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Table 1 Comparison of botanical characters and disease resistance ofcucumber varieties
% K /em 98/ cm Mag R G i/ (mgegh) LNEAVICHS LB A5 5/
Name Leaf length Leaf width Chlorophyll content Leaf area Powdery mildew Morbidity
HELS 20.5 21.1 41.0 321.4 18.3
£ BB # JIC 19.0 22.0 37.6 310.6 20. 1
14YD6 20. 6 25.0 46.2 382. 6 12.1
14YD14 19.0 23.0 39.3 324.7 8.6
3% 626 17.0 22.0 50. 1 277.9 14.3
YCZ15-2 17.1 21.0 47.4 266. 8 19.2
A23 22.8 25.8 45.4 437.1 12.3
W34 16.9 20.9 69. 2 262. 4 8.1
K 99 18.2 21.9 75.6 296. 1 5.3
W46 18.2 21.8 72.1 294.8 6.1
29 18.1 22.4 32.2 301.2 9.3
14YD10 20.8 24.2 45.3 373.9 15.7
YCZ15-1 17.7 22.0 46.8 289.3 16.2
14YD11 19.0 22.0 36.5 310. 6 17.4
Al8 20. 3 23.6 42.0 355.9 10.7
Y2 20,4 24.0 69.8 363. 8 7.3
2.2 RSEMKIE W46, Y2 BT BB B 4 B AE 2. 6~

M 2 A LLFE . A23, Y2, YCZI5-1,
YCZ15-2, A18 K fb Fl B 5 ¥ ¢ K, 43 il Ry
319.6.291.5.273.3.272.5.271. 0 g. f} B & /K 5
W £ /Dl 216. 4 g; 14YD14, A23. % /8 99,
14YD10.YCZ15-1.14YD11 ,A18.Y2 & JI /i Fft 5
KK TE 35~37. 7 cm., fF HE 8 R K &8 Hh
20. 4 cm, YCZ15-2  fF B B JIC & B R 42 e K3l
4.0 cm. 3 E 1 B .14YD14 #i2 5 /N R 3.2 cm,
How SRR AR A IAE 3. 4~3. 9 cm. G LR BE R .
FE 145 14YD6 SRAR K B A, Hw A R AR
KW, A BI4E 6. 0~6. 8 cm, W34, {58 99,

2.8 em,14YD11 JRENE /N H 1.9 em, &3 £ 1
5. 14YD6 R RSP Rz 8 FL A R sk sk H
B B A Bz 8 38 O S fn, W34, YCZ15-1 3R
Ol B 85, 14YD6 L 14YD14 ., 1 2 626, A23,
14YDI1,A18.Y2 H B & Iy 45, H 4% 3 I 5 A
B IR L 16 A4~ 3 TGS A IR €8, 00 68 38 Sy 1
£, 14YD14 W34 f5/8 99 . W46, 29.Y2 #5 I & Fh
AN AT ARG A AIFE 140, 5~160. 7 kg,
132 876. 5 ~ 153 124. 5 kg » hm*, £ Bf # JK.
14YD6.14YD10 # JR/NX 7= i A7 & 5= 5K, 4
I7E 83.2~98. 3 kg.79 278~93 666 kgehm?,
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Table 2 Comparison of fruit characters and yield ofcucumber varieties

BT /o BK/em  HifE/em BAK/em REUE/em A0 /NX 7= kg N
SR . A, . . o PIES AR il £, & o
Fruit Fruit Transverse Stalk Thick Skin Plot )
Name ) ) Bristle Fleshcolor Color . /(kgehm?)
weight length diameter length flesh color Yield
HE1S 236.2 30.7 3.2 5.1 2.5 7L i [SRER = ReA 119. 34 113713.5
fERBE K 216.4 20. 4 4.0 4.2 2.5 o3} T SR SR 83.2 79278.0
14YD6 239.6 31.7 3.5 5.2 2.3 mat T SEE) e 85.4 81373.5
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BRE /g BRK/om BifR/em  BAHK/em JRBUE/cm  Sh g4 N kg

T\ife Fruit Fruit  Transverse Stalk Thick Skin Ijjfje Flelf]hilor filé:r Plot /iii:;)
weight length diameter length flesh color Yield
14YD14 228.7 35.0 3.2 6.2 2.1 >l L SR [ERu) 143.6 136830. 0
3% 626 229.8 33.1 3.5 6.0 2.0 >l L 1 ERu) 109.5 104338. 5
YCZ15-2  272.5 33.3 4.0 6.5 2.4 £ i) i 1 SR 117.7 112152.0
A23 319.6 36.0 3.9 6.2 2.0 zh(n, a [ 4% SR 113.9 108531. 0
W34 233.4 32.2 3.7 6.2 2.6 s (h, 5 SR SR 152.3 145119. 0
/R 99 247.6 36.0 3.4 6.5 2.7 zh(h, i SR [ERu) 149. 8 142738.5
W46 252.6 33.3 3.7 6.0 2.7 2 n, i [SRER S RN 160. 7 153124.5
i 29 247.9 31.7 3.8 6.3 2.0 2 An, Wi [SRER S RN 140. 5 133876. 5
14YD10 221.9 36. 8 3.5 6.7 2.0 2 An, i [SRER S RN 98.3 93666. 0
YCZ15-1 273.3 36.5 3.5 6.3 2.0 2 An, = [ 4% 1, 114. 7 109293.0
14YDI11 236.9 36. 8 3.6 6.2 1.9 2 An, i [SRER S RN 112.7 107386. 5
Al8 271.0 36.8 3.6 6.2 .0 2k A(n, i [SRN SR 119.2 113580. 0
Y2 291.5 37.7 3.5 6.8 2.8 20 ra SREN SRE) 145.5 138640. 5
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Introduction and Selection of Cucumber Varieties

in Early Spring in Solar Greenhouse

GAO Jing-xia.YANG Dong-yan.YAN Xiu-juan,PEI Hong-xia ZHAO Yun-xia

(Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Plant Resources, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750002)

Abstract: In order to screen out the high yield,disease resistance and high quality cucumber varieties in Ningxia
greenhouse. The study introduced 16 cucumber varieties,and analyzed their growth traits, fruit characters and
yield. The results showed the botanical characters, fruit characters and disease resistance of 16 cucumber varie-
ties were different. The length, width and leaf area of 14YD6,14YD10, Y2 and A23 varieties were larger, the
total chlorophyll content in leaves of W34, W46, Del 99 and Y2 were higher,14YD14, W34, Del 99, W46, Y2
cucumber varieties with low incidence of powdery mildew, between 5. 3% and 9. 6%, A23, Y2, YCZ15-1,
YCZ15-2,A18 of cucumber fruit weight were larger,14YD14, A23,Del 99,14YD10, YCZ15-1,14YDI11, A18,
Y2 cucumber varieties fruit were longer,14YD14,W34,Del 99,W46,Y2 and Zhong 29 cucumber varieties yield
yield were larger,Banlang,14YD10,14YD6 cucumber yield yield were lower. Comprehensive analysis,14YD14,
W34,Del 99, W46 ,Zhong 29 and Y2 of early maturity,disease resistance, high yield were high,suitable for ear-
ly spring stubble cultivation of new varieties of Ningxia.

Keywords;solar grccnhousc; cucumber variety;screening test
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