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Influences of ‘Fuji’ Interstock upon Tree Vigor and
Fruit Quality of ‘Jonagold’ Apple on M.26 Rootstock

Kazuo ONODA, Shoei HUJINE and Hitoshi SASAK[, Akiharu I-ro

Summary

Apple cultivar ‘Fuji’, grown on M.26 rootstock, was topworked with ‘Jonagold’. Tree
vigor, yield, maturation period and fruit quality were investigated and compared with
the'Jonagold’ topworked directly on M.26 rootstock.

The tree canopy, shoot length and trunk girth increased with the presence of the‘Fujlinter-
stock for the ‘Jonagold’. On ‘Jonagold’, topworked directly on M.26, the yeild was less,
due to the small tree canopy.

The fruit produced from trees with the‘Fuji’interstock had a poor fruit color and a lower
sugar content when compared with the fruit harvested at the same time from trees topwor-
ked
directly. on M.26, consequently the maturation period with the ‘Fuji’ interstock was later.
However, there was little difference in the quality of the matured fruit between the two
methods.

The knot of union between the M.26 rootstock and the interstock was smaller than that
between the M.26 rootstock and ‘Jonagold’. The knot of union between the interstock and
‘Jonagold 'was also smaller. '

The length of the rootstock and interstock independently had a little effect on tree vigor
or yield.

10 to 30 centimeters was considered to be a suitable length for the interstock.






