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Comparison of Different Late Maturity Japonica Rice Varieties
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Abstract
eties were selected to compare the growth period ,the main agronomic characters and yield. [ Result] 14 varieties have certain differences in yield
and comprehensive characters. Yanjing 13 and Suken 118 had stronger tillering ability. Yangjing 805 and Wuyunjing 24 had higher 1 000-grain
weight. The yields of W030 and Yanjing 13 were higher than others. [ Conclusion] W030, Yangjing 805 and Yanjing 13 can be further demonstra-
ted,Nanjing 9108 and Wuyunjing 24 can be promoted at Hanjiang area.
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[ Objective ] To select suitable rice varieties for planting in large area of Hanjiang area. [ Method ] 14 late maturity japonica rice vari-
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Table 1 The growth period of testing varieties
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P b Sowing Transplanting Initial hea- Heading Full heading Maturation Whole
No. Variety time time ding stage period stage stage growth
H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H period //d
1 4% 805 05 -26 06 -12 09 -04 09 -06 09 -08 11 -01 159
2 HERE 5 5 05 -26 06 -12 09 -03 09 -05 09 -06 10 -31 158
3 IEHE 24 5 05 -26 06 -12 09 -01 09 -03 09 -05 10 -30 157
4 P AE 49 05 -26 06 -12 09 -04 09 -06 09 -08 11 -02 160
LT#
E£mHE BRARRL® LHAKREREFA(CARS-01 -45),
TEEBT FF1981 - ), J, T EHMA R LI, NFREHH AR

J- Ak,
s HE  2016-09-26



44 % 36 F FE ORER P AORAS S A AR 53
gx1
FERIIY A it Vit iR Fr RS A LEEWY
5&= A Sowing Transplanting ~ Initial hea- Heading Full heading Maturation Whole
No. Variety time time ding stage period stage stage growth
H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H H-H period //d
5 FEAE 52 05 -26 06 -12 09 -03 09 -05 09 -06 10 -31 158
6 FAAE 9108 05 -26 06 -12 08 -31 09 -01 09 -03 10 -28 155
7 T 3844 05 -26 06 -12 08 -31 09 -01 09 -02 10 -28 155
8 HERG 18 = 05 -26 06 -12 08 -31 09 -01 09 -02 10 -28 155
9 FAAE 0212 05 -26 06 -12 08 -31 09 -01 09 -03 10 -28 155
10 W030 05 -26 06 -12 08 -30 09 -02 09 -04 10 -31 158
11 FRE 118 05 -26 06 -12 08 -31 09 -01 09 -03 10 -28 155
12 HWAE12 -9 05 -26 06 -12 08 -31 09 -01 09 -03 10 -28 155
13 JAE 815 05 -26 06 -12 09 -03 09 -05 09 -06 10 -31 158
14 a3 5 05 -26 06 -12 09 -02 09 -04 09 -06 10 -31 158
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Z 0K b PR AR B 88.5 7 ~

BB 417.0 7T ~631.5 Ji/hm’ , A 3%

Bh 276.0 7 ~376.5 ﬁ/hmﬂ, /E\:':F',T'-lﬁ'ﬁ 12 -9 =%
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Table 2 The tiller dynamic of testing varieties 77/ hm’
L Namber f b Nanber Nonber o
NO. Variely umber 0 Dasic umber O llI?l er 0
seedlings peak seedlings effective spike
1 Pk 805 159.0 496.5 322.5
2 HERE S 5 108.0 463.5 313.5
3 iz 24 5 121.5 484.5 307.5
4 AR 49 144.0 517.5 333.0
5 FIME 52 136.5 478.5 328.5
6 FAAE 9108 121.5 493.5 319.5
7 T 3844 9.5 420.0 346.5
8 HERG 18 5 88.5 511.5 297.0
9 HRE 0212 153.0 537.0 316.5
10 WO030 103.5 498.0 276.0
11 R 118 154.5 555.0 357.0
12 HWAE 12 -9 151.5 631.5 343.5
13 FAE 815 112.5 417.0 319.5
14 13 = 121.5 580.5 376.5
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Table 3 The agronomic characters of testing varieties

=1 i i 7 RE

E)% \u;i E:Pety Plalﬁk}'?eight DryI\veight Spilje weight hcéhjﬂ%

) cm o/ Bk o/ coefficient
1 48 805 93.5 6.57 3.61 0.55
2 WG 5 91.3 6.05 3.29 0.54
3 B 24 5 2.8 7.28 3.92 0.54
4 K 49 102.9 7.63 4.15 0.54
5 K 52 95.2 5.39 2.94 0.55
6 RIKE 9108 92.3 6.96 3.97 0.57
7 7 3844 101.6 6.80 3.58 0.53
8 HERG 18 & 97.1 7.17 3.83 0.53
9 kA 0212 102.2 7.23 3.62 0.50
10 W030 106.7 9.13 4.63 0.51
11 FE 118 98.4 5.55 2.96 0.53
12 WHRE12 -9 95.9 7.60 4.17 0.55
13 FikE 815 87.3 4.94 2.79 0.56
14 k13 5 98.1 6.43 3.39 0.53
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Table 4 The yield and yield components of testing varieties

o, Mt e TR i i
No. Variety Grain .numb\er Setting 1 OQO—graln ATheoretlcal .

per spike // ki rate // % weight /g yield //kg/hm
1 #8805 117.3 96.0 31.3 11 352.0
2 e 5 5 113.2 97.2 29.0 10 006.5
3 Rizhi24 5 134.4 94.9 30.9 12 130.5
4 TR 49 131.1 90. 1 29.4 11 568.0
5 T RE 52 142.6 92.3 26.4 11 410.5
6 T4 HE 9108 136.7 97.5 28.6 12 171.0
7 T 3844 126.1 92.3 27.9 11 235.0
8 R 18 5 142.7 9.5 25.6 10 257.0
9 FAAE 0212 126.4 96.7 29.4 11 353.5
10 W030 187.9 90.1 27.5 12 831.0
11 TR 118 101.8 96.0 27.2 9499.5
12 HWAE12 -9 154.2 83.3 28.1 12 399.0
13 Sk 815 128.9 95.6 28.0 11 016.0
14 hiE 13 5 123.5 95.0 28.2 12 435.0
3 &g BRI ] (Er#R,2013,39(8) 11416 - 1424.
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