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Abstract

The foxtail millet varieties of the national regional tests of Millet Varieties from 2012 to 2013
Summer Valley Regions in North China were analyzed by the similarity-difference connection
trend analysis method. The results indicated that 7 varieties showed the strong identical trend,
and 4 varieties showed the weak identical trend. It was pointed out that in future breeding work,
Yugu 20 and Yugu 21 should be utilized according to their different characteristics.
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Table 1. From 2012 to 2013, the data of national grain variety regional test in north China summer valley group were sum-
marized

5% 1.2012~2013 FERESTFEMX R ESXE T SHIE

R FRE OB BRIE WA HDKE FRE G PURE SUEIVE BB SRR ARM GHduR R
kghm) (%) (@ B ) @ W H HD H H D % (%)

# 318 4828.5 8730 13.61 8451 77.05 2.80 76.20 2 2 3 2 1.16 1.67 1.32
& 769 4836.0 89.18 13.03 84.64 76.77 275 7143 2 2 3 2 0.70  3.65 2.28
17 0902 47295 89.76 13.11 8096 74.56 2.83 6190 1 2 3 2 1.12 2.81 1.43
% 10-4172  4786.5 89.32 12.84 83.11 7646 295 7143 1 2 3 2 090 249 0.78
% 09-8525 5052.0 88.14 14.68 8538 78.09 2.83 80.95 1 2 4 3 1.92 1.04 0.80
B 0601-6  4899.0 88.56 1291 8527 7734 299 76.19 1 1 3 2 0.56 1.36 0.96
5%(3{)19 4617.0 82.64 1270 84.03 76.11 2.74  50.00 1 1 3 3 1.73 2.29 0.65
FARH 5052.0 100.0 14.68 8538 78.09 299 100.0 1 1 1 1 0.56 1.04 0.65
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P SEsetE, BUEE S 0.08 0.08+ 0.05; Al ) 3E Bk AT F 3T I BE SR R B, o 038 2 R R 23k
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#ad 1, KHSEBR T ARG): ag = XX (2 xge > xoe 1) AF(6): agr = Xgulxor (i Xgpe < Xou
WY THEL R — FEAERE P, 45500 F -
[0.9558 0.9726 0.9271 0.9898 0.9867 0.9365 0.9413 0.5000 0.5000 03333 0.5000 0.4828 0.6228 0.4924]
0.9572 0.9935 0.8876 0.9913 0.9831 0.9197 0.8824 0.5000 0.5000 0.3333 0.5000 0.8000 0.2849 0.2851
0.9362 0.8976 0.8931 0.9482 0.9548 0.9465 0.6190 1.0000 0.5000 0.3333 0.5000 0.5000 0.3701 0.4545
P={0.9474 0.8932 0.8747 0.9734 0.9791 0.9866 0.7143 1.0000 0.5000 0.3333 0.5000 0.6222 0.4177 0.8333
1.0000 0.8814 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.9465 0.8095 1.0000 0.5000 0.2500 0.3333 0.2917 1.0000 0.8125
0.9697 0.8856 0.8794 0.9987 0.9904 1.0000 0.7619 1.0000 1.0000 0.3333 0.5000 1.0000 0.7647 0.6771
109130 0.8264 0.8651 0.9842 0.9746 0.9164 0.5000 1.0000 1.0000 0.3333 03333 0.3237 0.4541 1.0000
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Table 2. From 2012 to 2013, the regional test of national millet varieties was carried out

® 2.2012~2013 FEIRES FRM KB E L EAXAR R O RK RN

R AR B AR L WRE  FRRT  TEXEF BRBE BERH OBRRBWE HE

W0 318 0.8146 0.8146+0.1854i  0.6292 3 4 43933 BE[EH a A=
& 769 0.7949 0.7949+0.2051i  0.5898 5 3 3.8757  FHE b BT
7 0902 0.7648 0.7648+0.2352i  0.5296 7 6 32518 §E%H b BT
% 10-4172 0.8013 0.8013+0.1987i  0.6025 4 5 40321  FHFAH b BT
% 09-8525 0.8394 0.8394+0.1606i  0.6787 2 1 52248  GR[FH a R
7 0601-6 0.8776 0.8776+0.1224i  0.7552 1 2 7.1688  GER[F a R
HA 19 (ck) 0.7829 0.7829+0.2171i  0.5659 6 7 3.6072  F§EH b B
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