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Abstract

Nine mineral elements (K, Ca, P, Mg, Fe, Mn, Cu, Zn, B) in the germplasm sarcocarp of 70 mango cul-
tivars which were preserved in Germplasm Repository of Mango, Danzhou city, Ministry of Agri-
culture were detected using an atomic absorption spectrometer. Variance, correlation and princip-
al component analysis methods were used to evaluate the experimental results. The statistical re-
sults showed that the macroelements of the 70 mango cultivars are K > Ca > P > Mg; the microele-
ments are Fe > Mn > Zn > B > Cu; and the coefficients of variation are Mn>Cu>Zn>Fe>B>P > Ca>
Mg > K. The variance analysis results showed that in nine mineral elements of the 70 mango culti-
vars, F=1.43, Pr = 0.0177, Pr > F, whose content has significant difference in the 70 mango cultivars.
The correlation analysis results showed that there are significant and extremely significant corre-
lations among mineral elements. The positive correlation between K and Mg is the most significant
(r = 0.663), while the most significant negative correlation is between Ca and P (r = -0.332).
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K FH ST IR M e 3o ot R M5 A P AT SR R 5 R (B8] 7 O A SR A R RS2 9O F T R JG & (K- Ca. P Mg,
Fe. Mn. Cu. ZnfIB)&EBET TIE, RAFTZEST HRSFRIF RS 7875 2554 Brill & BI5 R’ oo
RHET TR GHEREN: WLRRAFT Bor+d, KRETEREEKIKAK> Ca>P>Mg,
BETERSEKIKNFe>Mn>Zn>B>Cu, ZRAZFAMn>Cu>Zn>Fe>B>P>Ca>Mg>K; HE
STERRE: 700 BRI KICEREIF = 1.43, Pr=0.0177, Pr>F, oMy RITRSEE70H
HRMERATFERERER: HXESITERRY: 7 RITRZAFEE BENREERHEKME,
HAPKAMgZ IR IEMRMER K, HXREUX0.663, CafPHAMXMRK, HXFRLHHN-0.332.
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1. 5I8

fi-5(Mangifera indica L)ESMRHISRIRIEY), R EERAETHKE, SF “HiRE” 2%
2, EREEEAGEEE. T S8 DASAKL. HRRSERRE, TROETAEE, X
el R L E A R A M ST, SRR AR (2], R RPN I S, kR
BAEMESIL BN RTEL —, TRNAEA. NAEA. MRGaELLTHAGNEERS, H
HWEHEUIE R, (RN A AL[3], BRI R A I 28 B (4] B Z TR, 0
YERE N IE 3 A BT R e MR FA[S]. 7EN3E. AKRESIE LB R R e Z e 7, R
47 607 58 70 2R S 70 AT S b O ORI o Ayt — 2 R R SR P R WU 0 P 0 SR, A SOt 70 A5
iR SRESEEP Y K. Ca Al P 2% O B i AT T ISE, 40T TR T K BT BRI TR A R, IR
7T H 25 LR TR ST, DUISRA AR FAS R  C = 1 A B AR 5, AT
SRR ER . PR TR T AR S O R P 2

2. M5 %E
2.1, IEAH

PR IR BRI HUE A B AT R B BRI, FEACSR A 4~6 SEAEMIEN, BRI NHER +
T, UM S SR A AR A BT 8 — B R R SO AR TR A ORI, R R, AR R
A B GIHCR R T R, I RAZA R AT A28 3) [SIRAEM A LA R G, AR TR IR 10
IR IEA — BT RR LA e R G, KRR, K 10 MREIRAREHS], 73%
Hl.
22. MBEFHE

K. Ca. P45 9 Rt 70 2 &5 & (0 i SR R A 45 (201.2) R 7 12532647 [9] o
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2.3. BB

BER T AT R R SPSS13.0 #HATEE /4T, 7 ZE T AHSME AT R 32 gy o F ST
SAS9.1 HEAT 0 H7 .

3. BZR55H
31 FRMRMERATAELRESE

ARG EZNE TR REA T K. Cay PRI Mg 4 FKEICER, 4 FiOGERTE 70 M4 A5 1) SPSS 4t
TR a2 1 s, S A4 1 TR

16 70 GRS Ah B b, K S 20 A Ta Dy 0.841~2.435 glkg, & i 2.000 grkg FOAT S5 A 1102
ST, “1506 FE” . “1303 ZTE” . “Dot” . “IEZRFTE” . “Govieia” . “113 ST Al “Mamme”
8 A, £ AT AT AN 11.42%. “1102 5157 K FEHE N 2435 g/kg,  “EPUATE” K
EEN 0.841 g/kg, 1 K PSR K MUTAHZEZ) 3 £, FiRE R RECH 22.34.

72 70 AT AT o, Ca S BRI TE RN 0.024~0.158 g/kg, & &t 0.130 g/kg HIA- AN R A « 2
PRLCTE” L “4IT9 57 | “VanDyke” .« “HFh 30 517 L BT L “Mamme” 6 4y, T Rb
JR I 8.57%. “HEPHLT:” o Ca S E M AN 0.158 g/kg, “FiE™” o Ca B &L AN 0.024 g/kg, = Ca
P S51% Ca FiTIAHZES) 6 5, FlTAE 7 RECH 32.20,

FE 70 AT A F o, PSRBT Y 0.063~0.237 glkg, & E#EIT 0.200 glkg FIFRE “# %7
T CHREETE L “BRTEV L “1103 51T . “1102 51T . 4909 BT . “CKAERTE” 8 AR,
T ATRI ) 11.42%. “TERF TS P SRR E N 0.237 g/kg, “EH 1557 b P S ER(EHN 0.063
glkg, =P ARSI P MRAHZEL 4 1%, R R RECN 36.87.

16 70 AT AT h, Mg & BRI A Ta E Y 0.063~0.237 g/kg, & &Ei#id 0.200 g/kg HIFFE A “1506
ST 4909 ETET L Y4419 57 . “Mamme” . “Tommy Atkins” 5 R, 5 B B AR ) 7.14%.

“1506” FrEH Mg SN 0.174 glkg,  “A&TE” WP SRR 0.049 g/kg, =i K R SR K Rl
HZEL) 445, ML RECN 26.11.

70 GR AR 4 RO EICR S EMEITFE N K> Ca>P > Mg, HAFRBK/NFF NP >Ca>

Mg > K, HIKT 20, BB 70 pF5M K. Caw P. Mg S EMZEREKR.

32. FRNRMERAPHELRSE

Fe. Mn. Zn. B fll Cu 5 FifllE TG AE 70 (AT M IAE /> A i ] 2 BTz, SPSS Giitsr T4
Wi 2 fise

16 70 (AT AT, Fe &80 AT Bl A 1.735~31.710 mg/ kg, & &1L 25.000 mg/kg FIAT SR
H “1506 5157 . “4OT9 57 . “Mamme” Al “Govieia” 4 R, 215 B AR ) 5.71%.  “1506
ST 0 Fe AN 31.710 mg/kg,  “LLRF T+ Fe SrEMAAKIN 1.735 mg/kg, =i Fe AT SR
Fe Pl AH 22 18 %, FPiiE 5 K%K 54.69.

16 70 G 1A, Mn & BRI A0 1EH Y 0.537~7.620 mg/kg, &kt 4.000 mg/kg AT A5
AL 29 SR L “GR 30 ST L AR 28 BT L C“EVE 20 ST L AR 9 5T 6 47,
di T AT AR B 8.57%.  “FAN 29 5157 i Mn BN 7.620 mg/kg,  “Carrie” H' Mn & E&RILHN
0.537 mg/kg, = Mn Fifi 51K Mn FlUTRAHZEZ) 14 7%, Fl5AE 55 RECN 62.65.

5 70 B A R, Zn SRR TEEA 0.362~4.482 mg/kg, &R 3.000 mg/kg IR “
i 40 SR . “Stringgless peach” .« “Mamme” . “AEH 10 57 4 R, ST AR ) 5.71%.
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Figure 1. The frequency distribution of 4 macroelements
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Table 1. The statistical analysis of 4 macroelements

L AMRELRGIT SR

Ca K Mg P
HR/MA 0.024 0.841 0.049 0.063
of IO il ol FET gL A1t HPG 15
RRAE 0.158 2435 0.174 0.237
ol 7 i o T 1102 51 1506 51 WA
“FEME 0.949 1.626 0.010 0.134
HE 0.1017 1.622 0.099 0.128
bt 22 5 (E 0.031 0.043 0.003 0.006
A 5 R AL 32.20 22.34 26.11 36.87
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Figure 2. The frequency distribution of 5 microelements
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Table 2. The statistical analysis of 5 microelements
iz 2.5 MIME T RFIT ISR

Cu Fe Mn Zn B

R ME 0.076 1.735 0.537 0.362 0.600
Xof I8 i HP 15 LG Carrie E i BT
BORME 1.930 31.710 7.620 4.482 2.392

Xof 7 it 909 51 1506 51 L 29 S bl 40 S M 10 5
SEE 0.605 13.958 2.280 1.423 1.157
hE 0.054 14.200 1.858 1.202 1.058
Bt A 22 35 0.501 0.917 0.217 0.096 0.043
B R 60.11 54.95 62.65 55.53 41.20

“HGE 40 S5 W Zn EBERGEN 4.482 mglkg,  “EEPHZTEY vh Zn EE&KN 0.362 mg/kg, = Zn Ff
TS5 Zn FTARZEL) 12 £5, FRAE 5 R %Ok 55.53.

76 70 A 1A T, B A B0 AT A 0.600~2.392 mg/kg, & & 1.700 mg/kg IR R A “H:
#O10 517 0 “UEAET” . “Stringgless peach” . “#h 20 57 . “Lucille” Al “4IETEV 6
By, o5 B T ALK 8.57% . A 10 Sk B BRI sy 2.392 mg/kg, ST B B E R IK A 0.600
mg/kg, = B B S1K B FUBAHZEZ 4 15, FRRAL R RECH 41.20.

7E 70 AT R0 5, Cu 5 B 140 A i L A 0.076~1.930 mg/kg, & &Rt 1.900 mg/kg A B {45 909
S LB, ST TRRE 1.42%. €909 5157 th B &y 1.930 mglkg,  “HEPE 15
W Cu & iAKN 0.076 mg/kg, 5 B Fi 51K B MUTIAHZEZ) 25 fis, PR R %0 60.11.

5 FhiE GRS E A ERIRF N Fe > Mn > Zn > B > Cu, H:i Cu &8 & />4 0.6045 mg/kg: 5 Fi
BILRS RN FRABA/NGF N Mn>Cu>2Zn>Fe>B, MERITLEANEFRAKLET KELR, Hif
Mn {738 5 24005 62.65.

3.3. fLRRS 9 MW R RNAESHh

T ED RS RN 3 F7n, SAS Giit-4h B L0 70 (A A5 9 Al i e &K A) F = 1.43, Pr = 0.0177,
Pr>F $iH] 70 M SRFRIE A 9 Fh R R E S ERE R F .

3.4. FLRARSK O #H BRI RNVEXM D

ARG O FH i 0 R AR ICME T &5 SR AN 4 FoR, 70 AT SRR BEUR SRS O BT T 3R 2 A7
TE7 5 E RS 25 AR S, Ca FT Mg. Fe 1 Mn £ 82 IEMOE, M1 P 282 fA¢; KA1 Mg. P. Cu.
Fe. Zn 1 B 2R FMIEMIS; Mg A1 P, Cu. Fe. Zn Al B 2R FERIEMIS; P Ml Cu 2R FIEMK, P
A Mn 2EZEFAAEIE; CuflZn EEFEMIEMIE; Fe il Mn. Zn M1 B 2R FEMIEMIE, Zn f1 B £5E
IEAIK. 9 B BT R IE 48 K HE 0 BAEA DG, Horp K fil Mg Z B IEMISGPEfR K, 6 R%¥0UA 0.663, Ca
P FAHR MR K, MK RHCH-0.332,

3.5. FLRARSK O #H BRI RN ERM ST D4

ER TR 9 R BT R A SGRE B AL X R TR A0 6 B, WA, fEUTH
EROIET, TR ST ECR, N 35.64%, HUCONERY T = WRITLTTRRE 250 24.69%-
11.44%. 7.62%#1 6.93%. I 5 P pIr TR ITERRIA E] 86.31%, X 5 MMM T K. Ca M P &9



Table 3. The variance statistical analysis of 9 mineral elements
3 O MH R RFERIT DGR

Source DF Anova SS Mean Square F Value Pr>F
trt 69 659.48519 9.55776 1.43 0.0177
r 8 10893.87345 1361.73418 203.22 <0.0001
Table 4. The correlation statistical analysis of 9 mineral elements
2 4 9 ME RTEBEX MG ISR
Ca K Mg P Cu Fe Mn Zn B
Ca 1.000
K —0.083 1.000
Mg 0.321(**) 0.663(**) 1.000
P -0.332(**) 0.615(**) 0.347(**) 1.000
Cu 0.210 0.471(**) 0.555(**) 0.554(**) 1.000
Fe 0.322(**) 0.317(**) 0.514(**) 0.219 0.064 1.000
Mn 0.367(**) -0.280 0.132 ~0.313(**) -0.111 0.371(**)  1.000
Zn 0.073 0.454(**) 0.451(**) 0.119 0.297(**) 0.527(**) 0.110 1.000
B 0.050 0.284(**) 0.282(**) -0.059 0.175 0.415(**) 0.235 0.396(**) 1.000

e 2R AN EE P <0.05), **REAHFWEEEP <0.01).

Table 5. The eigenvales and correlation matrix of 9 mineral elements

72 5.9 BT R KM ROFHE(E R E RS B STIRER

EH Wiy RFTEAE Z5HE DIRRES ENERE S
1 3.207 0.985 0.3564 0.3564
2 2.221 1.192 0.2469 0.6033
3 1.030 0.344 0.1144 0.7177
4 0.685 0.062 0.0762 0.7938
5 0.624 0.139 0.0693 0.8631
6 0.485 0.115 0.0538 0.9170
7 0.370 0.170 0.0411 0.9581
8 0.200 0.021 0.0221 0.9802
9 0.178 0.0198 1.0000

Ml TR 86.31%I115 B, WX 5 AN F AT 4. B — O RHIEE A 3.207, EEH Mg, K.

Zn 1 Cu #R5E, IX 4 PPl R CRIESE — s DARE MR, RIS 8E — 32 B s 6] & A48 & 1) 7 22 DUk
R 32.07%; B FERUOMEHIEE N 22.21%, TIRREN 24.69%, EEH P. Ca. Mn fil Fe YisE, P ESE
K7 A4 m T, Cay Mn Al Fe 7055 AT 4 B 5 s i IE 3047, D BAAT SRR sz rp P
5 Ca. Mg fl Fe &0 Rt R & BA MY, £=FROEMEE AN 1.030, TEREN 11.44%, H Ca
BRI IERAT, 1M B A Zn A4 HMER M A Er, I s = F e TR Sid Ca &, 1
B 1 Zn & BB/ A S0 F RN 0.685, TTHRE N 7.62%, FEWBLT Mn. B Al Zn HI%
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#, B Mn 1B AR EMIEE, Zn A 40 EE R e, SIS Y 32 s o 1A R AL S Mn AT B
B Zn SRR A S LR FIE(E N 0.624, TR N 6.93%, tLih Ca. Cu Al B AIE(H,
HARHTUE, WA RSzt Ca. Cu Ml B 5HETRA KA.,
4. Wig

JE I A M AT Sk 5T DL UR [] 70 (AT S PSSR IR O BT G B A AT I, 45 SRR AT
R K S8, WESERE 1626 g/ky, Cu &AL, ¥{E N 0.605 mg/kg, 9 Ml FiytzE: & &EI1
ARG N K> Ca>P >Mg>Fe>Mn>Zn>B>Cu. Fliii BIRIKA T RECE AL Z RSB TT,
1M H A2 7 RS 0 P SRR R ARG, —MRIGOL N R RECK T 10, BB MR Tl 5T A4 ) 22 B
BR, BUFHARAT T 2RI R R R, ZE VPN A IR Ry, N E B RE[10]. AR 70 fAT SRR
I TR S BRI T R/ Mn>Cu>2Zn>Fe>B>P>Ca>Mg>K, HIAT 20, #Hx
SRR ZE RO, BAEFEE N2 FCR ARSI R BT oA SRR RIS EOR A B
TSRS HIVE R, AR SO 70 A AT FE ol 5 241 AR 35 05 P AT SR b 5 1, o 7 L 2% R R R B 5 L 4
fF R —EU, RN ETEFNE HAR FIN ORI T RGiw7E, Bk, RS TR K2R
FaO I T B AL R 2R

E&UH

PR EHR AR U E <P R R IR RS (16RZZY-101); R g 28 2 VE R BT i AR L 55 9 %
TP RSB R 7 AN ELESRARORVE A ) A R PR FE  (1630032015025); RS BRI K SR
VEHE LT P R R A S E A B B RTEAE T (ZDXM2014136).
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