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Table 1  Comparison of different germplasm quality

. - AEMEE TEREE KBHPETE SEEEK
Content of total  Rate of dry Content of Quality
No. Source
flavonoids/ % extract/ %  water extract/ % index/4}

1 JAERWE 0. 69 6.2 80 58. 82
2 SRR 0.56 5.7 85 54. 62
3 AT 0. 45 4.9 77 46.97
4 EEIRITE 0.42 5.2 75 47.56
5 DA 0.51 5.6 85 52. 84
6 JHERLE 0.48 4.7 72 46.01
7 TUEEMT 0.45 5.0 80 47.99
8 P HME 0.58 5.4 78 52.78
9 JHEANE 0. 44 4.5 72 44.21
10 JFEHE 0. 34 4.0 75 40. 41
11 S HEeME 0.32 4.4 76 41.35
12 JEEREEE 0. 45 4.9 80 47.04
13 JHEEFE 0. 46 5.2 75 47.75
14 JPEEREE 0.55 5.4 84 53.12
15 JPEREER 0. 51 4.8 75 47.91
16 JHEmEE 0. 42 4.3 72 42.98
17 JUPERKE 0. 40 4.5 70 42.58
18 JUPEBRRE 0.48 4.2 76 45. 34
19 JERME 0. 42 4.6 73 44.19
20  VERSWE T 0.28 3.6 68 35.73
21 WH=FTH 0. 34 3.3 72 37.45
22 JUHRYAET 0.41 4.8 77 45.48
23 IUHREETN 0. 47 5.0 81 48.81
24 FEHETE 0.52 5.2 84 51. 60
25 ZEFCIIM 0.38 4.3 78 43.23
26 mRFLTM 0.27 3.9 71 36.58
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Table 2 Comparison of different germplasm fast-growth

Eikcs KW M b ) A PR B
No. Source Plant height/cm Crow diameter/cm Fast-growth index/ 4}
1 JUEERUL £ 58 46 26. 86
2 JRE SRR 52 40 23.71
3 i (A 65 53 30. 52
4 JUEIRLE 57 32 22.51
5 JRSILE 68 42 27.98
6 JTRERILE 72 35 26. 84
7 FUEE M T 55 41 24. 69
8 IV E bR E 60 47 27.61
9 FHERNE 62 54 30.13
10 JEHEHRE 61 30 22. 84
11 JHEeEME 55 46 26.17
12 JhERER 52 42 24. 30
13 JHeFE 49 39 22.73
14 PR 63 43 27.13
15 iy 3 78 54 36. 81
16 JURERMEER 65 42 27.29
17 PRk E 57 38 24. 88
18 JUHERE 73 56 33.25
19 JEEME 75 68 37. 24
20  MgEEHT 80 65 37.51
21 W\HE=TT 87 59 37.35
22 AR 59 53 29.15
23 JUAREART 62 46 27.78
24 mEETE 60 35 24.08
25 mEgICIM 52 34 21. 95
26 mELEM 70 49 30. 50
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Fig. 1 Comparison of different germplasms general index
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Study on Quantitative Assessment of Ficus microcarpa Germplasms by General Index

WEI Shu-gen' , MA Xiao-jun® ,FU Jin-¢' ,PAN Li-mei' , TANG Qi
(1. Guangxi Branch of Institute of Medicinal Plant Development,Chinese Acadimy of Medical Sciences,Key Laboratory of Guangxi Medicinal
Resource Protection and Genetic Improvement, Nanning, Guangxi 530023 ; 2. Institute of Medicinal Plant Development, Chinese Academy of
Medical Sciences and Peking Union Medical College,Beijing 100194)

Abstract ; Tiventy -six germplasm were collected from four primary cultivated province(city) by using randomized complete
experimental design keyindexes were selected according to character of Ficus microcarpa comprehensive evaluation were
conducted by marking system. The results showed that germplasms of quality index, fast-growth index and general index
were different,even if they were planted under the same condition. In the light of standard which marking exceeds 80
could be used as good germplasms. A rational technique system of evaluating Ficus microcarpa germplasms was
established,it would provide references for germplasm evaluation of medicinal plant.

Keywords : Ficus microcar pa ; germplasms ; weight-marking method; general evaluation
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