of shading and summer pinching on the yield of rose cv. Samantha. %3

Summer yield _Winter yield Total vield

Treatment Index Index — Index
Grade 1+Grade 2 Total (%) Grade 1+Grade 2 Total (%) Grade 1+Grade 2 Total (%)
..... No. of flowers/plant
Pinching — — - 30.4 45.1 173.5 50.1 75.9 111.5
Shading
No pinching 4.5 13.8 124 26.0 36.3 139.6 50.1 79.8 117.2
Pinching = — — 25.3 43.2  166.2 50.8 87.1 127.9
Control
No pinching 2.0 11.1 100 13.0 26.0 100 34.0 68.1 100

1, 2, 3, As table 1.
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Summary

The effects of shading and summer pinching (1, June-19, Aug. on
winter flower production (Oct.-Mar.) in two-year-old of Christian Dior,
Red Success, Landora and Samantha plants were evaluated.

The effect of shading on the yield of winter flower varied with
cultivars; it decreased the flowers number of Red *Success and’
‘Christian’ Dior, but increased those of Landora and *Samantha’
flower production. Summer pinching increased winter flower production
of all tested cultivars. Under shading culture, summer pinching had
the best result. It increased ‘Christian® Dior, *Red Success,” “Landora’
and ‘Samanthan’ winter flower production by 17.5%, 15.9% 61.7% and
73.5% respectively, in comparison with outdoor culture with summer
harvest. Sacrificing summer yield in outdoor culture increased the
number of winter flowers production of four cultivars by 20.8%, 8%,
11.2% and 66.2% respectively.



