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Comparative Test on Hami Melon Varieties ( Combinations) under Greenhouse Cultivation
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201599;2.Shanghai Agricultural Technolgy Extension Service Center,Shanghai 201103)

Abstract
melon varieties (combinations) were introduced from Shanghai and Xinjiang in spring of 2017. Their growth period, growth situation, yield and

[ Objective | To carry out comparative test on Hami melon varieties ( combinations) under greenhouse cultivation. [ Method ] Ten Hami

quality were compared under greenhouse cultivation. [ Result]Xizhoumi 25 and Huami 0526 showed the best comprehensive characters including
disease resistance, growth period, fruit setting, yield and quality. Thus, Xizhoumi 25 and Huami 0526 were suitable to be planted in Shanghai
Area in spring. Xinxuelihong had relatively good quality, but the growth stage was relatively long, which could be used for further demonstration.
Mingyue had beautiful appearance, relatively high yield and good quality, which could be used for further demonstration. 424434 combination
showed relatively good quality and high yield and could be used for demonstration in small area. [ Conclusion | This research provided theoretical

basis for the screening of high-yield and high-quality Hami melon varieties ( combinations) in Shanghai Area in spring.

Key words Greenhouse cultivation; Hami melon; Varieties ( combinations) ; Comparative test

N S IR SO R VB SRR KRR, A TR I A
Al AR TR R R T PR R ) — PR BT Cue-
umis melo L.) AN[a] A SEAR A ity Ffo0S A 285 25 0 B9 ZOR 8™ 4
RS R T R 1 V5 B TR0y T 7 i X B Bk
A I TAEL A RN K 20 FE A RO 15 3 1 45
RERETTRSZ g R B . BT, LI S R 3
FEMHTIELE A A 5 S wE A ) AR, 1 EL T S 43t
It R TR o T i R R , SR AR e ek
URE I TR 22 482 SR, PRI PR L e AL
AT PR AL Y Bs A K2 T OB
I VSERRE, DR R B2 1 R e s o ARk, 1
T T < L DX S TN TAT AU AR A, (LA 7 L A7 A b B — |
PERAEE B 2RSSR, N T R, T
T B R B, < L DA AR s AL 365 117 B i
5 HEN B I Ah Bl SB35 3 TGRS Bl i, 200200 i 2 oy
T A bR X R AR A I e I T R ()

1 #R57H*

1.1 i# R 5]HE 424434 “ 4824787 “H H 7 “KR1326”
“KR13277“KR1328” “ i 25 HLLL” “ 5 BLZL" “ P M % —+
7 ARE 05267 35 10 A il 16 dh Rl SORIRILER 1.

12 RBHFE KR i e R A Ot T, R
AHE R 499.2 m?, KM K 62.4 m, FE 8.0 m, H.0 5 N

EEWE L&HFRARS LEAKEZELAA [P RASF(2017 5 1
)1
EEEN A X (1966—) 4, LA, HAR LT, A FHHK F

EFE D HEEATL L wLEST T4,

KiSHE  2018-04-27

3.5 m, P30 KA A B 20 W By Lo 3 e ok R P 2 S
HHT, 1 30 HAEFh, 2 H 23 HE L, BRI 35~40 em, &
AR 30 Bio 3 A 13 HPUM—OdG L4 A 12 IR,
5 A 27 HIFHRsRC AR PR ] 7 L
TR A R 2 A A AR S RAR SRR A L, RWUn %
ECC NG i s e
®1 RBEM(HE) REFKR

Tablle 1 Test varieties ( combinations) and their sources

i (A ) B A (LA ) R
ErRss Variety Variety
Code ( combination ) ( combination)

name source
1 424434 AT AR BT MR S5 Hhe
2 482478 T BAME MR S5 L
3 HIA B RHBENS % AT L
4 KR1326 AR BES 3 A FE L
5 KR1327 HSRAEHBE RS 7 5T 0
6 KR1328 B RHGENS % AT s
7 B AL HRARHBES % IAFFE L
8 EfiEan HRACEHBE RS B 5T 0
9 155 0526 TR A MR S5 h
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Table 2 Comparison of the growth periods of different Hami melon varieties ( combinations)
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I Variety Téﬁ%ﬂ ¥ *J(‘Eﬁ %;’%'ﬂﬁ *l&'ﬂﬁ Days of fruit Whole growth
A Sowing Transplanting Fruit-setting Harvesting :
Code ( combination) development period
date date date date
name d d
1 424434 12-30 01-23 04-17 06-04 48 155
2 482478 12-30 01-23 04-17 06-05 49 156
3 A 12-30 01-23 04-17 05-27 40 148
4 KR1326 12-30 01-23 04-12 06-01 50 153
5 KR1327 12-30 01-23 04-12 06-01 50 153
6 KR1328 12-30 01-23 04-12 06-01 50 153
7 EETL AN 12-30 01-23 04-17 06-05 49 157
8 HH 12-30 01-23 04-17 06-10 54 162
9 125 0526 12-30 01-23 04-12 06-01 50 153
10 Vi —+H S 12-30 01-23 04-12 05-27 45 148
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Table 3 Comparison of the growth situations of different Hami melon varieties ( combinations)
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L K i e i e R Wi
Y \? ol Vine Node Vine Leaf Leaf Petiole Petiole
Code aney length order width length width length width

( combination ) e

cm T cm cm cm cm cm

name
1 424434 86.0 15.0 0.76 14.50 17.10 12.00 0.64
2 482478 93.4 16.8 0.64 14.30 15.60 12.00 0.54
3 A 100.0 15.2 0.76 13.90 17.20 12.30 0.60
4 KR1326 140.2 21.0 0.82 16.20 22.70 12.50 0.70
5 KR1327 165.2 21.0 0.98 18.90 26.30 18.20 0.86
6 KR1328 141.6 19.8 0.84 16.40 21.10 11.80 0.72
7 BB 95.6 17.0 0.84 13.30 15.40 9.40 0.62
8 HHLT 92.5 16.5 0.68 12.38 16.13 8.13 0.50
9 1625 0526 121.0 19.4 1.04 16.50 22.00 15.70 0.70
10 gL a7 158.4 21.4 1.00 18.04 23.20 18.10 0.84
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Table 4 Comparison of the yields of different Hami melon varieties ( combinations)

R (4 - 57 B
Code Varlety‘ - Plant nun;ber number per per melon Yleldz

I(1 ;r(r)lr:bmdllon) #k/hm plant // 1 ke kg/hm
1 424434 6 255 3.73 1.53 35 728.5
2 482478 6 255 3.73 1.66 38 701.5
3 HIH 6 255 4.63 0.94 27 193.5
4 KR1326 6 255 4.00 0.61 15 262.5
5 KR1327 6 255 4.15 0.86 22 324.5
6 KR1328 6 255 4.05 0.83 21 025.5
7 B L 6 255 3.55 1.32 29 311.5
8 THZ 6 255 3.60 1.65 37 155.0
9 1E% 0526 6 255 4.02 1.60 40 231.5
10 PEM T 7 140 4.20 1.11 33 286.5
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Table 5 Comparison of the quality of different Hami melon varieties ( combinations)

sl (41 HLSE Fruit FEE Cavit Al Pk I A=
PP GO v S R A Witidstataciy M
Code a‘mely. N per fruit Yemcal Tr?lnsverse Yemcal Tr‘ansverse thickness  thickness - o

(combination ) ke diameter  diameter diameter  diameter em em Mqijd%iife :}Lﬂ—d "

nhame cm cm cm cm 8¢
1 424434 1.62 19.03 12.97 13.90 6.33 0.57 2.87 14.73 7.60
2 482478 1.55 19.32 12.73 13.12 5.94 0.49 2.96 13.42 6.72
3 HHH 1.19 14.17 12.80 8.50 4.23 0.70 3.27 16.37 7.10
4 KR1326 1.25 19.00 11.47 14.53 5.33 0.53 2.93 11.13 7.50
5 KR1327 1.49 18.93 12.50 13.97 6.03 0.60 2.73 10.93 6.67
6 KR1328 1.10 15.00 11.73 10.83 6.27 0.53 2.07 13.30 9.53
7 B LT 1.56 19.67 12.67 14.10 6.00 0.63 2.90 13.83 6.43
8 FH 1.64 19.85 13.00 14.10 5.75 0.55 3.00 13.15 6.45
9 1% 0526 1.40 17.45 12.25 11.75 4.85 0.70 3.00 14.30 9.40
10 PEMNE —+ 1S 1.28 16.55 12.33 12.18 6.43 0.65 2.45 15.53 10.23
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