LZHRMERIEE, J. Anhui Agric.Sci. 2020,48(4) :31-33

FEHR 3 G (R ) 7E 7% P X 58 Ry B 5

- 1 1z 2 ok —ppl ol (IS 1
RER RER T Fmse 224 0 B, KAH
(1.7 G448 MH BN R1E BHT A W), TATRG 9% BH 471000 ;2. 38 BH TR JH 528 5138 72 H 43 6 18 FHIE T 471700)

BWE (B¢ FahETAMBEAFEGRREERRA, [Tk AL R B EIR 6 AT, 56 MBI RH(Z)GAFTH RE
MK FaEtE | £ BT RK AL R SR FHAT M. [ 4R ]LY1306,L1310, £ 8 2 546 A IBAF,E B AL TAE R AL, £
A2 LY1306 Fbeth B 5 R AT, [ 4] EBUF LY1306 48 44 Tam R G &% ft, 7 KA @A,

KR HIRSAR SRR B2 F MR FE RS
RESES S572  XEERIRE A

XERE  0517-6611(2020)04-0031-03

doi : 10.3969/].issn.0517-6611.2020.04.009

FFREREE (RIRARSS) #7345 (OSID)

Comparative Study on the New Tobacco Varieties ( Lines) in Luoyang Tobacco Area

SONG Zheng-xiong' , ZHAO Shi-min', LEI Peng-ling’ et al (1. Luoyang Tobacco Company of Henan Province, Luoyang, Henan
471000;2. Luoning Branch of Luoyang Tobacco Company , Luoning, Henan 471700)

Abstract
[ Method ] With Qinyan 96 as the control, we analyzed the growth period,agronomic characters, disease-resistance , main economy characters,
chemical composition and appearance quality of six tobacco varies(lines). [ Result] Three varies of LY1306,L1310 and Qushou 2 had good
comprehensive characters, which were suitable to be planted in Luoyang tobacco planting area, especially that LY1306 had excellent resist-
ance, good yield and quality benefits. [ Conclusion ]LY1306 was suggested to be used as a reserve variety and extended in Luoyang tobacco

[ Objective ] To screen out suitable varieties of flue-cured tobacco ( Nicotiana labacum L.) in Luoyang tobacco growing area.

planting area.
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Table 1 Comparison of the growth period of different varieties (lines) of flue-cured tobaccos

R (2R ) A FK TR ZiLSl W J ez T U KHAFH
Variety Transpla- Resettling Budding Bottom leaf Top leaf Field growth
(line) name nting date stage stage mature stage mature stage stage //d
LY1306 05-12 06-17 07-12 08-14 09-17 128
L1310 05-12 06-18 07-11 08-01 09-18 129
W 15 Qushou 1 05-12 06-02 07-11 08-17 09-02 113
W 2 5 Qushou 2 05-12 06-03 07-12 08-15 09-05 116
&R 15 Jinshengnong 1 05-12 06-05 07-17 08-23 09-25 136
ZZ 4 96 Qinyan 96 05-12 06-16 07-12 08-15 09-16 127
R2 ARBER(FR)KEEKEER
Table 2 Comparison of the agronomic characters of different varieties (lines) of flue-cured tobaccos
A H W i () #FK B e R - JEUIRS JE At 5 TR
Growth Variety (line)  Plant height Stem girth Node distance  Leaf number Waist leaf Waist leaf Leaf area
period name cm cm cm =3 length // cm width // cm cm’
AR LY1306 40.6 8.6 3.1 14 53.4 273 924.99
Resettling stage L1310 37.7 8.3 2.8 13 51.8 26.1 857.83
BE15 41.9 8.7 3.4 14 55.8 26.7 945.32
BH25 37.1 8.5 35 13 55.3 28.3 992.99
S 15 36.7 8.2 3.0 15 51.3 27.8 904.89
ZE4H 96 43.8 8.9 3.2 15 53.7 274 933.59
[5] THL A LY1306 127.2 10.8 55 21 69.0 31.2 1 365.95
Vaulted stage L1310 117.1 10.2 5.0 22 69.5 33.1 1 459.64
BH15 135.4 10.5 5.7 20 66.7 30.9 1307.72
BH25 137.4 10.9 5.8 20 65.5 327 1 359.00
15 105.7 10.7 4.5 21 63.8 30.2 1222.53
ZE 4R 96 139.7 11.2 5.8 22 68.7 324 1412.32
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Table 3 Comparison of the filed incidence rate of different varieties

(lines) of flue-cured tobaccos %
T E IR 7S T RRBERRE RZEISRNE
Variety (line) Virus Leaf spot Rhizome
name disease disease disease
LY1306 5 0 0
L1310 8 5 9
B 15 Qushou 1 7 10 10
I 2 5 Qushou 2 6 13 12
SR 1S 14 20 14
Jinshengnong 1
Z24H 96 Qinyan 96 10 12 18

24 SRBERARM(R)EEZLFERIER WR4TTLUE
AR (R [R5 A e —E R 225, R 157 i
PAEAR T X IR S AR ZR A 96, JLAtL M ( R) I r 4R hn
DL et Bl 22 41 96 Ferbr, LY1306 7 sk i e i, L1310
FRE 1SR, AR ST X R A A2 4 96,

x4 ARBERM(F)EFIEKIELE
Table 4 Comparison of the economic characters of different varieties

(lines) of flue-cured tobaccos

SECGROBH  p P B SR

Variety . Output Average Proportion of
X Yield K X

(line) Ko/ T value price first-class

name g/hm 56/hm’ Jt/kg tobacco // %

LY1306 2245.05 71 944.50 32.05 59.3

L1310 2092.95 59 794.50 28.57 44.6

B 15 Qushou 1 177525 41 008.50 23.10 35.6

W 25 Qushou 2 1946.10 56 319.00 28.94 40.3

S 15 1 841.40 45 114.00 24.50 37.5

Jinshengnong 1

ZZ4H 96 Qinyan 96 1 810.50 42 908.85 23.70 35.8

25 ZRHABEESRM(R)UERSEEE WES LA,



MR 454l RIERSF

HEIRAT oAb (R ) A& TOE R & B AT

33

ANl (R RS2 M7 AR —E 22 5 84 96 R
I BN AR B, A o K M R 1S A
A 1S LE AR AN 7 T B L BT R LY 1306

£S5 ARBART(FR)ULERS LR

L1310 ZR75 25 3 A a0 Gl i JSORE BBl L 200 e 24
TEIEEL [ A, N AR 1 DT

Table 5 Comparison of chemical components of different varieties (lines) of flue-cured tobaccos

s (R) #FR sy & U . B SAE A W L AL
! . s g 4 Cl K o - A N
Variety (line) Total Reducing o % Nicotine Total N K-Cl rati Sugar- N-nicotine

name sugar//% sugar// % ¢ ¢ % % a0 icotine ratio ratio
LY1306 27.039 24.673 1.245 0.664 2.484 1.880 0.533 9.933 0.757
L1310 22.622 20.891 0.943 0.659 3.084 2.298 0.699 6.774 0.745
W 15 Qushou 1 19.893 19.308 1.137 1.086 3.234 2.022 0.955 5.970 0.625
W 2 5 Qushou 2 22.742 21.399 0.733 0.979 2.280 2.127 1.336 9.386 0.933
&R 15 Jinshengnong 1 18.413 16.601 1.016 0.736 3.657 2.333 0.724 4.540 0.638
Z2 4 96 Qinyan 96 15.166 14.216 0.985 1.221 1.394 2.163 1.240 10.198 1.552
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Table 6 Comparison of the appearance quality evaluation of different

varieties (lines) of flue-cured tobaccos
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