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STUDY ON THE PROTEIN CONTENT OF WILD RICE RESO URCE

Zhen Hai Huang Chiln Chen Yi Li Manlan Liu Xuezhen Pan Dajian Zhang Huiqiong
(Rice Research Institute, Guangdong Academy of A gric. Sci., Guangzhou, 510640)

Abstract

This paper reported that the protein content in 19 wild rice species (2 028 test sam ples in total )
was determined according to a semi— micro kjeldahl method with whole rice grain samples, and
verified the differences among the species. The study showed that there are about 11.5% wild
rice (233 in 2 028 samples) containing more than 15. 0% protein, of which , about 5. 7% of
tested samples were Chinese common wild rice (O. officinalis), about 83.7 % were Chinese
medicinal wild rice (O . rufipogon ), and about 27.3% were overseas wild rice. The result may

be used in breeding for rice qualities.
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