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Comparative Test on Cultivars of Cucumis sativus Linn in Open Field Cultivation

CHEN Gang' , YANG Jing-rong®
(1. Jilin Agricultural Science and Technology College, Jilin, Jilin 132101; 2. Jilin Province Lishu County Agriculture Station, Lishu, Jilin
136500)

Abstract; Taking ‘ Jinchun No. 27, ¢Jinyan No. 77, “ Xiafeng No. 1”, ‘Jinyan No. 2”7, ‘ Jinyan No. 4, ‘Jinyan No. 4’ 6
varieties of Cucumis sativus Linn. as test material, the variety comprehensive character were compared under open field
culture. The results showed that comprehensive expression of ‘ Jinchun No. 2’ and ‘Jinyan No. 2” were better and
suitable for planting in Jilin area. Second were Jinyan No. 7’ , ‘ Xiafeng No. 1”and ‘Jinyan No. 4”,could be taken as
promotion varieties in Jilin area. ¢ Jinyan No. 4’ was poor, with low yield, weak resistance against diseases and not
suitable for promotion in Jilin area.
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