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Studies on Fruit Development of Feijoa(Fejoa sellowiana Berg.) in Cheju
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Summary

This study was conducted to obtain the data for feijoa (Feijoa  sellowiana Berg. )
production in Cheju. Four feijoa cultivars - Mammoth, Triumph, Robert and Coolidge -
were compared in development of fruits harvested at different maturing stages.
Increasing rate of fruit size (fruit length, width and weight) and fruit quality (pulp
weight, pulp content, skin thickness and soluble solids) were examined from Oct. 26

to Nov. 5 (90~130 days after anthesis) in 1990. The results obtained are summerized

as follow.
Increasing rate Fruit size and quality (Nov. 5
Fruit length .62 ~ 1.7 48.35 ~ 51.84mn
Fruit width 1.77 ~ 1.8 38.85 ~ 40.97xa
Fruit weight 4.73 ~ 6.59 41.54 ~ 50.85¢
Pulp weight 6.17 ~ 9.69 8.53 ~ 11.06¢
Pulp content .31 ~ 1.71 20.79 ~ 22.45%
Skin thickness 1.49 ~ 1.66 7.28 ~ 7.45m
Soluble solids 1.35 ~ 1.74 12.65 ~ 15.11°Brix
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Fig 1. Growth of fruit length of feijoa cv.
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Fig 2. Growth of fruit width of feijoa cv. ‘Mammoth’,

‘Coolidge’ in 1990 season.
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Fig 5. Increase of pulp content of feijoa during growth for four cultivars in 1990
season.
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Increase of soluble solids of feijoa fruit during growth for cv.
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Table 1. Fruit size and fruit quality attributes of feijoa fruit cv. ‘Mammoth’,
‘Triumph', ‘Robert’ and ‘Coolidge’ harvested on 5 November 1990.
Cultivars
Attribute i

Mammoth Triumph Robert Coolidge
Fruit length (za) 51.841+ 4.89 51.15%+ 5.77 48.35% 4.48 49.83+4.56
Fruit width (za) 38.85+3.79 39.71% 3.89 39.76% 2.84 40.96+3.7
Fruit weight (g) 44, 76+11.1 50.85+19. 53 50. 08+ 14. 47 41.54%+7.35
Pulp weight(g) 9.12+ 4.37 11. 06+ 5.48 8.53+ 3.32 8.65+3.75
Pulp content (%) 22.33x 6.71 22.31+ 5.08 22. 45t 5.62 20.79+7.87
Skin thickness (xx) 7.52% 1.33 7.28% 1.62 7.45% 1. 41 7.33+1.41
Soluble solids ("Brix) 12.65% 1.19 14.2 + 1.61 14.02+ 1.3 15.11+1.64
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