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2 . xEs
/em /em /em
I 37.1+3.95 0.83 +0.036 29.33 +2.20
H 35.2+3.70 0.85 +0.105 27.64 +£2.26
F 35.2+6.13 0.82+0.113 29.39 +3.48
E 35.0+5.83 0.85 +0.098 27.83 +1.86
G 34.4£3.40 0.85 +0.055 30.17 £1.94
D 34.1+2.91 0.87 £0.045 27.85 +1.95
A 33.8+1.36 0.87 +£0.046 27.15+2.33
C 33.6 £5.17 0.77 £0.046 28.22 + 3.02
J 33.5+3.79 0.76 +£0.030 30.02 £0.52
B 32.1+5.14 0.78 £0.030 27.37 +2.24
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/ /em / /(eme ") lem+ 71 5% 1%
I 9.44+0.60  23.0 +0.064 6.8 £0.21 4.51+ 0.21 3.38 +0.19 a A
A 9.13+0.78  22.0 +0.20 7.4+1.02 4.34 £0.23 3.02 +£0.43 d C
D 9.07+0.79  22.3 +1.17 7.0+0.43 4.38 +£0.26 3.20+ 0.22 be B
H 9.04 +£0.35 22.2 +0.35 7.0£0.57 4.58 £ 0.18 3.21+ 0.21 be B
G 8.97+0.46  22.5 =1.41 6.9+0.40 4.44 +0.11 3.26 + 0.01 b AB
F 8.87+1.22 22.5 +0.95 7.2+1.04 4.57+ 0.09 3.16 £ 0.45 be BC
C 8.84+1.02 21.8 +0.85 6.7+0.19 4.46 +0.13 3.27 £0.22 ab AB
E 8.81+1.24 22.6 +0.79 6.9+0.77 4.59 +£0.09 3.31 +0.27 ab AB
B 8.71 +£0.81 21.1 +£0.75 6.7 +0.50 4.35 £0.44 3.15+ 0.19 c BC
J 8.38+1.12 22.3 +0.81 7.0+0.15 4.65+ 0.08 3.18£0.17 be BC
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5 xEs
/ k ke * hm ™2
g /(kg * hm™) 5% 1%
1 0.36 +£0.08 3735.6 a A
F 0.36 +£0.08 3303.4 ab AB
E 0.46 £0. 15 3156.9 ab AB
H 0.39 +£0.07 3011.1 ab AB
G 0.47 +£0.04 2912.0 ab AB
D 0.49 +0.10 2718.3 AB
C 0.31 £0.04 2 585.4 AB
J 0.30 £0.05 2316.9 AB
B 0.37 +0.11 2 312.7 b B
A 0.39 +£0.06 1 960.3 b B
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Effects of Different Planting Pattern on Agronomic Characters
Yield and Pests of Arabica coffee

LI Jin-hong ZHOU Hua LI Guidin HU Yongdiang
( Yunnan Dehong Tropical Agricultural Institute Ruili 678600 China)

Abstract: In our report the effects of different planting pattern and planting density on main agronomic charac—
ters and pests of Arabica coffee were analyzed. The results suggested that the difference is not significant but for
the length of the longest first branch and the number of the longest first branching node the smaller the planting
density was the smaller the rate was the more fruit nodes the higher yield per plant. The highest yield obtained
from the planting pattern with planting spacing of 0.6 m x 1.6 m and the tree number of 693 per mu and under
which the yield per mu attained 249. 04 kg dry parchment coffee.
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