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H edy chium‘ Woodland e’ 9 4 6 9 3 7 9 6.79 1
H.wardii C.E.C. Fisch 8 9 6 9 4 6 6.71 2
H.flavum Roxb 9 6 6 9 5 1 8 6.69 3
H. flavescens Carey ex Rosc 8 5 6 9 9 1 5 6.48 4
H . brevcaule D. Fang 7 4 9 5 6 6 9 6.48 5
H. kwangsiense T.L. Wu & S.]. Chen 7 4 9 5 6 6 7 6.32 6
H . coronarium J. KLnig 9 1 6 9 5 1 9 5.90 7
H.neocarneum T.L.Wu, K Lasen & Turland 6 4 7 5 4 9 7 5.83 8
H . menghaiense X. Hu & N. Liu 6 4 7 5 4 8 7 5.73 9
H . coccineum Budt ham. ex Sm 5 9 5 1 2 9 6 5.34 10
H . densif lorum Wall. 1 9 3 9 3 9 9 5.34 11
H . villosum var. tenuiforumWall. ex Bak. 4 4 9 3 7 4 8 5.29 12
H . ximengense Y. Y. Qian 7 1 6 7 6 3 7 5.29 13
H . vill sum Wall . 7 4 8 3 6 4 1 524 14
H. bjiangense T.L. Wu & S. J. Chen 6 5 5 1 4 9 6 514 15
Hedychium gardnerianum Rosc 6 5 5 1 4 9 6 514 16
H. forrestii Diel 7 1 5 5 4 6 6 4.89 17
H. teng chongense Y. B. Luo 5 8 3 3 5 3 5 4.78 18
H.simaoense Y.Y. Qian 5 5 5 1 2 9 6 4.64 19
H.lmgipeaum X. Huand N. Liu 5 4 6 3 4 4 6 4.60 20
H.glabrum S. Q. Tong 5 6 3 3 4 3 7 4.48 21
H . yungjiangenseS. Q. Tong 3 1 6 9 3 5 5 4.19 2
H. yunnanense Gagnep. 5 4 3 3 4 3 6 4.05 23
H. sinoaurewm Stapf. 1 6 3 5 3 8 5 3.90 24
H.spicatumSm. 5 4 3 3 4 2 5 3.87 25
H.puerense Y.Y.Qian 4 2 5 1 2 8 6 3.76 26
H. villosunf . albifiamenumX. Hu & N. Lin 4 8 3 1 4 2 3.44 27
H. cawexum S.Q.Tong 4 4 1 3 4 3 4 3.33 28
H. pauciflaum S.Q. Tong 4 1 1 4 3 3 2.84 29
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Omamental Evaluation of Wild Hedy chiums in China Based on Cut-flower Breeding

HU Xu, WU Zhi, LIU Nian, XIONG You hua.
( Key Laboratory of Tropical and Subtropical Flowers and Landscape Plants of Guangdong Province, Zhongkai University of Agriculture and

Engineering, Guangzhou, Guangdong, Guangdong 510225)

Abstract: For breeding new cut flower varieties by crossing with wild species, the ornamental values of 27 wild Hedychi-

um taxa and one cultivated species with one varieties used as cutflow ers w ere analysis by the means of field investigation

in the late three years. Values were assigned to the ornamental characters of 29 taxa by 9 point system. Then weighti-

ness of the ornamental characters were determined by the analytic hierarchy process( AHP). At last, ornamental value

sort order of 29 taxa with detail values of character suitable for the morphology cooperation of parents was given and five

species with top cut-flow er comprehensive ornamental values were selected out. The evaluation by this method w as con-

sistent to the evaluation by organoleptic analysis

Key words: H ed ychium; wild species; cut-flow er; ornamental evaluation
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