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Abstract

This paper compares the agronomic traits, resistance and yield of 13 new rapeseed varieties to
provide a scientific basis for popularizing new rapeseed varieties with high quality, high yield and
high efficiency. The results showed that: Mianyou 51 had the highest yield, vigorous growth, me-
dium plant type, lodging resistance, and good traits. It is suitable for popularization in Anzhou
District and suitable areas.
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ZINXAL TR TP R 8, 2019 SRy M A 25 J w7, 2K R[] T rekiEE 24
PRGOS RS, 22 P DX SRR T AR AN W N, AR R R AR AR PR B e, T AT T A A S
PR . %, AR SEMSE A BAE HIE2] [8]. N T 780 AL B a A 88708 0, T
2019~2020 4FAE Z M XK 13 AN Sty P EAT X LR, DA ik ST it b (44 SR AR AR

2. . R EMEELE
2.1. G

AARIGHR S FP 13 A, SRPHARBIBEE B 1 4500 31, 477l 32, 4%yl 51. 4%yl 58. 4%y 61. 45
68. #47iH 89, 4nih 1609, 3y 603, [EZE 545 HZEi 8 5. 4iih 328, FAARFIGLEEM: Bl 10
o Hohgpil 31, 4R 61, 45 68 4ndi 1609, G 603, 4R 328 J&m ST ERIMSE Ml didlh 32, 4
51, 4adh 58, 4R 89, S 5 5. EZ 8 5. Fil 10 5 MUK SE A A

2.2. WEFE

AIG L. 2019~2020 4. S s PU)1E SRR T 2 X 5K . I % BEALIX 4k
i, 3EL . RGN F/NXER 25 m?, iR 575 R E WSATH R, 178 0.44 m, #¥kFE 0.25 m,
HEIE 0.6 m, ZEFFN 6000 BR/E, DU B T, HEEHE. RS2 2019 4£ 9 H 22 HE .
10 H 31 HFgHk. MALHM T, BRI E, TG =i, BRAT— AW a s 282
PR A iR bR . 11 H 10 H, BEARATHEIEAE, w A HE A0 40 kg + AL 1.5 kg. ATfi /b
X $5 G0 — PRl C SRl e A B A K Ui e, 2019 4F 4 H ), RIS /NXGELLIE L 10 R A8 ik
PR K= A, 5 H 7 HE/NX RS sl, 5 H 14 H AN TGRS =, TR,

2.3. BIELATFSHT

231 w™EGIGE
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2.32. RS
A5G FH Excel 2010 #1AF 504

3. HRENH
% 1ATLLEH, 13 ANRFE B AL,

FAE B I 227 Ko 54 13 AN AP bR R 5%, IR £ 200 cm, LA 4nd 31 &

RA 60l 603 Mgyl 31 MIAEH W10y 225 K, HARM

S e

151 B 15 »

>4 198.0 cm,

BRI ANEZM 8 5, HAE 167.0 cm. WEH B RAE, 1E 48.0~74.7 cm 2 [A]. FAUFA UEBKEE
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Table 1. Comparison of main agronomic characteristics of 13 new rape varieties

1 A3 AN IhSEH A R Z MR

(RO FAFH

fkmfr  AEFH HRECm) FiECm) B K (em)

#h 31 225 198.0 70.7 69.2
#ih 32 227 172.3 52.7 70.3
4 51 227 191.3 747 68.9
4778 58 227 189.7 61.0 67.7
479H 61 227 174.3 63.0 73.9
47 ith 68 227 186.7 62.0 70.1
Z7ith 89 227 190.7 48.0 68.2
49 1609 227 189.3 69.3 65.7
B 603 225 172.7 61.0 66.3
Ezmss 227 188.3 57.0 73.5
Ezwes 227 167.0 51.7 62.3
¢ 328 227 170.0 48.3 61.8
10 5 227 179.3 48.0 58.6

UK AT
CEICO IS (O
1.7 3.9 562.7
6.3 3.3 451.0
9.0 3.8 552.3
5.0 3.7 547.3
6.3 35 514.0
6.7 3.2 486.3
8.7 4.1 5123
8.3 39 4497
6.3 4.0 429.0
8.0 3.3 583.0
73 4.0 534.3
7.0 35 492.0
8.3 35 496.3

23.2
234
251
24.7
22.0
22.9
26.2
25.7
234
26.5
24.3
22.9
25.6

BRRAAR REARECE) TRIEE(Q)

35
3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8
35
3.8
3.8
35
35
3.8
3.8

— RO HEAE 5.0~9.0 N2 li]e BT BT 3% BN, 782 12 181G R T AR 7 AR
A Z IR %, 1E 3.3~4.0 N2 Ial. MR RKRE, EZ 5 5Bk MRiEuR £ (583.0 1Y), &
603 iR R 8RR/ (429.0 ). BEARIECT, EZE 5 5% (26.5 Ki). 4R 61 fx/>(22.0 ki), X 13 4
s BT WL A R ZE AN K, 3.5~3.8 ZIH]o A4 B TSGR IR FE B, i 2, 3 T-hr 7 i A

3.1 13 MR . mER AR LB

TS AR M SR PR EE N E L, KfEFRNMRNZE. W R AIR3] [4] [5] 6] BT
SESERAM T FERIRLE, ra AR, B EERRREL W HRESR, HERRENK
TRAEHL, A 2 WA HH B o 4R B 2 [ 520 5 5, 4Rl 68 AN4RIH 89 PN R AR K . A

S ARSI . 20 13 A AR RIS e BRSO TR

Table 2. Resistance comparison of 13 new rape varieties

2 2. 13 NS ik HLAL

LA I3 B
il Fof 7Rk
%% Witk A% itk
gaith 31 8.3 5.0 0.0 0.0 i
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Continued
4TiH 32 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0 Bt
477H 51 33 33 0.0 0.0 Bt
45 58 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0 ¥t
49 61 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0 Hi
29 68 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ¥
43 89 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 i
gt 1609 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 i
£t 603 15.0 12.9 0.0 0.0 i
FEZEh 5 5 33 2.1 0.0 0.0 e
5 8 5 3.3 1.3 0.0 0.0 i
45 328 1.7 0.4 0.0 0.0 Bt
FAH 10 5 33 1.7 0.0 0.0 i

3.2. 13 N R s R B

% 3 A UEN, xR =K EE AT E b, ARERAR, WNWES 5. BdE T

sl — = T

FEE A AR AR 51, 5

HE. 13 ANARP R FEAE 180.6~246.9 2 1], oAb 6 NSRRI HT KT 200 kg,
KEE 68, = NEZEM S 5.

Table 3. Yield comparison of 13 new rape varieties
3. 13 AN SR B

.

7 (Kg/T)

A
I It 11} 1 =2/
i 31 209.5 2101 199.9b 206.5 6
4t 32 187.9 183.2 188.1 186.4 10
49H 51 2418 2477 251.2 246.9 1
49H 58 2338 253.9 246.7 2448 4
it 61 229.6 228.4 231.2 2297 5
4aith 68 2432 2438 252.6 2465 2
43 89 189.0 197.3 190.6 192.3 9
24531 1609 191.2 185.4 180.9 185.8 1
£17H 603 184.1 180.0 177.8b 180.6 13
EZh 5 5 253.6 237.8b 2445 245.3 3
H5tih 8 5 191.2b 200.3 194.1 195.2 8
4nah 328 188.3 179.7b 185.8 184.6 12
10 5 200.4 190.5b 201.8 197.6 7
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A VGRS, K EREA AR BRI RHIE . R BT SRS
DX i 3 i A A P IS () B S B T e, 3G B A [R5, 38 1 16 R4, Al pi A KIE &
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