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Table 1 40 varieties of introduced cut chrysanthemum
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Table 2 Scores standing of each evaluation index of
single flower cut chrysanthemum
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Table 3 Result of judgment matrix consistency check
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Fig.1 The integrative evaluation structure model of

single flower cut chrysanthemum
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Table 4 Order of all grades
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Table 5 Synthetic appraisal scores,rank and

grade divided of cut chrysanthemum
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Name Score Rank Grade Name Score Rank  Grade
€058 2. 80 1 1 ‘At 2.59 21 I
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€057 2.61 13 1 ‘EER 2.47 33 1
RIS’ 2.61 14 1 HHo7 2.45 34 I
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3 g

IR IE X 5 | #0763 v B A FE B R AT BE
BT ST, 028 7R 00 H A B T HUT BB T AR
KR R T VIR 38 & F , AT AT AR 3G FE Bl B P 7
TR AL R4 A AL S AT 838 5 | FhaE N M PR 14
RO GERTEN M 7158400 2. 78, HEA 5B 2, “ M T A
7R T ZESIAIEE SF RE T R LR A TR R
RIMARE. a0 R, 51 MR 25 & R AR
DA R i OB B PR Y 20 A FR S | FR R R T,
RILEA B UIIELR G AR, 38 T3 50 b 38 47 5 Fh 0
Hr,

VI8 & R R I35 A 7 v A AR [R) R, 7 22
BRERTEM RGO ML E . RS HATA
HRMEREI, 2 AR RS IIE N YIS 15 | FhiE
R, NUITERE BT Fh g | E R T E h i R . B1e T
5 R UIAESE 9 PEA 48 b, 5 FHECE MR R B E R B
S ELARA 4 T, BB WL S BRI 2K 3 B & SR AR . FE K
o AERRTRAE . TP RO IE DM P E A AR A K R
FXE 2 RO BE o O, 2 AR AR AR 7 Ak A R 560 B H8
B LR AR AR R T T I HE U RE 0 A 2R R
FIENGE R R AR . DU L R R i 3 AR LB
BMEZERF, HTHERREMRS SEATEE
MR HUE I R AR, X DUE B —— T TR
PRI i iz ke K D10 A8 3 1 B R0 A6 3 10T 3 1 O 4 A o
HEPEMFE AR, XS 25 76 AP BT PR AR B 38 2 A

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

wF @ ¥ 201322) 8285

w4y« EHREFF -

WHIEN A R — LR .

AR T YIRS T | FhaE R PP R R, X
MBI MU REAEEMIERNE. RN, ZREMN
BN AR T AR 5 R R E TR —E
HIfESE . BHARTEHRN TE Z MR, HRER
T REEFRMRE A TR IE BRI , A B Z RPN T
oA s E S L R K R .

(ZXEEEBFHE EUE, TERMARER
A R 2 BB SR A 5TA o)

&% ik
(1] JEN, fEFT4, BAE. IR EFMIREZRTUI]. srR L R%E%R,
2001,16(1) :46-49.
[2] THIE,8E 2 REDEHERIOR LRI FEEMC)//HE
B AETFTIE SCHE (2002-2006) , 2002,
[3] TEIE, 8B 2 WEH ML IS AL F (D], Jba  Jb Ak
b K 22,2006.
[4] sk, W ARRY F Ff2E (ML b B B RO B2 AL, 2004
71-72.
[5] Saaty A L. The analytic hierarchy process[J]. McGraw Hill Inc, 1980
71-74.
[6] Joseph S,Sundarraj R P. Evaluating componentized enterprise informa-
tion technologies: A multiattribute modeling approach [ J]. Information
Systems Frontiers,2003,5(3) :303-319.
[7] Esra A,Yasemin C E. Using analytic hierarchy processCAHP) to

improve human performance: An application of multiple criteria decision

making problem[]]. Journal of Manufacturing, 2004 ,15:491-503.

[8] MM, Mg, Bk admk[M]. Juat Bl 28R iRt , 1996.

(9]  BAARTS KT, i & 28, FI R R W45 PR b 8 38 0 R 1E
FBLI]. B2 237, 2004,31(6) :825-828.

[10] MER, B/NEZER,F. BRSVIEE LR R T RES AR
FABESELT]. PaR A R 22 (B ARBFERRD , 2005,27(4) :518-521.

[11] 4RuTIk, B2 25, RULE L 45 R AHP S5 8174 o B 5 & B A
BRIR LT YLIR AR B2, 2006 (4) : 168-172.

[12] EBJE,ZFEH, X588, % BWRSHE R 04 2R P g g
oL FBEFE L], Al R &2 4, 2009, 228(1) :89-92.

[13] BRAIBE, YIRS, RAR K 5. BIR S MT ik 78 KA 3 22 S p 3 B b A L
AT TR HYIRI,2009,38(2) : 30-32.

[14] PMBH, 29, 3K 0 M. 2 F B R4 BT M b B3 i R &R & TF M5
[J]. Pade k2R3 4% ,2011,26(3) : 177-181.

[15] ZEKG0 , 5K AT, 2R 38, 45, R B IR A8 AT ik 4 2 B Sk VI 26 36 24 Fh Fu
AR BBk BB ST [T ] VAL ARARB B R 2 230 (A AR AR , 2012, 40
(4) :129-137.

[16] FKIFIR, M, MR 22, 45, BT AHP (b BB 5 238 15 7= b AL &
FpomiET]. o EAR L RHE,2011,44(21) ;4438-4446.

[17] BiAk. B AT S EES S5 RN EATEREREZEEZ),
2005(3) :14-16.

(18] FIESE. T E L PB4 A4 7= IR 4347 [N, A [ 78 774t , 2008-09-24
CEELITENRR).

(197 Hrie A R ) o b 3 A 00 39 ot R e S e L — 80k A G e ek g 0
AR G R -3 4E)[S]. L%, 2010.

[20] W iR, RAEVIHL AL S Jr kM. Jbat Rl i Bt , 1992,

Introduction Adaptability Evaluation of Cut Chrysanthemum Based on
Analytic Hierarchy Process

ZHANG Dong-ju"?* ,ZHANG Xiac? , WU Peng-fu’ ,GE Hong” , YANG Shu-hua® ,JIA Rui-dong® , LI Shi-chao® , LI Qiu-xiang®
(1. College of Horticulture and Forestry Sciences, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan, Hubei 430070; 2. Institute of Vegetables and
Flowers,Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Beijing 100081)

Abstract: Taking 40 cut chrysanthemum cultivars as test materials, 15 traits about ornamental traits, cultivation features
and resistance to diseases and insects were selected, the cut-flower chrysanthemum introduction adaptability evaluation
system through qualitative and quantitative analytic hierarchy process (AHP) were established. The results showed that
weight function of flower traits were the biggest,followed by insect resistance and cultural characteristics,and finally the
stem and leaf traits. Comprehensive evaluation founded that ‘Jinba’ score ranked second,and 20 cut chrysanthemum
cultivars were introduced successfully by the evaluation,and showed good comprehensive traits of cut flower and they
were suitable for introduction and spread of large area, which could provide good reference for chrysanthemum breeding.

Key words: cut chrysanthemum;analytic hierarchy process(AHP) ;introduction;adaptability evaluation
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