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Table 1 The phenophase of eggplant cultivar month/ day
Stage of accelerating Initial stage of Eventually stage
Cultivar L. Seeding time Seeding stage Planting time Eflorescence . .
ge rmination harvesting of harwesting
« 1 7 Jinggie No. 1 ¥ 11 ¥17 3/26 28 7/8 826 1027
“ 3 7 Jinggie No. 3 ¥ 11 ¥16 3/21 28 7/5 &2 10027
“ 5 7 Jinggie No. 5 ¥ 11 ¥18 3/26 28 7/5 &2 10027
« 10 7 Jinggie Na 10 ¥ 11 ¥17 3/25 28 710 &27 10027
« 15 7 Jinggie Na 15 ¥ 11 ¥16 3/25 28 712 826 1027
« 18 7 Jinggie Na 18 ¥11 ¥18 3/26 528 7/8 824 10027
« 20 7 Jinggie Na 20 ¥11 ¥17 3/25 528 711 825 10027
« ” Lanza No.2 ¥ 11 ¥16 3/26 528 7/8 826 10027
2
Table 2 The grow th characters of eggplant cultivar
X ) Lenght of
Height of plant  Diameler of ~ Unfold degree Hedght of stem Growth
Treatment Maximum led leaf stk First flower Leaf colaur .
/ an ste/ an /cm /cm potential
/emX cm /em
« 17 Jingge No. 1 45.3 1.231 59. 8 21.4 26.0X 20.4 12.1 7.3
« 3 7 Jingge No.3 48.1 1.263 66. 7 26.0 28.3X20.9 13.0 7.2
« 5 7 Jingge No.5 45.8 1.160 58.3 23.1 24.3X18.4 1.1 5.8
“ 10 ” Jinggie No. 10 63.3 1.242 80. 6 46.8 27.8X22.3 17.7 9.4
“ 15 7 Jingqgie No. 15 49.5 1. 121 69. 5 30.2 26.3X20.6 15.6 7.2
« 18 7 Jingge No. 18 53.7 1.158 68.3 34.7 26.9X20.4 18.0 6.7
« 20 7 Jinggie No.20 50.4 1.269 71. 4 29.6 29.1X20.8 14.6 6.3
« ” Laza No.2 58.4 1.017 6l 1 38.8 26.9X19.5 13.9 8.1
2.3 2.4
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Table 3 The yield of eggplant cultivar R .7
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Fig. 1 The protein content of different eggplant cultivar
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Compare of Introducing Different Eggplant Cultivar in Qinghai Province

DU Zhong ping, NIE Shuming TIAN Xiao-ki
(Qinghai Key of Vegetable Genetics and Physiology of Research Institute of Horticulture Qinghai Academy of Agriculture and Forestry,
Xining, Qinghai 810016)

Abstract: Seven kind eggplant cultivar were used as test material, the grow th, yield nutrient quality of them were studied
in Qinghai provinee. The results showed that the comprehensive performance of ¢ Qingqie-10’, © Qinggie-18’ and
“Qingqie-20 were better than others and it was suitable for them to be planted as main cultivar in Qinghai and promote
to the market.
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