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T he effects of chemicalson budbreaking of w ine grape cuttings

FANG Y u-lin,L | Hua , TAO Y ong-sheng
(College o Enology,N orthw estA & F U niversity, Shaanxi, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: U nder controlled condition, the result of treatmentsof CaCN2(0, 1 50,2 00,2 50 molA ),
H2CN-(0,Q 12,Q 24,0 36,0 48 molA ), thiourea (0,Q 13,Q 26,Q 39, Q 53 molA ) on wo-bud cuttings
of* Fox’ and’ Chardonnay’ grapevines indicated that CaCN 2 expressed more stronger effect on prompting
budbreak thanDomex and thiourea, but therew as little difference anong themaximum budbreaking rate
T he effect of every chamical on budbreak w as enhanced by the increase of concentration, but themaximum
budbreak w as close

Key words calcium cyanam ide; hydrogen cyanam ide; thiourea; grapevine cuttings budbreaking
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