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Selection of Acid-tolerant Rootstocks and Grafting Combinations of Olea europaea Cultivars
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Abstract: Experiments were conducted on acid tolerance and rooting capacity of 15 cultivars of Olea europaea, such as O. europaea ‘Arbequina’, O.
europaea ‘Chenggu 32’ etc. in Hangzhou, Zhejiang province. The result demonstrated that O. europaea ‘Zhengyun’ and O. europaea ‘Zhonglan’
showed better root growth (hydroponics), high survival rate, seedling growth rate (pot culture) and rooting rate under acid stress. Using ‘Zhengyun’
and ‘Zhonglan’ as rootstocks, six other cultivars were grafted respectively. The test showed that ‘Fecciaro’ and ‘Arbequina’ with ‘Zhengyun’ as
rootstock, ‘Taggiasca’, ‘Frantoio selezione” and “Nichiskii I’ using ‘Zhonglan’ as rootstock, ‘Frantoio’ using ‘Zhenyun’ or ‘Zhonglan’ had higher
survival rate. Further experiments showed that after grafted with ‘Zhengyun’ and/or ‘Zhonglan’ as rootstocks, the scion height, leaf size and
internodal length were lower, especially grafting combination with ‘Zhonglan’ as rootstock. ‘Frantoio selezione’/*Zhonglan’, ‘Arbequina’/‘Zhonglan’
and ‘Nichiskii [ ’/*Zhonglan’ had reduced stomatal conductance and transpiration rate, and increased water use efficiency.
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RSO, RS, A AR A 2 B IR 2R 10%, H R E AR R

TR R R . B, R B RPUXE A, SR E 5 AR g ) R SR,
R 77 2 AR PE A e, SRR 3 re X i P i) H IR AR R, BB R Ao 3R [ ) PR 2 —
ERIAERNE, R WA B ESISAE AR, KRR 7 IR R E e — 3, e S i
A 2 000 &4, Hdp RESRSERE 320 AN (HERMEME RS IR R EDE @ B0 F L, AR,
A SR A R R 7 N R R T, (RS T AR . A RRE IA AS S R AT R ), 7 e
TR PRI R SRR i 5 A AR T 26

EIRG, HONER R B w7 A . R T 8gass . Hb, e R A, e E
dn TS SR AR B EERY S Frh D) 22 R R IR ST 7 2, BT AR AR SR I, SOnT DLt 221
W) ERE, BRI, VHBESF R AR S i ] — SR A S A W IR RO R AR, RO T
AR I, S S A P T A U, B B PG AT A SR A B AT T — R .
Wt kI, HHEF B Fraxinus chinensls, /MHZz y3 Ligustrum quihoui 2%, LI ‘fhEL’ O. europaea ‘Frantoio’
TS A BHE O. europaea subsp. cuspidata MAliARIGETT 3, HET AR REH RAAE ARG A2, [FE,
—SUTEME R BRI 317 CIRIE 327 CJUE L JUE 47 SRR UM EREE Al R . IR R
W, EURCAHHR . DU SR AR BRI, BT R, T S AR R R AR R A )
ZEA R, SARENUR AR R R B RGE R, EE IR . A KA SIS, i
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1.1 RIeet

ARWEGELL 15 AN S SRS IR ER RI AR (1) , 25k 53 O.europaea ‘Arbequina’ . ‘Il
32’ O.europaea ‘Chenggu32’ . ‘FHii#’ O.europaea ‘Coratina’ . ‘#¥PI%’ O. europaea ‘Fecciaro’ .
‘BB ik’ O. europaea ‘Frantoio selezione’ | ‘179’ O. europaea ‘179’ . ‘3L’ O. europaea ‘Koroneiki’ .
‘35" O.europaea ‘Leccino’ . ‘J& 1’ O.europaea ‘Nichiskii I’ . ‘DlejtIH;’ O. europaea ‘Nocellara
del belice’. ‘i#iA>%" O.europaea ‘Nociara’ . ‘3575’ O.europaea ‘Taggiasca’ . ‘U=’ O.europaea ‘Zen’ .
‘Hifi’ O.europaea ‘Zhonglan’ , Hedr, C‘BHFET  #RUIP MBI R 1790 SERY CDlYiEDD
BT WAL CHEW M R SRIETREORR],  CWRE 320 A R SRIETHE, SR R A
el rARIETVEIES | AR SRR . PTIRAR S (R AT LA RO B B AR A B I (AT )
N, WA 5~ 6 4, BRI T,

F 1 HESTTHER MR AR ERIR

Table 1 Cultivars and provenance of tested O. europaea
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121 H#EFESERERL  SRFERAAR R T % T T A RO PFEBE IR R (BT )
e 2012 4F 11 H T4, MHUR SRR EARHA 0.2 ~ 0.4 om B —4EAR B AR AL 55, BT h 8 ~ 10 cm
BORE B A, WiTRFCHE RS, 1EFTHAT 2 ~ 3d H 0.3%M i shIRAn N S, HIRICELERMF, AR
T RS IR 7 2 DU PR S A RO . 2% SRS 80k 500 ~ 1000 Mk, 3N HJE, Geit & mfhi 4R
BECE, TR EARR . ARSI x 100%.

122 WERMARERELEE KE4H LA, BHESHFRAKER 2 ~ 3 cm BFFHiTE 30 #%, 5% pH A 5.0
BE TR (3 2) g TARRERI, FEIIANREE A 50 pmol- L™ 4R 85 DL % E A E) SR R R PE . IRIRAE 26°C 1
fEIRDGHERR IR (16 hOGHR . 8 h BHE) WidkfT, BB —REFRE, 5537 1D HENE S mPi# AR K.
Hr, KBS FRRAEER S8 SRR SERE ERS TS, W2 2, FH NaOH k% HCI 435 pH .

F2 ERBEBES

Table 2 Composition of nutrient solution

Vi &8/ (mg-L?) Wiy &8/ (mg-L") Wiy &/ (mg-L?)
(NH,)S04 48.20 KNO; 18.50 Fe-citrate-5H,0 6.80
MgSO,-7H,0 154.88 Ca(NO3),-4H,0 86.17 MnClz-4H,0 0.90
KzSO4 15.90 KH.PO, 24.80 ZnS047H;0 0.11
CuS0,-5H,0 0.04 HBO; 2.90 H,MoO, 0.01

123 TWEEARRBLEET 6 HT A, FFFHMEKE 2 Fopit g, g E K —S0iHn 30 tis 2%
FR AT AARIRTS . IRISZERM P BEF T, T4 H 10:00—15:00 SEf 7 XHLERH , 5K 1~ 2 k., Hr, 3%
PSRBT, W15 em, 4210 om, SAZEHAR 15400 g, HARATEEWHTARCE, 5235 pH=3.9,
3AHJE, ME & A s R, #E TR SRR e KR = BRI E -Vt
RS

1.3 EEAm AR AT

131 HEFEMAE 20144E3 H, LU ‘W= A CORRT OARGR, DL OCIRUIE iR CEREC iR
EA R R T 6 AR, FEWNTAA ROLAFBE MR A SRR (BTN ) LUk 2R S SE A
AW, TR 2 AR, FHERTS 8T 28 20 om, ST 3 &P —FEAERR, KER 2~
3em, PREE 24NEF, WANRGE L AMERE, A AABHE 30 ~ 100 ¥k, 3 MNHJE, SRR R, HillE
P3P

132 #HAE R RotE& oM 2016 4E 3 H, HIEHEM AR HIE, DLsESFHE T Ao R TR R IR A A L
BRI, Hob, @bk 7 iR L CMBERC W L MRS 7 PR L BB 7 PR CEERURGAR)
4 NMEHEAEFRZHUNTE 2RI, ZHA T A, bRk, 613, doKkRE, BN
&, WRtEsR (pH=5.0~5.3) . “ER’ /T L R T 1 D 2 MG A B E K TTABHE R
Fodth, A TENT AT RERTILX, R E A s R R, HOKRLE, RS AR, B2, Mtk
(pH=4.3~45) .
FHRFEARAOMIE : (1) B AEHAHSCIBFRRAIN 223 & R E . 2018 4 9 H , iEFRIERH RS 10:00—12:00,

XA IO B (BB, D) W R EE AR AR e bR S S B TIE . AU L16400 SEH1X
(LI-COR, [ ) FiM-4& it SPAD-502PIus (fuffef:3&hgik, ) MEYH it Je & 7 HAR ST e b
GERSE, GOUSHREEREE 3 MAEKIEFFE, WEAFERRE ) FHE P REPLE R —FAER S 54, F
MAAE TR S EIREE 3 Frse 2 ThRemt it il . (2) W m BRI g 8l e . SR HEEF5XH
f#1% LED InDirect Exposure 110 (fEfg, FHE ) FIHLF-F P20l - BRI Frisf i &, AN AME 3 Hib
B, INERAMEERR A 1) BH T BB LR IR — 2R A SR 2 A, BRI S b R ER 10 Frse 2 Thagmt ik T
WE. (3) TRBENE . MAEANH A HEEE 3 BREERS, MEERERERTOY 1 BHTEEBCY 49T 5 A, PR A%
By rp EFRBELIEER 5 AT BT E .
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211 GBAAEAER TN B 15 ASUhEHLS
PR FTAG 3 N H ISR ERTS R (1K 1)
15 AP AR 20T 22.5% ~ 95.1%,
FX 65.1%, Hr, i A e D A
HRER, HAMERSHE 95.1%H 94.7%, J&
WO ETE R B 1797 CEAR RS
UEWORAY M WYIEYIRD AR T
60.4% ~ 88.7%, A% S EFH MM AN RN
sl CTEVAE R CHRUIBT ik
A B 327, HAARETIN 43.9%, A4S
FIAMPR,  CRPHE B 2E, HAERERL
1 22.5%, AAREZTE L.

212 EAE BN O T RGN R IR
T IFEPIAE A ARG A S, R SRR T R
PEARKRATE . M 2 %, R 1MHE, &5
RS RR A IS R R 100%, FrAERE KA T
12.69 ~ 31.22 cm, “F3¥419.03cm, Hir, ‘i
i BRI SRR, S 31.22 om, REBE S
FHAbL SR (P<0.01) , EASHEIRERFFR
ORI N HUCh B 327 iR
M BB Hp AR SR 5k 22.07.,21.80,
2174 F1 21.24 cm;  CAES BOFTEREIRACH
12.69 cm, JERFTAZIASFII RN

[, DABRTE 138 (pH=3.9) XF ik 15 45

PR fFaA0RLe, ¥BE 3 AMHE (K 3) , &3
& ShFP ) E 2k 56.7% ~ 100%, T34k 89.8%.,
Hr, gy Rx SRR M A
)RR 2R 3438 100%, i fik” CEER A 4
BB RIE R BT 80%, Pk 67.5%, HiA
SRR AR RA T 82.1% ~ 96.7% . &SRR
B A AR YA 7.21 cm( 1.97 ~ 15.38 cm)),
Hodp s W A AR B ok, oh 15.38 cm,
B a1 R 57 A I 11 B~ S S |
SHE KB, AT 1.97 ~4.03 cm, HARSFE
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Figure 1 Rooting rate of different cultivars
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Figure 2 New roots of different cultivars after 1-month cultivation in

acidic nutrient solution
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Figure 3  Survival rate and height increment of different cultivars after 3-month cultivation in acidic soil

2.2 TEEEMAEEER
221 TEEELAEGREZSN LI W A q: b PIATRERTEFIAEAR Ty i s oA AR, T 2014 £ 3 A
ool RIS bR CERET (BRI CECRT ORI R 1 6 MmPhEURERE, 3N HIESIHIF BT
BIFEAGHI TR S, WA 3. DLW WK, FOARRFIZH G153 G AT 22.22% ~ 82.00%, “F-34)47 61.52%,
Hopr, DL b /i a@%;ﬁﬁrzimmm(sz.w%xﬁmﬁwﬂf&ﬂ@%ﬁﬁ“‘ Vel (2222%) 5
PL e ﬂvﬁﬁﬂtﬂ’aﬂ%ﬁﬁfziﬁ%ﬁ% 27.78% ~ 84.38%, P37k 58.15%, Ht, LI BEE /S BOIREL
TR B, ik 84.38%, TR BIERREREE R AR, U 27.78%.

m**%i%ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ%*ﬁ)ﬁ{ﬁ%.ﬁl’i*nﬁq‘mlﬁ]ﬁﬁﬁ‘-, PLo‘phse kD% B CEOR CAHERE, LU RS
Pl Ty NI} Z3eg )N eI aTip = e o S o 1 NE 01 06 1 T e o B i e A L B D
ML b AR RIS R TR W R BRI R

3 TERBA A BN EREEEESELR

Table 3 Survival rates and of scions height of different grafting combinations

IS BEERI% RS Eem NS BEERI% HREEem
R T IR 82.00 39.08+2.90 a 0 R LY 73.81 27.03+4.98 ¢
YR 1 G 75.86 36.08+6.68 ab FRNE 1 s 53.13 13.44+2.29 ef
BT S g 73.85 34.58+1.48 ab R Ry 35.29 18.42+1.30 de
SEE MRS 59.26 31.92+2.60 bc EET L PR 84.38 20.24+1.82d
G i B < 55.93 20.74+2.24d 0 A L 74.51 12.09+2.68 f

[’/ ‘W= 22.22 20.0046.56 d el 1 R 27.78 12.33+2.52 f

TE: ARFRERORA SRR R B (P<0.05) .

222 FEHEBEHAGEHEKELR MFE 3 TH, RAHSGERENEHEAEKEREREE. LI W6 M6k
RGN G, ﬁéi%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ 30.40 cm, ,B:EP B 1 U AAREREEERE, Oh 39.08 cm, ﬁzjt
= ‘%}tﬂﬁ | U R T ) U A, HARRE R 36.08 cm il 34.58 cm, HRAILAY R

NN n,,\ﬁ%ﬁl—lfg, 4 20.00 cm., ﬁﬁu‘EM"“ SRR AR IR A %éﬂ/—\%ﬁﬁ’ﬁi’ﬂmﬁﬁ 17.26 cm,

Hrp, u s S AR B, O 27.03 om, HKZ e , 43 20.24 cm,
PR 1 S A AR EERAR, R 12.09 cm. Bk E, DL LIJ*"" jﬂlfﬁ*lﬂ@ﬁ?ﬁi‘%lﬂﬂ’di‘ﬁmﬁﬁi@ﬁ
FATLL = ARREAHM A AR (P<0.05) , FHALL ‘M= ARSI A K Bk .
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2.3 BRENEEERE KT

231 BEMEERAEKOPE CAFRGHEHERE AR, 2016 45 3 H, I§ HhiE / B .
CHBEL R CBRIET / CRBE L CEBEL /D 4 NAARBENA B L R L R T
I 2 AMHA BN B AL 5 13 pH=5.0 ~ 5.3 Fll pH=4.3 ~ 4.5 (K H T, EH 2 SFIGIE R A1
BIEH AR RADE AR SR . SRR ez F0HRET | EECh CfRERC R @bk 4 NHAEEN
A PR A LB, B SRR AL, BRI L T i BRI T B RN S AR N AR SR A F A
WA BENZESR (P<0.05) (E4, F4) , Wk [ =" GEHO TN 13.90 mm, A
iR BT M TELE/N 5.70%; MK TERCh 3.74, B Bk B9 6.55%; MEALN 5.15 cm®, & ik’
Y5/N7.04%; iR 1.85 cm, B CHRIE’ 455 29.92%. Gk 1 RS BOMFEK 49.74 mm, BBk
g5/ 3.88%; WFEH 13.65 mm, & BEE’ i/ 7.21%, WOAKIE K 3.77, A ik M9 7.41%, WREIAR
3483 cm®, 5 CfRIET i/ 12.82%, YiEIEE M 2.06 cm, B EBiET 4 21.97%.
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Figure 4  Scion leaves of different grafting combinations

R4 TEHEESHHEHE 5 E KRS
Table 4 Effect of different grafting combinations on leaf growth of seedlings

TR H4/mm IH$E/mm H K SEL H-TAiA/ecm? - R R g i8] #E/cm
T Vi 51.75+¢5.05 a 14.71+1.14 a 3.51+0.29 b 5.54+0.65 a 0.19+0.03 a 2.64+0.30 a
ik’ | ‘M=’ 51.31x4.1la 13.90+1.21 b 3.74+0.30 a 5.15+£0.66 b 0.18+0.02 ab 1.85+0.29 b
MR’/ R’ 49.74%#3.25Db 13.65+1.37 bc 3.77+0.45a 4.83+0.48 ¢ 0.17+0.01 ab 2.06+0.29 b
b 48.01£3.49 a 13.31+1.00 a 3.35£0.34 b 4.76+0.41 a 0.14+0.01 a 2.48+0.20 a
CRERL ) MR 45.30+4.68 b 12.69+1.34 b 3.56+0.43 a 453+0.51b 0.14+0.03 ab 2.23+0.25 b
CpER s 42.33t4.71 ¢ 12.51+1.04 b 3.52+0.22 a 4.20+£0.60 ¢ 0.16+0.02 ab 2.41+0.21b
‘HH 41.68+3.16 a 13.04+0.70 a 3.9240.39 a 3.60+£0.36 a 0.11+0.01 a 1.79+0.16 a
NCE SRSt 37.83£3.53 b 11.38+0.74 b 3.46+£0.25 b 3.38+0.41b 0.10+0.01 ab 1.58+0.13 b
‘el 36.49+2.58 a 10.61+0.85a 2.89+0.24 a 3.09+0.41a 0.12+0.01 a 1.93+0.16 a
‘BT [ ‘HHE’ 30.48%3.32Db 10.5+1.01 b 2.69+£0.32 b 2.65+£0.39 b 0.10+0.02 ab 1.70+0.16 b

T FZIHAEVNG FEERR U RIS AR HO i R A KR 2 R B2 (P<0.05)
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FIRE, BB/ M EIERAOHE . TR ARSI 50 45.30 cm. 12.69 cm. 4.53 cm? il
2.23 cm, SHAEMESFRD PR FHEL, 44/ 5.64%. 4.66%. 4.839%7F 10.08%, MK TEI A 3.56, Lt

TN 6.27%, WBEL / CrpHET BREERTAOMHE  wEE L i RTBUVRIRIEE 42504 42.33 cm, 12,51 cm., 4.20 cm?
H12.41 cm, %5 BBL 4354578 11.83%., 6.01% ., 11.76%7F1 2.82%, M K TEkk R 3.52, &% “fhs ¥hIT 5.07%.
Bk, DL RN R CARORIREES, R R gE L mE BRI IR AR N, B
TR AL R CRRR B G AR (M BN

ST T CARAARE BAh 2 MERE A TR 1 PR R R T 7 R B ERIR TR, 5
PR, B R L i R RTEA TN, G L i TE L R R B S R R
ffﬁﬁ?‘éﬁ*ﬁtbﬂ%ﬁﬁf [FIFREER AR AN, BE— 2P IR T RS SRR oF s Ta) R AR 50 (1] 4. %%4)
CEAY L PR IEERERHCCh 37.83 mm, ACHEERHSRE (AR 4R/ 9.24%, WHTER 11.38 cm, E C
g5/N 12.7%, I}H#kmthjg 3.46, %% L% ém/J\ 11.73%, WRIFH 3.38 cm?, 45 ‘T 4/ 6.11%, ﬁv“l‘tﬂ
P4 1.58 cm, # CEIR 4/ 11.73%. BVARL 7V &3]0 L o SN U RN oy S0 N i1 2 LR )
#E 435124 30.48 cm . 10.50 cm, 2.69 ., 2.65 cm $n17o cm, 5 R 17 BRI AERR T BISE/N 16.47% , 1.04% ., 6.92%
14.24%#11 5.03%.
232 BHEMEEASHNNEE L W R b BRI, BRI ORI CfhiE R IR R
BB ER R (£ 5) , BRI RS SR BEAIN, B i A6 & VE A e 5
FHRZA PR SR AH L IR EI AL a3 . BORE, RAF—SPHEE, Ll gz F s ok
BRI SE R AN . ik [ ‘W= IR e G R . SALSE . BIBEER 5
7 4518 pmol-m?-s,0.004 mol-m?Z.s™ F1 0.185 mmol-m2.s™, $4) g A% T 4R 5 fth < b3k BOAH S $8FR( P<0.05 ),
Sy HIREAR T 15.51% .50.00%71 36.64% , 7K 43 F| F 2 Iy 19.127 umol-mmol™X( ‘ﬁilaii’ P % 26.294 pmol-mmol ™,

RET 37.47%,

[ MR IR RS
AR A ?Uﬁﬁ@ AL EERFERE R 551 4.829 pmol-m™2.st

ik 1

1 0.253 mmol-m?2.st, 454
%4 16.936 umol-mmol ™, #;

‘o

BRI SRS s

HIAE N FERRR
BB FRE T 20.95%.

44.54%

WM IERERTH B ZERE 2 0.234 mmol-m2.st
KA 2 25.358 umol-mmol™, & Pk’ $Rm T 32.58%; HAMRS 191%1_ NS R i
*ch{iﬁﬁﬁiﬁ% k.

5 RIEXHEEI R SERNE
Table 5 Effect of different grafting combinations on photosynthesis of seedlings

42.86%.

. B Bhie’

B 1 R IR R
. 0.010 umol-mmol™, 0.007 mol-m?.s™

75.009%F1 61.15%, ifii 7K 43 Fil i 2%

FEAR T 19.86%;

i

PR WA 774 Ml = = £ S & =

RS ({fnz‘glém%si/) (jr?wiﬁrumf(ﬂ) AR5 SPAD i (n;;TLmEi%{) (mingfﬁilsl ) zﬁnﬁﬁ-ljn)fmﬁ;l{l)
ik’ 542241052a  0011:0.002a  80.120+3758ab  000840.002a  0292+0066a  19.127+4778b
Uhik /U 4581:0982b  0.009:0.002ab  79.989+4191ab  0004:0.001b  0185:0.059c  26.294+7.270a
Ghie’ /M 515040640ab  0.010:0.001ab  81.30043072a  0007:0.002a  0234:0.084b  25.358+11.396 a
i 3341:0.749b  0007:0.001b  79.267+2436ab  0.004#0001b  0157#0037b  21.425:2.461ab
UL/ U 3747:0468b  0008:0.001b  80.605:3085a  0004:0.001b  0169+0.032b  22.744+3.868 a
GRS/ M 4829:0980a  0010$0002a  78.000+1.970bc  0.007+0.002a  0.253+0.038a  16.936+2.315¢
TR 7733t0962a  0015:0.002ab  84.069+4076a  0032:0.003a  2.087+0.382a 0.004£0.001 @
SR Opf 823841.348a  0017:0.004a  85.144+4406a  0030:0.004a  1909:0.317b 0.005£0.001
R 1 10446+1417a  002130003a  81956+2.763a  0040:0.003a  2.264+0179a 0.005£0.001 b
ETC/PH 1032941.072a  0.018:0.005ab  81.821#3101a  0025:0.004b  2.067+0.493 b 0.006+0.001 a

T FEFIHAREVNG PRI R ARG HHERDE S 1E IR 2R B2 (P<0.05) .

WL LA
GRS

‘“PWL’ PR R PINGHEA S B8 EP*"“ |
7 IR I AR S 2 1.909 mmol-m2-st

PR R A
. BEOCEHY FRIKT 8.53%, 1

ZS VATV

HoptEbR 0T 3%



14 e N N | /A = 53 423

£S5, R PR EEEEH RS FLS BRI % 2 43 5] 0.025 mol-m?-s™ il 2.067 mmol-m™?.s™?, 4 ‘ Jé
[ 43RIFEAE T 37.50%7F1 8.70%, 7K43FH 24 0.006 pmol-mmol™, 4% & 1 BhiT 20%.

3 ZwhHitw

3.1 B TERAE R EE

MAGES IR/ INIEAHE 21 3 = X g i, TAOREZE 7 6 000 A IR A SRERRETE % T IR . i 5
L A R A KA BRI, 45N TR H 5 2 AR I, R S B B
T e . P HOTEALE RN, Ui, EBR_ER T AT B R ST WA 5 5 H i AR TR 2R etk
ARSI, HMEHEEAR % ( http://www.Oleadb.it/ ) LA StvRhR R PEIR 00 %5 i sk, B TR Y S5 J7 TA A
BARR)MIR SR ES% . IR TR 2R, AREBHK, Eid KBRS E R AR E L H
THRIRRR . FEI 2R ). AR ST KA RS A AT P B TIR RS SR B AR R, IR B IR T A
FIRT: , Ho3 M DUMA AL 14N H G AR R AR A % 34N H G 8 A G R AP A AR K& A TN R,
HHAA T 15 A RPi it et 2 e, TR RITR UEITRE AR SR (R A R AR o i e
BEE T ROREL
3.2 HIEMIM KA &I

TR R SRS DL BT v — , O SR R b 7 ) B T B 2 o g 9 i o e P 7 1%
DL fRse” ARG . 10 ANASIEITHBSRS S R AR TR, & BN [ SR ple) B BRI 22 R R . AR
I, DLW OMEEARE CERE IR A CESR 3ANEAMERI TR RS TLL S ARG .
FHIRHEARR IR s LD S ARGRIGRE “Ohik” B M R 1 MRIRERE TR R OBEIR
WIS, R —R AR SR S AR PG TR R A —, [l —E SR S AN RIS SR ) I 2 i
WA, HNESERFARE PR WA, AR TR, T i | BEL I Al
AR G IR R A BT AR, (HAIkE) 82.00%07 73.81%, P, XPiRMGHEA ST MLIFIH .
3.3 BFEXHEEEERE KN

TR AR o) 0 EAERON A HR0E . Nardini 25291 Gasco 25 SER AAKIE (LW)
FEEAL (LD) 2 FhRSAZEAY, DL LD RS E: LW SR Hr i AR E N . K38 K. Tous Z5P80Ead %t Lt
AERAR S FGRE  Arbequina IRTA-i#18®° %3, L ‘Arbosana’ ‘Corbella’ F1 ‘Limoncillo’ MRV DI
AR AR K, BRSSP RIRAE R A b, RIS LA T e A 0= 2 ANERAR SRR AS ] Je
BES LT o0, IR GRS R EE AR /N, EAHIRHERELL s ShEEAR L
DL U= ONRRI A G AR SR, RIHLL IR CHRIR GRS  AREER AL, i kR
HIIGIERT HBR . AR B S TEbRi 2 T 25 SR80, R &R A SRR AR 52 e WIRE G20 B 1 A ]
Mise, B CPhE’ /0= A BRSO IR AR E S B R AR NRIAS KA, HRA G
IFEE R A VE -3 EAME . TEAR ISR S A EHI R T, AL AR s 2R 0 185 vT LA R &
KGFIHER, HE— BRI PT R T TR R J AR KR B B A S R SR 500, T
RBENAI AR G A TR R A

ARG R A IR 2 ANSRPRYAER AN IR R, T AR PE X AR RGO s PR IR
HEVEBIN, IS B | W | CRIIRY L Mg L CER  RsT  EEE L PR
e R L R T R L BB 7 R SRR R T AR

Bt BENE LT I E B AT RAT IR A R I T LR AP I A A PR 2w RO S5 7 HiZe T80 B .
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