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Abstract

The ten traits having the largest portion in phenotypic structure of Cymbidium ensifolium (L.) Sw.
and Cymbidium sinense (Jackson ex Andr.) Willd were measured, and the traits between Cymbi-
dium ensifolium and Cymbidium sinense were analyzed. The results showed that the coefficient of
variation of each trait was relatively small, and the characters were relatively stable, which could
be used as the basis for the provenance.
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1. 5|8

AP CERHEMII MR, RIREASIEL —, BEEANREL S, REZRENRWEE, 2/
2 PR B RO AT, R “ RS (1], HESR AR 795 AR, I 17,500 B, 4 TTEA
N T2 RN, AR T R 7D B X Sb, A1) 32 A 76 SRR b . LA 173 AR
1240 Flr, (SR BB 21.76%, CARETER . R GG NEER L X [2]. E 8516 LT A
R SR, TR, BRI AR, BEMREREE . AE SRR FREERIE S SRS
Bro BBk, AZEAR. AEAZ R R R AT R M 2 S T X BEHEAT R 98 B B

R LT oh R A e m o, ORI TR B K T 2SR . R R A DR AT M A s
Sk, I, R LA VS AR 12215 3] 4]

2R A R R A A AE . FOAETEIR R RR, BB ATAAE, A RO A B A A A
BTN IR AR . (SRR b, (R4 A0 X IR A KA SV FO RS [S]. AT TE 22 1EH
WY ERIAE A E, A AR B AL R R VR IR . A S | B R GE MR HEAT T R
ST, DIREIRTE S . S22 AR, A — B O TU R R R R A S

2. MMEFHE
2.1. HESEHE

KEMSEEFA AL, BhE. AR, REESERIILX, ZHXAEERERE, N2%E
YR E B AKX, IR 2018 42 H~6 A .

2.2. HRFE

BUSCEER s, BB, REE K. R, A K. hE A ERRK. AT, B
WK BWTE. K LA ST ERITIE6] [7][8].

2.3. HIELE
B, SRR E R EIEH SPSS BT, R EATR A LA TEIRZ BRI AR KR R, RH
FHIR R B 7 V230 AT B o T o
3. R
3.1. B=, E=UNEMERIBRERSH

Tl R2RRR: #EL BT HKCAE 30 em~50 em Z A HIL—ANIEE, O 36.74 cm, T
/NIIH 26,77 ems AR G 2 #88E HHLE 0.2 em~0.3 cm Z (8], 3 ARARXS AP KAz e . I SR 16
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Table 1. Distribution of characters in Cymbidium ensifolium (cm)

F 1 EZZMRD M (cm)

(173 A B R E o

e FErphl PR SRR AR AR B Bl AaEEK AT
29.62 0.33 3.76 0.56 2.59 0.71 1.40 1.20 1.20 0.31
34.96 0.22 2.68 0.54 2.65 0.70 1.60 1.20 1.15 0.35
29.43 0.21 3.56 0.34 2.57 0.73 2.00 1.10 1.06 0.34
36.10 0.23 2.80 0.38 2.60 0.82 2.25 0.90 0.59 0.30
40.19 0.28 3.30 0.48 2.40 0.64 1.84 1.09 0.94 0.33
29.90 0.20 4.00 0.55 3.20 0.75 2.06 1.24 1.15 0.46
36.74 0.22 2.90 0.52 2.50 0.70 1.70 1.00 0.70 0.30
26.77 0.22 3.40 0.45 3.00 0.85 2.10 1.13 1.20 0.35
3543 0.30 3.60 0.34 2.70 0.75 1.65 0.86 0.88 0.38
35.06 0.26 3.92 0.49 3.15 0.78 1.95 1.20 1.20 0.48

Table 2. Distribution of characters in Cymbidium sinense (cm)
2. BZEMKST(cm)

s P PR AR AR AR BlK B A K AR
43.72 0.55 4.30 0.75 2.90 0.67 2.30 1.55 1.20 0.44
46.56 0.45 2.90 0.71 3.30 0.72 2.70 0.81 1.50 0.55
52.65 0.50 4.70 0.80 3.20 0.95 3.25 1.50 1.90 0.62
55.30 0.40 3.60 0.78 243 0.65 2.55 1.23 1.50 0.53
54.65 0.38 3.60 0.50 2.90 0.78 2.55 1.43 1.34 0.42
61.40 0.55 3.50 0.65 2.80 0.70 2.58 1.60 1.50 0.50
53.54 0.36 3.86 0.80 3.30 0.62 3.20 0.90 2.10 0.56
47.36 0.42 4.12 0.75 2.78 0.56 2.50 1.40 1.60 0.50
49.40 0.45 3.50 0.54 2.80 0.70 3.30 1.30 1.50 0.45
45.60 0.38 4.25 0.80 3.10 0.80 2.90 1.50 1.90 0.60

3.2. =, B MERBEXXRS T

3.2.1. EZEHEERBRXR

LSRR R R IWGE 3. o DUR @ 2P MK T 5P Ml 21RO R, HR
b HRE 2 UG, RRREURFTR . FH SE7 K PR K P,
GEAKEIEMX, XREAARE, SEERK., AERE. BRK. BlE. SEERERENMEK. b
FEKSEFHKEFRER, RRFHHN-0.447, 5HAL 8 MEREIEMS, Hr, 5EEM%ERIEMNR,

AEARFSN, 5K

HEZE . ERRK SR, R 200K, REANEH,
SRS, HREE. ERKSERE. P, S8k, e, BT 2 i
FEEKREEFHK. FRKEAHK,

568
¥, KA, HHAL 4 MR EMX, XEARE.

AR 7 MRREIEASS, b, H5ERERIEMK, HE.

A 7 MERZIEMR, Hp,
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Table 3. Analysis table of correlation among characters of Cymbidium ensifolium

3. BZRMRBRRADSNR

1y 1y e g E?E E?E B . G ét“
LIRS ik il RS 3 K 5 IS EA
PIABRIINS 1 0213 -0.447  —0.031 -0.483  —0.504 -0.14 0433  —-0.598  —0.149
eapg bl 0213 1 0.29 0.032 -0.289 -0.29 -0.631 —0.144 0.083 -0.133
PE K —0.447 0.29 1 0.06 0.599 0.106 0.015 0.4 0.585 0.682"
rh s 5 e -0.031 0.032 0.06 1 0.208 0343 —0.403 0.717" 0.413 0.156
VoIS -0.483 -0.289 0.599 0.208 1 0.589 0.39 0.463 0.545 0.860"
TEAEIE DR —0.504 -0.29 0.106 —0.343 0.589 1 0.63 -0.156 0.022 0.216
B K -0.14 -0.631 0.015 —0.403 0.39 0.63 1 -0.126 0212 0.225
JEIE 5 —0.433 —0.144 0.4 0.717" 0.463 -0.156 -0.126 1 0.847"" 0.441
GEEK -0.598 0.083 0.585 0.413 0.545 0.022 -0.212 0.847" 1 0.524
A —0.149 -0.133 0.682" 0.156 0.860" 0216 0.225 0.441 0.524 1

THIFHEAE 0.05 K TF-(2-tailed) B EE R L. THIFEIELE 0.01 /K TF(2-tailed) S B E 1T ).

3.22. BERNEMHREXXER

BRI R R R 40 HE 4 WUEHEE 2K EAMECSRRNE 4 4, 4
AR R R ARG ST, KRR RE N N-0.229. —0.253. —0.284, —0.018, T
S, AR, B, BIRK. SEEKREIEMER, RAAHE. HFMHSPERE, L
ek B, AEEK, AT RIS, SEPMK. R, AR, B RS EAX,
KEAPE. GHERFKEFMHCCRAALTHE, HXREN-0.229; 25 KE AR RS
RIEAR, KREAHE. ZERKSEFMK. Pk Bl 206 REAHE,; 5HAbL 6
PRREIEMAX, XAAWE. BRKSHETHE. BREZAHEXS, XRANE, S5HA 7 MEREE
MRKZR, Hh, SEEHKEMXRREN 0714, HINEE. SEHK SR, B S5,
KAEAWE, SHAM 7 MEREIEMIGKER, KA RER D RERK. G8A%, KRR
N 0.714, 0.811.

Table 4. Analysis table of correlation among characters of Cymbidium sinense

4. BERMRBRRRDIIR

1y 1y g LR E?E E?E [T T G G
LIRS gl RS Jr 3 K I IS 5%
PIABRINS 1 0.054 -0229  -0253  -0.284 0.072 0.076 0.114 0.091 -0.018
eaAp ik 0.054 1 0.137 -0.029  —0.086 0.172 —0.245 0.471 -0.446  —0.172
FERK 0229 0.137 1 0.5 0.096 0.347 0.144 0.581 0.35 0.32
HMEERGE 0253 —0.029 0.5 1 0.247 -0.023 0.046 -0.133 0.557 0.756"
MK —0284  —0.086 0.096 0.247 1 0.385 0.464 -0.413 0.545 0.493
FEAEIR T 0.072 0.172 0.347 -0.023 0.385 1 0.403 0.307 0.215 0.417
JEEK 0.076 —0.245 0.144 0.046 0.464 0.403 1 -0.269 0.714" 0.478
JE I B 0.114 0.471 0.581 -0.133  —0413 0.307 -0.269 1 -0278  —0.217
GEK 0.091 —0.446 0.35 0.557 0.545 0.215 0.714" -0.278 1 0.811"
A -0.018 -0.172 0.32 0.756" 0.493 0.417 0.478 -0.217 0.811" 1
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3.3. M=/ ENER I
M5 FTUE A EEK, P

B AEFPHITHL

HEETE. Bl PERK. EFHKS

JE M TEAR T A BORRT L, BURAR ZEAEIC . e 9E. AR, W& o HATBIAE MR 2R, 68
R FERFRORL, R T8 A AEMRTE . R RO HAh AR S R A R, AR R BB N AE Al

SEAMRK, HA LN EARA AR E .

Table 5. Analysis of variation coefficients of indicators of flower of Cymbidium ensifolium

"5 BEARERERRRON

PR P Eem A% - Ju Fil/em FRAEZE(S) A5 FRH(CV)
TEFrih K 33.42 26.77~40.19 4.0014 0.119731
T Fr A 0.247 0.2~0.3 0.041243 0.166976
R K 3.392 2.68~4.0 0.443098 0.13063
LA YA 0.465 0.34~0.55 0.080281 0.172647
VaRi% SIS 2.736 24~32 0.264772 0.096773
TEAEIEBE 0.743 0.64~0.85 0.05866 0.07895

JERE 1.855 1.6~2.25 0.25029 0.134927
B 1.092 0.86~1.24 0.125523 0.114948
EEAEK 1.007 0.59~1.2 0.210763 0.209298
BT 0.36 0.3~0.48 0.06 0.166667
Table 6. Analysis of variation coefficients of indicators of flower of Cymbidium sinense
6. BB TRABOH

PR P Hem A% i Fil/em FRAEZE(S) A5 FH(CV)
TeFrih K 51.018 43.72~61.4 5.16551 0.101249
T Fr A 0.444 0.36~0.55 0.065909 0.148444
R K 3.833 2.9~4.7 0.492708 0.128544
LA YA 0.708 0.5~0.8 0.104384 0.147435
VaRi% SIS 2.951 2.43~33 0.260632 0.08832
TEAEIEBE 0.715 0.56~0.95 0.103175 0.1443

JERE 2.783 2.3~3.3 0.338084 0.121482
B 1322 0.81~1.6 0.256819 0.194266
BEAEK 1.604 1.2~2.1 0.264091 0.164645
BT 0.517 0.42~0.62 0.064039 0.123867

34. B=, E=HNETRIN
5. R 6 I SRR TEIRAS G A BB SR EE R A Y IAE

MRy TEEA A K

B R

PR S—

L2 57 e AR o SH Al 25 T 90 Bl A B RUE

4. i

XS EIRREEH T, A LU SR

EEEREERERK. B, S SEEEEF R SR
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