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Table 2 Comparision of yield of varieties
comparison test in the spring and the
autumn of 2012

MrEhR/ L CK#/ %
ARG it i ‘ )
(kgehm?) Increase
Years Varieties
Total yield yield with CK
2012 4% JLRE3 2 33950.25 7.16

In the spring of 2012 y7#} 12 31682.55 -
=)

2012 4k TR 3 20442.75 7.55
In the autumn of 2012 TRl 1 2 27375.15 -

Table 1 Comparision of precocity of
regional test
S — WEAE L A — Y L
A it A
o First female  First fruit
Years Varieties
flower node node
2013 4E K TR S S 15.7 16.9
In the autumn of 2013 g} 1 & 16.5 17.5
2014 4 LEk 3 5 14.9 17. 4
In the spring of 2014 yr g} 1 & 12.1 15.9

2.2.2 RaXX¥ R 3 AL VLR 3 5 KT
JRAE 2013 4EFK. 2014 4AEF KR 50 rh = g 1Y
iR T B ARV RE 1 R T I, H b Rk 2 E X
W= 12, 800, 2 L X BEFR 3G 7= 11. 726 5 1M A
Wi MR BT 7 4. 700 R EIEARET.
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12.2~12. 6 cm, # £ 9. 01 ~9. 10 cm, [ &
1.20~1.28 cm, H.)JRH 290. 6~322.8 g.
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Table 3 Comparision of yield of regional test in the autumn of 2013 and the spring of 2014

4 BE W kehm®) B CKHR/% B Ghgebm®) b CK Bt/ %
Years Varieties Protophase yield Increase yield with CK Total yield Increase yield with CK
2013 4E K TR 3 = 7249.5 1.7 20676. 0 12.8
In the autumn of 2013 yrgl 1 & 6925.5 - 18322.5 -
2014 42 TR 3B 7684. 5 0 29067. 0 11.7
In the spring of 2014 TR E 7686. 0 26011. 5 -
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Table 4 Comparision of agronomic characters of regional test in the autumn of 2013

and the spring of 2014

M sty JAK /em B2/ em A&/ cm N /g
Years Varieties Fruit length Transverse diameter Pulp thickness Single fruit weight
2013 4EFk LR35 12.2 9.10 1.28 290. 6
In the autumn of 2013 TR = 12. 6 .79 1.24 295. 0
2014 4EH LR 3 % 12.6 9.01 1.20 322.8
In the spring of 2014y} 1 5 13.3 8.73 1.21 338.6
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Breeding of A New Broad-shoulder Bitter Gourd Cultivar Jiangke 3

HUANG Ai-zheng.,CHEN Shi-jun,ZHANG Zi-peng, WEN Jian-xin

(Jiangmen Research Institute of Agriculture Science,Jiangmen, Guangdong 529060)

Abstract; Jiangke 3 was a new broad-shoulder bitter gourd hybrid developed by the cross of D05-6 X 14S-8, its

growth and branches was vigorous, the first female flower was set at node 14. 9 to node 15. 7, the first fruit was

set at node 16. 9 to node 17. 4. The shape of fruit was broad shoulder,with dark green skin,12.2~12.6 cm in

length,9.01~9. 10 cm in diameter,290. 6~322. 8 g in fruit weight. It had high quality, prematurity and high

yield.and it was medium-resistant to powdery mildew,and it was suitable to be planted in South China.
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