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Abstract

In order to break through the bottleneck of broccoli seed sources and advance the localization pro-
cess of improved varieties, Linhai City organized and implemented the Zhejiang Provincial Broccoli
New Variety Demonstration Trial Project in 2024. Through the trial, seven new varieties with compre-
hensive excellent traits were identified and selected, including Tailv 95, Tailv 630, Meiqing, Tailv
100, Zheqing 265, Shenliang 7, and Tailv 3575. The implementation of this project is of great signifi-
cance for accelerating the promotion and application of new broccoli varieties, enhancing the tech-
nological competitiveness of the industry, and driving high-quality agricultural development.
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1. 5|8

PU2A6(*# % Brassica oleracea L. var. italica Plenck) J& T FAER} S8 J& HEM, ZUSGEARNE
HEEE RN, NRREER. SER%E 1], HES4AR. KNP bR, ¥ MR, HREZME
YIEYERSy, BB R, RMEDIBCR Y, BEA VN EREE, IR RE B2 . TR, REE 2~
R R R, FEARSCHER I SE T, 2024 R4 [ PG 2 AEME A Sl 156 TIR[2].

TR PG = AEFNL R R A M, I DOk A: ™ M BE ROl 1, FRURAEAE “ R KK[3], @
B P22 A | E T . O RBPE AR, HESh R E PR, iRAEROR N g — i E,
2018 4 LA A2 Sk 2 18 5K 70 2= 48 R SRR S BORA ™, 4 TR E T 22 48 R [ 72 A BUK 4]
S ZFEREBOCEERE, REEA LA FTMOEIE REER. NRRFTHNLERREIEE &
Gt I PE AT iR, 2024~2025 A LI T 2H 23S0l 1 WL A 7 AR S R R RS TE I H o T S
Jiti, PR VE = AEHT AT N, B SR NV R TSy, HESh A S R R R A R L.

2. REMNEFE
2.1. KGR
ZARm AP I 25 A, PAGREE 90 NXTREGE L 1).

Table 1. Tested varieties and their sources

#= 1. S EMEKRIR

Jrs st P AL

1 £31E 90 (CK) WL 3 2 BRIV 47 BR 2 =]
2 B %% 350 WL s AR Pl B4 76 BR A =]
3 B4t 95 WL A B A PR A ]
4 B4k 630 WL 20 TS ATl e A A7 BR 24 )
5 aat7s WL S AR B A PR 2 ]
6 B4k 3575 WL AP A PR 2 ]
7 E4% 80 WL AR A A PR A ]
8 “ %% 100 WL s AR Pl 476 BR A =]
9 G855 WL B A PR A ]
10 EHE WL 3 2 Bl i A PR 2 )
11 Wit 265 WL 3 2 B A PR 2 )
12 Wi 479 WL 26 2 BRI A6 BR 2 7]
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Yk

13 Wi 100 WL 36 22 BV B A PR A )
14 7 318 o [ A Bt 8 S T T
15 7 518 o [ AR Bt S T
16 5k 814 JEEUR IR E B SR B
17 FEF5 90 H AR R A 7

18 FEF5 85 H AR R 2 A

19 MR7S WO A R A PR A 7
20 MR 231 WO A R il A PR A 7
21 T 35 B 22 T AR R SRR A PR ]
22 T# S 5 B 22 T AR R SRR A PR A
23 #4=F DB2370 JEC IO K AT BR A
24 HEt+—5 TR EEE R A PR A
25 Y WL 5 2 B e 4 A BR A 7]

2.2. RIS

TR0 FE 1A T W VL4838 17 2R SR v 1 R B AL AR B A, T8 I T 78 2218 3277 X . Y S iR AT,
WZ4r0H, YHFE R, AFEEEHERS, IEEEMTHZRNAEKS]. EAZEER], PR
HAEdER, HEARE, HRESAE RIE, WAL, B, BREEMEHTENE., iElEY KRS, HEEAN
WIRH, FUtEE, LERE
2.3. REFE

WREEEUNX A, AEEE, DXHEAN 133.4 m2, MR 3335 m2. R H G 1Bk,
EZEERR RS, AKIE— AL E B, B ATHF 667 m? i\ =B AN 40 kg RF /0 400 ¢ 1EFEAE; FhiE 2
& 1.3m, BREE 33 cm, BFZEMIE 2 17, FHEZEE N 3000 #£/667 m?; HHIE)EHE SR BB 16 88— SL i ;
T i BRI BT R AR R A
2.4. REBIRFE

WREEHIE, SRR AETHE. B S. ik, BB LSESEERHE TS EEL. B
N, B ERANER 10 N KN—S(ERL 14 cm), BANREEEERN 2 P ABRE, AN WFE
FriHL 100 BRAERE MR, RPN X FEER. P RERERNRE S RITE /DX =M 667 m? F7E, Nk
M ETRIRPEM R AUKTE . AT EKRAERK AT LS, HFEKPRE, REGEPE5E.

3. REERS o
3.1. £ BHItLE:
ZIAmMT 8 H 22 HE—#M, 9 A 21 HE#H. MNEREHRIHAE TR N 45 17 80~89

d FId R 10 4N, 90~100 d FIA 9 4>, #Bi 100 d FIE 6 4~ H, TR 3 SHAEBWHRE N 80d; #
R 231 FAEEHEK A 111 d GEWLE D.
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Figure 1. Investigation of growth period in tested varieties

E 1. siiaMEEEE

3.2. TEBkIMERELE:

ZIAFIEE 3 5. LS S AT DB2370 AEER 2 FEE, HARMMIEERS yEEE; 51
BREE ST, P 518, 43 DB2370 Xt R Fh A SEifE 90 (CK)/EIESARIE K A& FEEk 5 BBl R LI
%16], HABSFPUA G KK, BUEONESOESIRIESE M, 04 814 MALER G HBL “WRE” R, &
PEZE: B4 95. G4 630. B4 3575. G4 100, £7H. WiiH 265, MR 7 5. 4350, G475, 64
55 WiE 100, #H R 231 5P SR IIAE] 95%LA b, FEEREE SRR I R UF (VE LA 2).

Table 2. Comparison of curd traits in tested varieties

2. Sl EMERIIREEER

i B TeEk e AR E T %
SE1E 90 (CK) =15 % 3 T 92
H 4% 350 = WEsk x 95
G4k 95 = IR 2% T 98
B4k 630 = WEsk x 98
B4k 75 = et T 95
G4k 3575 = WEsk & 98
G4k 80 = et & 90
B4k 100 ) IR 4% o 98
B&5 5 e WELk x 95
EH e RIS & 98
WiTs 265 [ RIS, 7 98
W 479 ) ok ¥ 88
W 100 ) ok ¥ 95
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318 = W4k ’ 88
i 518 = R 7 85
HLE 814 = e R 80
55 90 =] RIS i 92
E75 85 = RISk ¥ 90
MR7S = et x 98
R 231 = sk T 95
T35 T Wisk X 80
TH# s 5 T Wt X 82
#13= DB2370 F R 7 80
EEt+—% = et & 92
K = et & 92

3.3. ZEEEEE

ZidnFirh, 395 814, L 3 SHAILH 5 SHIERINGE TR ZES, KA e ERIZGE
PP BERE WL 3).

Table 3. Investigation of comprehensive field resistance in tested varieties
3. SilmMEEEESRTEE

v FH ]9 35 & AE 100 P il (R i § 7K
231 90 (CK) B Bt 55 i
B4k 350 R LG i B
G495 iR LG A G
B4k 630 LR Bt i G
BET5 B B G G
B4 3575 SR 3G B B
£ 4k 80 LS R B i G
B4k 100 EIINC] B S G
G455 EIINT B G B
eSS N B G 5
Wi 265 EIIN B G B
Wi 479 B B G LG
Wid 100 B B LG LG
i 318 L& IR B LG LG
i 518 L& IR B 55 LG
ALk 814 IR B LG L3
75 90 B B G L5g
5 85 B Bt G i
MR 75 B LE7N iR 3G
R 231 N B R 59
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T 35 IR — & 55 55
TH 55 IR — 55 LG
#h 3 DB2370 LR B 55 LG
HTt+—% N LG G LG
K B B G LG
3.4. FEHER

ZAVE =0 A FRERE N 0.48~0.74 kg: J“ETTIH, 64 100, 5495, 645 5. KF. #f
R 75, %4350, G4k 630, #R 231, G4k 80 ST 100 55 i BB LRI 90 (CK)™ RIS ROK,
WPEIRRE 6.33%~26.55%; T4t DB2370. 17 518, JL&L 3 5 HFES 90 &5 SR e it BRI 20% LA (1
W 4),

Table 4. Yield investigation of tested varieties

F4. sAmMTERE

A I HRERH (k) /NX = (kg) &7 8 (667 m¥/kg) kb CK +/%
L1 90 (CK) 0.63 345.00 1725.0 -
£41 350 0.69 392.16 1960.80 13.59
B4 95 0.71 418.07 2090.34 21.09
B4 630 0.65 381.02 1905.12 10.36
Be75 0.55 313.50 1567.50 -9.19
B4k 3575 0.57 335.16 1675.80 -2.92
G4 80 0.69 370.44 1852.20 7.30
B4 100 0.74 436.88 2184.42 26.55
B&s5 5 0.72 411.54 2057.70 19.20
EH 0.68 401.60 2008.02 16.33
WiTs 265 0.54 319.87 1599.36 —-7.35
Wi 479 0.64 340.3 1700.16 —-1.51
Wi 100 0.64 367.08 1835.40 6.33
T 318 0.62 325.78 1628.88 —5.64
i 518 0.51 260.10 1300.50 —24.66
AL 814 0.65 312.00 1560.00 —-9.63
FET5 90 0.48 266.06 1330.32 —-22.93
FEF5 85 0.66 356.94 1784.70 3.39
MR TS 0.67 395.14 1975.68 14.45
FHE 231 0.66 373.35 1866.75 8.14
T3 5 0.54 261.12 1305.60 —24.37
T 5 5 0.69 338.99 1694.94 —1.81
# DB2370 0.51 242.40 1212.00 —-29.79
EHE+—% 0.60 332.30 1661.52 -3.75
iy 0.65 358.80 1794.00 3.93
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4. &iL511ie

MRAE 737 5 R A, 456 & 70 228 i AR A S SR 26 F I R I, sRE & &, Pk,
P A R A B SRR AR AR, TRIEH B4R 95, B4F 630, . B4 100, WiE 265, MR 7 5. 6%
3575 & 7 MNMEEVEIREBUR RS R, H: 54895, £EEW 93d, KA, ERkEE, FHhilsg
R, BEORS, FAIEE R, EE IR SRR 4 90 (CK)ME ™ 21.09%, & B TRELEIN T, 44 630, 4
BHHA86d, BRI IEESE, BFEL, RIS, PR, MR E, X% 10.36%, i
PEAL, EEAFAEEN T, £H, AEH87d, KHHER, BaRSE, ERiFH, HXTHE" 20.7%,
p L, EEATREFEIN T 548100, AEFEH 90d, AR, KAREE, PURMEEGR, LI
;7 22.67%, @ EH TOREEEIN T Wi 265, AEM 86 d, Bk, JIERS, RIS, St
IRGE, AEERWAH, MM vELr, EEER AR MR 75, EEW 107d, {EEREEST SR80, RS R,
PRk, FanEEm, LIRS 14.45%, &EHTREEUN T, G4 3575, £ FM 82d, ExkaHE, &
KIS i, R, SRIUHE T, & & SRR KU AR

ARYGRIG IR, ARSI R R EERAR, WIS R8N, Iz i O B4 K, &
FRLEPUIRPE T T 22 SR A0 o B, W] BB RS S AR BU I VRO v P o 4 ) 78 P 0 P 2 ik /> it
ZiRA, DAMESR SR BUR M ZE R PRHRE . teAh, RSRERRER S, AFEHERRR, R
HIA—5, AR B HEEAT AR IR & 5500 R AR, v REXR S0 45 R e Ve 7 A — e sg i . ARk
IO (1) AR Tk — 2D IF R AR PR, AR = it ENERIRRE S, FYORE
H .

SEEk
(11 IR, KT 2R S =i S EAR M. dbat: ERI AR, 2011: 1
[2] HEFEM. REFEEL A E SR E AR 5 EIE 37.5% [N]. R R )k, 2025-04-30(01).

[3]1 R, fRER, BRase, dhEMEF 7 M8 S B AR A —— 2 T Y S AU R AT IR
5T, 2023(4): 588-596.

WA, B R P 2L A R B RV B i R SR [T]. WAL AL EE, 2019, 60(12): 2223-2225.
WEE, BFE, ERE. GRS ROREEARD]. R, 2025(7): 104-106.
fAIIER, @, RKE FHREHSMHEL 6 SHERI]. KITHE, 2022(18): 45-47.
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