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Comparative Trial of New Peper Varieties of Specialized Facility Agriculture
XIONG Chun-hui, XTAO Lin-chang, YUAN Jing-xiang et al
Abstract
came very surgent. Ninetheen peper varieties were introduced from domestic vegetable seed enterprises in 2016 for preliminary comparative

( Ganzhou Institute of Agricultural Sciences, Ganzhou, Jiangxi 341000)
With the development of protected vegetable production fastly, the need of new peper varities applying to the specialized facility be-

field trial during the spring-summer stubble, as well as to be selected 5 varieties to carry out further repeated screening tests at the same season
in 2017. The results showed that the peper varities New Jiaojiao No. 1, Changjiang 7 and Jintian 8 had better comprehensive performance in-
cluding the high yield and resistance. Hence, we suggested that these peper varieties may be extented and applied in the vegetable protected

cultivation.
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Table 1 Comparison of the tested varieties

i R R FHl HeIR

Code Variety name Type Source
1 KiL7%5 FHAM tiBle)
2 KF6%5 27 I A
3 BRI FHAM i
4 122k 8 5 HRZE L LRI
5 4xH 85 JIGERL IR
6 HHT (CK) S R

1.3 SRS 00, Hme R A S B IR e i R
FE A RIS S (B 1.2), Horr 2016 4547 i 126 199 (8], 7 399
(2—=3 A IR (<10 C, T [a]) o 41 d (A I
70.7%) ,BATH KA 31 d (i e 31.4%) 5 78 37 A K TN 4% 51 400
(4—7 Afy) mi (=35 °C, IR Ky 29 d, FEAE R 7ER Y
Ja A, BRI R N 68 ;2017 4FE— ik M, E 1 (1—3 A
PI)RIR A 39 d( AN 69.6% ) , AR Ky 26 d( /5 Eb
49.1%) B FRAE R MEE R (4—T B4y) ik 15 d, BTN R
Hp72 d77

14 HEEMEKIEE B TER IR S I8 4 7 25 4
PR CHUPRUR S R T B AR A ) o A MR B4



47 £ 8 4 e AMELSE

Bk % A A FRARAT e A PO BRI 53

Yoot , EL AR IC SRR AT | I CHE T 70% DL L) CE AN
a2 SR el SRIIF RV SRR 7/ E3ONGR LT 7RIV S/ NN
IR RN RIE /8GR 6 SRR IE RO
B SRS S LB ; 7 ARG AT (6
A 22 HZ D) JEE (6 A 22 HZJF—Rd) a7

—e—RHE
50

B

Temperature || ‘C

A4 Month

H:A.2016 4F;B.2017 4F
Note:A.The year of 2016;B.The year of 2017

O RIKR —-v—— FHFZE -

ORI ERG 37 500 /hm” T B PRI APE R

1.5 #HIBEH KM Microsoft Office Excel 2003 /1 Sigmaplot
12.0 FHATEER L FLAER

-6 — FHKE
50

40

O
= 30
o " _-A—T0
E}gg 20 - el o
] v Ke)
el '
§ 10 N 5 o
0 O
105 2 3 4 5 6 7
4% Month

1 2016,2017 £ 1—7 AN TR EETH
Fig.1 Changes of temperature in Ganzhou City from January to July in 2016 and 2017
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Fig.2 Changes of overcast and rainy days in Ganzhou City from January to July in 2016 and 2017
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Table 2 Comparison of the phenological periods of selected tested varieties in 2017
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Phenological Sowing Emergence Planting Initial flo- Initial har- Final har-
period date date date wering date vesting date vesting date
122E ND0O5 Luoxian ND0O5 01-24 02-05 03-20 04-26 05-29 07-05
£41.7 5 Changjiang 7 01-24 02-10 03-20 04-21 05-22 07-27
£ 6 5 Changfeng 6 01-24 02-10 03-20 04-21 05-22 07-27
HrdHl—5 New Jianjiao No. 1 01-24 02-03 03-20 04-21 05-22 07-27
4:H 8 %5 Jintian 8 01-24 02-11 03-20 04-22 05-27 07-20
3 FE Zaolawang( CK) 01-24 02-07 03-20 04-26 05-26 07-20
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Table 3 Comparison of the plant characters of selected tested varieties
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Table 4 Comparison of the fruit characters of selected tested varieties in 2017
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name shape fruit color features diameter diameter 1 weklg taste
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Table 5 Comparison of the yield characters of selected tested varieties in 2017
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