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Abstract ; Genetic diversity is the basis of gene mining, cultivars improvement and breeding, the genetic diversity analy-
sis of recurrent selection population could provide reference and guidance for further population improvement and elite
cultivars screening. In this study, we constructed the rice recurrent selection population XTBG-HP1 based on four upland
rice populations and 172 rice cultivars or combination, and we evaluated the genetic diversity of the rice population, by

using sixteen phenotypic traits after four recurrent combinations. The results were as follows: (1) The fourteen quantita-
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tive traits of study population were normal distribution, and there were extreme trait individuals in each phenotype. (2)
The coefficient variation of fourteen quantitative traits ranged from 0.08 to 0.41 with a mean of 0.20. Shannon-Wiener di-
versity index of each trait ranged from 0.72 to 1.92 with a mean of 1.50. (3) There was significant correlation between
plant type traits and yield components traits in population, indicating the selection of population plant type could improve
population yield traits. (4) The ten traits of flag leaf length, total number of per panicle, 1 000-Grain weight, panicle
length, grain length, primary branch number, effective panicle, flag leaf width, the secondary branch number and head-
ing date could be used as indicators for population comprehensive evaluation. (5) The flag leaf length, the secondary
branch number and total number of per panicle with high genetic variation, better genetic diversity and high correlation
coefficient with composite scores F value. The results of comprehensive experiment analysis showed that the research pop-
ulation has abundant genetic diversities. The late population gene mining, selection of good breeding materials and varie-
ties improvement can be place emphasis on flag leaf length, the secondary branch number, and total number of per pani-
cle, and make the best of the correlation between plant type traits and yield components traits. In addition, individuals

with extreme single trait or higher F value in the study population can also be further used for cultivars improvement.

40 %

Key words; rice, recurrent selection, phenotypic traits, population genetic diversity, group improvement

KRR EFEENREEY, 2EKA 50%
PLER) NVIKRE 8 £ &, fE4 i 7 2 M
(Ansari et al., 2017) , fE/KFEE R L KRS &
ZP3 T PIRCRER . — IO 20 28 50 SRR =
70 AEARAD, LA R Ak R T SRy AR AIE Y 7K R 4
A i FOK A 7 2 45 (Jain, 2012) 5 55 — K&
20 {22 70 4R AR 2 80 4EAX, v [ AR SR FH 2 58 K
TR Pl AR, (KR = 20 KA S T 25%
(Peng et al., 2008) . )5, H AL & =/ KFE &,
BUAS T & %% # & (Cheng et al., 2007 ; Peng et al.,
2008) ., SR, I 4E Rk KRR s M AN HT, oL
K] PR (Ansari et al., 2017) . A A D HURM
FRELIG R | AT FH A b 1o AR R R K B U5 B s b LA
R B 58 AR A ST AR 1 7 R A T e Y
SRANPEEL ( Ansari et al.,2017) ., fESG B R T4
7 NG5 T B BRI, BT LA 1 Tl A7 78 25
G ARAD o AL SR AR A R T LAAS 5 F A OT
EHWRNAT RAIKE ZAGAAE RS, b
Jad e 5w B b UERE (Li & Zhang, 2013 ; Miiller et
al., 2017) o WAk, i T /K8 & B0 A RO 7= B T
SRAFESE R Lt R e T 1Y B — Ak 2 A rh X
A SR AR G T MR AT I 7 B ok AR P AL AR
31 ORI R R TR A0 2 R st A% it e 7 | 3 i
T UK B 7 A1 A AS I RD BT e 1 3 A% i 55 1 (A
PRAREE,2012)  AKFE KRR > B 2R 2R R T
Btk 2 2 2 AR R 2[R R 2 A
IKFERZ K M AE IR AL G F T
FOME RIS I SR ][] I HEAT R, B K AR Z
L) R L R Y v B R Ay g b LA S oy T AR A

HARB R (Jiang et al., 2012) , KFE & F b sk &
WA 7 2P A Iz B R H bR &R (T
AR 2007; Li & Zhang,2013), HL, XF £ 3 K |
ZMR I I Bl R 1 & R0 7 280 KRS & R R R Y
WAIRIEFE

el PR Tt Sl EE R, 20 £
UIEHE EA] PR, AT FTRBCRE AR B 3% B, B A
FFE R 20 HL2s , T A RO 5 3 A T R R A
(O S PR R, 7 e R TR AAR 100 [) I DR 35 02 1 35t A%
SR (BT FIAR /N ,2008) | 3X 2 —Fh AR 1
FRIT A F I e T AU T B R Y
MRy Bt S E B AR Z MR (Peng et al.,
2008) . FLAE 1919 4F, Hayes S5k i1 1 56 [ 3 4%
(Y EE: (LALLM T B, 2002) o i T A4 se X
8 R &S [ 0k % B L T S AE R AE ) B oK
(Bolafios et al., 1993) , FEMEHEAT R A, 5
Ml AT LITE A BB ED L . EAT, 46 Il ik
PO &7 A LR IEY) K 5 ( Brim & Stuber, 1973
Posadas et al., 2014) . /NZ ( Marais et al., 2010;
Ramya et al., 2016 ) J27K#i ( Fujimaki, 1979 ; Frouin et
al., 2014 ;Grenier et al., 2015) ) VZ M,

PN 3 NN 7 NN -2 B vi e [ B e
JKFE ) i F ( Grenier et al., 2015 ; Morais et al.,
2017 ;Pang et al., 2017) , Morais et al. (2017 ) #£H
R v R A DR DA DRI R 2 A TR )y T X
FEREAR CNAG 48 Ml e BEREMR 4 4> Ji 31 110 38 1% 22 S
T BLHEAT 734, 25 R WITE 4 %0 1] B 45 J5 49 v
PR A R RO DR R A 1 AR 2 R
Morais et al.(2017) PEHU™= & BE JFERKEL 3 A4



2 JEANE A . K AR TR XTBG-HP1 £ 8 33t 14 Z A0 1 161

PR 8 X KRR AT 3 A e B, st f%
PERR GRAEAR S L S R ) =7 TR R el B
BOR BRI F 1]k B HoA E gE st AL E AR 4k
FERE IR 1 Z AR PR, 328 i BE AR B MR | XUPE R B
SRR S R A ) M AE R E

WG Z MR B e, E A
FILEZEMFRE A 2= AR AR B AE bR ic DA
KorFimic sy, REPERZKTEE i 72 2
PEIRATLIE i R 1) T BAR U, B8 4 Fe B2 1 S0
PR R BBt 4%, 5 6 TR A i 2 A AR & Y AR Pk
(FFK3C,2004) o YAFFEREAER T, 328 M AR B
FEAT R G0, M) 2, 8 HTRks
FivTAE h (BARR MRS, 2012 ; F I 45, 2016) , 28
HBEE(2001) FBAE#CZE (2019 ) 38 5 & RIMEIR %)
BEKFEFN BT B IR AT T AT, R R A
TR e iR B 5 Wi 2 R A 2
FARRAREE (2012) BEFH 14 A FRUPER |, X6 58 [ A0
PR R A O B Bt 3R AU MR a8 A% Z RE MR AT T o0 A
MEZEG P

R MR o BRI 4R R AR 5 2 Rk
KAt R AR A ZCE Moy, BHED KR
Il 5 5 7 9 B 3R AU a5t A Z2 MR 4 BT R A
R, R K R S ] B AR 1 A i e st A £
FEME B 3R 4L T 34 0y SE Rl ARMFRE L 16 4
FERIHARXTFE AL 4 WKW K R 48 [l B 3R XTBG-
HP1 B R 5545 Z FE % HEAT 53 B, DT BH B 7 44
st Z HE v, IS BRI i — D3 B ML R
AR T 8 R AR T 1) R AR R

1 AR5 7%

1.1 &l

FIH 4 5] A B2 I E PR Al i 58 5
(CTAT) & A Bt & A & 5 W 0BG RSk
SPACIR14 .SPACIR16 ,SPACIR17 .SPACIR18 1 (¥
ANERVERBEAR 4 A Bl RE R 0 25 A5 B KOk IR
ME 1w, 172 DKM A HAGENE
HIEAR  EARG B 2 iR, AT EKEL %
ARBRHEAZ AR F 5 03 £ B IR XTBG-HP1, 4 4~
FERERAE R AT MR IR T 1IR36 1 EMS 248 {4
A BEAYERZ A E L] TDR ( Frouin,2014)

1.2 AR B EHE

IKAEE [ BB A XTBG-HP1 By A i fe 5
Tk 1 Fs, KRR R 172 A~ EA
SEAGY S BEAE BE AR BB S MROR B AR IEAT A2 5
(EARMGE WL 2) , k145 2 827 ¥k F, (F &4
AP 1~4 DAE RIS, fill F % 2R
G U F, B, 345 S, #EIAR, fiv 44 S XTBG-HP1,
BRES % 1 T SRR A AL S, BE K (1 ALK F 2 000
m?) | AE OIS BN B AR AR, R
M IRAT S, EAREM, M [F 7 i 800 4 IRAFIR
HA L S92 S, el E A AR, 78 S, 4 & 4 B 1A
HBEALICER 2 000 A AT B #EFP T, BURLAL Rl 75 51
F AR, e A BE IR I A RO i 1 395 Bk 1E A AR
W R
1.3 iRIW A%

2018 4F 8 J1, 7EH EI R} 2 B vH BURi 40 #t A 4)
Pel KA B A0 S B B R B, BRI EZFE R 2
=R AR BRTTIE 20 em X 30 cm, W LA AR
B, ZF% GB/T19557.7-2004 ( #4351 & Fp 4 -
PR — SRR e PRI S mE - KR ) bR, X G
FEARRAWRIR AT A IR k&85, BR T Hlif
TR 9 A A4S, At P AR 35 R B R A
MALEA 16 MR, IR IEY] A RER 22
ZSEIG v/ = 1 < - L1 8 S [ R 5 L+
YRR A AR R R R R TE kK
FELb  TRCE X G B AT E Mk, 81
W £ B2 53 S ST R PR BT B AL A R AR
) B BOF BRI AU 1.2 .3 4 kFR0R
1.4 HIEDH

K F Microsoft Excel 2013 #4750 48 %) 3 A 8%
RN 4» M7, XF A 2 A bR 04 a0 AT B v Ak Ak
PRk CE) [0, 1] F X (R,

(X)) = (X=X ) /(X =X ) (021,23,

...... ,1395)
A w(X) AREABRLS @ A PEIR A SRR o
BUA X, 05 o AR — PR B I X,

X i 53 R FEAR B — PR 1 e A e/ IMEL
PrufEfE A B % , R H Shannon-Wiener £
FEVEFREC(H ) THR R IR AR ) R A 2R
H=%" PInP(i=1,2,3,--1395),
A, PO RIS © 000 9 R B A
By BB A b s In SR ARG
FH SPSS 20.0 A A7 R BRIV IRAR M 734



162 I 40 £
1 4 ERBBEENEREERERE
Tfle 1 P!iriifalﬁiﬁrﬁn?afoflnd soufe)jof 2 % % '5 éj\ 7]:)]/—
the four upland rice populations 21 R T BT DA A
HEBE o Ik S 2.1.1 FREMER BFSTHERGI A AT 4 RIS
population  + €Nt Trait Origin (B 2:A), Bl 59.21% K B~ 2851 40.00% K v []
— S #.0.65% H VSR AL 0.14% J BT A, L)L EH S Flh
st et Mol el I, BERALEE 3 R H (18 2. B) B
BR-TRGA 417 ;;ﬂ% Eﬁl 5.58% M ER 29.15% Jy i [A] 1 65.00% M T
L LB
" Cod e Chie 2,02 HERK HTITEREH 14 HRPER ST
IRAT 13 B A THEOL (I 3. A-N) A[ 50, 14 DR R E& IES
N ;mﬁ Q;AM G, A AR L O 5 AR, 2 TR U
Blast resistance  Colombia IR T BEREAT TR B4
SPACIRI6 PCT-6 PR FAYME R AR 5 R B, T R AN [R) R AR B 4
Male sterle BE Sl AR 14 A B0 PR 1 B AR
Oryzica Yacu 9 72 B PHEILL V2 T R AR S R, R 3 T R A e s
FEDEARROZ 50  4it {1 M5 7 AHE T SEIBOL . AU BRI A2 R O 42 ~ 109 d, B {E R
White leal Colombia 71.54+8.22 AR S R MM 012, A7 55 R H Y 25
[RAT 13 R T H1~22 A, R 6.98+2.85, 78 F RB N
Blast resistance  Africa 0.41, ZEHLAEME 4 0.80~ 16 mm, B {H K 5.51 +
Oryrica llanos 5 HUFRVLHG AHE L TE 1.18, 28 5% R B 0.22, Bk = 28 16 R 34 ~ 187
il e iéﬁﬁ_t Colombin em 395 113.2520.99 5 FH K 0,19, 81
Male sterile MK AR A 11.20 ~ 76.40 em, ¥J{H K 34.97 +
CIRAD 445 7k A HE 7.92 7% % R B 0.23, &0 FE AR g A 0.60 ~
. ;; ;;ﬂmb 2.80 em, ¥ N 1.56+0.30, 25 5 Z ¥ N 0.19,
Cold tolrance Chile TR AR N 8.50~41 cm , ¥{H K 25.52+3.76, 4%
IRAT 13 R A S ERECH 015, —IREAEEM AR A 1~33 4,
N :;;;tﬁm[@ :mmv B 11.7742.56, 5 5 R HO) 0.22. Yokl
Blast resistance ~ Colombia AR R 5~110 4, Y{H R44.74£15.16 , 2 5
SPACIRI8 PCT-11 HERE R 0.34, BB SB AR IE R 34 ~ 462 ki,
Mflj sterile KB 214.92+71.34 A5 5 20K 0.33, kK AE
CIRAD 400 A B W% 7.60 ~ 15.22 mm, HI{H H 9.83£0.91 , 75 5
CIRAD 403 P FL g B 0.090, FLTEARNE A 2.28 ~4.87 mm, ¥I{H N
Yield Brasil 2.95+0.24 , 5 5 Z KN 0.080, KK T8 LL 2 iE Ny
CIRAD 409 3% IEIL 2.19~4.87 Bl % 3.3540.39 25 % RACKO0.12,
RAT 13 FARGE R TR ZENE T 13.61~39.40 ¢, 394079 25.27
Blast ressance— Aica 3.59, R RHCR 014, BEFR 14 A KCRPEAR 9
Orvrca llanos 5 BUILILYE - FHER 755 A [ 0.080 ~0.41, 3411 0.20, 5]

T b, e T R o A A A% Ry
{5 A D5 B8 (8 T ik (= Y R A

AR AFEEMmEES, Hh A%
(0.41) 1728 5 REBURK ;s HR 3 3 IR B 4L
(0.34) R M B0(0.33) ;78 5 2 B /N 4
S KL 9 (0.080) KK (0.090)



2 FEAN R4, KFESE 0 v B R XTBG-HP1 £ R84 ZRevE T 163
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Table 2 Parent name of recurrent population XTBG-HP1
A=) i P 5 i
No. Cultivar name No. Cultivar name
1 JUIE 82 (Jiuyou 82) 87 74 1328 ( Guangyou 1328)
2 Y585/ E4K T 1211 ( Y585/ChanghuiT 1211) 88 P4 2998 ( Yexiangyou 2998)
3 B 182 ( Zhenianyoul82) 89 C Wiflk 1179 ( Cliangyou 1179)
4 THIEWITE 2163 ( Fulongliangyou 2163) 90 Y Pitl; 800 ( Yliangyou 800)
5 EZA 8305 ( Huazhenyou 8305) 91 Y58S/R46
6 FEG 2813 (Teyou 2813) 92 WA 639 (Jiyou 639)
7 R 71 (Teyou 71) 93 2514k 256 ( Guyou 256)
8 B 3389 (Fulongliangyou 3389) 94 1892S/R800
9 Jikak A/ EK 851 (XinRong A / Changhui 851) 95 XCX1306
10 & 836 ( Fulongliangyou 836) 96 P 3131 (Fulongliangyou 3131)
11 &Pl 6387 ( Fulongliangyou 6387) 977 BB 800 ( Shenliangyou 800)
12 C Witk 71 ( Cliangyou 71) 98 N Wik 557 ( Nliangyou 557)
13 Z&E A/EWK T 1211 (Taichang / ChanghuiT 1211) 99 SEWI 6 5 (Longliangyou 6)
14 BL4: 1 873 (Kejinyou 873) 100 B 1206 ( Xinxiangyou 1206)
15 ZA 29 % ( YunGeng 29) 101 F4) 3301 (Teyou 3301)
16 Z 88 30 %5 ( YunGeng 30) 102 XCX 1302
17 M 25 5 (YunGeng 25) 103 1% S/R078 (LongS /R 078)
18 ZA 26 5 ( YunGeng 26) 104 F4) 9846 (Teyou 9846)
19 ZAH 31 5 (YunGeng 31) 105 18928 / TC189
20 8 32 5 (YunGeng 32) 106 BEWifl 1377 (Longliangyou 1377)
21 JEF L 7213 ( Zhaoxiyou 7213) 107 234 S/44-2012 (LuminS / 44-2012)
22 F4) 1208 (TeYou 1208) 108 FiAl 25 %5 (Texian 25)
23 N W1 814 ( Nliangyou 814) 109 W 7075 ( Shenliangyou 7075)
24 Fl 3093 ( Xiangyou 3093) 110 FE 582 ( Cliangyou 1179)
25 & 676 ( Yexiangyou 676) 111 F=EA 615 (Wufengyou 615)
26 5841 Vonav haq 112 BEWifl 2534 (Longliangyou 2534)
27 454 1179 (Huayou 1179) 113 i 4E 5 (Jingliangyouhuazhan 1179)
28 Wil 180 ( Liangyou 180) 114 106A/228
29 XCX1308 115 PFE A 2998 ( Yexiangyou 2998)
30 A S/XC464 (FengS / XC464 180) 116 I 1036 ( Fulongliangyou 1036)
31 R 5676 (Shenliangyou 5676) 117 TR IE Wi 9388 ( Fulongliangyou 9388)
32 J7HE 1179 ( Guangyou 1179) 118 A4 242 ( Nongfengyou 1179)
33 C Piff; 1231 ( Cliangyou 1231) 119 18925/6(2332
34 24 32 (Guyou 32) 120 e Wit 835 ( Fulongliangyou 835)
35 213 {f; 3172 (Hong 3 you 3172) 121 F 139 (Xiangyou 139)
36 N Bifl 603 ( Nliangyou 603 ) 122 T FA4 8604 ( Wufengyou 8604)
37 FEWiHE4E 5 5009 ( Longlianghuahuazhan 5009) 123 $% A/HLO03-1 (TeA/HL 003-1)
38 1023/L 24 124 T 1179 ( Ningyou 1179)
39 241 7185 (Luyou 7185) 125 C Wifk: 800 ( Cliangyou 800)
40 Y B4k 3093 ( Yliangyou 3093) 126 DYS/R1078
41 DYS/R1128 127 Wil 8676 ( Liangyou 8676)
42 BUPIL 985 (Huiliangyou 985) 128 MS /XK 33 ( MStuan / Fenghui 33)
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No. Specie name No. Specie name

43 #7351 2870 ( Ganxiangyou 2870) 129 P 11 (Huyou 11)

44 T4 1173 (Ningyou 1173) 130 FEWifl 800 ( Longliangyou 800)
45 P& 863 ( Yexiangyou 863) 131 HEE 37 (Teyou 37)

46 A1 3071 ( Yueyou 3071) 132 RWE 751 (Juliangyou 751)
47 BHWEIE 5 5 (liliangyou 5) 133 A& 101 ( Nongxiangyou 101)
48 1028/ % 35 (1028 / Fenghui 35) 134 C Wifl: 671 ( Cliangyou 671)

49 Y B 372 ( Yliangyou 372) 135 KA 3618 ( Tianyou 3618)

50 G Wi 339 ( Longliangyou 339) 136 K 1 28 (Kyou 28)

51 It 3158 ( Guangyou 3158) 137 41 985 ( Guangyou 985)

52 XCX1304 138 PRAR 924 ( Qingyou 924)

53 Y Pt 33 ( Yliangyou 33) 139 H 649 (Teyou 649)

54 KL 2 %5 (Yongfenghong 2) 140 P& 863 ( Yexiangyou 863)
55 XCX1301 141 4l 838 (Teyou 838)

56 I itk 985 ( Guangkangyou 985) 142 WFEf 3 5 ( Yexiangyou 3)

57 il i 8 5 (Zhongzheyou 8) 143 P 578 (Huyou 578)

58 XCX 1303 144 T4k 308 ( Wuyou 308)

59 FHIE 1173 ( Fengtianyou 1173) 145 7515 (Meixiangzhan 1179)
60 DYS/4:4% 59 (DYS / Jingu 59 ) 146 Y Wit 1173 ( Yliangyou 1173)
61 J"4 113 ( Guangyou 113) 147 A4 20 ( Yongfengyou 20)
62 XCX 1309 148 K 7= 339 ( Liangfeng 339)

63 JIL 6621 ( Chuanyou 6621) 149 #711 1326 ( Ganxiangyou 1326)
64 &4 14k 7185 (Fulongl {1 7185) 150 4% (Jinxiangnuo)

65 XCX 1307 151 4 18 %% (Jinfeng 18)

66 #FAL 8062 (Jifengyou 8062) 152 W4 i (Huanghuazhan)

67 XCX 1305 153 M5 5 ( Yuexiuzhan)

68 Wil 1 5 (Zhongzheyou 1) 154 XCX 1310

69 SRV 001 (Leyuan 001) 155 FifE 7118 (Teyou 7118)

70 I 4S/4:4% 59 (Guang 4S / Jingu 59) 156 = 15 (Yundao 1)

71 AEWif 338 (Hualiangyou 338) 157 Pl 676 ( Shenliangyou 676)
72 7+ 85 (Yongfeng 8) 158 I 8 ) 2168 ( Guang 8 you 2168)
73 T4 885 (Jifengyou 885) 159 FA 390 ( Tianyou 390)

74 F 4l 1206 ( Teyou 1206) 160 e 676 ( Fulongyou 676)
75 A1 8089 ( Ganxiangyou 8089) 161 T 613 (Wuyou 613)

76 Y {15900 ( Yyou 900) 162 K 2 % (Guixiang 2)

77 %% 18/R46 (Rong 18 / R46) 163 " 84t 676 (Guang 8 you 676)
78 i 3086 ( Xiangyou 3086) 164 A4 1326 (Jifengyou 1326)
79 7K 505 ( Yongfeng 505) 165 KA 2168 ( Tianyou 2168)

80 KA 1173 ( Tianyou 1173) 166 Y58/151

ous1 F=4) 3158 (Fengyou 3158) 167 P 2 5 ( Yexiangyou 2)

82 DYS/R76 168 Y Wi 439 ( Yliang 439)

83 DYS/R189 169 Y Wifl 865 ( Yliangyou 868)

84 Z 5|3t (Anyinkang) 170 FEI 458 (Teyou 458)

85 WL 35 (Fulongliangyou 35) 171 Pl 389 ( Liangyou 389)

86 I 2929 ( Fulongliangyou 2929) 172 £k (Hongmi)
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Fig. 1 Construction process and method of rice recurrent selection population XTBG-HP1
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Fig. 2 Distribution diagram of qualitative traits
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Table 3  Coefficient variation (CV) of fourteen quantitative traits

IR+
ol g SR EL

IR wig R 2R
Trait R Mean+ £S48

rat ange Standard cv

deviation

s (d) 42~109 71.54% 0.12
Heading days (HD) 8.22
FERN G Y 1~22 6.98+ 0.41
Efective panicle number 2.85
(EPN)
ZEHL (mm) 0.80~16 551+ 0.22
Diameter of main stem 1.18
(DMS)
& (em) 34~187 113.25+ 0.19
Plant height 20.99
(PH)
Sl (em) 11.20~76.40  34.97+ 0.23
Flag leaf length 7.92
(FLL)
S 58 (em) 0.60~2.80 1.56+ 0.19
Flag leaf width 0.30
(FLW)
K (em) 8.50~41 25.52+ 0.15
Panicle length 3.76
(PL)
— YA AL 1~33 1177 0.22
Primary branch number 2.56
(PBN)
TR AL 5~110 44.74+ 0.34
Secondary branch number 15.16
(SBN)
(EYEYTAY 34~462 214.92+ 0.33
Total number of per panicle 71.34
(NPP)
ki (mm) 7.60~15.22 9.83+ 0.09
Grain length 0.91
(GL)
Bi%E (mm) 2.28~4.87 2.95+ 0.08
Grain width 0.24
(GW)
R g L 2.19~4.87  3.35% 0.12
Grain length/width 0.39
(GL/W)
THRE (g) 13.61~39.40  25.27= 0.14
1 000-Grain weight 3.59
(1 000-GW)
HfH 0.20
Mean

1 22 B 1 R 3 A A A % SF- 5 7%, >R ] Shannon-
Wiener 2 FEVEFR AT S HE AR 25 R AR 09 Z R4
TRE, SRR R (18 5) W], A RBMER
M2 FEPETE B A Y B 0.72 ~ 1,92, (K

1.50, Horb. B B0RLEEL(1.92) 19 2 FEPE 45 $iUi
e 5 HLUO OB (1.85) 5 B A A 23 531) g 8] ot
FARE(0.72) FEAL(0.81) A Rk, Som Tk
PR DAZERL(1.19)  — KRBTSR (1.31) B ZHE4E
BRAK, BRTZEM(1.19)  — KB AEE(1.31) kL
FE(1.34) JLAMPRIR Ay 38t 1% 22 FEPEF8 BUIK T (8 L
A, Fo AR 19 35845 22 FF P e BRSO 5 T
B, X — U] TIZRE R R ZHE 5
2.3 REEXHES

iz FH SPSS #F, XF 14 A~ B0 R IR 3 17 A0 5%
PEOMITAE R (£ 4) W, 14 D F B MR ) E 78 A
() B g A G, LR 0 oA o 3 b Jd 38 A G
Horfr RS AR 2R St K Bt g R
KEMN B EFEMC, H 5K (0.58) Z£4(0.43)
PR R DG 22 B0 w8, U I AR o 38 7 e O A K
HEZOHMAPER, Sl St 5535 25 K
LR 3 I A G, U A X G K B bR A ok B T
DA TR) A S st 25 M R MR e . B 5 A AL
TR ZM 2 0 I 3 T A O, U B R MR ) el R
B A SRR AR 2 B AR, OB R B A
5 R R R S IR A DG, HOM O R AU
(0.55) , Ui B R R A B ok K, BB N — IR B AT
AT, B SR R TE 4 ] A B 3 IE
FOE A DG, 5 R0 1 A DG M R B T ho v, B
HTRER MG, WA, TR ESH K (0.27) |
RETE(0.52) H 2 2 1EAH DG, H 5658 94 ¢
FEORFRA, U6 BE =5 7™ Bl N B v R
Fio LA EAHCHRAR MR 2R Sl Bt 5
J& T RREMIR A RO TR A 8 T A G
PR, X SRR ALK 7= R MR -
KA B 2Z ] 2A AH M
2.4 REEWHS S

F ST AT Y KMO B8 0.73, 76 3 B FHE{E
H7 0.8 I, FEALFE 7 AN ERST, B ERSES R
B (26 5) AT BT 7 A4S 1Y BB TRk R Gk
79.34% 55 1 F WA 1Y TTER RN 24.47%, &0t
K TRBE R A RUR BB R, R 1
F RS R B RO AL AR A R
552 ERUTHITTER R N 13.38% , Bk i A ZE ML Y 15
YR, VLIRSS 2 F A4 R i 2R bk Al
o 23 FRIT B TTERAE N 10.26% RLvE TR
o, VLA AR 3 3 ARy 32 2 ks o AT R
R, 54 ERA TR R 8.73% , b KA 34
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Fig. 4 Distribution diagram of subordinate function value of sixteen phenotypic traits
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Fig. 5 Shannon-Wiener diversity index of sixteen phenotypic traits
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Table 4  Correlative coefficient of fourteen phenotypic traits

) - : ) PBN SBN NPP o GL/W GW
HD 1
EPN -0.056 * 1
DMS -0.008 0.059 1
PH —0.098 =+ 0.18 = 0.43 #x 1
FLL 0.079 #x  0.073 #* 0.29 =*  (0.22 *x* 1
FLW 0.15 =+ 0.001 0.39 #%  0.24 %= 0.28 #x 1
PL 0.026 0.15 %% 0.35%x  0.58 %+  0.40 xx  0.26 * 1
PBN 0.024 -0.021 -0.045 -0.007  0.016 -0.025 -0.014 1
SBN -0.029  0.037 -0.058 -0.017  0.059 -0.009 0.013 0.55 =% 1
NPP 0.016 0.003 0.013 0.002 0.035 -0.001 -0.069 * -0.027 -0.034 1
GL 0.000 -0.004 -0.019  0.0030 -0.026 -0.008 -0.006 -0.027 -0.029 =011+ 1
GW -0.066 * 0.023 0.069 =  —-0.040 -0.050 -0.040 -0.030 -0.040  0.029 0.009 0.052 1
GL/W 0.044 -0.021 0.028 -0.025  0.015 0.026 0.011 0.002 -0.003 =0.097 #% 0.74 #x  -0.62 xx 1
1 000-GW  -0.001 0.011 -0.065  0.002 =0.10 #*x 0.002 -0.033 -0.042 -0.033 -0.030 0.26 %k  0.51 %  —0.14 %% 1

W o TR B EMIE(P<0.05) 5 == FoRMl B EHISE(P<0.01) , FAl,

Note: * means significant correlations (P<0.05); *# means extremely significant correlations (P<0.01). The same below.

x5 BARBUEROE T ANERSTHFEDE EXNSHFEE . AHERBZRTEHE
Table 5 Power vector (PV) , eigenvalues ( E) , contribution rate (CR) and cumulative contribution rate ( CCR)

of first seven principal components based on thirteen phenotypic traits

PEAR Trait PV(1)a, PV(2)a, PV(3)a, PV(4)a, PV(5)ay PV(6)a PV(7)a,
i HD -0.075 -0.038 -0.045 0.003 -0.023 0.91 0.042
A RHEE EPN -0.006 -0.069 0.052 -0.11 0.071 0.040 0.93
ZEH DMS -0.12 0.41 0.021 -0.16 0.035 0.036 -0.21
W PH -0.25 0.61 -0.070 0.079 -0.072 -0.087 0.018
St FLL 0.61 -0.33 0.062 0.21 -0.19 -0.012 0.034
S0t 5E FLW 0.017 0.088 0.21 -0.27 0.072 0.35 -0.11
K PL 0.096 0.29 -0.034 0.19 -0.26 0.030 0.15
— K%L PBN -0.055 -0.13 0.004 0.17 0.90 -0.032 0.081
ZIRAAEEL SBN 0.34 -0.017 -0.093 -0.073 0.10 -0.11 0.006
T HAL B NPP 0.32 0.027 -0.059 -0.10 0.097 -0.092 -0.017
Kk GL 0.015 0.001 -0.033 0.76 0.16 -0.012 -0.11
HLTE GW 0.022 -0.12 0.57 -0.16 -0.019 0.025 0.025
THIH 1 000-CW -0.051 0.047 0.48 0.16 0.042 -0.094 0.056
FRIEH E 3.44 1.74 1.33 1.27 1.07 0.94 0.89
TUBRE CR (%) 24.47 13.38 10.26 8.73 7.54 6.80 6.17
RETTHL CCR (%) 24.47 39.85 50.10 58.83 66.37 73.17 79.34

FRPESTHTAE R (K 6) KU, FAHAIARAME  DRAMRGE R R R, I C RS 2R
ARV J W F EARSC, FIMZR G55 FAEM 13 B850 F AR BV R AL d f U8 105 77 /%, 0 8
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Table 6  Correlation coefficients between 13 phenotypic

traits and comprehensive values ( F-value)

coefficient coefficient
A HD 0.23 s — XA PBN 0.33 s
HRMEECEPN 0.1 = Z XKML SBN 0.68 =
2501 DMS 0.46 = AR NPP 0.70 s
¥k PH 0.45 s Rk GL 0.29 =
S FLL 0.72 s HLTE GW 0.22 =
SIMF-58 FLW 0.50 s TR 1 000-GW 0.37
K PL 0.64 #x
FERZR S MR TE M 5 bR o 32 78 25 0] 9 73 B 4 2

MR AT

y=-4.56+0.021X,+0.0010X,, +0.027X,, +
0.025X,+0.093X,, +0.014X, +0.024X, +0. 18X, +
0.0060X,+0.0050X, .

itqj5X5\X10\X13\X7\Xll\XS\XZ\X6\X9\X16}
SRR K AR AOR BB TR R R KK
— R AR A RO A B B RS Rk
Wi, HREAHERE r M E R R 30 0.997
0.993,FRMIX 11 4~ HASFE W] LIYOE F (88 511
99.30% ,F {H ]9 826.46, 5 FE#l b % . i [mlH
R, S AR RRL BB TR E K kK

— U A R S S OB A il

HH 10 AR X B A 3R R0 MR 22 R 1 25 A (ELRE i)
W2 FE N RHAZE G IE M e 15 .

3 it

WAL ZFE PR B, WA PR R AR AR Y 3

RE 7 i SUAVE Y & b S T e R AR B S ORI
Lﬁ%ﬁnnﬁﬁﬁ{#‘j} OB, A8 S R B R/ NAT L)
WA AR 1) 35t 4% A8 5 B2 BE | Shannon-Wiener 2
FEVEFR A MR R AE TR M 2, B R R
B ZREVEFR RO T AR Rl B0 IR (22 A 4
2001 ; AR AR S, 20125 F I i) 5, 2016) B4 Al ik
PRBEIAR B AL Z RE 1 20 ( Morais JOP et al., 2017,
Morais OP et al., 2017) , ZZH#H% (2001) X =/
AN [F) b DX R b o R 2 AR R A R R O 8

Shannon-Wiener #8404 1.203 6 ~1.273 5, %BiaM
S5(2014) o 15 AR BEARAS TR O 5 Bl i B¢
IR IEAT I8 AL Z2 RV O3 B, B AR R e R EGE
4 0.070~0.24 , ¥J{H M 0.12, Shannon-Wiener £ ¥
PR BGEE 9 0.603 ~ 2.066 i’J{Ej@ 1.579, AHF
g WES A B B 0 5 % A8 S (78 ¢ REGIE
FEl >4 0.080~0.41 #{H 2} 0.20) ,HM%&# EEE
'.%’( Shannon-Wiener 38 50 /3 i JB Bl M 0.72 ~1.92 .
BIMEH 1.50) . X GAMFERHETE E Z 0, 51 A
TR A B SRR, SR A 8] 35 15 22 R
DL Il gk 6 R 7 TR DR AR 5 4% 2 R
(4[] 5, R G Ak 5 B ) A A AR B A S AR
AKX,

AtgE , HEAR G 1A 5 F81Y) Shannon-
Wiener %‘ééfﬁlﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂ%iﬁﬂ‘ﬁ%é&%f@k,ﬁﬁ
AE-5 HJR T 70 Gl ik 1 o i MR AR AR B/ 1 A2
SN SIS Y N V@ B i L O SN @ 5 %
B BERERL SR S e R R B i T
XF IR, 2 W BT 58 AR 110 3 O A Motk B R
B AL A8 S X B AL e, TR R
RL G872 S B A AR AR B AR T X B (8, %
B AIE T RE AR 1 X LA bR 5 4% 22 RE PRI

KAER AV K Z ) H At 8] 77 75 B & FhOCHER
6 A1 L HF RE AT 6 A R B TR TR) A 3% B, ) 7 3 A O
AR A (BB A8/ ,2008) , X L4
FAMEIR A A SCE , 7T BB 22 5 HE AR R AR i ek R
PR . AT SRS A PERAR 23 B, 258
PR SIS 58 Sk oK A AR R e TR ER A A
RRE TRCE S 7 i e P R 258 HR B K™
RAH SN I3 A 2 B 0k ik 28 326 45 ] L e ot 7= 4 AH
PN

ZN T et R S W TN & e A A
WRH], St R R SR, TR E B R
— R A A B B OB A il A
110 DR TR N BEAR LR G VR A0 T8 B | 3 261
AR DR E 3 g bk Y K 7 B M i IR 7 26, PR Y
Ry B AR R S K R 7 A S R
TR L 8 5 il ZAEE MR GV E T
X PP, o5 S B AR O 3 7 e PR 2 A
DL RSB PR Y 1 B A — 3

AT B A 25 R A MR A7 e AR i A
Horb i R A AT R 22 48 0] R A S S 2
PR N7 A Y B SR AR Z R0 R MR R A
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