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Table 2 All varieties of the budding rate

95 EA 2R A A MR/ %
No. Name Budding number/Total Bud ratio

1 Rz 15/20 75
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5 REZLZ 11/20 55

6 ANz 8/20 40

7 e AR 16/20 80

8 S8 2 20/20 100

9 g 10/20 50

10 Liligy 17/20 85
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Fig. 1 Comparison of different resources of the yam
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Fig. 2 Comparison of maximum weight of single tuber with different yam resources
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the yield of different yam resources
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Comparison Test of Introduced and Planted

on Different Yam Resources

LI Xiao' ,NI Ze-cun' , WU Yue' ,SHAO Guo-yuan', WANG An-guo’
(1. College of Agricultural and Food Sciences,Zhejiang Academy of Agriculture and Forestry

University, Linan, Zhejiang 311300; 2. Huchenyongyu Flowers Professional Cooperatives of

Ninghai county,Ningbo,Zhejiang 315632)

Abstract: In order to select the optimal cultivation of yam varieties suitable for Ninghai county, taking ten yam

resources as materials which were planted in Ninghai county of Zhejiang. The budding rate, plant height and

maximum weight of single,yield and other indicators were compared. The results showed that 28Duyuang and

Canshu 2 were the suitable varieties.
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