2 i R A F 2013(1) .

Heilongjiang Agricultural

4~6
Sciences

FEF 4 3% 2011 ~2012 4EIKF
JE I i X L 5 i

B4k, XEE, HEE
(ER T HRBEFE=ZLFERE BARY, BRIT 7 156324)

WE2011~2012 F ARG HFA B R AEFTRES S WA 10 ARG KA ST 5T RIS, iF ik b E A
A R AP AL 6 KA S A AT AR 26 B4R 29 KR 31 B Z T — 53X 4 AN BAb R e E T ARIR AT,
KB ARAG T AP Rk

HESES S5

X HkFRIRAD : A

JHE A 37 b A 8 e Y48 5 DU BRI A T € Ml
REAE DX K A A0 7 0 B A o 22 o BXE IR A
WS 2 a R Y 10 A 7K A A 47 25 Aok AR
FOAE S AT 9 326 #4305 R 244 1 AL ) o R, FH LS TR

FIAR R 214 s = A% b
1 MES ik
1.1 ##

PR R A A 2 F 131 BAT 12, R EH

XEHE:1002-2767(2013)01-0004-03

6 5 BE—5 ek 20 JpkE 25 JpkE 26 R 29,
ekl 31 fMI=yT—%. DI E A F 131 1
X RE
1.2 REE R
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Table 1 Comparison on resistance of each variety
A LA HEZE AR/ % BRAREE/ %
Variety Leaf blast  Ear stem blast Browning rate of ear Lodging degree

2011 4E IR i A B 12 Kendaol?2 0 0 0 20
Demonstration varieties of 2011 B %7# 6 5 Kenjiandao No. 6 0 0 0 15
BHE 15 Kennuo No. 1 0 1% 0 10

Je ki 20 Longjing20 0 1% 0 15

JeKE 25 Longjing25 0 0 0 15

K 26 Longjing26 0 0 0 3

Tk 29 Longjing29 0 0 0 5

JHE 31 Longjing31 0 1% 0 5

2 131 Kongyul31l 0 0 0 15

=JI.—*5 Sanjiang No. 1 0 0 0 0

2012 AR JE7R i Fh L7 12 Kendaol2 0 0 3 10
Demonstration varieties of 2012 R 2%F5 6 5 Kenjiandao No. 6 0 0 5 0
B¥E 15 Kennou No. 1 0 0 0 0

JekE 20 Longjing20 0 0 0 0

T HE 25 Longjing25 0 0 3 0

JeHf 26 Longjing26 0 0 3 15

J k8 29 Longjing29 0 0 0 0

Je b 31 Longjing31 0 0 0 0

237 131 Kongyul3l 0 0 5 15

=JI.—*% Sanjiang No. 1 0 0 2 10
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EDNRE K i B R A8 R i e R, R 12, Jp b
29 JeHE 31, =YL —5 JUA S R LA P e AL 1

FEHKER

Table 2 Comparison on yeild and yield components of rice varieties

- i/ Bol/em B gﬁg e T %fi; e
Variety Pl-am Ear Spike  Grain number Seed-setting 100(_%‘%0(1 Theoretical — increasing
height length number  per panicle rate welght yield rate
2011 SERE/R ARl BRFE 12 Kendaol2 100. 0 18.2 500. 5 88.2 89.5 26.73 10561. 5 4.8
Demonstration B %%4 6 5 Kenjiandao No. 6 113.0 20. 2 600. 8 78.2 87.2 25.30 10365. 0 2.9
varieties of 2011 B 15 Kennuo No. 1 114.0 19.8 535.2 93.1 78.9 26. 20 10300. 5 2.2
Je g 20 Longjing20 115.0 23.2 525.0 97.9 80.5 24,28 10047.0 —0.3
Jetg 25 Longjing25 97.0 17.2 630. 7 80. 8 86. 6 24,04 10609. 5 5.3
Jetg 26 Longjing26 97.0 21.8 589.9 83.7 89.3 25.01 11028.0 9.4
JeHE 29 Longjing29 105.0 18.4 569. 3 87.8 84.3 25. 34 10678. 5 6.0
JEHE 31 Longjing31 100. 0 17.3 600. 3 80. 3 90. 4 25. 80 11244.0 11.6
25F 131 Kongyul3l 94.0 16.0 637.5 72.5 82.9 26. 30 10077.0 —
—7I—%5 Sanjiang No. 1 94.0 16.3 543.0 82.5 91.6 25.56 10489. 5 4.1
2012 AEJRIR AP BRAF 12 Kendaol2 98.7 19.8 516.5 84.9 90.5 26.70 10608. 0 4.9
Demonstration R %Fg 6 5 Kenjiandao No. 1 100. 0 18.2 600. 8 76.2 89.2 25. 60 10455. 0 3.4
varieties of 2012 E¥E 15 Kennuo No. 1 113.0 20.2 535. 2 90.1 81.9 26.10 10308. 0 2.0
JeHE 20 Longjing20 108. 7 17.8 525.0 97.9 80.5 24. 30 10047.0 0.6
JeHE 25 Longjing25 88.9 17.9 603. 7 76. 8 89.6 25. 60 10635. 0 5.2
Je i 26 Longjing26 87.2 16.8 571.9 80.7 91.3 26. 30 11082. 0 9.6
JHE 29 Longjing29 102. 1 17.2 556. 3 83.8 86. 3 26. 70 10743.0 6.2
JeAd 31 Longjing 31 98.9 16.8 589. 3 78.6 92.4 26. 30 11256. 0 11.3
25 F 131 Kongyul3l 86.7 15.2 617.5 72.5 84.9 26. 60 10111. 5 0.0
=JI.—% Sanjiang No. 1 88.7 16.0 528.9 79.5 94.7 26. 40 10512.0 4.0
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Contrast and Selection of Rice Demonstration Varieties in
Victory Farm from 2011 to 2012

E Li-shegn,LIU Ting-ting, DU Guo-chun

(Victory Farm of Heilongjiang Agricultural Reclamation Jiansanjiang Administration Bu-

reau, Raohe, Heilongjiang 156324)

Abstract: Victory Farm Science and Technology Park chooses10 rice varieties(lines) suitable for local growth to

conduct comparison test in 2011 and 2012.

It selected four rice varieties(lines)like Longjign26,Longjign29,Longjign31 and Sanjiang No. 1,the disease re-

sistance and high yield of the four varieties(lines) were very good.

Key words: rice; demonstration varieties; screening
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