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Abstract: In order to screen out the cultivars suitable for cut-flower production, we investigated 14
traits in 51 cultivars of flare tree peony (Paeonia rockii) and built an “Ideal Cultivar” to comprehensively
evaluate them by using grey relational grade analysis method. Through systematic cluster analysis of
weighted relational grade, the 51 cultivars were divided into four groups. The first group included 4
cultivars, ‘Jingyuhong’, ‘Fenmian Taosai’, ‘Jingfenlan’ and ‘Jingguan Huihong’, with weighted
relational grade of 0.7841 - 0.8203, which were the most suitable to be used for cut-flower and
popularized preferentially. The second group included 14 cultivars with weighted relational grade of
0.7082 - 0.7561 which were greatly potential for cut-flower production, and they were recommended to be
more suitable for cut-flower application. The third group including 19 cultivars with weighted relational

grade of 0.6361 - 0.6950 had general potential for cut-flower and could be recommended as reserve
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resources for cut-flower. The fourth group included 14 cultivars with weighted relational grade of 0.5771 -
0.6291 and they were not suitable to be used for cut-flower production.

Keywords: Paconia rockii; cut-flower; cultivar; evaluation; grey relational grade analysis
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2, 2019). fEALFH, mPEE (2013) FIHKEBRGHEIE, HxtERath. e L Uesss 3 %
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2016a, 2016b), HRIEVIEAEF~HINFH BARKLER, WET 51 AL RFLE AR, @R
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K 5 R M FEYE, S CERVE R (FIEDE, 1994; Rfim 25, 2005; BEAESE 2, 2012), %
HU 14 MR (R 1D HTUIHESENY . 2019 4F 4—6 H3tTIAE, S SFEENIEE 3 MEkk, Sk
BEMLIEER 3 NMER, it 9NEE,

®1 HEXHARMEREGSRERE

Table 1 Traits and evaluation criteria of flare tree peony cultivars to be selected

-
IR — ik Wk ﬁiﬁm
Primary trait Secondary trait Evaluation standard .
assignment
TR AE PR YK /mm Cut branch length (CBL) 0.15
Plant growth 1 44 #/mm Annual branch length (ABL) 0.10
FRRIEEL Flower number  (FN) 0.10
3 BEFY Tiller number (TN) 0.03
K34 Growth potential (GP) K3, KH—MK2, KHZE1 0.03
Strong 3, medium 2, weak 1
¥ i/mm Plant height (PH) 0.02
AR A7 f/d Vase life (VL) 0.20
Vase characteristic FER B/ 0.15
Optimum ornamental period (OOP)
WEAEAR 1674 Flower type (FT) B3, FEIM2, FIH1 0.03
Ornamental Double 3, semi-double 2, single 1
characteristic 1€ Flower gesture (FG) KB 3, e 2, T 1 0.05
Upright 3, lateral 2, drooping 1
1€ 5.7~ & Flower display degree (FDD) T 3, P 2, AR L 0.04
Over the leaves 3, same level as the leaves 2,
under the leaves 1
1£4%/mm Flower diameter (FD) 0.04
17 Flower fragrance (FF) WE3, &2, KEI 0.03
Strong 3, medium 2, light 1
YI4E ] Initial florescence (IF) R 2, e 1, Mife2 0.03

Early 2, medium I, late2

1.2 WNESERBERE

14 ARG RS P ATE 8 MELEMR I 6 MR MEMR, ARAEAS [F IR 8 bR TE I SR i 2 v )
HEMESECHAE GE 1D, FERARKMR S IR A MRS 3 AN — B R FR FIBUE 2 51 4 0.43.
0.35 1 0.22.

A TR E EARBUHE, iR 18 ~ 30 C, WSF 34% ~ 60%I 41 R, MR 24 H 246 5=
DU IR 000T 1 d PORAEREL CEEZE, 201005 5eH 05 IR A 18] 2= F H0 2 B A 45 R e 4
MIREL CFEMRTAT 55, 2017); —FABKN—FEFRRKE; UIBK LR ZFAM—EA
(kG 26 A s JR 2 g SERR T T p H AT e AR 28 s ARA% S A A8 P T o 1 RO = B A T B
KER; WIEHITE KA 5%MAEZTT IR Ot = 25, 2005), FA6 M BAe mf i CEZE,
2008); KHNKIEE T AL . BB 5E . — M. 255 BRRRIEECN 3R 4 1E 3 T 4
(28 A BEEE N AR R ) 7 BRSO . PR O REL R T8 22 b T ) 2 ELPE S

1.3 fREmRMAIEE

PAZ I 51 AP FEDS 1 ANREORG, ARG 1 A Tua, IRGEVIEE 1)
NF H AR “hriEib Rl 7, % “hrEinfl” G TR IR E 14 MERTERIBOE, X
KAEFTH I BB B A Z 5505 Xos # b FPPEIRFEAR A B B o8 EEEE X, (Sl it i =1,
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2, 3, =+, 5D, WEWSHEME “PRfEfM” IR . SRBREEEOR, Ul BRI AR AR
M, A ZRE VIR, Sz Bk (RSB, 1983: XIZLHL 4, 2017).
1.4 HIELIBR S

TR A i SR VE SR PR AR AR bR, HBOE RN AR, R SRR 70 #1750 J 4R
HAu AT IR AL R BRI BB X, RS HE D Xp: A AKX (1) HEZRFS
PRAE A ) BRI R EL (&), IES M SMRIEAR IR E A R R BN AKX (2) KRGS
A S AR AE AR INBOREREE. ().

_ minmin | X, (k) = X,(k)| +p max max | X, (k) - X, (k)] 0
T X0~ X, ()| +p max max X, ()~ X, (k)]

r=Y o0& ® o
k=1

AR (D FARK (2 d, k=1, 2, 3, =, 4 ARFFNEREG (Xok) - X NE i AR
kAR TE N AL W EUE SR MRE A 28 o AR RE, BUEER [0, 1], AW
FHLp=0.5; ri N i MK ESCEREE, o) N5 kAR EAE .

FIH SPSS 19.0 FAEXT 51 AN M IIBORERFEAE AT SRRt , BRI iRk ¥ o &Rk, JE
EAMER AR (Buclidean distance) o

2 AR5

2.1 ETFVEFBEENaMiRiRES s h

XEFUMESAT S, BRIEARME VRSN, WG RIS AR R AL KR AR S P 7 28 1) B bR . FF
AL PF R SRR AL S TE E N BB TE L3R 20 51 /NSl i B iU 3 1 5 =, AR R
PUNAERIEAGAR B iy, 2O E IR E M, Sk H L, LM LIS {efehdE, TEEPTE
130 ~ 160 mm, X 3 ANEFFHIFERE /N T 120 mm. SilMFHESG > 6dMHE S, 5~6d 1
200, HRFEA32~50d 200); HAEWHIAE 4d LU ERSFAE 6 4>, HAREPE1.5~4.0d
Z e il Fi — AR KK T 400 mm B FCE 8 4, HARMMHALE 300 ~ 400 mm Z[f]; A
49 A E PR VIR K FE R T 500 mm, A5 LG 96%; 47 BERUAE 20 LA B S FRA 41 A5 A 20 A S PR AR
TEEAE 40 250 .

2.2 ETREXEKESTTERMITNIHELS

HRO ARG, IMBESCBE A ES, WSS HHPET, 3R 0Z% 0P 28 E R
U o I FEEORHREE R/, RTEHAf SRR o FEIEAEFT SR SR OGRS 5 InBORIE B 44 W&
3. 3T 51 AP BB BT RG KT, AR ERIEFHRIREER A S B, 2
Bl a4k (B, £4), H1KRN FTEL . BmE . FOmK & CRUEHEL 4 M
Filt, KRELFEHN 0.7841 ~ 0.8203, FERF fUSAG Ay (5.83 d) HEAEMFE M 4.05d K, AK#H
9 AEAR R AL (385.04 mm) HARYIKE (803.00 mm) RILEA, VIfLr=E i m (48.67
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Table 2 The value of each trait index of the flare tree peony cultivars to be selected

A i Tglgp/ ABL/ CBL/ FD/ PH/
No. Cultivar VL/d FT FG FDD FF IF GP FN 1IN
d mm mm mm mm
1 A EZ Jingyuhong 6.0 4.0 3571 8143 1 3 3 13937 1 2 3 75 34 1617
2 LY Fenmian Taosai 63 42 3550 6843 2 3 3 13680 2 2 3 53 23 1367
3 HUMY X, Jingfenlan 55 3.7 4429 9457 2 3 3 169.77 1 1 3 38 22 1567
4 SURNELL Jingguan Huihong 5.5 4.3 3851 7677 3 3 3 20551 3 2 3 28 12 1289
5 T4 Jingcaihong 6.0 45 3124 6949 3 2 2 11546 2 2 3 45 31 827
6 H4140 Jingxuanhong 53 38 3486 8057 3 2 2 15754 3 2 3 59 32 1100
7 )i 25K Gaoyuan Shenghuo 5.5 3.6 428.6 8057 2 3 3 148.77 1 2 3 41 35 1170
8 Szl Jingshan Yunxiu 5.5 3.8 4429 7419 2 3 3 16885 1 1 3 40 20 1217
9 HURSK Tingjufen 59 34 363.6 7821 2 3 3 16033 1 1 3 43 38 1143
10 ZUZLWLE Jinghong Yingbo 4.8 4.0 363.6 6407 2 3 3 14480 1 2 3 67 23 1510
11 &% Jingyunxiang 54 37 4059 6563 3 3 3 15885 2 2 3 10 16 1417
12 H=zjE Jingyunguan 48 26 4074 7521 3 3 3 14356 2 1 3 70 10 1483
13 K54 Fenlou Cangjin 53 4.1 3291 7876 3 3 2 16391 2 1 3 32 19 1532
14 3 Jingzuimei 43 23 4250 7429 3 3 3 13673 1 2 3 69 40 1283
15 IMES Jingyan Luoxue 56 34 3986 7757 3 3 3 14934 2 1 2 33 42 1083
16  pU4EM5E Jinghua Moguan 5.2 2.8 3200 7014 3 3 3 13925 3 2 3 63 37 1233
17 H{EE<4 Jingmo Sajin 46 33 4186 5657 3 3 3 14684 3 2 3 25 57 1140
18 HUHEE Jingchengzi 45 39 3364 5931 2 3 3 15448 3 2 3 51 36 1433
19 % Jingjiaozi 51 32 3289 7080 3 2 2 14631 2 1 3 71 35 1653
20 M Zilouyan 6.0 3.1 3419 6400 2 3 2 13330 2 1 3 40 47 1083
21 HUEFKPE Jingyu Linglong 53 35 2936 6879 3 3 2 12086 2 1 3 58 49 1257
22 HUAIE Jingyuelan 45 33 3279 6657 2 3 2 14468 2 2 3 66 51 1293
23 GUH%E Jingyanzi 49 21 3743 7679 3 3 2 13459 2 1 3 52 34 1483
24 RIS Jingyan Taxue 50 2.8 3844 7429 2 3 3 13127 2 1 3 31 28 1157
25 ZL#7% Hongxiannii 55 33 3664 5736 3 3 3 15257 2 1 2 26 43 1283
26 FEHI4 Saihuhong 52 29 3214 7204 3 3 2 9435 3 2 3 14 23 947
27 HUERER Jingxizi 48 2.7 3459 7884 3 2 3 14872 2 1 3 42 34 1137
28 GUBLAERE Jinggui Xiangeui 44 2.9 3889 5791 3 3 2 14062 2 2 3 53 35 1200
29 RUE%E Jingguanzi 50 34 3271 5679 3 3 3 13835 1 1 3 42 24 1217
30 HEE Jingyunxi 45 33 3320 7771 3 3 2 13494 3 1 2 23 26 1559
31 AMT Baishizi 51 3.9 3647 5313 2 3 3 14039 2 1 2 20 16 1153
32 #5EE Ziguan Yudai 47 19 3088 6463 1 3 3 15920 1 2 3 56 63 1125
33 HU%# Jingjufen 50 3.0 4316 6666 2 3 2 13852 1 1 3 30 34 1127
34 BIEBARYE Zihai Yinbo 54 34 3647 5299 2 3 3 16557 1 1 2 20 16 1153
35  HEF Jingyuxiang 44 35 367.1 6686 2 3 2 13141 3 2 2 22 21 967
36 HRHE A Jinglong Wangyue 6.0 3.5 296.6 5167 1 3 2 14230 1 2 2 13 29 893
37 UL Jingyouman 40 20 3596 7629 1 3 3 146.14 3 1 3 39 19 1334
38 RUEE Jingzi Guancai 40 25 3629 7514 3 3 2 12730 2 2 2 31 31 1077
39  #7% Huangyun 43 33 3889 6241 2 3 2 12139 1 1 3 24 20 1164
40  RUEHEAE Jingzi Chahua 40 34 3200 5986 3 2 1 13198 2 2 3 35 26 1308
41 LK Jingxue Feichan 48 3.6 2881 5079 3 3 2 12550 1 1 2 15 38 930
42 EXH Yuguanyue 42 35 3463 4779 2 2 3 15991 1 2 3 20 13 967
43 345 Jingjuan 33 19 3614 5686 3 3 2 16395 1 2 3 57 31 1000
44 T Fenxishi 45 1.7 3350 7898 2 3 2 133.00 2 1 3 24 21 959
45 R 35 1.8 3947 6966 3 3 2 12231 2 1 3 36 34 1564
Jingmen Manaohong

46 4R Jingxuejuan 33 23 3451 6503 2 3 3 14667 3 1 3 29 23 1297
47 ZUH4L Jinghuihong 35 15 3379 6250 3 3 2 12468 3 2 3 30 19 1017
48  JUERML Jingyu Tiancheng 3.2 2.6 3623 5594 1 3 3 15622 1 2 3 20 31500
49 JUUB4T Jingjuanhong 42 24 307.1 4186 2 3 2 13842 2 2 3 40 36 1117
50  FAEZ Qianzi Baitai 40 1.7 2674 5573 2 3 2 10168 3 2 3 35 34 750
51 FEHEBUE Jingxue Yinghui 35 25 319.5 5930 2 2 1 12745 2 1 3 39 58 1509
Xo  FRifESFP 63 45 4429 9457 3 3 3 20550 3 2 3 75 63 1653

E: AHRERE L. TR

Note: Each trait is shown in Table 1. The same below.



Luo Hao, Cheng Fangyun, Guo Xin, Tao Xiwen, Wang Xu.
Evaluation and selection of cut-flower cultivars based on grey relational grade analysis in flare tree peony (Paeonia rockii) .
2174 Acta Horticulturae Sinica, 2020, 47 (11): 2169 - 2180.

290, PLPEIEERON T, fekB v HaFrrm, FUbHEERE NG 5T Fp I e R R A . 5
MR FRLA ML IR 5 14 AR, SCERREEN 0.7082 ~ 0.7561, BEARRIMSE 1
FAHIT, o BCE S RS IMERIR T3 128, RZRE SR A (519D SHEWE 351D
BEK, ARG, —FAR (378.61 mm) 5AERTIKE (717.56 mm) K, Ve &2 (46.24 %),
LA 3, ek BV HEAR R T, B& RIFMIVIEAE g, FE hRE T 1Y)
e 55 11 Ky RS B M RIS 5 19 MR, REXFEN 0.6361 ~ 0.6950,
VARG, WG am (499 K, REWHE (3.04d), —F4H (348.72mm) HA[RY)
KB (660.05 mm) ARk, PR (37.71 55, PLREERERONE, AT THE, 1)
WA= — M, RN/ UL RGP AT . B IV KN HERER . e M
CRUERRRIE S 14 NS, SREBEEE N 0.5771 ~ 0.6291, T EE UM b ELE O PEIR B A AL TR K
F, WffitdE Ay (3.88 d) NI M EI (247 ) HE. —FAR (33833 mm) MRV (601.31 mm)
B, PPEERIE GL1429), DCRERMEAONE, FTrm, BARNEZE, AHEEEATITE M.

SRS
Cultivar No.

=

Of EERRERRRRRRARRRRRRERRRENERRNRIE
et ) ©0 1 \D e i i
N RW O Loy o

25 20 15 10 5
BER A Clustering distance
E1 51 1eREHEARMMPCCRERESMER (AR 2

Fig. 1 The results of cluster analysis on 51 Paeonia rockii cultivars (Cultivar see Table 2)
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®3 HEHARMEERXBKESIKEE (1) HS2

Table 3 The traits’ relational grade and the rank of weighted relational grade (r) of flare tree peony cultivars to be selected

mi b AR ICHRFE Trait’s relational grade 4,
Cultivar VL OOP ABL CBL FT FG FDD FD FF IF GP FN TN PH " Rank
HEL 0.9091 0.8108 0.7110 0.7741 0.4167 1.0000 0.9091 0.5967 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.5114 0.9559  0.8203 1
Jingyuhong

T T BRI 1.0000 0.8772 0.7059 0.6327 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.5875 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.6188 0.4286 0.7333  0.7953 2
Fenmian Taosai

5B 0.7895 0.7282 1.0000 1.0000 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.7324 0.4167 0.4878 1.0000 0.4934 0.4225 09012 0.7912 3
Jingfenlan

PSR AN 0.7895 09146 0.7851 0.7167 1.0000 0.7692 0.9091 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.4335 0.3719 0.6836  0.7841 4
Jingguan

Huihong

HORAL 0.9091 1.0000 0.6179 0.6422 1.0000 0.7143 0.5882 0.5208 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.5407 0.4865 0.4879  0.7561 5
Jingcaihong

e EAN 0.7500 0.7538 0.6910 0.7628 1.0000 0.7143 0.5882 0.6710 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6862 0.4891 0.5874  0.7477 6
Jingxuanhong

a2k 0.7895 0.7004 0.9366 0.7628 0.5882 0.9091 0.8333 0.6330 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.5123 0.5172 0.6197  0.7444 7
Gaoyuan

Shenghuo

Iz iy 0.7895 0.7538 1.0000 0.6884 0.5882 0.9091 0.9091 0.7275 0.4167 0.4878 1.0000 0.5027 0.4110 0.6434  0.7354 8
Jingshan

Yunxiu

R 0.8824 0.6608 0.7268 0.7336 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.6841 0.4167 0.4878 1.0000 0.5274 0.5455 0.6070  0.7317 9
Jingjufen

AR 0.6667 0.8108 0.7268 0.5962 0.5882 0.9091 1.0000 0.6171 0.4545 1.0000 1.0000 0.8170 0.4265 0.8463  0.7299 10
Jinghong

Yingbo

W 0.7692 0.7282 0.8507 0.6088 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6771 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.3546 0.3913 0.7691  0.7268 11
Jingyunxiang

W 0.6694 0.5288 0.8562 0.6994 1.0000 1.0000 0.9091 0.6123 0.7143 0.4878 1.0000 0.8701 0.3629 0.8227  0.7250 12
Jingyunguan

TR 0.7500 0.8427 0.6497 0.7401 1.0000 1.0000 0.5882 0.7017 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.4537 0.4054 0.8664  0.7211 13
Fenlou Cangjin

RS 0.5941 0.4878 0.9219 0.6894 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.5872 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.8631 0.5696 0.6804  0.7206 14
Jingzuimei

HIEES 0.8108 0.6608 0.8264 0.7260 1.0000 0.8333 1.0000 0.6353 0.5882 0.4878 0.5882 0.4576 0.5921 0.5801  0.7150 15
Jingyan Luoxue

SR 0.7317 0.5576 0.6319 0.6483 1.0000 0.7692 0.8333 0.5963 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.7538 0.5357 0.6523  0.7106 16
Jinghua

Moguan

Pt M 0.6433 0.6358 0.8967 0.5424 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6252 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.4167 0.8333 0.6054  0.7088 17
Jingmo Sajin

HOIREE 0.6250 0.7813 0.6646 0.5609 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.6572 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6014 0.5233 0.7818  0.7082 18
Jingchengzi

HIE 0.7143 0.6224 0.6491 0.6545 1.0000 0.5882 0.5882 0.6231 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.8993 0.5202 1.0000  0.6950 19
Jingjiaozi

sl 0.9091 0.6048 0.6762 0.5956 0.5882 1.0000 0.6250 0.5754 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.5027 0.6569 0.5801  0.6890 20
Zilouyan

HERW 0.7500 0.6818 0.5855 0.6359 1.0000 0.9091 0.5000 0.5362 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.6818 0.6870 0.6651  0.6875 21
Jingyu Linglong

AW 0.6250 0.6410 0.6471 0.6166 0.5882 0.8333 0.6667 0.6167 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.8047 0.7200 0.6864  0.6825 22
Jingyuelan

IStk 3 0.6818 0.4717 0.7546 0.7169 1.0000 1.0000 0.6250 0.5798 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.6048 0.5114 0.8227  0.6729 23
Jingyanzi

MRS T 0.6977 0.5576 0.7830 0.6894 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.5686 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.4480 0.4592 0.6133  0.6684 24
Jingyan Taxue

ARC%'S 0.7895 0.6410 0.7340 0.5475 1.0000 0.7692 0.9091 0.6489 0.6250 0.4878 0.5882 0.4199 0.5960 0.6804  0.6649 25
Hongxiannii

TR 0.7317 0.5725 0.6346 0.6666 1.0000 0.9091 0.5882 0.4682 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.3706 0.4306 0.5271  0.6639 26
Saihuhong

R 0.6667 0.5435 0.6849 0.7411 1.0000 0.6250 1.0000 0.6328 0.5556 0.4878 1.0000 0.5172 0.5114 0.6039  0.6615 27
Jingxizi

prsULs £ 0.6122 0.5725 0.7961 0.5513 1.0000 0.9091 0.5556 0.6013 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.6224 0.5172 0.6347  0.6605 28
Jinggui

Xiangcui

5O 5 0.6977 0.6608 0.6457 0.5438 1.0000 1.0000 0.8333 0.5930 0.4167 0.4878 1.0000 0.5223 0.4369 0.6434  0.6572 29

Jingguanzi
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A PEARKGEKE Trait’s relational grade HE4
Cultivar VL OOP ABL CBL FT FG FDD FD FF IF GP FN TN PH " Rank
JrPN 0.6250 0.6410 0.6554 0.7276 1.0000 1.0000 0.5882 0.5810 1.0000 0.4878 0.5882 0.4072 0.4500 0.8933  0.6570 30
Jingyunxi

i 0.7143 0.7813 0.7296 0.5208 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.6004 0.5882 0.4878 0.5882 0.3923 0.3913 0.6117  0.6559 31
Baishizi

KR 0.6522 0.4518 0.6113 0.6006 0.4167 0.9091 1.0000 0.6788 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.6468 1.0000 0.5985  0.6537 32
Ziguan Yudai

B 0.6977 0.5882 0.9492 0.6173 0.5882 0.8333 0.5882 0.5936 0.4167 0.4878 1.0000 0.4425 0.5085 0.5993  0.6505 33
Jingjufen

FARYE 0.7692 0.6608 0.7296 0.5199 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.7102 0.4167 0.4878 0.5882 0.3937 0.3913 0.6117  0.6481 34
Zihai Yinbo

HEH 0.6122 0.6818 0.7358 0.6190 0.5882 1.0000 0.5882 0.5691 1.0000 1.0000 0.5882 0.4011 0.4147 0.5342  0.6460 35
Jingyuxiang

O HE A 0.9091 0.6818 0.5904 0.5121 0.4167 0.9091 0.5556 0.6075 0.4167 1.0000 0.5882 0.3643 0.4688 0.5089  0.6452 36
Jinglong

Wangyue

AR 0.5660 0.4615 0.7169 0.7112 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.6224 0.9091 0.4878 1.0000 0.4957 0.4072 0.7116  0.6361 37
Jingyouman

FETE R 0.5660 0.5111 0.7250 0.6986 1.0000 1.0000 0.5882 0.5558 0.5882 1.0000 0.5882 0.4480 0.4839 0.5773  0.6291 38

Jingzi Guancai
# z Huangyun 0.6000 0.6410 0.7961 0.5834 0.5882 1.0000 0.7143 0.5377 0.4167 0.4878 1.0000 0.4135 0.4128 0.6170  0.6242 39

HUORHEAE 0.5660 0.6608 0.6319 0.5647 1.0000 0.7143 0.4545 0.5710 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.4717 0.4455 0.6955  0.6190 40
Jingzi Chahua

HE 0.6667 0.7042 0.5768 0.5070 1.0000 1.0000 0.6667 0.5502 0.4545 0.4878 0.5882 0.3731 0.5483 0.5212  0.6115 41
Jingxue Feichan

B JE| 0.5882 0.6818 0.6859 0.4905 0.5882 0.5882 1.0000 0.6821 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.3937 0.3750 0.5342  0.6102 42
Yuguanyue

T4 Jingjuan  0.5000 0.4518 0.7214 0.5442 1.0000 0.8333 0.5882 0.7019 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.6649 0.4813 0.5466  0.6092 43
o e it 0.6250 0.4335 0.6616 0.7428 0.5882 1.0000 0.5882 0.5744 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.4119 0.4138 0.5313  0.6083 44
Fenxishi

PU SR EAN 0.5172 0.4455 0.8141 0.6438 1.0000 0.8333 0.5263 0.5405 0.5882 0.4878 1.0000 0.4759 0.5085 0.8984  0.6057 45
Jingmen

Manaohong

HER 0.5000 0.4934 0.6834 0.6039 0.5882 0.9091 0.8333 0.6245 1.0000 0.4878 1.0000 0.4371 0.4265 0.6884  0.5992 46
Jingxuejuan

HOELL 0.5172 0.4167 0.6676 0.5841 1.0000 0.7692 0.5556 0.5477 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.4443 0.4072 0.5530  0.5906 47
Jinghuihong

HERMK 0.4918 0.5300 0.7236 0.5383 0.4167 1.0000 0.7692 0.6650 0.4167 1.0000 1.0000 0.3937 0.3333 0.8373  0.5894 48
Jingyu

Tiancheng

IR 0.5861 0.5008 0.6084 0.4607 0.5882 0.7692 0.5556 0.5932 0.5882 1.0000 1.0000 0.5074 0.5263 0.5948  0.5804 49
Jingjuanhong

THRAER 0.5660 0.4335 0.5459 0.5369 0.5882 0.9091 0.5000 0.4852 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.4738 0.5085 0.4657  0.5778 50
Qianzi Baitai

I WO 0.5172 0.5172 0.6309 0.5608 0.5882 0.7143 0.4348 0.5563 0.6250 0.4878 1.0000 0.4980 0.8571 0.8454  0.5771 51

Jingxue Yinghui

T4 4 XETHAZSERTIHE

Table 4 The average value of traits in four groups of Paeonia rockii cultivras

ES TN Vi

. VL/d OOP/d ABL/mm CBL/mm FT FM FDD FD/mm FF IF GP FN ™N PH/mm
Group Cultivar number

I 4 5.83 4.05 385.04 803.00 2.00 3.00 3.00 162.86 1.75 1.75 3.00 48.67 2292 1459.67
I 14 5.19 3.51 378.61 717.56  2.64 284 272 149.19 198 1.64 293 4624 31.19 125512
1T 19 499 3.04 348.72 660.05 232 281 239 139.16 194 132 268 37.71 33.16 1211.63
v 14 3.88 2.47 338.33 601.31 236 272 203 13432 1.89 157 286 31.14 27.61 1154.11

LAV EE 1R R EL (E 2, a) AR e, fEtaif. RE, mel; fRKmERE;
LSS B2 (s PIEF Ak 75 45, fEFTA S M s, FRRCE |5 s e br an
1EARK (35710 mm). VIBKE (8143 mm), A (6.0d) HiEWHW (4.0d) ZERH
HZR MRS HEE 2 0 I (B2, b ANTEIESM, fEAf. B, e,
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TP HEPHEST, EHAM R PRETAR /N, IR BRIk L0t Ay (6.3 ) KNI (42 D
BT HEEL, BUEEE (53 49 5UEKE (6843 mm) RILHFE. HAHE 3 M mR
(B 2, o BFRIEMF, fEf. RAE, MG, IMETRE, RENERaREafh; 1
MK (4429 mm) RUIFKE (9457 mm) TERTE S AR, kR, K#AE, HY)
fer=g2&HaE (38 %), YIMEHitGAdr 5.5d, SEMEIAT 3.7d. HEEE 4 1 RUde” (B2, d
AR SR, BEIEEHOK, fEat. WA, 2B, AMERTETRE, WIS RE SR, nrsE
A, MG AREUN: A w (5.5 D sEREH 43 D, 1TFEAERK (3851 mm) &)
BB (767.7 mm) RILSFAE > BERE %, VIer~E—M (28 29).

3% ELL Jingyuhong : AT AKRE Fenmian Taosai
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Fig. 2 Excellent cultivars of Paeonia rockii selected for cut-flower production
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3.1 M ST ERRE

AT R FR RS H AR, AR B AR I ERABAE o dnFe AR aR AL FOR A PRt SR
PUSVETT A 236 BER, AR GRS 5 T U s BORMAMRARRR, SRIE RS GaP 2%, 2013),
M YIAEA ™ WS EAETEBCR B . UIEF & A3 i e 05 25075 T (R B o A2 S R PP B 26
AR, ARAE S AN S PP SR PR I E S R . AT T B TR P P R . B R Ry
s AR SRR PEREAT THE IR R s A, e T 51 MRS I E i i, 24t
XUIMEL F HAREAT VAN Sk . Rk, ARSI VN TR iE T ik BT TER, —ZrEtRes
PR RO T UIMER T CEMRAERRID 5775 GRIERID Frad, HXEEel TEMIR G
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A Zis e, 2018).

AT T AE T AR E AP S IEN AR, R TR AR KR I A E (0.43), X2
P KR B G Ve~ E S i BT EEEE, £ RERARE R E T UK, —
AR KW &, FARKEYER G W EE S HhrdE, Wi s MR Est s K
P I BERUR S 3 TR AR R 9 2 A PR R R K RIS EOR, PR MR R A il BRI K R, DUE
B AR A P B S A VP AN 45 SR IS o ASHIE 72 AR K26 2 TRELBCEE D i Al I D AE iR R I (0.35), 1X
TEVIET S e b A BN, BT REEGE UG AR, ArUCRE R R I 1 Fh i
SR, DRI A 75 i A0 A 00 B TR X PR AN AR o7 B e LB MR VRN D048 B AN T 2D
4ehR, DAAMEMIRIEZ, NN R, %500 FIRE S RAC (0.22), Hoped., &
18 KAt won BE IR IS 5 TAE 8L . T68& Ife ., RO mna i W AR X 5 55 HATAE I s R 3
B 1 aAE . FERT A RIAE RO 7, EReRE (2016) JEE R (P rockii) W
TV, HERRFeRR e, et LB BEARICIISAUE S EIE 70%, FEMMRSR; X
2L LS (2017) FEHEAEFE (P suffiuticosa) VIAE S FIIRIERT, SRUMLEETE, KR E W H M.
TERERE f s P s SOy 4 D— R dEbrd, EHRETRKER S R —FARANKE, fRE=
AR RN RG], RN dr b oK R R W IR FIRE, =S (2013) FERF
AP, FEE AR LRI, RAVITER G IRAERI T AT 5. Rt hssis
LB PHRE S, DL YIEA =X P2 i 577 G UIME R R 2K, BEin& 3t /0 i 1 P ALE, AT
i S N MER LT B AT S U01E L BRSO SRl . [, TR 2K € 5Q Bk o i 3b AT 2RI 72
BF, B 2 TC B LE BB 034 E A A 1% H bR 2 UIAE O I O B M AR R it B, B IX 43 BH B AR
SYC, HORATRREEEENR, PR EWE R, ERUEVHY RS H MR R, LA
PEAS 3 1B BRI
3.2 EEVITEHNGMIFIE

EE VLR EBEAL ST oA, AU B AE RS EaaiiE, ek, TEa B AN s PErs
A R IERNZ R KSR RAREIEZR G 73 BEZ . VIR LSO 73 i A A B S5 R A
AHIE T 78 53 2 JE VIR 7758 a2 FH LK, R K 68 R G B SRAT Sl i Bl R ISR B BE I 44
AR i AR AR 25, X INAOORIE BE 45 St — B Bk b, ILihofiik th 18 N EA RIFUIMEA = 7]
A, NS PHIIAE A PR PR TR R AR SR 5 AP R AT 4 1 R EA . ORI
W 5 R, BIE R R UG AR HET, FRE RO RRICE RIS HOR . K E R
SR T, e VR X 4 N RF, B ORmTmskIE (i 5%, 2005) b, H
R 3 ABRNARRE ARG A, IELE R ARAE YD SRR

KA T ARG VAN RS ARAE A OCIR R, S AR HERE 18 MBS R FME A DI
PR BT, FEHEEE L 4 AMEROUEHET SR (B B BT SMRR WL ST R T, AR
T it P PR A B P R P JE 3k — 2D PP A, R E Tt P PR A 3 A A A X O R B A
M FREEEENEN, RbELESSAER., . RUIRREESEAR T IR R, BR—8
SERFIN TR BB BIVITERE S AR, B M VIR AR R R, BEEART
ez o E AP R .
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