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Experiment on Waterlogging Stress of 22 Garden Plant Species in Shenzhen
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(' Shenzhen Wenke Garden Co., Ltd., Guangdong Provincial Landscape Architecture and Ecological Restoration Engineering Technology Research

Center, Shenzhen 518000, China )

Abstract: 22 garden plant species in Shenzhen, Guangdong province were selected for waterlogging stress test with 5, 10 and 15 days ( 0 day as ck).
Determination was made on relative chlorophyll content (SPAD), malondialdehyde content (MDA) and peroxidase activity (POD) of leaves under
different treatments. Waterlogging tolerance was evaluated by membership function and principal component analysis. The results showed that 22
plant species could be classified into 3 waterlogging resistance levels by D-value cluster analysis. The first level waterlogging tolerance species was
Hydrocotyle chinensis, Cyperus involucratus, Allamanda schottii, Iris tectorum, Schefflera heptaphylla, Ruellia simplex, Gardenia jasminoides. The
second level was Jasminum sambac, Syzygium hancei, Carmona microphylla, Aglaia odorata, Osmanthus fragrans var. semperflorens, Fagraea
ceilanica, and Lagerstroemia indica. The third level was Duranta erecta, Loropetalum chinense var. rubrum, Jatropha integerrima, Codiaeum
variegatum, Rosa chinensis, Excoecaria cochinchinensis, Hibiscus rosa-sinensis, Ixora chinensis. Plants with level-1 waterlogging tolerance and
level-11 general waterlogging tolerance are recommended for applying to infiltration facilities, infiltration transmission facilities, storage and reuse
facilities, purification facilities and other situation that requires flood tolerance in sponge cities.
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HE4ndTTT (Sponge city) RAEIRTTRERSGIEEAR—HF, (RGN AR LA N B 98K 5507 H A R A o
PR FRIEIOK . BOK L BK. oK, SERREEENOK R FEIMLUR AN s . %
it RSUREITER AT, HA OB EKAEDS . SRR IR T — R T e AR R PR i
PR, WA ELREMT R R, BUKR 5T & R IR ) — . 2GRl Ak, B
FE SRR SR, SRR B B B ST, MEIRSEN I & T /K R 48 (Low impact development,
LID) B, Wi et kA, il b M g & R ARGy, TEREAN AT Zh
RETP R B REEMEN, B 7RI T AR o RS B A F 28 . SRRl ki Bhig, JvK
THRPRGEIRHE R PR, A 5 7 07 B0 3 BN A AR T U RE R SEBL . SR RO .

Ko SN E R I EEIRGIN 72—, SSIaERIRA . A BAERIE S I AEE Y b R 7
HUX R, AR IR . ke . HERNE . HOKORR 5 UK B Mha . Kihkss
HAESS R | AL AR RS, S SCEIILEUR R, B R AR AR, R
EESERYIET. SHBRERY, KL ST R SRR, IR S RREEIR®, BE
P EHEINUY, PrEREEE A AR RN A X IR W, KRS KBRS, I
FRAE SR SHE RS S E A E ARE AR TR A e LT B SRR AT R B 2R R, TR T i (2 RIE Y
RS R B AR B T FEM LR T A AR LU R KA O i T, A o K 3 R R R LA R i 5
PUE TR R R B S o A SR TFHEARITT I e 22, RSCHEAR BB B S A B W RE AT, i L)
RPENE T HY 22 T WEIAAE Y B 2R3 S WS 2 | A i S AE B e bR Ak, HUATH:
W, ASTAEI I B LR S HETES, SRR B R Y 0715 5 7 F SR ik

1 MrE 7

1.1 iREHR

AR AERE T IR AR T veom B A EERE |, 45 S anim oot R B i, BRI
HIE) 22 Feldkkady (AR, BAR) HF/KERAS:, Wk 1. Rt R 3 —, Rehre
Y IRDIFEFF B 4t

F1 22 MK EMIEY
Table 1 22 landscape plants for test

F7 Fh4 B4 JE4 AR MR
1 th AT H3 Hydrocotyle chinensis TLNEl Araliaceae K38 Hydrocotyle =N T
2 JXZEEE Cyperus involucratus PER} Cyperaceae PHEJE Cyperus %N ol
3 WEAEHE Ruellia simplex B RFR} Acanthaceae HEHIEE Ruellia = W/N bz
4 B2 Iris tectorum B2 F} Iridaceae BRJE Iris =V polins
5 #ihif Allamanda schottii S kB Apocynaceae Wi 4)E Allamanda AR WAE
6  H9%LE Schefflera heptaphylla TLnF} Araliaceae RS LR Schefflera AR i
7 #E Gardenia jasminoides P57} Rubiaceae HEFJ& Gardenia AR WAE
8 FEF4E Jasminum sambac AHMERL Oleaceae FE2JE Jasminum R WA
9 LT85 Mk Syzygium hancei Pe&hkl Myrtaceae THEPLE Syzygium R WiAE
10 KfF2% Aglaia odorata 1L Meliaceae HAF22)E Aglaia iy N HiH-
11 #R#i Fagraea ceilanica WHEF} Gentianaceae JXFJE Fagraea R HH-
12 PYZEH: Osmanthus fragrans var. semperflorens AKJEF} Oleaceae AJRJE Osmanthus EY/N WAL
13 FEFM Carmona microphylla #1455 Boraginaceae HFME Carmona R M-
14 4% Lagerstroemia indica FJEsER} Lythraceae L% Lagerstroemia N WA
15  {3&8 Duranta erecta iRl Verbenaceae fl3&31)@ Duranta EY/N poline
16 ZI{EMEK Loropetalum chinense var. rubrum 425HFF} Hamamelidaceae  #/J& Loropetalum HAR Tt
17 JHZ=4¥ Rosa chinensis R} Rosaceae R Rosa AR WAE
18  S&#% Hibiscus rosa-sinensis wER Malvaceae AHEJE Hibiscus A WAL
19 EEHIH Jatropha integerrima K#F} Euphorbiaceae JE XU Jatropha EY/N poline
20  413%5H: Excoecaria cochinchinensis K #kF} Euphorbiaceae 4R Excoecaria A FRH-
21 78K Codiaeum variegatum KAl Euphorbiaceae AsH A& Codiaeum YN HH
22 ¥R Ixora chinensis AL Rubiaceae JefsAEIE Ixora R WAL



http://www.iplant.cn/frps2019/frps/%E4%B8%AD%E5%8D%8E%E5%A4%A9%E8%83%A1%E8%8D%BD
http://www.iplant.cn/frps2019/frps/%E4%B8%AD%E5%8D%8E%E5%A4%A9%E8%83%A1%E8%8D%BD
http://www.iplant.cn/info/Ruellia
http://www.iplant.cn/info/Schefflera

1 FHENE, S5 AEHT 22 Fhbe AR R T 33

1.2 It

WEBUERfe: . K300 22 FprrliEYy, FEFMET 21 cmx 21 cm (EAZR x &) WRHEE Y, #H
I YRR, B2 LRE NS 18 om, SEZ IR —EiE, e Y. SR, %
FRNA IE S B EHG 3 d (RELHEAE/K) VERKIEIMAEE S, S 5PIGEEREIEL 4 ~ 5 708 T FEH
FERFROAE IR | 2 ~ 3 em Ak, FE/KIEANEE CKEMMERTTE) ) , 8 4 MEFRIBEEE, 43515 0d (CK) |
5d, 10d. 15d, HMEHE3IAEE, H40EE 10 4.

AN T /K AL R 0d .5 d . 10 d. 15 d BFBCR Al Frilll e 2 ik SR A RS & SPAD {H ).
M (MDA) &&. JE ki (POD) {fME 3 MEFRIIE AL, 0 d VX ERAFE R LY IE 5 K 5
M TR
1.3 EMRNESHIELE

HEMAE A0 SPAD 1R K {548 243 2202 43 ( HM-YC ) 2R, POD 3% 7 5% A B AR 2 ), MDA
SERMFRARELZE (TBA) Kz,

SR Excel AbFREE . HIVEEIFR, iZ2H SPSS 21.0 ZAFHITHZEMT . ERS TR, EH LSD
KU AT 4 T Sk I b F ) £6) 26 S S 2 5 TP P DA SR S B R B A THE T, M S s R0,

(1) BAIFEbRI REL (o) HEARK:
o= LIHIEhRE & + SRR S & x 100%
(2) RJRREEIV (X )ITHEA A
U (Xi) = (Xi = Xmin)/ (Ximax = Xmin)
K, XiFREE i NEREIEIR; Xoin B4 | MEEETEPRINER/AME ;s X BN 5 | MR SRR IR K AE
(3) AEHEITE LA .
W, =P Py
2

X, WlERRER | MEGIEMMET A G S Tahn P IR PO (R)F | MR TTIRR
(4) WPELEETRIE (D) HEAXA:

D =P/ ) UKD+ W]
i=1

2 ERGH0

2.1 JKEMEXHEL SPAD {EHISNT

EAPIIER, R SPAD {H 5M GRS BFERBE IEMHFERER, SPAD (EIEARIEEFR T LRI
R RS RI g 2 R, KB T, AR, BHE. BuE. KH. HEBE, g
WA . DUZREE . Zrlfniok . M. 58K, 09 EE. SR ORAF2IX 13 FMEWN) SPAD B, Bl /KR THIHY
B R IZE TR, HARMKER AR )% 782 (P<0.05) , RIXZSHY T REXT K AT
PEEEFE, Hb, JeNRE. B AAEHEOR . AR ORE) SPAD EFEIENR K, /K 15 d B, SPAD BRI 5>
W4 84.34% ., 79.51% ., 78.65%. 76.50%, WLk, K. BRI . ORAFETE/KHE 15 d B 5K 10 d B
i) SPAD [HE B H#ER, 15 CK ZRE# (P<0.05) , RIAE/KHE 10 d B2k B/ AEA R Z 17 ER .

PET. B P ERWISE) SPAD (EFE/KIE S5d, 10d, 15d ¥ EBEER, mREELE/EKE 10d, 15d
W HRFEER, KA. LR IH/KIE 15 d BF 5 CK ML B BE ER:, RUHXIAEY KT I 325
UF, ZAKSPHAR R B R EETIEFIRS. NER, S, BiEaaKiiiRmd i, SPAD fH¥)
TRFEES, NZAKSHAREN, A=A KEGE, RIS KA SZ R
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Table 2 Changes of relative chlorophyll content in leaves of 22 species under different days of waterlogging stress
Kt : SPAD f{E/% : :
CK KifE 5d kit 10 d K 15 d
PE+ 44.867+0.333c 50.970+5.495ab 53.491+4.892a 50.134+1.962ab
T 32.433+2.145¢ 53.000+4.982a 47.727+3.458ab 44.045+3.393b
AR W3 12.267+0.403c 13.533+2.478ab 13.707+5.079ab 18.052+0.655a
ASIH K 36.233+1.362b 61.700+2.392a 25.690+4.608¢c 8.515+3.184d
oty 2 41.133+0.709¢c 64.530+3.814a 47.040+1.541b 47.040+2.384b
TEREAE 69.100+0.477a 65.270+3.866a 28.124+4.387b 10.823+1.171c
flsigs 25.167+1.066a 23.500+1.482a 19.253+2.935h 7.756+1.398¢
IRF 12.967+1.881a 13.200+6.142a 9.068+3.878ab 5.068+1.049c
HZHE 43.033+1.104a 36.400+5.31b 22.817+3.176¢ 11.093+0.887d
AR 55.600+1.165a 31.067+3.75b 27.627+1.278b 11.871+1.382¢
PUZEfE 60.900+2.592a 52.830+4.677b 36.592+1.782¢ 24.786+3.400d
FAN ;3170 62.567+2.129a 45.967+4.048b 41.235+2.484hc 35.675+3.431c
i 69.867+2.096a 49.100+5.412b 30.943+4.088¢c 19.412+3.135d
v 54.200+2.157a 36.200+3.489b 16.703+2.626¢ 18.753+3.082¢
B 19.100+2.474a 21.600+2.914a 20.208+1.906a 22.835+1.562a
95k 44.467+0.696a 43.067+4.476a 30.450+5.141b 12.115+2.548¢c
FRFIAE 9.667+2.225b 27.600+4.019a 14.308+4.638b 8.789+1.190b
WAL 38.300+2.076ab 41.730+2.638a 34.822+3.739b 37.565+2.074ab
- 37.067+1.697a 21.767+5.797b 9.555+3.063c 7.595+2.304c
Kir= 47.600+2.306a 34.267+3.166b 29.929+5.39bc 23.763+3.298¢
B 15.333+1.611a 15.660+4.687a 17.343+4.178a 19.989+2.432a
FET M 14.033+1.361c 19.733+2.408b 25.810+2.154a 13.010+1.309¢

E: AN PR RER S (P<0.05) , Tl

2.2 KEMEIHEYIM A MDA & E8IFNT

MDA RN A ALt e 7=, J@FAHAE AU s, TR AR AR AT 0 5
Bt R 550 . MDA 250K I 25 FIZIRE , APy MDA 7= E RN S R A e ) 32 B4
PN RRFAE L —CY. thaR 3 I, FEKHEMNAIRIG T, BEZE KM AR, 22 Rt F i MDA & &
SIS (WES) .

#=3

KEMET 22 #EYIrt F MDA &ML

Table 3 Changes of MDA content in leaves of 22 species under different days of waterlogging stress

MDA &8/ (umol-gt)

1P oK K 5d kit 10 K 15
it 0.113+0.006b 0.116+0.005b 0.144+0.008a 0.144+0.005a
Bl 0.111+0.007¢c 0.160+0.002a 0.162+0.009a 0.144+0.006b
HH AR R 0.103+0.008b 0.073+0.007¢c 0.062+0.005¢ 0.118+0.009a
AFH R 0.0650.006d 0.1360.009¢ 0.233+0.009a 0.184+0.003b
EiCE £ 0.099+0.007d 0.175+0.000a 0.137+0.005b 0.119+0.005¢
JERAE 0.089+0.006d 0.129+0.003c 0.239+0.005a 0.148+0.007b
flsigse 0.010+0.007b 0.113+0.007a 0.105+0.007a 0.018+0.007b
TR 0.112+0.007¢c 0.143+0.009b 0.145+0.007b 0.163+0.002a
HZAE 0.058+0.008c 0.125+0.006b 0.203+0.007a 0.115+0.007b
FARIZ -7/ N 0.080+0.008d 0.143+0.008b 0.192+0.005a 0.111+0.003c
DY e 0.034+0.006¢ 0.051+0.001b 0.096+0.008a 0.047+0.006b
FAN ;3100 0.049+0.004b 0.092+0.009a 0.088+0.004a 0.044+0.006b
A 0.051+0.006¢ 0.084+0.008b 0.101+0.004a 0.093+0.007ab
Y3 0.052+0.006¢ 0.064+0.006b 0.068+0.004b 0.078+0.002a
B 0.043+0.009b 0.069+0.005a 0.078+0.007a 0.026+0.007¢c
AR5 0.311+0.003d 0.337+0.005¢ 0.473+0.006b 0.658+0.003a
FRFIAE 0.051+0.007b 0.046+0.008b 0.057+0.007b 0.071+0.005a
AR 0.034+0.008b 0.053+0.006a 0.048+0.007a 0.027+0.007b
- 0.065+0.005¢ 0.099+0.005b 0.108+0.004b 0.163+0.009a
K== 0.06620.006b 0.069+0.004b 0.052+0.003¢ 0.093:+0.006a
B 0.030+0.003b 0.037+0.006ab 0.045+0.006a 0.034+0.004b
LR 0.035+0.006d 0.055+0.009¢ 0.074+0.004b 0.123+0.007a
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BHAEKMEPME T ARG, e, ThAeRBI3E . 4SOk, REZELe . e S HZRIE. a4ER .,
PUZsh: . 2otk . RME. R, B XERH FE MDA & 2R3t EIHGHAS RS PR,
Hob GG . ombk . AR . KGR H ) MDA & B7E/KENA 15 d [ CK Mtk R BEESR, X
FAHYIEKBEINE T, G828 MDA SEMNBR, FAUKEPNEGE, BEhER/KEREE . mAH . 475
B OSBE. BERIEE . RERIH B MDA S, BEE/KIEMMARTRI ARG, SEREE ETHEY, TEKENE 15d
i, HiHH 8 MDA S 2H5T CK, 25387 45.54% ., 111.58%. 50.00%. 150.77%. 251.43%, iibHiXLs
FEP KRR B E M PR 22 . eAh, R SRAIE . SRAF223X 3 P F i MDA & B 7EIRIEM LR BIA
FasE, WAL, AKMEMEALEE 15 d it 5 CK L 5% (P<0.05) .

2.3 KEBHEXTHEYIMH POD SEM RIS

4 EH, FEE/KEPHMARTEIRIEIN, &2 POD i LB fe G R, SR, a0
BH: . RAME . BEAEEIX 4 FAEY e /K TEMNA S 10 d BHEZIEE, MR 18 MR AFEKIEMNA S 5 d
IFRFIEME, FE/KIEMMAZSSE 15 d INFEERAT. Ve 1. i, hAeRlsE . B, aiblR. L. 82, %
FIAE . AR () POD JEPEAE/KHMEME 15 d B[] CK AHEL G R 25 Hp X | BdEM . e, g
Zekl . LLWEEPE . SE RN AKIEMNA 15 d, HH i POD JEPERTE 200 u-gh-min LI, R

fikfy POD i1
F 4 KEMET 22 #EYIMH POD SEMHTL
Table 4 Changes of POD activity in leaves of 22 species under different days of waterlogging stress
it » POD JFi/( u-g'l-minzl) ‘
CK KiE5d K 10 d Kifg 15 d

e 238.650+10.717b 332.170+37.744a 273.710+17.051b 230.167+15.611b
B 1088.750+21.051c 1 244.880+49.383a 1 181.520+30.895b 1042.805+17.433c
RAER B3 543.490+21.629b 625.760+46.653a 580.330+6.516ab 542.838+6.993b
AR A 374.150+35.746b 437.850+12.898a 356.360+10.641b 131.215+9.009¢

L 466.110+8.129a 512.700+50.835ab 420.640+26.580b 439.022+8.209b
AL 621.990+37.214b 755.700+46.514a 463.590+43.270c 131.734+32.801d
Esuszi) 54.545+29.153ab 89.632+5.220a 50.139+38.308ab 24.456+10.672b
KA 200.131+19.561c 359.667+9.195a 289.861+50.136b 136.809+27.033d
HZEE 258.070+4.202b 367.551+31.553a 230.270+16.720b 55.686+46.992¢c
AR VN 40.700+32.744b 93.670+27.982a 12.440+27.550b 10.137+£12.877b
DY Zp: 158.150+15.200ab 170.220+14.437a 105.699+47.983b 136.421+34.48ab
AR 30.740+35.079a 56.430+44.307a 57.130+7.166a 25.183+46.624a
A 654.909+28.782b 702.235+19.342a 657.673+25.432b 106.095+16.416¢
Lk 13.990+44.144b 175.690+46.879% 133.070+34.068a 8.861+13.757b
HR 370.155+37.734c 456.589+51.255b 599.903+22.424a 346.173+20.751c
AN L5 110.210+43.795¢c 286.310+48.747b 470.200+37.375a 22.792+39.134d
SRATAE 158.433+31.374bc 198.461+5.925b 294.334+34.237a 133.246+12.933c
WAL 398.441+40.138b 483.560+10.104a 492.533+15.263a 399.332+41.353b
2B 566.880+36.209¢ 821.395+31.078a 704.921+43.811b 205.777+30.534d
A2 610.786+41.816a 637.581+14.674a 608.502+16.705a 529.832+40.568b
MLEEL 40.898+30.029b 106.400+31.461a 87.037+33.998ab 41.846+32.837b
LB 846.052+22.733b 946.320+47.726a 903.888+20.537ab 710.737+33.94c

2.4 tEMNEEEEEN

BEE MG RIAE I, 22 Fhbe AR EAHE B GBI i POD R PRI S BL Se3 S FRARA 2
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WEHH A2 BRI KA J5 R R 3 POD JEPEHF T, AT 4% POD JEMEIERR B Bl 257 R
241 FEkaaAiEf RA SPSS 21.0 BT 4T, KK INE JEAEYH i) SPAD {H . MDA & & . POD
TEPEAEFREORE , TR R 222, ST BTEST KMO Fil Bartlett BRG0 , #5025 52600 . KMO &4 0.612> 0.6,
Bartlett BRIEZEERGLS P {Ek 0<0.05, FEHHEERE A s 047

FHRHEFE B ( 36 6 )F2HH, 22 FhEEMkAE Yy H H-fl) POD -
TEHE 5 SPAD {HINAHSE R ALY 0.848, Wi 2 B HE IEAH., Table 6 _Correlation marix
18br PODiHPE  SPAD{H MDA & &

5 MDA S EHIMKREH - 049, MHELGMAK; MDA e
POD J 1.000
A_,\Eﬁ f > K _ = Y
B 5 SPAD {HRIMHR R4 - 0.43, PiZLEGHR, SPAD fif 0848 1000
F sy ZARTTHERZ( Cumulative contribution rate, CCR ) MDA 45t 20490  —0430 1.000

KT 80%EII b fE B BAREMERY, k7R, H—
A TSR A 2.201, fiEfE 1SR 73.358%; S AN R ERE TR R 21.691%. $RHUX 2 T
853, EFET 95.049%HUEE., IXBIRHARRVEARIEAESCR, IR X 2 A F0r RHEY SRR P R T

HEFE AT -
R RBNREE

Table 7 Total variance explained

Eo YIARFEAE FRECT IR
it JiERE % BRI % it JPEESHI% BB %
1 2.201 73.358 73.358 2.201 73.358 73.358
2 0.651 21.691 95.049 0.651 21.691 95.049
3 0.149 4.951 100

TE: REUSE RS 54T
®8 HNENKa

32 8 |4, SR 3 %4y 1% POD i1 .SPAD 18 . Table 8 Component matrix
MDA & &H#) 3 MEFMERMET A A5, Rl i RLIEE B 1 ES 2
DU ARARIH) 2 IE USSR R, s 2 FER I POD iFifE 0933 0229
7 MDA ESRAFE. RIS FEFEA A 8T, TR SPAD fii 0912 0314
WORFEIN i, (35 B IFIER MDA it —oor 0107
Fsr 1itEAR:

Y,=0.629xPOD i#1#:+0.615xSPAD {H — 0.476xMDA &
FRr 2 HHEA:
Y,=0.284xPOD j14:+0.389xSPAD {E+0.876xMDA &
For 1 EAH POD i . SPAD fHI REAHZER/N, T 2 iHEAXH R MDA &M RER K.
MBI RSY 1. 2 (ITTERER, 439k 73.358% . 21.691%, HEASBIHAVTE A4 0.772., 0.228, KHAER
NHHEHLEETHME (D) HHEARX, BRI ME (F9) .
3R 9 ¥R A PEME R R/NAE 22 MR THET , HEE08 . iRkl 35 N4 2 55 e > B> WA E B> 1
HLESHET-> SRATAE> LB TS RAT 22> A > DU B> L K>S e > B R > 2T A > H 2R8> i > B2 >
AN E L Y A Y
DIZEE TS ELHEA TSRO, 25 5RnIE 1. IR 1 0T50, DL X=5 &34, vT LG 22 P sy =425
| iy, AR AR IsE . AR Bl S, ML, WAEE . W1 7 Fh; 1 AR, AR
FIAE . CLETERE . BER . ORAFE. DUZREE . ARAT. BB 7 RPN ZORERGHEY), AR ek B
IR AR AR, a0ivEE. SRR JRNAE 8 Fh.
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Table 9 Comprehensive evaluation on waterlogging tolerance of 22 species

. o RS S R
L) POD %  SPAD{H MDASE D Heg
B+ 1 ¥ 2 U(Xy) U (Xp)
PAEREI 0.999 1.472 1.150 2.090 0.427 1.000 0.374 0.857 1
R 1.023 1.304 1.118 1.930 0.261 0.961 0.331 0.818 2
Heh 0.958 1.358 1.295 1.750 0.480 0.918 0.387 0.797 3
HE 0.935 1.196 0.602 1.972 -0.581 0.972 0.115 0.776 4
EliL 0.942 1.144 1.200 1.492 0.157 0.856 0.304 0.730 5
WEAEE 1.002 0.981 0.788 1.679 - 0.467 0.901 0.144 0.728 6
it 0.964 1.117 1.274 1.447 0.249 0.845 0.328 0.727 7
AL 0.841 0.909 1.384 0.840 0.102 0.700 0.290 0.606 8
EAR S0 0.819 0.570 0.908 0.668 -0.830 0.658 0.051 0.520 9
FE T 0.840 0.927 3.500 -0.632 2.866 0.346 1.000 0.495 10
b S e 0.867 0.499 1.412 0.310 -0.194 0572 0.214 0.490 11
WEsEs 0.863 0.407 1.392 0.190 -0.304 0.543 0.186 0.462 12
TRAFT 0.684 0.391 1.459 -0.233 —-0.390 0.441 0.164 0.378 13
et 0.633 0.346 1.500 -0.425 - 0421 0.395 0.156 0.341 14
[E8ezi) 0.448 0.308 1.796 —-1.052 -0.235 0.245 0.204 0.235 15
JARI2, - %N 0.249 0.214 1.385 -1.284 -1.028 0.189 0 0.146 16
ZEIH- T 0.363 0.205 2.500 -1.859 0.515 0.051 0.396 0.130 17
ARSI A 0.351 0.235 2.824 -2.070 0.951 0 0.508 0.116 18
HZAE 0.216 0.258 1.980 -1.709 —-0.246 0.087 0.201 0.113 19
Fany:g 0.207 0.272 2.114 -1.802 - 0.067 0.064 0.247 0.106 20
A 0.162 0.278 1.814 -1.671 —-0.492 0.096 0.138 0.105 21
JeRte 0.212 0.157 1.661 -1.630 -0.751 0.106 0.071 0.098 22
AE 0.772 0.228
(0] 5 10 15 20 25
et 13 } .’ } .’ }
omm 19 s a z a |
fan o gaa 16 : ' ! ' !
A=A ° : : : : :
ik 4 :| : : : : '
T AAE 6 ; ; 5 5
fet i 7 ; ; ; ;
riE A 10 : ' : '
e+ 1 i : ' I
R 5 : : E :
e 2
WWAER 18 5 :' :' :'
AT 21 ; i : 5
hAEFRERIE 3 | . ; ;
Yepiz 14 : ! : H :
e : i : : :
A 8 5 i i | i
E=2Et 11 _I ; : ; : ;
LTEEHE 12 :l ; : : : :
JAF2E 20 ;
SRFAE 17 ) H M : .

TE: AAPFIHEE (48)) BRPRIE, SRR RS I
B 1 22 A 4R e1F 5 E D AR ESHTH

Figure 1  Clustering chart of comprehensive evaluation of 22 species
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TERBI AL RS FR D, RIS T A& i B 21 74 L IR A i /K U5k R A MY
PELW, R BRHEKRSE, @AESHEKIE, LM at . B . KREXSRKER . &FiB
MZRAEH, i & IR G K SUREREIE TR 0T, ARG, BB TR e s, 192K
PR, PRI R T A ASIREE . ASIRIR ST T 22 PPALpg DX H AR B AR AR /K St T I AR
A 8 A AR IR T . (SR FRVK RS ) MR FRZR . TE/KMEINA T, 22 Fidny IEH B4
B2 RG], 724 T RPN AERAAR SR ARk, ORI T AR PRI A LIS LA B ot BAE e A 0305 7 23 SR8
MEAEYIH) MDA &5 . POD & LI K SPAD B A i 56 546 50 A 40 3% 17 /K T8 386 52 a0 ) o 25 i [82931°990

TEMTP R A RN IR, 22 AT AR MPET A dk . Hop, DipAeRinss, XER . SRMRE
BIKAAE KT, HAATIEPRIFEAEN, BT a REASF A XK A KRR, T ERIZAEK
HEHE 5 d B FFERER &M FREREZE, TRt ARG, B | AR S RS R K AR, (AR MR
IR EROTTDTRE ST, FESLPRN PR ST AEAR, mRgEELE . W BARERIESARZ M, (HARKAE
YIRS, MHE . ABHR | SRR R, REBHM, B BEikagAs s, RUBAFREER
ZE . i, TESER, ERIRAN, W REERE, KR EauEmEAK . TBAS T, K
It R HE Rk, (HART E i A HE S

HPIFEZBKENRART, SEEEE TR, LAY zhmis . A HEE . ST . CO, ¥ HL
A SFLBEL IR, SR EITIR A SEREE . R S B PN KRR R, a0
(anehiste . ZEnbaiE . aqeriR . AR RS ) A /KIEMRAR TN, I SPAD BZ#T FREREE,
H5 CK MthEREZ, I LXZem R EE . Gih, B2, —EBRE FRHKERZ
PEEESS . MMEF-. R, hAERWISE . RS BRETE K IR RS R, MU IRIRREE B SPAD
ERZER, E£2 5KEPIHBOKEYI N SPAD 2L BFEER . WER, T2, HERERN SPAD ELEKHE
Pia iR — H R EER, ERIRESARZK AR, AF=A K E , IR RS2 8 o

MDA MRS E A =4, He SRR ] S M 032 ERR RS — g S PRI R s 85 T & A
BERE I A e Bamas T, HET- . HhAERISE . ARk, REEELE . NGE. S, HFE. AR,
B, Zombnipk. Aok SR, BT XAERH A H) MDA & RREE /K MRA ) AR5 IS TR
P, HORREARA KT, B A2 BRRFR BRI, JUH Rl | 2nmliibk . S8 . X425 i) MDA
SEEKEYHEAERL (15 diY) 5 CK MR ZF LR, MWETREIEmR, AH ., k. &5k, 2
Wi, FEEA ) MDA & Rl /K M hE B (e S R 42k b Ss, FEKTENMEAAIRIE (15 d B ) A%
CK ¥R H3 (P<0.05) , H MDA & &40 T 45.54%, 111.58%. 50.00%. 150.77%. 251.43%, FHJiX
SAEYO KT PR B G R PR 22 . B . SRAIAE . ORAF22H i) MDA ST EAEE , Sikah=UGn, HAEK
WEMRALLFEREE (15 d i) 5 CK ML E R (P<0.05) , HFEIES 34 29.7% . 39.22% . 40.91%, #HHX
ZAEY) B B e] RETEE I B T LR R K 4 e -

KIS SR, S A U, TS R 5 ARG, KA TR &R
B — RPN AP B RN FEARTE M S B0 A0, B /KEMaR K, 22 R Fi POD & 1EY)
SIS R 3, Hoh 80%LL FAEAIN) POD JEMAE/KFEMNA 5 d BAZIEMR, HEAEKENHa 15 d
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FES, MH POD JHEE/KIEMNE 15 d 5 CK BTG TEFIMER BEE R, 1EMHRE D2 & PN AN ZESHEF
T WL, B WEAER | AE T RIRE S Se0 R PERE 2R S EMEROHER B P e R, R
ORI or S SR AR Rl — 2500 1 2Rt RO S B RBRIIETRE ST, X% B AR AL
AR E A%, AR RSP R A RBR M, RIS TR IR . ARl BRI SR 45 5 T 0 A5 4k
AR5 A MIE P KF E S LA, A RERLA AN R it 5 1R 72

TESARAL AR S i AR . BRBE . BREHLIIEZRIR T & R ferh, igapdlki gii—K
ML TRK RS, Ui s R T . WS s, ISR RETR, DUER ) e e
YN T A R g it . BEEHIPE N EY) & S ST, ARV —I8bRie, TREMITEE
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