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Table 1 Ten millet cultivated varieties
in this study
i AL
Variety Source
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Table 2 Average values of each agronomic traits in the test materials

i o 7N 2EEW
Variety Plant height/cm Growth period/d
KA 65 147.7 112
HHA 85 104.7 124
AR 15 152.3 117
Wt 4 5 137.0 124
BA 18 119.0 123
B4 31 123.0 121
B4 32 124.7 120
e 37 120.0 115
o4+ 39 114.0 118
B 15(CK) 134.0 113
F i F Value 584, 43% 84. 547

K ThE ik E
Ear length/cm 1000-grain weight/g Ear weight/g
26.8 2.86 20.4
22.3 2.97 22.1
24.7 2.88 17.4
25.0 2.87 17.5
22.0 2.71 18.8
25.2 2.92 19.3
24.6 2.81 19.0
20.2 2.95 13.5
23.9 2.90 16.9
19.2 3.00 15.9
120.89* * 217.18* 303.34*

VL RR E R E KFE(P<0.0D),

Note: * * indicate significant difference at the 0. 01 level.
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Table 3 Yield comparison of different
tested cultivars
i il S (274
Variety Yield/(kgehm?) Rank
HUH AR 8 5 5960 aA 1
kAt 6 5 5406 bB 2
B4 31 5263 cC 3
B4 32 5213 cC 4
W4T 4 %5 5050 dD 5
B4 18 5010 dDE 6
FEA 15 4913 ¢EF 7
4 39 4893 eF 8
% 15(CK) 4556 G 9
et 37 4243 gH 10

T AR F/NE 8208 22 738 B 3K (P<0. 05) 5 KRR
B R R IR 22 538 B K (P<<0. 0D).

Note: Different lowercase letter indicate significant difference
at the 0. 05 level; Different capital letter indicate significant

difference at the 0. 01 level.
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Introduction Test of Millet New Varieties in Western
Region of Heilongjiang Province

YAN Feng, LI Qing-quan, DONG Yang, JI Sheng-dong, ZHAO Lei, YU Yun-kai, WANG Li-da,

WU Lin-lin

(Qiqgihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar 161006 ,China)

Abstract; In order to screen out the millet varieties suitable for high yield and good quality in western region of

Heilongjiang province. The demonstration experiment of 9 new millet varieties witch introduced from 6 breed-

ing unit was carried out on the agronomic traits of plant height,growth period,ear length,1000-grain weight.

weight of ear. The results showed that:the average yields of Chaoxingu 8 and Zhangzagu 6 were highest, were

5 960 kgehm™® and 5 406 kgehm™®. Chaoxingu 8 and Zhangzagu 6 have greater potential for increasing produc-

tion and suitable for spring sowing in the western region of Heilongjiang Province and around the same area.

Keywords: millet; introduction; yield



