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Comparison on the fruit quality of six varieties of Lycium barbarum L.

ZHANG Xiao-juan'’ \WANG You-ke'" (Gansu Agricultural University , Lanzhou, Gansu 730070 ;2. Gansu Desert Control Research Insti-
tute, Lanzhou,Gansu 730070)

Abstract [ Objective] The research aimed to study the nutrient content of six cultivars of Lycium barbarum L. . [ Method ] The fruit appear-
ance quality and containing carbohydrates, vitamin C, carotenoids and other ingredients of Lycium barbarum L. in full fruit period were detec-
ted by perchloric acid titration, spectrophotometry and refraction method ,the chemical nutrients ingredient content of different varieties fruit of
Lycium barbarum L. were analyzed. [ Result ] The best quality was MengQil ,the second was NingQi7. The maximum amount of nutrients con-
tent was NingQil ,the second was MengQil and NingQi7. [ Conclusion] The study provides the basis for the varieties choice of Lycium barba-

rum L. .
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