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1 Red Supreme 14 Traderhorn
2 Blue spirit 15 White Properity
3 pricilla 16 Wins Barke
4 Nova Lux 17 Mascasni
5 Holland Yellow 18 Jessica
6 Wind Song 19 Jacksonville Gold
7 Pink Supreme 20 Rose Supreme
8 Red Beauty 21 Pink White flow er
9 Red Lion 22 Yellow red flower
10 Orovenson 23 Al Al
1 Goldfield 24 A4 A4
12 Chang E Pink 25 AS AS
13 Peter Pears
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1 20 39 58
2 21 40 59
3 22 41 60
4 23 2 61
5 24 43 62
6 25 M 63
7 26 45 64
8 27 46 65
9 28 47 66
10 29 48 67
11 30 49 68
12 31 30 69
13 32 51 70
14 33 2 71
15 34 53 72
16 35 4 73
17 36 55 74
18 37 36 75
19 38 57 76
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: L1=(1.2613+0.9516) /2=1. 1065; [.2= N N N VAS; 3 ;
(0. 6469+0.7536) /2=0. 7003. 4 ;5 . ;
L1 24 3 1
3
NO Eigenvalue Difference Proportion Cumuktive NO Eigenvalue Diff erence Proportion Cumulative
1 296. 494345 252. 193920 0.7393 0. 7393 13 1.297722 0.132573 0.0032 0. 9852
2 44. 300425 24. 190219 0.1105 0. 8497 14 1.165149 0.182168 0.0029 0. 9881
3 20. 110207 13. 949210 0.0501 0. 8999 15 0.982981 0. 162566 0.0025 0. 9906
4 6.160997 0. 360510 0.0154 0.9153 16 0.820415 0.097446 0.0020 0. 9926
5 5.791486 0. 995613 0.0144 0.9297 17 0.722968 0.122825 0.0018 0. 9%4
6 4.795873 0. 723465 0.0120 0.9417 18 0.600144 0.032926 0.0015 0.9959
7 4.072400 0. 797000 0.0102 0.9518 19 0.567218 0. 145810 0.0014 0.9974
8 3.275318 0. 426000 0.0082 0. 9600 20 0.421407 0.139136 0.0011 0.9%4
9 2.849228 0. 528896 0.0071 0. 9671 21 0.28271 0.080007 0.0007 0.991
10 2.320333 0. 34947 0.0058 0.9729 22 0.202265 0.045758 0.0005 0. 996
11 1.970786 0.277313 0.0049 0.9778 23 0.156507 0.156507 0.0004 1. 0000
12 1.693473 0. 395751 0.0042 0. 9820 24-776 0.000000 0.000000 0.0000 1. 0000
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Studies on Quntity (assification of General Species of Gladiolus Hybridus Hort

WANG Jin gang JI Chang ping LIU Xiang yu , GONG Shu fang

(Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030)

Abstract; The analysis of main elements and quantity classification of pollen morphological character that was calculated

by SAS software indicated the contributing rate of main elements was up to 91.35%, which contained floral color.leaf

color.bract color and ambigenus inside color. The quantityclassification results of 76 morphological character classifica

tions were basically consistent with traditional floral color classification in Gladiolus hybridus Hort.

Key words: Gladio lus hybridus Hort; Variety; Quantity classification
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