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TABLE 1. Effects of paclobutrazol on fruit set of the mango variety Kaew-Sawaey

Paclobutrazol

Harvesting periods

Total fruit set

application rate 11— 30 March, 30 1-8 April, 30 9 April - 11 May, 30
(gm. a.i.) :
fruits/tree

0 0 7.1 3.3 10.4 ¢!
1 0 20.0 15.0 35.0 be
2 5.1 27.8 339 66.8 ab
4 211 10.5 71.8 103.4 a
8 23.0 19.0 9.9 $1.9 be

c.v. 59.5%

1Mf:ans_ in same column followed by same letter do not differ significantly at the 5% level, according to DMRT
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Influence of Paclobutrazol on Flowering and Fruit Set in Mango

x

By
Nareerat Kunasol, Suchada Chaigumlas and Prateep Kunasol

Division of A_gricultural Chemistry, Department of Agriculture, Ba__ngkhen, Bangkok, Thailand 10900.
ABSTRACT

A study was made under farm-orchard conditions in Nontaburi province near Bangkok, of the effect of
paclobutrazol application on off-season flowering and fruit set of the mango variety Kaew-Sawaey. . Four year old mango
trees of approximately the same size were selected for the study. The treatments comprised zero, 1, 2, 4 and 8 gm of
paclobutrazol dissolved in two litres of water, the solution being applied to the soil surface of individual treatment trees.
There was a clear effect on the inducement of earlier flowering, the higher the application rate the greater the effect.
The effect on flowering was also reflected in the number of off-season fruit per tree, mgan fruit number with the
progessive increases in paclobutrazol application rate being 0, 0, 5.1, 21.2, and 23.0, respectively. However, total fruit
yield (of f-season plus seasonal fruit yield) was greatest with the application rate of 4 gm (in two litres of water) per tree;
total yield declined at the higher application rate. The respective total fruit yields application rates of 0, 4 and 8 gm
per tree were 10.4, 103.4 and 51.9 fruit per tree.






