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Table 1 Comparison on botanical characters of Chinese cabbage varieties
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Table 2 Comparison on yield of Chinese cabbage varieties
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Comparison Test of Chinese Cabbage
Varieties in the Northern Area

HUANG Shu-lan,ZHU Guo-men,SUN Xiu-jun,ZHAO Tai-ran, WANG Shi-fa
(Research Institute of Economic Botany,Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Changchun,

Jilin 136100)

Abstract: In order to screen out the varieties suitable for Changchun area of Jilin province, taking 6 varieties of
Chinese cabbage in the autumn of 2011 (sowing date: July 20th; harvest date: October 15 th) as materials, the
yield of these varieties was compared. The results showed that the Qiuba 80A and Jinfa818 have higher yield
and good benefits and they’re suitable for planting for large tracts of land in Changchun area of Jilin province.
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