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2008 4F LL“#i % 1371 (%?Iﬁizikﬂ%@%iiﬁ)ﬂﬂzliy “HE2% 137 (W KA bz g B ol ik i
AN R GEIED ALK 22 3 G IF ARG 22 38 PR
1.2 LEHES
T 1SR 2009 AFCHTE 13X HERE 13RS HA ML AR P LRSS E 4 A, R R 0. 6 kg 1

O ek HI: 2018 -03 - 26
HEWH . HERBTRIZRIOCH H (estc2015shms — ztzx80002) .
EF A EAEA993 -, &, Wi, 2 NFHH sl &SR,
WEEE . ERL, M1, F5EA.
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WA, BRS8N 49-9-17.
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2010 AETEPY I 22 40 )1 4 37 H 8 B B8 3 b %t < 9-9-17 45 — it 2009 4F 3% B8 1Y 52 A4 16 R AT 40 Bk /D
DX A7 o W, NI 6.4 m®, K 2 m, FE 3. 2m, 4 28, RRAEEEE 62 500 ¥k/hm®, [ HHEST, XTI
Pk g 2270

2010 4, FEFEERTT AN AN, R, PEPH 4 DX EXH ZEH MR- 1" S — M m i R R Z %
EARES. S E R S ALK i, R 3 W, AKX 20 m* (K 5 m., 984 m), k4 120 #k, RHE%
FE 60 000 Bk/hm?®, X B S5 Rl “ 1R 2 227
1.4 ERTHEFEMXEIKXE., £77iK8

“YrE 15U 20122013 RSN E BT H AR X0 (R T B E. T
FBEPLIX A HED, 3, /ANXHE 20 m* . XAfi 120 £ (60 000 #/hm?) . HAE, HILL“R 2 227 F Hy % B]
dn A, S I AR A T &R AR K A LA 20 e KR AEE. BRAGE W R 5 Ahf—6 A LA, Wakii-h
10 AhAy—11 A M), REAKE N 136~163 d.

“IEE 1572014 AFEAE TN L AREE RS YT 3 A M X E AT A IR . XA HES . N IX T AR 166. 75 m®, B
% B 60 000 £k /hm®, BE 2 WK, “4R% 227X M Fh. @ik s Adha)—6 A LA, WakWih 10 A
A —11 A A, REARKE 145~160 d.
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“WE 1 ST 2014 — 2015 4E S0 E SH B BRI VI 4 X X, 4 IR A [ RO B R )T R
S 2014 — 2015 AF B E S8 H 8 Pl 0 52t 0y S LARF A R (2014) 141 5 30 JHAT. X B0 R
X RR SRR R AR 227, SREUHEMLIX AT, 3 IRER, 3~6 71X, /INXKE A (19.2~25.2) m’, HEN
(47 625~60 000) ¥k /hm*. 5—6 HH4kdfi. 10—12 AUk, &4 FWH 135~179 d.

“WE 1S T 2015 AESINEF H E M AR IR E X AR, SRR 8k, 2 kER
NI AL 16, 08~253. 46 m*, XFHAS AN IR 227, BRAFEHEE N 49 500~60 000 #k/hm”, &4 FMW N
140~179 d.
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2.1.1 HikmE., SRk

2010 FE AR A E 45 R, “WME 1 S 8 E ™R 40.80 t/hm’, HXFIBIE ™ 17.24% . ZF = i
16.55 t/hm”, HEXTHRNE ™ 34. 6800, SHHET 2 40,552, #FA 2011 4F 5 il 5.

2011 AR Z i LB v i B 1 S EE S T O 34072 t/hm’, X BRI 6. 76 %0 BT AR
12.40 t/hm”, X REBE ™ 9. 38060 BTN 34. 86 %0, XA 5. 80 AN FH 4345,
2.1.2 TRTHEHRMRKRKE, £ RBEEZ L

“Wr 15 FE 2012— 2013 PEARH T RN X0 T A e A R ULER 1. 2 AF 11 Ak (2012 4E K
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N g R H B e . RIC RO, 7 8 A T (21, 86~30. 22) t/hm’ Z[a], “F#°h 27. 46 t/hm’,
XA, 53,33 % RIS PR T(7.93~11.36) t/hm’ Z[E, F#4 10. 32 t/hm”, XTI G
EWE 24.88%, 90. 00 % BRI WK EA T (5.51~7.92) t/hm® Z [, F¥HR 7.23 t/hm®, HXFHR
B FE 32, 90%, 100. 00 % 5 YR 4 7=,

£l HE1S202 203 FHEERTHEFSMRERBPHN~BRN

fif =g/ (t e hm ) EFreE/(t e hm ) W R/ (t s hm ®)
Zik M Ay I 2 HA/ 2 W B4/ I [ Ha/
1% 22 % 15 22 % 1% 22 %
b 2012 18. 05 24.76  —27.10 5.92 6.39 —7.36 4.01 3.99 0. 50
2013 25. 67 23. 46 9. 42 9.93 6. 62 50. 00 7.01 4.26 64.55
1 21. 86 24.11 —9.33 7.93 6.51 21. 83 5.51 4.13 33.41
A 2012 28. 68 28. 34 1. 20 11.23 8.68 29. 38 7.95 5.76 38. 02
2013 27.97 22.95 21. 87 11.11 7.34 51. 36 7.88 4.93 59. 84
Iy 28.33 25. 65 10. 45 11.17 8.01 39. 45 7.92 6. 85 15. 62
(gL 2012 21.17 22. 36 —5.32 8. 34 7.39 12. 86 5.92 5.01 18. 16
2013 32.28 30. 28 6.61 13.33 10. 21 30. 56 9. 54 6.95 37.27
Y14 26.73 26. 32 1.56 10. 84 8. 80 23.13 7.73 5.98 29. 26
T 2012 32.67 34. 08 —4. 14 11. 61 10. 48 10. 78 8.01 6.95 15. 25
2013 29. 35 30. 43 —3.55 11.10 9.11 21. 84 7.78 6.01 29. 45
Y14 31.01 32. 26 —3.87 11. 36 9. 80 15.93 7. 90 6.48 21.91
Ak 2012 30. 30 25.10 20.72 10. 51 7.72 36. 14 7.21 5.11 41.10
2013 30. 14 28. 66 5.16 10. 75 8.22 30.78 7. 44 5.34 39. 33
S 30. 22 26. 88 12. 43 10. 63 7.97 33.38 7.33 5.23 40. 15
A 2012 — - — - — — _ _
2013 27.09 32.14 —15.71 10. 46 8.81 18.73 7.37 5.62 31. 14
1 — — — — — — — —
-3 2012 26.17 26.93 —2.80 9.52 8.13 17. 09 6.62 5.36 23.51
2013 28.75 27.99 2.73 11.11 8.39 32.54 7.84 5.52 42.03
1 27. 46 27. 46 0. 00 10. 32 8.26 24. 88 7.23 5. 44 32. 90

“WIE 1S UTE 2014 AEE RA IR T, BEE RO 28,39 t/hm®, WX RIS 4. 7300 BT EOP
¥110.47 t/hm®, #47= 31. 03 %05 JEM R 7. 30 t/hm”, B57™ 39. 67%.
2.1.3 FHZF AP KD RS E R XSGR, £ 7K

“YWrE 1 572014 —2015 BRAEFERTLIIE 9 NS = B w45 R LK 2. 1F 2 4F 18 krh, fE e
HAT(17. 60~34.94) t/hm” Z[al, FH K 27.92 t/hm”, X BE 5.06% (R B3, 50. 00 % & K
77y HP AT (6.36~12.61) t/hm® Z[H], “F¥2 10. 25 t/hm”, X IR 4™ 15. 14 %0, 88. 89 % 4%
UG5 MR T (4.41~8.97) t/hm’ Z [, F¥2h 7.15 «/hm”, XTI G197 21. 70 %, 88.89%
SR/ @ T
2.1.4 2017 iKX= 5E

2017 AEF PREIGE . kI, ok, Fil, T AR 6 X BRI ZE RS0 “HmE 1570058 3w =
RN, BEEE . BT JEMT RSN 26.52 t/hm”,9. 55 t/hm” F1 6. 62 t/hm”, 4 51 b %F B 7= 7. 81 % . 1
7715, 38 % FlId 7 23, 28 %.
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x2 "BE1S204 201 FEEFHEAMKIREERRBKEFH 8RN

i =g/ (t e hm *) EFreE/(t e hm ) WM R/ (L hm ?)
Sk S Ay T 2 T B4/ i W B4/ I 55 e T/
15 22 % 15 22 % 15 22 %

#H I 2014 21.71 25.11 —13.54 8.41 7.76 8.38 5. 94 5.15 15. 34
2015 25.61 28.68  —10.70 8.91 8.25 8. 00 6.12 5.28 15.91

1 23. 66 26.90 —12.03 8. 66 8.01 8.18 6.03 5.22 15. 63

5 H#B 2014 22.93 43.55  —47.35 7.98 12.63 —36. 82 5.48 8.22 —33.33
2015 17. 60 25.11  —29.91 6. 36 7.37 —13.70 4. 41 4.81 —8. 32

1 20. 27 34.33 —40.97 7.17 10.00 —28.30 4.95 6.52 —24.10

R 2014 29.98 29. 62 1.22 11.17 8.24 35.56 7. 80 5.28 47.73
2015 30. 83 27.55 11.91 12.61 10. 02 25. 85 8.97 6.98 28.51

14 30. 41 28.59 6. 37 11. 89 9.13 30. 23 8. 39 6.13 36. 79

Kb 2014 31.51 29. 25 7.73 10. 70 9. 10 17.58 7.31 6.05 20. 83
2015 30. 99 29. 84 3.85 10. 60 9. 38 13.01 7.25 6. 26 15. 81

S # 31.25 29. 55 5.77 10. 65 9. 24 15. 26 7.28 6.16 18. 28

i at 2014 23.72 24. 61 —3.62 9.29 7.94 17.00 6.57 5.34 23.03
2015 25.19 25. 82 —2.44 9.72 8. 30 17.11 6. 86 5.58 22.94

-1 24. 46 25. 22 —3.01 9.51 8.12 17. 06 6.72 5.46 22.99

e 2014 27. 86 25.98 7.24 10. 18 7.70 32.21 7.08 5.05 40. 20
2015 34. 94 32.79 6.56 12. 42 10. 05 23.58 8.73 6. 69 30. 49

1 31. 40 29. 39 6. 86 11. 30 8. 88 27.32 7.91 5.87 34. 67

LTimA| 2014 35. 87 32. 20 11. 40 12. 50 9.69 29. 00 8.59 6. 39 34. 43
2015 29. 67 29. 30 1. 26 10. 98 9.11 20.53 7.66 6.06 26. 40

1 32.77 30. 75 6.57 11. 74 9. 40 24. 89 8.13 6.23 30. 52

EZBi 2014 28.88 27.02 6.88 10. 53 7.79 35.17 7.32 5.05 44. 95
2015 25.63 31.60 —18.89 9.21 8. 11 13.56 6. 38 5. 05 26. 34

- 27.26 29. 31 —7.01 9. 87 7.95 24.15 6. 85 5. 05 35. 64

2 FH 2014 33.35 33.65 —0.89 12.58 10. 03 25. 42 8.82 6.58 34. 04
2015 26. 32 27.68 —4.91 10. 35 8.77 18. 02 7.33 5. 87 24. 87

3y 29. 84 30. 67 —2.71 11.47 9. 40 21. 97 8.08 6.23 29.72

S 2014 28.42 30. 11 —5.60 10. 37 8.99 15. 41 7.21 5. 90 22.22
2015 27.42 28. 71 —4. 49 10. 13 8.82 14. 87 7.08 5. 84 21.17

S 27.92 29. 41 —5.06 10. 25 8.90 15. 14 7.15 5. 87 21.70

22 “HE1SEELTELER

“W 1S A PR A DR B AR VI DX DX R e R 2017 4R R R T
DX a6 7% Y H 0 B B SR I TE R T 40 bE A 5 R L6 32017 AF H T 2 KR B0 7 0 1Y 2 e ORI E B T 40 L
FEZFH R 0 e O A I B . R YER T W E 0 AE 350 F 24 0 LA E.
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R3 “MEBISVERE, ERBEASILEEER

IR 4E I %E —— t 7 % — — %ﬁﬂﬁ% S—

Ik ARG/ Y FI{E/ % +CK/% AR/ A T/ % +CK/%

2012—2013 EERWEXXKERKE 11 32.90~41.28 37. 46 +7.33 22.29~29. 57 26. 24 16. 38

2014—2015 KILHBEX KAE 18 33.96~40.77 36. 79 +6.43 23.18~29.10 25. 64 +5.59

2017 RT3 X8 6 33.93~40.53 35. 92 +7.07 23.16~28. 90 24. 88 +6.14
RIS

3.1 “BIE1STEMFESERRERN

“YrZE 1 S UfE 2012 — 2013 AR FE BT H T A AP X B0 IR . 2014 — 2015 4F [F 5K VT 3802 X F X
SR gG A 2017 AR PO B DOR O i R B0, KBS HuL T3 @R 1 4 L 2 B i T UE R AL H A
“EREE 227, FLTERY R HOG RO P IR B AR, BN 25 T R DA P TR AR W 137 AR A
S B A TR BTG R H S 137 AR AT E 0 4258 VER LR BRSOV i A5 R A i R i E
R R VE R A I E B B A T — AR 1 R A
3.2 “ME1ISHKATESN

AR 1 5 A, (AAENERE, AT ARG R L A —BUN AR . YER R L
FECSG ) Bl A T G oy o T 7 ek T 9 0 JRURE L AR L ORI R I TR K A L N A i AR A X
Y R AR SR FRBE AR R S R D T A R I Tl v, e A R 0 e v L4 S
BRI BL A 1) 0 FH S
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BERPS 2R, TN @ ARLAFR, LRGN EERATOCILE, TATHEHN SRR RE L E
KTAFAERE IR, AR BERFILE. RERBKE, £ 5Kk, KB TL., RAREL D HenSF
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Breeding of “Yushu No. 1” , a Newly-Developed Variety
of Sweetpotato with High Starch Content

WANG Jia-jia., YANG Chun-xian, ZENG Ling-jiang,
CHENG Peng, LI Jing, TIAN Huan, YANG Ting-ting,
WANG Xue-ning, FU Yu-fan

School of Life Science, Southwest University /Engineering and Technology Research Center for

Sweetpotato of Chongqging, Chongging 400715, China

Abstract: The present paper reports the performance of “Yushu No. 1” - a new high-starch sweetpotato
[ Ipomoea batatas (L..) Lam. ] variety - in regional tests so as to facilitate its extension and provide guid-
ance to the growers. Its productivity, agronomic and economic characters, morphological features and
stress resistance are described. In the regional test in Chongqing from 2012 to 2013, its average starch
yield in the storage roots was 7. 23 t/ha, a 32.90% increase compared with that of “Xushu 22” - the con-
trol variety in the test, and the starch content was 26. 24 %. In the regional test of sweetpatato-cultivating
regions in Yangtze River Valley from 2014 to 2015, its average starch yield in storage roots was 7. 15 t/ha,
a 21.70% increase compared with that of “Xushu 22”, and the starch content in the storage roots was
25.64%. The germination of “ Yushu No. 1” is satisfactory, and the rate of big- and middle-sized tubers
(100 g or more) is over 70%. It is resistant to root rot and tolerant to black rot and Fusarium wilt.

Key words: sweetpotato; starch; variety; Yushu No. 1; breeding
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