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Effect of Plant Growth Regulators on Pecan Growth
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Abstract: Presentations were made on main kinds and method of application of plant regulator for Carya illinoensis in different countries. Reviews
were carried out on effect of different plant regulators on pecan nutrition growth, resistance, and nut quality and yield.
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1.1 FEMR

CATIE RN, B T2 ARk K 1 74 222800 paclobutrazol, PBZ )™ 524 uniconazol ,
ucz) B iEmsEz (flurprimidol, FPD ) B! if&kiz ( Dikegulac, DK) M2 44k ( mepiquat chloride,
PIX ) 2261 Supepmusinss (benzyladenine, BA) 272 sl (abscisic acid, ABA) | %224 ( Gibberellic
acid, GA;, GA.;) 21 ZEZ W ( napththaleneacetic acid, NAA) 29 JHERER4E ( prohexadione-calcium,
P-Ca) B, Z4&#| (ethephon, ETH) B!, 2,3 5- =ik HIfiZ ( triiodobenzoic acid, TIBA) 1% Hip PBZ, UCZ,
FPD, DK, PIX Tk EFAL, (R, DLPBZ B HEm i, BRiamlpdcsh, DK
FERMZEME . (EBEME BT A BTS2, PIX 0T DL 32 i 2041 bR A B 60 5 B s R A o
FERR . BEAURSREOPTIER 2, ABA FIl BA Mt e 5 BN MO T SE A BECRPY; GAs, GALr, NAA H
A EENAZBOMEERY T )1, P-Ca, ETH FIl BA Fl &l H WA (2 sbMEAE /3 LIgAE 1105 NAA | B TR
(3-Indolebutyric acid, IBA) BEfEBEEREIIIAZHA AR, GAs SHERER A& K . PBZ (R ub i SRR K
TRAAREH AR B AT B 5

AR AT A A R 1 D SE B AR E FR A K B sE AN , S ARSI RO S . E
FEE B 50% AR, 10 g L (RS ) PBZ, 50 g L'PBZ BT SE I LIS F7 A4 K s R A 24 1.
1E 4 4F4:‘Cheyenne’fil“Desirable’_FFF AR5 FM , i H 1 K PBZ,UCZ,FPD XH#tEA KAl E H 4L 3 a,
{HARRRAZES, HEFMRRKSE: ucz, PBZ, FPDE, XIS, PBZ BOIMHIVE A MAEM LK, i PIX
HopE R BISENA A BRI, £E 40 4E4E “Van Deman’ B 100 mg L7 ) PIX 4 YBEE/D T4 2 S5t
et W% 1 7K 1 800 mg L™ Y PIX {2 FEAR 4 4EFrh B R K, i b A g s 2
1.2 HERAAR

R A A A SE LAk R A O AT B st . R . RS . A TIRER ST
ARG . WTIRPERIENT LIRS AR R AR EY); LG R . FET— el
B ASEEZE ) LA s 38 S AR PR T A AR A EARAR 7 1 DA A AT T

AR BE R WM TR AR T R A K R R . S e, AR AR S T B A )
BE/>, WEREER . HAEEEEE TR RS, RORE 8% R e, w8 GERL A7)
HENKAATRRALY, A IR R0 HUmEIBEE 1.5 (AHRARBEHEEAY PBZ A4 it 1.6
~ 6.0 fEH TSR Y PBZ X im s R A AR

2 M A KR TR R S B A A K R

21 BEFEK

B3 1 50, ftH PBZ wIREARERE ke . ST TE | SavE TR TR R
MR, SR, RETAKALSPARRACE ARG AR

PBZ REIFEEEHMEIF S, HambIReE S Rl skt Ztn o, HoAaw Aok sy ™, kit —
SEMREE JEINHIVE AN B35, 7 g ¥ Al 14 g #%7 PBZ X} 75 4FA= Stuart” Fri il AR AH 24 %Y 19 mg em™? Al 152
mg €m? PBZ ZLHER} 3 4E4: ‘Desirable’ fl* Cheyenne FHSEIINHIZE AR, SRT4ER: 2 a e e K i
A EAHERRE R E, PBZ R 4 g 4K B, 1AL P AR R o 2R R, 3~ 6 g 4K 'PBZ P E
T 5 ~ 15 4F4: ‘Mohawk 55 2 4ERUAE K, TiTe) 260, HBLTRER (oA U2 A HAR R BRI SR S Hop St
EE 1L PBZ B UK.
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Table 1 Response of different pecan cultivars to different plant growth regulators
IR RS =
7k
e Wit/ s ik /(mg ¢m?) ik
DK i 5 ‘Kernodle’*Wichita”  FKIEZER T I AEEZENT 2RI T0) ; RSB ZFNEE%,  0.25% ~ 0.5% [19,22]
EERE IR R B S ET A RRSERSERE B
PIX M- HiM it 40  “Van Deman’ PR AN RS BRSBTS K YB3 100~ 200 mg Lt [25]
FEAIG; MBS0 3, 6 A BEIRm; Rtk
& BEA KFRA BRI E
PBZ RAZDSE 1% FhFCurtis’ Mk . BToIRRE. SRETRE. Wk, | 05~40mg#&* [10]
Hi) RIS R, HRES R ALK A
PRGN, R R EEAL A TR ol S R A
PIX - T it 40  ‘Van Deman’ 1% 1 800 mg L AbFRIHI S AEHRY ALK BT AL FE ik 600~ 1800 mg Lt [23]
BERUT &R AW g, 1 800 mg Lt ALk —4F 200
mg L 2 LB GRS & AE 2R i R MR
PBZ/FPD iR 1 (7% i1 Western’ BEME TR TR, ZERE; RE T, 2T 002-050mg Kt [15]
REE. | ) i, PR TR, 5 SIEERZEN A K
Ly
PBZ 25 3 ‘Cheyenne’ SRS A KA IEIREE 2 a, PBZ WREE S5MH A AR KSr&  50~2600mgem?  [11]
BAREASS, SHEBSAAER; e T NER A E
LsZ SIS 2 e
PBZ #44 75  ‘Stuart’ SHFRAE R A INHIRFS: 40, Bk 7 g BEAREAE. B 1~4mgem? [30]
Fh A B R RNk FEE G = 08N
3. HAFETE TR
PBZ HiAR L 12 “Cape Fear’ BFW/NT Cape Fear 5 2 SEHTARRUEEMFA K E;  8~30mg em? [14]
‘Desirable’ Desirable M4FAY = BffE AR BES i TR, 26 2 4F
HIRBE T
PBZ i Hf 5~15  ‘Mohawk’ WA E ], PRI HSURRFSE 3~ 10 mg em? [12]
Jith . IR 4a, WitiRs:2 ~ 3a; HIFE. sl @RI
|
PBZ + 1% 5-~15 ‘Delmas’ 552, 5 3AEPA KB EANH]; 1580R PBZ LB 6 mgem?
T, XF8E B SUE SEIE S AN
fEEsE—f
PBZ 1385, 5~15 ‘Delmas’ Ja EMIEE . AR, & 2 SERFIRAIES BN, 4 mgem?
AZBETREEY 55 4 ARG EACE SR N, SRS, TR R
CHBER TR, R EIARER
PBZ tRAZBEE 20  “Desirable’,‘Western il 7Y LE K, RS EAES; MRS EM 0.2~0.4mgem? [3]
schley’ ‘Wichita’ ST B
PBZ HUAZLEHE 3/10  ‘Cheyenne’,‘Desirable’  XHFRSAEICAIMBIFLE 3 ~ 4 a; REEAM PBZZERM  19-152 mgem?® 4 [7]
5 UG /*Shoshoni’, Desirable’, 245 X =S IGA SFhE B 7 52~208 mgem”
‘Cape Fear’ U
PBZ Ri5e Tt 75  ‘Stuart’ SR AE B AMAAESE 4 a, HOERU/N. WPESAE  56-2mgem’HEE  [9]
i A SRS AR 2R, SRS R R FEEREE 3. 58 4 1-4mgem®iET
SEFEEL; HLEBTIENG NG 2 Ere
UCZ/PBZ/FP 4  “Cheyenne’ IHFRAE A MEIFESE 3 a, MXPERMEARKRKE 39~ 184 mgem?®  [8]
D ARG ‘Desirable’ ucz, PBZ, FPD
ucz #f+ i 10 “Wichita’ SHETRAE A EIRRSE 3 4F, ARAESTRIREDEEEN 6 mgem? [18]
AN i mes Bt MAE LIRSS ER S R B3

TESY. M
5t AR

1981 4E IR &I PIX BT LLRZ FH T2 A%k, 100 mg L W5t 1 K AT B354 40 4E4: Van Deman’ Hiig4:
KP4 35T 100 mg LAY PIX4 7K., 200 mg LPIXL A 2 1k, , SEENLAHEHE: . AN R
BRI I AR R TR s, I 600 mg L1 ~ 37K, 1800 mg LMl ik PIX, Xf3EH
LAZ B 24 4B A B3I Ve F R AN 2.2, X 1800 mg L ARFREBL kI Aka s, [N, BB RRssm A
R FPEIHAR K, iR EE SN, i ) n] Akt PEAE

FeA (Daminozide, B9) BIHMHISERE LAZHEHRE AR S® BiZF/G 3 JM - s DK AR HlEg A K |
FESMZENME ., (EHEMEA RS2 Wife e R B Bk DK AN XA Hmy A K2

BT WA BRI N, R K R R S E SR AR K I E A e —3
BB “HR” A “fit” BRSO i IS BRI RIS ARG 3, Bl A A U T LA R AR
TIRCRAE IR . BB TR, FEE 2 RS FE R AR FEFEAERIRCE, 8d (WEis
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BI5] 50% ) JETitifH 4 ~ 6 g ¥k PBZ, X 6 g4k ALHEREMEI T 5 ~ 15 44 ‘Delmas’ 55 2. 55 3 SEHEAE K BT
AT ARFRSY) B T TR S 3 ARRERY A BOEIHE 2 ~ 4 g 4K PBZ, 3AFRWHREE . HHIR IFH
P,

22 e

WP T S [ AZRR A T, B S T mT i) SE EN LA PE w5 Cladosporium caryigenum
A B B 100 mg L () PIXT KT E I A1 SRSE A Bk K P2 #E 40 4F4E Van Deman® 59 100
mg L ) PIX4 ZCA1 200 mg L ) PIX 2 G5 3. 5 6 JEIM 83k R, M R iipki Rk A SR m i
W, RSP IRERACEAE A KB AR B R, WERGECE LLISERGIR  fh smi s P ik EE R m% 600 mg L, 1
800 mg Lt, A AL B t & AV W SR , 200 mg L Y PIX 2 ORI 1800 mg Lt PR A4 i 24
I8 VISR AR P TR, AT RAT LU SR LA R TR
23 RIRERTE

0 AR A KT IR 3R v 26 B LA O A S8R R L S R BR KA A R KT B9 RS SR AR SR S
F /N, <Shoshoni’, “Desirable’fl‘Cape Fear’7E 52 ~ 104 mg <m?PBZ AbBHJE 45 2. 45 3 AEANF= iR, 75 4F
Az <Staurt’ +3EITIE 76 g % PBZ J555 2 4Fr im0, (HId i S b Er g R R A AR, 24 60%T
WA B2 B, P2 IR 75 44 Staurt WA 6.8 g il 13.6 g PBZ J54 3. 55 4 4EAU™ & TR,
HRARLEHE 8 ~ 30 mg cm2 PBZ [FAIE T 12 4E4: ‘ Desirable” 44E A PSS —4ER A=K ™M), 19 ~ 152 mg em?PBZ
QEHJE S 3 4ECheyenne’ Fll‘Desirable’ H = S 4IK; 3 4L ‘Cheyenne’% 50 ~ 260 mg ¢m™® PBZ ALHE 5 2 4R R
R A M B 100 ~200 mg L™ (1~47K) PIX, X} 40 4E4:Van Deman’ i JE SR | HL52 K /M
SRR R B, B nLIRE AR AR | SRR/, PR R BLSCRE SR R,

BT DS A . i AR, — e FR B KT AE A A D s N TR A SRR VEH 5 43 %
‘Delmas’ #HATHGE . HHT. i PBZ, ¥ ARIFLES LS T Bk g,

SEENAZAA RSP 455 22 AR, P AR A9 I BY A i B AN ] . “Wichita il ‘Western
Schley’ ZTENMERSREE R, WA TR MBI RIS FAI; Desirable’ WIEFIZNBIR SRI94E R, B5Ta ki
T 2 RSB 8, Dl G B ol PR A R s 1% 34 4K 5 “Wichita A2 K #4455 T Desirable’ fll‘Western
Schley’, 753 e /AR ALK T FIR AR I A T AR, <Cheyenne’ FASZAE JHL ‘Desirable’sii, A1)
AR IR TR RERAS B e

HEP AR RE R E SR . (R E Y ) A A KA R RS i E A R, (Hd 85 S
FOCA HARBNM PRI =2 TR, W, BERE R SRR DRSS, R, A A KA
TIFURESE B PR DL i s R

3 PBZ %At

R AT I et — B AT SRR, AR e AR AR, PBZ #E3ERE LIAZ%Hk
B R, I, ASCE S PBZ AN 24 . EAERIE G — 4y SRR (GHS ) b, PBZ
JBFEENZE, SASHARERE . HREEHEGEREH 300 ~ 2000 mg kg (AE, FHGEEREHEGEER 1
000 ~ 2 000 mg kg™ A ; R RAIREERH PBZ Xt iz RRAIHRI R A 45, AR s . Boh, 1ett
PREHFIRACT FIFRA R PBZ A MAG S . SUEM L B S1EN. A 1985 4E%0)E, PBZ FERIEY) .
W AR Tz, HETCEURKRANE., #iva=2. mEdE. ENE. SEHE. MEE. ek, ER. 2§
X B SR A P LS E R Ve VR Y IR R R bl T AR R L, BRI 0.5 mg kgt
H7ZK 0.2 mg kg™,

PBZ FERSHHETEIARIT 2 d, PIEE RARTEBHEL Y B vl e /N, PBZ &+ AR i
A, (HRHHERA . H2RE . GRS R . MBUESAENARRER: . SEESRE 5w i 450 ~
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950 d, 13k 175 ~ 252 d'°; SRBHERFSY R, PBZ 7EBk S Al g bl m R A e, s i
45.39 ~8.65d, TIHEHLIENI N 14.84 ~ 22.95 dB¥, Lo AR AR LA W A S HUEAT SR Mangifera indical®, BF5T
LB PBZ FEAFS BN IR Sharma S5 L BLELLM A 34E 5 ~ 10 g 4% PBZ Ja AR MEW-Hh PBZ 5%
¥4 0.05 mg L, SESZREENIE A 0.001 mg kg,

4 RE5HA

FEENAZRGIRE TS, FERIS R IE SR KA AE KR Ea T, R EsEsrE Ak
Pt BRI AE A AT IR B ETE . 2012 AR SEE| [ RIREL (4P Rkt PBZ 2SC W HEIT TRLRE , $3E I 111A%
BeMIE (em) 154% (g) AROR A, FHHIRE g AR 68 7K (mL) FRE . Bho B4 Pyl
EENEME K IR BLSkE 5w, UL PBZ N & ks, Sehrt e it i F Ay, 1 4L
Wi 0.1~4.0mg #*; 3~ 10 SFEALhHE 50 ~ 200 mg em? (HAZEEHE ) 5 70 4ELL A 5~ 20 mg cm® ( 43505t )
1~4mgem?® (AFES) o

EENEMR/INESE R | WA RS AR T 2 8N TR, S5 G R A KT i
HAE PRI R T kK. PBZ IR SEE AR S SZRE Ty | Fasitilack HEAR 3445 T T EA AR I AR AN 7,
{HInSR S B TR AR S . T3 E SR s s i KRR RO B A Sl R, s A
A b AR . RS . SRPERME, SRR O ) . 5 RIE . B A PR HAESE RN
kSR 3RS A R R BRI s IR oA s . AR RS R S | I e . AR B
FNZE AR ;. BT R B B S ST R R AR R T IR AR
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