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Abstract

Since 2011, an introduction test of Plukenetia volubilis var. brazilian (PVB) has been carried out in
arid-hot valley of Yuanjiang, Yunnan. The results showed that compared with Plukenetia volubilis
var. peruvian (PVP) introduced in Xishuangbanna previously, PVB has a strong adaptability and
high production performance. Its advantages lie in not infected, style short, thin shell, small grain,
high rates of seed oil. According to determination, PVB seed oil content (35.4%) was slightly high-
er than PVP (34.1%), and obtained seed oil content of 30% by mechanical pressing and on small
field test, seed yield reached 1327.5 kg/ha and oil yield of 367.1 kg/ha at 3-year-old growth. It is
suggested that PVB has a good perspective for bio-industry development in the dry-hot valley of
Yunnan.
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H20114E DK, ST TFHIMAHT T BB 7 MRR. RS RRE, Su0EXRY 5 #HHBE
B (Plukenetia volubilis cv. peruvian, PVP) 5%, L& (Plukenetia volubilis var. brazilian, PVB)
FRBRMEMNERNEEHE=E . ZFML, EfmEPVB)N LT RIMARA LB iyiE R A
YRR, HERERIIAZE9%, MR LSE, Ffrnh. KE, M7FamENRN35.4%,
BT (34.1%) 1AM E 2 A BEEVRERE, MR EN30%. DX RK3EEN TR
BN88.5kg, ITAMAM1327.5kg/ha, AHEM367.1 kg/ha. WXEHIERE, ERAMBESET
P A X AW R R A R IEF R R BT

KR
B, FURAE, TR, BIR, AR

1. 818

T 56 1 R B A T R AN - 7 55 I B (Plukenetia volubilis L.) [1], /& fix 5 & PLE AL & IV T 38b 7 3,
BRl e B AR 25 i 44 09 “ Py~ (Plukenetia peruviana Muell. Arg. 1865); &k 7E [ 76 HLZ) « Fpy /54
XA R BLZAEY, Ehiar o “KAeHmAE” (Plukenetia macrostyla Ule 1908) (Gillespie, 1993) [2]. 73
FERFIFH S, BEEM G ZFFE, W “VPIE - El%F(Sacha Inchi)” (Gonzales and Gonzales, 2015) [3]. “E[l
hn4€4 (Inca Peanut)” (Sathe et al., 2002; Hamaker et al., 1992) [4] [5], BF44E(Wild Peanut). ¢4
(Mountain Peanut) (Gutiérrez et al., 2011) [6]. I NHE G, WIHFR A “ Bl ” (3ER, 2011) [7], 8% “3%
RS (CIFTgE, 2014; sKIEESE, 2013) [8] [9]. B LM E T KRR 2 AL A RHEDY) , RS Sk
W T E AN Z B RE ) (the lesser Antilles). NV Sy Jiidsk AL FBAIVE#E, €452 N Fdi(Venezuela),
75 HLEg (Surinam), &FE EL IV (Colombia(Meta)), J&JKZ /K (Ecuador), & (Peru), 3H|4E TV (Bolivia), [P
(Brazil) &5 . 7 3y A 1 L BRI FH 46 T 37 By db i 3R & R AR DX T ER AN, DRTMEAR % o S o fm 4 WAL B
TR . TE R S T bV A B AR DX, BV N & FZ A T e A LA R, AT LR A 3R IR
ko Rl WIESFEY), HHBEIELE . SACEFRFMEL SR RY, ZEWFE S
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(35%~60%). EMH(27%), 4R A, 4iERE, MHM - SHMETLR. EFFHT 03, 06. 0-9%
ARG TR & Ik 92%Lh [o X EE S 6f AR B RAFHIE FRAME, "TH &M, RIER. 255, fb
M55, BAWYCMERER. RFF LRI (Fanail etal., 2011; #2:&4>, 2011) [10].

B P4 R AE 25 B T AT 48 5 R ] R 45 AR A s A AR P LT R W E I RE . A P8 B AR X 78 2 L s
PRI, AR 5] LR R AC R E Y, T R R R R R B A T EENE . H
2006 Ry e 5| P B0 RS B Th 2 Ja, 769 Bl N 2 /e PU XU (IR 5 5%, 2013) [11]. £LiI[12] 08
[13]=ANMN(THT), BAASR MBS PR M 2 le s W T FSE R (kT oss, 2011; 5k#é4%, 2011) [14] [15]4H
I RAZAEY T S A PR IR0 Ry, e A HET AR 2000 ha; & E /24, 40 f 5 5 EAE ¢
IR E YA, HEPPAETIAE 7000 hao HULEIES, AHOCHIRHERF T IUH AR LT, R, PR O
W FLANFEXUR AN AR IIE 1357 BOOGIRMIN 2% . 2011 4E 8 H, TAEFR LA M B 0 52 1 56 1k SR il
WA S R, TUAERR 2013 ARER — 5 A A Hh v S R R AR R TR & S [16] 0 [l 25 ) AR, B
FE R A R P 1) 8 B PR AN T, — SRR AN F SR . IR E N, R EE LA
P B 1) O

ARIEHBE TR B R FIRIE T =/ TR S S0k LR, B TF R m Rkl A B s . 7R
I FLAERT R B, BT TLASE T 51 N (R 5 ik 7 (Sacha Inchi) 2 R, il 2L 16 Vil g o) ey T 30T 45 10 3 o7
PERVAE P PEREREAT T RAAIIEE . WIS R, SHVESAAELL, BTG R oL 2T 56 5 )
R, RN R T SAE SRS A R RO, R IX N 3 4R ARk 1827.5 kglha, 5 H
JHH R EEL PG 7 T R 5 X A R 1 T R AT 5

2. MRTEE
2.1. WIS

2 B G IR Ll EL G i i 5 RIS RYE X, 7 FoeiL B (b4 23°31'N, R4 102°05'E), JE& T4
FI(OCIL) K R TR S %R, #HK 700 m, FF3iR 23.9°C, &4 HIYE > 10°C, W fx s <R 42.5°C,
Wi AR 6.7°C, >10°CHEAR 8700°C; FRFM & 735.7 mm, FIJMIHERE 67%, T4 1.94; FH
&4 2291.7 h, KBHARES B 126.495 kellem?, 5 204 B4R T 63.248 kellem®. +3E25 & T4 47 3.

2.2. EBF RS FFIFEEE L

DAz 8 BUM R B R B KR K B = P A AR IR R B 22 A —47 5 N, T 2011 4F 1 f 17~27
H RS f5 V7 0] 7 EPF R . £ 20 e G R0 A X B R v, AT 7B Ak, JF%
£23) 50 RRLFIT. R EG, 2011 4 6 HTEF AR A i) IE P9 & 1 48 Bk, A4 9 H AR RN
A ¥l 5 W5 R ] PN« 2012 4F 5~6 H [ SE RT3 1 190 #k, B H4EFP 240 U, FEFIFRATEEY A 2 x 3 m. 2013
SR, AETCILR IR L ORAF SRR T 98 Bk, FH4EE 90 PR FETUXURANORAF S 18 30 #k. 2014~2015
SEAE TCILARYE L a6 X 385 2 2500 &, 3 B P ik SR A0 ORAF T AU 10 B . 7RISR X, DAFFEbR#E, K
FH € B (Plukenetia volubilis cv. peruvian, PVP)SZAE 1 257 17— AMREG /N X, UL,

2.3. BFHEMEEYL

RN A AR B AR SRBRRE . IR LB, FUER. Js R RAER
ST ANE .

FERRAAAE: . BRI IRE(M?) AR ZI B A s, REAh3) 0.0 ms M4 A IR0 B RO &
FEE] 0.01 cm; IR AR B SO AR UG B AU RE, AR5 IR DU [ i AT A5 4R, R
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0.1 m% SO I — o HRCR . RERRRLE (B A I 52 24 4% Bk [R)— T rdE AT, bk e 3 LA
Ft R i 1) e T (1)K 2 U5

TS B RIFE: FEWERAEAE KT . AL BN ERE, DLHESS 0 B AR T SR 1 (TR 22 )
SESR R B T BB AR A R R, BRI E] 0.01 mm. FERTE I B AR R, RO R AR
f#45 (Confocal laser scanning microscope, LSM710; Zmager Z2)Wl .

KOG BB G ALk 3% 7 ST B . ERAEIINS, TR BT 10:00~11:00 B, HCH k) pE
Ay, IR TR A b, % ESIA, W0 1% NaCl 57, B 7RO RERME F0E. 4t
TR H BCART B AR RLI LA . AR AR 10 MILEF, BB ST e R 15 DMRLE. ik
AIEAEMRLLLS = AT E MR H e R 2.

SRR E . RSEIR BRI R RS, R ORI bR~ FOEAT I &, R SRR 5 ik
B SR Sy e T8 A7 1) SR e P Do = RO 8 SR B JEL P2, e A0k 1 1) 0.01 mm, RTB 4% = SRAPRIRBIE .
2.4. BAEHEBREF R

WA A B () S IR R 28(%) B R AT 38 (%) P Sl 8 (%) B 5L 55 22 (%)
FRRPE SRR (kg SRR R (kg) SR T R P i R (g/m?) SR B ER

R gt e . sPREE. PR EEH 1100 B8RP TR E. R EFR N REE
HERERENIE, AT SFREFE = SR EMAERE x 100%. FRRFE: R SHIT,
Gl IR ECH o SRR BT ERNE : K EEmERM T ET 105 CHE LT 2EE, id
FEAR, AR ERERESE, BfE 0.01%. THFFAINFHEESEFREENIVE. SFRHT
R ARNTMAMEE SEEREEN . TAFEAR: I 20 XTI EE, Bk iRaEm
CHEE, WEKHER TR, D EBIEIREFE] 0.01%. Sk RECY BRI R SL8E, Bl
TR R bk S8 B i e P38 B e DUk 7= SR 21, FE#A %) 0.01 kg

RSB ENE: M MEHRREIENE, BARENT. R Gmss, &1 105CHE
BREREE, RS9I E W. , BT ERMCRR AR SR AR, FREC2 g Ze A iEim i
RETIEABNICEKITE Wi, K5 REAVE 2 5 N R KT 88 25 8, A 80 ml LK Z
BkdhdE 4 h, 2 G B IEACE IR BN BE AT 105 CHEIRAL 1 h EEE, 03808 W2, A &% % =
(Wz — Wo)/W x 100%, &%) 0.01%, LIeHEGME 3 X, “FATHE M AR ZE AT 0.5%.

TAF B RARREIOE RN E, BRSIROC . B 5 2 e DL AT SRR TR,
FEHRE] 0.01%; SEAF Sl THFS I3 LAXCTFF I B B 5 b7 B 21 LU B B R R i 28, KT 31
0.01%: fFSRE A, Sk Sl A ofe DU I R SR RO BE RS ih %, RS2 0.01%: BRpk/™ah&:: Hi gtk
Fe R B AR DU RS FEoR AT, AEHRE] 0.01 kg FAALFEEMRTHIAR A BRI B el T AR I A
KEHiE] 0.01 g/m?.

REAEK GRGHRIRE TRE 6 HWIEIZMR I W% 10 SRAKAZ R, BHAKRHIE S A KK REA —
HMMERE, B 6 A ERIJFMGEER 10 d @ BIRAE RS, MRRBEHLR M T st 2 4, Fira R R
At al S == e ACEE, IRE BIR Tk, BT S IA SR AR IIE

2.5. B E ks RN E

C 6 o e o T ot SR A2 R T SRR IR DT R A R, JEH R - TERR IR (0-3) I & e U5 7532
S, B AR P FORF e S 07 1 26 B LR ) AR D S 9 ) — 3C[17] . BRI R AL (DD85G,
KOMET, Germany)¥ IEVETEVEEL, SR 5 164 4 R b5 A4 377 it Jo WA B G 36 4 P O (R B9) #% - GB/T50009.6-
2008 AT N W ER 4 173 A o
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2.6. BRI

b DA £ 7 v e 52000 5 FedE HEAT 4> BT A, IBM SPSS Statistic 19.0 F1 EXCEL #4347 LT b 3.
1) T ZMARE SR =R B &, LT Tukey HSD £ H ELAR;
2) MR BI AR o0 HT, AR R I A B R R

3. &ER5vHe
3.1. BRI

311 K5I

2011 4F 1 H 17~27 HAES WA R IR AT X B R v, B 71 R4 2185 28 1 T 74 i 7k 50 RRM¥-. 2011
6 AIEVEXURINE 1 48 ¥k, 9 A BIF R TR A, FRIRAE . HER, R 2.0 3 A RSk,
A TETEXURAN IR T 6~8 #, 1ENIRIGFIIRLRAT

2012 45 H 18 H, RHVEXRRANGE H A7, EJoiLISE L B HEERE A 120 3%, HiTH 26 #k, HIE%R
21.6%. 6 A FIFH VU SURAIEIA, eI e 200 Ak, Forh @R se A W RT3 1 %% 100 Bk, FRRAT
SEA T 98 ARAFFAG T 90 £k, LRAFH 737 98%F1 90%.

2013 £ 6 H, fEuiLikIeX, KRt & W 2500 &4k, A 640 H(EEYE e 2~3 #). 2015
fE2 A 26 HIEE, 7735 355 ¥, {R7F3 55.47%, (LA CHEATFAE. SR 1).

TEJCIT P B A KR A 45 R (e DR, ZEWENT “S” FRAAEKE, KAk &
ARG B IO I, SR (2.0 m £ 40 HILTE S8 =4 . HUARUEME (2.0 cm) tH I B8 48 . S0 et I (1) e
EEFEHRE, BRNGEG SRS

3.1.2. HAMEERFE R

EL VG AIBAE P AN T R S AR TS 22 5, R ERIAEM  FIMERS o ZEmH R b, BV SRR F iy
SEUGRL,  TARE SRR U R G R fEMERS b, ELPU SRR AR, TR SRR . s,
MEAEJE T LU BRI 2R AL, e T HETE P AR 0 8, FEaBETE S A, IETEl, (R R ARERAER MRS .
MEES E B R B Sk (stigma) . FEAE (style) F1-1 5 (ovary) = AN 82 ZH R (1] 2) o PGS T BE S A A AR A A Sk 1)
MWEWAE 2, 2T W, EVESMIEFEK 16.53 mm, (U SFTEH: K (24.41 mm)) 67.72%.

3.1.3. ESERYFY

EPEMER(PVB) IR ALE T, — 2R I 7B S LB AR AR s 2 AR () U 1k
P A AR OV LRI AR P EACIR I o5 75% LA F, TRk SR LT JE ge AL (SR S ME) iR . HEARIRAE
PREVRE R PT DLE AR, RIS E R T EMELE, BRI IEwHITE. 45 MASERkRE, 4
BT AL, BRI TS A . TEPUIE T, AR S AR (PVP) IR R R ORI 32
B E . RUEE, JCH R AR LR SRR 5| B — AN, AEARE A gl RIS X, W AR
R R R RIS . R U5 35000 DX v R Pl = R SR R R B SR B AT 3 4
PUE, I X WAEMRIZET. K Z R T2 510, &R FET: . (H7E R R FE i A &
bz (R) b, B2 G ot P A7) S5 H AR O A5 TP 2 5 ORAF- 285 70%, 171 (7] H3 2 4 PRI R 5 b P (R A7 26 AN 3] 5%

3.2. &M
3.2.1. FRER

JUYL AN G X fi & 79 b B8 17 el T SRR e W36 3. HRER 3 RO, TEJGIL T #n] 2 X B2 7 vl e T 2R
#0/1N(38.7 x 39.5 x 24.0 mm), Ml £ PG AR NI A5 IS A X ) S LK (40.2 x 39.5 x 24.6 mm). {H
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Figure 1. The growth trend of PVB in Yuanjiang dry-hot valley. (a) growing period; (b) harvesting

period
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Figure 2. Characteristics of PVB’s pistil and blade. (a) showed a characteristic of PVB pistil; (b)

showed a blade difference between PVB and PVP

E 2. BREHMBRESEIMFEHE. () EREREERESHTHE; O0) ErmafitRnES

Table 1. Growth trend of PVB in Yuanjiang dry-hot valley of Yunnan, China
= L UIFAAABREREPVB)E KRR

1A - o
B AR 4% GD (cm) =& H (m) e Cr. (m)
Age It &7 Brazil FE Peru &7 Brazil F4 Peru &7 Brazil Fih e Peru
1 15 1.06 1.10 1.06 1.56% 1.50 2.32
2 15 2.07 2.20 1.67 2.30° 1.63 2.56
3 15 2.16 2.32 1.97 2.42° 2.52 2.78
4 15 2.24 240 2.02 2.65° 2.80 3.24

Note: GD-ground diameter; H-height; Cr.-crown. *show a vine length (7 B &K %) .
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Table 2. Measurement of stigma and style of PVB
= 2. BFHEPVB)MEAELNE

B P AL PVP
B a
AR NS K L EAR AERS K L EAR
SL/mm ST/mm SD/mm SL/mm ST/mm SD/mm
;\F/i’?;gﬁe 16.53 2.40 5.50 24.41 2.34 5.98
@ff 3.26 0.47 156 1.93 0.41 0.61
E\/ﬁ(i)iﬂl 19.75 19.61 28.33 7.92 173 10.21

Note: n = 30. SL: Style length, ST: Stigma thickness, SD: Stigma diameter

Table 3. Measurement of dried-fruit characteristics of PVB

7= 3. BREMETRIERNE

by Sites JG{L Yuanjiang PG X4l Xishuangbanna
i Seed sources [ 4 Brazil Fh & Peru [ 4 Brazil Fh & Peru
R 38.68+5.73 38.96 + 4.68 40.16 £5.23 43.59 +8.27
Nut length (mm)
R
Nut width (mm) 39.47 +7.33 37.83+3.35 39.38 +4.15 43.9 +8.07
RE
Nut thickness (mm) 23.98 + 2.09 23.46 + 1.56 2455+ 1.75 25.03 £ 2.05
REJE
Nutshell thickness (mm) 3.34+0.36 3.28+0.30 3.24+0.38 3.49+0.50
ﬁ*ﬂ‘ﬁ 417041 4171041 4.20 £0.45 4.60£0.70
Grain number
Eﬁ%ﬁ 8.31+2.06 6.89 £ 1.60 9.25+1.46 9.43 +£2.96
Nut weight (g)
. Hﬂﬁ 4.46 £0.92 3.16+1.29 5.57 £ 0.56 5.38+2.10
Grains weight (g)
HOFF A
Rate of seeds (%) 53.67 45.86 60.22 57.05

N[5 ik R it A AN RS ST DX B B REAFAE — € 22 5%, AEJCIL LT AT SR K T AR5 i, T/
VXU Ul 5 it ) 1R (43.6 x 43.9 x 25,0 mm) K TP wh Ao 12 LR EL AR (ke 3 55 SR SR/
FAke (EAER B JERE by A TR 6 i, 30 A X T2 G ot e ) LA

EL T ol e ot e T SR AR RE RS, AEAS RIS X 2 (R TE W] 22 57, TR b U A S 25 K A [ i e
FPR(EE L), PRS2 B0 5B (B ) o, it ) 1 22 5 LA, T DBV S R ERDA 2R B A
T RS T, BRI RO R R, WA 60%. A EIREHEE, RN BRI R R A
A% 51 2 G e R ) — L
3.2.2. #FR/MMEH

P A /NI E WL 40 bR IR/ S, TER MR ELAR, ISR AR P R, 18

71 EL VYRR AL LB /0N o DURFRL E 55, ES V3 - 240 Bk B 1.05 g, A2 il 5 Vi1 sk (BB R 1.33 @) ) 79.2%.
AT IR R R R A b, MR AS R (L 3)JRRH], VI AR TS 1.08 mm, AL
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E (IR 525 1.40 mm) [ 77.38%.
AP 7R R B 2R 5 DL 4 e 50 FFSE L 32.79% (5e:4= = 1:2.05), FAEIMIEE ML 34.39% (5¢:
A= =1:1.92), 78R ELG R RO 52 1 LA A R BRI 1.6 B 2 (L 5).

3.2.3. MFRRMER

E MR TG R R A, FEaREm RSP EE, P KM MR, X TG
TR P KA b 5 A G TV ARG M A RN bR . KAV D IR . E 2012 4ELIK, il 5l Fhikie % i,
ECL VG 9o R A A 5 A AR R R T, e I ot O AR 5 7 R 4 S5 T R 5 e R B v R LR, 3
HRENZES WS RE L 6), 4 A FAE ST B0 T 5 W FFRLE 6.07 g, P75 /K% 7.99%.
P % 35.39%. P75 Il % 56.91%; MAME MR TRNAFRLE 6.029, FliF& /K% 8.74%. Fir
T 34.13%. P 56.68%. —# LLEL, BREKERKIS, HABERAEE,

3.3. FEffEMHE

Al R E S, 2011 4F 6 A ZE VXU AGH R IE P9 L PG Tk gk 48 bR, AFIRTE IR, B R AR Bk
R 0.35 kg 2012 45 H 18 H, 7EJUILARHE L e 220 #k(¥H), 2013 FFHITE EFLRAFEI 188 Bk LUk
TR 35 kg, RIFGFT22.5 kg.2014 SEITE_EAE(2013) (R AF (IR AR ISk T3 280 kg, 75 FFF 108.5 kg,
MHHEH B 43 FoFF (85 ko) METS B 18.75 kg, 153K 22.06% (JHFI M A7 25%7E £7). 2015 “E7E_FAEFE R
TFHIREAR (326 FR) L, WedRFPT 135 kg, i 44.6 kg BEVEFRIF, H 4% 90.4 kg FI5F11~56.5 kg. 7 A 27
H ¥4 KH i 28.00 kg (& HEI¥ 10%, %9 3.0 kg), JHFH 29.50 kg &M THE, #l12E 44.33%; &M+
THE, i3 2 27.65%.

2015 4F 6 H yCiTaREe X EL PGy g AR 7= 3 A WA 6. B 6 Al DL, FEJCYL #4551 Fh B v i gk,
SERFE T EER, AR 267 kg. BEEMERESIMN, P8 EHEFER @A 3 FA K X
Fih 7 re ik F) 1327.5 kg/ha, 7] P75 267.1 kg/hae

B 7 AT L, T AR AR PR R T T S AR PG SR AN 5] A AL R (BB R, 2011) [71R1 & RS
TR AR A P R TE 2 w1 5| RO I 25 2R 9o e 1) A6 7= 6 7 (M R 4R 4%, 2015) [13]. A& EFP T 4h i et fa
6~7 M H R ARE S, 5 2 AERTHENER = 1A, AR IRAG TTA 10 . TR PE XUAR AN #1457
PR AR BT HE (100 BN, FF 7 & 700 kg/has 1 HEAME (WL V) 1528 30% 115, K=& 4 210 kg/ha
[71e JEJRZIRIMEE B AT 7R £07 A1 P8 SRR = 1T R 2 o )R 22 /R i B T 7 66.67 ha, 2011 4EJEKU sk
Fi741 50 t, BT AR T2 BN 750 kglha, HE 77 BN 225 kg/ha.

3.4. BEMEGHEIERRHEEFHE

FETCIL G AN PGl AR T BRALR A W4 8. WMIE L RERHT, PGl At T AMEMIEITER 93%
PAE, w TR E R (92%); Bl -3 KA, PG ANRLE O ERAELE A [E) 2 S h 4, B p-SEJRRIR AT - ML JFR
12, JLA DL -0 BRIR (Y35 By o B p-MESRRIR T 55, LS G Vi 6 (45.58%) A & it Bk (42.7%) 1 3 N F 73 A

5 ESMIFFURIE (Gutiérrez et al., 2011) [6] AL, EL TG 1 EE ith v I 17 R AL A B FLAH X EE B 51 Ao X —
—JCIL TR X I 7 B R A& NVEAR R B e, AR SRR DX IR vk TR R e SRR 0 [X
2, WILT p-WRRERAAEAE TR (HRRIGIR) o HLUC,  JHHE AR R 2 R0 (o YEJBRPR) B SCHR (Gutiérrez et al.,
2011) [6]#RIE1E(50.8%)F# A% 5~8 N 7r £ie B =, FEFTSIHERIMAS S AT Z A EEES, i 1 B H AN TE],
DT T X B 3 S P ) 22 57 o B R TR ) 5% Y AR A T - U PR FFD LR B4 vy T G L 51 R 6T BAEALR
A& B DLIE L S 2 M B, B a-MERRER LU AR, SR EE] T, 10 HL oSV R PR O B0 1E (20 3%)
135 W R T i I BUE (2 3%) M55 - Ja (B AT iR A2, FETCILEI N RIS IS i Al IR DR 3
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Table 4. Measurement of seed characteristics of PVB
3= 4. BEHEREFFHERNE

FhiE Seed sources .74 Brazil & Peru
No. #1 #2 #3 #1
%*ﬁi . 1.16 £ 0.36 0.88+£0.38 112 £0.17 1.33+£0.15
Seed weight (g/grain)
4.:$ . 0.78 £0.27 0.56 £0.30 0.76 £0.11 0.90+0.13
kernel weight (g/grain)
FH
Busk weight (g/grain) 0.38 £0.09 0.33+0.09 0.35+0.11 0.43+0.02
Fric 20.23+1.78 2058 +1.11 20.58 £ 2.07 21.31+0.88
Seed length (mm)
K 9E
Seed width (mm) 16.97 £ 1.28 16.45+0.94 16.76 £ 1.40 16.95+0.78
Kz
Seed thickness (mm) 8.36 + 0.58 8.14 £ 0.86 8.40 + 0.36 8.89+0.44
Fh 7o )5 AE
Seed busk thickness (mm) 1.17+0.25 1.01+0.14 1.07+0.11 1.40+0.14
Fi-LLpl 67.24 63.63 67.86 67.67

Kernel percentage (%)

Table 5. Determination of ratio of nut shell to kernel of PVB
3= 5. BEHEEMTFFR/AZELGINE

i . A Fi I
Varieties Kernel (g) Shell (g) Ratio (shell to kernel)
E?\gﬁ% 30 0.8385 £ 0.1824 0.4091 + 0.0462 1:2.05
E=N
i ;'\;EE% 30 0.7933 £0.1993 0.4156 £ 0.0515 1:1.91

Table 6. Economical characteristics analysis of PVB Nut

7% 6. BREHERREFFESN

PRI JGIL PEXL RN KA WIR T
Sampling sites Yuanjiang Xishuangban Greenhouse Sandy-bed Average
PR i} e i e i} e i} e i} FhE
Seed sources Brazil Peru Brazil Peru Brazil Peru Brazil Peru Brazil Peru
.ﬁ*ﬁi 5.79 5.38 5.88 6.25 6.35 6.39 6.24 6.07 6.07 6.02
Grain weight/g
A
Koy 1.74 7.91 1.72 9.4 8.68 8.71 7.83 8.94 7.99 8.74

Moisture/%

ﬂj?:&ﬁ 34.16 31.94 34.35 35.09 36.62 33.47 36.43 36.01 35.39 34.13
Seed 0il/%
A 53.72 54.89 54.47 57.62 60.34 54.64 59.11 59.56 56.91 56.68

Kernel oil/%
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Table 7. Productivity of PVB in Yuanjiang dry-hot valley

=7 UL TRAAS B RS FhE % o gE

ﬁ"‘q\é& —\'%—’E Height ﬁ'—&cmg Canopy %%% ﬁ:%lﬂ_i Seeds yleld I“‘YH}E Qil yleld
Age (cm) (cm) Fruits (n) (kg/plant) (kg/ha) (kg/plant) (kg/ha)
1-yr-old 85.7 1075 48.0 0.2 267.0 0.07 73.83
2-yr-old 102.0 145.0 70.0 0.4 3885 0.10 107.42
3-yr-old 112.7 167.0 214.0 0.5 1188.0 0.12 328.48
4-yr-old 126.0 182.0 240.0 0.5 1327.5 0.14 367.05
Table 8. Fatty acid composition of PVB oil
i< 8. B FMERMAIAE AR LR AY
T seed sources
5 Fatty acid
& LT Colombia® B4 Brazil Fh & Peru
FhF i
Seed oil (%) 421 35.39 34.13
FEARER
Palmitic (C16:0) 44 344 4.02
TR
Stearic (C18:0) 24 248 217
TR
Oleic (C18:1 n-9) 91 8.95 .94
IR
Linoleic (C18:2) 334 36.90 39.08
a- U JFRER
a-linolenic (C18:3) 508 45.58 4271
- JFRIR
y-linolenic (C18:3) 051 0-30
Archine acid (C20:0) 081 0.70
ERCIL L 133 249
Unknown ' '
TELA R T R
Total saturated fatty acid 68 8.06 9.98
N B A
AN R 933 91.94 90.03

Total unsaturated fatty acid

Note: 2 Gutiérrez et al., 2011.

——a-NRBRAR L 1 A 70 A A - RRIR . IXUEH, AESIRPEREr,  EL G B x 51 Al X R AR wih

W& N, BRI B S A R AR RE R A B ) R K& R

TE X AT 45 1 3E RO FR A, BV Il R T R I - R ER (ML 72 8), R i P 7 R v
(Gutiérrez, 2011) 1 BT & A ) o 1% /& — AMEAF VR FIRE A E 753 o p- ML JRR IR 32 B2 55 A7 75 2 SR AN 52
LERAR B A T S B AR, RS A SRS BB, HEAAR S ER S,
0.35%~1.0% (Huang & David, 1996) [18]; HAREE 258 7t (B R 12 55, 2013) [19]14 HH »- 7 JBRER th B A B If1L %
BEIE . JH28 PUMR. Pt HIV ZEEEAMIEE. Kk, EETmENT - WERI HIL, BWRETM

AR B B 42 1] o

G EE
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4, 4Eig

SHEE mAARAL, PR AR E SRR D RE, R TR, B RS e R E A
JHTAE IR S R A R A A 7 ORI R . SIRE R ZeHE Y = RS R, B
P R DIE 35 B B A e R S SR AN R A T RE 2 b, T RESE LR L G g T BT 45 RO RR R, HL R e ™
o SHTHISIEE RS R A L P SRR T R SRR N SEi s HORA R R —— i A
ATy G, A& AN H AT IUH ORI R R SRS S R AR, BRI O BIBET

FEXTF A HE N R, BTGy R I T - SRR IR A 7] 73 R AR ——p- SV RRIR IR
FRAE i 7 3 it P AT B [6] o X0 2t P DX 51 T XM ) B BT, BREAR “ HIER” LR . -
W FRIR BB ARAE S 2 & B, (BAE N FLYT & R, 7L B 0.35%~1.0% (Huang & David,
1996) [18]; y-MEJFRER £ B0 A £ my S AW SR BRI R SRR 7-ah 1 s g b IUAREE 24
W (BUR R, 2013)K W] p- LRI R A e . FEILAR. W48, HUMIE. $1 HIV SSFEZAEH DR
DRI, AR B i AR - BRIR 1 MBI, R BN R R A A3 ]

VEAR T AT 1D Y B ECL G e T 5 sy X A s ) — b AR @ B R . TE G VLRSS X T P i
FEREAR T EACIR (0 o 750 AL, TR 5ok e J L A A S S Y (BB M) LR . BEACIAEL IR 1) 2 T LA
HALER, BEaEh AR EMESR, MW IR, 450, SRR, 1L b Z 0.
RO, SN T2 E R

FET-FATRT AR DX 5 i LG e P 1 PR A 2 R 2 U 52 VIR S R AZ AR AR R I A A A% 1
TR T I AR — A B B R, FEKEAN 2 800 mm, B arAnfE 6~9 H I, HART7ANEH RER
IRAX 5 AR R K IR 10% . AEIXSEIIX 51 A0 S Pl ih ik, NLIZAT HERL A7, DASRAG F0U0 (07 ™ B Ao

FHSGR T I 23 51 A S P ik e — N B R IR B R R . AR, fEciLuliah, sPIUse T Ak
HiRE I EFNABUEE . ABUEFAMWAEER A, AN, B a EREARIE A R
TR REENYE, RIAE AT AR MR AE T B B E RN, T TG [ AR AR A o AT 48 B % AR A SR A
HERL . SR ABAIEYIPNA S 5, SO IRATT R T S B AR A s, WIRCR My,
L SETEPE S

EL P ok B TR R, BT W R RACHARI, HEMRARAKGE . IREAE 51 R X ——T
AT RIS T, XM AR R ARAERN 2 L3R R IOK 7 M A E 57 L
PRSI R RE, —H RS BT, A HTAE T I 28 5 R R AT B (¥ H Al A4
AR 1B M B A S SR ERAR PR R, BT W T R ) AR R AR, FTVRON B R K 23 A
B IR, BRI AT R g K R IR R RFIE R A A [20] . BRI, AEHE— D 1 51 Al ialie: o BT R AR &
b PR I ANRE B BE — DN EEALE

E&WE

K H AR 4 (No. 31270704),  “+— « TL” E X BHE 45 H (No. 2007BAD32B0202) .

SE K (References)

[1] Gillespie, L.J. (1994) Pollen morphology and phylogency of the tribe Plukenetieae (Euphorbiaceae). Annals of the
Missouri Botanical Garden, 81, 317-348. http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2992101

[2] Gillespie, L.J. (1993) A synopsis of neotropical Plukenetia (Euphorbiaceae) including two new species. Systematic
Botany, 18, 575-592. http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2419535

[3] Gonzales G.F. and Gonzales, C. (2014) A randomized, double-blind placebo-controlled study on acceptability, safety
and efficacy of oral administration of sachainchi oil (Plukenetia volubilis L.) in adult human subjects. Food and



http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2992101
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2419535

MRR 45

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]
(8]
(9]
[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]
[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]
[20]

Chemical Toxicology, 65, 168-176. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.12.039

Sathe, S.K., Hamaker, B.R., Sze-Tao, K.W. and Venkatachalam, M. (2002) Isolation, purification, and biochemical
characterization of a novel water soluble protein from Inca peanut (Plukenetia volubilis L.). Journal of Agricultural
and Food Chemistry, 50, 4906-4908. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf020126a

Hamaker, B.H., Valles, C., Gilman, R., Hardmeier, R.M., Clark, D., Garcia, H.H., Gonzales, A.E., Konlstad, 1., Castro,
M., Valdivia, R., Rodriguez, T. and Lescano, M. (1992) Amino acid and fatty acid profiles of the Inca Peanut (Pluke-
netia volubilis). Cereal Chemistry, 69, 461-463.

Gutiérrez, L.F., Rosada, L.M. and Jiménez, A. (2011) Chemical composition of sachainchi (Plukenetia volubilis L.)
seeds and characteristics of their lipid fraction. Grasas y Aceites, 62, 76-83.
http://dx.doi.org/10.3989/gya044510

554 (2011) HRMORASMEMEY) RO FCRERE. o [FH ), 10, 1-6.
RUAFE (2014) SR L2 520 AL R BRAL A ORI IR I IR S BR AL 7). A [, 7, 95-97.
TRAEAE, B, REFIAL VEANNI, B3R (2013) SERERIMBTTTHLE. A5G, 6, 4-6.

Fanail, C., Dugo, L., Cacciola, F., Beccaria, M., Grasso, S., Dacha, M., et al. (2011) Chemical characterization of Sa-
cha Inchi (Plukenetia volubilis L.) oil. Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry, 59, 13043-13049.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf203184y

MEiEos, AR, T1%, 55 (2013) PEXURGNEHIZRMHWER BRI AR, A Fl#E, 1, 40-42.
LN RIBUF R A=\ Ip A % (2013) £ JH R A=W = b o/ S5 AT B 0H 2 g2 A s b
www.hh.gov.cn

B, PR, sKmeSR, skaEh, ALK, BR%E (2015) BB R sh——RBERMK — LB . S AR E T, 1,
81-83.

FKAITG, REH, I, 55 (2011) FtarRHE Y R i A 1 T s BORVIIR. KW wi 75 /], 5, 63-64.
gkate, JEMED, XIEJE, 55 (2011) JEUHUBAE BT ARIG AR DOEMVEREI. w1 75 50/, 6, 21-23.

e N RIEFNE [E X TAR A E R A2 (2013) R THEAES R ALZE 7 P IR & A 5 (P AR A S 2013
5 1 5). http://www.nhfpc.gov.cn/sps/s7891/201301/50f91734cc56444b8c084f0d0468a690.shtml

MRGR, # DA, R, RN, B0 (2015) B HEHT it AR IR 0T R AL S R AR S B ). A
Y FHIIE, 4, 16-24.

Huang, Y.S. and David, E.M. (1996) y-Linolenic acid metabolism and its roles in nutrition and medicine. AOCS, 1-13.
e, SR, R, AT (2013) p- T ARIRFA LT AF A S HLHURIER TT. IR A5 7/H#Y, 7, 49-52.

Wik, ERKAR, & (1994) JoHT IR IEZIK L3l 51 BRI IS G S RBOREF. AL, 4, 16-17.



http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2013.12.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf020126a
http://dx.doi.org/10.3989/gya044510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf203184y
http://www.hh.gov.cn/
http://www.nhfpc.gov.cn/sps/s7891/201301/50f91734cc56444b8c084f0d0468a690.shtml

	Germplasm Characteristics of Plukenetia volubilis var. brazilian and Its Productive Performance after Introduction into Yuanjiang Dry-Hot Valley of Yunnan, China
	Abstract
	Keywords
	巴西油藤的种质特性及其在云南元江干热河谷引种的生产性能
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 材料和方法
	2.1. 试验区概况
	2.2. 巴西油藤引种和种群建立
	2.3. 巴西油藤种质特性观测
	2.4. 巴西油藤经济性状观测
	2.5. 巴西油藤油脂品质测定
	2.6. 数据分析

	3. 结果与讨论
	3.1. 巴西油藤种质特性
	3.1.1. 生长与结实习性
	3.1.2. 叶片和雌花的特点
	3.1.3. 生态适应特性

	3.2. 经济性状
	3.2.1. 干果性状
	3.2.2. 种子大小和结构
	3.2.3. 种子品质性状

	3.3. 产籽量和产油量
	3.4. 巴西油藤油脂肪酸及其营养特性

	4. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献 (References)

