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Abstract

The experiment was conducted with 17 different varieties of white radish as experimental mate-
rials. Each variety had 3 replicates, and unified cultivation management was adopted. In the ma-
ture stage, the botanical characters and yield indexes of each variety were measured to measure
the comprehensive characters and excellence of each variety. The results show that the highest
yield of Bai Chuan Rong Yao is 8427.52 kg/667 mz, followed by the yield of Chun Guang Han Yu and
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Xue Yin 812, which are 8085.15 kg/667 m2 and 8071.98 kg/667 m?, respectively, which can be vi-
gorously cultivated and promoted in the summer and autumn of Weining.
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1. 5|18

HE NEFRMER, & NTH SRR DS —, (BIR 2 1y 80 & i e K,
BN REE PR AR /D, P2 AN RR [ 1] 75 BT 48 BT Bk 2200~2600 m Hh[X, 326 B 4 5 Fb
FIE R 5 SLBl = ALR (2], Jnak, BT B A NI Em, A HEs) 7T e
FEAVFIPE R . N TR T T R AR S S T3 S )1, DR RIEA S MR IAT 3G, Fr
5 3EE A AME R R TR R A IR IR, BN T EE R X B A A M. R (RS
L QA o NN " 2 sl = RO B el e i Y i
2. 55
2.1, gk

GIHE 17 MER TS N aR AT fh ke, AR A REL R AT AR 1R .

Table 1. Varieties and manufacturers
# 1 BEMRESET R

75 2R AFET K

1 £ 99

2 L 812

3 BEHHE 25

4 JURINE

5 BEY -

6 FIEE SEBH AL 1 A BR A |

7 FHNE SEPHARLEFR T PR A

8 g LWL PE AL R B A &

9 HEH FM S G R R A RAF
10 8 25 LR E PR A R A
1 W#H25 BB T AL BR A =]
12 ENES: & E AR AR AR
13 HE i 60 & E AR A R A
14 fiEi% 65 e AR IR A A
15 T 45 JER RIC R RS A TR AR
16 hEl s rp RO R B R 5 G B AR 5T BT
17 RE1S FONB R BHEA R AT

(e " FORFET AT A )
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2.2. WIEEIT

R T 2020 4 7 H 15 HIESUNE T B EHE R X g ek it 47, AN WA 3 IkEE, B4
ANX AR 1.6 x 1.9 m, /NXFRATEE 30 x 30 cm, 4E/NX %Rl 30 £k, #1449 6584 #k/667 m?. G — kI
B, ARKERN AT WE0 R, S i PR o A R TR AR

23 MERBRTE

FEAE NRUGIATIE, 7Rl 58, AR, RZE R, RO ESE, SR,
I3 RIS BEA /N X AT 4 FE

2.4, BARALIBFIS 4T
K HI Excel2007 F1 SAS H Ak B 4 A 24T 1l A 07 22 20 Hr o
3. B{RE S
3.1 EWEMER
KGR &SRS FE AT S DU RSB AR I &, 45 Rk 2 .

311 HAFRE

EISRBE I REEERCR Dy 62 e WA 2 %51k 0y 60 ems B 812, BB 2 5. 538 2 50t
FFFJEFER /NG 40 ems FEAR SRR F SR JEE S
312 HAKE

WA 2 S A KERKA 40 cm; 1 —5 . FIRBH A KERZ, #7935 em; JURIIEM A K
FEFEN 14 om; ARG A K fE

3.1.3. IR
HHNERBRE AN 8.22cm; W 2 Bk N T7.77cm; HFIEERBHE /NN 6.06 cm; HAMFIHE
BmIEF
3.14. #R¥
W 60 ARK KR 35 cm; =6 2 5. fFi% 65 KRN 26 cm; KA WFHEKET.
3.1.5. H¥E
RFHE 2 SHIE M H A SR e .
3.1.6. IR

RRHHE 2 5. FHRE. TEFERBEZE; T 812, fiLig 65. §13¢ 1 SiREEF; HARMMIR
TEEIBATF (FEILA 2),

Table 2. Botanical characteristics of the tested varieties

2. SilEMEYFEIR

i ”“*(32’)@ ”*( ol ;L‘ ?Ef) ’f:f) I 1
F1 99 52 32 7.53 33 Tt 33
L E 812 40 32 7.59 33 et ol
REFHH25 40 32 7.39 30 - 7
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JURINE 42 14 6.33 28 ials jica
HEEY 50 28 7.06 32 i IF
FHERE 52 23 6.06 30 piAns %=
B E 55 33 8.22 30 et 17
B 53 29 6.46 31 piAns It
EEH 55 28 7.02 32 e P
5825 40 18 7.22 26 P 17
k25 60 40 7.77 30 b I
EYES: 62 35 7.05 30 fem I
HEtt 60 54 30 7.20 35 e I
fiEi& 65 58 27 6.53 26 1ent el
I E 45 53 30 7.47 27 piauy IF
hE1E 63 35 7.18 29 Tt jisa
HELE 58 30 6.73 32 et th

3.2. FERY

ARG P 51 BE SRR R R A 220, 74 SRRSO (45 i e R B AE R AN 3 .

321 FHRIRE

BSRBEP AR E N 1.28 kg, BISR S APy AR F i 8 6B RIS B 812 ~F45 R H Ik
Z, ¥ 123 kg, SRR, FHIGIE EAMELE 65 /), 47414 0.66 kg 0.66 kg, 0.74 kg;  H AR mm -
PR AR AR

322 RRKBRE
e 99 F KR ELN 1.68 kg, (ES M AT PR ISR 1.61 kg, SR E K LR
B B ERRNBREAS WS RN, 20909 0.76 kg A1 0.78 kgs AR i K BAREE o

32.3. E¥=E
EAEENX TR E T ) AR, N 8427.52 kg/667 m*; FHIGINEIRZ., N 8085.15 kg/667 m?;
FME TR, A 4319.10 kg/667 m*; HAS R MM &7 & E P (N 3).

Table 3. Yield performance of tested varieties
=3 s mMmERN

o T AR R AR H NX 7 (kg) LV .

(kg) (k) 1 2 3 T (kg/667 m)
F4p 99 1.18 1.68 33.28 32.44 40.48 35.40 7769.12
FHH 812 1.23 1.49 37.10 35.86 37.38 36.78 8071.98
REFHHE 25 0.87 1.47 24.09 30.73 23.66 26.16 5741.25
JURIn= 0.66 0.76 18.56 16.37 24.83 19.92 4371.78
BEY 1.16 1.41 36.71 32.46 35.05 34.74 7624.27
FHEE 0.66 0.78 20.19 19.12 19.73 19.68 4319.10
FIWE 1.23 1.43 33.36 38.11 39.05 36.84 8085.15
EREES 0.84 0.97 25.30 27.33 23.33 25.32 5556.90
Efact == 0.90 1.26 28.16 25.89 27.31 27.12 5951.94
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o2 5 0.87 0.99 23.44 27.18 28.04 26.22 5754.41
WHE25 1.03 1.22 27.83 36.65 27.86 30.78 6755.18
EMIES: 1.28 1.61 38.04 37.81 39.35 38.40 8427.52
i 60 1.14 1.54 33.63 39.82 29.15 34.20 7505.76
1Ei% 65 0.74 0.88 25,57 20.14 20.53 22.08 4845.82
s 4 5 1.10 1.29 30.64 32.47 35.53 32.88 7216.06
hE1E 0.96 1.21 30.25 30.91 25.60 28.92 6346.98
HELS 0.87 111 29.76 24.71 26.17 26.88 5899.26
33. AESH

XA S R 2N X BT 20, 45RERWI P <001, H F>Fcrit WISl =15

RNX R 2 R (PR 4).

Table 4. Analysis of variance of yield in each plot of tested varieties

* 4. BREMENXTERESH

= 58 SS df MS F P-value F crit
ZH [A] 1736.945 16 108.5591 11.09761 3.49E-09 1.951566
HH 332.5948 34 9.7822
Bt 2069.54 50

SRS NX PR NG A5 SRR, 7E 0.05 AT E, H)IZME. FR K. FHE 812, %
W99, AEEY. M 60, MY E 4 S RZERAEE: H)IE, FHE, HH 812 BESTIE
25, wE—5, FEH, X 1S, mol25, BRFHHE 25, KWHEH. Fi& 65, JLKRWE. H63%E
s W99, AEEY. it eo. HiiE4 T, WHE25, hF¥ -5, FTHE. HwFELS. mi25,
REFH 25, EHFEZHERFALRE; EP9. AFED . Hit60. HIME45, WHE25, hiF—

TRFEETALE 65, JURWE. FREFENE 5).

Table 5. New Complex Range test for plot yield of tested varieties
F 5. MM XEEMERENR

ERRBEKT
T Y #5918 (kg)

0.05 0.01
12 EPlES: 38.4 a A
7 B E 36.84 a AB
2 FHH 812 36.78 a AB
1 1 99 35.4 ab AB
5 HEEY 34.74 ab AB
13 1 60 34.2 ab AB
15 HigE 45 32.88 ab AB
11 WH25 30.78 b B
16 ]S 28.92 b BC
9 EIHE 27.12 be BC
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17 H"ELS 26.88 bc BC
10 e 25 26.22 bc BC
3 RREFH 25 26.16 be BC
8 R 25.32 bc BC
14 fEi% 65 22.08 c c
4 JUR I 19.92 c c
6 BHEE 19.68 c c

(E: RIEHREFRERORE 1%KF LR 2R B E AL, NG FREORTE 5%KF LINZE R R . ER—KF L, AR RRRm
ASEAN T ZE R, MR TR R ZE R AR E. )

4. GRSt

1) WRIGEEREW: TSI A7 N 8427.52 kg/667 m?, FLIEMEE 812 &7 &0 MM
8085.15 kg/667 m’ il 8071.98 kg/667 m*. Z5Er MR B UT I SRl B )1 56908, R B B M S
812, X = AR AT DAE A J5 — BERT A T 58 P v X bk B R (1 1 3 el

2) B A% MEE KNS KT LR EARE— RO P BARE 0.75~1.5 kg/M[3], AUKARIRWS I it
FILRINR . F I BEAERE 65 = AN G Fi-F 35 AR /N, AN UCTE JB T 35 A v i DX K TR B 4%
o B i) \qE MUEARRESF, AFK[4], MERFHE 2 5. FhFEER. TEERNLEZE,
DRT 3% =A™ it ot A FeE A 8 5 PAY oy Y DX R TR A b B A

S5k
[ #M7, BER, KU, TN, JLRYL ERY MaIFRBAIRE] $0 KRR, 2005, 33(3): 76-76.

[21 2R, ik, ERA, Wit B B e ot X E KA Y b HRie g R[], RERSS, 2017, 8(353):
24-25.

[8] Z=HE, ik, BRitbhE, R, sigfhX ZREE NSRRI R FFHE, 2019(11): 111-112.
[4] = & MM BRI []. KITEZE, 2010(4): 21-22.
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