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Fig. 1 Comparison on average tree height of

different blueberry varieties
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Fig. 2 Comparison on average basal branch numbers of

different blueberry varieties
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Fig. 3 Comparison on roots magnitude of
different blueberry varieties
2.4 R WER AT A K AT L 5 AR & LA
Xof £ S AR AR R BULER, “AU Bl RORLIE 427

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn


http://www.fineprint.cn

wF @ ¥ 2013012):33~36

- ZHEEZ -

“A BLE RS IR SRS B Al A T B
B3, 5 a ETEGIFR 1/3 MHAEE, BB &HE E
B S5 R KB, AR E R KT, WR LR )
. “REE”EFE A3 L TR
W RE, WHLBR 1/4~1/5 BB &, 4 BB A B IEH & 3K,
“ERAEH RS LU HE B B AR EOR B B O R
BRo FEZF ML BIAF IR IR S e T i R 75 3 O 24 3 Sh 5 2R
B EEAE R R R ARE - B A RN R,

O 4 a2 A s5atk B 6ak

70 ¢
6.0 t
50 ||
a0 HIA
30 f
20 t
10 t
0.0

SPRRAE B

EH KR B CEET AR
e wWE
IIIIII*rI1
B4 ARESEMFHEBERFHILE

Fig. 4 Comparison on average single branch flower bud

numbers of different blueberry varieties
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Fig. 5 Comparison on average fruiting rates of

different blueberry varieties
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Fig. 6 Comparison on average fruit diameter and

fruit weight of different blueberry varieties
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Introduction and Selection of Blueberry Varieties for

Greenhouse That Suitable for Dandong Region

WANG He-chun
(Small Berry Insitute, Eastern Liaoning University, Dandong, Liaoning 118003)

Abstract:Based on current problems that chaos and impurity of cultivars and small and acid of berries, eight excellent
blueberry varieties introduced from Japan were used for greenhouse cultivation experiments in Dandong for observing the
growth and fruit traits. The results showed that varieties of ‘Northland’, ‘Big Bluegold”’, ‘ Patriot “and ‘Bluecrop’ were
well indicators;varieties of ‘Brigitta’ and ‘Berkeley’ owned medium fruiting rates;varieties of ‘Chandler’ and ‘Sierra’
product large berries but ‘Chandler’ was of poor indicators and ‘Sierra’” owned a lower fruiting rate, which should be
studied and resolved from cultivation technology in future.

Key words: blueberry; greenhouse cultivation;introduction; growth and fruit characteristics;selection
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