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Table 2 Comparison result of yield on production test
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Study on Breeding of A New Auricularia auricula-judae (Bull.) Quél, Cultivar

CHEN Ying' , YAO Fang-jie'? ,ZHANG You-min® ,FANG Ming’
(1. Engineering Research Center of Chinese Ministry of Education for Edible and Medicinal Fungi, Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun,
Jilin 130118;2. College of Horticulture,Jilin Agricultural University,Changchun,Jilin 130118)

Abstract: ‘Jihei 3’ was a new cultivar of the edible mushroom Awricularia auricula - judae (Bull.) Quél.. It was

hybridization by ‘mon-mon’ crossing between a wild strain and local variety, and then systematicly breeded. The

mycelium was white and grown strongly,and the colony edge was regularity. The fruiting body was monolithic clusters,

the rate of single fruiting body by the ‘little role’ cultivation reached over 90%. It was mid-early variety. The results of

production test showed the average yield of fresh fruiting body was 81. 7 kg per 100 kg dry compost, which was 9. 2%

higher than the control variety(‘Yante 57).
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