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Abstract

For Xishuangbanna, untenable beans are the main winter export vegetable production. The planting
variety is so single, which cannot meet the market demand. In addition, the disease resistance of the
perennial red bean reduced and other problems occurred. 12 new varieties were introduced from
the province and abroad to carry out comparative test from which we selected the varieties adapted
to the market needs of different regions with strong resistance to disease, high yield, no gluten, that
is, 3 Kinds of round stick varieties with excellent quality, 3 wide flat bars, and 2 special varieties.
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1. 518

LA U XU  H AR T ) BN E B A TN G A, AR T — P S A,
AR AT TR “RZEHE ML G LT A, JURTERIR. o8 7RIl 847 e
(T, A PN Ah 51 EER dh P AT UGG, H RO IR TR SR 7 B, bR AIAS R S ah A,
PR EFR, BT R Tl .

2. MRSFE
2.1, MR

BERAPRL A N A G 12 AN SR, R ERRTE 6 ARl 1) BREE 3 5. 2) RERT E. 3)
B E LR T . 4) FURKTLH . 5) BRET . 6) L5 F(ck).

AT 4 A 7) AR %R, 8) ARE. 9) KelmE. 10) ¥ — N4,

KT 2 AN 11) AARE. 12) E4ei.

DAV AU 40 4 -85 5 T i M AR BR A ) TR BOR, NS dT AR I B RR T 41 5 F L Al et B
(CK)-

2.2. WFE

RIGAEIFIK 750 m, £E° PSR 21°C, 4EMEFN & 1700 Z T4, KT/ Joah %, 25000 . B
ER, ERAFEEE . R A RS X . Mg PR Bh i BB DR SRS T A R AR T B
HEETT (8, it R4, IR, ATa/EMMIEE R, KA MR RS . W5 12 44k
, ZWwEH, 336 ANNX . FAF/NXEA )Y 10.8 m?, AT, DNXFEHLX A H), =
FEIETE 40 cm, /NX[AEIE 5E 30 cm. BE/NX R 40 78, ET 120 k. FHEFRATHE N 40 x 60 cm, AFHET
P25 FE 2 2800 7, RF7CGE N 3 FRo SR B M S5 ARY, & 667 m? JEJIEiE F st FHRI R A IE(N:PK =
15:15:15) 50 kg, FHEEWEAL 50 kgo AP H AR A AL, 11 H 21 HEHR, XH1H 20 H. 23 H#%
AR SR F AR, 2 A 3 HEEACRIR.
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KRR KEH, AR KA ILHRKHERE 8 V. JBIE 3Kk, 4 WKIRTGIEEE 667 m? i F &2 4 AE 8 kg ¥
fi 5 PR3 5 kg IR KRB . 55 YOS IERI, £ 667 m?Jiti Fl A IR 10 kg RS JR K 8 kg 1R A
SKTHEIEHE. 5B UONSEIERI], 667 mP it R AR 12 kg RS R K 10 kg RA LK REE .
ARG A AR 250 iA 0 I, R P A6 T AN &5 3¢ JHC & W B e — SRR AE ST 3 ok, HudE
HAE . IR LS . A E OB A A ER AR S S A ) e, RSO A R ISGE B i, SRS
JEHEAT PR B RUT 2 0 o

3. RS54
3.1. X mIIEREAEL B

M LRI, B b Fh A be s S RO R R, A AbEE 6. 7. 8 AL AP, #E S 58 KRN,
EEXHR(CK) FhAh I 5 4 Ricgk. 4bFE 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 10, 11 fhfl, SxFHE(CK) &R I —3, &5
Ji 62 KR, ALFR 12 SR NGRS 65 KU, ELXHIE(CK) MR 2 3 K[1] [2].

3.2. SR RMEPZE LR

M1 AT, ARSER LR ALFR 1. 3. 4. 6. 7. 8. 10 FhAhALSER 5xHIE(CK) WA E, ik 80%.
HUCRALEE 2. 5. 11, 12 fifh, AAJEERN 75%, ELXTHR(CK) MR 5%; HJek. T8RP E 5%} i 5
Eeds, &M EIERKEHS . KB 1(29.9 cm) >4LFE 3 (27.5 cm)FilibHE 5 (27.5 cm) >4bHE 2 (27.2 cm) >
Ab¥E 4 (26.9 cm) > CK (26.3 cm) >4bH 6 (22.9 cm) >AbFE 8 (22.4 cm) >AbEE 7 (21.2 cm) >4b# 10 (18.4 cm) >
AbFE 12 (15.8 cm) >4bFE 11 (11.5 cm); & db A SRS KNS Dy Ab3E 12 (2.6 cm) >40FE 6 (2.1 cm)Ailik
P 8 (2.1 cm) >4b# 7 (2.0 cm) >4bEE 11 (1.6 cm) >4LHHE 10 (1.2 cm) >4b# 3 (1.1 cm). 4bFE 5 (1.1 cm) > CK
(1.1 cm) >4b# 1 (1.0 cm). 4FE 2 (1.0 cm)FI4LEE 4 (1.0 cm)dhff; 2% SRl S S A E K/ NEESTA -

Table 1. Comparison of phenological and botany characters of new varieties with no gluten

# 1. REEH@MREYIRAFEYF R

WE REFPEIGSOREUD K A3eER%  TIIBIR BP0 - HIEE g i
Kem  FEem HWEcm

1 62 G 80 [ i e 29.9 1 0.22 17.7 IF
2 62 G 75 [ i e 27.2 1 0.22 14.5 IF
3 62 Eird 80 R e 27.5 11 0.22 171 iy
4 62 Eird 80 R e 26.9 1 0.22 16.3 Iy
5 62 Eird 75 FR e 27.5 11 0.22 172 Iy
6 58 pE 80 B i 2 i 45 229 2.1 0.2 234 Es
7 58 B 80 B i 2% fif o5t 21.2 2 0.2 215 Wt
8 58 Bl 80 i i 2% ES2S 22.4 21 0.2 20.5 Wt
10 62 Cil 80 % o3E 18.4 1.2 0.28 15.1 e
11 62 e 75 Ji 5 & 115 16 0.2 8.5 [4ES
12 65 i 75 W H&Was 158 2.6 0.2 20.6 eEs

9/ck 62 i 80 [ A e 26.3 1.1 0.22 15 i
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Ab# 10 (0.28 cm) >4bEE 1 (0.22 cm). 4b# 2 (0.22 cm). 4L FE 3 (0.22 cm). 4bEE 4 (0.22 cm). 4b#E 5 (0.22 cm)
1 CK (0.22 cm) >4 6 (0.2 cm). 4bEE 7 (0.2 cm). 403 8 (0.2 cm). 4bH 11 (0.2 cm)FI4b#E 12 (0.2 cm)
AAN[] [2]: & b A 3 BB /NHES A A B 6 (23.4 g) SALFE 7 (21.5 g) SALEE 12 (20.6 g) >4bF 8 (20.5 g) >
AbFR 1 (17.7 g) >AbFE 5 (17.2 g) >4FE 3 (17.1 g) >4bFE 4 (16.3 g) >AFH 10 (15.1 g) >4bH# 9 (15 g) >ALH#H 2 (14.5
) >4b3 11 (8.5 g)dnAi[1] [2]; EIEFmLLE:: AFE 6. 7. 8. 10, 11 A1 12 &fl, RI@isE, L, %
B, SEAEE, P ELr. HAaEE 6. 7. 8. 12 WA EIEWEES, RIE KR, FIESESEk,
WA dbat. BB TS A . AT 1. 20 3. 4. 5 FAIXHR(CK) AR, SRICER R, K,
fE, CUBME, WAl 6 s, . JISEHE .

33. BRI REREE

N2 W, AbEE L PRREAS AL, NXITE 667 mP AR 1803 kg, HLHHE S RHIG T 9.04%, xR
PREFALE, (ERIGAIE 8 MR 11 MR~ RZEFREE, 543 2, 5. 7. 12 @R~ &
R, K3 PAREES AL, NXITS 667 mP AR 1717.7 kg, LTI EFPg P 3.88%, SALEE 8 I
AEFE 11 SRR PR ZE R R, SR AR R A R AR B 4 P RE S =AL, NS
667 m’ ;< 1712 kg, LOXTHE AR~ 3.54%, SACEE 8 FIALEE 11 5 F ) R AR, SxT A
A BpA) R 2 AR . AR AR S P B MR IHES ]y Ab 3 10 (1659.3 kg ) > CK (1653.5 kg) >
AbFE 6 (1630.4 kg) >4bFE 2 (1620 kg) >Ab¥E 7 (1608.6 kg) >4 3 5 (1606.6 kg) >4b#H 12 (1602.9 kg) >4LHE 8
(1271 kg) >4bFE 11 (1121.1 kg)ftfh, Hpkb# 100 9. 6. 2. 7. 5. 12 fFhor 5 540 8 FIAbFE 11 FAh
], PrEZERREE, HRMMEEERANREL] 2]

3.4. SR WmATRMEEE R

M2 AT, B i AR BT PR R B, TACEE 1. 2. 3. 8. 10, CK AR BLRIEIK
B, AR PUKEIR2].

Table 2. Comparison of test yield and disease resistance of new soybean variety
2. TEE MRN8 RiUmELE R

PETRBENS e saing atiiga BTk P PO
| I 1] = O MR RTR RIR
1 28.04 32.74 26.8 87.58 1803.0 aA 9.04 1 Bt B bt
2 28.84 24.7 25.16 78.7 1620.2 bA -2.01 7 Ei B £
3 29.44 26.52 27.48 83.44 1717.7 abA 3.88 2 Ei Bk Bt
4 27.92 26.56 28.68 83.16 1712.0 abA 3.54 3 £ it it
5 25.72 27.18 25.14 78.04 1606.6 bA —2.84 9 Bt it it
6 28.8 25.36 25.04 79.2 1630.4 abA -14 6 Bt it it
7 24.58 28.28 25.28 78.14 1608.6 bA —2.72 8 it Pt Bt
8 21.18 20.34 20.22 61.74 1271.0 ccBB —23.13 11 it BIK it
10 27.34 25.86 27.4 80.6 1659.3 abA 0.35 4 it B it
11 18.2 17.42 18.84 54.46 1121.1¢cB -32.21 12 it Pt Bt
12 25.6 26.3 25.96 77.86 1602.9 bA -3.1 10 Bt it it
9/ck 24.94 28.84 26.54 80.32 1653.5 abA - 5 it B it
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4, 4Eig

A VLER MRS, ik 1) FRERM 3, BREGE 35, GBS EHEE TN
KA T Z A, 4 667 m? P B4 g 55— 00 1803 kg, 55 A7k 1717.7 kg, %5 =47k 1712 kg,
R A P R 2R AN, H R0 ) EE TR R (L0 S E) B8 77 9.04%. 3.88% 11 3.54%. %A IERN S 62 K
K, ROLFE, WMRKHGE, PR, RIEREIE 80%, FIK, WEES, TN, EBHE, 55U &
PELF, Jm. ot JIAEHB IS 1 PR AY, TR RN & 22 1A % S 15 R 0 A 2 el DX el ez ot b o
2) TERAAA 3 A, HIARIEHR, KREBAEE— S ifl, #ié 667 m* &5 1630.4 kg.
1608.6 kg 11 1602.9 kg. AR E APl SXTHRELES, PR ZE AR, B0 20k 1.4%. 2.7%
1 3.1%, HRZRIFH, FHEFIS 58~65 R KWL, KB RME, HUm, ALFEZ 75%~80%, o350 %
%, WIEEF, Toff, SELRe, ST, Mk, RAuat. b T0WTR B IRTT AR B 1) S Rk
R, AT RN AT AN 5 58 T i 25 T G 35 5 B R DX IS () S S P . 3) AR SR 2 AN, Hodh AN Ll
Pré 667 m® 7 1659.3 kg, ELXFIRZME 0.35%. #4480 AT & 667 m? P & 1121.1 kg, BAREAPE LN
MK 47.5%. TMEEHEOAERMELLLE, MEERRESE, DMXIrEE7 2 8B AR S
48.1% . HJZIX A i Bl 75 A AN SE 7 T &% LR 6, R P 26T, 354k A, IR 0.28 cm,
NG, D&, WIFRAE. EEWMFRFY, BEERGSH 6, LRI, B0,
AoEN, G, WEEMZAGIRI T, SRR, BARERERME, fRERFGERED
IR

SE 3k
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