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Table 1.Horticultural characteristics of ginger lily progenies from

%,
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hybridization
SARE KRR OFE AF T ALV ERER FrRE&
PPN S o 2
KG8601 75 21  + ¥ ki 7.8 12 18
KG8602 80 1.8 + #ffe 52 13 18
KG8603 101 2.0 ++ #dfFs 90 14 20
KG8604 105 21  + v id.< 48 8 11
KG8605 74 1.3  +  #dffs 81 11 14
KG8606 131 1.9 ++ kFd< 97 14 21
KG8607 112 15  + o fHe 7.8 14 18
KG8608 127 23 +++ v fd.« 108 16 21
KG8609 116 1.3  + kit 5.2 13 23
KG8610 83 1.4  + o 5.7 12 20
KG 8611 124 1.8  ++ v 7.4 13 16
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Table 1. Continue

FoaEL RE O AF T =d Tacol Y ERER P R

EAPANAA APA A 7

KG 8612 116 2.0 + i 5.3 10 15
KG 8613 76 1.7 + 2R 9.6 13 18
KG 8614 97 2.1 ++ 1 8.2 13 17
KG 8615 106 1.8 ++ R ¥ 5.7 14 14
KG 8616 89 2.1 ++ e 5.5 13 12
*f 95 2.0 +++ g 7 10.8 14 15

A 4+ B D+ kA L+
YRR esanE e Tz fod T o
o~ kb R R
1999 & 2 7 5 piEiF & i fGE% > N AR AL R AL ASE%

0o S ERArL 20 KGB608 B A 4 0 fvd v Tog e~ S EF] 0 Tk

109 S A REBAB A > AL R 16 wﬁu\yﬁ_w v E R e 21
B AR FE S o
# 2. KG8608 &7 » 3+ B IEHA MM & (5 - #)
Table 2. Comparison of horticultural characteristics between “KG8608”

and local cultivar in preliminary trial

e R B R OhF 0 4 TR ERER OF R
gk NEE O A A B
KG 8608 9445 2.440.2 +++ v 7§ .~ 10.940.2 16+2 21+1

A 9944 21101 +++ v 4 10.7+0.2 14+1 17+1
A 4+ B D+ KA
YRk & ] M RREE ;g»—h%g e om

2000 #:E{7% - & & GV RGER 0 BEE AR Y - £ o BB S A0(E

3) > KG8608 = d\%ﬁ_? A 0@ 247 KG8608 ¢ v fofF v H
TEERAMALIE TERFLE > ERRI LA Ak F F > KG8608 »
Hepenld o AT EF LR o B T4 Rl 2 KG8608 #ukfB ch » 65
n;cstsr 28 FEADRS C HHRF VHRBLRE o
Rk
2001 AR FTLRAS BY 2 A G- F EEFERR P FET S
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# 3.KG8608 &2 A+ A i H LKA A(5 - &)

Table 3. Comparison of horticultural characteristics between “KG8608” and
local cultivar in advanced trial

.

L e Y e o e »
. Y o ma em A ' TR OB OFR MR . LB
g i FE OER OEE =X sy 7 HEE
I [ w £] 1 . 1 =
d EE g A4 ) k¥ & OER DT A4
AU AN AN A 1 /p L AN X

KG8608 105a° 31a 7.6b 2.1a 16a +++ v 3.« 105a 4/6 19a 16.8a 251a 6a
8 111a 34a 9.0a22a 16a +++ v = 10.6a 54 18a 16.6a 192b 5a

B 4+ B L+ kA L+

YRk A M BREE B gt R o B

CrAYR-REXFAPRE AT HE LR AETIRE X R R T
(Duncan’s multiple range test) 5%#%g ¥ -k & o

(% 4)> m A FOHBEEA Y SHEE 0 TEREAS L6 ¢ 0 wImEF 4

R AR EELR o A RRRRLERd 2408 HHRTTE

12 KG8608 17149 25 i » 4 § S HBA- Ky Z1&4 - -d 9 fvq

B RAy TP ARELE o

% 4. KG8608 &» A ¥ fEF R B R FIE LKA 4(5% - &)

Table 4. Comparison of horticultural characteristics between “KG8608”
and local cultivar in first regional trial

bk

7 E A o e STE
E

S WA EE ER Ea G 4§ tEe w00 0 TROTT ER AT
oA AN A & AUNEEENS AV o £ Fd
e
KG8608 108 b’ 36.6a7.1a1.86a 8.8a +++ ;‘f ® % 109a 184a162a 20a 63a 7.2b

*+ 4 136a 39.2a79a200a85a +++ ¥ f- #4g 10.7a 150b 13.2b 18b 55b 11.1a

AT
KG8608 108b 30.0a7.2a160a 9.8a +++ . * % 10.8a 149a125a 18b 7.1a 7.7b
Ev no

A fE 120a 28.0a7.0a1.60a9.6a +++ v i- ~4¢r 106a 137b121a 20a 7.3a 114a

Yeh 4+ R e R
VIR AL R EnE B g2 fed o
frAYR-oWEFAMRE 0 A7 H LB AE R < 5 %50 2 (Duncan’s multiple
range test) 5%%8 ¥ -k & o
2002 & ERY A HRFE S ENRERE  BFREREES
KG8608 7= ~ -] 5 10.8 & &+ 4] » TfEL R 171 2~ > 35 &
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A fEARYE SR 0 20T A M KG8608 e R S v d o wPRE R
BABfaae TS AFER RS KG8608 % f &2 Ak fi4p i 5 &
Ho v AR ATy P RS KGB608 (hi-fak B 5 15.9 24
w24y AR AVRERBELZ P TEHFLR(LD) FES
£ R REREE > KGBB08 chf f i1k » I RV RTRAF 4
@mm’“FﬁF%%5pﬂ5~ﬂna5’?iﬁﬁmwwmﬁ&J’@
ERTTaTAPERATE LERF > LEES CERR & o

# 5. KG8608 &2 A3+ B § i R 2K FIEM KD B (¥ - &)

Table 5. Comparison of horticultural characteristics between “KG8608”

and local cultivar in second regional trial

=5 ,:nyu:f ‘_J:‘  E = j”i:ﬁ”‘z E,};\;,,
ey 3 WE ¥ W L X ey AT =4 &5 +
AR R OFE ERZE T, A p ot £ R Kk FKE
AR N DA A S Shoan e A S

B FFE

KG8608 98.4b732.7b 69a 1.91a80a +++ . 108a * % 128a171a 23a 64a 7.1b
H\ no

*¥ f8 1186a36.4a74a1.95a85a +++ v i~ 10.7a ~ 47 135a 16.5a 23a 6.5a 11.5a
FHET

KG8608 116.3b365a 7.2a 2.30a 84b +++ .  107a * % 135a 159a 24a 64a 7.0b
H\ no

b6 141.3a38.0a80a 2202 9.7a +++ ¢ 7= 10.7a A%t 149a 146b 20b 6.8a 11.2a

YA L+ F i+ A L+
YRR A Ersaml g T fod T oo
PIAY R - WEFAAARY  AF S LB ALTIEE S RBRT
(Duncan’s multiple range test) 5%#%g ¥ -k % o

EERHPREF 12002+ 12 6p~107" 29 p
2002 # 1% 15 p~10"* 28 p
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YR 0 IRE R (BT )2 il (70 & LR R 2 o
R ES “r# 3 1“)?5&13 fe Fdo(& 6) R R BHBURARE RRHA
TRAFRBEE B9 nARREREFRF » KG8B08 Je b & 27.2% @
HRihAm gy 191% 5 - 2 FE2 2 AR F M ¥ AL T
3.6% ; B I 1 ) fé fe & & 10.5%4} % *> KG8608 7 10.3% = &7 v &
BoATMRREETHE > KGBB08 fek F 5 5% HEiiy fEE
7 02% - 41 #~i§L Efnr RERRREEF T H - BEAT AALE
0.7% - é_zkii%“,f 7 KG8608 At i fe & 5 5 2.2%%h » 2 5HIEE £ A fe
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Table 6. Survey of the disease and insect pests of ginger lily “KG8608”
and local cultivar

kY B & () AR MRy ETA RERC

_______________________________ O/ e
s KG8608 3.5 272 35 103
ad L] 2.4 19.1 1.1 10.5
KG8608 0.2 5.0 0.6 0.3
™ u
oy 1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.2
KG8608 0.5 2.2 0.5 0.0
3
A 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0

A e 2 X 2.5-5m2
YA k=g T P/ AR S B x100
F@}%a_ﬁi #/B B % F #ikx100
IR

WM BT PR R L L KGBB0B X R ¢ T I S i
(% 7)) 5eat ] %2 il Ha) BT B E2HEA TR Y
te— ALiE iR > BT v £ & 80-120kg/ha 6 B T 15 4 4 *"il“ff*
SEFAAC T B en § RA oBE  §BFT Y £ 5 140kghha - § kit
m;aﬁ*’{@ﬂéapHﬁﬁ%’%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁ/’éé@ b F
21§ I FE MK B S 4o(R 8) 0 KGB608 gipr# i 5 * 80-120 =
TR FRER C TEL 2 B AR EEFRT PR e a B o
PUBR 279 120 2 T 2R > e d BT A TIE 207 140 2 g

ﬁ»{ﬁi TE F o THAe(& 8) e m ¥ AR S T 0 BEERE 2 120
T’ﬁ’f%-kyfi ‘121;&&% ’Vﬂéﬁ}m@ﬁﬁﬂ)‘ﬁ@@@ﬂ]ﬁiﬂ°bTu

4 KG8608 i35 £5 28 N 5 200 27 ~ P,Os £.120 2 7 ~ KO %
200 2 7 o
2N BB R

BB ABYF FEF o BRAo(R 9)H KGBB08 11 i7thiE 130x50 %
150x50 24 & B A hd o @ B i hFE MR ot d C EL CE T T
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Table 7. The soil fertility of ginger lily in Chu-Tian area

"y pH O.M. P K Ca Mg
g 0w g /14
I g/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg
9T 5.3+0.1 19+1 78.7£8.1  61.0%6.1 796.0£70.1  91.7£8.7

3 AT {4
5.3+0.1 23+2  77.0+7.8 63.3%6.5 589.3+65.2 98.7+9.1
(P05 80kg/ha)
X5 AT 14
o 5.8+0.2 23+2  89.0+8.5 62.7+6.3 802.7485.7 110.0+10.6
(P205100kg/ha)
3G BT {4
54+0.2 2241  90.0+9.1 60.0+6.1 648.0+62.5 96.3+9.6
(P20s120kg/ha)
LR L
5
(P20s5140kg/ha)
% 8. pasv st 4 KG8608 &2 Ay fa g W FIE LKA &
Table 8. Horticultural characteristics of ginger lily “KG8608” and local

cultivar treated with different phosphate fertilizers

2+0.1 23+1 79.0+8.4 85.3+8.1 566.3£55.9 90.748.5

- sk - n Y s E a2 ¥
N . . oEE xR AL 75 Hike
RRZ tkd R OER OFE 7 FEE -
B < R Bk FTAE
N:P,O5:K,O 2 4 A AW AW & AN AR i Fa
KG8608

200:80:200 113.3a” 37.3a 7.4a 207b 7a 10.6a 16.7b 207.9b 26a 6.6b
200:100:200 114.0a 36.8a 7.5a 2.18a 7a 10.7a 17.7a2272a 27a 6.7b
200:120:200 115.5a 38.1a 7.7a 222a 7a 108a 18.0a 230.0a 26a 7.7a
200:140:200 108.4a 36.3a 7.4a 208b 7a 10.6a 16.7b 214.8b 26a 7.3ab

A fE
200:80:200 130.7a 39.4a 86a 205a 7a 105a165a 187.0a 21a 10.7b

200:100:200 128.3a 39.8a 8.3a 205a 7a 10.6a 17.3a 181.2a 21a 10.9ab

200:120:200 127.0a 389a 82a 201a 7a 10.7a16.5a 179.3a 21a 121a

200:140:200 127.8a 37.5a 83a 2.02a 7a 10.6a 16.6a 178.0a 21a 11.8a

VI A B E BB T ok T o

RV FR-FERYFARE O ATFE LR AEIE N R R T
(Duncan’s multiple range test) 5%#%g % -k & -
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M A fE 7R T HREE 13050 24 A B B F 0 H =t 5 150x50 2 & o F g A

"

4 & E %k KG8608 7 thie 130~150x50 = &
%9 BFUrRAdmFELEDL L
Table 9. Horticultural characteristics of ginger lily treated with different

FrgF i g e

densities
LL My ED g ¥R fe tjy“fé ot vee
7 4B P P PN & AR AR 2 i /emP
KG8608
150x50 =4~ 71.3b* 252c 5.4c 149a 8b 106a 148a 143.3b 20c 52a
150x70 >4 69.7bc 27.5b 55bc 1.53a 8b 10.7a 146a 154.0a 22b  41b
130x50 >4~ 77.6a 29.1a 58a 155a 8b 10.8a 150a 152.6a 22b 55a
130x70 2 4~ 742ab27.8ab 6.0a 155a 9a 10.3a 14.3a 158.3a 27a 44b
KB fh
150x50 >4~ 99.2b 357a 82a 1.82a 7a 107a 16.3a 1742a 21b 80a
150x70 >4~ 886c 31.9b 7.3b 152b 7a 106a 16.1a 149.3b 24a 64b
130x50 2 4~ 128.8a 31.6b 7.1b 155b 7a 10.7a 16.1a 1541b 18c 8la
130x70 24 90.6c 332b 7.0b 159b 7a 102a 165a 156.7b 19c 70ab
YRR A Bl e B ok oo
R R-oREFARRE O AT R LR AENEA S RBR T
(Duncan’s multiple range test) 5%#%g & -k & -
5 =
#5427 5.(KG8608) 5 ~ 154 » HHRE 4§ » 754 v EF w0 B AK fEh
Bt ZRP R VRETRBEATOSE > « RE R DWRH
i SO o B REBRAF AR O- B BREHLEBY ¥

AR PP ETA RS EHRS TR LVE B
GRE 120 B R T RS SRR fﬁ?ﬁﬁMSUwOQQ’E
A kEEB0 oA oz w B & 2 N % 200 27 - P,Os 2120 2 7

Ki)émmz%’%%§w~mW£§%SW%M%aéwﬁ*vﬁE@40W
%ﬁ%~ﬁi”’“ﬁﬁw%%ﬁiw’ﬁﬁ”60m%ﬁ$:ﬁﬁw’&
s n 40%:ng 5 2 50%:nin e i 3 i £ R E‘E“‘“P' A0 B o L E
R ERE PE ] 5100 LB ﬁP’@f“f@" =% R AR
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Development of the New Ginger Variety
Kaohsinng 7

Jer-Fu Sheu '
Abstract

Ginger is one of the important cut flower in Taiwan during summer
period. Pingtung County is its main productive area. In order to enhance
new color and fragrance of ginger, a hybrid-breeding program was
preceded. Kaohsiung 7 was selected from a hybrid progeny in 1997.
Through strain selection and preliminary trial, we selected Kaohsiung 7 to
proceed with regional trial, fertilizer and density experiments from 2000 to
2003, due to its new color and fragrance. This variety was finally named in
2004. The inflorescence of Kaohsiung 7 is tight squeeze and petal is white
with yellow heart. We can recommend this new variety to local farmer,
which can promote the quality of ginger cut flower.

Key words : Ginger Lily, New Variety

' Assistant researcher, Kaohsiung District Agricultural Research and
Extension Station.
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