[ ~

PR L — R
WA® IRy gt
k!

FAEEI I %FFEE_ &2 %ﬁi@[’“‘{%ﬁﬁ‘%}ﬁﬁ 18R~ I 2 B ‘FF[!E Bl A
2001 =2 2002 &+ F[?f: F}'E)gf {PUBAF I 26 };,;]‘?‘ AL FUEE R {/[[1@1 xf__jl 77 E¥ ghr
T’Eﬁiﬁahﬂ CREEE S RPIRE - BT T'E?F?FE e~ B PR S 8 IR ] FTJ
g ST » 10 2 W -

SR TRESE IR AR > (L PR RRERS - E > TR RETES [EE*V‘
a%,lf I IEEZF#”"J‘ZLJ}?F'IT'E{

(st = e s ?ﬁﬁ S LI IEE VAR B PR 2

Frip s - 2 M Fpkke ~ L )
I
%‘ ?b(AIIium fistulosum L.) g™ %[ (Alliceace) 2. & Ei 4 - R HY] I[ESZ'Td“*ﬁBEE“I['EIﬂJ
FIE'UDE‘BJF’? HIDWM SRl %FFE > BBF[1 “iﬁﬁfllﬁ LI_EIEIF' AR = Y
F N J;”n |7 2L Sl o FI@EF %%kﬁpﬁm‘ 6,000 “F‘ , *I%’%“E‘#J 5 g[@@
53 AP SEAs ~ ﬁéf“‘%ﬁwﬁr‘%&%ﬁ ) F i 9 15 B . EHJE”—F%J?M 3«! ~ ;"[giﬁ EEELTE , D PJ
SARRE > fegh R R e o ) R R R E'[ﬂ SERUES W E
= BF ”‘F'ijiﬁﬂﬁg?ﬁ RIS %i i RIS o B P 3R < E WEYE I7J0['FLF g
LU E@,@#«L‘f IS J/(Basu and Minhas, 1991) ; FL&FEHSREIRY [ (9= > 1985 ;
Kuo et al., 1988) ; fi%[F =3P (Guilioni et a., 1997 ; Hall, 1992 ; Shonnard and Getps,
1994 ; Warrag and Hall, 1983) - [ 4 ’F‘jiﬁ &Lﬁﬁﬁﬂ%f— FEBE*]FEI ; :Elffj i ﬁﬂﬂﬂ%’ﬁ‘ )
PRl = 5 ?7& o388 %ﬁﬁJ/E e @Lﬁ iy ﬁjﬁ JI/'E:’E‘T SR BRI [y(Boyer 1982; Hall,
1992; St. Martin et al., 1994) = =151 BRI (= & ikl 15-25 RELRES TuE
EEEX I Eij@’@fq’sr ; fF}J" [lﬂll—'fﬁkﬁF 11~ TRk ?]ertﬁ ;wat[[ﬂgfé £ i 2 H@%ﬁ
irg, I TJ% P 2001 I 2002 F U F 2 A=) FJ& FHE U LIRS
R L AR o
'Tbﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ[@‘fﬁi%’ﬁm‘ﬁi’%ﬂ 185 %> £ l‘p?ﬁﬁ4 qud V- jﬁ [y e
2 P o 3 s LS R 5 ﬁdﬁﬂ’ﬁr@ﬁ FIAU (= -
S [l A SIS A iﬂ’?ﬁﬁi?’?& °
MRl ] TSI s £ Y ?F}é?&?; °

HREE

T T eE
¢%@E§ @;fﬁ_ BT 25 [/;Ewsftl € SRS B SR 2 B 1



[ e ~

WS o L S BRI 4 e -
o
¢ ) EREITEE S 7R
2001 7% 2002 & {53 J[Ji 2001 & 17| Q FI% 2002 & 17| 8 |1 Epfi- R 11145 2001
HOBE|T[IE2002 7 45 30 F1 > & FIEESI KD 1072 100 F1 o o IR SRS 5T )G
17.9%= 18.2 EQ;HPL“ BT HIEY 373 mm = 121 mm; A (E55 [T 2001 F 5 £ 21 [ I'== 2002
F 55 14 pIfE > FRISEIEL 2001 F 9 F] 20 f== 2002 F 8 F| 27 1 > ??]EIE!'(*FJE_}% 103
=104 F! iTaT R FEVE 75 264 22268 > KRR EL ST RS 814 mmEE 483 mm >
?F'ﬁlﬁ} 3B | J]ﬁ;}\m HII£% 55 hr %= 141 hr -
(= )P el s
5y /k i@ﬁ[ % 1.0+ 0.2cm fﬁ‘f'[ 1k o A S RREER 2018 cm > [ B[R 6 0 FEAERE
Hri80f » = ikl [IMPRIIRER = B & - TARYE Y 15-20 om - B [ERGFIREE - B
PRE 0.1 2 kg R RS TTIR] 2 ‘[r“g Fh 6207~ BHIE10 T 2 S [TERN16 T A

I&JBH 20 [URgEV- D HpuTh s BV [k 3 0 o I H{EE 0.1 ""‘E[ |J;{LE{; 18
CBHE10 2T R [TEE16 T .
EN R

Jlfl{ﬁfJ B ERSIVER 3Kk = EIFE - VAL 9 Fk - r%‘ﬁ[fflﬁ g (= ) HIEE  E
TP BV ER - (2)70 Bl E&TE%? BOTVReE o ()R A T %ﬁmﬁ LA ?’@T
Eb e (PR pT AR E R T o SR R R B R PO REEE e ()R R
2 I b Som BV 1 - (4 )%E = E[L SIS o ()R R LS
Y A e (PR A IR IR TR

T R > 2000 5 4 (= TIH 15’%@;[ 2 186 g @ LR RE 117 g BRE 15
L T 2 B BT S o REEE R BT B IR R S 271 g R
F7E - SR E LR 1B 0 2002 F [ 5 131g 1 5 2002 5 R [ H HEHE R A 266
g Fift'th 250 g R 1R 2 B0 M 116 g ) o P RV 1R 258

I'} 2001 = AL - TRV TR T 2002 F AU AL 3490 Frf (1] 2001 F HEEH,
(15 B DEEE > TR L SRS 20K (75) 2000 F A 5 BIEAH (R 1) ¢

2001 =+ % 2 Itﬁgﬁ@@ﬁﬁ LVl 25;:;?—‘ 11.8 3 » H W E 15”F‘"‘J 8.8 » Pt TE
UTMIE) 33 23 % 5 B (S0 2 By F) 167 % P 9.2 T4t - 2002 F (B
I .ﬂl,%lz%g.ﬁﬁ, 1293 FI {0 'ﬂrl‘eg,éjzgp,t'ﬁﬁ E| 1353 #H{XHEL %J[&ﬁlyFF‘"EJ 74+ o
2002 £ 52 2001 & i [EI4t » T LT 14 % - FHETE D 9 % » (s BIUNEEE 5 T 19T
'} 40% - T 2 R D 200 0 2 BIEEF (3 2) -

FIZR AR PR A Wy 2001 = 3 (= 2R HEIR % - 8] 34740 > FL TR 15F7



(BB ~

T 3L2H - AR D - [ 93K M ?EJI'EQfWWi 5 BAL| o NI 2547 47.9
Frfrly = 28 e %‘%E% © 2002 # (R 101 R o H RIS 27 1
[3[ '”JI%J 2 5f SR B o 3E 405 fY o IR ERGAEE BB, (R i8R 311

o T 2 By S 410 f o R R BT [ RPN BT -
ﬁFl‘Ef BRI o (SR S () BB - SR U 25 4 e
P ST TN 14 %I 22 % 5 T 1 SR 2 9 Vﬁ”%\m {9 %~ 14 % » H I
W2 B B (R 9) -

PESMAPR S IF ISP E B P BB RS PARRRefip g o O AEFRRERE > 2000 & 5 F'
f@ﬂﬂ;ﬁ«w Fik > 28.2 om ;' ﬂfﬁJ #5129 om (SRR o
28.6 cm > g H (=R (B 15,7 om s Bl F' i F (EE R (=% 3.5cm ; [fE 1 BETdeEh 2 5E
SYRIERE 177 0.1 om - 2002 # 2= 2001 £ FHHAFI) o #I{RRifE BUGEEE - 7 (ST
A P RIE R PR  REE D R EI RS Y 289 om s '] H R 2 BE
KD 19.3 om 2 BURGRH: 5 fiPE ) R TR g R - 9122 00 = & R fRIH - 5
FFRSET > P S T LA T (A 4) -

P S L EOR > 2001 F % g PR B 16.6 mm S P AL 0.7 mmo 2 R
SR AT 2 B 6.3 mm 2 BUREEE, 5 B (EEE RO T 13.3 mm i S 2 B
I L EUREEE - 2002 5 2 (O e KB 12.9 mm > AR (S
2001 ¥ % (=2 2002 | [ 2#}?;@“@@ 8.8 mm » "Btk E A 11 mm ] F - 2001 F
92 2002 5 J [ELE R DM O 2 SR LBEETT ] 2002 5 gE - ST
HI% 1.4-19 mm 2 BIEEH 3 L) 2000 5 B (SRR A% L8mm o X RIS o
R [ re%'(% 5) -

Eh«ﬂ“# 2001 = % F' TR > 22,2 cm 2 I%Fﬁﬁfg%:g e BRI E

» 3 18 cm @%Fﬁ}p ‘PR 5.4 cm 3 BIEEE - 2002 F F 2 ]‘E Ff[l fﬂ +17cm ] F> H=<
?{H P 20em ;R {ERE [mfﬂlj 16cem '] = A H LR )F),lyff‘@ 16.3cm > ’F‘“IfZOOl

F‘ HER o T ?PE—Ff\Iﬁ: VE IR AT +:1%FF’|KF~FSJ|ﬁ': 53 IR, (e 6) ¢

@ﬁ;ﬁ 1 Fﬂ%ﬁﬁzﬁ' » 2001 =+ f\. [‘Eﬁiﬁ ﬁﬁﬁ ELTE S 76.3 cm = E Iﬂjﬁ%ﬁ s RIS 1
TRV LB B D EE (PSS (S R F) 631 em
T I%FF[[[%ﬁ I @f@ﬂ%ﬁi%q% 1 %' 50.8 cm%ﬂ'ﬂ TE 2 SR B - 2002 F F'
(EPISERE 2001 F ) ¢ P30 T 64.4 om R o AN ISR R 1L 2
Hri354.1cme — F T féiﬁzﬁ,ﬁf‘ﬁl*ﬁﬂm@ [i;‘%if?‘f* ° 2002 = FJ [E=2 2001 = R (B4 > (B
1 52002 & Ff e iy = o BB o HUERIIFEZE BT RTR (3 7) -

B P e > 2001 %F%ELE'E EVEH > E 16.8 mm =EE § Mﬁ! B BIUMGREE R

QFIQHF PR ECER 2 SR - 2002 F _Lf‘l [ 2001 & _Lf‘l (BRI [P R 55
10.0 mm > ETREELEL 9.8 mm > TR 1 PR Al 2 B BIEEE E)]‘Pﬁiﬁﬁﬁf D <51
R R R LR o HaRFE D B I 2002 F g AN | IR (R 8) -



[ e ~

Fo L~ DU e 2001 #2002 5 3 [FEER (B HIEED B (1 1 /)
Table 1. Comparison of plant weight per hill among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in spring
and summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:g/ hill)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1 Yilan #2 Fu-tsun  Hsinchuang LSDg.os
2001 Spring 186 153 117 178 50
2001 Summer 186 238 231 271 57
2002 Spring 87 101 50 131 54
2002 Summer 116 105 266 250 46
Mean Spring 136 127 83 154 26

Summer 151 171 248 260 25
LSDo 05 32 36 20 52
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Table 2. Comparison of tiller number per hill among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in
spring and summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:tillers /hill)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1 Yilan #2 Fu-tsun Hsinchuang L SDg s
2001 Spring 8.8 11.8 2.3 3.3 2.6
2001 Summer 12.3 16.7 10.5 9.2 2.8
2002 Spring 9.4 12.9 3.8 6.3 3.8
2002 Summer 7.4 13.5 12.0 8.4 3.1
Mean Spring 9.1 12.4 3.1 4.8 1.6

Summer 9.9 15.1 11.3 8.8 1.4
LSDg. 05 1.8 3.1 1.6 2.0
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Table 3. Comparison of leaf number among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in spring and
summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:leaves hill)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1 Yilan #2 Fu-tsun  Hsinchuang LSDg.os
2001 Spring 31.2 34.7 9.3 15.1 7.2
2001 Summer 34.1 47.9 28.8 25.5 6.8
2002 Spring 28.7 40.5 10.1 27.8 11.7
2002 Summer 31.1 41.0 32.9 31.2 12.4
Mean Spring 30.0 37.6 9.7 21.5 4.8

Summer 32.6 44.5 30.9 28.4 4.9
LSDo 05 6.6 9.9 3.1 6.4
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Table 4. Comparison of plant width among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in spring and
summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:cm/ hill)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1 Yilan #2 Fu-tsun Hsinchuang LSDgos
2001 Spring 20.3 19.3 12.9 28.2 6.4
2001 Summer 22.0 19.4 28.6 24.7 4.3
2002 Spring 17.6 18.1 16.8 19.2 3.8
2002 Summer 19.6 19.1 29.1 25.9 3.6
Mean Spring 19.0 18.8 14.9 23.7 2.6

Summer 20.8 19.4 28.9 25.3 1.9

L SDo.0s5 4.3 3.5 2.4 3.0




[ e ~

%5~ puul'[;{arljiﬁafﬁ[[,fgjﬁ? 2001 =# == 2002 F ZF“} == f‘EJ/@E'IEI g (Hh s
Table 5. Comparison of false-stem diameter among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in
spring and summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:mm)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1 Yilan #2 Fu-tsun  Hsinchuang LSDg s
2001 Spring 135 10.3 16.6 15.9 2.9
2001 Summer 8.6 6.9 11.7 13.3 14
2002 Spring 10.1 8.7 10.7 12.9 1.5
2002 Summer 10.0 8.8 11.4 11.5 1.1
Mean Spring 11.8 9.5 13.7 14.4 1.1

Summer 9.3 7.9 11.6 12.4 0.6
LSDo.05 1.4 1.2 1.2 1.4

%‘ 6 - [:JL.II_{’EF ?LFF# ,jj‘/\ 2001 &= 2002 & % F' I‘li":x'?]‘gs'll I’ﬁ—:j/@ls[%@fzﬁ (Eﬂ r’j‘: : :‘ 77
Table 6. Comparison of false-stem length among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in spring
and summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:cm)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1 Yilan #2 Fu-tsun Hsinchuang LSDg.os
2001 Spring 18.8 20.1 22.2 17.1 1.3
2001 Summer 12.4 12.0 18.0 12.6 1.5
2002 Spring 18.7 17.6 19.4 20.0 1.5
2002 Summer 16.3 17.7 18.9 17.7 1.3
Mean Spring 18.8 18.9 20.8 18.6 0.7

Summer 14.4 14.9 18.4 15.2 0.7
LSDg. 05 0.7 1.0 1.1 1.2
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Table 7. Comparison of plant height among four cultivars of Allium fistulosum L. in spring and
summer crops in 2001 and 2002. (Unit:cnv/ hill)

Y ear Crop Lanyang #1  Yilan #2 Fu-tsun Hsinchuang LSDg.os
2001 Spring 64.3 69.7 76.3 69.0 5.9
2001 Summer 50.8 52.3 63.1 56.4 5.0
2002 Spring 48.9 51.5 65.1 58.5 4.6
2002 Summer 58.4 54.1 64.4 57.7 4.4
Mean Spring 56.6 60.6 70.7 63.8 2.6

Summer 54.6 53.2 63.8 57.1 2.3
LSDo.05 3.0 4.5 3.4 3.1
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