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Table 1 Grain yield of 6buckwheat varietiesin 33test environments

;:ﬁ':ﬂ(i) Varieties
IR M) 1 2 3 4 B 6 LSDo.os
Test environment JeEAE 515 P25 N LS fiigr—4
Beizaosheng Guyin 1 8802—1 Pinggiao 2 Liugao 1 Yugiao —4

1 5ER I Wachuan 1.617 1.233 1.333 1.433 1.000 1.267 0.453
2 SEFHE Yig 1.967 3.133 4.467 3.200 1.933 2.633 0.285
3 SR Chifeng 2.000 1.930 1.550 1.385 1.160 2.240 0.652
4 ZEHIL Aohan 1.857 1.690 1.727 1.760 1.593 1.887 0.020
5 BEVEHIAK Yulin 1.150 1.050 1.167 1.033 1.267 1.417 0.279
6 [ FEIE L Jinghian 1.100 0.783 1.667 1.133 0.817 1.333 0.473
7 T E I Xji 2.320 1.527 2.387 2.713 1.840 2.257 0.408
8 T H M Longde 0.763 0.753 0.637 0.693 0.663 1.183 0.133
9 FHFPET Xining 0.973 0.837 0.990 1.433 0.893 0.777 0.523
10 bk 988 Bai cheng 0.695 0.530 0.532 0.648 0.413 0.307 0.137
11 k3K Jk Zhangbei 0.473 0.273 0.433 0.357 0.197 0.497 0.124
12 95E%3 2 Nai man 1.943 1.457 1.560 2.033 1.343 2.060 0.168
13 HZR)I Wuchuan 1.850 1.150 1.383 1.433 1.200 1.233 0.420
14 SR/ Z 37 Erer duosi 0.427 0.600 0.703 0.550 0.423 0.450 0.021
15 Py 52714 Chifeng 1.433 1.200 1.100 2.333 1.333 1.433 0.261
16 B344350 Jingbian 1.883 1.383 1.583 1.683 1.067 1.667 0.358
17 BRVGHEZ Yanan 0.740 1.440 1.133 0.857 0.580 0.683 0.238
18 [ J& Guyuan 0.940 0.987 1.260 1.347 0.747 1.807 0.408
19 FHE I Xii 2.220 1.510 2.680 2.480 1.767 2.033 0.165
20 7 P& fE Longde 1.600 0.767 1.300 1.000 0.933 1.267 0.277
21 F GV T Xining 0.830 0.860 0.903 0.843 0.640 1.433 0.297
22 2 B E3 3 Baicheng 1.500 0.957 0.923 1.077 0.497 0.803 0.358
23 4¢3k It Zhangbei 1.267 0.960 1.127 1.383 1.027 1.930 0.549
24 %2255 Nai man — 1.183 0.780 0.840 0.590 1.080 0.061
25 NZEHHIE Yig 1.800 1.717 2.300 2.017 1.533 1.833 0.109
26 Py5%7I4 Chifeng 2.293 2.470 2.640 2.680 1.473 2.843 0.650
27 BEVERIAK Yuin 1.567 1.367 1.533 1.117 1.183 2.033 0.479
28 BEPEHE Jingbian 1.553 1.800 1.433 1.333 0.983 1.717 0.229
29 BEVEIEZ Yanan 2.433 2.367 2.217 1.767 1.283 3.117 0.270
30 5 [# & Guyuan — 0.910 0.633 — 0.277 0.660 0.171
31 FEEE Xji 2.510 2.090 2.910 2.757 2.240 2.380 0.407
32 7 E & Longde 2.057 1.697 1.747 1.670 1.407 2.130 0.183
33 F VT Xining 1.320 1.203 1.770 1.570 1.403 1.993 0.308




5 4 39

o S A BRI O Wi VR Bl it B P RE SRR E A

1

87

2.1.2 s HEIRHT RReu At g 0848 Hy Fodk
KALHoy IR o 4530Y y RIEER LiTHEHE
ZAX M FITE 33 MATIEE N RAE H 1 JFRIK
B How » 2 AIF T3 2 FI5R 3 v, JR IR X 70 4
Bt 5 Bl I PR S50 T A B 45 [X 70 48 4K

Yu( 3R . BRI ATLLEH, FFEE 1,568 9 11,
12 13 21 23 26 27 F132 ) Y » fHH/NF 80%, 338
B LA FREE a0 i AP SR B X 43 1R BE 3055 . T
e, B EH 20 AR s A BORME B
— AR
x2 BAKEEGT 6 MHFRMSRE Hu

Table 2 Grade numerals H 1y of buckwheat varieties in 33test environ ments

Vet

T EGFFEE M) Test environ ment

; A
Varieties 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 JLHE Beizaosheng 1 0 1 4 0 0 2 0o 0 4 2 3 4 0 1 2
2[5 1% Guyin 1 0 3 1 1 0o 0 0 0 0 1 o 0 0 4 0 0
3 8802—1 0 5 0o 2 0 4 2 0 0 1 2 10 5 0 1
4 ¥ 2 2 Pinggao 2 0 3 0 30 0 3 0 3 2 1 3 0 3 5 1
5 %1% Liugao 1 o0 o 0O 0O 0O 0O 0O 0 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 MizE—4 Yugao —4 0 2 3 502 2 2 5 o 0 3 3 0 2 1 1
) o IR ERE M) Test environ ment
l Varieties 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33
1 JuHk Beizaosheng 50 oo 0O o0 1 O 4 1 1 0 4 2 3 0 1 0
2 @5 1% Guyin 1 5.0 o0 O o0 1 O0 4 1 1 0 4 2 3 0 1 0
3 8802—1 4 1 5 3 0o 1 o0 1 5 1 0o 1 2 1 3 1 3
4 PF 2 Pinggiao 2 1 1 4 o0 0 1 0 1 4 1 0o 1 1 — 0 1 1
5 X% 12 Liugao 1 o o o 0O 0O O 0O 0O 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 5
HiFE—4 Yugiao —4 o 2 3 5 2 2 2 5 0 0 3 3 0 2 1 1 &6
x3 ZSREMRIMKRE Hou
Tahle 3 Sequence numerals Hzy of different varieties
. R IRIEFFEH M) Test environment
l Varieties 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 JLHE Beizaosheng 1 55 25 2 4 45 3 4 4 1 25 1 1 55 25 1
2 3] 1% Guyin 1 4 25 25 5 4 45 55 4 4 35 55 55 4 2 5 5.5
3 8802—1 4 1 5 4 4 1 3 4 4 35 25 4 4 1 5 3
4 FF 2 Pinggao 2 1 25 5 3 4 45 1 4 1 2 4 11 3 1 3
5 X% 12 Liugao 1 4 55 5 6 4 4.5 55 4 555 5 55 4 55 5 5.5
HiFE—4 Yugiao —4 44 1 1 1 2 3 1 4 55 1 1 4 4 25 3
Yl %) 43 94 8 100 43 71 8 43 43 94 64 34 43 97 86 86
. hh ol BAFFEY M) Test environ ment
L Varieties 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33
1 Jb7-4 Beizaosheng 5 5 03 14 1 4 — 45 1 4 3 — 3 1 5
2 35 1% Guyin 1 1 5 6 5 4 3 4 1 45 1 4 1 3 1 5 4 5
3 8802—1 2 25 1 2 4 3 4 35 1 1 4 4 3 25 1 4 2
4 FF 2 2 Pinggao 2 3 25 2 5 4 3 4 35 2 1 4 4 5 — 5 4 3
5 %1% Liugao 1 5 5 5 5 4 55 4 5 6 6 4 6 6 4 2 6 5
6 HiFE—4 Yugao —4 5 1 4 3 1 55 1 2 3 1 1 2 1 25 5 1 1
Yl %) 89 86 100 89 43 8 43 95 97 44 43 89 89 90 89 71 89
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Evaluation of yield capahilities and stahilities of co mnon

buck wheat varieties by rank anal ysis

GAO Jinfeng '» GAO Xiaoli '» HAN Hai *, QI U Jun’, CHAI Yan', FENG Bai 1i '
(1. College of Agronomy , Northuwest A & F University » Yangling » Shanxi 712100;

2. Prefecture 70, Agri «Division 4, Xinjiang Production and Construction Group » Yining » Xinjiang 835116;
3. Popularization Center of Nationdl Agricultural Technology » Beijing 100026, China)

Abstract . The data of six common buck wheat varieties(lines) obtained at 37test locations of the Regional

Common Buckwheat Varieties Test of China were e mployed to evaluate co mprehensively the yields of these vari -

eties by combined nonparametric method and rank analysis - The results show that the tested varieties differ in

yield capahility and stahility - Of the varieties » 8802and Pingqgiao Zhave a high and stable yield and Beizaosheng

has a high but unstable yield ; Yuqiao 4has a niddle and generally stable yield - and Guyin lhas a niddle tevel

and unstable yield , while Liugiao lhas alow but stable yield -

Key words : common buck wheat ;rank analysis ; yield capability :stahility



