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Breeding Report of New Sweet Potato Variety Jixushu 3
LIU Feng, LI Chuang, SUN Kai, WANG Zhongwei, WANG Yang, ZHANG Hai, WANG Feng*
(Economic Plants Research Institute, Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Fanjiatun 136105, China)

Abstract: Jixushu 3 is a fine line selected from luoxushu 8 hybrid in 2011 by using 20 materials as group paternal

lines, and the original pedigree number is 1159-9. The flesh is white, the fruit is fragrant and sweet, and the appear-

ance is beautiful. It is suitable for fresh eating varieties, steaming and baking. The average yield is 25 630.3 kg/ha,

which is suitable for planting in the northern cold region.
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