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Table 1 Comparison of yield and quality per plant of Suili No. 3 with different fruit quantity
HBR B R A #k7™ Yield per plant/kg -4 86 5 KER MEHEBHAR REEE
Treatments of fruit SEH Average fruit Large fruit Soluble solids Fruit firmness/
: 2014 2015 2016 ; ’ - 5
retention per plant Average weight/g rate/ %4 content/ ¥§ (kg=em?)
1(100~~300 4+) 25.1  29.4  33.6 29.4 a 90.3 b 72.0b 15.2 7.6
2(301~500 4% 35.4  39.9  46.2 40.5 b 86.2 b 69.6 b 13.8 2%
3(501~700 4% 44.9  39.8  40.2 41.6 b 69.7 a 53.8 4 11.8 7.9
CK(>>701 1) 45.4  38.7  36.6 40.2 b 64.5 a 48.5 a 115 8.0

T RNEEGE NS FRER0.05 KFEREE. TH.

Note: Lowercase letters alter the same column of data indicate significant difference at 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Table 2 Effects of different fruit spacing on yield and quality of Suili No. 3

B 7 4 0 #7* Yield per plant/ke THARE KR%E  TREERHAR  RIEE

Treatments of Sy Average fruit Large Soluble solids Fruit firmness/
- . 2014 2015 2016 . . » L ,
ruit spacing Average weight/g fruit rate/ % content/ % (kgeem?)

CK(0~4 cm) 48,4 45,5 49,1 47,6 a 50,0 a 45.5 a 11.0 8.0
1(4~8 cm) 34.6 42.8 46. 6 41.3 b 68.6 a 55.7 a 12.0 7.8
2(8~12 em) 34.4 45.2 60. 0 46.5 a 87.6 b 79.2b 13.6 s

3(12~16 cm) 26.5 28.4 36,2 30L.3b 95.1b 86.0 b 14.8 7.3

2.3 TESEREXBVEENERE 3 i

MR 3 ATLAFE 46 3R R A b A R A
B 1~2 R, KREHREER 60200 B, HAE&
WFHE R EERE 3~4 DRI, KRR
HETF 600 bR
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Table 3 Effects of different fruiting branch
types of Suili No. 3 on large fruit rate

KEZ Large fruit rate/ %
A B b

TR AL RETE S5

Fruiting branches Medium and

Fruit retention

per branch

of flowers short fruit branches
1€~ 83.8a 88.6 a
2(2 1) 63.4 b 68.3 b
3031 30.2 ¢ 35.0 ¢
CK4 ) 8.2d 6.8 d
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Study on Appropriate Load Capacity of Suili No. 3

GAO Jia-yuan
(Institute of Rural Revitalization Science and Technology., Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,
Harbin 150000, China)

Abstract; In order to improve the production management technology level of Suili No. 3, the optimal load of
Suili No. 3 was studied during its fruiting period. The results showed that under the conventional management
level, combined with yield and quality factors,the production standard was that the fruit weight of Suili No. 3
was greater than 85 g and the fruit rate reached 60% ,and the optimum load of Suili No. 3 was 301-500, The
spacing between fruit sticks should be 8-12 c¢m. Fasciculate fruit branch and medium short fruit branch could
retain 1-2 fruit,

Keywords:; Suili No. 3; load; spacing of leaves; leave a number of fruit
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Investigation on Occurrence and Distribution of Soybean
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum in Heihe Area from 2017 to 2019

ZHANG Wu, XIANG Peng, YANG Shu, LI Bao-hua.,LI Yan-jie, WU Jun-yan, ZHANG Xi-wen
(Heihe Branch. Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Heihe 164300 ,China)

Abstract; In order to clarify the occurrence and harm rule of Soybean sclerotinia in Heihe area,the planting sit-
uation of soybean and the occurrence of Sclerotinia sclerotiorum in Heihe area were investigated from 2017 to
2019. The contents of the survey included, stubble crops,cultivation pattern. planting density.incidence rate and
disease index, The results showed that soybean Sclerotinia sclerotiorum showed an intermittent epidemic trend
in Heihe,and the incidence had certain regional characteristics. Among them, Nenjiang County was more seri-
ous in 2017, no disease was found in 2018,it was found in all counties and urban areas of Heihe City in 2019, a-
mong which Nenjiang County and Sunwu County were more serious.

Keywords: Sclerotinia sclerotiorum ; Heihe area;occurrence and distribution; disease index
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