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Table 1 Comparison on the growth stages of different

Phaseolus vulgaris

MR BB M RhER BTEN 438 RUOl R SREUH 24F

w5 /A-H /A-H /A-H /A-BH /A-H /A-BH /B-H /d #/d
P 4-18 4-27 5-22 6-7 6-17 6-24 8-12 50 116
Py 4-18 4-25 5-25 6-8 6-19 6-26 8-10 46 114
P3 4-18 4-27 5-26 6-5 6-15 6-23 8-06 45 110
Py 4-18 4-26 5-25 6-9 6-18 6-26 8-11 47 115
Ps 4-18 4-27 5-26 6-6 6-16 6-22 8-05 45 109
Ps 4-18 4-26 5-23 6-7 6-17 6-25 8-13 50 117
Py 4-18 4-28 5-27 6-8 6-20 6-28 8-13 47 117
Pg 4-18 4-26 5-25 6-10 6-21 6-29 8-15 48 119
CK 4-18 4-27 5-26 6-7 6-19 6-27 8-12 47 116
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Table 2 Comparison on agronomic trait of

different Phaseolus vulgaris

H# ey Hw WA RE REFE REFE AR

H5 /em /I W U B4 #
P A 252.4 20.1 4.3 2.4 7.6 i}
Py 25 223.9 18.1 5.4 2.2 6.5 [}
P3 25 217.8 17.5 7.1 L8 7.3 [}
Py A 233.7 18.5 5.3 2.1 6.4 i}
Ps 25 224.1 17.6 5.3 1.9 6.9 Gl
Ps 25 245.3 19.6 4.2 2.6 6.8 [}
Py 22 218.9 17.9 6.2 1.7 7.2 i}
Py A 223.7 17.2 5.4 2.6 7.3 i
CK  ®4& 233.4 18.2 4.7 2.0 7.5 i
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Table 3 Comparison economical character different

Phaseolus vulgaris

RS 312 et WIeK/om  WIERER/om BIEE /g
Py KRR E=3c) 25.9 1. 10 12.9
Py KRR =3 15.7 1.11 10.3
Ps KRR feE=gu) 18.7 0. 96 9.8
Py K IR E=qu) 20. 4 1.23 11. 4
Ps SRR HG, 13.5 1.12 11.9
Pg KRR E=3c) 22.8 1.32 12.5
Py KRR E=3c) 18.8 1.23 12.1
Pg K =3 25.1 2.10 16.7
CK KRR feE=gu) 22.6 1.32 12.4
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Table 4 Comparison yield of different Phaseolus vulgaris
MRS 6 m? BEEPE R ke A AW/ kg - hm™2 PR/ % ik
P 13. 44 22 411.5 aA +14. 30 1
Py 11.70 19 510.5 cB —0.05 5
P3 10. 68 17 809.5 dAB —9.17 8
Py 11. 52 19 209. 0 cB —2.04 6
Ps 10.5 17 509. 5 dB —10.7 9
Ps 12. 66 21 111. 0 bA +7.66 2
P7 10. 92 18 208.5 dAB —7.14 7
Pg 12. 36 20 610. 0 bc AB +5.11 3
CK 11. 76 19 609. 5 cAB 0 4
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Study on Screening and Introducing of Excellent Phaseolus Vulgaris in Qingyang

NAN Bing-dong' ,FU Jin-yuan' , XIAO Zheng-lu* ,ZHU Peng-gang® ,ZHANG Xiu-li*
(1. Qingyang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Qingyang,Gansu 745000; 2. Xifeng Management Supervision of The Yellow River Conservancy
Commission , Qingyang , Gansu 745000)

Abstract: Taking 8 Phaseolus vulgaris varieties introduced from damastic as materials, and with local variety as control
(CK) ,indexes of growth period, the main agronomic characters, economic characters and yield of each varieties were
comparatively investigated,in order to select suitable varieties with excellent characteristics and high yield that suitable
for cultivating in spring outdoor of Qingyang city. The results showed that, ¢ Teyoute pole bean’, ¢ Yata king pole bean’,
¢ Shengshi king pole bean” had good commodity character, their plant height,pod length, high single inflorescence podding
number, weight per pod were superior to CK varieties,the yield respectively were 22 411. 5,21 111. 0,20 610. 0 kg/hm?,
increased by 14.3%,7.66%,5.11% than CK varieties. So they had good adaption and high yield, more suitable for
cultivation in Qingyang region.
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