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Table 1. The growth of one year old shoot of fig cultivars.

) Length Diameter Number Internode Number
Cultivars ]
(cm) (mm) of buds length (mm) of fruits
&t 360.87a° 37.65a 64.20a 5.67a 46.80b
AT i 215.30c 22.00c 46.80b 4.68c 41.80b
N E R 204.01c 22.77c 47.60b 4.46¢ 43.300
Black Jack 279.22h 28.97b 62.30a 4.34c 59.20a
R 237.86¢ 30.24b 50.10b 4.76bc 45.10b
¢ R 55.68d 18.04d 26.10c 2.26d 15.70¢c
S 291.86b 30.93b 53.20b 5.54ab 48.50b

 Means with in the same letters in a column are not significantly different by Fisher’s LSD test
at 5% level.
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Table 2. Leaf characters of fig cultivars.

Leaf Leaf Petiole Leaf Leaf
) Number . .

Cultivars of lobes length width Length fresh weight area
(cm) (cm) (cm) (@) (cm’)
& #is 7 27.12¢c* 32.18b 18.42a 17.55b 657.50b
B E i 7 23.08e 25.91c 15.34c 12.43d 439.38c
T g 5 e 7 22.86e  19.90d  12.43d 10. 80de 264.95¢
Black Jack 5 29.03b 33.80a 16.56bc 18.62b 745.54a
R 5-7 24.45d  26.80c 17.24ab 14.83c 484.19c
¢ B 5 21.53f 21.00d 12.43d 9.43e 335.88d
=F% 3-5 36.48a 31.50b 13.77d 23.31a 764.51a

 Means with in the same letters in a column are not significantly different by Fisher’s LSD test
at 5% level.
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Table 3. Fruit characters of fig cultivars.

Fruit Average Fruit Fruit Stalk
rui

Cultivars shape fruit weight length width length

(9) (mm) (mm) (mm)

& # oblate 100.54a° 82.50a 61.43a 8.65e*
HAE pyriform 89.18b 79.17b 55.06b 8.8%
— turbinate

i E R 48.25d 51.58f 46.16e 9.89d
oblate

Black Jack pyriform 23.85f 56.19d 32.57¢ 11.06¢

FhE spherical 42.45¢ 53.36e 44.10e 11.60b

¢ R oblate 51.03d 52.27¢f 48.39d 4.49f

EFE pyriform 58.71c 58.70c 50.15¢ 23.53a

 Means with in the same letters in a column are not significantly different by Fisher’s LSD test
at 5% level.
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Table 3. Continued

Neck

Ostiole

) ) TSS? Acidity Skin crack Splitting
Cultivars length width .
(°Brix) (%) (%) (%)
(mm) (mm)
& #ei 15.20b 7.69d 13.48¢” 0.39%ab 13.33cd 0.00c
p: G 16.26a 10.59a 15.87b 0.37bc 40.00bc 53.33b
i E RS 0.00f 5.61e 13.63c 0.29d 40.00bc 13.33c
Black Jack 14.01c 4.75f 18.79a 0.31cd 0.00d 0.00c
R 8.68d 8.75¢ 13.10c 0.44ab 73.33ab 46.67b
YR 8.20e 9.12b 16.33b 0.45a 13.33cd 66.67ab
=FE 8.65d 9.34b 16.99ab 0.38ab 86.67a 86.67a

’TSS : total soluble solids

¥ Means with in the same letters in a column are not significantly different by Fisher’s LSD test

at 5% level.
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Fig.2. Fruit of fig cultivars.



a. &t
b. A% i
C. TR
d. Blacl Jack
e 7 &%

f. ¢ R

'(-\
9t

£ %
HAE =

f

* R
. Blacl Jack

@ -~ o o 0 T o

Bl4 m ik EE R HH (BRYRRGEDY)
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Investigation of Horticultural Characteristics
of Fig (Ficus carica L.)

Chih-Yun Chen?  Cheng-Chu Nee ®  Ching-Chang Shiesh ¥

Key words: Fig, Ficus carica L., Syconium, Horticultural characteristics

Summary

This research aimed to investigate characteristics, elemental content and sensitivity to
root-knot nematode of fig cultivars ‘Jin Ao Fen’, ‘Po Ji Hong’, ‘Browns Wick’, ‘Black Jack’
and three cultivar using ‘Qingdao Green’, ‘China’, ‘Hong Sheng Guo’ as the representative
name.

Leaf characteristics findings, 7 cultivars were all palmately, 3-7 lobes, ‘Hong Sheng Guo’
which had the least number of lobes was 3 lobes and 5 lobes.The narrow linear lobes of
‘Browns Wick’ was the most special. Leaf fresh weight ranged between 9.43-23.31 g, ‘China’
was lightest. Leaf area ranged between the 264.95-764.5 cm? , ‘Hong Sheng Guo’ was largest.

Fruit characteristics findings, the average fruit number ranged between 15.70-59.2, ‘Black
Jack’ was most, ‘China’ was least. Average fruit weight ranged between 23.85-100.54 g, ‘Jin
Ao Fen’ was very large fruit, ‘Black Jack’ was small fruit. The total soluble sugar ranged
between 13-18 °Brix, ‘Black Jack’ was maximum, ‘Qingdao Green’ was minimum. Splitting
rate of ‘Hong Sheng Guo’ up to 87%, “Jin Ao Fen’ and ‘Black Jack’ was not splitting. Skin
color was yellow, green, copper, purple, dark purple. Pulp color was amber and red.
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