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Processng Qual ity of Sor hngW heat n Qinghai Province
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3 CMM YT-ChinaOffice, C/O, CAA S, Beijing 100081, 4 Institute of Crop B reeding and Cultivation, Q inghaiA cademy
of A griculture and Forestry Sciences Xining, Q inghai 810016)

Abstract: One hundred and fifteen gringw heat varieties and linesfrom China and other countriesw ere v n in
Xining in 2000, andw ere used to investigate grain quality and steamed bread-making and noodlem aking qual-
ity. In general they are characterized w ith weak gluten and poor steaned bread and noodle quality, but w ide
range of variations anong varieties isobserved A fev wheat varieties including Xiaobingmai 33, M 99-90,
Gaoyou 503, Gelenlea, Canadian 5 and W ildcat perform good steaned bread and noodle quality. Correlation
analysis indicates that protein content and protein quality have significant effect on steaned bread quality. In
experiment 1, farinogrgph stability is significantly correlated with steamed bread volume, olor , shgpe and
toughness, w ith correlation coefficient of Q 49, Q 58,Q 45 and Q 46, repectively. Protein quality is them ajor
factor affecting noodle texture T here are significant positive correlations betw een starch properties and noodle
quality. For example, peak visosity is significantly correlated w ith palate, toughness, stickiness and snooth-
nessof cooked noodle, and correlation coefficientsareQ 58 Q 61 Q 59 and Q 48, regectively. Increasing pro-
tein quality and starch properties contributes to noodle quality mprovenent Ecoological condition has significant
and negative effect on mlor, gluten quality and starch visoosity, but it ispossible to mprove the steamed bread
and noodle quality of gpring w heat varieties in Q inghai province through genetic mprovenent
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Tablel | ig of wheat varietiesin experiment |
NO. V ariety NO. V ariety NO. V ariety NO. V ariety
1 602 Plateau 602 17 533 Qingchun 533 33 96 97 96 Fan 97 49 18 Ningchun 18
2 448 Plateau 448 18 254 Qingchun 245 34 95-314 50 15 Longchun 15
3 205 Plateau 205 19 570 Qingchun 570 35 96604 51 M arquis
4 028 Plateau 028 20 853 M inhe 853 36 95002 52 A bbondanza
5 932 Plateau 932 21 588 M inhe 588 37 298 53 M 99-11
6 466 Plateau 466 22 5 Lemai 5 38 6 Xinchun 6 54 M 99-12
7 356 Plateau 356 23 901 Chaichun 901 39 503 Gaoyou 503 55 M 99-23
8 465 Plateau 465 24 323 323 g 40 33 Xieobingnai 33 56 M 99-34
9 158 Plateau 158 25 96-115 41 9621 Jingchun 9621 57 M 99-40
10 363 Plateau 363 26 268 42 13 Jimmai 13 58 M 99-41
11 175 Plateau 175 27 95-251 43 903210 Ning 903210 59 M 99-44
12 913 Plateau 913 28 95-712-1 44 931104 60 M 99-47
13 338 Plateau 338 29 961 S-35 45 8015 61 M 99-82
14 182 Plateau 182 30 93636 46 910769 Zhang 910769 62 M 99-90
15 584 Plateau 584 31 665 47 6 Ningzuo 6
16 506 Plateau 506 32 95-34-2 48 8012
2 I
Table 2 | ig of wheat varieties in experiment Il
NO. V ariety NO. V ariety NO. V ariety NO. V ariety
1 99072 15 584 Plateau 584 29 8 Xinchun 8 43 91B569 L ongfu 91B 569
2  91-5-54 16 96690 30 99j34 44 33 Xiaobingmai 33
3  91-5-13 17 97093 31 98G1 45 1 M enghua 1
4  91-5-48 18 980144 32 98G3 46 1 M engyou 1
5 107 19 1 Zmai 1 33 L ongjunmachang 47 17 Nemai 17
6 95-87 20 97-667 34 96-940 Gan 96-940 48 Wi ild cat
7 96-18 21 93-9 35 10 L ieochun 10 49 5 Jiab
8 9 79 96Fan79 22 20-1034 36 4837 Long 4837 50 Gelenlea
9 99606 23 20-1030 37 14 Kenhong 14 51 CN4994
10 570 Qingchun 570 24 20-1033 38 10 Kenhong 10 52 811 Zhangchun 811
11 20-1035 25 990067 39 4839 Long 4839 53 86laMm 7
12 92-411 26 SH893 40 94-4083 L ong 94-4083
13 92-338 27 952 41  99g/224
14 96 81 96Fan8l 28 5 Tachun 5 42 41080
12
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Table3 M ean. CV and range of guality traits tested in var ieties used
_ M ean (%) cv Range
T rait
I I 1 I I I
() TKW 44 5 422 12 1 14 2 349 562 292 571
(g/) TW 784 6 778 8 24 21 7380 8145 736 0 806 0
(%) Hardness 84 6 93 6 26 3 272 327 1357 278 132 4
(%) Flour yield 712 69 6 37 65 654 760 600 756
(%) A sh content Q 53 Q 60 11 3 12 4 Q37 Q62 Q46 Q 89
(%) W hiteness 791 755 27 34 714 824 67.6 807
(%) Protein content 13 5 135 67 11 2 120 16 3 Q7 175
(%) W et gluten content 341 36 6 16 4 17. 6 195 506 223 559
DS (m) DS sdimentation 16 8 191 211 212 80 225 83 245
(%) W ater abrption 66 3 65 2 71 75 571 741 516 730
(min) Development time 32 32 316 34 6 12 68 20 75
(min)  Stability 31 20 62 2 67 4 Q7 103 Qs 110
(9 Falling number 334 8 248 6 14 2 21 6 2015 4115 176 5 397. 5
(RVU) Peak vismosity 133 9 82 0 216 47. 2 642 209 4 277 2025
(RVU) Breskdown 42 3 47.6 24 8 328 213 777 210 993
211 [ 11 4459 42 24q, ()
, 12 1% 14 2% I 784 6 g/, 11
778 89/l () I 84 6,323 602 254
, 135 71292 1281 II 93 6, 5 , 132 4
() , () I 71 2%,
65 4 76 0%, 95-314 602 570 () , 75% I
69 6%, 60 0 75 6%, 94-4083 , 75 6% 75 2%
I Q 53%, 8012 910769 8015 , Q 45% I
Q 60%, 9861 99sy224 107 , Q 49% Q 47% Q 46% I
79 1%, 71 4 82 4%, 5 , 82 4% 82 2%
I 75 5%, 67 6% 8Q 7%, 107 811 , 80 7%
80 1%
212 I I 13 5%, I 33 M ar-
quis 503 , 16 3% 15 8% 15 6% 11 5 33 1
, 17 5% 16 8% 16 2% , I II
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34 1%, 19 6 50 6% , () , 33
503 M arquis , 50 6% 43 7% 43 3% I 36 6%,
22 3 55 9% , , 5 1 ,
55 9% 48 6% I Ids 16 8 19 1ml, I M 99-34,M 99-10
M 99-47 DS , 225223 21 8ml II 91B 3563 17 DS
, 24 5ml 24 Oml I II () s ,
21 1% 21 2%
213 I 66 3%, 9621 602 323 93636
, 13 0% il 65 2%, 5 10 33 ,
73 0% 72 9% 72 6% I 11 3 2min, 12 68min
20 7 5min, () I ™M 99-90 503 ,
68 52min; II , 75 6 5min I
3 1min, Q7 10 3min; II 3 Omin, Q8 11 Omin I
33 M 99-90 503 4 7min, 33 10 3
min,M 99-47 8015 95-251 901 19 () 3 7min , ()
3min II 5 7min,
11 Omin () ),
(). ,
214 I 334 2 s 201 5 411 55 182 338 M 99-47
8015 50 () 300 s , () 80 6%, 182 338
M 99-47 , 411 54115 409 6 s II 248 6 s, 176 5
397 5 5 11 () 300 s 92-338 94-4083 ,
39753540 344 5s I 133 94RV U, 64 2 209 4RVU ,M 99-47
254 937104 55 () 100 RVU , M 99-47 254 9331104
, 209 4 180 7 174 5RVU II 82 ORVU, I
, II I, 47 2%, 11 ()
100 RVU (), I 42RVU,
21 77RVU, 24 8%; II I, 47
RVU 32 8% , I II
22
221 I II 4 4 , I
, 29 6% 26 1% 25 5%; I
, 21 0% 21 0% 18 9%,
() I I,
I II I 87 , 20 120 ; II
89 50 120 , I II I
II 29 () 22 () 10 : , I
65 |, 20 90 ; II 6l |, 20 80 I
I 21 4% 21 0%, () , I I 17
22 () 7 , () , , GB /T 17320~
1998 , 80 70 , 70 80
I () 69 7 , , 42 0 89 5 33

503 901 6 11 () 80 , 90210 M 99-11 466 26
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70 80 , 70 : ()
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70 80
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CcV Range
T rait
1 1I 1 1I 1I
(ml) Volume 365 9 400 0 15 2 131 250 0 485 0 300 0 505 0
(o) Height 59 58 67 57 47 66 52 68
(15) Volume sore 17 13 4 26 1 16 6 40 150 80 150
(5) Height score 30 29 255 210 10 40 20 40
(10) Color 71 66 13 2 17 4 50 90 40 90
(10) A ppearance 73 69 11 8 10 6 50 90 50 85
(10) Shape 74 70 127 11 9 50 90 50 90
(15) Internal structure 87 89 29 6 18 9 20 120 50 120
(10)  Elasticity 65 61 21 4 21 0 20 90 20 80
(10) Toughness 70 6 4 15 4 12 2 40 90 50 80
(10)  Stickiness 70 61 13 6 15 7 50 90 40 80
(5) Taste 40 34 12 2 14 4 30 50 25 45
(100) Total sore 69 7 67 7 14 6 91 420 895 535 780
222 | 5 ( 1
5 5 , 7, 602 Table5 M ean, CV and range of noodle
6 8012 7 () 3 parameters n experment [
5 , 95-115 182 T rait M (COZ) Range
584 5 ) 6 ' (10) Color 70 14 1 50 85
19 2 (10) Appearance 7. 4 12 4 50 90
130 220 10 9% (20) Palate 16 6 93 100 180
’ ’ ’ (25)  Elasticity 19 2 109 130 220
33 90J10 8015 323 20 (25)  Stickiness 19 4 115 130 225
() : 21 , (5) Smoothness 3 9 141 30 45
(5) Taste 38 13 8 25 45
363 15 158 () (100) Total Swre 772 91 550 860
) 15
19 4 130 225 M arquis 503 933104 3 11 ()
: 21 : () , B,/T1039-93 ,
85 () , 75 ,85 75 ,
() 77 2 33 93J104 8015 6 M arquis
() 85 570 95-712-133 M 99-41 39 () 75 85
, () , 75 . ()
() , () () ts] :
23
231 | I
6 6 , , I
II DS I
DS , , Q55 Q57 I,
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Tralt w Hamess a)/?nsgwt ;rr?:;q o%lﬁtteerr]]t sed'm?n?atbn abﬁ?;ﬁon Dwi?np?mt Stability rft?rlmllt;?r viZ;a:ty Breskown Trer?lg

[ 019a 018 - 007 022 Q5" " Q57" -Q06 Q517" 049" 019 012 017 Q05

vs I 003b Q29" Q00 Q37"" 03/"" 036" 017 03"" 02 - Q08 -ao7 -a01 - 003

[ 025 021 -021 014 032" Q33" Q06 0Q41"° 043"° Q27" 029" 010 025
HS I Qo7 0 15 018 017 -aQ01 008 013 046"° 049°" Q41"" Q29" 0 02 039" "

[ o3t e -2 029" a4"" Q22 Q3L" 049°° 058"" 023 Q17 0 02 020

AC I 026 Q07 -019 033" 025 03"" 003 Q41"° 0327 016 015 008 019

[ 003 Q33"" -02 010 Q3" 020 017 a2 Q37" 012 - Q05 - Q06 -0t

AsS I Qa3 012 - 001 021 006 Q17 Q09 020 011 Q02 004 006 001

[ 015 039"" -026" 021 Q3" Q19 026" 033"" Q457 025" 016 - 001 023

Shepe I Q01 - 0 06 Q09 -0Q01 -0Q15 - 012 -011 -Q0 - Q08 0 02 012 012 008

[ o2 Q27" - Q37 030" 03" " 028" 023 022 Q3" 025 008 -014 012

S 1 Q09 - 017 - 009 013 Q07 0 02 -018 -014 - 005 - 018 - Qo7 000 -010

[ -008 038" " -004 025 045" " Q26" 033" 038" 03%"" 019 000 - 004 Q00

Elagticity I 0 06 0 00 - 013 017 0 08 0 06 -009 Q15 Q17 -0l 0 00 0 07 - 009

[ 015 025" -021 019 Q42" Q46" 016 036" 046" 021 010 003 Qo7
ToughnessIl 0 32" - 016 040" Q2 010 005 Q31" Q3T Q41 Q29" Q29" 018 03"

[ 014 020 - 019 011 030" 03" " 007 030" Q4" 024 018 003 018
Stickiness I 035" - 009 -03%°" 024 010 - 003 -03° 03" 050" 03"" 038" 030" 038" "

[ 019 Q17 -020 003 028" 03" 008 023 Q34" Q29" 019 010 017

Odor I Q26 003 -025 029" 013 019 -014 o4t a4 024 030" 025 029"

[ a2 034" -02% Q27" Q053" " Q46" 019 Q477" 05"" 028" 014 002 014

Total sorell 0 26 006 -019 040" " Q24 024 -Q09  Q4"" 040" 009 015 014 016

‘a b I I oo 5% 1%

Note aand b indicate wrrelation wefficient in experment [ and 11, regectively; * and * * indicate significant at 5% and 1% probability level, regectively. V S=Volune ore, HS=
Height sore, AC= Apparent color, A S= Apparent structure, IS= Intemal sructure

able 7
Trait Color A ppearance Palate Toughness  Stickiness Smoothness Taste Total Soore
Hardness Q 16 Q 26" Q 15 Q o7 Q 03 Q 04 Q17 Q13
A sh content - Q25" - 001 - Q01 - Q21 - Q24 - 024 - Q17 - Q21
Protein content a 22 Q12 Q 05 Q 12 Q 12 Q 05 Q 16 Q 15
W et gluten content Q 22 Q 25" Q 16 Q 24 Q31" Q 10 Q40" " Q 30"
DS DS s=dimentation - Q 07 - Q03 Q 14 Q 30" Q 27" Q 15 Q 17 Q 22
W ater abomption Q 20 Q 17 Q 03 - Q08 - Q06 Q 02 Q 03 Q 02
Development time Q23 Q 26" Q 32" Q 30° Q33" Q15 Q 30° Q36"
Stability Q 31’ Q12 Q 307 Q36" Q36" Q 29" Q 28" Q40"
M ixing tolerance index - Q 22 - Q38" -Q37"" -Q41"° -042°" -0Q26 - Q477" - Q47"
Falling number Q24 Q42" Q58" Q51" Q52" Q42" Q45" Q60"
Peak visosity Q12 Q33" Q58" Q61" Q59" Q48" " Q41" ae62""
B reakdow n - 017 - Q00 Q 15 Q 18 Q10 Q 09 Q11 Q11
Do * ox 5% 1%
Note * and * * Indicate significant at 5% and 1% probability level, regpectively.
232 I 7

7 ) ) DS
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