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ABSTRACT: This study aimed to characterize the occurrence, duration, and intensity of 
the flushes of vegetative growth in two peach cultivars of Prunus persica L. Batsch, grown 
as a pioneer endeavor at a high-altitude tropical climate site in the State of Minas Gerais, 
Brazil. The observational experiment was carried out in 2017/18 and 2018/19 on the ‘Tropic 
Beauty’ and ‘BRS Kampai’ cultivars by an evaluation of the number and duration of flushes of 
vegetative growth during the year over two cycles. The number of fruit-bearing shoots, total 
number of leaves and shoot length were also assessed. At harvest, fruit load and diameter 
were determined and grouped into diameter ranges. The number of hours recorded at 
different temperature ranges, < 10.0 °C; 10.1-15.0 °C; 15.1-20.0 °C; 20.1-25.0 °C; > 25.1 
°C, were summed separately and divided into daily and nightly periods. The peach tree 
has an unusual vegetative growth pattern when cultivated in a tropical area, which occurs 
in two flushes, with the first flush occurring from budbreak to fruit harvest between June 
and Sept, forming short shoots (less than 10 cm), with early shoot growth cessation, with 
a limited leaf number that can potentially diminish the supply of carbohydrates to the fruit, 
leading to smaller growth. The second flush occurs after harvest, between Oct and Dec, 
when there is an increase in daily temperature and precipitation, and no competition with 
fruits. Notabily, these second flush shoots grow with greater vigor and regularization of the 
growth cycle, forming fruit-bearing shoots with abundant leaf and flower buds for the next 
production cycle.
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Introduction

Under tropical conditions, seasonal changes (mainly 
in temperature) are less intense, and the length of 
the peach tree cropping cycle, with leaves present, 
can be extended by more than eight months. In these 
areas, endodormancy does not develop in the buds 
and is therefore attributed to a milder stimulus for the 
inducement of entry into deep dormancy (Bonhomme 
et al., 1999; Arora et al., 2003; Gonçalves et al., 2016; 
Souza et al., 2017).

Milder environmental conditions allow for strong 
responses to stimuli that break paradormancy, e.g., 
differentiated pruning (Edwards, 1987), controlled 
water stress and products to induce bud break (George 
and Nissen, 1992; Arora et al., 2003; Erez, 2000). This 
behavior, associated with the use of low-chill cultivars, 
favors the inducement of budbreak and flowering in these 
areas, bringing forward the start of the new production 
cycle, and allows for earlier harvest compared to areas 
with cold and long winters (Chavarria et al., 2009; 
Citadin et al., 2014; Tadeu et al., 2020; Ferreira et al., 
2022). Early harvest can provide a better market price 
due to the low fruit supply at that time, increasing the 
economic return for the peach producer (Bonora et al., 
2015).

However, peach production in tropical areas 
presents challenges such as a lack of leafing and blooming 
uniformity, poor fruit set and quality (especially fruit 
size), and unsynchronized vegetative growth (Scorza and 

Okie, 1991; George and Erez, 2000; Ghrab et al., 2014; 
Yahmed et al., 2016).

Peach trees cultivated in tropical climates have 
a differentiated vegetative growth pattern with two or 
more flushes of vegetative growth per year compared 
with only one flush per year in traditional areas 
(Williamson and Coston, 1989; George and Erez, 2000; 
Penso et al., 2020a). However, when more than one 
flush occurs in peach trees, the intensity and duration of 
these flushes are either unknown or poorly understood. 
This differentiated growth pattern can affect the balance 
of the plants, such as the source and sink relationships, 
among other negative consequences (Scorza, 1987; 
DeJong and Day, 1991; Penso et al., 2020a; Ferreira et 
al., 2022). 

It is necessary to understand the behavior of 
plants in response to new environmental conditions so 
as to adopt measures that will benefit and enhance fruit 
yield and quality. Thus, this work aimed to characterize 
the occurrence, duration, and intensity of flushes of 
vegetative growth in two peach tree cultivars grown in 
a tropical climate.

Materials and Methods

Area, plant material, productive cycles, and 
management

The experiment was carried out using the peach trees 
of a commercial orchard located in Ervália, in the State 
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of Minas Gerais, Brazil (20°52’02” S, 42°38’41” W, 790 
m altitude) during 2017 and 2018. The climate of the 
macro-region, according to Köppen’s classification, is 
considered as Cwa, with warm summers and dry winters 
(Alvares et al., 2013), with differentiated characteristics 
due to saw conditions (Serra do Brigadeiro State Park), 
classified as the morphoclimatic domain of seas of 
hills of cultivar fields at an altitude associated tropical 
characteristics (Safford, 2004; Alvares et al., 2013).

Two low-chill peach cultivars, ‘Tropic Beauty’ and 
‘BRS Kampai’, were grafted onto the ‘Okinawa’ rootstock. 
The experiment was set up in plots, and the trees were two 
years old at the beginning of the experiment. The peach 
tree cultivars were in complete reproductive condition, 
planted in a ‘Y’ system with a 5.0 × 2.5 m spacing. 
Irrigation management over the evaluation period was 
conducted during the night period by a surface drip, 
using approximately 20 L plant d–1 of water.

Based on previous work (unpublished data), 
pruning was conducted three times annually. The first 
pruning of each cycle was carried out on 04 Apr 2017 
and 23 Apr 2018, around the start of bud swelling. 
Immediately after production pruning, irrigation was 
restored, and 0.8 % of Dormex® (hydrogen cyanamide 
520 g L–1) and 1 % of mineral oil (456 g L–1) were applied 
on 25 Apr 2017 and 10 May 2018, respectively.

The second pruning was carried out soon after 
harvest, on 05 Oct 2017 and 06 Oct 2018 (Figures 1A 
and B). Pruning was applied with the same intensity 
in all plants in the orchard (Figures 1C and D). This 

pruning was necessary since, after harvest, the plants 
showed almost complete natural leaf abscission (Figures 
1A and B). In traditional temperate conditions, this 
natural defoliation is usually observed only once, near 
the dormancy period (during autumn and winter). For 
this second pruning, the top of all shoots was removed 
(cutting half of the shoot with vegetative growth in the 
first flush), leaving only three to four buds per shoot.

The third pruning was carried out in the first 
week of Dec of each year of the evaluated cycles, called 
summer or green pruning. This pruning was carried out 
with the same intensity on all trees in the orchard, with 
the principal objective of reducing excessive vegetative 
growth by eliminating the vigorous shoots. The control 
of pests and diseases was carried out by integrated 
management, and when a critical level of damage was 
reached, suitable registered control products for the 
crop were applied.

Observational experiment

The observational experiment evaluated flushes of 
vegetative growth, in two growing cycles (2017/18 and 
2018/19). The cultivars were not considered treatments 
as they showed no marked difference in cycle length. 
Due to environmental restrictions, it is challenging to 
use late-cycle cultivars, which would be in contrast to 
the cultivars used. Therefore, cultivars were assessed 
separately to identify a possible common response 
pattern.

Figure 1 – Plant status after fruit harvest in the 2017/18 (A) and 2018/19 (B) evaluation cycles, with intense natural leaf abscission; Plants 
before (C) and after (D) the second pruning, conducted soon after harvest under tropical conditions at Ervália, MG – Brazil.
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Experimental design and characteristics evaluated 

The experiments were carried out on three plots (block), 
with replications of five plants (experimental units) for 
each growing period (2017/18 and 2018/19) that occurred 
in each of the evaluated cultivars. The same plants were 
kept in each experimental plot in both cycles.

Immediately after the first production pruning, 
five productive shoots (fruit-bearing shoot type) were 
marked randomly on each of the five trees (experimental 
units) of the three replications.

These shoots were initially characterized by the 
number of vegetative buds (VB) and total number of 
nodes (TN). After the characterization, the vegetative 
buds were monitored phenologically weekly to 
calculate the budburst percentage based on the total of 
vegetative buds. Budburst was considered when they 
presented a green tip as described for stage 03 of the 
BBCH scale for Stone fruit (Meier et al., 1994). The 
phenological monitoring of budburst, flowering, and 
fruit development was also carried out until harvest.

Around the harvest date, in the respective 
experimental units, the total number of fruits per plant 
was counted (in a non-destructive way) to characterize 
the fruit load. In addition, for characterization purposes, 
in the same period, a random sampling was performed 
(in a non-destructive way) to record the equatorial 
diameter using digital calipers, with 210 fruits sampled 
in total per cultivar. During harvest (01 Sept 2017 and 
01 Sept 2018 in both cycles), the fruits were grouped 
into different diameter ranges, according to fruit market 
standards: < 40.0 mm; 40.1-50.0 mm; 50.1-60.0 mm; > 
60.1 mm. The data were transformed into the percentage 
of fruits in each range based on the total number of 
fruits and the number of fruits in each diameter class.

The number of fruit-bearing shoots, length of fruit-
bearing shoots (cm) and leaf number per fruit-bearing 
shoot were evaluated biweekly from full budburst to 
fruit harvest. The fruit-bearing shoots were defined as 
vegetative structures with leaf emission, with a length 
greater than 1 cm with more than one internode present.

After fruit harvest and pruning, five new shoots 
were marked in the same trees, and the number of fruit-
bearing shoots, fruit-bearing shoot length (cm), and the 
number of leaves per fruit-bearing shoot (unit) were 
evaluated from budburst to leaf fall, for the new growth 
flush.

 
Morphological monitoring of shoots by images

In 2018, other shoots from each cultivar were randomly 
marked during the first flush of vegetative growth. 
Photographic documentation of the development of the 
fruit-bearing shoots, from full budburst to fruit harvest, 
was carried out weekly for each cultivar. To bring the 
photos together in a single image, it was necessary to edit 
the images with lighting correction; however, adjustments 
to the perspective of the shoot length were not made.

Photographic documentation was conducted 
to record the evolution of vegetative (increase in 
phytomers units: petiole + internode + axillary bud) and 
reproductive structures in formations such as the nodes 
and flower buds for the subsequent cycle, as they can 
be important visible morphological markers of evolution 
or progression to different stages of development of 
vegetative and reproductive growth.

Environmental and meteorological data

Temperature data were collected hourly throughout 
the experiment using a datalogger in the orchard. The 
temperature data were separated into night and day and 
presented as the sum of hours in the temperature ranges: 
< 10.0 °C; 10.1-15.0 °C; 15.1-20.0 °C; 20.1-25.0 °C; > 
25.1 °C. Nighttime was considered the interval between 
18h00 to 06h59, and daytime from 07h00 to 17h59 
(disregarding the seasonal variations in day length for 
the area as the variation at latitudes close to 20° N-S 
is low). The separation of the temperature ranges was 
based on their influence on different tree structures and 
relevance to the different phenological phases of the 
culture, as presented by Souza et al. (2011) and Tadeu 
et al. (2020). 

The estimate of monthly and accumulated 
precipitation (mm of water) was obtained for both 
vegetative growth flushes from data collected at station 
A510, located in Viçosa, MG, Brazil (Instituto Nacional 
de Meteorologia – INMET). 

Statistical analysis

Data were submitted to a Lilliefors normality test, 
and a Bartlett test assessed homogeneity. When the 
mathematical assumptions were met, the data were 
subjected to analysis of variance (p < 0.05) using 
the GENES computer application (Cruz, 2013). 
The data were submitted to the most appropriate 
transformation for their analysis when necessary. 
Regression equations were adjusted for the variables 
among vegetative growth flushes and cycles of 
evaluation according to the statistical significance of 
the interaction.

Results

Budburst was observed to be above 80 % for both 
cultivars, showing rapid evolution after the applications 
of the chemical agent (25 Apr 2017 and 10 May 2018). 
The maximum percentage of budburst was observed 
on 16 June for ‘Tropic Beauty’ in 2017 (cycle 2017/18), 
and 08 June 2018 (cycle 2018/19). In ‘BRS Kampai’, the 
maximum budburst percentage was observed on 21 June 
2017 and 08 June 2018 (data not shown). These dates 
were considered as the establishment of full budburst 
(0 DAFB = Days After Full budburst) for both cultivars 
in their respective growing cycles. Full bloom for both 
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cultivars was 16 June 2017 (2017/18 cycle) and 10 June 
2018 (2018/19 cycle), and fruit harvest was completed 
on 01 Sept 2017 and 01 Sept 2018, giving an approximate 
production period of 75 days.

The number of bearing shoots for both cultivars 
and growing cycles in the first flush was similar, with an 
average of 1.5 (Figures 2A and B). For the ‘BRS Kampai’, 
this pattern was also maintained for the second flush 
of vegetative growth (Figure 2B), except for ‘Tropic 
Beauty’, as in the second flush there was an increase in 
the number of fruit-bearing shoots, with an average of 
approximately 2.0 (Figure 2A). After the end of the first 
flush of vegetative growth (close to the fruit harvest) 
at 75 DAFB, there was a reduction in the number of 
bearing shoots (close to zero), due to the fact that plants 
naturally reduce their structures to form new vegetative 
structures (Figures 1A and B).

The emission of bearing shoots by ‘Tropic Beauty’ 
in the first flush of vegetative growth occurred late in 
the 2018/19 cycle, reaching the maximum approximately 
35 DAFB, whereas in 2017/18, the maximum number 
of bearing shoots was observed straight after the start 
of budburst, approximately 20 DAFB (Figure 2A). For 
‘BRS Kampai’, this temporal difference in the emission 
of fruit-bearing shoots between growing cycles was not 
observed during this flush (Figure 2B).

In the second flush of vegetative growth, the 
number of fruit-bearing shoots differed between 
cycles in the ‘Tropic Beauty’ cultivar, with the highest 
averages occurring in 2018/19 (Figure 2A). However, 
in both growing cycles, there was a rapid increase in 
the number of fruit-bearing shoots occurring near 150 
DAFB (close to 20 Oct 2018), which remained practically 
constant until the final growing period (Figure 2A). 
For ‘BRS Kampai’, there was also a rapid increase in 
the number of fruit-bearing shoots at the beginning of 
the second flush of vegetative growth. However, there 
was a difference in the total time required to reach the 
maximum number of fruit-bearing shoots between the 
growing cycles; in 2017/18 the maximum was reached 
near 150 DAFB (close to 20 Oct 2017), while in 2018/19 
the maximum was reached near180 DAFB (close to 16 
Nov 2018 (Figure 2B).

In the second vegetative growth flush there was a 
greater average number of leaves per fruit-bearing shoot 
compared with the first flush in both cultivars, ‘Tropic 
Beauty’ (p < 0.05, Figure 2C) and ‘BRS Kampai’ (p < 
0.05, Figure 2D). There was a higher average number of 
leaves per fruit-bearing shoot in the second flush of the 
2018/19 cycle’ in ‘Tropic Beauty’ (p < 0.05, Figure 2C). 
Inversely, the average number of leaves per fruit-bearing 
shoot for both cultivars was higher in the first flush of 
the 2017/18 cycle (p < 0.05 and p < 0.05, respectively 
– Figures 2C and D). Additionally, for both cultivars, 
the number of leaves was constant from 20 to 60 DAFB, 
close to the fruit harvest. After this period, there was an 
intense natural fall of leaves (Figures 1A and B; Figures 
2C and D).

In the second flush of vegetative growth, 
considered as upwards of 100 DAFB, there was a 
different behavioral pattern compared to the first flush, 
characterized by an increase in the number of leaves 
for both cultivars and cycles (Figures 2C and D). The 
leaf emission for ‘Tropic Beauty’ stabilized early in 
2017/18 (near 150 DAFB or 20 Oct 2017) and proceeded 
in 2018/19, approaching 180 DAFB (close to 15 Nov 
2018) (Figure 2C), while in 2018/19 it continued until 
approximately 180 DAFB (close to 15 Nov 2018) (Figure 
2C). The leaf emission in the second flush of ‘BRS 
Kampai’ started at close to 120 DAFB and stabilized at 
approximately 200 DAFB (close to the end of Nov) in 
both the 2017/18 and 2018/19 cycles (Figure 2D). 

The length of the fruit-bearing shoots was higher in 
the second flush of vegetative growth than the first one, 
for both ‘Tropic Beauty’ (p < 0.05) and ‘BRS Kampai’ (p 
< 0.05). In the first flush, fruit-bearing shoot length was 
reduced (5 cm) at 20 DAFB, and remained constant until 
the beginning of the second flush of vegetative growth 
130-150 DAFB, 13 Oct and 02 Nov, respectively (Figures 
2E and F). 

In the 2017/18 cycle, the maximum fruit-bearing 
shoot length for ‘Tropic Beauty’ was early in the 
evaluation period (which is considered very early), 
around 15 DAFB, with slight variation until the end of 
the first flush of vegetative growth (Figure 2E). In the 
2018/19 growing cycle, a rapid evolution in shoot length 
was observed until close to 35 DAFB, and it remained 
constant until the end of this first flush (Figure 2E).

The ‘BRS Kampai’ showed remarkable differences 
in fruit-bearing shoot length between the first and second 
flush of vegetative growth (p < 0.05), with differences 
of approximately 15 cm and 30 cm, in 2017/18 and 
2018/19, respectively (Figure 2F). In 2017/18, the fruit-
bearing shoots reached a length of approximately 15 cm, 
while in 2018/19, the average length was approximately 
30 cm (Figure 2F). The length of fruit-bearing shoots in 
the second flush of vegetative growth occurred close to 
200 DAFB (near the end of Nov) and remained constant 
until the final growth period (Figure 2F).

The morphological evaluation of ‘Tropic Beauty’ 
and ‘BRS Kampai’ (Figure 3) led to the observation that 
the fruit-bearing shoot showed rapid growth starting at 
the beginning of budburst, on approximately 28 June, 
equivalent to 14 DAFB during the first flush of vegetative 
growth. However, growth cessation was confirmed after 
this period, with no increase in phytomer units (petiole 
+ internode + axillary bud) until the fruit harvesting 
period (Figure 3). Fourteen DAFB marks the beginning 
of the shoot maturation process (reddish color), as well 
as the increase in bud development, especially in the 
flower buds (larger volume and size), which would be 
productive in the subsequent cycle (Figure 3). Under 
traditional cultivation conditions, flower buds only reach 
a similar size around March of the following year, as 
dictated by conditions of the temperate and subtropical 
areas in the Southern Hemisphere.
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Figure 2 – The average number of fruit-bearing shoots in ‘Tropic Beauty’ (A) and ‘BRS Kampai’ (B) leaf number per fruit-bearing shoot in 
‘Tropic Beauty (C) and ‘BRS Kampai’ (D), and length of fruit-bearing Scheme in ‘Tropic Beauty (E) and ‘BRS Kampai’ (F) 2017/18 and 
2018/19 cycles. DAFB = Days After Full Budburst. The following comparisons were made: Interaction between years of evaluation × 
Flushes of vegetative growth; Years of evaluation (2017/18 × 2018/19); Flushes of vegetative growth (1st flush × 2nd flush); All means were 
tested and differences are shown by the Tukey test (p ≤ 0.05). The “H” indicates the date of the end of the fruit harvest in each cycle.



6

Penso et al. Peach tree growth in a tropical climate

Sci. Agric. v.81, e20230038, 2024

From 19 Aug to 23 Aug, in practically all the fruit-
bearing shoots photographed during the first flush of 
vegetative growth, there was at least one knot with three 
buds. The central buds were sharp and thin, flanked 
by two rounded buds (globe shaped) (Figure 3). The 
shoot and bud characteristics observed in photographs 
(Figure 3) were similar to those found in peach shoots 
with normal growth during the progress of dormancy 
induction (when natural leaf fall occurs). At this point, 
the differences between the vegetative buds (which 
is the central bud of the node) flanked by one or two 
flower buds became visible.

These results of the number of fruit-bearing shoots 
(Figures 2A and B), leaf number per fruit-bearing shoot 
(Figures 2C and D) and length of fruit-bearing (Figures 
2E and F), together with the visualized branch growth 
record (Figure 3), demonstrated an unusual vegetative 
and reproductive growth pattern for the peach crop. 
Under the conditions evaluated, growth could be divided 
into about nine distinct stages, with two moments of 
vegetative growth natural leaf abscission, but only one 

period of flowering, fruit production, and replenishment 
of reserves (Figure 4).

In the analysis of fruit classes, there were no 
differences between the evaluation cycles for both 
cultivars (Tropic Beauty p > 0.05 and BRS Kampai p 
> 0.05). However, there were differences between the 
fruit classes (Tropic Beauty p < 0.05 and BRS Kampai p 
< 0.05). At about the time of fruit harvesting (01 Sept), a 
high percentage of small fruits, with a size < 40.0 mm, 
were observed, 50 % for ‘Tropic Beauty’ and 60 % for 
‘BRS Kampai’ (Figure 5A). For fruits considered small 
but still commercially viable, between 40.1 to 50.0 mm, 
30 %-40 % were observed for each class. Less than 10 % 
of the fruits produced were observed to be in excess of 
50.1 mm (Figure 5A). There were no differences in fruit 
load between the evaluated cycles for both cultivars 
(Tropic Beauty p > 0.05 and BRS Kampai p > 0.05). 
Average values for total fruit load were approximately 
160 and 140 fruits per plant for the cultivars ‘Tropic 
Beauty’ and ‘BRS Kampai’, respectively, for the growth 
cycles (Figure 5B).

Figure 4 – Diagram representing the annual behavior of peach trees growing in a tropical area. During the year it is possible to observe 
distinct phases, with two flushes of vegetative growth, the first during fruit growth, and the second after fruit harvest.

Figure 3 – Development of “fruit-bearing shoots” occurring during the first flush of vegetative growth in ‘Tropic Beauty’ and ‘BRS Kampai’ 
peach cultivars grown in a tropical climate, municipality of Ervália, MG, Brazil. The images refer to the same shoot (a non-destructive 
record) photographed over the period June to Oct of 2018/19. The white arrows indicate the presence of three buds per node (a vegetative 
bud flanked by two flower buds) as early as 23 Aug. The yellow arrows indicate the unusual behavior of flower buds, starting early opening 
(on 27 Sept for Tropic Beauty and 11 Oct for BRS Kampai, both many months before due time) in comparison with what occurs under 
traditional areas conditions.
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During the autumn and winter, a reduction in 
relative humidity was common, with significant daily 
variation and a reduction in total and accumulated 
precipitation (Figure 6C). The monthly and accumulated 
rainfall differed between the first and second flushes 
of vegetative growth in both cycles (Figure 6C). From 
Oct to Nov, accumulated rainfall was higher than that 
of all the accumulated rainfall during the first flush of 
vegetative growth (Figure 6C).

Discussion

Dynamics of shoot emission and phytomer 
unfolding

The occurrence of endodormancy was discarded in the 
present experiment, as the temperatures registered, 
especially during the day (Figures 6A and B), would not 
be effective in overcoming it (even with the application 
of sprout inductors). This would result in poor or erratic 
budburst. However, a satisfactory budburst above 
80 %, indicated the potential for the appropriate start 
of vegetative growth. Under the evaluated conditions, 
the fruit harvest can be brought forward by almost two 
months (for Aug or Sept) compared with traditional 
growing regions in the south of Brazil, where harvest 
starts at the end of Oct to mid-Nov (Citadin et al., 2014; 
Tadeu et al., 2020).

Early harvest induces a natural new budburst after 
harvesting, a second flush of vegetative growth. The 
occurrence of two flushes of vegetative growth overlaps 
in part with pruning procedures, budding, and fruit 

Almost no hours were in the temperature range 
< 10.0 °C, and the mildest temperatures observed 
were in the 10.1-15.0 °C range (Figures 6A and B) for 
both cycles. Most of these temperature ranges occurred 
at night and were above 300 h (Figure 6A), whereas, 
during the day, the sum of these temperatures did not 
exceed 10 h (Figure 6B). This range of temperature 
accumulation was close to 200 h up until budburst 
induction in 2017/18 and close to an accumulated 
300 h up until budburst induction in 2018/19 (Figure 
6A). These conditions demonstrate that the evaluation 
environment of this high-altitude tropical site is 
characterized by the occurrence of mild temperatures, 
which almost exclusively occur at night. Temperatures 
between 15.1 °C and 25.0 °C were frequently observed 
during both cycles, especially during the day and 
coincided with periods of growth in both flushes of 
vegetative growth (Figures 6A and B). 

The increase in temperature was more intense 
for the 15.1-20.0 °C range, in a shorter period in the 
2018/19 growth cycle (between Aug and Sept 2018) 
compared with the first (2017/18) cycle, for which 
there was a gradual increase in this temperature range 
(Figure 6B). 

There was a wide temperature range (Figures 
6A and B) with temperatures frequently above 20 °C 
(Figures 6 A and B). The temperature range varied 
between flushes of vegetative growth in both growing 
cycles, except for the period between Dec and Mar 
2017/18, when there were only minor variations 
between the minimum nightly and maximum diurnal 
temperatures (Figures 6A and B).

Figure 5 – Percentage of fruits in the commercial diameter ranges: < 40.0 mm; 40.1-50.0 mm; 50.1-60.0 mm; > 60 mm (A) and total fruit load 
(B) for the cultivars ‘Tropic Beauty’ and ‘BRS Kampai’, average of 2017 and 2018 harvest, in a tropical climate at altitude. The lowercase 
letters compare the percentage of fruits in each size class (bars of the same color). Distinct letters differ from each other by Tukey’s test 
(p ≤ 0.05).
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Figure 6 – Sum of hours with temperature ranges < 10.0 °C, 10.1-15.0 °C, 15.1-20.0 °C, 20.1-25.0 °C and > 25.1 °C in nocturnal (A); diurnal 
(B) periods; accumulated rainfall (C), occurring during the 2017/18 and 2018/19 cycles at the experiment site, in a tropical climate at 
altitude. ↆ, FB, H indicates the beginning and full budburst, and the end of fruit harvest, respectively.
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development, representing potential stress conditions 
for peach trees. However, the higher temperatures and 
water availability may partially reduce this stress. The 
first flush occurred from mid-June to mid-July, and the 
second one occurred from the beginning of Oct to the 
end of Nov.

In the first flush of vegetative growth, after the 
induction of bud break, there was rapid initial growth 
of the fruit-bearing shoots and their respective leaf 
emissions (Figures 2A and B; 3; and 4). However, the 
growth and phytomer emission maximum occurred 
between 20 and 35 DAFB (Figures 2A and B; and 3), 
with no new emissions or increases in fruit-bearing 
shoot length until the fruit harvest (Figures 2C and 
D; 3; and 4). In traditional areas, the growth of fruit-
bearing shoots is continuous from budburst until around 
fruit harvest, with cycles ranging from 100 to 140 days, 
depending on the cultivar and environmental conditions 
(Mounzer et al., 2008; Ferreira et al., 2022).

Flower formation in relation to shoot growth

In traditional areas with environmental conditions that 
are normal for cultivation, flower buds may only reach 
a similar size and have similar aspects to buds at 35-40 
days after full bloom (DAPF), sometime in Mar of the 
following year (end of cycle), at the start of fall in the 
Southern Hemisphere (Figure 4). Therefore, under the 
conditions of this study, the formation of buds occurred 
about 170 days before normal conditions (Figures 3 and 
4).

This extremely early formation of flower buds can 
result in earlier and atypical flower opening (around 
Oct), as was observed in some of the photographed 
shoots, which presented flower buds at the balloon 
stage and would be productive in the subsequent cycle 
(Figure 3). Furthermore, this stage occurs during a 
higher temperature period (Figures 6A and B), which 
may increase flower bud abortion (Penso et al., 2020a).

Additionally, the imminent abortion of the floral 
structure formed in this first flush must pay attention 
to the energy used to form these structures since their 
formation demands a lot of assimilates (Rodrigo, 2000; 
Ferreira et al., 2022), which will be lost. Thus, if floral 
abortion is inevitable, the energy is wasted.

Peach tree organs are subjected to internal 
competition for assimilates as the fruits are developing 
(strong sink activity), and there is limited photosynthetic 
capacity (low source activity) due to the limited 
formation of leaves associated with the small elongation 
of the shoots in the first flush (Figures 2B and C). 
Associated with the fast establishment of phytomers, 
internodes remain short, forming between eight to ten 
nodes (Figure 3). The difficulty for shoots to increase in 
length during the first flush of vegetative growth results 
in a higher density of phytomers in shoots, but this does 
not increase the density of productive buds formed for 
the next cycle (Figure 3).

With the early cessation of vegetative growth 
at the end of the first flush, the shoots formed had a 
maximum growth of approximately 10 cm in length 
(Figures 2E and F; and 3). The early cessation of 
vegetative growth of the shoot is undesirable as it 
limits the plant’s structure and photosynthetic capacity 
due to fewer leaves that are smaller and worn, as well 
as the poor formation of productive buds (Penso et al., 
2020a).

The consequence of vegetative growth flushes for 
fruit development and practical management of 
peach in tropical climates

The first flush of vegetative growth, particularly its 
early cessation, occurred during the initial fruit growth 
(equivalent to stage I of fruit growth), at approximately 
30 to 40 DAPF (Figures 2C, D, E and F; 3; and 4). 
Furthermore, this is concurrent with a high relative 
growth rate and cell division in the fruit, which is one 
of the essential factors for determining the final size 
of fruits (DeJong and Walton, 1989; Moriguchi et al., 
1990; Pavel and DeJong, 1993; Grossman and DeJong, 
1995). Thus, during this period, there is high demand 
from the fruits for carbohydrates (Scorza and Okie, 
1991; Lopez and DeJong, 2007; Mounzer et al., 2008), 
and therefore, limitations in source activity during this 
phase affect the final fruit size.

It is estimated that for adequate peach fruit 
growth, around 25 to 30 fully expanded leaves in total 
photosynthetic capacity are required per fruit (Génard 
and Bruchou, 1992; Nii, 1997; Wu et al., 2005; Rahmati 
et al., 2018). During the first flush of vegetative 
growth, the average number of leaves per shoot was 
approximately 14 (Figures 2C and D). Considering the 
development of two fruits per productive shoot, there 
were approximately 7.5 leaves per fruit, far below 
the ideal required for satisfactory fruit development 
(Génard and Bruchou, 1992).

In addition, a previous experiment with the same 
cultivars and environment was evaluated by Penso et 
al. (2020b), who showed significant variation in leaf 
size that developed during the first and the second 
vegetative growth flush.

The ability to produce new leaves is highly restricted 
in the first flush of vegetative growth. Therefore, there 
is a limitation of its photosynthetic capacity (Figures 2C 
and D), as there is a consequent high production of tiny 
fruits (< 40.0 mm). However, a low fruit load per plant 
is maintained (Figure 5A). Thus, peaches produced in 
similar areas have reduced productive potential, with 
low fruits of an acceptable commercial standard, despite 
presenting initial satisfactory budbreak, flowering, and 
early harvest. Thus, efforts should be made to improve 
these parameters.

The use of complementary technologies such 
as differentiated fertilization and the use of growth 
regulators, which act to induce an increase in the 
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formation of new leaves under similar environmental 
conditions, can be applied to induce an increase in total 
leaf area or at least increase individual leaf area and 
thus enable increased plant source activity. 

The agents that limit shoot growth during the first 
flush are: climatic factors, such as mild temperatures 
and frequent occurrences of temperatures below 15.0 
°C (Figures 6A and B) (Heide, 2008); low precipitation 
and low relative humidity (Figure 6C); competition 
for carbohydrate reserves between fruits and new 
vegetative tissue is very intense up to about 20 
DAFB, as the plant does not yet have enough leaves 
and photosynthetic activity to provide energy for 
these tissues (Pavel and DeJong, 1993; Grossman and 
DeJong, 1995); and finally, the maturing of fruit whose 
ethylene synthesis induces the total cessation of shoot 
growth and increases plant leaf drop (Iqbal et al., 2017) 
(Figures 1A and B; 2C and D; and 4).

Spring starts with increased temperature (Figures 
6A and B) and precipitation (Figure 6C) at the end 
of the harvest. Concomitantly, vegetative growth 
is resumed from the apical bud, consisting of the 
second flush of vegetative growth. However, fruits are 
absent; therefore, the energy of the plant is directed 
primarily at developing new shoots. This is one of the 
hypotheses explaining the high intensity of vegetative 
growth in the second flush compared with the first, 
with a length sometimes greater than 15 cm and the 
abundant occurrence of flowers and vegetative buds 
(Figures 2E and F). In addition to reduced competition 
among the organs of the plant, there are also favorable 
environmental conditions during the second flush 
of vegetative growth. Average diurnal temperatures 
of around 25 °C, high Ψw (> –0.4 MPa), and good 
light availability with a photoperiod in excess of 12 h 
favor the increased rate of shoot growth (Berman and 
DeJong, 1997; Davidson et al., 2015).

Therefore, in the second flush, the shoots are 
prepared for the next production cycle with reserves 
and productive bud formation (Figure 4). Under tropical 
climate conditions, alternative plant management 
is necessary, with an exclusive focus on regulating 
vegetative growth, aiming at the complete restoration 
of the plant reserves and rebalancing the formation of 
reproductive structures for the subsequent cycle. In 
the first flush of vegetative growth, plant management 
should be focused on stimulating the emission of new 
leaves or supplying photosynthetic activity to attend to 
fruit development.

After the resumption of the second flush, the 
shoots formed in the previous flush are limited to 
initial supplier of reserves for the new shoots being 
formed, with zero or negligible contribution to the 
next production cycle. Due to this, pruning with shoot 
reduction is recommended after the fruit harvest, 
stimulating the budburst from the axillary buds near to 
the principal trunk. This will then form better quality 
shoots for the next cycle. 

In the second flush, the plant’s cycle is restored 
with growth starting near the beginning of the 
summer, at the summer solstice when the natural 
transition from vegetative to reproductive growth 
occurs (Heide, 2008; Davidson et al., 2015; Maurya 
and Bhalerao, 2017; Penso et al., 2020a), due to 
the photosensitivity characteristics of peach trees. 
Bearing this in mind, the conditions are favorable 
for better bud formation and the replenishment of 
reserves for the next cycle.

Vegetative growth of peach trees cultivated 
under tropical climates occurs in two flushes. The 
first flush occurs from budbreak to fruit harvest, 
between June and Sept, forming short shoots (less than 
10 cm), with early shoot growth cessation (less than 
30 days after budburst) and limited leaf number that 
potentially diminishes the supply of carbohydrates 
to fruit, which grow smaller. These shoots formed 
during the first growth flush bear the second flush 
of vegetative growth, which occurs after the harvest, 
between Oct and Dec, when there is an increase in 
daily temperature, precipitation, and relative humidity. 
There is no competition with fruits in the second flush 
of vegetative growth. The shoots grow with greater 
vigor, and the growth cycle is regularly reestablished, 
forming fruit-bearing shoots with abundant leaf and 
flower buds for the next production cycle.

Acknowledgments 

To the Instituto Nacional de Meteorologia (INMET) 
for making meteorological data available at work. In 
memory of farmer Jorge Martins from the farm “Princesa 
da Mata” for allowing the experiment on his property. 
The Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico 
(CNPq) provided funding by a scholarship to the first 
author to obtain the Ph.D. degree. 

Authors’ Contributions

Writing original draft: Penso GA. Writing-review & 
editing: Penso GA, Serafini GAD, Santos CEM, Picoli 
EAT, Citadin I, Lauri PE. Data curation: Penso GA, 
Serafini GAD. Funding acquisition: Santos CEM.

References

Alvares CA, Stape JL, Sentelhas PC, Gonçalves JLM, 
Sparovek G. 2013. Köppen’s climate classification map for 
Brazil. Meteorologische Zeitschrif 6: 711-728. https://doi.
org/10.1127/0941-2948/2013/0507

Arora R, Rowland LJ, Tanino K. 2003. Induction and release 
of bud dormancy in wood perennials: a Science comes 
of age. HortScience 38: 911-921. https://doi.org/10.21273/
HORTSCI.38.5.911

Berman ME, DeJong TM. 1997. Crop load and water stress effects 
on daily stem growth in peach (Prunus persica). Tree Physiology 
17: 467-472. https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/17.7.467

https://doi.org/10.1127/0941-2948/2013/0507
https://doi.org/10.1127/0941-2948/2013/0507
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.38.5.911
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.38.5.911
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/17.7.467


11

Penso et al. Peach tree growth in a tropical climate

Sci. Agric. v.81, e20230038, 2024

Bonhomme M, Regeau R, Richard JP, Erez A, Gendraud M. 1999. 
Influence of three contrasted climatic conditions on endo-
dormant vegetative and floral peach buds: analyses of their 
intrinsic growth capacity and their potential sink strength 
compared with adjacent tissues. Scientia Horticulturae 80: 157-
171. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4238(98)00231-3

Bonora E, Vidoni S, Fiori G, Noferini M, Kusch C, Piccinini L, 
et al. 2015. A predictive model for the definition of harvest 
window and yield of peach fruit of the variety ‘Royal Majestic®’. 
Acta Horticulturae 1084: 799-807. https://doi.org/10.17660/
ActaHortic.2015.1084.109

Chavarria G, Herter FG, Raseira MCB, Rodrigues AC, Reisser C, 
Silva JB. 2009. Mild temperatures on bud breaking dormancy 
in peaches. Ciência Rural 39: 2016-2021. https://doi.org/10.1590/
S0103-84782009000700010

Citadin I, Scariotto S, Sachet MR, Rosa FJ, Raseira MCB, Wagner 
Jr. A. 2014. Adaptability and stability of fruit set and production 
of peach trees in a subtropical climate. Scientia Agricola 71: 133-
138. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-90162014000200007

Cruz CD. 2013. GENES: a software package for analysis 
in experimental statistics and quantitative genetics. Acta 
Scientiarum 35: 271-276. https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.
v35i3.21251

Davidson A, Silva D, Quintana B, DeJong TM. 2015. The 
phyllochron of Prunus persica shoots is relatively constant under 
controlled growth conditions but seasonally increases in the 
field in ways unrelated to patterns of temperature or radiation. 
Scientia Horticulturae 184: 106-113. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scienta.2014.12.033

DeJong TM, Walton EF. 1989. Carbohydrate requirements of peach 
fruit growth and respiration. Tree Physiology 5: 329-335. https://
doi.org/10.1093/treephys/5.3.329

DeJong TM, Day KR. 1991. Relationships between shoot productivity 
and leaf characteristics in peach canopies. HortScience 26: 1271-
1273. https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.26.10.1271

Edwards GR. 1987. Producing temperate-zone fruit at low latitudes: 
avoiding rest and the chilling requirement. HortScience 22: 
1236-1240. https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.22.6.1236

Erez A. 2000. Bud dormancy; phenomenon, problems and 
solutions in the tropics and subtropics. p. 17-48. In: Erez A. 
Temperate fruit crops in warm climates. Springer, Berlin, 
Germany.

Ferreira RB, Leonel S, Lima GPP, Leonel M, Minatel IO, Souza 
JMA, et al. 2022. Contents of nitrogen compounds during bud 
break and peach tree performance in response to budburst-
inducing products. Scientia Horticulturae 305: 111388. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111388

Génard M, Bruchou C. 1992. Multivariate analysis of within-
tree factors accounting for the variation of peach fruit quality. 
Scientia Horticulturae 52: 37-51. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-
4238(92)90006-X

George AP, Nissen RJ. 1992. Effects of water stress, nitrogen and 
paclobutrazol on flowering, yield and fruit quality of the low-
chill peach cultivar, ‘Flordaprince’. Scientia Horticulturae 49: 
197-209. https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4238(92)90157-8

George AP, Erez A. 2000. Stone fruit species under warm subtropical 
and tropical climates. p. 231-265. In: Erez A. Temperate fruit 
crops in warm climates. Springer, Berlin, Germany.

Ghrab M, Mimoun MB, Masmoudi MM, Mechila NB. 2014. 
Chilling trends in warm production area and their impact on 
flowering and fruiting of peach trees. Scientia Horticulturae 
178: 87-94. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2014.08.008

Gonçalves BHL, Leonel S, Souza JMA, Tecchio MA, Arruda LL, Silva 
MS. 2016. Carbohydrate levels in ‘douradão’ peach tree grown 
under subtropical conditions. Australian Journal of Crop Science 
10: 1635-1639. https://doi.org/10.21475/ajcs.2016.10.12.PNE225

Grossman YL, DeJong TM. 1995. Maximum fruit growth potential 
and seasonal patterns of resource dynamics during peach 
growth. Annals of Botany 75: 553-560. https://doi.org/10.1006/
anbo.1995.1058

Heide OM. 2008. Interaction of photoperiod and temperature 
in control of growth and dormancy of Prunus species. 
Scientia Horticulturae 115: 309-314. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scienta.2007.10.005

Iqbal N, Khan NA, Ferrante A, Trivellini A, Francini A, Khan 
MIR. 2017. Ethylene role in plant growth, development and 
senescence: interaction with other phytohormones. Frontiers 
in Plant Science 8: 475. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00475

Lopez G, DeJong TM. 2007. Spring temperatures have a major 
effect on early stages of peach fruit growth. Journal of 
Horticultural Science and Biotechnology 82: 507-512. https://
doi.org/10.1080/14620316.2007.11512266

Maurya JP, Bhalerao RP. 2017. Photoperiod and temperature-
mediated control of growth cessation and dormancy in trees: a 
molecular perspective. Annals of Botany 120: 351-360. https://
doi.org/doi:10.1093/aob/mcx061

Meier U, Garf H, Hack H, Hess M, Kennel W, Klose R, et al. 1994. 
Phenological growth stages of pome fruit (Malus domestica 
Borkh. and Pyrus communis L.), stone fruit (Prunus species), 
currants (Ribes species) and strawberry (Fragaria × ananassa 
Duch.). Deutsche Pflanzenschutzd 46: 141-153 (in German, 
with abstract in English).

Moriguchi T, Sanada T, Yamaki S. 1990. Seasonal fluctuations of 
some enzymes relating to sucrose and sorbitol metabolism in 
peach fruit. Journal of the American Society for Horticultural 
Science 115: 278-281. https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.115.2.278

Mounzer OH, Conejero W, Nicolás E, Abrisqueta I, García-
Orellana YV, Tapia LM, et al. 2008. Growth pattern and 
phenological stages of early-maturing peach trees under a 
Mediterranean climate. Hortscience 43: 1813-1818. https://doi.
org/10.21273/HORTSCI.43.6.1813

Nii N. 1997. Changes of starch and sorbitol in leaves before and 
after removal of fruits from peach trees. Annals Botany 79: 
139-144. https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1996.0324

Pavel EW, DeJong TM. 1993. Source- and skin-limited growth 
periods of developing peach fruits indicated by relative growth 
rate analysis. Journal of the American Society for Horticultural 
Science 118: 820-824. https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.118.6.820

Penso GA, Citadin I, Scariotto S, Santos CEM, Wagner Jr. A, 
Bruckner CH, et al. 2020a. Development of peach flower 
buds under low winter chilling conditions. Agronomy 10: 428. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10030428

Penso GA, Serafini GAD, Santos CEM, Picoli EAT, Cremasco JPG, 
Paiva MM. 2020b. Response of peach tree leaf area to seasonal 
variation in tropical climate. Australian Journal of Crop Science 
14: 295-298. https://doi.org/10.21475/ajcs.20.14.02.p2551

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4238(98)00231-3
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2015.1084.109
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2015.1084.109
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-84782009000700010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-84782009000700010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-90162014000200007
https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v35i3.21251
https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v35i3.21251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2014.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2014.12.033
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/5.3.329
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/5.3.329
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.26.10.1271
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.22.6.1236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111388
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111388
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4238(92)90006-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4238(92)90006-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4238(92)90157-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2014.08.008
https://doi.org/10.21475/ajcs.2016.10.12.PNE225
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1995.1058
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1995.1058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2007.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2007.10.005
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00475
https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.2007.11512266
https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.2007.11512266
https://doi.org/doi:10.1093/aob/mcx061
https://doi.org/doi:10.1093/aob/mcx061
https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.115.2.278
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.43.6.1813
https://doi.org/10.21273/HORTSCI.43.6.1813
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1996.0324
https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.118.6.820
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10030428
https://doi.org/10.21475/ajcs.20.14.02.p2551


12

Penso et al. Peach tree growth in a tropical climate

Sci. Agric. v.81, e20230038, 2024

Rodrigo J. 2000. Spring frosts in deciduous fruit trees: 
morphological damage and flower hardiness. Scientia 
Horticulturae 85: 155-173. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-
4238(99)00150-8

Rahmati M, Mirás-Avalos JM, Valsesia P, Lescourret F, Génard 
M, Davarynejad GH, et al. 2018. Disentangling the effects of 
water stress on carbon acquisition, vegetative growth, and 
fruit quality of peach trees by means of the QualiTree model. 
Frontiers in Plant Science 9: 3. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fpls.2018.00003 

Safford HD. 2004. Brazilian Páramos II. Macro- and 
mesoclimate of the campos de altitude and affinities with 
high mountain climates of the tropical Andes and Costa 
Rica. Journal of Biogeography 26: 713-737. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.1999.00312.x

Scorza R. 1987. Identification and analysis of spur growth in 
peach (Prunus persica L. Batsch). Journal of Horticulturae 
Science 62: 449-455. https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.1987
.11515805

Scorza R, Okie WR. 1991. Peaches (Prunus). Acta Horticulturae 
290: 177-234. https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.1991.290.5

Souza AP, Leonel S, Silva AC. 2011. Basal temperature and thermal 
sum in phenological phases of nectarine and peach cultivars. 
Pesquisa Agropecuária Brasileira 46: 1588-1596. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1590/S0100-204X2011001200002

Souza FBM, Barbosa JPRAD, Pio R, Reighard GL, Tadeu MH, 
Curi PN. 2017. Adaptability and stability of reproductive and 
vegetative phases of peach trees in subtropical climate. Acta 
Scientiarum 39: 427-435. https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.
v39i4.32914

Tadeu MH, Pio R, Silva GN, Olmstead M, Cruz CD, Souza FBM, 
et al. 2020. Duration of the phenological stages of peach trees 
at tropics duration of the phenological stages of peach trees 
at tropics. Scientia Horticulturae 261: 108976. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scienta.2019.108976

Yahmed JB, Ghrab M, Moreno MÁ, Pinochet J, Mimoun MB. 
2016. Performance of ‘Subirana’ flat peach cultivar budded 
on different Prunus rootstocks in a warm production area in 
North Africa. Scientia Horticulturae 206: 24-32. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scienta.2016.04.031

Williamson JG, Coston DC. 1989. The Relationship among root 
growth, shoot growth, and fruit growth of peach. Journal of 
the American Society for Horticultural Science 114: 180-183. 
https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.114.2.180

Wu BH, Mimoun B, Génard M, Lescourret F, Besset J, Bussi C. 
2005. Peach fruit growth in relation to the leaf-to-frit ratio, 
early fruit size and fruit position. The Journal of Horticultural 
Science Biotechnology 80: 340-345. https://doi.org/10.1080/146
20316.2005.11511941

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4238(99)00150-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4238(99)00150-8
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00003
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00003
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.1999.00312.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.1999.00312.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.1987.11515805
https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.1987.11515805
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.1991.290.5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2011001200002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2011001200002
https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v39i4.32914
https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v39i4.32914
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2019.108976
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2019.108976
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2016.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2016.04.031
https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.114.2.180
https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.2005.11511941
https://doi.org/10.1080/14620316.2005.11511941

