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Table 1 Classification of leaf characters of Vitis amurensis
Traits Classification results
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Table 2 Evaluation results of leaf traits of Vitis amurensis

PR RRAE HR/ME M T e 2 AR S R
Traits Maximum Minimum Average value Standard deviation Coefficient of variation/ %
I K B/ em 21.2 5.5 12.1 2.7 22.0
M A % BE /em 22.3 5.2 12.4 2.8 22.9
JRE N/ em? 375.7 24.3 166.0 67.7 43.2
AR I B / em 16.3 1.5 7.5 2.3 30.2
Bk BE /em 19.9 2.0 10. 2 2.5 24.8
AR K BE 5 i ik K BE E ) 1.4 0.3 0.6 0.3 33.1
i KB /mm 7.96 0.96 3.07 1.00 34.0
Bt 9 B / mm 16. 80 1.80 5.78 1.70 29.2
5 145 L ) 2.7 0.3 0.6 0.2 37.3
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Table 3 Classification ofear characters

of Vitis amurensis

Traits Classification results
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Table 4 Evaluation results of ear characters of Vitis amurensis

LN IEPN:] R/ME -2 {E P i 2 A5 5 R AL
Traits Maximum Minimum Average value Standard deviation Coefficient of variation/ %
TEAE K BE / em 6.1 1.2 3.3 0.9 28.4
RK P/ cm 13.8 2.6 6.8 2.2 31.7
SRBTESE /cm 6.9 2.0 3.8 0.8 20.7
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Table 5 Classification of fruit characters of Vitis amurensis
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Table 6 Fruit character evaluation results of Vitis amurensis
PR e KAE e /ME FHH i 22 LS
Traits Maximum Minimum Average value Standard deviation Coefficient of variation/ %
AR JE /mm 15.7 7.48 10. 4 1.2 11.1
JORL5E B /mm 16. 3 7.59 10.7 1.2 11.3
kKN /mm? 217.9 69. 8 112.7 24. 8 22.0
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TR E /g 1.3 0.4 0.62 0.2 26.0
T E B A % 20.9 8.2 15.6 2.7 17.5
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Table 7 The fruit traits of 10 excellent parents resources
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Code Soluble solids content/ % Strain producing/g Mean fruit weight/g Scent type
9-46 19.1 4677. 4 0.6 AT

3-6 20.9 1148.3 0.5 R
6-27 19.6 682. 4 0.9 B
9-24 18.6 1018.5 0.6 R
9-23 18.6 1041.7 0.7 R
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3 #wHihe

T B AR 1L A U R R MR 2 AR
AR SR B A 28 R AR BUIE I (BN
1o R ) B 458 22 e AR IR R P i BT A b . AR ISR
R ATT oy 11 % B R o 2080 TR
SR H B3R, R ZITREE S o UG R L
A TR TR 6 B, i 3R TR 2R AR B 4 T AR
55559 A R R 6 s SRAETER 2 R AR TE |
[ HE T2 2 Fl, 568 4 o 6 BB JE BB R 3 A,
AT RIC A 2 B RIE S R BE m BDE 2 Flos 7
AU Ry BORE A IR BB AR MR L B H Al
5 F . S IR /NAS Sl EE S 24, 3~375.7 cm?,
AR B2 5 kR E A AR S i R R 0. 3~1. 4,
HRUi e As S BE R 0. 3~2. 7, Mk AR St g
H2.7~5 585.9 g, HLRR AR S B O 1~
247, ARE R R AR SR E Y 7. 0~58.0 >,
AR SRR 2. T~40.2 g, FR KNS S 08 BN
69.8~217. 9 mm® , 5 K B 5 T AR B B A 0. 5~
1.7 g PP REZRIE R 0.4~1.3 g, Al I
MEEIEY) &R RIEE R 8. 2% ~20.9% ., A

B 5L T

BRSO Y IR T B R e T G M A B
J B Z R R LAY 3 T BT A B —
AL Hr i 5E

A 1 428 DA R0 23 A A B iR B 0 B
IRFR AL R AR AT PR [ ) k™ K SR
Jif . SR IEM AR MR EE T 10 (I BB
WA A 5 2R 5B A SR A S S
I ZR RS T BT ST A A R

Bt b s T Ay LA 2 2 58 R A R e LA S ik
SE A,
S 0k
DU eSS 5 R R ST 4 7 e 2 20— i

BT, A A 5 A4 . 2000(1)  13-14.
JKOpE L TE A L B BT, S L A 4 TR W g
JELT]. ¥ A8, 2013(12) . 1-5.

BER LB ZEBRLL LA 1L 40 TR B 5 A AT
ST LT ] o 4 4 55 8 451 L 2000(4) :16-20.
W, 7, A e ar, S5, of [ A A Y R &
LT, vh A 4 5 A 4537 . 2009 (11) : 64-69.

AEFE, 5K 7 B, [ B A A A SE R A R R L], 28 A i B
2.2007,35(11) :3238-3239.

KGR, RS WA - 5. A0 %5 Fh I 9 T 348 L 90 0 B8 A
WECM. dt s o E ARl L, 2006.

(2]

(3]

[4]

67



2 R R A 2020(8):68-72

& Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

http://hljnykx. haasep. cn
DOI: 10. 11942/j. issnl1002-2767. 2020. 08. 0068

BEAF UKL TS L AL B DU TE AL RO DY S AR LT ] B IE TR AL B2 . 2020(8) < 68-72.
LR B D1 RE A b 5 b X 5 | R B

ZEA, L ek, L i
(7 RLEIBLFRE B 4R,.ITE 102442)

FE:ARENFTNFGHE BER, FELRAELLRRET I, AR 25265 7 AT N At

AT T 3 A E S ARAR  R N ARAT L AE AR R R IEAR Y SR T A A B R A

R AT A

TN E A TIE KB E & K, F. camschatcensis F. pallidi flora %2 F. bucharica ¥ # B3, F £ FH, 7T
VAAEAR TS B AF. acmopetala F. sewerzowii #2 F. elwesii B A B H RS RFRERG, T L

Wby AR R RE S, BN —FWER, F.davisii A T i6, 2478

KR N5 FF R ER

W BEJE (Fritillaria L) J& 8% CH & FF(Lili-
aceae) P K — A&, J2 — K B A T 02519
ZARE R 2R A 130 2R, DR
e PR B TR A AR R 22 ), PR i 23R DL+, ik
2 DUBREZES AR ok L B SE R LIS H Y
Tl 5 R A B2 A AR B L A PR EE L 1 DL BE R AR )
14 0L % (5 75 B AR I 1) FF & 1 Y

TEA == o [ |k [ 45 R 3G I 5 DL BB SR 35 ¢
Z HZUWMBE M E B, FERKRB RNy 825N
B (F. imperialis) i3 W (F. persica) , ik N
£ (F. raddeana) 4 , B S Fh A 25 92 DL B (F. ac-
mopetala) , 1 ¥ D (F. meleagris ). ni
B (F. pontica) 1B N £ (F. camschatcensis) %,

W5 B #8:2020-04-20

BT B gt Rl B0l 2# BERHF I H (XY-YF-17-06) ,
FE—EH R (1982 &, WA B BBz, W Bl AR )
HBE 5N S, E-mail . 87535663 (@qq. com,

ERITAH

B R PP A K L 4 I DL B (FL omichailovskyi)
F F. elwesii %5 BAEE P, % 0B 8 8F 9% 3
A T 24 RN 9% U5 R A S5 T, X0 B DL R
F B WF I A G | A A i o SO B AR L AR R
PEFI R T 2846 Oy 1 00 B o5 0 I,
FENLHE DUBEAE AL 57 Hb XS S50 T AR K IR AR
FErR A EFEIL R 2R X ER R WES
WEELEE X, T I, A8 % M A 22 5] 3
B 7 XL UL BESEAT T 5| R A N BIE T, ) 4 A
W1 A= K A8 AR T A AFAE T A6 H5 M R0 b BR A R 45
AR T TP, BES — P F E It X F
5= U8
1 kb ik
L1 i 5& iR

TR Hh A7 T A AR M R 2 B A ] 3 b, b
Rk 5T B L X (39°30' N~ 39°55' N, 115°25"' E~
116°15E) , J& B8 by = W2 i o ok 14 28 XU A, 1Y

Preliminary Evaluation and Analysis of
Vitis amurensis Resources

WANG Ming-jie
(Institute of Rural Revitalization Science and Technology, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Har-
bin 150000, China)

Abstract ; In order to cultivate high-yield, cold resistant and high-quality varieties of Vitis amurensis ,the ear and
fruit characters of 471 wild Vitis amurensis resources and 130 fruiting plants were preliminarily evaluated and
analyzed. The results showed that the variety of characters was obvious and the variation range was large. Some
of them have excellent performance,especially in soluble solids, plant yield and fruit weight. Ten excellent re-
sources have been preliminarily screened, which can be used as parents for cross breeding of Vitis amurensis.
They can be used to breed new varieties of high cold resistant juice grape by crossing with high sugar content
juice making lines.
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