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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to investigate the growth characteristics and propagation methods of the Korean native
Amelanchier asiatica, A arborea, and A alnifolia as fruit trees for gardens. Due to the lack of recent research on Amelanchier
spp., their superficial classification is still unclear and the names are being used interchangeably. The results are obtained
as follows : A arborea and A alnifolia were globular type multi-stemmed shrubs. A 20-year-old tree of A asiatica was
7.8m in height, with a 5.2m crown width, with one trunk. As for the morphological characteristics, leaves of A asiatica
were oblong, with an acuminate of, 6.1cm and 3.6cm width, but A arborea and A alnifolia had acute obovate leaves.
The leaf size of A alnifolia was the largest among the three species. The flower size of A asiatica was bigger than that
of A arborea and A alnifolia. In addition, its petals and flower clusters were also the largest among the three species.
The flowering of A asiatica initiated on April 21 and then bloomed for a duration of 24 days in Osan, while that of
A arborea and A alnifolia initiated flowering on April 12 and then bloomed for a duration of 22 days in the same location.
The fruit of A arborea and A alnifolia were green on May 10~ 12, it changed into purplish red on May 24 ~26, and
its matured on June 1~3. The duration of fruit persistence of A arborea and A alnifolia were 48~50 days. On the
other hand, A asiatica showed greenish fruit on May 20, it became red on September 4, and had fallen by October 3.
The fruit size was the largest at 1.03cm of height and 1.12cm of diameter in the A arborea, followed by the big berry
of A alnifolia and the smallest fruit in the native, A asiatica. It was difficult to root due to the hardwood cutting of
A arborea at a 40% rate of rooting. In the softwood cutting, the rooting rate of A arborea was increased by the treatment
with concentrated IBA, especially at 5,000 and 7,000ppm. The optimum date for cutting was on June 27, when the rooting
rate was more than 80%. The most effective method for rooting of A arborea was rootone or 7,000 ppm IBA treatment
on June 27 softwood cuttings, which showed a rooting rate of over 80%.
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Table 1. Growth characteristics among A asiatica, A arborea, and A ainifolia as fruit trees in 2015.

Species | Tree vears(yrs) | Tree height(m)(A) | Crown width(m)(B) | Tree index(A/B) | Shoot length(cm) Tree type Color of branch
A. asiatica 20 7.8+09 524038 1.39 254£36 Small tree Reddish brown
A arborea 2% 56405 58404 097 210426 Mums lfrtigmed Purplish brown
A alnifolia 1 32406 30404 107 298441 Mmug;fgmed Purplish
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a A asiatica bt A arborea

¢t A. alnifolia

Figure 1. Comparison of tree form between Korean native A asiatica, A arborea, and A ainifolia in 2015

Table 2. Comparison of leaf characteristics among A asiatica, A. arborea, and A ainifolia as fruit trees in 2015

Species Leaf Leaf apex Leaf base Leaf margin | Leaf length(a) | Leaf width(B) Ratio Areza Petiole length
shape shape shape shape (cm) (cm) (A/B) (em) (mm)
A. asiatica Oblong Acuminate Rounded Crenulate 6.1° 36° 1.7 151° 24
A. arborea | Obovate Acute Cordate Dentate 52 37 15 147 185"
A. alnifolia Obovate Acute Cordate Dentate 89 5.1° 17 187 196°

% Different letters indicate significant difference on plant growth by Duncan’s multiple range test(p=0.05)
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Table 4. Comparison of blooming characteristic among A asiatica,
A arborea, and A alnifolia as fruit trees in 2015

H 7] © Z9ol Ao Al 2]
2.55cm EMlEl e} 2,62cmell WIS Zlom, 8l Aol < ] 2 Socics | Athesis Ful Flower Blooming
3 shoe] 9A] 2 Ao vehgth I8y vl Ee] A pec blooming shedding | period(days)
L 29 Zo] A ALY vlg] YW ASE Vel A A, asiatica | April 21 May 2 May 14 24
220] 75} EAS ZANE A3 Table 4 #2), v|2a) 2123} A arborea | April 12 April 19 May 2 22
Zulelel s} 49 12200 AlZele] w717k 49 18dsk 19 Aaila] Apil12 | Apc 18 | May gl
Table 3. Comparison of flower characteristics among A asiatica, A arborea, and A ainifolia as fruit trees in 2015
S Type of | No. of flower |  No. of No. of No.of | Widthof | Lengthof | width of ﬂLingﬂ;‘ Otf nggth 1°f
peaes flower |per cluster (ea)| petals(ea) pistil(ea) | stamens(ea) | flower(cm) | petals(mm) | petals(mm) 0 TZHCI)US & (clrl;l;:e
A, asiatica | Raceme 14 5.0° L0 178 2.89° 18.96° 40° 994 143
A. arborea | Raceme 95° 5.0° L0 199° 255 16.29° 59° 6.44° 1.25%
A alnifolia | Raceme 9.3 5.7 L0 193 2.61° 16.60° 5,02 6.52° L16°

Z Different letters indicate significant difference on plant growth by Duncan’s multiple range test(»=0.05)
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Table 5. Comparison of color and date of fruit coloring among A asiatica, A arborea, and A alnifolia as fruit trees in 2016

Species Color Fruit Fruit Fruit Falling of | Duration of fruit
Fruit setting | Fruit coloring | Fruit ripening setting coloring ripening fruit persistance
A. asiatica Green Purplish red Purplish black May 20 Sept. 4 Sept. 24 Oct. 3 135
A. arborea Green Red Purplish black May 10 May 24 Jun, 1 June 29 50
A. alnifolia Green Red Dark purple May 12 May 26 Jun, 3 June 29 48
Table 6. Comparison of Hunter color and fruit size among A asiatica, A arborea, and A anifolia as fruit trees in 2016
. LiLightness | a: Red-green | - b:¥ellow-blue | 0wy one | Bt ciameter | Length of frit |  Fruit per | Soluble solid
Species (0=black, (+70=red, (+80=yellow, (cm) (cm) stalk (cm) cluster(ea) (°Bx)
100 =white) —70=green) —80=blue)
A. asiatica 15.7° —58° 5.3 068 0.72° 257 35° 176
A arborea 1642 —43° —76° 1.03* 112 223 5.7 185
A alnifolia 159° 16* —42 0.85° 1.06° 2.14° 6.8 155°

Z Different letters indicate significant difference on plant growth by Duncan’s multiple range test(»=0.05)
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a: A asiatica

¢ A alnifola

Figure 2. Comparison of fruits among Amelanchier spp. in 2016.
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AHE(Hong ef al, 1987: Kim: 1996: Yoon, 1993) 3 %5(Shim
and Seo, 1995) 0. & WAJH Ty ¥4 glom, A=A o)
St Qee A EaE vt gloh AzlEEe] Mas 9%
FEHA S 8] 8 rEAE ﬁxl’é‘%é At
»;\E}(Table 7T AZ). FAREY] AANES AelE FE(H}
279 A4 F38] IBA 3,000ppmol M E&0] 30%< 45%
AR L}E}L} o] o] & A0Z YEIGTHTable 7 %),
BHRE WA, IR Rei R
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FA719 BAFRE7E B2l viAlE 9% 292 23K Table
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SFTE AR A9 Az st Axrt Fo g ml=A)
=2l 735 69 skerol 7 Adet Ao A7 6
2 9791 AN =R AR AL 23| WAgo] 709 oA} =
A Vel om IBA 1,000ppm@ 252 7,000ppm A 27k
Z Aol7t fIeH, rootone ATFolA 7MY B2 WEES
Holth 79 189 AAIS 249 79 IBA 7,000ppmell
A 60%2] g Ho] V5o [BAZF &340 A7ty
ATk

Dirr(1990)& AAEEZ A arboreas vl=tollA 543} 69
ol Z+7} IBA 1,000ppm, 5000ppmol Al zHz} ko] 2 ®rky
RS0, A asiaticas P|=ollA 52 ZAA 78 Tl
IBA talc 3,000ppmA] ]l 4] who] L0181, A, alnifolias 7N
Ut A 69 IBA tale 3.000ppmell A #Zo] Lo]sttta st
At oo} 2ol A HE AHEHAE FE & Ao|7t ¢l
= WA, 2129 A5t ol A ZEEE AEAIFH &
3% 207 AZLFAE £33 Hartmand} Kester(1975) = A
549 %—(speaes)et 1%‘%9_3]7} *37]71 Aol s24=

)

[BA-talc 1,000 ~10,000ppm€ A ?F} RN FEEE 3

Table 7. Effects of soils and IBA concentration on rooting of 4 arborea in hardwood cutting in 2011

Kind of soils Kind of treatment No. of cutting(ea) Rooting(%) No. of roots(ea) Length of root(cm)
IBA 3,000 150 30.0 257 75
Organic soil Rootone 150 25.0 2.3° 54°
Control 150 150 34% 52
IBA 3,000 150 450 45° 78
Vermiculite Rootone 150 30.0 40° 9.2
Control 150 10.0 5.3 105

Z Mean seperation within columns by Duncan’s multiple range test, significant at 5% level
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Table 8. Effects of cutting date and IBA concentration on rooting of A arborea in softwood cutting in 2011

Cutting date IBA concentration(ppm) No. of cutting(ea) Rooting(%) No. of roots(ea) Length of root(cm)
1,000 100 70.0 300%™ 16.70°
3,000 100 700 343 14.64%
5,000 100 80.0 363 10,642
June 27
7,000 100 80.0 363 10,952
Rootone 50 96.0 3107 943
0 50 80.0 3.25° 14.102°
1,000 100 2.0 3.00° 6.25%
3,000 100 300 167 5.30%
5,000 100 40.0 2,502 6.45%
July 18
7,000 100 60.0 333 7.02%
Rootone 50 10.0 2,002 3.00°
0 50 0.0 0.00° 0.004

“Mean seperation within columns by Duncan’s multiple range test, significant at 5% level
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