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Table 1 Compare of phonological period of different eggplant cultivars
R Ei2 ] HEH FEAEH TRIEM TR LT CBAE) Iy ok
Cultivar Seeding time Seeding stage Planting time Florescence Initial stage of harvesting Eventually stage of harvesting  Ripe stage Seed source
“HAF KA 09-01 09-06 10-06 11-01 11-29 03-15 g M IR
“ R 09-01 09-06 10-06 11-04 12-07 03-15 R ROE]4
“ReFEER” 09-01 09-06 10-06 11-02 12-04 03-15 R B [7
“ERETR” 09-01 09-07 10-06 11-09 12-19 03-15 [k WA IR U
“Biii—e5” 09-01 09-05 10-06 10-24 11-19 03-15 B M
“NEatE” 09-01 09-05 10-06 10-31 11-24 03-15 R [igg
“Abat&in” 09-01 09-06 10-06 10-26 11-29 03-15 H JbE
“JE M B HH” 09-01 09-05 10-06 10-29 12-03 03-15 Hr EilE]
“FEH 5" (CK) 09-01 09-05 10-06 11-01 11-28 03-15 Hr |
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R R 2 S IR PR S0 55 RN F R R I B B 48 4. |
K2 “FHAB KRB MKIEY R, 25N
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B Rk R R RR 1 38 5 {1, 5 “ 58 1574 L, L ik s A Rk
R AR 2243 B35 35. 17 cm 1 24. 82 cm, HB fFf Rk R 7E
80 cm Ze A7 » U HA A [] i A 1 A A K 3 BBk LA R K
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Table 2

Compare of morphologic characteristics of

different eggplant cultivars

B i IR -3 2% E SR |

Cultivar Height of  Amplitude of Leaf Leaf Stem Stem

plant/cm plant/cm thorn edge color thorn
AT 68.88 56. 22 % Ha b =) %
‘R 85. 65 75.53 % R wEe X
RS 81.52 69.78 % H WEE X
“ERyER” 80. 56 75.19 x i RE T
“Hhi—B” 70. 51 60. 54 x PR WEE I
ANED 102. 22 79.55 x ik =3¢ %
“dbmakin” 81.55 61.72 m FR G H
“JEIN B AR 91. 98 69. 93 % 2N S 3 <
“RERS” 95. 68 85. 36 x Bt RER %
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Table 3 Compare of flower and fruit traits of different eggplant cultivars
% %
F A PR pi Sc) biAsg %ﬁ <%_é %< e g2 R Sy FIA AL PRZER
Fruit length Fruit diameter ~Fruit shape
Cultivar Corolla color ~ Calyx color  Inflorescence Fruit shape Fruit color ~ Calyx thorn First fruit  Fleshy type
/cm /cm index
“AEAFRM” #E g A 22.43 6.45 3.48 K5 L ¥ 7 LN
“TRM 53 3 B 7.72 10. 85 0.71 it 1B 53 & 7 %
ot e 3 e g g 10. 22 11.03 0.93 B Bk B % 8 £
“HRWE” wE =3 LS 17. 86 8.07 2.21 Ko Wi S 7 Hh
“Bii—5" k3 E 30 3 33.53 3.88 8. 64 K& wE x 6 /S
“NER” wE 8, A 25.12 4.28 5.87 K& 1 2 8 i
“AbEaan” -3c 3 B 13.53 8.89 1.52 GR IR E=3c) EZ 6 %
“JE M Bn” #E k- qul A 25.26 4.65 5.43 K5 W U 7 Ly
“HEHS” wRE k- qul At 25.72 5.75 4.47 K5 wRE ¥ 8 Ly
2.4 AT SR & L [=E 0wl WO S ) et (- 315 =i | 8
MR 4 ATEL, AFE SR TR AR RREY G907 ST b Bt AT KA B — 57

FZEI DB BLai— 57 B B R B Z ik 15
A EERE AN 86.83 g Hl 69. 57 g, 1M “4F 55 56" H
BRAREALA 6 4>, AR IK 397. 20 g, BRE“ERA%H i F
“FEMTE SN HE T MM BERELEREE, Bk
7 B BRI R BR B LR BRE L O A Bl B
B RR R R SOL”, 08 2. 58 ke, HUCR“ R

Xof BR i A 38 H 57, Bl — B R B AR, R
1. 05 kg, S HE MM LR ERILBEKT., 157 EH
x4 AEFFRF=EL B
Table 4 Compare of yield of different eggplant cultivars
o BRRRH BRE  BRCRODXKTR i ¢
Fruit number Single fruit ~ Yield per  Yield per Yield
Cultivar
per plant weight/g  plant/kg plot/kg  /(kg+ hm~2)
“HATFR I 9.7 136.63e  1.33d 26.47d  21835.05d
“ R 6.6 330.77b  2.18b 43.67b 36 025.05 b
iz o 6.5 397.20a  2.58a 51.67a  42625.05a
“ERPER” 7.1 205.53 d 1.46 d 29.20d 24 090.00 d
“Bai—5" 15.1 69.57 h 1.05e 21.00e 17 325.00 e
“NE R 15.9 86.83 g 1.38d 27.60d 22 770.00 d
“ALIREEF” 7.1 226.77 ¢ l.6lc 32.20 ¢ 26 566.05 c
EELE: i 9.8 112.92 f — - —
“HEHS” 9.1 189.43 d 172 ¢ 34.53 ¢ 28 489.95 ¢

L ARFE/NE F R 257 BE M (P<0.05),

Note: Different lowercase letter mean significant difference at P<C0. 05.

“NEREORT S TR A TR 4Bk 42 625. 05 kg Fl
36 025. 05 kg, SXT MM A “FEH A5 ML 2 7 W E, ™
BB 1 49. 61% 0 26.45% ., “db R GEH A&
HSRHABS ML EZ R RS E, MBI 4 AN SFHSKT
“FH AT HibER BEAKTE, U Diii—5 " & &K,
A 17 325. 00 kg, b “FE M 757K 64. 44 %,
2.5 ORI ah A ) & I O LA
BREMXIBES EWERSFEHFRENR
A ER TR S R R BTA R E L NEERE, M
F 5 ATLAE W, KT 5| #3258 5 A L B %
e EUBPR AR BERG 4 280 F &4, AR & Fh & A%
EMFREBEE —EER. WERAERHERAEE
L4 9 S5 R P B B ) EE B8 A, T MG 1 48 i =y
B2 T M BB, 58 3 100, R E“IEAF R H7.“/NE
o “SEH 75 R KR RIEE R - anE™ 2
43 “JE N B0 Ve B A “TRAN T Sy SR i ol
HERMEI AR ET. BRGNS Mk,
BRI AR S B 87 9 SR A A AR R
M EA AL TR R RIEERTA, BTA Sl My
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Table 5 Compare of disease resistance of different eggplant cultivars in field
- FH % Bacterial wilt B9 Sclerotinia rot H#% Powdery mildew #BER Cercospora leaf spot
]
Culii V-3 ES B V-3 ES B V-3 ES Joi I 4 V-3 ES Y 4
tivar
Incidence rate/ % Disease index Incidence rate/ % Disease index Incidence rate/ % Disease index Incidence rate/ % Disease index
TR 41.4 51.70 0 0 8.17 2.92 8.3 5.56
“TRR” 13.3 12. 10 20. 00 12.70 5.00 1. 67 15.0 8. 89
“REFELEL” 16.7 15. 00 13.64 12.20 10.0 3.33 23.3 13.33
“CERWETL” 16.7 15. 40 12. 50 11. 10 5. 00 2.08 16.6 8. 89
“Biini—5" 5.0 4.58 0 0 8. 30 2.91 5.0 3.33
GNER? 0 0 0 0 5. 00 2.08 8.3 5. 00
“Hbrisknn” 16. 6 14. 60 25.00 19. 40 5.00 2.08 15.0 7.78
“JE I B AR 100. 0 100. 00 — — — — 16.6 9.44
“REAE” 0 0 12.50 7.20 8. 30 3.33 5.0 3.33
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Evaluation of Eggplant Cultivars Introduction and
Grown in Winter of Northwest Guangdong

LI Wei,LYU Ling-ling, WEI Chang-bin
(South Subtropical Crops Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural Science, Hainan Province Key Laboratory for
Postharvest Physiology and Technology of Tropical Horticultural Products,Zhanjiang,Guangdong 524091)

Abstract; To fit the diverse needs of production and consumption habit of Northwest China,taking eight major local cultivars
introduced from different area and grown in winter of Northwest Guangdong as materials, and they were evaluated by
agronomic traits and yield and disease resistance, taking ¢ Saitian 5’ as the control, to screen suitable cultivars in winter of
Northwest Guangdong. The results showed that except ¢Xiaobailong” and the control cultivar,the plant of other cultivars
grew lower and kept plants compact. Compared to the control cultivar, the yield of ¢Teliang Ziguang’ and ¢Ermingie’
were significant higher and disease resistance were high as well as the control,the fruits were mid-maturation and purple
round that fit the consumption habit of Northern China. It was thought that ‘Teliang Ziguang’ and ‘Ermingie’ were
suitable for cultivation and extension in Northwest Guangdong during winter.

Keywords : eggplant introduction;consumption habit;winter cultivation;yield;disease resistance
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