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The Comparison of Onion Varieties in Jiayuguan

WEI Hui's KOU Yong-mou?, QI Yong-hong® LI Min-quan!
(1.College of Prataculture, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou Gansu 730070; 2. Integrate Serwice Station of Agricultural Technology in
Xincheng Town, Jiayuguan Gansu 735106; 3. Institute of Plant Protection Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences Lanzhouw Gansu 730070)

Abstract; 12 onion varieties were used for variety comparison experiment in Xincheng Town of Jayuguan City and made

field plots trial. The plots were designed randomly, and duplicated 4 times. After a comprehensive evaluation of differ-

ence varieties of phenological phase, agronomic traits, yield planting effidency and disease resistance. The results

show ed that Yellow-Skinned varieties mainly relied on Huangpi02 and Mutong among which the yield was 9 621. 21
kg/ 667m” and 8 219.72 kg/667m’ respectively. Red-Skinned varieties depened on Hongsejindian mainly and White-
Skinned ones was Xuebao 401, the yield of both was 6 339. 15 kg/ 667m” and 8 018. 56 kg/667m’ respectively. From a-

bove 4 kinds of onion varieties were suitable for planting and recommendation in Jiayuguan region.
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Table 1 Effect of automn foliar application of fertilizers
on appearance qualities of grape

FRLE b R

JEp A S TR
AL Longitudina Transverse
100-seed . . . H ardness
Treatment diameter of fruit diameter
weight/ g /kg
grairy cm of fruit gran/ an
1 279.8533 b 15.03 ¢ 13.91 ¢ 1.28 d
. 2 280.5933 b 21.28¢ 14.87 be 1.33d
A
3 340. 8067 a 20. 13d 15.30 be 1.59 b
Thompson
4 359.13 a 24. 02a 16.24b 1.78a
5 344.3733 a 21.848 b 18.577 a l.4¢c
1 234.773 d 20. 1243 b 13.6296 be 1.568 d
. 2 260.32 be 18. 9165 ¢ 12.9908 ¢ 2.2828a
e TR
3 244.273 ol 19.6431 b 14.0163 ab 1.7133 ¢
Cimson
4 293.14 a 21.4849 a 14.5744 a 2.3273 a
5 267.266 b 19.8171 b 13.7183 be 2.104 b
1 827.444 b 26.472 ¢ 22.748 d 2.1729b
o1 R 2 948.388 b 27.5888 b 22.456 d 2.1749b
3 1233.14a 27.8306 b 23.452¢ 2.2062 b
Red globe
4 1022. 85 b 29.8913 a 26.7166 a 2.3276a
5 13915 a 30. 1366 a 25. 8643 b 2.2176 b

i ANRVNG FRMREE 0.05 AFZ i % R,
Note: The different letters following the figures is significant difference at 0.05 lev-

el the follbwing same.
2 KWL & E TR T

Table 2 Effect of automn foliar appliaation of fertilizers

on nutritive qualities of grape

fhgm Al VA A HE B VC % Content
Content of solid  Content of titration of vitamin
Treatment . .
solutior %4 acid/ % /mg ° (100g) !
1 19. 94 b 0.7422 a 0.9343 ¢
T 2 21.38a 0.7161 ab L. 1212¢
3 21.16a 0.7032 dbe 1.5697 b
Thompson
4 21.74a 0.6771 be 2.093 a
5 21.62a 0.66401 ¢ 1.8687 a
1 22.63 ed 0.5469 a 1. 6975 ¢
" 2 23.20b 0. 5625 2.0061 &
SR ¢
3 22.40d 0.5313 a 1.8518 he
Crimson
4 23.52a 0. 4219b 2.2376 a
5 22.89¢ 0. 3854 b 2.2376 a
1 15.42d 0.4375 a 1.1634a
. 2 16.58 ¢ 0.4089 ab 1.2019a
o 3 17. 471 0. 3906 b 1.2019
Red globe Sy : et
4 18.41a 0.3177d 1.2820 a
5 17.32b 0.3593 ¢ 1.2820 a

2.2 AR PR
FHFE 3 A%, 3 A di A A Ak BRAR X R SATA 1 7
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Table 3 Effect of automn foliar application of fertilizers

on the yield of grape

b3 bR FEEE Yield B4R Increase
Treatment Yield per plant/ kg / kg °© hm—2 amplitude/ %4
1 14. 59333 24 078.99 0
N 2 16.38333 27 032.49 12,2659
T A
3 16. 50833 27 238.74 13.12245
Thompson
4 18.47 30 475.50 26. 56469
5 18. 48083 30 493.37 26.63891
1 28.8778 57 611.21 0
" 2 30.93167 61 708. 68 7.112282
ik AR
3 30. 24867 60 346. 10 4.747143
Crimson
4 37.00823 74 010.97 28. 46626
5 35. 80548 59 079. 04 23.98064
1 41.40722 41407.22 0
. 2 5111111 51 111.11 23.435263
ZIER
3 46. 86429 46 864.29 13.17902
Red globe
4 52.57524 52 575.24 26.971185
5 52.34081 52 340.81 26.405032

3 /N
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Effect of Autumn Fdiar Application of Fertilizer on the Yield and
Quality of Three Varieties of Grape

SU Ting', WANG Yue jin', CHE Jun-feng', SUN Feng’, LUO Qiang wei’, GUO Chunhui'
(1. College of Horticulture, Northwest Science and Technology University of Ariculture and Forestry, Yangling Shaanxi 712100; 2. Develop-

ment and Research Centre of Grapes and Melons of Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region Shanshan Xinjiang 838201)

Abstract; Investigated the effect of autumn foliar spray of different formula fertilizer on the yield and quality of Redglobe,

Thompson seedless and Crimson seedless. Which were the main cultivated varieties of the Tarim Basin. A ccess to get the

best treatment and provides a theoretical basis for high quality and yield cultivated technology of grape. The result

showed that the yield and quality of different foliar spray treatments of the three grape varieties were better than CK, and

the yield and quality of treatment 4 and treatment 5 was higher.
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