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Abstract
County, Guangdong Province, five different varieties of okra were used as experimental materials. Under the same cultivation environment and

(‘Agriculture and Biology College, Zhongkai University of Agriculture and Engineering, Guangzhou
In order to select the most suitable varieties of okra (Abelmoschus esculenius L. ) for local cultivation in Dengta Town, Dongyuan

management, the germination rate, plant height, pests and diseases, yield and other indicators of different varieties of okra were compared.
This study concluded that Wufu had the advantages of higher germination rate, suitable plant height and highest yield, and had the best com-

prehensive performance in this planting, which was most suitable for planting under the local climate conditions in Dongyuan County.
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Fig.1 Comparison of germination rate of five okra varieties
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Fig.2 Change of plant height of five okra varieties
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Fig.3 The relationship between pest control times and diseased
plants
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Table 1 Yield comparison of different varieties
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