Chinese Tropical Pumpkin Selection Project Data - CWSG 2016

DM (Downy Taste Rating
Plant  |Fruit [Total |Mildew)9/22;1 (Lis best, 5
Number |Count |Weight |is best, 9 is worst |Dry Matter |Brix is worst) Taste Comment Source Lot

1 5| 207 3 147
2[ 26| 955 4) 149 121 2[good 14A
187 13 14

221 109
3 18] 733 5 159 122 14A
188 13.1 2 off  [14A

163 116
4 12[ 356 4 14A
S| 24| 707 4 172 12 4]bland 14A
185 126 4[good, nutty 147

231 15
6 16| 736 2| 182 12 2[good, nutty 14
195 12.1 2[nutty 14A

158 116
7| 32[aaas 5 11.4] 89 4lbland 14A
16.6] 119 2[good, nutty 14A

141 111

17| 124
8 16| 67.7 4 19.2] 133 3[decent 14A
188 124 3[decent 147

19] 127
o 11 a7 2| 21.4] 132 2[good, nutty 14A
164] 107 2[nutty 147
10| 2771089 2| 21| 128 3[decent, dry 147
242 144 2[decent, dry, nutty [14A

16.7] 12.5.
11 4] 155 B 15W
2] 12 56 3 21.4] 136 2[good, nutty 15W
193] 126 3[ok 15w

185 143
13 9| 352 4 15W
14| 15| a8 5 15W
15| 27 78 5 163 119 4not dry, bland___|15W
159 124 3[a bit bland 15W

16.2] 126
16 7| 299 6| 15W
17] 17| 505 6| 15W
18] 13 38 4) 15W
19 19] 623 4 18] 128 4[good, nutty 15W
133] 93 4|bland 15W

187 135
20 7| 215 3 15W
21 1] 425 5 15W
22| 15] 615 3 151 106 3 15W
185 137 3[good, nutty 15W

168 118
23 7|__253 5 15W
24 8] 295 2| 15W
25| 11 312 5 15W
26| 14| 374 5 15W
27 5| 133 5 15W
28]  12] 373 2| 15W
29| 21 771 4 143 103 4|bland 15W
14| 99 4]bland 15W
30| 14 84 5 138 103 5|very bland 15M
94 73 5|very bland 15M
31 19 65 4 16.5] 105 3[slbland 15M
136] 96 3[bland 15M
169 111 15M
181 11 15M
32| 16| 59 5 15M
33] 28] 966 3 163] 99 15M
138 91 15M
34 8] 238 4 15M
35| 14] 411 3 15M
36| 11 474 5 15M
37 7301 3 15M
33 o 273 3 15M
39] 11 521 5 15M




