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Table 1 Phenological phase of different blueberry varieties in greenhouse

. LA 1) H A BAE KA [N ] & @ g8 ]
" Squaring Early Full Final Expanding Coloring Berry
Varieties
period blooming blooming blooming period period maturity
#6535 Duke 04-25 05-01 05-10 05-27 06-07 07-03 07-10
#i [ 4H Spartan 04-27 05-03 05-12 05-28 06-07 07-01 07-14
Hr 4k 7 Brunswick 04-30 05-06 05-15 05-30 06-11 07-05 07-17
4k /R Coville 05-05 05-14 05-20 05-30 06-13 07-11 07-30
*2 HRAREFANESSMAEKER
Table 2 Growth situation of different blueberry varieties in greenhouse
ZAEHE — AR AR
W R/ He 7% A b 7% R il < i/ iR
e P\ iR/ em 7 — 4 i+ <JE/em
il i , _ K/ em - HLEE /em
Tree Height Perennial One-year-old One-year-old
Varieties One-year-old One-year-old
posture of bush wood shoot colour shoot length
shoot lenth shoot diameter
colour of internode
#8 7 Duke JEA 98 Lk 4k 47.0 2.5 0.45
W[ 30 Spartan TPk 110 B L % 28.0 4.0 0. 28
W 4k 72 Brunswick JF 5K 64 T4 £S5 27.5 3.0 0.25
B4t /R Coville R VIR S 125 LR 2% 12.3 3.5 0.21
2.3 BRAEBREAREESRMHFEKSHE KL IRF 1.5 em, HURE i I 315 B 4E 7K T 45 %k

HIZE 3 AT 4 AN Ah it RO AR ROA M vl AT 10650 AT BEEJR B9 M 7 J2 T 4
G W 4 5 i I 38 B0 K ol 2. 04, bl iy (L e E b ek,
X3 BABREARESSMIRHEREE

Table 3 Blade growth characters of different blueberry varieties in greenhouse

3 DK /om AR /em WHBAEEC WK/ 0ERIBR oA 516
Varieties Blade length Blade width Leafl index Petiole length Leafl shape Leaf colour
#B 5 Duke 7.0 4.0 1.75 0.2 1 15 1 53
HiEL3H Spartan 7.1 3.5 2.02 0.3 1 152 7% £
W 4 7% Brunswick 5.1 2.5 2. 04 1.5 ivAlEBIA £S5
B4R Coville 6.6 4.0 1.65 0.2 1 151 JE gk
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Table 4 Fruit characters of different blueberry varieties in greenhouse

We/om  BE/em  RERAH RARREE/g PHART/E o
R ok WRRBE AR
A Longitudinal  Horizontal Fruit Maximum Single
Colour  Berry Berry Berry
Varieties length length shape fruit grain
of berry bloom flavour shape
of berry of berry index weight weight
# 7L Duke S J& 1. 40 2.50 0.56 4.07 2.89 il it 15 9
W2 3 Spartan O JE 1. 44 2.16 0.67 3.35 2.10 iz Jie & T
W4 5% Brunswick 7 =8 1.15 1. 50 0.77 1.56 1.25 it Jies 8]
4 /R Coville =i = 1. 46 1.68 0. 87 2.32 1.51 iR Jiet 15 T2
. RAFIRARN SHEVREE EESR RWKE/cm A EIE
RAEE R T R ST RS
i Scar at the Depth Widthe Berry e/ %
Flesh Flesh Regylarity Status
Varieties base of of eye of eye stalk Soluble solid
colour texture of berry of calyx
berry size basin basin length content
#B5E Duke H e &g th BRAF & ST 0. 38 9.2
HrJH Spartan Z5 £ ST i pregea PN In 1. 40 12.1
Wi 4k 7 Brunswick = e i AN WAL % h 0. 50 17.6
4 /R Coville £ % LSS h raped w® e 1.11 12. 83
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Study on Superior Individual Selection of
Xanthoceras sorbi folium

WANG Ya-li' , YANG Yu-gang'®, LI Hai-chao’ , LI Bin-bin' , WANG Shi-qiang'
(1. Ningxia Forestry Institute Company Limited, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750004; 2. Ningxia

Lingwu Baijitan National Nature Reserve Administration Bureau, Lingwu, Ningxia 750400)

Abstract: In order to establish excellent germplasm of Xanthoceras sorbi folium ,use the seed yield,seed ratio of
fruit,kernel ratio of seed as main evaluation index, the superior individual criterion of Xanthoceras sorbi folium
was established in Ningxia area. The superior individuals were selected of Xanthoceras sorbi folium by a con-
trast method of eights dominant-trees. The results showed that three superior plants with high yield were se-
lected. The average seed yield of No. 0920, No. 0923 and No. 0925 in last four years was 2. 98,3. 34 and 2. 51
times compared with the control.

Keywords: Xanthoceras sorbi folium ; superior individual; selection
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Comparison of the Growth-development Status of
Different Blueberry Varieties in the Greenhouse

SUN Jing, WANG Ming-jie, HOU Shuai, ZHANG Dong-xue, GAO Yuan, FU Hong-bo,
DU Han-jun

(Berries Research Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Suiling, Hei-
longjiang 150024)

Abstract:In order to know the growth-development status in the greenhous of blueberry, the growth condi-
tions, phenophase and fruit characteristics of DuKe, Coville, Spartan and Brunswick were investigated which
were cultivationd in the condition of greenhouse. The survey results showed that Duke had the best synthetical
properties that suitable for large cultivation, and it was the earliest mature in the four blueberry varieties, its
annual branch length was the longest and annual branch roughness was the most robust,and it had the biggest
fruit weight and single grain weight. So,Duke showed the best. The comprehensive properties of Spartan was-
ranked only second to Duke. The tree height of the Coville was the highest, the time was the longest {from the
fruit expansion period to the maturity stage,it was the good variety that suitable for picking. Brunswick has the
highest soluble solid content,sweet taste,regularity fruit size ,and pedicel scar small, sepals remnants and shal-
low.

Keywords: blueberry; greenhouse; growth characteristics; phenological phase; fruit characteristics
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