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M.H. Kim; & K.$: Yoo: On the-relation' between the yietd tor unit length’

of mulberry branch and’several factors:

V. SUMMARY

Various relationships with the leaf yield per 1,000m in the length of mulberry branch:were investigated.
The results-obtained are-as-folowings:

1. Relationship with the mulberry varieties.

There were little differences of the leaf yield amiong the mulberry varieties, being~106=-109kg™ in an
average and the distributiohs of the leaf: yield: were of 60~160kg class for: Morus bombycis Koidz, 50—
17kg class for Morus Lhou(Ser.) Koidz and 50~180kg class for" Morus alba L. Otherwi‘se,- 79 per cent of
all varieties was between 80~140kg class to which 85 pet cent of only Morks Lhou(Ser.) Koidz belonged.

There was one or two peaks for each strains, for example, the peak at 80~90kg class and at 120~
140kg class in Morus bombycis Koidz' showed the best yield, the peak at 90~100kg class in Morus alba
L. and 100~110kg class in' Lorus Lhou(Ser.) Koidz.

2. Relationship with the pruning.

The multi-stemed’ pruning: showed 149kg mulberry leaf yield which was more 75 per cent incréase
than the low-stemed pruning, 85kg..

3. Relationship with the degree of cutting off.

The leaf yield varied according to the degree of cutting off the branch, such as, 166kg in 1/3 cutting
off the branch and 180kg- in 1/2 which were more- 19-per cent and 34 per cent increase of 140kg in
non-cutting off the branch, respectively. The main cause of the leaf increase was thought because of
the increass of young branch.

4. Relationship with the branch diameter.

In the relation to the leaf yield per 1,000m in’ branch length, there was no significance comparing
66kg for thin branch with 80kg for medium one and the thick branch had'150kg leaf yield and increased
88 per cent when compared with the  medium one-

In the relation to the leaf yield per 10cm in diameter, 811g leaves for thin .branch' and 875g for
medium ‘one were produced, but there was no significance between them. Thick branch had I, 461g, and
increased 67 per cent when compared with medium one and the average yield was 1,201g for total
branch.
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