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Table 1 Test varieties and their sources
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Fig. 1 Growth potential difference of each variety
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Fig. 2 Yield difference of each variety
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Fig. 4 Disease resistance difference of each variety
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Varieties Screening of Late Mature Watermelon

of Open Field in Heilongjiang Province

JIA Yun-he, WANG Xi-qing,FU Yong-kai, YAN Wen, YOU Hai-bo,LIU Si-yu
(Horticultural Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150069)

Abstract; In order to select suitable watermelon varieties for open field simple cultivation in Heilongjiang prov-

ince and popularize the simple cultivation model.taking 9 watermelon varieties as materials, pruning free culti-

vation mode was adopted.the difference on the yield

and quality of different varieties in the free pruning mode

of simplified cultivation was contrasted. The results showed that 4 watermelon varieties including 1.S86,Long-

shengxiyue, Chenlul82(I) and Linfengjinpai666 had medium growth, higher yield, better quality and stronger

disease resistance, which were suitable for the simplified cultivation of watermelon in open field of Heilongjiang

province.
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