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Preliminary screening of Pyrus pyrifolia Nakai combination with different
mature periods based on fuzzy synthetic evaluation of fruit quality

WAN Chunyan',MI Lin',GUO Da*,QIAO Yushan?, HUO Hengzhi',
CHEN Bingyi', LI Jinfeng' , CHEN Xueping'
(1 Zhenjiang Institute of Agricultural Sciences of Jiangsu Hilly Area ,Jurong,Jiangsu 212400, China;

2 College of Horticulture , Nanjing Agricultural University , Nanjing,Jiangsu 210095, China)

Abstract :[Objective] This study established a model for the selection of sand pear combination based
on fuzzy synthetic evaluation of fruit quality of 42 cultivars to provide basis for combined cultivation of
sand pears in south Jiangsu. [Method] A total of 42 excellent sand pears cultivars from home and aboard
were selected and the fruit maturation period and 8 quality indices were determined. Based on the fuzzy syn-
thetic evaluation, the weight coefficient (WC) of each index and the comprehensive evaluation value (CEV)
of each cultivar were obtained. All the cultivars were then graded into 4 grades according to the CEV,and
the best combination sand pears combined with maturity period. [Result] Among the 42 tested cultivars,

the numbers of early-maturity, middle-maturity and later-maturity cultivars were 12,20 and 10, respective-
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ly. The WCs of fresh quality (FQ), surface comprehensive evaluation (SCE) ,internal comprehensive eval-

uation (ICE) ,total soluble solids (TSS),soluble sugar content (SSC),vitamin C (VC) ,stone cell content
(SCC) and titratable acidity (TA) were 0. 145,0. 178,0. 164,0. 134,0.09,0. 100,0. 083 and 0. 108, respec-

tively. According to CEV,the numbers of testing cultivars in the first,second,third and fourth grades were

8,11, 13 and 10, respectively. The first grade included 4 early-maturity cultivars (¢ Wakahikari’,

‘Cuiguan’, ¢ Aikansui’ and °‘ Kousui’), 3 middle-maturity cultivars (‘ Saigyoku’, ¢ Akitsuki’

and

‘Housui’) and 1 later-maturity cultivar (‘Qushuu’). [Conclusion) The recommended sand pear cultivars

were ‘Wakahikari’, ‘Cuiguan’, ¢ Aikansui’, ‘Kousui”, ‘Saigyoku’, ¢ Akitsuki’, * Housui’ and ‘Qushuu’in

south Jiangsu,which would form a set of combinations from late July to early October.

Key words: Pyrus pyrifolia Nakai;fruit quality;fuzzy synthetic evaluation;cultivars;maturity
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Table 1 Cultivars and origins of tested sand pears
i iy K st it ke U5 i o K i i K
Cultivar Origin Cultivar Origin Cultivar Origin Cultivar Origin

; — wAEFCHGD s

A p=c3 231 =}
A BK . . H 7 Japan (ﬁ.é . H A Japan || Whangkeumbae H A Japan fn 2 7 H11d China
Zaoshengxinshui Qingxiang (Japan) Suicui 2
47K Chikusui H 7 Japan || #F /K Housui H 7 Japan || F§7K Nansui H 7 Japan | #i7 Mansoo i [ Korea
17K Akemizu H 7 Japan || Jill# 36 5 Katuo 36 HAs Japan || # A Kuratsuki H 7 Japan || £ H Hogetsu H 7% Japan
- . R 225 . 4 N, .
K Kisui H 7% Japan ﬁua%lo 2;7 H 7% Japan i?ezngh%vangkeum i @ Korea | #F Ryoho H 7 Japan
Wakahikari HA Japan Wonhwang # [ Korea Whangkeumbae #[H Korea || BKH Shuurei HA Japan
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& 1(&) Continued table 1
i o b3 i ol K. i o I b A e
Cultivar Origin Cultivar Origin Cultivar Origin Cultivar Origin
7% H K Aikansui H A Japan || H3| 1% Riyin 1 H 7 Japan || /\# Yasato H 7 Japan || % H Kangetsu H 7 Japan
56 Cuiguan F1[E China || F3L 1 5 Kaaoli 1 H A Japan || %L 1 5 Zhongli 1 w1 [# China || £k H Akitsuki H 7 Japan
ik o Emes o mmas N DU N
Kotobukishinsui A Japan | o Pk o A Japan | 1 China | Bi% 8 %5 Xinli 8 Hi[H China
# B Chikusui H 7% Japan || B H Nangetsu H 7 Japan || #1l] Whasan i [ Korea | £F Qushuu H 7% Japan
s 7K Kousui H 7% Japan S L H 7 Japan || #7K Yosui H 7 Japan
- ; apan | Niiisseiki apa 7 ; apa
k7K Shusui H 7 Japan || ¥ % Saigyoku H A Japan | 38 Ak Meirensu 1 [E China
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Table 2 Maturity dates of tested cultivars

A g g !
o Ei*ﬁ o EE*%H o S o Ei’f 4
i Date of B Date of B Date of B Date of
Cultivar . Cultivar . Cultivar . Cultivar .
maturity maturity maturity maturity
FERK ] e o ) WA 3D N N
Zaoshengxinshui 07-20 i Qingxiang 0821 Whangkeumbae(Japan) 09-09 JRA 2 %5 Suicui 2 0813
47K Chikusui 07-22 K Housui 08-22 ™ 7K Nansui 09-09 75 Mansoo 09-02
H] 7K Akemizu 07-25 e 36 5 Katuo 36 08-23 # H Kuratsuki 09-10 #+ H Hogetsu 09-29
- HLUE 4
- . - e o . - A AR - . -
K Kisui 07-21 JgE 22 5 Katuo 22 08-23 Josenghwangkeum 09-10 Ut F Ryoho 08-16
2% Wakahikari 07-23 |7 # Wonhwang 08-27 # 4% Whangkeumbae 09-12 K Shuurei 09-05
%Z 1K Aikansui 07-29 H5l 1% Riyin 1 08-29 J\H Yasato 09-13 W A Kangetsu 10-02
2 5iF Cuiguan 07-31 %L 15 Kaaoli 1 08-29 F1%L 1 5 Zhongli 1 09-13 Bk A Akitsuki 08-18
TRk L 08-01 AL 2 5 Kaaoli 2 08-29 BiEL 15 Xinli 1 09-16 || #iEL 8 5 Xinli 8 09-09
Kotobukishinsui
F#k B Chikusui 08-03 # H Nangetsu 08-31 4E 111 Whasan 09-18 FF Qushuu 10-05
37K Kousui 08-09 4 42 Nijisseiki  09-01 #7K Yosui 09-18
Fk 7k Shusui 08-12 ¥ E Saigyoku 09-01 Z Ak Meirensu 09-23

2 B A2 A SR BLSCAR [] 25 R 77

do o BB AR B T T H 20 HOHA



102 UL A MR K2 4 CH AR BHE O 46 ¥

CERC R L A 10 H 5 B R AR RO H 10 RUR O .
AKOVHURTAE 12 AN ARy O BRAGE A8 A 15 2.2 2 AR BRFRIRAREEEMITEN

BB s “BE7 R IE T AF 20 /l\n”HﬁFi'Jﬁj\ T R HT A B A2 A RD B AL AR S o PR AR
HHBGE RS H 16 H~9 H 10 H A0 JEUG RGN 3 Fr .

NN SNLES S ﬁlninéa\ﬁHﬁ,m
#3 TARMNBREREIBRERRESTNE

Table 3 Pear fruit quality and synthetic evaluation of different cultivars

o SR MG A W TH R AT | T T
Cultivar it /g WO AWM BB/ % (mg-g 1y (mgrg D (g-keD i/ %
FQ ACE ICE TSS SSC Ve sce TA

FUE /K Zaoshengxinshui 270 3 3 11. 90 82.12 2.97 1.044 0.113
#7K Chikusui 325 2 3 10. 70 79.00 2.39 0.559 0.104
W7k Akemizu 270 2 3 13.00 118.81 2. 46 0.710 0.145
# K Kisui 310 3 3 11.00 70. 65 2.53 0.628 0.089
¥t Wakahikari 380 3 4 15. 00 142. 44 2.70 0.879 0.163
Z 1Kk Aikansui 310 4 3 15. 40 94. 68 3.65 0.870 0.115
#5F Cuiguan 405 3 4 15.10 133.03 2.29 1.171 0.161
# /K Kotobukishinsui 200 1 2 14.20 81.13 3.34 0.619 0.119
Bk Chikusui 375 3 4 12.70 76. 30 3.28 0.579 0.093
#7K Kousui 395 4 4 14.50 94. 10 4.16 1.011 0.189
# 7k Shusui 330 3 2 12.20 98. 69 2.07 0.994 0.106
FR# 2 B Suicui 2 495 4 3 12.10 86. 96 2.39 0.773 0.158
% Ryoho 460 3 2 14.00 91.12 3.22 0.736 0. 244
kA Akitsuki 325 4 4 15. 60 90. 72 4,00 0.819 0.177
%7 Qingxiang 600 2 1 13.70 67.58 2.50 0. 846 0.164
7K Housui 485 3 4 14. 90 121.58 3.51 0.751 0.093
Hi#E 36 2 Katuo 36 480 3 3 12.40 67. 87 2.43 0.723 0.139
JnAE 22 = Katuo 22 485 3 3 12.10 98. 61 2.99 0.324 0.195
[ # Wonhwang 410 4 3 14.50 90. 42 2.73 0. 804 0.096
H3| 1 £ Riyinl 500 3 2 12.90 78.96 2.91 2.419 0.157
FE 12 Kaaoli 1 530 3 2 12.60 108. 76 3.38 0.920 0.116
FH 2 2 Kaaoli 2 640 3 2 12.70 66.13 5.01 0.698 0.146
i 4 Nangetsu 450 3 2 13. 60 65.92 1.73 1.040 0.096
4 — it 28 Nijisseiki 360 2 2 11.70 111. 66 2.45 1.331 0. 205
% & Saigyoku 490 4 4 15.40 101. 97 3.01 1.520 0.113
.75 Mansoo 620 3 3 12.10 67.17 3.03 1.029 0. 227
Kl Shuurei 460 2 3 14. 50 87.49 2.82 0.638 0.123
BrEL 8 B Xinli 8 390 2 2 12. 80 93. 39 3.57 1.229 0.136
%iﬁiiz&e Japam) 480 4 3 13.70 71. 40 3.25 0.721 0.146
7K Nansui 400 3 3 12.20 67.52 3.08 0.593 0.099
# A Kuratsuki 545 3 3 13.50 99. 69 3.00 0.531 0.155
LAz # 4> Josenghwangkeum 520 3 3 12. 10 102.92 3.07 0.823 0.115
4 %% Whangkeumbae 585 3 3 11.70 99. 21 3.04 0. 857 0.104
JUHL Yasato 290 2 2 12.10 122. 92 3. 26 0.695 0.168
thiEl 1 2 Zhongli 1 480 3 2 13.50 87. 49 2.11 1.13 0.123
BEL 1B Xinli 1 230 3 3 15. 20 111.82 1.90 1.031 0.152
4£11] Whasan 415 3 3 11.80 64.08 2.11 0. 690 0.108
7K Yosui 640 3 2 12. 60 66.76 3.53 0.723 0.066
% ANk Meirensu 465 3 3 12. 70 74.50 4,28 0.221 0.082
#+ H Hogetsu 550 3 2 11. 70 91. 50 2.28 1.253 0.227
A Kangetsu 300 2 3 13.80 98.02 2.22 1.125 0.118
F # Qushuu 570 4 3 13.70 80.72 2.29 1.471 0.124
Sy Average 434 3 2.79 13. 20 90. 69 2.95 0. 888 0.138

HIZ 3 ALAL AP RO R B O 434 g, "/ AL 25 AR Y S 2 BUR TR O KL 0K 640 g5 A
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13.20% , Horp < 50K 7 AL (10. 70200, “Bk H ?

(15. 60 %0) 5 AT 75 14 il 14 °F- 35 &% 2 4 90. 69 mg/g,,\
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25 E, 5. 01 mg/g, ‘g H T IRAK, M 173
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g/kg) s AT A R 171 & i 0. 13806, Horpr 7
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ri = (x5 = Zmin i )/ T i

mg/g) s 4EE R C P& N2, 95 mg/g. b 0~1 BYPRHEALEEE 15 B PP BRI A FE RO 4) .
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Table 4 Fuzzy matrix of synthetic evaluation in pear fruit quality of different cultivars
. MRS NS A LRt e \ . CIN] A7 1o 22 1
JEr PRRE g awn omem o oem TERC MR e S
ACE ICE TSS SSC TA row vector

F A= Hr /K Zaoshengxinshui 0.159 0.667 0.667 0.245 0.230 0. 380 0.374 0.261 2.982
7K Chikusui 0. 284 0. 333 0.667 0. 000 0.190 0.202 0. 154 0.215 2.046
B 7Kk Akemizu 0.159 0. 333 0.667 0.469 0.699 0.222 0.222 0.442 3.213
7K Kisui 0.250 0.667 0. 667 0.061 0.084 0. 246 0.185 0.127 2.286
#7t Wakahikari 0. 409 0.667 1. 000 0.878 1. 000 0.297 0.299 0. 546 5.096
7% H K Aikansui 0. 250 1. 000 0.667 0. 959 0. 391 0. 585 0.295 0.276 4,422
#5 Cuiguan 0. 466 1. 000 0.667 0. 898 0. 880 0.172 0.432 0.531 5.046
71 7K Kotobukishinsui 0. 000 0. 000 0.333 0.714 0.218 0.492 0. 181 0.297 2.236
Fk W Chikusui 0. 398 0.667 1. 000 0.408 0.156 0.474 0.163 0.148 3.413
7K Kousui 0.443 1. 000 1. 000 0.776 0. 383 0.741 0. 359 0.693 5. 395
#K Shusui 0. 295 0.667 0.333 0. 306 0.442 0.104 0.351 0.222 2.721
IRFR 2 %5 Suicui 2 0.670 1. 000 0.667 0. 26 0.292 0.202 0.251 0.515 3. 346
s Ryoho 0.591 0.667 0.333 0.673 0. 345 0. 456 0.234 1. 000 4. 300
FH Akitsuki 0. 284 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 0. 340 0.692 0.272 0.625 5.213
% % Qingxiang 0. 909 0.333 0. 000 0.612 —0.818 0.234 0.284 0.552 2.108
F2 7Kk Housui 0. 648 0.667 1. 000 0. 857 0.734 0.542 0.241 0.153 4. 841
JjEE 36 5 Katuo 36 0.636 0.667 0.667 0. 347 0.048 0.215 0.228 0.411 3.218
gE 22 5 Katuo 22 0.648 0.667 0.667 0. 286 0.441 0. 384 0.047 0.723 3.861
ﬂﬁ Wonhwang 0. 477 1. 000 0.667 0.776 0. 336 0. 307 0. 265 0.166 3.993
5| 1% Riyin 1 0.682 0.667 0.333 0. 449 0.190 0. 359 1. 000 0.512 4.192
?;3 1 5 Kaaoli 1 0. 750 0.667 0.333 0. 388 0.570 0. 504 0. 318 0. 281 3.811
AL 2 5 Kaaoli 2 1. 000 0.667 0.333 0.408 0.026 1. 000 0.217 0. 450 4.101
™ A Nangetsu 0. 568 0.667 0.333 0.592 0.024 0. 000 0.372 0.167 2.723
4 — 40 Nijisseiki 0. 364 0.333 0.333 0. 204 0. 607 0.220 0.505 0.782 3.348
% % Saigyoku 0.659 1. 000 1. 000 0. 959 0. 484 0. 389 0.591 0. 264 5. 346
75 Mansoo 0. 955 0.667 0.667 0. 286 0.039 0. 397 0. 368 0.904 4. 281
ki Shuure 0.591 0.333 0.667 0.776 0.299 0.333 0. 190 0.322 3.510
AL 8 5 Xinli 8 0.432 0. 333 0.333 0.429 0. 374 0.561 0. 459 0.392 3.313
%ﬁﬁii:}lﬁac (Japan) 0.636 1. 000 0.667 0.612 0. 094 0.463 0.227 0. 449 4,148
™ 7K Nansui 0. 455 0.667 0.667 0. 306 0. 044 0.413 0.169 0.184 2.904
% F Kuratsuki 0. 784 0.667 0.667 0.571 0. 454 0. 388 0.141 0.501 4.172
FL ¥ 4> Josenghwangkeum 0.727 0.667 0.667 0. 286 0.496 0.410 0.274 0.272 3.799
# 4% Whangkeumbae 0. 875 0.667 0. 667 0. 204 0.438 0.401 0. 289 0.214 3.317
JUH Yasato 0. 205 0. 333 0.333 0. 286 0.751 0. 466 0.215 0.575 3.165
H1%L 1 5 Zhongli 1 0.636 0.667 0.333 0.571 0. 299 0.117 0.217 0.323 2.208
AL 15 Xinli 1 0.068 0.667 0.667 0.918 0.609 0.052 0. 368 0.482 3.831
1E1l] Whasan 0. 489 0.667 0.667 0.224 0. 000 0.117 0.213 0.233 2.610
# 7K Yosui 1. 000 0.667 0.333 0. 388 0.034 0. 550 0.228 0. 000 3.200
% Ak Meirensu 0.602 0.667 0.667 0.408 0.133 0. 780 0. 000 0.088 3. 345
+ H Hogetsu 0.795 0. 667 0.333 0.204 0. 350 0.167 0. 469 0.907 3.892
W A Kangetsu 0.227 0.333 0.667 0.633 0.433 0. 150 0.411 0. 290 3. 144
FE# Qushuu 0. 841 1. 000 0.667 0.612 0.212 0.172 0. 569 0.323 4. 396
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Table 5 Relationship of fruit characters in different pear cultivars

S L5 Ii]fpi’fr’ﬁ AP

ity ol LI e s

ACE ICE TSS

KA 37 Zaoshengxinshui 0.053 0.224 0.224 0.082 0.077 0.127 0.125 0.088
7K Chikusui 0.139 0.163 0.326 0. 000 0.093 0.099 0.075 0.105
B 7K Akemizu 0.050 0.104 0.207 0.146 0.217 0.069 0.069 0.138
K Kisui 0.109 0.292 0.292 0.027 0.037 0.107 0.081 0.056
#it Wakahikari 0. 080 0.131 0.196 0.172 0.196 0.058 0.059 0.107
ZH K Aikansui 0.057 0.226 0.151 0.217 0.088 0.132 0.067 0.062
5 Cuiguan 0.092 0.198 0.132 0.178 0.174 0.034 0.086 0.105
7 # /K Kotobukishinsui 0.000 0. 000 0.149 0.319 0.097 0. 220 0.081 0.133
# W] Chikusui 0.117 0.195 0.293 0.120 0.046 0.139 0.048 0.043
37K Kousui 0.082 0.185 0.185 0.144 0.071 0.137 0.067 0.128
Bk Shusui 0.109 0.245 0.123 0.113 0.162 0.038 0.129 0.081
3R 2 5 Suicui 2 0.174 0. 259 0.173 0.067 0.076 0.052 0.065 0.134
# F Ryoho 0.137 0.155 0.078 0.157 0. 080 0.106 0.055 0.233
# A Akitsuki 0.055 0.192 0.192 0.192 0.065 0.133 0.052 0.120
W% Qingxiang 0. 306 0.112 0. 000 0. 206 0.015 0.079 0.096 0.186
F7k Housui 0.134 0.138 0. 207 0.177 0.152 0.112 0. 050 0.032
Ji#E 36 5 Katuo 36 0.198 0.207 0. 207 0.108 0.015 0.067 0.071 0.128
JnfE 22 5 Katuo 22 0.168 0.173 0.173 0.074 0.114 0.100 0.012 0.187
[ % Wonhwang 0.120 0. 250 0.167 0.194 0.084 0.077 0.066 0.042
H35] 1% Riyin 1 0.163 0.159 0.080 0.107 0.045 0.086 0.239 0.122
%L 15 Kaaoli 1 0.197 0.175 0.087 0.102 0.150 0.132 0.083 0.074
#HEL 2 5 Kaaoli 2 0. 244 0.163 0.081 0. 100 0.006 0. 244 0.053 0.110
¥ J] Nangetsu 0. 209 0.245 0.122 0.217 0.009 0. 000 0.137 0.061
4 148 Nijisseiki 0.109 0.100 0.100 0.061 0.181 0. 066 0.151 0.234
# & Saigyoku 0.123 0. 187 0.187 0.179 0. 090 0.073 0.111 0. 049
75 Mansoo 0.223 0.156 0.156 0.067 0.009 0.093 0.086 0.211
F I Shuure 0.168 0.095 0.190 0.221 0.085 0.095 0.054 0.092
#HAEL 8 5 Xinli 8 0.130 0.101 0.101 0.129 0.113 0.169 0.138 0.118

BRI 5D 0.153 0.241 0.161 0.148 0.023 0.112 0.055 0.108
Whangkeumbae (Japan) : : : : : : : :
T 7K Nansui 0.157 0. 230 0. 230 0.105 0.015 0.142 0.058 0.063
# ] Kuratsuki 0.188 0.160 0.160 0.137 0.109 0.093 0.034 0.120
FLE # 4 Josenghwangkeum 0.191 0.176 0.176 0.075 0.130 0.108 0.072 0.072
#4: %1 Whangkeumbae 0.233 0.178 0.178 0. 054 0.117 0.107 0.077 0.057
JUHL Yasato 0.065 0.105 0.105 0. 090 0.237 0.147 0.068 0.182
%L 1 5 Zhongli 1 0.201 0.211 0.105 0.181 0.095 0.037 0.069 0.102
AL 15 Xinli 1 0.018 0.174 0.174 0. 240 0.159 0.013 0.096 0.126
18 11] Whasan 0.187 0.255 0. 255 0.086 0. 000 0.045 0.082 0.089
7K Yosui 0.313 0.208 0.104 0.121 0.011 0.172 0.071 0. 000
2 Ak Meirensu 0.180 0.199 0.199 0.122 0. 040 0.233 0. 000 0.026
#+ H Hogetsu 0. 204 0.171 0. 086 0.052 0. 090 0.043 0.121 0.233
W H Kangetsu 0.072 0.106 0.212 0.201 0.138 0.048 0.131 0.092
FE# Qushuu 0.191 0.227 0.152 0.139 0.048 0.039 0.129 0.074
-4 HLE Average weight 0. 145 0.178 0.164 0. 134 0. 090 0. 100 0.083 0.108

K2 5 P[] i BT A bR PEFE BCF B8 15 a PR G PEANE 0.50~0. 60, J& T 4 i * A AL
2 i B R AL ARG R LR 6. 157 KW 4 13 AN R 2R B PR HIME S 0. 40 ~

i s A B A D R ER e PR 45 R L 0.50,}%?5%?:%;‘%:4“1@25’\‘?’%)3’%10/!\5&:
R IR AFRRI IR E, R R EOKT B RS TR HIE /N T 0. 40, J8@ F U A AL 23, 8%
H78E 8 AN AR A P HIE R T 0. 60, RMEIR (D),

R & T —5 s R (5D 7% 114
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Table 6 Weights of pear fruit characters
(EN & PEAR AL PR AN (ERN L
Trait Weights Traits Weights Trait Weights Traits Weights
M EE FQ 0. 145 Al BB SSC 0.090 WIRZE AT ICE 0. 164 ML SCC 0.083
SMLEAEME ACE - 0.178 || 4i2E 3% C Ve 0.100 || AI#EPEREIEY TSS 0.134 || A ER TA 0.108
®7T FAGWMUARIMRERNESITEHE
Table 7 Comprehensive evaluation on fruit quality of different cultivars
g‘iA.‘wJ] [ g‘iA.‘mw [ g‘iA‘mw [
B P4 i SR R A4 i SR R 44 Gawl
B Comprehensive B Comprehensive B Comprehensive
Cultivar . Cultivar . Cultivar .
evaluation value evaluation value evaluation value
¥ E Saigyoku 0.735 H 3| 1% Riyin 1 0.533 HiA 8 5 Xinli 8 0. 409
37K Kousui 0.733 JNE 22 2 Katuo 22 0.526 % H Kangetsu 0.408
Bk H Akitsuki 0.716 F A 3% 4 Josenghwangkeum 0.514 FL A 8K Zaoshengxinshui 0.406
Z 5 Cuiguan 0.667 F H Hogetsu 0.508 I 7K Akemizu 0. 405
#it Wakahikari 0.663 WAL 15 Xinli 1 0.505 4 42 Nijisseiki 0.398
#F 7K Housui 0.652 FHL 1 5 Kaaoli 1 0.497 ™ A Nangetsu 0.394
FF Qushuu 0. 620 # W] Chikusui 0.493 4E 1] Whasan 0.391
%Z 1K Aikansui 0.606 # 4> Whangkeumbae 0. 480 J\H Yasato 0.374
wEFCHED - L . ;
Whangkeumbae (Japan) 0.595 % Ak Meirensu 0.478 k7K Shusui 0. 362
i 7% Mansoo 0.589 Bk Shuurei 0.476 Figl 15 Zhongli 1 0. 350
% A Kuratsuki 0.571 IR 2 5 Suicui 2 0.465 EK Kisui 0.338
|7 # Wonhwang 0.568 JEE 36 5 Katuo 36 0.465 % Qingxiang 0. 326
#F Ryoho 0.561 # 7K Yosui 0. 458 417K Chikusui 0.286
AL 2 5 Kaaoli 2 0.555 ™ 7K Nansui 0.422 73381 /K Kotobukishinsui 0.269
2.3 AEMAPHERFHERSH UG S R 3 R A5 B R D AL O S oy A
MR AR AE S R 5 A3 1 P g WE T,

O B35 B Early-maturity cultivar; 8 5 345 Ff Middle-maturity cultivar; O B 245 Ff Later-maturity cultivar
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Fig. 1 Distribution of sand pears in different grades based on maturity periods
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