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Breeding Technical of Blueberry “Xing’ an No. 1”
LU Lin,ZHANG Hong-lei
Abstract
sources Technology Development. It has the much better capabilities of drought and cold resistance with high yield. The average fruit yield from

(Hulunbuir Forestry Science Research Institute , Hulunbuir, Inner Mongolia 021000)
“Xing’ an No.1” is a new variety crossbreeding of “Blomidon” and Vaccinium uliginosum by Mongolian Fuchunzhou Wild Re-

an individual was 1000 to 1200 g, which was 6 times that of Vaccinium uliginosum.It had better environment adaptability and wider pH adapta-
tion range (4.5-6.5). It could be passed winter without any special protection in cold temperate zone. It is suitable to popularize planting in
Heilongjiang, Jilin, Liaoning province, and Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region.The breeding, biological characteristics and planting technolo-

gy of the new blueberry “Xingan No.1” were introduced.
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Fig.1 Average fruit yield of different strains in F, generation
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Table 1 Number of dead F, generation seedlings under different pH

values

bR ofl

Strains 5.5 5.6 5.7 5.8 5.9 6.0
1 0 3 4 26 136 326
2 0 2 9 38 168 337
3 3 6 10 58 235 389
4 0 0 12 49 236 406
5 0 0 8 42 136 267
6 0 2 12 18 169 347
7 2 5 10 50 189 339
8 0 0 11 57 214 421
9 0 0 17 78 136 327
10 0 2 15 76 186 266
11 0 3 15 88 269 506
12 0 3 12 38 114 302
13 0 3 16 66 222 346
14 1 6 15 72 307 463
15 0 6 15 69 168 356
16 0 0 11 64 214 426
17 0 2 11 50 206 426
18 0 0 13 71 231 389
19 2 6 9 54 217 324
20 0 3 17 103 289 429
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Table 2 Adaptability of F, generations for different soil humidity and crown density

j:%‘ifkfg P #R & Strains

ﬁzlr}qiduy Crown

% density 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
70 0.5 E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E
60 0.4 E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E
50 0.3 E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E E
40 0.2 E G G E E G E E E E G G E E G E E E E G
30 0.1 G G G G G G G G G G G G G G G G E G G G
20 0 G G F G F G G G F F F G G F F G G G G G

H:E AR, G AR F g P 2

Note : E was excellent,G was good ,F was fair,P was poor
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Fig.2 Average fruit yield of different strains in F, generation
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Fig.3 Average fruit yield of different strains in S years
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Fig.2 Comprehensive evaluation of the subculture of six Lilium
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