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Fig. 1. Pedigree of the ‘AU-Cherry’ plum.
‘AU-Cherry’ plum was developed in the
Dept. of Horticulture and the Alabama Ag-
ricultural Experiment Station, Auburn Univ.,
and is adapted to areas receiving 700 h of
chilling below 7C. The plum originated from
a cross of ‘Methley’ × ‘Starcher No. 1’ (nat-
ural hybrid of Prunus angustifolia Marsh),
followed by backcrossing and sibbing of se-
lected seedlings (Fig. 1). The original cross
was made in 1965, and the seedling was se-
lected and tested as Methley C-50.

Description

‘AU-Cherry’ is highly resistant to bacte-
rial canker (Pseudomonas syringae pv. syr-
ingae Van Hall), bacterial fruit and leaf spot
[Xanthomonas campestris pv.  pruni (Smith)
Dye], plum leaf scald (Xylella fastidiosa
Wells), and black knot [Apiosporina mor-
bosa (Schw) Arx.] (Table 1).

Trees of ‘AU-Cherry’ are similar to those
of ‘Methley’ in upright spreading growth habit
and dark-green foliage, except they are more
vigorous, larger, and have greater longevity.
‘AU-Cherry’ has a chilling requirement of
≈ 700 h below 7C. Chilling requirements were
determined by holding cuttings in a green-
house at 25C after dormant cuttings had been
held in storage at 3C.

Mature fruits of ‘AU-Cherry’ have dark-
red (scarlet red, HCC, 44A) skin and dark-
red flesh (scarlet red, HCC, 44B) (Royal
Horticultural Society, 1966) (Table 1, Fig.
2). Fruit quality is excellent for fresh market
and home use, as judged by us and collab-
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orators. However, it is too small and soft for
commercial production (Table 1). Fruits also
were rated acceptable in canned fruit tests
(Table 2). Maturity date is the same as for
‘Santa Rosa’ (Table 1). The plant flowers
profusely, is self-fruitful, and sets a heavy
crop.

‘AU-Cherry’ has produced high yields at
four locations in Alabama (central and
southeastern) and at Byron, Ga. Each Ala-
bama planting contained six replications of
one-tree plots. Average yields of marketable
fruit per tree in Alabama were 17.7, 22.7,
37.3, and 36.8 kg from 3-, 4-, 5-, and 6-
year-old trees, respectively. It has been a
consistent bearer and has produced larger
crops than ‘Methley’, ‘Ozark Premier’, or
‘Santa Rosa’ (Table 1).

Fruits of ‘AU-Cherry’ store as well as 0C
as those of ‘AU-Amber’, ‘AU-Roadside’, and
Fig. 2. Fruits of ‘AU-Cherry’ plum.
‘Methley’ and better than ‘Ozark Premier’
fruit (Table 1).

‘AU-Cherry’ yield and fruit quality com-
pare favorably with the cultivars currently
being grown commercially and in home and
roadside market plantings. Furthermore, it is
more resistant to bacterial fruit and leaf spot,
bacterial canker, black knot, and plum leaf
scald than are ‘Methley’ or ‘Santa Rosa’.
Resistance ratings were obtained in years
when injury from disease was severe on sus-
ceptible cultivars. The plants were main-
tained under a standard commercial pesticide
program. Therefore, ‘AU-Cherry’ should fill
a need for a midseason cultivar for home use
in central and south-central Alabama and in
other areas of similar environment where these
diseases are a problem.

Outstanding characteristics

Tree vigor and tolerance to plum leaf scald
are the primary improvements of ‘AU-
Cherry’. Trees of ‘AU-Cherry’ are vigorous
and show no evidence of plum leaf scald,
whereas trees of ‘Methley’ grow much slower
and are highly susceptible to plum leaf scald.
Tree vigor is a primary selective criterion in
the southeastern United States and the rela-
tionship of plum leaf scald to phony peach
makes resistance important.

Another improvement of ‘AU-Cherry’ is
its tree longevity. In test orchards at two Al-
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Table 1. Fruit characteristics and disease resistance of ‘AU-Cherry’ trees compared to standard Prunus salicina cultivars.
abama locations and at Byron 9 years after
planting, trees of ‘AU-Cherry’ were vigor-
ous and disease-free. Trees of ‘Methley’ were
either dead or in decline.

Availibility
Trees of ‘AU-Cherry’ are currently avail-
able from wholesale and retail nurseries for
planting. A limited supply of budwood may
be obtained from J.D.N.
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