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Effects of Covering Weed-proof Film on Development of “Red globe” Grape
QIN Zhong-feng, CAO Meng, CEN Yan-xin et al
Abstract
experimental materials to investigate and record the dynamic changes of the berry, which included longitudinal diameter, transverse diameter,

( Guigang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Guigang, Guangxi 537100)
In order to study the effect of covering weed-proof film on development of“Red globe” grape, 7a“Red globe” grape were used as

weight, soluble solids content, titratable acid content of must and skin coloring indexes. Covering weed-proof film had no effect on longitudinal
diameter, transverse diameter, weight and fruit soluble solids,but delayed the berry weight in the expansion stage and reduced the soluble sol-
ids content in the ripening stage ;the titratable acid content of must increasesd ;the skin coloring indexes increased. Covering weed-proof film

had an effect on the growth and development of“Red globe” grape.
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Fig.1 Effects of interrow covering weed-proof film on longitudi-
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Fig.2 Effects of interrow covering weed-proof film on trans-

verse diameter of “Red globe” grape
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Fig.3 Effects of Cover Weed—proof Film on the berry weight of
“Red globe” grape
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Table 1 Effects of interrow covering weed-proof film on titratable acid

and solid acid ratio of “Red globe” grape
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Treatment Yield Titratable acid Solid acid
reatmen kg/hm” % ratio
XfHR CK 32 640 0.37 aA 37.6 aA
AbEE T 33 045 0.41 bB 34.6 bB

T ARVNG FREOR 22 5 3 (P<0.05) s Rl RS FRERIR 22 57
W3 (P<0.01)

Note ; Different small letters indicated significant difference at P <0. 05,

Different capital letters indicated extremety significant difference at

P<0.01
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Fig.4 Effects of interrow covering weed-proof film on soluble

solids of “Red globe” grape
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Fig.5 Effects of interrow covering weed-proof film on the berry surface color index of “Red globe” grape
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