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Breeding and Cultivation of Green Amaranth Variety—Su amaranth 2
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Abstract

ant amaranth varieties. The variety participated in amaranth variety regional test and production test in Jiangsu Province,which has outstanding

(1. Suzhou Agricultural Technology Promotion Center, Suzhou, Jiangsu 215100
Su amaranth 2 is a high quality amaranth variety which is selected by Suzhou Academy of Agricultural Sciences from Guangdong peas-
comprehensive performance. It was certified and registered by Jiangsu Committee for Crop Variety Registration in the end of 2015. The breeding

process, breeding results, characteristics and integrated culture techniques of Su amaranth 2 were analyzed,in order to popularize in large area.
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Table 1 Results of comparison test

PN =1
Variet Nitrate Tast Yield
anety me/ ke mg/g aste ke/hm’
Ji 0k 2 5 Su amaranth 2 1 131.00 0.269 0 1, Meti 23 175.00
KR M Ui 3¢ Dayuan 4 166.67  0.250 3 — 16 147.05

baiye amaranth ( CK)
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Table 2 Results of regional test

74 Yield //kg/hm®

FEAR MR Main agricultural characteristics
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" N Su amar- Y Y with CK Growing . Leaf Leaf Stem Veins Leaf Leaf
stage site amaranth 0 . height .
anth 2 (CK) %o period //d om age color color clarity shape  apex shape
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2 pidii| 18 638.85 14 627.85 27.42 25 38.56 9.38 ket £ i) /ST G [ L
2P 16 244.40 13 216.65 22.91 29 44.25 11.25 st LAt EERTA B[] 4301
[Ezpiii] 14 850.00 13 516.65 9.86 36 28.60 8.10 Hak(m Zxn, CERTA B[R Nl
W — — — - - = = = —
3 pisll| 15 977.85 14 966.70 6.76 34 19.50 6.65 LR Zhth, [{iRTA TN RIM
2P 19 694.40 19 444.50 1.29 34 37.97 10.27 5% ) Zxn, i 2 ] Ll
Wi 16327.80 14222.25  14.80 36 18.80 6.40  &&EE KO i Y 2R
LR 1472220 14544.45  12.22 42 27.20  9.30 @& G LEETA BRI R
®3 MBEXBREEOK
Table 3 Related quality and taste
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Table 4 Results of production test
74 Yield //kg/hm® FHEAR MR Main agricultural characteristic
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JRE 2 2 Su amaranth 2 ey 14 262.00 78.23 iﬂﬁ*ﬁo
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Fig.2 Comparison of total number of individuals of benthic ani-

mal individual in each sampling points of Hun River Ba-
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Fig.3 Comparison of species numberof benthic animal individu-

al in each sampling points of Hun River Basin
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Fig.1 Growth condition of Su amaranth 2 in fields
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