1o~ a R BRI AR TR R

205 % - BT EEE LS I~T 50 o R 67505 3~T7 &
it ;zf; o121 20 5Lt 4l B (R~S)> & B 67 5L ¥ 42l &
(MR~S) SHIETCE 20 LA R BB TS T mEF R RE(S)
o B 67 %ﬁﬁ T 5H 3~5F ¢ i ¥ B (MR~MS) (F B % B £t
23> 2001~2003 ) it R EE T 0 TORE 20 BREr S B 67 B Ay B
Z iRt EA IR PRAFET - PIEF RS A LT RT
ARRIFL D ER A E AR N AA T D BGRB8
BRPERBFEEAE -

AERMES G 2082 % - ~ - B iTE KRR L 3~5& 1
~5> T35 37823 SR 6T HKRAER G 3~TH 1I~T> -
- WIS A3 2 3.7 =i 20 HLip Rft— ~ 2 HIEF R o R 67
B s Ez & ITE RS- e TR 0 T 20 52 LJ’: 2
2002 T2 R EF P0G L E R Gt R &k (F
F % B ¥ 23> 2001~2003) °

BT R0 EE - T I~5% 0 SR B7THE 5%
SHIFLE~9% 0 SR B7THL 55~ - IR FT RS
BO7T5 M arHgt# T2 mlikE o d *?;,?Pq ER T
BRI E  KES RPRFF IFRIFT IR A g SH T
2 MG T 20548 B T AT SR 67 5L HmiF- B ivfEF A

B2 RHF 24w E o

AR E G o205 % - HIFL 5~T &2 HITL 5%
o R B7TELY 5 5~T o A K BT Bl o i &R

%13 FTE 20508 o R 67 SLa dd ek~ ip R s AR B T B sk ot
Table 13. Comparison of cold tolerance, lodging, on-panicle sprouting and shattering
between HL20 and TNG67.

Crop  Variety year  cold tolerance** lodgingindex*? onHpanicle Sprouting (%) **  Shattering (%6)**

2001 1 5 34(5) 26(7)
HLoo . 2002 5 3 23(1) 20(5)
2003 7 3 41(5) 18(5)
1 Range 1~7 3~5 23~41(1-5) 18~26(5-7)
2001 3 7 34(5) 41(7)
TNG67 2002 7 3 37(5) 31(7)
(ck) 2003 3 3 45(5) 25(5)
Range 3~7 3~7 34~45(5) 25~41((5-7)

2 HL20 2001 7 1 76(9) 10(5)




2002 7 5 83(9) 12(5)
2003 7 1 39(5) 14(5)
Range 7 1~5 39~83(5-9) 10~14(5)
2001 3 3 77(9) 31(7)
TNGs7 2002 5 7 84(9) 25(5)
(k) 2003 5 1 33(5) 24(5)
Range 3~5 1~7 33~84(5-9) 24~31(5-7)

*1.
k2.
*3.

x4,

The rating of cold-tolerance was performed by Tauyuan DAIS.

The lodging score was according to the report of Tauyuan DARES.

The classifications of preharvest sprouting were according to the report of Hualien
DARES.

The classifications of shattering were according to the report of Hualien DAIS.



