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Abstract

In this trial, a comparative study of eight tobacco varieties was conducted, the tobacco varieties
what K236 were used as reference varieties. A comprehensive evaluation from birth, botany traits,
agronomic traits, disease resistance, economic characteristics and chemical composition is con-
ducted for their Tobacco varieties. It was found that YY-1, a new flue-cured tobacco variety, had
excellent performance in growth potential, botanical characters, disease resistance and yield,
suitable for planting in Jiangxi Province.
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1. 5|15

TR = I 2 22 7 T HIRS I, AR 3R gL K A HUR R AL Je 25 300 2 o IO = i
B A E BRI [L] . TILEAR [E S A T, i gt X O R R R S AR B UE AR . AN R R AR RS
FHAEAFMER, RAAERESRESFMT, i &7 W veRA e 2 s ir R [2] . an ARt b
R, BRRAA R AP EA R RSB R LIR AT, S TMHERIRIL, H i Fp e e
s PR BT SRR LR AR IR (3] ARUGRAES, EEE T 8 MBI A (S F WX R A LL GRS, RN
AFEI REVEIR. EWEIIR. BURTE. ST ERIRAE S 5o 7 AT L85 X LU VPO, SR i
AT AR R T R, D A R ) TR S R AR
2. MR ER®
2.1. I M R i A

AR5 T 2018~2019 AFEAE(E F B U8 FAHHE RIS B th (R4 113.56 J, db4h 25.93 %, 4k 143
m)EAT, (EFEEA TR, 8RR R B L DRI R %, 3~7 BRI E R A K ],
M TEFIBCH 667~750 h, PSR 18.1°C~19.6°C, MRSk b iod B E i K HAE K. 56
T2 EY AKFE, HhEs-PIE, BEET(E; SEARHIEFILME N pH 1 6.49, A HLIE 39.21 g/kyg, 4
% 1.859g/kg, 4= 1.98 g/kg, 4% 5.38 g/kg; TIEBAAKHYDEL.

S AT (R) FI35E 3 LAAE T2 10 2E 2SR A0St o2 0 i 1 SO 75 SR A3, DL K326 1 A%} iR (CK) o
SR E A (R) N 1525, YY-1. NC196. CC27. F31-2. YK1304. 1319. YK1085. K326(CK).
22 REE

BEMLIX 4H e th, $2dhfpdtis o MbPE, 3WRER, 27 A~IX . f7HREE 1.2 K x 050 K. X4
PR AT, FhAEXT I A AR/ DO AR 100 Fk .

2.3 R STHE R AHERE

WISHEAL T M2 1o MALE DU/NDONBALTES, 35/ N X2 — 2. iRid R, SR FHE%
Tk K326 A BOARBRAEREAT, M s 1AL P S0 s s T 20 AT
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Table 1. The fertilization program of varieties comparative experiment
1. MAtEBIRIE RS R

A I (kg/ ) RAEkg/RT)  EME(k/E)  $RHIA(kg/ET) i AT (kg/ )
(kg/ ) DU GRIEE AR T R4 AR Tl o L
9 90 6 12.5 10 2.5 10.4 15 11.25

24. WEMBSH*

AREZEFFAC R A RN A R A MR, F28 YCIT142-2010 MR AR 2R R A0 & 05 vE (4] 2 4% kb
R Z MR ek i Fh 2R B AR (] i AR, 1B e 4% 8 GB2635-92 [E 568 I 43 bk [5]
BEAT 3, ZHUE T 2019 SEMH OB AR Gt & GOm0, Givh b fi= &, . PE. SHURE
1] o K FH B 2T A MG 5 9256 4% b Ak 22 4, 4 JE 7 T (Niicotine) . 48 (Total sugar)- 148 J5U8# (Reductive sugar).
KT (total phosphorus). &% (Total Nitrogen). &5 (CI)FI3E#(Starch content) &4k 2 Bl 4y & BEEATAS I 44T o

2.5. BB

K Microsoft Excel Al SPSS Statistics 21 $## 4b 4 k47 B AL FE A7 o
3. ZREHH
31 HLEEEM

SRR —7E 2018 4 12 A 15 H#EFRH, 2019 4= 3 A 4 H#EHR, B HEMEBSAE S AR A A 2018
££12 A 15 HIFGR5AEE, KHM B SR G HARIAR A ) 2019 4 3 A 4 HIFURSED . B 7% 2 AT %01, 1525, YK 1304,
1319 A1 YK1085 H i #i% xR K326 #EiR . 1525, YK1304. 1319 1 YK1085 /-7 LX) 8 K326 iR 3 K,
YY-1 EEX IR 1K, HE S K326 FiA /M-I R —F. NC196. CC27 1 F31-2 L K326 [A]
W RA -+, e AR . T A B ARSI RAHIE, 1525 458 1 R, CC27 #2811 2 K. &
FRILEE 22 R, K326 fEREHUT 61 R F-2IEIEM, YY-1 fERE G 69 R BIIAIE .

Table 2. Comparison of main growth periods of each variety
2. Bt EESE BHREER

sl HHIICR) MHFHIR) KEFHCR) HIERHACR) HEII(R)
1525 12 19 33 49 68
YY-1 11 17 28 48 69
NC196 11 16 26 48 62
ccar 11 16 26 46 63
F31-2 11 16 26 48 69
YK1304 12 19 33 48 62
1319 13 19 33 48 65
YK1085 12 19 32 48 65
K326 11 16 26 48 61

32. FEAVFHRERZEMR
HI7E 3 A i A A VIR AT L, YY-1 MRS, F31-2 MRADN R, e dh iR B i i A
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B dioRprE Y 22 K, NC196 AT K326 SAKAIRITE , CC27 Al YK1304 k4T, Hee K NI
M DL SRR S o8, Hidh 1525, YY-1. 1319, YK1085 FIxfiE K326 M-t kst th, Hee Mot
Zrh; 1525 F1 1319 fE K HAEK AT AT, AKEIHAERESS, F31-2, YK1085 F1 K326 H A4
KAEST, HumREEST . F31-2. YK1085 Fl K326 AGATA S FERE, YY-1 AHx &t 4K I7mH,
XTHE K326 AT AESS, JEIIRKHA TS, YY-1 1 YK1304 PR A K A o

Table 3. Botanical traits of each variety

3. BmMEEER

i -7 PRI -, BT R RS
HJE 25 K #JE 50 K
1525 Y B A e RS el el B
YY-1 K E fgma A R BT e B B
NC196 KA I PR HL BT H H el
ccar7 WEHIE B i BT t i Gl
F31-2 KRR [GES EE i) gL el ol
YK1304 Bk beeyit LS BT Gl L5 L5
1319 Ko T s sk AT G ei T
YK1085 KON % A ek ki B1% t el
K326 KRR PR e Lo LigL] LED h

TR 4 B RMREHRA N, 1319 AR U TR, Hemfh 2 T, HEREE. ke
J7I, IR K326 thEi,  YY-1 Ptk s e, A E] 127.93 ems ZERT7 T, 1319 5 K326 Z R LW
=, el AR5 K326 77835 2 5, H A NC196 Z£ [y 9.73 cm, &3 /N T Hfl K326 1] 10.31
cm, BSOS R E KT AR ETRET T, OKER A R AR R 2 e, BB T B A
RKTXTHR A EREKTETTTH, K A S0 2 R B3, Hih YK1304 M, KB AIE
79.23 cm, B KT X K326 [ 73.23 cm.

Table 4. Agronomic traits of each variety

F* 4 E@RMREER

i A R H B FiEiem Z£[H/em FiE/em JEEHK/em JgE B8 fem KL
1525 20.10a 124.68ab 10.68ab 4.20e 75.87ab 27.73ab 2.74ab
YY-1 20.90a 127.93ab 11.09a 4.93b 73.47b 28.40ab 2.59ab
NC196 20.00a 116.83bc 9.73c 4.20e 76.17ab 24.83b 3.07a
cc27 20.10a 115.43bc 10.39b 4.30d 71.07b 28.17ab 2.52b
F31-2 20.47a 132.97a 10.70ab 4.40c 76.77ab 30.00a 2.56ab
YK1304 19.77a 119.27bc 10.47b 4.43c 79.23a 27.63ab 2.87ab
1319 17.33c 117.20bc 10.28hc 5.80a 76.10ab 29.17ab 2.61ab
YK1085 19.40ab 123.63ab 10.82ab 4.90b 76.60ab 29.87a 2.56ab
K326 18.27bc 108.47c 10.31bc 3.86f 73.23b 24.42b 3.00ab

TE: S AEBIYOE R 1 SPSS Statistics 21 Kl AL BA A BEAT 7 2200 M, WIBE R B AR T REROR ERARE, TR TR EREE.
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3.3. BEmMimmERI

H12¢ 5 R, BT 2k il A A 7 B T, Herb F31-2 7% B AT A R s F e MU i

737319 34.63%

1 26.47, HUCNXTIR K326, KIFEHREN 29.43%, YY-1 KRR EIEA 13.60%. 55 5l 75 200 K R 2 5
A, HI5 K326 f77E 5% Bt B % 25, 1525, CC27. F31-2 fll YK1085 = mEkik &4 25 3
M) 1625 H kK AE B . A S5 R AR ST i, o 1525 R AN AR, 4 0.13%,
NC196 KR Zfei, N 10.7%. K326 UGB AU KR ZN 9.23%, 5 i s MEBE mUw A 2 -5 50 FEUAF
%5, 1525, NC196. 1319 H1 K326 i A I HI4Er i K42, Horh K326 Ki#N 1.57%, 5 =A~mfhk
WA 0.47%, HXEZERAEE. YY-1 5§ T HRERARMISER SE, RREHEHRE.

Table 5. Main disease incidence and disease index of each variety

F#5 BmMEERERHENFFER

. R PRI TR AR R T™V
MR RWE%  WIR O RIE% W RRE% O WIR RRE% O WiRE RWEE%

1525 141 1.47a 17.07 21.83de 0.50 0.50a 0.13 0.13f 047 0.47a
YY-1 0.00 0.00a 9.47 13.60g 0.00 0.00a 2.04 2.63e 0.00 0.00a
NC196 0.00 0.00a 14.37 19.03ef 0.00 0.00a 9.39 10.70a 047 0.47a
cca7 0.87 0.97a 12.47 16.50fg 0.00 0.00a 8.09 10.00ab 0.00 0.00a
F31-2 0.50 0.50a 26.47 34.63a 0.00 0.00a 3.93 4.57d 0.00 0.00a
YK1304  0.00 0.00a 18,53 23.50cd 0.00 0.00a 8.07 9.80ab 0.00 0.00a
1319 0.00 0.00a 25.13 30.53b 0.00 0.00a 5.72 6.43c 047 0.47a
YK1085  2.54 3.43a 2153 26.87hc 0.00 0.00a 5.46 6.70c 0.00 0.00a
K326 0.00 0.00a 25.80 29.43b 0.00 0.00a 711 9.23b 157 157a

TE: S AEEIYOE R SPSS Statistics 21 K AL A A BEAT I7 ZE 00T, B R AR FRER R ZRARE, THRAT R REREE.

3.4. HmMiEREFRESIRE

5 e P J LR AL 5 B L 6 6 R o i RS S B R R =R AR R B DURS B 32, YK1085
FE T MAAR . KEB o AR SR S &b, BEBmRS R, F31-2 It S A xS A8 8 B 7T, YY-1
N CC27 WA A% =R -6 B LU HR K326 o, Heel5 K326 #H24; YK1304 A1 1319 JARTJH 4> F1 K326 Hi

IrARE, B SRR K326 £ .

Table 6. Appearance quality records of Tobacco after baking which each variety
2 6. ZmiPERREEINREICE T

AR A ) BRI Gt 45 g i
1525 F& 3 R & B Ly H
YY-1 T B- R & B L3 H
NC196 F B R W& Bifa By H
cca7 FE 8 P4 & Bifa LG H
g = F31-2 T R = Bk e A
YK1304 Rt 0% & Brks ei A
1319 T 3 B4 & VN a3 WA
YK1085 T B 404 L & Bk Ea A
K326 I p%:d & BRA Ea GiEEs]
DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2019.910118 832 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2019.910118

Continued

1525 Fh¥E A THE PERFA i f

YY-1 Fh¥g- H - THE PR - i el

NC196 3 H - THE PR A - i el

cca7 3 H - THE TR - o el

g F31-2 ¥ A HIE PBLRA o f
YK1304 T3 & THIE PBLRA o HH
1319 ¥ & 5 FBRFA+ o HH

YK1085 AR HA THE PBRA i f
K326 ¥R & THE PBLRA i A

35. B@mMEFER

H7 7 AP HIR G R AT A, 7RSS SR I S E U7 T, CC27 M E E AR, T 10.37 g,
HIK K326, HrfEH 1054 g, YY-1 B SR E, FEIAH] 12.76 g, KE S FRAAELE 23 2 R
PRI, YY-1 P35 198.40 kg, 903 T4 R K326. 1319 B /™ 175 kg, 3% = 1% i K326,
He imFh s 50 K326 ZR A EE: YY-1 wroEm&m, PR 4580.1 Ju/mi, HREZESTHE
FrA dh R, BPAMERARN YK1085, VN 2459.81 Jo/R7, HUCANE K326, Bif“{E A 3032.44 JT/H .
YY-1FESM . BN AR SRR B0 e ) A e SR, R Y1085 Ab, B KE A SRR EIX
JUTT AT X K326, ZR6 KF , KER B JUAS 2 ZEBFHIRTT R T-%F i K326, JEH DL YY-1
RNRH .

Table 7. Statistical table of economic varieties of each variety

F 7. BmMEFMIRGHR

LYY JEn g EreEkg EPEOT BIfhookg BEMEEGI%  RRSEEEwe  REEEw e

1525 12.02abc 162.96b 3447.18b 21.15b 30.33b 82.53cde 84.60bc 9.45bc
YY-1 12.76a 198.40a 4580.10a 23.09a 32.57a 87.34a 91.36a 6.31e
NC196 10.75cd 158.73b 3377.17b 21.28b 31.27ab 84.95abc 85.39b 7.32de

cec27 10.37d 153.50b 3214.91b 20.94bc 29.81bc 83.84bcd 86.50b 7.92cde
F31-2 11.21bcd 158.12b 3144.24b 19.88cd 30.49ab 83.89bcd 81.80c 9.67bc
YK1304 10.82cd 163.11b 3534.16b 21.67b 29.87bc 82.07de 85.92b 9.43bc
1319 12.66ab 175.39ab 3620.46b 20.64bc 31.29ab 85.58ab 90.67a 8.32cd
YK1085 11.36abcd 150.16b 2459.81c 16.38¢ 19.60d 77.24F 75.01d 22.63a
K326 10.54cd 156.76b 3032.44bc 19.34d 27.94c 80.83e 83.48bc 11.17b

T B ALBHE R SPSS Statistics 21 Hdii A BUR A AT T 2200, WG R A A FEEROR ERAN R, THAFEROREREE .

3.6. FRIGFEFEMHER ST LB O

PR (A o TR T I A TE T B, PR R A BRI . B 8 RIAL, AN[E SR IS
JEM e T IR B TER . PR E R SRR e R . Hoh YK1304, 1525 11319 J8
W TS ERK, NC196 Fl K326 & Efic i, HIkoN CC27 Al YY-1. 1525 if [ #E & B, Hih YK1085
FYY-1, CC27 i&JiME& Ak, BB M, 1319 MKk, CC27 Fffxim; NC196 it SR mE & &
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WK, YY-1 Ve & ERm, 4S8 771, 1319 ¥WiiE, 1525 A1 YK1085 S8 m . Ziathit,
YK1085. YY-1 Fll K326 = fh k%5 Jg SR ik K58 40 e An 1R 0E B IVE .

Table 8. Comparison of chemical constituents of each variety

= 8. TEIAMUERT LT R LS

BHT% K% &R % S % K% ME%  ER% % 5% BE%
Nicotine Total sugar Reductive sugar Total Nitrogen total phosphorus  ClI  Starchcontent K Ca Mg

WSS A

1319 2.83 27.40 20.26 177 0.33 0.26 4.15 3.76 2.36 0.25

cca27 3.55 22.37 16.83 213 0.32 0.34 2.06 3.35 2.26 0.25

1525 2.70 26.83 23.40 1.78 0.26 0.23 3.39 3.16 1.90 0.32

F31-2 2.97 26.59 21.31 1.92 0.32 0.31 3.93 3.11 2.38 0.12

k= YY-l 3.29 25.71 21.33 2.03 0.30 0.22 5.12 2.84 193 0.24
YK1304 2.74 26.00 19.64 1.86 0.32 0.38 2.98 3.71 2.35 0.29

K326 3.61 23.36 18.28 2.08 0.30 0.34 3.08 3.16 2.12 0.26

NC196 3.38 27.59 20.66 1.89 0.28 0.16 2.58 3.22 2.44 0.18

YK1085 3.1 25.12 21.36 1.79 0.25 0.29 4.56 3.13 2.17 0.32

1319 3.25 27.40 19.46 1.90 0.32 0.34 6.97 3.12 2.47 0.23

cec27 4.17 16.51 12.20 2.50 0.37 0.40 231 3.03 2.19 0.23

1525 3.50 23.88 19.99 2.04 0.26 0.34 433 293 225 0.21

F31-2 3.74 23.48 18.55 2.14 0.31 0.31 4.10 3.04 231 0.24

FR= YY-1 3.42 25.41 19.51 2.15 0.32 0.28 5.79 3.02 2.27 0.20
YK1304  3.26 24.70 18.29 2.03 0.33 0.36 3.46 3.56 2.39 0.27

K326 4.64 20.42 14.36 2.49 0.34 0.30 4.89 2.84 2.13 0.29

NC196 4.54 23.34 16.51 2.30 0.31 0.24 3.70 247 2.32 0.16

YK1085 4.31 22.15 15.97 2.17 0.31 0.35 5.01 2.72 2.39 0.27

4. WRELER

PEIR B AN, RSN AR 2 B AR EE[6]. TN T IX e S 48br, DA
(R Jon AT 9 K 22 7 AN E TRt A RE R 7 20 AU ZEAEDe . 8 v 7 X AP DX s P = fge DR - 25 1R T
FE[T]s FARRHE T I3 PRI R 0 o B (R T 9E[8]0 SRTITAEL ) () 2 2R 2 P AL ) P 6k PR R AP PRT 3R R 3
[F A P T2 30 EH SR, 1ot S — 3 DX ) e R o 4, e ) i3 T 2 b Py o b P o L e R HE
F A T[] o TR AR AR 8 VT 75 A0 DX IIAT P48 0 A 538 AN A, FRF 17 S [0 068 R ok ot 7 24 b o A
S R R R 5 TR 22 5, ARG B TV G O DX R v et A

AT 5T LI S Ah 1525, YY-1. NC196. CC27. F31-2. YK1304. 1319. YK1085. K326 (%}#) A
WA G, B EE RO 9 Fiih Bl e AR F AT AR I HAUKR 2 5 . BRI - IUE 2 T B R i
FERF B, TR YY-1 BUE AR R EC 69 K, & & BRI (AR, JF Ha R YY-1 AR KA REE, 1T
DATE G AR SR T & T T FH ADoK, 40 o ool 2 7 B 3 AN A BE i s b YY-1 A
YK1304 # A HAp =Fom s, HAb AR I AR R R YY-1 SRADMAL, F31-2 %A
R, HE SRR A OV ES B TEAR KBTI, K326 K ATHIAK AR SS, 5 IS PEE, YY-1 fil YK1304
KR, MR ZMIRNEE, KIITHE SR SR8 52 T I K326, Hh YY-1 Pigtkmim, &
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PR %

F127.93 cm: fEZXF. EE. EHAKETIH, &MMS K326 HAERE I R, KA gEE R Z MR
bb, fbFf 1319 A1 NC196 Hox) REmS 22 8AH 2 . A THPERIRIEAT AL, YY-1 P3P 198.40 kg, &M T
HoAt S A R, HAR R T K326, JFH YY-1ZEE . B, b AR S5 AR B 0 e ) 2y
FeIL e i . APt KER 7 i A AL T 5 H K326, 177 YY-1 RIS T o 75 % it P M A ot
I R Ar T T, YK1085, YY-1 Fl K326 f Mk J5 1) B2F . C3F M K30 43 48 b AE B0 B K VG

AWK, AR S FPLELL PG MR X ) FH R AR KR B A B 22 e, (B 25 o o 2 TR] PR 428 H0H 7 e Ao
BWAEEER. SN, @A SRR RERZWIR. BRGNS
GRS Z A TAT R 00, RISl S TE 2 A B E AR5 A B T X R K326 fhf,
FeanfeEf R0 #0051, Br 1319, i Sl il 2 T K326. 1319 HARA R Hb, (H2 M Ft B AL
H, RbE R R, ELFMRTHE, B YK1085 4b, HE SR iR e & TG br b #RIE AL TR
FE K326 S XS F AR YY-1, E AR, HER SR, LU IR B AL 22 B #R A T HoAth b
A, PR H SR A EHE) T R e .

SE 30k
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