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Table 1 Appearance index comparison of strawberry fruit
R REEE P i ES/ 21110 BRE
Variety Fruit color Horizontal diameter/mm Transverse diameter/mm Fruit shape index Single fruit weight/g
B A Motuo strawberry SN 12.85+0.84 B 12.57+1.50 B 1.034+0.12 B 0.84+0.09 B
St CK FAR:A 37.66+4.42 A 29.98+3.80 A 1.2640.08 A 13.37+4.92 A

EARAKREFRFDLE 0.01 KFP L2257 BE RFA/NEFHFRTE 0.05 KF EXRBE, TH.

Note: Different capital letters show the significant difference at 0. 01 level,and different lowercase letters show the significant difference at 0. 05 level,the same as below.
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Vi &7 0] % 2 R & B OROBE R L 4> B R 4. 08%
1.19%.0. 21% 5. 67, 1fii X} & b iR 35 ¥5 4351 A 8. 98% .

2.50%6,0. 56 Yl 4. 47, Zh 3 ] 2 A} i 2 (P<<0. 01,n=
5L EGER CHERR L B ERFHALERCHE
&0 41. 25 mg/100g, b X} BRI 28. 99 mg/100g, &b B [H]
25 83 (P<0.05,n=5),
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Table 2 Quality index of different strawberry varieties
hb3 B AR AT i R SE R & WERR H BfAEXCHTR
Treatment Soluble solid content/ % Soluble sugar content/ % Titratable acid content/ % Sugar acid ratio  Vitamin C content/ (mg + (100g) ~1)
B EA Motuo strawberry 4.08+0. 13B 1.1940. 13B 0. 21+0. 00B 5.67B 41. 2540. 50b
st CK 8.98+0. 14A 2.5040. 46 A 0.56+0. 05A 4.47A 70. 2440. 41a
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iR TR A .
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Classification and Identification of Traits and Analysis of
Quality About Wild White Strawberry in Motuo Area

WANG Chao' ,GUAN Fa-chun'? ,SHA Zhi-peng' , WANG Jun-feng' , YANG Hao'
(1. Agriculture and Animal Husbandry College, Tibet University, Linzhi, Tibet 860000; 2. Institute of Tibetan Plateau Research, Chinese
Academy of Sciences,Beijing 100101)

Abstract; Wild strawberry with white fruits in Motuo area were identified by the analytical methods of botany,and the
fruit quality was evaluated quantitatively. The results showed the wild strawberry collected was F. nubicola Lindl in this
experiment, Compared with cultivated strawberries ‘Sweet Charlie”’, the mean fruit weight, longitudinal diameter,
transverse diameter,fruit shape index,and the soluble solids content,the soluble sugar content,the soluble acid content,
sugar-acid ratio of F. nubicola Lindl were lower significantly than the CK(P<C0. 01), vitamin C content of F. nubicola
Lindl was lower significantly than the CK(P<<0. 05) ,and the average of total sugar content was also lower than the CK.
Phenotypic traits and quality traits of strawberry were analyzed quantitatively based on the projection pursuit model,
projection values of F. nubicola Lindl was 0. 8751, which was lower than the CK by 3. 2907. So the quality of F. nubicola
Lindl was limited, which being used as the breeding material for white strawberry and resistance breeding,compared with
the CK.
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