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Studies on Introduction, Screening, Nutritional and Utilization of Purple Sweet Potate
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A cademy of Agricultural Sciences, Fujian Key Laboratory of Measurement of A gricultural, Fuzhou,
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Abstract: In this study, comprehensive evaluation of agronomic characters, nutritional components, processing
quality and adaptation in eighteen purple sweet potato varieties were carried out T he resulis showed that Fushu
No 9, F22-158, 58009 and Jishu No 18 had the characteristics of fine exterior, high quality and palatability, which
are suitable for being purple sweet potato edible varieties Weixiang No 1 and Jishu 18 has such perfimance
characters as fine exterior, high quality and palatability, which are suitable for purple sweet potato processing
varieties varieties is better suited for and anthocyanidin extraction. Further study on stenrleaf yield, sweet potato
yield, leaf area coefficient and T/R value of sweet potato processing varieties, we founded that strengthening
management in early culture stage for Weixiang No 1 were very favorable in obtaining a high yield, but extension
growth period and prevention leaf drop were conducive to the high yield of Jishu No 18.
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Table 1 Data of 18 purple sweet potato varieties from variety comparison in 2007
T/R
(m) () (8 () ((mg-hg ) (%) (%)
9 1800 110 5000 35 450 15 301 184 124 A
13 411 91 3300 34 665 126 229 189 050 O
1 12722 75 1300 30 420 56 2.8 208 031 O
58009 1900 110 7000 25 400 8 4 295 1727 175 a0
F22 158 1450 120 5500 21 650 257 3.0 203 085 A
1 915 104 1900 417 695 6 53 2.8 1.8 Q27 @]
1 U1 94 2100 54 505 9 4 279 179 04 O
2 %1 95 3500 49 505 17.0 362 2.2 069 O
02520-1 1052 53 250 30 435 193 3722 282 052 O
176 1662 107 4150 31 535 382 29 209 078 A
18 2300 80 6000 25 503 19.0 250 130 L19 Oa
57( CK1) 1020 91 2151 25 700 - 243 142 031 A
73(CK2) 1000 100 3507 33 500 - 21 1.3 07 A
56 0.3 87 458 47 675 156 2745 175 063 A
4 20907 74 454 57 510 1345 300 20 08 A
713 1827 79 252 23 355 151 205 215 063 A
13-4 1227 88 3100 34 455 350 45 265 068 Oa
1 1430 99 4000 55 560 181 372 22 071 Oa
A , O |
22 5
2 ; ;
, S 16 320~ 5 9 F22-158
52 665 kg * hm™?, , 1 58009 18 4
52 065 kg * hm °, 39 465
kg * hm™°, ; 18 23
39 495 kg * hm™?, 31 110 kg * hm™?
: CKe ( 4), C
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Table 2 Identification data from multiple location in 2008 for processing varieties of purple sweet potato
CK;, CKz CK; CK > CK; CK» CK; CK» CK;  CKs
(%) (%) (%) (%) (X%) (%) (%) (%) (*%) (%)
1 41415 76 21 4 42510 16 4 30 8 520605 179 44 3 39465 121 40 3 41025 80 36 1
18 35880 -6 7 52 33255 -89 24 39495 - 10 6 94 31110 - 11 7 06 37500 - 13 24 4
13 31575-179 -175 30285 - 170 -68 37155 - 159 30 27480 -220 -23 2598 -3L6 -138
1 31125 191 -88 27495 - 247 -15 4 38445 - 13 0 65 28755 - 18 4 22 24660-351 -182
58009 36585 -4 9 72 25110 - 3.2 -227 34620 - 21.6 -40 20160 -428 -283 16320-570 -906
73(CKz) 34125-11 3 - 32490 - 11. 0 - 36090 - 18 3 - 28125 - 20 1 - 30150- 20 6 -
57( CK;4 38475 - 127 36510 - 12 4 4175 - 22 4 35220 - 252 3799 - 26 0
kg e hm~ 2
3 2008
Table 3 Identification data from multiple location in 2008 for fresh-eat varieties of purple sweet potato
CK;,
CK, CK, CK, CKi (kg* hm-2)  (£%)
(kg* hm=2) (£%) (kg® hm=2) (£%) (kg* hm2) (£%) (kg* hm2) (%)
9 27525 0 -2809 31995 0 - 318 35160 0 - 18 2 29610 0 -2.9 31065 0 -265
13 34140 0 - 11 8 38820 0 - 1723 37155 0 - 13 8 39075 0 -3.7 37297 0 - 11 8
F22-158 30045 0 - 224 36450 0 -223 37980 0 - 117 35670 0 - 121 35037 8 - 17 2
176 34965 0 -98 38595 0 - 177 40965 0 -47 37980 0 -6.4 38127 8 -98
18 34605 0 - 106 39000 0 - 16 8 38655 0 - 101 41325 0 1.2 38397 8 -92
*13 34515 0 - 10 8 40725 0 - 132 39585 0 -79 36165 0 -10. 8 37747 5 - 107
13-4 25995 0 -328 313350 -332 33204 6 -228 28965 0 - 8.6 29875 7 -29 4
1 24570 0 -365 20495 0 -350 32662 5 -240 33810 0 -16.6 30384 6 - 282
57(CKy) 38700 0 - 46920 0 - 42990 0 - 40560 0 - 42292 5 -
4
Table 4 Nutritive components in purple sweet potato
C A
(mge hg ) (mg=hg™ ) (%) (%) (%) (mgehe ) (%) (%)
9 4 17 2 07 1. 78 1 62 0 22 0 001 3450 25215 079
1 12 00 2 05 0. 92 0 74 0 20 0 013 3416 19 644 0 99
58009 7 63 4 50 1. 62 1 32 0 23 0 002 7660 29800 0 72
18 6 90 4 53 1. 03 0 83 0 20 0 019 7550 20770 0 95
F22-158 6 70 3A75 1145 1122 a12 0 003 6580 251680 O 81
57(CKy) 101 46 155 1126 a 97 a 07 o 001 2583 211134 A 73
T-3(CK») 151 10 71 00 0191 o 65 a 90 0 001 11666 200830 0 90
214 " 5~ 210,
T/R 1 57 (CKo2) 73 (CK)1)
) 18 ; 1
T/R 5 5~ 7d, 57 (CK1) , 18
. ; 30d, 73 (CK2) 60 d,
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Table 5 Yield indexes in stem, leaf, root tuber and the leaf area coefficdent, T/R value for processing variety of sweet potato

(d)

30 60 90 120 142( )
1 17 34 43 33 18
18 210 42 49 41 30
57(CKy) 117 36 45 37 2 4
7-3(CKy) 115 313 42 34 27
1 7031 3 2173 1 2387 2 15641 5 8731 1
18 71819 2244 8 2542 2 28321 8 1936 6
57(CK) 6721 9 20181 5 25021 5 19001 6 1143 3
7-3(CKy) 4921 3 1444 7 1877 8 17221 2 1167 9
1 9831 3 14921 0 223510 2816 4
18 6781 81 11400 0 1876 0 2333 2
57(CKy) 734 0 1270 3 20431 7 2545 0
+3(CKy) 61310 10981 1 17031 1 2246 6
T/R 1 221 11 60 0170 0131
18 331 223 1181 0183
57(CK,) 275 197 0193 0149
7-3(CKy) 236 171 1101 0152
, 1 R 18
, " T/R , 1
, T/R
) ) ; 18 ) )
18 s s s
, )
Witk 25 32 ’
,
31 18 ,
) )
, )
R 9 F22-158 58009 s y y
18 ) y )
; 1 18 R



228 A 26
, [c] /7 , 2005: 234- 240.
300~ 350 d, e '
[c] // , 2005: 267- 271.
[3] ,
’ [cy//
), , 2005: 284- 287.
[4] . [J]. , 1994,
(7), 166- 168.
[5] [J]
, 1999, (6), 23- 24.
[6] , , , . 9
[J1. , 2009, 26 (6): 500- 503.
[7] , , . / 8 0
[J]. , 211, (1): 60— 61.

(FoAE st FTSCHE)



