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Analysis of High and Stable Yield of New Peanut Variety Puhua 28
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Abstract Puhua 28 is a new peanut variety which has passed the examination and identification in many provinces. It has the characteristics

of wide adaptability, high yield, multi-resistance and suitable for the entire mechanization. Based on the yield results of peanut regional test

from 2013 to 2014 in Henan Province, the high and stable yield of new peanut variety Puhua 28 was analyzed by average output, coefficient

variation , regression coefficient, high stability coefficient. Results showed that Puhua 28 was a new peanut variety with high yield and good sta-

bility for extending and developing.
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Table 1 Comparison of the yields of summer direct seeding peanut variety test in Henan Province in Puhua 28
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2013 DA 5 250.90 10.10"" 2 3852.30 13.49 1 100
2014 XA 5 489.40 8.84"" 1 4 054.50 12.80 1 100
2015 ek e 5 165.40 10.90" " 1 3 775.20 13.47 1 100
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Table 2 Comparison of the high and stable yields of different peanut varieties in 2013-2014
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2013 b 47 =2 5 442.90 aA 14.13 1 10.80 9 0.943 0 9 92.55 2
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Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differences at 0.05 level ;different capital letters in the column indicated extremely signifi-
cant differences at 0.01 level
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Table 6 Effects of different treatments on the economic characters of

upper leaves
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T1 1 174.20 65.49 24.43 28 685.70
T2 1 282.95 57.08 22.17 28 443.00
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