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Summary

A method was developed for the simple evaluation of tree canopies, and the relationship
between leaf canopy density and chemical adhesive properties in apple trees was analyzed.

This simple tree canopy evaluation method uses a leaf canopy density rating value. This value
is measured with the use of a sheet of plywood (length 90 cm x width 180 cm) on which twenty-
eight red circles (diameter 20 cm, four circles x seven lines) are drawn. The rating board is across a
farm road from an evaluator, who then gives a numerical value to the extent of each red circle that
can be seen though the tree canopy.

Tree growth factors such as total leaf area per tree, total leaf area per planting area, relative
luminous intensity under the tree canopy, total shoot length, and trunk girth were correlated with
the leaf canopy rating value and chemical adhesive property of apple trees. The leaf canopy rating
value was correlated with the chemical adhesive property.

It is thought that with this simple tree canopy evaluation method the chemical adhesive property
in an apple orchard can be measured in a short time. It is also thought that a new tree form
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training system with little drift can be developed with the use of this simple tree canopy evaluation

method.

Keywords: apple, chemical adhesive property, simple tree canopy evaluation method, canopy
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Fig.1. Figure of each treatment in a combination of scion cultivar,rootstock and training method.

Fig. 2. A plywood for a leaf canopy density rating value.
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Fig. 3. A measuring position of chemical adhesive properties in apple tree.

Before spraying treatment
(Color is yellow)

After spraying treatment
(Color of watering position
change from yellow to blue)

Fig. 4. Water-sensitive paper.
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Fig. 5. The relationship between total leaf area per tree, total leaf area per planting area, relative luminous intensity
under tree canopy, total shoot lengths, trunk girth and A leaf canopy density rating value.

RIS, RETREIE D ih & OMEHRE R % Fig. 5 1IC/R L
To. MERRIC BERER T HIE M, BOMICREEDRARS
KIEEME A5 8EOME) &L, 2005 4 & OB
RAEMHBEK TR L. 2006 FEEE AR TH >
feleHBME Ui, BdH 0 EmE (r=-0.923), ik
MiRH 7 0 EEwRE (r =-0.923), K FAEIRE (r
=0.805), #HLLxHS>E (r=-0830), @ (r=
-0.726) &, BIEHE & LERFFFEEHEME O E W
M REN D B T EDHLENIC RS Tz, Lo T, B
TR EHEMZ R U 2B nis i, —EOME
Z2Fo T Y IMOREEDRABGZHETE D LEX
b5Nje.

2. HEDR#HESLEK, miE, BEZOMEE
IM1 BEARBHE M7 BARBHT LB O 4 F DI & h
3T NN (JIIES, 2002 ; £#ES, 2005). iz,
FEEDRMBEAO/N VB K E S L O &N
RN K O, 1995). AR THELL 72 i/
IM7 &AREHE ST /M1 AR, ST /IMT 5K
R & LEXT, Table 2 IR U7k D10, i X OhEm

Fid 7z b OfEmAIE DR L, B FAEREE RS <,
BEHL xS EREL, BEEE, o Fi, &L/
IM7 BEABHT 31 2 & 28 & TR oL T,
{EASH = 9 O )7 DM s K O REAR iR b 72 D DZEmRE I
£ <, fd FARIRE KL, B L &5 BI3EL, #
AT EMN o7z,

L7eh->T, "fB/IM7 &Rk E 5T /M1 BARK
5T /IMT EAB K O S REEDRAEAIZNE K
HENOREEEEIIENC &, EEEESRPREERE LD
ERHEDRAEAINE BN OREERE IR T &
DS IE Tz, FEHLIX, BOREEREMEVIZ E
BHREPYEEBREN SN E RIS ML TED GER5,
2006), ‘JH/JM7 &R & 5T /M1 AR, XU
BEEIE®E TR, SU /M7 &R XD & BHENO
HBEEDNE DT EHHEEE N

3. ERWEHIEE L EHBEEORR

RIT 4 TV A SO R EHE(E 2 5 S B 7e
i, BERU T MEMEWH LOEEREZ LY
TENRETH D, TNETICE, SRR R DOH



14 REZEAIZSHRE % 1055 2010
Table 1. Each treatment in a combination of scion cultivar, rootstock and training method.
Treatment Cultivar Rootstock Tree Planting Tree Age Training Method
Number Number Distance (2005)
(mXm)
No.1 Fuji JM7 3 5X3 8 Central leader : Low height type
No.2 Fuji JM7 3 5X3 8 Central leader : Normal height type
No.3 Mclntosh JM7 3 5X3 8 Central leader : Normal height type
No.4 Fuji JM1 3 5X2.5 7 Central leader : Normal height type
No.5 Fuji JM7 3 5X3 7 Central leader : Normal height type

Fruit setting point of low height type is less than 2 m above the ground, fruit setting point of normal height

type is less than 3 m above the ground.

Table 2. Tree growth of Fuji’ and ‘McIntosh’ on the rootstock of JM1 or JM7.

Treatment ”

No.1 No.2 No.3 No.4 No.5
Tree volume (m?) 132+04° 249 +04 226t 1.2 6.3 0.2 178 £ 0.3
Total leaf area per tree (m?) 272+ 16 24126 142+ 13 102 +0.9 272+ 24
Total leaf area per plantting area (m?) 1.8 +£0.1 1.6 £0.2 1.0+0.1 0.7 £ 0.0 1.8 +0.1
Relative luminous intensity under tree canopy (%) 32t2 39+£2 61£3 52£0 28t 1
Total shoot lengths (cm) 8845 + 1623 116054 = 370 5094 + 478 2855+ 101 9829 *+ 1263
Trunk girth (cm) 336+1.8 304 =04 273+t 14 17.7 £ 0.2 245+ 03
A leaf canopy density rating value 130 £ 12 145+ 9 240 £ 18 263+ 5 142+ 5
Chemical adhesive properties value 7.2 7.6 8.4 8.5 6.9

“Averege £ SE.
YTreatment are shown in Table 1.
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Fig. 6. The influence of cultivar, rootstock and training system on chemical adhesive properties.
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Fig. 8. The relationship between total leaf area per tree, total leaf area per planting area, relative luminous intensity under
tree canopy, total shoot lengths, trunk girth and chemical adhesive properties value.
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