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Summary

The authors studied on the effect of silkworm eggs collected from the whole silkworm egg producers
in Korea to know the cocoon crops, and the results are as follows.

There was no remarkable correlation on the effect of silkworm eggs quality for the cocoon crops
but can be concluded as follows.

1) There was a weak correlation between the hatching ratic and economical hatching ratio but no
correlation between economical hatching ratio and cocoon crops.

In other word, hatching ratio couldn’t be influenced for the silkworm health.

2) Non-hybrid ratio(miss-crossing ratio) influenced to the amount of reelable cocoons and pupation
ratio but on this experiment, there was a little influence for the cocoon crops.

The authors found that there is no difference between origin and its F; crops under the more
suitable conditions, Non-hybrid ratio can be determined the silkworm eggs quality, but notice that
the ratio decrease only when used pure origin.

3) There is some correlation between harvesting amounts of reelable cocoon and pupation ratio. In
general, the eggs which harvest small amounts of reelable cocoon are lower on the pupation ratio.

4) The influence of cocoon layer ratio is based on the variety absolutely but cocoon crops also has
a little influence on the cocoon layer ratio.
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Table 1. The results of spring silkworm.
¥ E=eul B=byung J=jung M=moo
S | K gl g |
S TR e el L EE
5 f ¥ s |8 = 1= 3 |35 8 g || &8 | W
g - =2 1% = 8|8 | S| g te B E
% e EIE g, B2 E.l gl Bl g
£ | 2 2 |8, 28 2 |2 |28 812 |88, 8 %
v = g g3 |8 = = |=38! & s | 28! 8 ! =
¥ § _?:"08)33—8%’\2 e |28 8, % 52, 8, &
T %l % 1 % ksl kg kg kg ng % %

2 —Es | 98.8 82.4 2.0 144 3.3 0.4 18.1 217 807
3 Ea | 9.8 8.8 + 3.0 164 19 0.4{ 18.7 215 93.0
4 —Es | 97.6) 918 2.7 15.3 2.9 0.3 18.5 20.8 94.7
5 Es | 97.0] 9.6/ ++ 2.0 149 2.1 0.4/ 17.4 21.0/ 910
6 Es | 97.8 87.6 17 148 18 01 0.2 169 21.2 8.7
7 Esa | 96.6 9.2 + . 27 138 3.8 0.4 180 21.2 93.7
8 +Ba | 97.4 92.8 D40 139 4.3 0.3 18.5 2.4 9.0
9 +Ba | 96.4 89.0 17 141 2.5 0.6 17.2} 20.3 91.0
10 ~Bs | 97.8 90.8/ + . 1.0 142 3.1 0.1 0.6/ 18.0 20.7 93.0
1 Esz | 96.2] 93.0 | 1.3 131 35 0.1 07 17. 4 219 88.7
12 ~ —Bs | 97.4 87.0£ 23 154 3.0 01 06 191 217 9.3
13 | Bs | 96.6 93.2 2.7 158 2.6 0.6 19.0 22.0/ 92.7
14 +Js | 942 93.0 2.0 14.4 2.4 0.2 17.0{ '20.8/ 90.3
15 | Bs | 96.4 90.8 6.3 14.4 26 0.5, 17.4 21.1] 93.3
16 | Ja | %62 8.0 | 7.7 151 23 0.5/ 17.9 20.9) 91.3
17 Bz | 9.0 92.0 6.0 158 1.6 0.1 0.4 17.1 2.2 93.0
18 Es | 9.4 89.8 93 146 L6 0.4 16.6) 21.0/ 84.3
19 Ba | 95.20 90.8 ' 1.0 14.00 2.8 0.1 0.2 17.1 20.6] 86.7
20 | +EB | 94.0 85.6 |47 15.1] 2.4 0.3 17.8 20.8 95.3
21 Ea | 9.8 86.2 | 2.3 145 2.2 0.5 17.2 21.7] 91.0
22 | —Bs | 046 89.8 | 17 153 2.8 0.5 18.6 21.3 92.3
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23 | s | 91.9 84.8 f 1.0}’ 13.60 3.3 0.1 0.6 17.6 20.4}3 85.0
24 | Ba 97.4 87.2 L7 14.1§ 1.8 ' 0.3 16.20 21.0/ 89.7
25 3 Ba 92.2 84.0 1 1.0; 15.3; 2.9 0.1 18.3 20.4 95.3
2% \]}27 lj‘z o7.4 7.2 + | 0.7 183 15 0.8 20.6] 21.6 94.7
97 f “Bs | 97.6 8.2 + 2.3l 14.8; 2.7 0.4 17.90 19.7| 93.3
28 \ Bs 98.4/ 89.0 07 15.3; L9 0.4 17.6] 21.1] 94.0
29 \ Es | 98.6 940 | 1.0} 15.8i 2.5 0.4 18.7 21.3 96.0
30 +Ep | 97.2 9.4 + | L7 119 2.9; 0.1 14.9 21.5 86.0
31 —Ba o7.01 87.0 £+ 2.3 152 30 01 0.4 187 2.0 9.2
32 Es 97.4/ 93.2 |30 151 L5 01 01 16§ 135 887
33 Es 95.4 89.6 L3 137 22 01 0.8 168 214 93.3
34 Es 9.6 922 + = 2.0 14.7i 22 0.1 0.2 17.2] 21.4 oL7
35 ~Es 96.4 87.4 Lo 14.8f 2.4 0.1 0.6 17.9 21.2 92.0
36 +Bp 96.8/ 90.2 1.7l 4.7 3.9 01 0.4 181 219 917
37 Is 94.2| 82.8 10 183 3. 0.6/ 19.0 20.2| 94.3
38 Ba 92.0| 68.6 20 148 46 0.5 20.0 20.8 95.3
39 —~Es | 93.0 78.0, + ' 0.3 13.4 3.0 0.4 14.1 21.3 92.7
40 Bs 93.8) 85.2 | 1.35 14.83 3.5, 01; 0.4 18.8 21.2| 96.0
41 —Ba | 940 9.4 + . 13 152 2.2 . 0.4 17.8 21.1) 01.7
42 Ea | 88.2 820 + . 1.0! 12.5], 28 0.1 0.2 15.6 21.1] 71.0
13 Es | 97.4 %.8 | 0.7‘ 16.3 27 0.1 0.3 19.4 2.1 9.3
44 Bs ! 08.8/ 90.4 | 2.3’ 15'0i 1.81 | 0.4 17.20 20.0 92.0
15 +Mp | 94.4) 82.4 ‘ 3.0 159 3.0 : 0.3 19.2 21.5 92.7
46 +Js | 96.2] 9L.2 L3 16.9 1.8 0.1 0.3 19.1 2.3 5.3
47 Es | 98.0 9.6 03 162 18 0.11| 0.3 18.4 21.9' g89.3
48 Ja | 96.6 92.8 ,; 1.0, 16.5 2.1 0.4/ 19.0[ 21.6| 94.0
49 Ja | 9.4 910 | 1.3 156 2.4 0.4 18.4 2120 9.7
50 —Ea j 91.0/ 93.0 2.7, 4.9, 2.5 0.2 17.6 20.4i 94.7
51 Ea | 5.0 86.4 j 0.3] 14.3 3.4 | 0.2 17.9) 20.8 91.3
52 +Ea | 97.2) 9L6 |20 132 42 01 06 181 20.2 8.7
53 Es { 93.0/ 84.2 Lo 131 5.2, 1 0.4 18.8 211 94.3
54 Es | 93.2] 79.4 : 1.35 13.3 41 0.1 0.1 17.6 20.7 87.3
55 Es | 9.6 89.4 . 0.7 154 26 0.7 18.7) 216 3.0
average | 95.8 88.4 | 2.3 148 2.7 | 0.4l 17.9] 21.0, 91.4
Table 2. The results of autumn silkworm.
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f oz T e 3 oo E3: Sar g
2 . .8 g Ss |I» = | B9 | -5 w =K a i .8
s Z sE | 25 | % = =28 1 3 2 gk s | &
IR g = | § : | ® | & 2 g5 g g
8," 1 -= 8 . @ = ; = = is=] ael « o ] 2,
B 7 R R %f% - kg kg ks kg kg % %
2 98.0 91.0 6.3 4.3 13.2 1.3 0.3 14. 8! 19.6 94.7
3 99.0 94.0 10.31 0.2 131 13 0.2 0.1 14.7 19.4 8.8
4 9.0 93.00 17.0 3.7 124 o.si 0.2 0.1 13.3] 19.6 98.5
5 99.0  90.0 10.2 42 12.9 1.0| 0.1 14.00 19.1 97.3
6 99.0] 92.00 18.0 2.8 113 L4 03 0.1 13.1| 19.5 97.3
7 98.00 910 1.2 1.3  13.5 11y 0.2 ' 1.8 19.6] 96.7
8 8.0 830 20 0 . 112 1.0 0.4 0.1 127 19.30  a7.7
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Table 3. Distribution of embryonic development stage (hybernating egg)

embyo stage SEA_ Ea Ea* Ep~ Ez Ep* Ba™ Ba Ba® Bp~ B Bo* Ja™ Ja Ja* Js~ Js 3" M

Noofeggproducer§151 413 2 2 4 3 4 6 1 6 3 0 01 2 0

Ma Ma* Mp~ MB MB [reference
o 0 0 0 1 8

% E=eul J=jung B=byung M=moo

HF@O FHEEE HA~KEBYC B AEs 3 BRSBTS 20 @i (38%) T@st WAR LI
o WER Aol 26 ERT(49%) JA WL Litkel #HiEd Aol 7 ATl ond (13%) Kbl Ax 1 @ff: BE I
HER olv] BFE RBEZA BHEIA A, KRIAY LK MFE FFY BEINE HFL gHss
Aoy IFI KBHiZA] BEE A& L AEAREEHE LAY 3o ke @S 5°C Hlloz
EobA A Vil EET zlelztz @Ed . $uve BEL —#he = HRESS BAETEMR Kiid st
= Aol i fw BRERLERY Bl BHEC #EE & vz A=,

WEBRBY WHBAN B I 2R BHd by BT ERE do) oA LW fxaEasle K
Bre] BH= #Hi—5 W A~KRBEY B ABARYRE 3 £ e obd $ovel BREUGER
AE o Bl AstE Zolth. —RMe 2 HEBHE LBt ®7] A5t ABEE LTl A =R

Hol #BelA FEUH 2 & & AdA . REBHET S BHARNA BFE —H BEPEAA 2HA7
= B hHEA S 34 dectts BiEelas A BES S ARIAEE DEEES AR kel

gt 2 HEF 42 el AARS B BMT4AE Yuelrtde HBEH EREes widE H%
RS BEHY v glotx Aadge, 22y & FRdA delxl B BmBld S Sae e
Bl A 2] X% BRE BES Bt @ERES YEY £ AE Jusbd ER YEE ¥ fREMow
T HEXEE vada Zicz @A8s AESEe Esd s G,

2. BR{LE U WAWm{E

BERES THIMEE 95.8%c BREMC 2 Z3ofotd Mtael gt A 2hel o, gibzio] 00%2 -
jmske] of PR HfEF dv Bfoldy ¥4 oo BMEE 90% LITY BES o oud masE
§ ZE BEIASE TE MUERECA TREEY KBS 494 & Ao, 2oy pbRe] Solz &
AfptEe] 90%% st £ A Fowl REY HANY B 4L Efoldzn Y. FEe A
Blell Eate] BB oA shodof sy (R BHS BIE BHHNS GHT ¢ A FIMEETA=
THET Bfolstx 34 ¢& 4 ot Aol fbs A %ﬂ 30/ Pl ohgdel 60% Ub 52 oo
R Hasz #edos g gRRase) %Lz»f:— —:8 ojg}i & "T‘ QAT EEF L Fbol B
F9l HEL AT Aol BEEE € BEREHED old &« %;: CES At 71% doi = obd 7
olth., MAEEM EAMME 85% LY BEREMER ?ﬁﬂ 8 @1 (15%) %4% Ao BES BE s}
3 A7,

TREBERY THBLS 07.6% BEESEY MidEsd oz slon) FHERMLE 87.6%2 Kl

Table 4. Distribution of hatching ratio

hatching ratio (%) 8.51~90.0 90.1~95.0 95.1~100 J reference
No. of egg ? spring 1 15 38 average 95.8
producer autumn | 0 7 38 | average 97.6
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Table 5. Distribution of economical hatching ratio

65.1 70.1 75.1 80.1 8.1 90.1 95.1 \
economical hatching ratio (%) ~ ~ ~ ; reference

70.0 750 800 850 90.0 950 100

spring j 1 0 1 4 20 23 3 | average 88.4
No. of egg producer |-—- - S - ‘

autarin | 0 6 2 4 13 20 0 | average 87.6

< BFEERE e BT b skl WARMEE® 70~75%9 BRESUERECT 4= 6{@AT(13%)
ko wmyE ATHfbiko = EARMLE @bl m—Ee B= Bt KEGZ Az,

BE mTE PR BERERYS BERRAA 2 ROz stlled BTE 25 THiiio BRIRK
Beh R@d 21,810 o)y ol ax W3l BERLERS FMtEst BAEMMLE 355E BHEEA cover vt

= % % A=

Table 6. Number of granules per one box.

‘
egg producer’s No. i No. °£ngerag‘o‘;les per ; egg producer’s No. No. Ofmgeraglou;es per
1 | 30 16,556
2 19, 058 f 31 20,758
3 21,342 32 22,058
4 20,207 33 18,480
5 21,936 34 22,570
6 21,274 35 19,585
7 20, 053 36 20, 858
8 21, 664 37 22,080
9 20, 890 | 38 22, 866
10 24, 360 ‘ 39 20, 940
11 19, 364 ! 40 22,326
12 19, 494 ? 41 27,185
13 24,220 42 22,037
14 20,796 43 27,186
15 20,596 44 27,222
16 21,515 45 24,761
17 20, 304 46 28, 092
18 18, 162 47 23,827
19 21,044 48 23,432
20 21,516 49 24,182
21 22,703 50 21,005
22 21,440 | 51 21,270
23 24,021 | 52 19,898
24 22,590 | 53 21,634
25 19,058 ;i 54 21,463
26 21,687 ! 55 20,543
27 22,190
28 21,780
29 21,670 average 21,810
3. Bx¥E

Mg FEES Moz AN BB Mo ERT B/EER HET IR Aol BEEE B
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Table 7. Distribution of non-hybrid silkworm ratio -

non-hybrid ratio oo 6 1.1 1.6 2.1 2.6 3.1 3.6 4.1 4.6 51 56 6.1 6.6 7.1 7.6
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o~ ~ o~ o~ ~
(%) 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0 55 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0

No. of |

|
|
1
|
|

€gg

spring\313712570101011001-
producer} autumn {

nqn-hybrid ratio 8.1 86 9.1 96 101 10.6 1.1

~ o~ o~ o~ ~ ~ ~ " reference
(%) 8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5 : .
No. of ] spring

|
e S ’
gz |
producer | autumn ‘ 0o 0 0o o o o0 1

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 ' *average 2.3
% ~average 1.1

MEERY THMRAE 2.3%5d 3 BERERNE 40 BT W (74%) ]| 5.1% Lo EERE
KYOL 5@ os HepdAx 10/ Lo BRESEFE/ 1ER 9 o Hadde w24 88 7 98
B ooive BENEE REEETdE ¥R ROdA & & A BR HAERE BA xFEA Frax
Fepe] RApde] £4 0.18%5F 0.65%H Hital ¥ = (BEREBY FA4) MHESH KEIE £EE 3
oAof TF A4t WKL HERH: Hia BRES, KEE HE 2 HEZA %% WARE A&
BB A9 Fkel B3t ME Sy BEMNEL BLES BEs Ofd 94 4 ol mEde A
W RS .

THEEEY THEME HTe 2 BEscons SMARe hEl o o) AL 2 2A HEHEN T
Bl AT Aol P«h BEY 4+ Jdd. NREREY M4 5% be EENERES 2@EFY 9 &

Hil A+ BERRC v13 Bgge R 3¢ F sl 53 #REHE @t B{LE 10% Uk &
BRERY &% lﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘él dche HEL FHRY MfEds 444,
4. WME

Blpdiokiel 4 RERREY BEAS W/ st KEM 4B BB HE REse Bxdddd @
Bl Bistet 47td g RESS B RrEe e 24 Qb Aol ik "ol Zrh: FR T
Ae BEE o5 e dolez BEMERN s BEAR 5% UTY Bl destshd Mk 2%
Liie SEE 9oy FigiBaRel 14.3%0 4 oW ¢ vl BIEHe BEEe o 2 dztz 44
Aot PEES LEEEERES BRs Badsdcd ez BRS S Bdd. FEL SE4 FEE BEe=
Wate] Bt slolAd WEA 15% Lo BEe BRFERS %5d $Re BMo mests doa #
ezl @oh. FREBES FEAT, RE AEEBATILESY Bt Rftslel g7 e HRE B
& Aoletz 448 = gl

5. ElkER

HE BTE LREKEES 2% ¢ B AMEES weste REZ 295 &4 Qs LEkse
- BES AMEREAGE A9 @BHKd B s KEE, A, REEGS ER/e (fasl sl
22 FREM) obd Db KRl 2 B8 sl goetn A2e v H—fkel A o)} zo] #7F &
stz —H B0 AN BIBE LA e F did.

Table 8. Reelable cocoon amounts per 4th instar 10, 000 silkworms.

91101111121131141151161171 181‘:
~ ~ ‘ reference
10.0 110 12.0 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 }

reelable cocoon amounts

No. of egg

spring “ 0 0 1 1 10 19 17 5 0 1 | average 14.8

producer

astumn | 1 4 14 15 10 1 0 0 0 0 :averagevIZ.Z
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Table 9. Factorial analysis of cocoon crops in Japan.

SRR
o o g ~ 3 > g 3 @
8 5 3 Il =) .2 < 5 =
2 E 2 5 £ g 2 = S g
2 b :G—g © = 5} > ) - B! = @
s o~ w— = 3 = <) @ 2] <
w2 (L] °F E 5 g E= | < o 85 | £
8= o i [ N2 - 80 =] o % g © it 3
& ! a oo "U + .E £ = g,. 2 @ &‘(;,' o
: £ B : | B g | 2 | & 5| s | 3% %
[ — 1= 7] ‘B 4 3 o
1947 85S 91.0%, 38.8%| 37.6%| 7.0%| 2.4%| 2.4% — 1.2%| 3.5%| 17.2%
1948 117} 93.0 | 38.5 38.5 9.4 5.1 5.1 1.7 — — 1.8
E 1949 134, 94.0 i 38.8 35.8 8.2 3.7 5.2 1.5 6.0 0.7 | —
§ 1950 1010 94.0 | '36.9 35.2 12.6 4.5 1.8 2.7 1.8 4.5 —
|
© | 1951 92| 92.0 ‘E 40.1 35.9 9.8 5.4 3.3 3.3 1.1 1.1 —
1952 128; 94.0 ‘ 35.9 39.1 8.6 3.9 0.8 5.5 0.8 3.9 1.6
average 93.0 | 38.2 39.0 9.3 4.2 3.1 2.5 2.2 2.7 3.5
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U ERREEAE o= B2F BF: AT & A ‘

Table 10. Distribution in cocoon grade.

reelable light - defective double
grade (96) defective
cocoon cocoon cocoon cocoon
spring | 82.7 15.1 0 2.2
rearing season
autumn | 87.0 10.0 2.0 1.0

6. WML
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Table 11. Distribution of cocoon layer ratio.

cocoon layr ratio (%) 19.1~20.0 20.1~21.0 21.1~22.0 reference
No. of egg spring i 2 17 35 ’ average 21.0
producer autumn ‘ 42 3 0 l average 19.6
7. {L¥RzE

EEe BRGY BEES mEsts AEEAE v BERE oo BEES WBEEE wEs
REZ 9% Aoloh bifike BAE 2 Biest 258 ME Qs Aol= BEBES 5 (biFd 91.4%
“ge WAL ohidzm A7Ed. iz LFES BERMY MRKke BRSE HEIAE St $dve
o HREEF AL del LEEe $UdE LEkEEe AL BT MERd WHE Tt Wikl
A olgpe BRES BET A0 ohdz AART. BeA L] T 2 Fold BEES Hrddz
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Table 12. Distribution of pupation ratio

| 70.1 75.1 80.1 85.1 90.1 95.1
pupation ratio (%) reference
750 800 850 900 950 100
i

No. of egg | spring 1 0 2 11 3 7 I average 91.4
producer autumn 0 0 0 0 5 40 | average 96.7
V. #§ =
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Table 13. Influence of inter-relation between undesirable results obtained and the other

items measured.(spring)

| economical | non-hybrid ‘ amounts of | cocoon layer . egg producer’s
hatching ratio { hatching | reelable pupation ratio
| ratio ‘ ratio cocoon ratio No.
®8.20% |  82.0% l L0% | 12.5% | e11% 71.0% | 42
26 | @86 | 20 | 148 | 209 %.3 | 38
95.2 90.8 (11. 0 14.0 20.6 86.7 19
96. 4 89.8 .3 14.6 21.0 84.3 18
96.2 89.0 7.7 15.1 20.9 91.3 16
96. 4 90.8 (6.3) 14.4 21.1 93.3 15
96.0 92.0 } 6.0 15.8 21.2 93.0 17
97.2 9.4 1.7 (11.9) 21.5 86.0 30
88.2 82.8 ; 1.0 (12.5) 21.1 71.0 42
88.2 82.8 : 1.0 (12.5) 21.1 71.0 42
95.8 88.4 : 2.3 14.8 21.0 91.4 average

Table 14. Influence of inter-relation between good results obtained and the other items
measured (spring)

economical non-hybrid | amounts of , cocoon layer pupation egg producer’s
hatching ratio hatching * reelable
ratio ratio 1 cocoon l ratio ratio No.
97.0% (96.6)% 2.0% | 149kg | 210% | 9L0% 5
97.4 (95.8) 07 | 163 | 21 | 9.3 43
9.0 | (95.6) 0.3 | 162 | 219 |  89.3 47
97.4 75.2 0.7 | as&® | 26 | 947 26
96. 2 91.2 1.3 (16.9) 21.3 95.3 46
96.6 92.8 1.0 (16.5) ‘ 21.6 94.0 48
95.8 86.8 3.0 6.4 | 21.5 93.0 3
97.4 95.8 0.7 (16.3) | 20.1 96.3 42
98.0 95.6 0.3 16.2) ! 21.9 89.3 47
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97.4 %.8 07 | ae® 201 | 963 43
95.6 94.0 Lo | 15.8 21.3 (96.0) 29
! ‘
93.8 85.2 1.3 . 14.8 21.2 (96.0) 38
94.0 85.6 4.7 15.1 20.8 9.3 20
92.2 84.0 1.0 15.3 20.4 (95.3) 25
92.0 68.6 2.0 14.8 20.9 (95.3) 38
96.2 91. 2: 1.3 16.9 21.3 (95.3) 46
95.8 88.4 2.3 14.8 21.0 91.4 average
Table 15. Influence of inter-relation between undesirable results obtained and the other
items measured (autumn)
hatching economical | decrease non-hybrid | amounts of |cocoon layer | pupation |egg producer’s-
hatching | in sikworm reelable

ratio ratio number ratio I cocoon ratio ratio No.
95.0% (73.00% l 18.3% 2.3% 11.7kg 19.3% 97.0% 22
95.0 (73.0) ! 11.5 0.2 11.9 19.6 92.2 24
95.0 (74.0) | 5.0 0.2 14.4 19.4 97.8 25
95.0 (74.0) 16.5 0 11.9 19.7 98.5 26
98.0 (74.0) 11.3 0.3 13.1 19.5 97.7 35
95.8 (75.0) 13.5 1.0 12.8 19.6 97.7 35
98.0 91.0 13.5 1.3 13.5 19.6 96.7 7
97.0 79.0 12.6 (6.3) 12.6 - 19.6 96.7 39
95.0- 92.0° . (26.0) 0 10.5 19.6 96.7 31
99.0 86.0 (25.0) 1.5 9.4 19.8 95.2 10
98.0 91.0 3.7 1.0 10.4 19.7 97.8 34
98.0 89.0 (23.5) 0 10.8 19.4 96.2 51
99.0 86.0 25.0 1.5 9.4 19.8 E 95.2 10
98.0 90.0 16.7 1.3 (10.3) 19.6 | 95.8 27
98.0 91.0 23.7 1.0 (10.4) 19.7 97.8 34
98.0 92.0 26.0 0 (10.5) 19.6 96.7 31
98.0 89.0 23.5 0 (10.8) 19.4 1 96.2 51
97.6 87.6 143 | L1 122 | 19.6 96.7 | average

Table 16. Influence of interrelation good results obtained and the other items measured (autumn)

hatching economical | decrease non-hybrid | amounts of | cocoon layer; pupation | egg producer’s-

hatching | in silkworm reelable

ratio ratio number ratio cocaon ratio ratio No.
95.0% 74.0% G.00% 0.2% 14.4kg 19.4% 97.0% 25
98.0 92.0 (6.0) 1.5 13.2 19.9 98.5 21
98.0 91.0 (6.3) 4.3 13.2 19.6 94.7 2
97.0 94.0 9.7 0.3 13.2 19.5 94.0 13
99.0 . 90.0 9.7 0.5 12.9 19.9 97.0 50
95.0 I 74.0 l 5.0 | 0.2 (14.4) 19.4 ‘ 97.8 25
95.0 88.0 ! 15.7 1.3 12.0 (20.5) 97.0 32
97.0 90.0 [ 14.3 0 12.6 (20.3) 96.8 33
97.0 91.0 15.5 1.3 11.5 20.1) 97.8 28
or.6 | &6 | 13 | 11 12.2 19.6 | 9.7 | average
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