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Comparison and Evaluation on Introduced Peas
( Pisum sativum L.) Cultivars

GUO Rui, PENG Zhaoxin, CHEN Chanyou”

(School of Life Sciences, Jianghan University ; Hubei Province Engineering Research Center for Legume Plants ;

Hubei Natural Science Resources Center for Edible Legumes , Wuhan 430056, Hubei, China)

Abstract: To screen new peas cultivars which are suitable for Wuhan district, a field trial was conducted
with nine introduced pea cultivars from abroad and three local cultivars as the control group. The author
analyzed the data of field performance and nutrient ingredients, three cultivars with excellent
comprehensive characters were selected into next regional test, two cultivars with special traits in growth
habit and pod color were considered as useful germplasm resources.
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Tab.1 Name and source of trial peas

R4 K5 KR
FHL6 5 CK + B
Blue podded W-1 %
Alaska w-2 %
Oregon sugar pod 1l W-3 %
Little marvel W-4 £
Oregon trail W-5 £ B
Hurst Green Shaft W-6 EE
Onward W=7 ¥*E
Ambassador W-8 ¥x
Green Peas w-9 3k
BEIS5H 15% P
H2 165 16 % +

1.2 K H*E

AGRIF 2013 4F 11 H 6 H 7EMIALA 528 (B0 MY TREH ORI ol JE B4k . H b+ it )
WA, 5] HRE Y o IRESSRIBENL X ALHES , 15 3N, B/ N XFPAE 34T, AR 27 em , 478 30 em;; 5
ZBfmE, NX KL 6 m, I TE 1L 2 m, DX AL 1. 92 m*, FPAFBR B RS B KA B 0 HL B A 45 I ) A
BRIF] 24 Hb 7K

FE (] 398 2 9y fige 300 AR A 2 PR 7 e A P AR o 3 R B A AT IR, X6 R B I €W 5 43 )

T FFRL RN SEVE D RE S o XA S AR BEATLIORE , FE 82 3k . 2, 6- 5 e B i e vk O e 4 A= % C

i, SR FBEAR B30 A S KA TR T W O i s TR SR R LR B R T DL 3, 5- Al
FLOK A% R Fb ey I R T i DA S s e e vk e v SR A R A i, 38 T DPS i AT
Jr 22500, IR EZE Rt A s

2 RS540

2.1 YRR FEELE

B2 200, & SRl E A S 15 d i, B — 3%, 2014 4E3 H 10 H B3 H 27 H , ik ki ge 48, A
3H 27 Hilg,CK W-2 W-9 Fl W-3 JF 4 RSB 32 , AH XTI 20, W—1 deie . Sl Fh e B I7E 167 ~ 187 d,
W-3fl 16 52 F MMM 167d, W-7 2T IR, 18187 d. W-3HutEas , CK P55
22 EYFEMHIREEER

FR 4 A= 2T B 0 RT3 o A R e A RN RE AR R 3 RS . B3R 3 WA, 12 SR B N Fh
W6 A R A R, 5 A A A A SRR AL CKOR BB AL R . A SRR W1 AR B, 3K 173, 11 em ;2 &
A R, BT BE YO TR 50. 89 ~ 69. 78 em o SR SR RUEULE 2~3 1, B AR B W-6 PRI K,
10. 44 cm; W=7 8EJE R 98, 4 1. 88 em 3 CK [ FEJE 1. 268 em, FLIEH 7. 888 ¢, 41y T HiA i b

B W3 K KRR T 165  HHAYEHE 4. 538 ¢, /NT 16 %5, I AP 38 )EAHY



20154 % 51 o, E I HHL MR EITN 395
F2 MEHABERMAMEARBERESER
Tab.2 Investigation results of phenophase and disease resistance of trial peas
ot &A1 3 29/ EeyiR EE & 3% 2B/ ek % 3 -
(A-8) (A-8) (A-8) (A-8) (A-8)

CK 11-06 11-21 03-10 03-27 4-30 175 7
W-1 11-06 11-21 03-27 04-19 5-08 183 B
wW-2 11-06 11-21 03-10 03-27 5-08 183 Bt
Ww-4 11-06 11-21 03-18 04-10 5-08 183 455
W-5 11-06 11-21 03-23 04-10 5-08 183 455
W-6 11-06 11-21 03-21 04-04 5-08 183 45 55
W=7 11-06 11-21 03-27 04-04 5-12 187 et
W-8 11-06 11-21 03-27 04-04 5-08 183 et
Ww-9 11-06 11-21 03-17 03-27 5-08 183 et
155 11-06 11-21 03-24 04-04 5-08 183 e
16 5 11-06 11-21 03-25 04-04 4-22 167 e
W-3 11-06 11-21 03-18 03-27 4-22 167 i

®3 HHBERMHEZENFER

Tab.3 Botanical character of trial peas

2 AR AxkITHn AKkH & /em SHREIN BEE % K/em  E5/em % & /em FEE/l

CK % A 7% 40.22 3.25 o 8.28 1.52 1.268 7. 888
W-1 ¥ 4 k] 173. 11 2.67 % 9.22 1.52 0.902 4.854
w-2 ¥ 4 % 156. 56 3.00 o 6. 84 1.18 1.075 4.058
W-4 ¥ 4 7% 83. 89 3.00 % 8. 60 1.38 1.156 6. 942
W-5 F YA % 66. 67 3.13 o 8. 84 1.38 1.109 6.784
W-6 ¥ 4 % 70. 67 3.00 % 10. 44 1.34 1. 056 6.998
w-7 F YA Ef 69. 11 3.00 % 9.84 1.88 1.208 7.376
W-8 g 4 7% 98. 11 3.25 % 7.88 1. 14 0. 966 4.120
W-9 FE A 7% 69.78 3.00 % 9.30 1.26 1.126 6.572
15% ¥FE A % 67.33 2.25 4 8.92 1.47 1. 240 7.630
16 5 ¥ 4 7% 70. 56 3.00 % 9.34 2.13 0.222 6.580
W-3 *g 4 EE] 50. 89 3. 00 o 12.26 2.41 0.214 4.538

23 FERE

e 4 AT, 220 10 S BRI S 5 Rl ], W=2 1 W—8 PRk 45 S I 0 s T A A, 4 i 50. 23
44, 11, W=7 [ BRE S5 JERER AR, (UM 6. 085 W—8 Y B MR F JE 7™ i fe i, M 126. 6 g, HORJE W-6 F116 5,
I35 110.5 g F1109. 4 g, BARKEE = R R AY & W=7 AV A 21. 2 g HLA/N X SESE 7 10 Rl %0, W-8 i 3%
T HA A SRR W=6 155 W-4 % W=7 Fefik.

HEL 124> 5 T i 32 B 77 4 (1 B =~ 667m’) 1 365. 18~2 111. 06 kg =[] , Hrpr W8 1y fif 3245 %) IR CK
15 55 B 7= 158. 9% A 41. 61% , fEr= 12 EALH i,

HE A IEHI R SRR, 16 5 ARG JEMOR T aI P & W-3, Hopk =i N IX BRI i T
W-3,
24 EFRRLER

B LR A R S TR, SRR B L T B R AE 28. 43%~18. 70% 22 8], CK [T 5
T, N 28.43% s BAFRL M A R CHREESBAMEE, Kb W2 WgEE R C SRR,
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49 204. 7 mg/kg, W—-1 W2 FI W-8 Ay 4EAE F C 3 fi s X0 B CK ORI 155 5 8 11 BT % et e ey MR X IR 1S 5 A
3 T HAR R, R 22,06 mg/g, W-1 F i B il L 4. 73 mg/g s CK FI W=2 S8 & & 4330l Ay 35 26. 41%
24. 99% , W% i 35 v T LAt i A

EIEWIT 165 H W-3 19T 5 & 2 EAK, 205154 9. 409%F19. 74% , % HE 16 5 H 4t A4 2 C F RS

SEYAEET W3, RMEEARSEES AR,
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Tab.4 Output analysis of trial peas

LAk PR EIUAN BT E PRFEAe HewS/ (kg 66Tm?)  BRCKI%  RISF/%  R16F/%

CK 20. 00 42.9 1.631 815. 41 -

W-1 22.08 52.3 1.81f 905. 45 11.04 -39.26

W-2 50.23 56. 4 1.80f 900. 45 10. 43 -39. 60

W4 37.92 82.4 2.75 de 1375. 69 68.71 -7.72

W-5 27.47 70.7 2,17 ef 1085. 54 33.13 -27.18

W6 29.30 110.5 3.54 be 1770. 89 28.73 18.79

w-7 6. 08 21.2 0.73 ¢ 365. 18 -55.21 ~75.50

w-8 44.11 126.6 4.22a 2111. 06 158.90 41. 61

W-9 42.17 91.3 2.56 de 1280. 64 57.06 ~14. 09

15% 35.75 106.5 2.98 cd 1490. 75 82. 82 -

16% 16. 63 109. 4 3.65ab 1825.91 -

W-3 16.58 75.2 2.86d 1430. 72 -21. 64
EODRFERTA ST RAM LK, DG FERRARA P<0.05,

x5 SRBEITEFRHALBENTER
Tab.5 Nutrient content analysis of trial peas

g A T e =% %A% CAHF/(mg-kg') Eakes/(mgg') EAEEE/%
CK 28. 43 134. 1£1. 10DE 5. 8020. 29E 26. 410. 46A
W-1 21.94 153. 3+1. 24CD 4.730. 35E 22.530. 49B
W-2 28.42 204. 7+0. 94A 17.74+1. 58B 24.99+0. 99A
W4 22.55 102. 8+1. 23F 6. 25+0. 40DE 19. 720. 43CD
w-5 19.37 56. 1+1. 09G 8. 47+0. 34C 15. 87+1. 52F
W6 21.46 170. 7+1. 87BC 6. 2420. 53DE 17. 41+0. 96EF
w-7 19. 34 112. 620. 97EF 6. 07+0. 65DE 18.15+1. 34DE
w-8 18.70 191. 120. 87AB 7. 600. 59CD 19. 44£0. 94CD
W-9 23.05 124. 620. 94EF 6. 22+0. 70DE 22.41+0. 52B
15% 20. 03 129. 4+1. 67DEF 22. 060. 58A 20. 32+0. 87C
165 9. 40 323. 4+1. 27A 32. 021, 50A 18. 64£0. 96A
w-3 9.74 200. 5+0. 85B 32.99:0. 88A 14.38+1.29B

w9

EBRRSARRA LR, KB FHRRNKRE P <0.01,
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