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1
/cm / an / / /d /% / ke / kg © (667 m2) 1
228 9.81 16 2.20 4.11 28 6.1 1.70 5181. OBe
208 8.92 15 2.20 4.11 28 10.6 2.15 5552.4 Aa
210 11.44 13 2.20 4.16 32 5.6 1.80 5485.7 A
212 8.59 14 2.20 4.16 31 4.2 1.78 5424.8 Ab
205 8.41 11 2.20 4.14 30 10.4 1.25 3809. SEf
223 9.42 10 2.20 4.13 29 6.7 1.73 5272.4 Be
193 8.53 15 2.20 4.13 29 5.0 1.30 3961.9De
2 224 9.79 10 2.20 4.14 30 10. 8 1.40 4266.7 Cd
192 6.82 11 2.20 4.13 29 11.1 1. 15 3504. 8Fg
214 8.32 12 2.20 4.13 29 8.6 1.70 5181.0 Be
261 9.81 11 2.20 4.12 28 19.8 1.40 4266.7Cd
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14.4 14.6 1.01 0.46 10.8 9.8
17.1 15.4 L.11 0.65 11.2 8.5
15.9 14.9 1.07 1.03 10.0 7.0
16.2 14.2 .14 0.62 11.9 9.3
14.0 13.2 1.06 0.56 10.2 9.0
15.5 14.5 1.07 0. 66 9.9 7.8
13.4 13.3 1.01 0.47 10.2 4.9
2 16.0 13.2 1.21 0.57 11.9 8.6
14.0 12.5 .12 0.64 10.5 7.0
18.1 13.3 1.36 0.61 11.5 9.1
13.6 13.5 1.01 0.54 7.9 5.9
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Comparison Study on Varietal Adaptability of Citrullus lanatus in

Arid-Sandstorm Area in Solar-Greenhouse in Early Spring
FENG Haiping', QU Ji-song', GUO Wen-zhong', HU Feng-jiao’, LV Zhi-tao’, 11 Xiao-feng’, ZHANG Yafeng’

(1. Institute of Gemplasm Resources Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Science Yinchuan Ningxia 750002 2. Bureau of Yanchi

Science and Technology, Yanchi, Ningxia 751500; 3. Bureau of Yanchi Agriclture and Technology, Yanchi Ningxia 751500)

Abstract: The comparison experiment of 11 cultivars of Citrullus lanatus in the character of botanical, disease resistance,

yield and quality. The results showed that the watermelon varieties of Heimeiren, Da meiren, Xiaoling, Heizhou and Huil-

ing, not only disease-resistant, high yield, good quality, but also yield more than 5000 kg/ 667m’, and Heizhou and Hei-

meiren no significant difference between, Hui-Ling, Da meiren and Xiaoling no significant difference between, were very

significantly higher than Yanling, Huilan, Hongyu2 Jinmeiren and Hongshuangxi.
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