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Growth and Development of Fig Fruit cv. Black Genoa Grown in Chiang Mai

253 Juae uazunwns ygyuaen®

Werapat Panchai and Nopporn Boonplod*
A9MNVINYEIU AZRAANTINNTTAYAT U IneIauuls Weelvd 50290
Department of Horticulture, Faculty of Agricultural Production, Maejo University, Chiang Mai, Thailand 50290
*Corresponding author: nboonplod@hotmail.com
Received: May 15, 2020

Abstract Revised: August 06, 2020

Accepted: September 03, 2020

Study on growth and development of Ficus carica L. cv. Black Genoa were carried out at
Pomology, Maejo University, Chiang Mai from December 2018 to March 2019. An elevation is 322 meters
above mean sea level. The objective of this study was to study the pattern of fruit growth and
development of fig. It was found that the fruit growth and development of fig was double sigmoid
curve. In the first phase, during 1-4 weeks, fruit size increased slowly and fruit weight was 0.01+0.00 to
0.44+0.03 grams. The second phase, during 5-8 weeks, the fruit size increased slightly and the fruit
weight was 0.75+0.06 to 11.60+0.20 grams. Finally, in the third phase, the fruit size increased rapidly to
12.97+0.52 to 69.39+2.11 grams of fruit weight. The total soluble solids, total titratable acid and fruit
firmness at 12 weeks was 17.80+0.95°Brix, 0.23+0.05% and 0.10+0.01 kg/cmz, respectively. Peel color
changed from green to yellow in 10 weeks and turned from reddish-purple to black-purple in 10 to 12

weeks
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Figure 1 Changes in air temperature on December 2019-March 2020

100 -
JORY TUTLE _TEIRY ey SOpur S
;\3‘ 50 [ I ® i . '°.-.-.............,....
=~ -1 B ‘9
W— ] -
3z A . 4 -~ -
E 60 4 A P . - -
=1 . -~ bl |
< " A -
Q A - .k
2 40 P SO
%i 2% A cm pee v h
(s
20 4
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
—ll— Average humidity -« @ - Max humidty -4+ Min humidity
Figure 2 Changes in relative humidity on December 2019-March 2020
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