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Studies on the Harvest of Mulberry Shoots with Branch by Thin Out

Moon Hyup Kim

College of Agriculture, Seoul National University

SUMMARY

The experiment was carried out to establish a reasonable harvesting method of mulberry sho-

ots with branches by thin out in spring, comparing with thin-out harvest, and the results are as

follows.

1. In spring, the thin-out harvest showed no remarkable effect in the results of seven days inter-

val cutting down, eccept for the treatment of thinning-out thinner branches.

2. There was no significance between the control and the thinning-out thinner branches, but a

tendency to increase a little harvest. Therefore, few shoots of thin branches should be cut

down for the 4th instarlarvae and the rest of branches for the 5th instarlarvae.

3. The thin-out of the thicker branches showed the worst result of others, because it can hardly

expect for 7 daysafter cutting down the thicker branches,
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Table 1. Size and Weight of Branch

Size (1 Branch) _ Weight
Treat_ment 1st  [2nd mean 1st 2nd Total
o timel time time|  time {(10trees)
mm kg

15.5, 13.4) 14.5 39.4  39.1 78.5
14.9 13.1] 14.0 35.8 36.7 72.5
16.4/ 11.0| 13.7. 44.5  20.4 64.9
1.0 15.9 13.5 16.7 53.9 70.6
13.1 13.9 13.5 31.5 343 65.8
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Table 2. Yield of mulberry Shoots (10a)

Treatment *S i n " total | Index dwalf
l ime me | branch

kg! kg kg kg
1 515. Ol 644. 4i 1,159.5 100 8.1
2 482.5 596. 5 1,079.0 93 67
3 585.5 373. OI 958.5 83 7.5
4 311.51 908.0 1,219.5 105 7.0
5 450. 5I 613. 5} 1,064.0 92 6.3
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