wF @B ¥ 2016020 :27~29

- BB .

DOI.10. 11937/bfyy. 201620007

TR IR X IB A ER S R B & e 4 L e
BN, K K WO K B R, R OB B R B

Q. FRAMPLEBE FETRIRGTZU0, T & )11 750002;2. W R BORKET MRS 0, TE P4 756200

W OE 016 AN E SRR A A, R B AU R BRI T 16 AR e A
MIREFE A ERETTEHFR LR BERBZOLBMER TR, EREN.FHR F“F
FEB2 AR 667 m = F A4 3 967 kg e 2 923 kg, “EH A BAELFH 27T g kg !,
“EREBRGOEAEECH 62 mg e kg LR FE R EBR BB/ ES A 97V A 905, 5K

ZAREREIY K 10000, AR PR AT HE HE

MR ERTHERMT ESETEHFLER

KB TR VY UL DX s AEAIRSE s B 5 P LR

hE 5SS :S635. 3

TR X EIRLE 1 248~2 955 m, 4F H R ¥
2 200~2 700 h, EFHRIR 5~7 CEFHHARLE
500 mm DL {14 X 5 BT AR 8004, i Ml X “ - 4E L
B2 KBEEARBREER AT 78 1 XK &
BN | JBHBE (Brassica oleracea L. var. botrytis L. ) 23R
EEZENRKEMEEREY 2 — , RE TR FE R
35.3 J7 ho?, JE A —A, of R S AR A 40. 9%,
SRR S O AR YRS, & &F/ 2
BT Y, BATURMER, S PURRSE. B
SR TRBE S T AN {URB A 50 B S 07 v HLR
HONCHEZE R AR Z—., N ORUEEHESE &R R
BIREBTHEST IR A YR R TS T

F—EEB N (1980, B, EMhAEA AL, HAMTR,
REBNFRARE AR LY RLRLEHL LH, Email:
qujs119@126. com.,

BE&TWB: B £AH L4485 8 (2014BAD0SB02) ; 7 B KA 4+
F BB AT B B (NKYCG15-05),

Wfs HEE:2016—07—21

MAKFRIRES B XEHHS 1001 —0009(2016)20—0027 —03

16 A~ FhFp AT H IR, DU 07 2 18 8 B O B
PRI AR SR A P R R
1 #MR5RF*
L1 R

BB FTEEE BB A8 S KR RIBS
YRS, A T B A PR, o T R4 105°52, Jb 4
35°48', gk 1 850 m, Ak ¥ 4 SR PH AL IR, J& B il i
B+ RRWEKX, B REHEERNSER R, K5 SFT
¥RER 5.3 C 4 P[RR 427. 9 mm, B HAE
GHPNGT S R
L2 Rtk

BREFEHFAE 16 T “WREE” MR FE”
PR BFEBIET R RERE T — R R R
“ERFEERIIFRE AR R R
FH AR R R F R R A
L3 Rk

W F 2015 4F 4—10 Hi#f47. SHAF 2015 4 4
A1 BBREN,.5 H 15 BB EM, E2E BT

sugar and fructose and the improvement of the shaping of seed,so it belonged to the type of reducing sugar accumulation;

in B99,the level of glucose would be high in young fruit period, the accumulation of sugar would keep the increasing

tendency in the whole growing period till the maturity of the seed,the accumulation of fructose closely related with the

activity of SPS and NI, so this inbreeding type belonged to the sugar accumulation;in J149,the accumulation of sugar and

fructose began on the 25th day after the bloom till the maturity of the seed,the amount of glucose would be the highest

after maturity,the increase of fructose relates with the increase of the activity of NI, so it belonged to the type of reducing

sugar accumulation;in 1.168,the amount of glucose would be the highest after maturity,the change of the activity of Al

and NI were very important to the quality of the melon,so it belonged to the type of sugar accumulation.

Keywords : flesh color;thin skin melon;sugar and sugar related enzyme
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ERBER A —R BB EEERF/E.H
1.7 g kg ' KM REEL 4 g« kg ', “MIEH
B’L3 g kg, RN L2 g kg WHFAE 81,
Llg-kg "WA LAM,L0 g kg "MEFE 41
‘MREBMAIBHEEARSERS, B3
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Table 1 Comparison of agronomic traits of cauliflower
AR TEIRE A B B 667 m? =& #EEC B oY ARMEEA R
Name of Flower Ripe period Single fruit weight Yield per 667 m? Vitamin C Total sugar content Titrable acidity Souble protein
species color /d /kg /kg /(mg « kg™1) /(g kg™ 1) /(g kg™D) /(g kg D)
i =] 85 0. 284 8k 1139k 4891 12.0i 1.7a 24. 2ab
“ & VTR B A 65 0. 497 Oe 1 988e 476g 19. 0f 1. 0f 14. 6h
“IRER" =] 65 0.571 0d 2 284d 458h 18. 0g 1. 0f 15. 0gh
“FHREE =] 85 0. 400 8h 1 603h 840b 18.0g 1.0f 17. 8e
R =] 85 0. 596 3cd 2 385¢d 469g 22. 0cd 1.2d 17. 5e
“EHH” A 65 0. 588 8d 2 355d 455h 21.0d 1.2d 13. 61
“EILFER” A 65 0.519 Oe 2 076e 4911 20. Oe 1.2d 19. 0d
MR ETEY E-4 75 0. 343 3i 1 373i 771a 23.0c 1.4b 15. g
“H R BB =] 70 0. 407 5h 1 630h 4821 19. 7e 1.2d 17. 2¢
“DAET I A 90 0. 617 8¢ 2 471c 637b 25.7b 1. 3¢ 16. 8f
AR H 70 0.991 8a 3 967a 518¢ 27.7a 1. 0f 186. 5f
“HBTi 22 A 85 0. 440 5g 1 762g 742ab 23. 3¢ 1.2d 20. 6be
“ERER # 100 0.730 8b 2 923b 612¢ 24. Obc 1.1e 20. 0c
RSB # 90 0. 355 8i 14231 600c 28.1a 1.2d 25. 0a
“BRIEHE” # 100 0. 467 6f 1 8971 644b 17. 2h 1.2d 21.1b
MR IR % 110 0. 305 6 1 264j 576d 19. 8e 1.2d 19. 8¢

U FFR IR NG F B R 2 5 84 (P<0. 05),
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Table 2 Comparison of agronomic traits of cauliflower

AR HUBBR Buar i EREE HiRH

Name of Resistance to black rot  Anti damping off  Growth Drought

species /% /% vigour resistance
“— R T 87c 100a h il
“E BT 82e 100a % m
“RBR" 90b 100a [ 1
“EHEFEHE" 80d 95b B I
“KEHHE” 94ab 100a o 1
“EH” 91b 100a [ 1
“BILF R 85d 96b S I
“HRER” 91b 100a [ 1
“HRERK” 80e 92¢ [ i
“WEFE” 91b 95b H I
“YERE” 97a 100a i 1
“HT 3 90b 90c & i
“ERER” 90b 100a i I
“MREE” 93ab 95b % I
“BR Y 84d 100a % 1
“HRFIE” 89b 100a h 1
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G W TR R EI2 B 667
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Comparison of Varietal Adaptability for Cauliflower in Cold Area in Southern Ningxia

QU Jisong' ,ZHU Qiannan' ,ZHANG Lijuan' ,SU Cunlu? ,DAI Guopeng® , SHAN Haibo
(1. Institute of Germplasm Resources,Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Science, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750002; 2, Center of Spreading

and Service Agricultural Technology of Xijji, Xiji,Ningxia 756200)

Abstract: In order to select suitable high-quality varieties for open field cultivation in southern mountain area of Ningxia,

with 16 cauliflower varieties as test materials, using randomized block experimental design, biological traits and yield of

the 16 varieties were analyzed and compared. The results showed that the 667 m? yield of two varieties of ‘Jieya’ and

‘Fuguibaota’ were 3 967 kg and 2 923 kg, respectively, the total sugar content of °Jieya’ was 27.7 g » kg ',

‘Fuguibaota’ of vitamin C was 612 mg * kg ' ,black spot disease resistance of ‘Jieya’ and ‘Fuguibaota’ were 97% and

90% ,seedling blight resistance all were 100%, with strong growth potential, strong drought resistance, comprehensive

traits were significantly better than the other varieties. So ‘Jieya’ and ‘Fuguibaota’ were suitable for mountainous

regions of Southern Ningxia, which were exposed to cultivation in summer.
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