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HE: MR A ZAFEZE Chenopodium quinoa FSEAERTPH EFHLX A& 2 RAVE SR 2R, X51H TEAND
MARFEFE (Q ~ Qu) WKW FEZLRZMRRIA T . Xl & HMCEE =& | RN LA TR . 45
SR, 10 A R FE 3 W SEAE W v B X R W] TR AR, FE R S R 27 d, W] B S 5 10 763.9
~ 13 888.9 kg-hm?, & RHF R MERALE; RYER ERRIBA, RRESAFEEE RIS 9 MFEMIY
ZMEFTE— N ZESR, BRARE (CV) WREPNGHET . F>E>iERih>p-91% b FE>2H>aN>H A BRI >
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Agronomic Characters and Evaluation on Nutritional Quality of Sprouts of Different
Chenopodium quinoa Lines
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Abstract: On July 15", 2020, seeds of 11 introduced Chenopodium quinoalines lines were under sowed in young Camellia oleifera stand in Qingyuan,
Zhejiang province. On August 10" of the current year, sprouts were collected. The results showed that the 11 lines could grow normally and the
edible stem yield was 10 763.9-13 888.9 kg/ha, with no significant difference among lines. Essential nutrients in sprouts had differences among
different lines. Zinc content had the largest coefficient of variability, 34.94%. Comprehensive evaluation was made on nutritional quality. Grading of
nutritional quality of different lines demonstrated that 2 lines could be extended for cultivation in Qingyuan.
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RSS2, AT 5000 ZAEMBIREDTH , R ED IR FEAR a e < —, BRAREmEFRMEY,
B A E R U LU A G AR 2B R B EATRg A RS REETT, S2m. M
B . TS SRR, R DR MR AR A S, (RS mR . RS
Je, BRI TR SRR RN FERE, B R AR LI SO, R, HR L k.
Fitg, WAL AR, SRSk, MY, M. WL TSR A 5 R v s NS R
ARE S, (HN R EE T RS HIX, SRR, P X e 32 3 e st i S R
AR IE F ARG EIIRE, SR AN IR EEGEN, R BE A R R R I & ST &
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1 MpE 7

1.1 RXIE AR

R T LA RICEITAR £ Mt R EE R Y, “/NETR” A Camellia oleifera ZFkH, HuFHEAFRA
119°26'20.2"E, 27°32'2.5"N, 4 F¥)SIRA 14.4C, 34 H (7 H ) I9IEA 23.4C, 848 H (1 H) Wik 4.67C,
SRR RN 1 765.3 mm, =10CHERE N 4 686.6°C. IRIGHLHEIL A 1 018 m, I, pH5.52, KARMERS
B9 227 mg-kgt, ARLEES RN 711 mg-kg, RIS ER 123 mg-kgl,

2020 4F 3 M, WAREHCRA 1 AEAR R Eb , SRICARARR, nilh KRR B3 Ktk 45T KAk
275, Wim#y 15cm, FMESEE M 1333 Fk-hm?,
1.2 R

HEIRFEEZ W RMPRL LR 1 REFRIS 0 3 SR A S A HUIEC bR S A PUIEATR A ), N+P,0s+K,0 =5%,
AOTE=45% ), Bra i fe b i B0 AE AR E A S A IECAL SR AR S TR Ry AR A 0], B3R5 =42%,
N : P,Os : K,0=18 : 10 : 14, ARGHEREE=5x10"4, AHF=15%) .

*1 HAFERRESKR

Table 1 Lines and provenance of C. quinoa

il R FRLEIE, K SRES FRLEIE, KR

Q H Hft AR & R S SRR Q 1 T EAMBESE R

Q H HiRr ARl RA & S 2 R Qs izl T ERMBIEBEER

Qs H Hft OB & R S SRR Qo fizEan TEAMBEBE R

Qs ANy i fOl R E B R AR Qu H AL DO R R
Qs H B PG AL R A T Qu H bR O O RER TS
Qs H rh BB L AR R Y

1.3 It

RIG TR ER, AFEFE RN EEMGR, FYLUXHR, SO 2m’, $#1.0m
x2.0 mAi, EE 3K, T 202047 H 15 HEEFN, FAABLFUSAEFE, WK 5 cm 245, 178 20 cm, ¥)%)
R, PR 7 g 40HT, ERUGESAYUILE 1 om 47, &L 3 dREK, R EBERrEYESE AR 0.2
kg-m?, SAIKHEN o
14 NEMBSH®
141 wE5/m&E T 202048 H 10 HEEN SR, SACFERALIEE 10 AN 8 s 2 FE 2200 P
SRS AT AT & S, RSB S R (kg-hm?) .
142 EBFRER WTEENSZSCRNEG, HBGSREEEFERIEE 1 AR RIS E RO A 555
ZETOMR ST R AN O T SR RE o M E N2 571, K43 : GB 5009.3—2006( 55—4 ) ; Z5 it : GB 5009.5
—2006 ( 55—i%) ; Helji: GB 5009.6—2016; B -#i% h3: GB 5009.83—2016; 443 E: GB 5009.82—2016;
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5 %: GB5009.268—2016; % : BLild 7% NI 7LD, AL GB 5009.33—2006; ‘B (P Zjih)
(2015) .
1.5 HUREAIE

iz FH SPSS19.0 MBSk . PEE TR R T, FIHRIEREGERE SRR S A N . BB E
BT

(1) FJremEutE s

(Xj_Xmin)

U(X]) - (Xmax—Xmin) ] - 1,2’ ..... n ( l)
(Xj—Xmin) .
U(Xj)=1—m ]=1,2, """ n (2)

KA, XN A FHRME, Koo FR5R | DT E/ME, Xina RS | ANPFHIS R

(2) ZGEIFH A

ilU(Xj)
D, = JI=
N

R, D RARIBEAE SN, N BB IERE TR
2 HERE M

21 FEBEAEZERNEZRZMHRK

2 00, S MARFEF M 2020 4E 7 H 15 HiEME 8 H 10 HRlk, DilH 27 d, RIEHAEY, BR Q4.
Qo B LT A4, HoAt sl R A O B A sk, Akl SR 2 A B 25 (F=8.276, P=0.000
<0.05) , Q1. Qs. Q6. Q5 Qy. Qs QIIEFHZINZEREE (P<0.05) , 1M Q7. Qs Qo QuFUHI M)
SR Qu ML B iy, 1k 13 888.9 kg-hm™®, Q, HYEEF= R4k, 4 10 763.9 kg-hm™®, BiZ 434 3 125 kg-hm?,
11 NARMEFEHEIT A Q> Q10> Q1> Q2> Qs> Qo> Qg> Q6= Q7> Q3> Q,, 5 AR B MY = T 22 SR R YR B 2
K- (F=1.345, P=0.268>0.05)

R2 TEGRAREEFNEERZMR
Table 2 Main agronomic characters of sprouts of different C. quinoa lines

LGEN R/ H) e H) RO H) LIt Bi i i/em {7 i/ (kg-hm)
Q 715 7.19 8.10 o) 33.4£2.7a 12 037.0+2 093.0
Q. 7.15 7.19 8.10 Yifa, 28.9+3.5b 11921.3+1 3145
Qs 7.15 7.19 8.10 240, 24.6+2.1c 10 879.6+530.4
Q 7.15 7.19 8.10 ARE) 24.3+1.1c 10 763.9+347.2
Qs 7.15 7.19 8.10 o) 32.8+1.9a 11 574.1+1 403.2
Qs 7.15 7.19 8.10 Yufs, 32.8+3.3a 11111.1+1 0417
Q 7.15 7.19 8.10 o) 31.8+1.47ab 11111.1+1 388.9
Qs 7.15 7.19 8.10 Lrfa, 31.7+3.0ab 11 342.6+1 060.8
Qs 7.15 7.19 8.10 ARE) 30.2+1.6ab 11 458.3+2 083.4
Quo 7.15 7.19 8.10 2 30) 32.8+2.1a 13 425.9+2 463.4
Qu 7.15 7.19 8.10 240, 30.7+3.3ab 13 888.9+1 513.5

22 AEmBERZERIE @R

221 FRBRSZFBEHER I LLAMAREIZEEN 10 MEPRET TR, WRBEAR B 4R
B 7 A NRDTESAFIT NS TR FIRRR . fHIREE . B 3 AR BB AR sy,
MZERWIE 1o P 105, BRUEAERE (J o HERE, B-HAERE, y-4AERE, 3-4AERE) R,
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AIEERBEFECEN & O N EE W Z BFEE—ENESR, BRARE (CV) HARBV/MNOHEF AR 55> igiah>
B BB N &> B> RN A HIR> S/KE, Hi, CV<10%M) s EEhE/KE . EAEBFHRER; CV 7
10% ~ 0% NN, B, B-9IE M. M S RIE6.3 ~17.20 mg-kg ), SRERETAR QAT BEIE
AR Qe 2.73 1%, HARRREHE K, b 34.94%.

#3 TRGBREAREZHRTEEFBILER

Table 3 Essential nutrients of sprouts of different C. quinoa lines

BE A% Eﬁlﬁﬁ_l BN R -4 I%l i E 5 . 12 . N R Eﬁﬁéﬁ% B R

/(g-100g~)  /(g-100g™) /(mg-100g™) /(mg-100g~) /(mg-kg™) /(mg-kg™) /(mg-kg”)  /(mg-kg") /(g-100g~)
Q 90.5 2.41 0.40 18.10 - 650 17.20 20779 1533 0.92
Q. 925 2.10 0.30 16.50 - 713 8.27 18 786 1268 1.39
Qs 922 2.05 0.30 13.80 - 649 7.82 18 601 1093 1.48
Q. 92.4 2.05 0.40 8.49 - 638 8.28 17 699 2480 0.87
Qs 91.0 2.27 0.40 21.50 - 1357 15.90 18 502 2184 1.22
Qs 922 2.46 0.30 18.70 - 673 8.07 17111 2148 1.13
Q 92.0 2.23 0.30 24.30 - 623 7.91 19 125 1735 1.23
Qs 92.4 2.47 0.30 17.80 - 676 6.30 19 986 2473 0.74
Qs 928 2.45 0.40 23.90 - 556 7.48 15 909 2095 0.83
Quo 92.1 2.58 0.30 18.80 - 745 9.07 19615 2164 1.24
Qu 925 2.32 0.40 21.70 - 656 9.82 17 888 2721 0.82
EHE 92.05 231 0.35 18.51 - 721.45 9.65 18 545.55 1990.36 1.08
brfEZE 0.66 0.18 0.05 4.36 - 206.18 3.37 1.306.06 496.48  0.24
CVI% 0.72 7.59 14.41 23.56 - 28.58 34.94 7.04 2494 2238

222 EHREFFREBHAFN X 1SR FEFEESR T 9 NVE TR TR TSR IR R E T, Hor AR
TEAFIT ANAREFRREKE . EE. B, B-8IE bR, 5. B 6 MEbME A (1) R EUE;
TR EIREL . B 3 MARHENME A (2) HERIEREUE, AKX (3) HHGEWNIREREE (D) ,
TN AR IR 3. RIBF 3 LR THNEE R, JPRIER R R AR E TR PO ), 11 AN R B
SEEFRMBHET A Qo> Qs> Q11> Q1> Qs> Q10> Q4> Qs> Q7> Q2> Q5o

*4 TRRARZHFREFRDRESITENELE

Table 4 Comprehensive evaluation on nutritional quality of sprouts of different C. quinoa lines

ww KR BAW NG pEIBNE ® B mm mmih BF o
% (g100g") /(g-100g") /(mg-100g") Amgkg?) fmgkgl) [(mg-kg®) M(mg-kg®)  /(g-100g")
Q1 0 0.679 1.000 0.608 0.117 1.000 0 0.730 0.757 0.543 4
Q2 0.870 0.094 0 0.507 0.196 0.181 0.409 0.893 0.122 0.363 10
Qs 0.739 0 0 0.336 0.116 0.139 0.447 1.000 0 0309 11
Qs 0.826 0 1.000 0 0.102 0.182 0.632 0.148 0.824 0.413 7
Qs 0.217 0.415 1.000 0.823 1.000 0.881 0.468 0.330 0.351 0.609 2
Qs 0.739 0.774 0 0.646 0.146 0.162 0.753 0.352 0.473 0.449 5
Qs 0.652 0.340 0 1.000 0.084 0.148 0.340 0.606 0.338 0.390 9
Qs 0.826 0.792 0 0.589 0.150 0 0.163 0.152 1.000 0.408 8
Qg 1.000 0.755 1.000 0.975 0 0.108 1.000 0.385 0.878 0.678 1
Quo 0.696 1.000 0 0.652 0.236 0.254 0.239 0.342 0.324 0.416 6
Qu 0.870 0.509 1.000 0.836 0.125 0.323 0.594 0 0.892 0.572 3

223 EHREFAHR Ll DEASEMER PSS, 53R~ ( Dmax— Dmin) /4=0.092 7, Hi S EERMIK 1)
SR ANER, maalbrEk D D, M, V&, Wk 4. DR ATTHL, 11 N RFEEESEAE RN R UL
HKmFAmE, HE Qi Qs Qs QuoX 4 MMFR; VEMAA 3, H Qo Qs Qs NHWMAFA 24, K Q1.
Qu; THWMAA 24, Hh Qs. Qoo HHr, LT . NRIFEZNREFTMIERE RN, EE1EREmTEE
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Table 5 Grading of nutritional quality of sprouts of different C. quinoa lines

Va3 I I 11T v
Sy eRbriE >0.586 >0.493 ~ 0.586 0.401 ~ 0.493 <0.401
MR Qs. Qo Q1. Qu Qs. Q6. Qs. Qo Q2. Qs. Qr
3 Hib5itik
3.1 ZEig

TEWTVU B HLIX P TC L5 | BERY 11 AN FE3 5 R S e S ol EH ARG, GRS R 27 d, T & A s et
FEEEA 10 763.9 ~ 13 888.9 kg-hm?, F AR MMERARRE; BREAR ERRBE, NS RFEEE R
T INTFERSZ BIFE—ERES:, R 25 (CV) dRBVMHET i 55> RS B -913 M &> B>
FEWi>EAFR>HEER>GKE, Hp, BESELRREEmK, h 3494%; EFRMREATENHEF A
Qo> Q5> Q11> Q1> Qs> Q10> Qs> Qs> Q7> Q> Q33 EFRN M I MM AR Qs. QoimFR, IHMMES 214, A
Q1. Qu, HAh 7 MR MIMAIN,

AR & R 0T & R B~ 8 B R, BRI T R Qs Qo i R U1 A4 MBS i Stk 1Y)
FEMA, THPH) Q. Qu RS G =HE N e R L B EERT,

3.2 itig

1A SR BEFAE DT T IEH AR K 3 TG 46 27 RINa] & R s = B 7E 10 763.9 ~ 13 888.9 kg-hm?,

5yt 13 M5 R BEFE SRR AR 9 988.3 ~ 1.249.1 kg-hm? AH24 P 35X 158 BHEE F2 16 Ay i SRR 0 S M3 S 2Rk 5
ATARICL F BRI A R 2 W SE PP B, 2 . SRPESEFEIBES (#EHR 36 m, 112°25" E, 28°32'N)
TR SRR, 7 X PR 15 A SR ShARTIEES R 2.71 kg-m2, 2.84 kg-m PP
BAEHSEE D E TR (MK 51 ~ 65 m, 114.6° E. 37.9° N) JFE 5 MEFEN AN S IFRIE LI, 5N hERY
RESVEAE AT, HOTVE R RS R, BB 87RIK 1 500 kg-hm™P; FHFS/ERE (i
51887 m, 102°25' B, 24°45' N) J& L6 Py 5136 135 My 2220 nistf% AR PRI IE 800, 135 /yFii
B FE R RIEH A, FEImGE A M Ve ok SeaE 2 11 4500, DL EBRgT ey, 3232 WS phiX sk
BRZBCHRKFSE A H R BB R I AORR S, wT ISR . (RS i 7 Rt 2

TEHHTAPICE, 11 ANFEE S R SEIEF RIS 27 d, %ﬁ%?*%w%ﬁ%%&%%&m(%ﬁ
4 H,EPEASIE R 18.25°C ), RHEEBHEAR:Y 40 dU( A SRR 15CLL L, AR HRE 20 ~ 25T )
FOAb Ry 45 d (#E4 H 15 H—5 H 30 H ) . HJFERTREIE S R0 S R al, Walfe iR
R, RIS IR IR B, SRR KRR AR, Mg 2 W A K i %émlﬁ%w
FFSh H B #E 2 P2 XA, BT U A A, IR, B2 SRR e Bk, 3l AR ) B
k,E@%ﬁﬁmF%Eﬁoﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ@~%mmlﬁm$ﬂ%EHM%n,Iﬁm%@~%fﬁ%éﬂ
R AEREIR 1000 m LU A

ISR, #3205 R A RE TR EW LR T LRI R R A e R, B P e 5%

SR BTEAEIE SRR, PRI RIEE , AR TR SRR ) BRI RS, PRI, 7 F5 ot R 3%
BHik ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%sw%ﬁHﬁaaaimmmgﬁaAMEﬁIT2%~zwgwwﬁﬁchm&L
RO R S5 S Y s 455 B 556 ~ 1357 mg-kgt, FESTEAE 6.3~17.2mg-kg?, RO R 2h
M AEIREL ST EAE 1093 ~ 2 721, mg-kg™ 5 B2 BR SE PRGN 25 AT . 11 ANEEZE Sh R TSRS ik 3%
E, S#ams™ frmgs RL AR SR i % E &80 2.9 mg-100 g U2 R 3, Hif
J5 R REE— 5T
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