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Comparative Studies of Two Spuriopiminella brachycar pa (Komar. )Na-kai

CHI Zhrhong, FENG Yu-cai
(Horticulture College of Jilin Agniculture University, Changchun, Jilin 130118)

Abstract; Based on the morphological characters and nutrition which was of long and round grain Spuriopiminella
brachyawrpa (Komar. ) Na-kai, the results showed that two Spuriopiminella brachycarpa (Komar. ) Naka had different
not only forms of morphological characters but also its main index nutritional quality content; One of the round grain was
S puriopimpimnel la brachycarpa (Kom. ) kitagawa, but the long seed remained to be verified whether it was Cryptotae-
nia japonica Hassk or mot.
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Research on Flower Bud Differentiation in Raspberry

SHENG Yarryan GAO Qingyu
(Department of Horticulture Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin Heilongjiang 150030)
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Abstract; Morphological characteristics and developmental process of flow er bud differentiation in raspberry were observed

every 7 days from 2008 to 2009. The results were as follows: flower bud differentiation started in early August and eli-

maxed in late A ugust or september. The bud differentiation would proccess to the inflorescence primordium differentiation

stage and stopped differentiate this year. From next mid-A pril, along with terminal inflorescen-ce primordial continued to

develop, the bud was followed by Alabastram, Sepal, Petal, Stamen and pistil primordium differentiation stage while flo-

ral parts differentiated aeropetally appearing. Initial differentiation of raspberry was early August. Raspberry had combi-

nation bud and simple flower bud.
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