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Growth and Yield Analysis for Different Plant Shapes of Ficus carica Linn.
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Abstract
terial and effects of three pruning shapes namely cluster shape (A), single-branch-transverse-growth shape (B), double-branch-transverse-

[ Objective ] To obtain a suitable pruning method for Ficus carica. [ Method] Fig cultivar of Bojihong was used as experimental ma-

growth shape (C) on the growth and yield of Ficus carica were studied. [ Result]The yield per plant from shape B was higher than that from
shape A and followed by shape C due to the great variance of numbers of branches and fruits among three tree shapes.| Conclusion ] The study
indicated that tree structure of single-branch-transverse-growth shape was more reasonable because of the balance of nutrition storage and trans-
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portation, and the increase of single fruit weight was key factor to increase the total yield.
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Fig.2 Single-branch-transverse-growth shape
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Fig.4 Effects of different tree shapes on branch and leaf growth

of Ficus carica
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Fig.5 Effects of different tree shapes on plant height of Ficus

carica
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Fig.6 Effects of different tree shapes on trunk girth of Ficus
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Fig.8 Effects of different tree shapes on fruit number per plant

of Ficus carica
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Fig.9 Effects of different tree shapes on single fruit weight
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Fig.10 Effects of different tree shapes on yield per plant
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Fig.7 Effects of different tree shapes on the number of ripe
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Fig.5 The standard deviation ellipse of ecological space in Tang
County in 2009 and 2018
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Table 3 Parameters of standard deviation ellipse of ecological space in Tang County in 2009 and 2018
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