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Study on Evaluation Criteria of Tuberose Cut-flower

U Huir-gn WANG Junxue CHEN Defen ZHAO Guo-fang
(Horticulture Department, Tianjin Agnculture Universitys Tianjin 300384, China)

Abstract: Ornamental characters of two varieties of Tianjin’ s famous flower-tuberose, single petal and duplicate petal,
were observed and studied. Whole stem, shape, stem length, spike length, flower plural number were analyzed and
evaluated by statistics and sense organ judgment. Two varieties of tuberose cut-flower were divided into 3 grades. Ra-
tionalization of the 3-grade was studied. The grade of tuberose cut-flow er adapting Tianjin dty were determined.
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