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ABSTRACT 230932

The canopy arrangement on growth and yield of pummelo in Pakpanung River district
area was conducted in 5 - year old pummelo planted under a furrow system with spacing of 3X8
meters. The experiment was designed as a randomized complete block design (RCB). There were
6 treatments: 1) control (T1) 2) cutting two size of canopy of the middle tree with 1- meter
spacing between trees. (T2) 3) cutting around the canopy of every tree with 1- meter spacing
between tree.(T3) 4) cutting the top of canopy to open 1- meter width (T4) 5) cutting the top of
canopy to open |- meter width and cuéting the canopy middle tree with 1-meter spacing (T5) 6)
cutting the top of canopy to open 1- meter width and cutting around the canopy of every tree with
1- meter spacing (T6)

The result showed that the tree volume used per tree in 2550 and 2551 of all the 6
treatments gave the different result. For the different canopy arrangement influenced to the
volume of chemical jlﬂ;y spraying used per tree. The percentage of light transmission (%PAR) in
the canopy showed that all 6 treatment had highly significant difference among the treatments.
The expense of producing pummetlo. in pakpanung district area in 2550 and 2551 showed in 2550
the expense was 5,355.62 bath per rai, In 2551 the expense was 7,372.51 bath per rai increase
more than in 2550. In term of the percent of fruit set in the top center and bottom position of all
the 6 treatment had no significant difference. The fruit per tree of all 6 treatments in 2550 showed
that T, gave highest result followed by T,. T,, T,, T and T; that gave lowesl fruit per tree. The
means are 42.25, 29.25, 27.25, 20.50, 20.00 and 16.75 fruit per tree. This result had the highly
significant different. In 2551 found that T, gave highest fruit per tree followed by T,, T,, T,, T
and T, that gave the lowest fruit per tree. Their means are 71.25, 60.00, 59.50, 57.00, 54.50 and
49.00 fruit per tree. It had the highly significant difference. Moreover, grade of fruit from 6

experiments in 2550 and 2551 showed that they had the highly significant difference.





