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Line no. cu-rd -stem curd length 'curd lateral flatness®

weight  diameter thickness shoot

(g) (cm) (cm) (cm) (days)  no.
111102 324.8+40.1 3.5+0.2  16.5%+0.9 3.0:0.4 43 1.2 2.2
111103 389.6+49.5 4.4+0.1 18.7%+1.3 3.5+0.3 51 1.8 3.0
111104 473.6+22.4 4.4+0.4  21.1+0.9 4.0+0.3 50 2.8 1.8
111105 342.4+35.5 4.1+0.2 18.1+0.5 3.3+0.4 43 6 4.6
111106 425.0+48.4 4.3+0.2 19.3%1.0 3.9+0.4 43 0 34
111107 307.2+26.3 4.1+0.3  16.8+0.6 3.240.3 40 0 3.0
111108 365.2+46.7 4.1+0.2  19.0+0.7 3.840.2 42 3 4.6
111109 367.6%133.0 4.2+0.2  18.0+0.6 3.240.1 40 1 3.4
111112 323.6%35.3 3.7#0.3  15.8t1.6 3.51+0.5 37 4 3.0
111113 386.0+55.9 4.4+0.6 19.5%1.6 3.9+0.7 39 0 1.0
111114 369.6%26.1 3.6+x0.4  18.0+0.7 3.61+0.5 40 5.6 1.0
111116 421.6%40.5 4.5+0.2 19.6%1.3 3.0+0.1 44 1 2.2
BR483 456.0+29.8 3.910.2 19.4+1.2 3.51+0.1 43 4 5.0
B35 413.6142.5 3.840.3 20.5t1.2 3.840.7 42 5.2 1.4

®DTH: Days from transplanting to harvest.

PFlatness score: 5(very smooth/even head surface) to O(very uneven head surface)

Mar 29 Apr 12 Apr 26 May 10 May 24 Jun?7
batchl
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batch4
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