PEAL bR Be 2R 2017,32(2) : 143~149
Journal of Northwest Forestry University

doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1001-7461. 2017. 02. 24

EMXKE FERERS T

ZNE KRR, EFW. B W.HEZH.HRH. X B

(M EPE R 2T =M Sk 666100)

B OEAETREAMSARA2EFAYAR A UARREFMNE . 2N TREAEOFRLERZ AT
HHREEEFE, ZREAN . ZARERBREZAFRTEZAESTHBERAERRAEZEGESET
FRAATEFAK T ENREA 8. 82%~29. 4%, RAMEWA 4.75%~30.30%, L F Bk £ 5%/
R TR R FAREER D T ER A AT FRERKETTABRERZN R Z AR A
T/ EF YA MEFKRT RAMGERSLZHUBYOBRKTREEA . REZAE
FREEZRR VA F Rk 2t £ FRB09E BB AR E vt AR REIAAR A EEE L
KOKZ KREAAR AL EIMEFEL; TR ONEREN, vt okt HEREF
FERINAIANEESRAT B R Kb vt R MR A R R,

KEIF et RoekAh; R &b AR 8048 B 57

hESEES.S722 X HE AR ERD A XEHS:1001-7461(2017)02-0143-07

Variation Analysis on Leaf Traits of Hors fieldia panduri folia
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Abstract: The 14 leaf traits of two-year seedlings from 8 Horsfieldia pandurifolia families were deter-
mined,and the genetic variations of leaf traits among different families and within the family were ana-
lyzed. The results showed that varying degrees of genetic variations existed in leaf traits among families and
within the family. The average range of variation coefficient in family was from 8. 82% to 29. 94% ,among
families was from 4. 75% to 30. 30%. The ratio of the leaf width on the left of main vein to leaf width and
leaf vein number had the minimum variation. Variations of leaf area and leaf base angle were larger. Highly
significant difference of leaf traits (except for the ratio of the leaf width on the left of main vein to leaf
width) existed among families and within the family. The phenotypic differentiation coefficient among fami-
lies (43.18%) was slightly lower than within the family,the main source of variation came from the family
which indicated that the adaptive range of the living environment for H. panduri folia. was relatively nar-
row. There were intricate relationships in leaf traits, mostly reached significant or extremely significant cor-
relation level. Principal component analysis showed that the leaf traits variations of H. panduri folia main-
ly were decided by three comprehensive factors.including leaf size.shape and texture.
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Table 2 Indicators and measurement standards of leaf traits
in H. panduri folia
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Table 1 Basic information of H. pandurifolia seed trees
TS (RZS)  REHS ZE 25y 4% /m
1(20090308)  SEHEAURRIT  100°37.000"  22°10. 125 800
2(20090310)  FEHEAIRTF  100°39. 304" 22°10. 063" 746
3(20090511) ol it B & 101°10. 145" 21°58.794' 979
4(20100403) JHBFEFE KM 99°46.956"  23°12.521" 1000
5(20140438) S HL4AIT  100°38. 840" 22°10. 189’ 817
6(20140440) i i s £ 101°36. 069" 21°50.830" 1114
7(20140453) Fli R 101°11. 187" 22°00. 000’ 960
8(20140454) o B 101°11. 100" 21°58.400" 1 000
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30. 30 %, F 3 Jy -1 FH (30, 30%0) > M /i K
(24, 45%) > W 3 ff (20, 41%) > b W
(15.68% ) > % 3 M /mk K (15, 3400) > nf K
(14.15%) > FE KL (12, 73%) > M43 (11. 05%)
=K B8 (100 81%0) > Pk 72 % (10, 71 %) > i} 6§
(10.59 %) > M JE (9. 32 %) > ik % (8. 20 %) > Jik
e /W BE (AL T500) o 5 F AL T AR AR R R AU
K (30. 30%), A8 lE &y 130. 89 ~211. 59 em” 5 M #f
K/ (240 4526 It 3L £ (20, 4120 2 A0t A 4
RS S FR B R K A v/ BE R R R B R /D
(4.75%) A5 WE H7 0. 49~0. 50, i B £ Xt oot 5 of
Jok B AR S B L 45 /N (8. 20 %), AR i oA 17, 10 ~
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Table 3 Discrete degree analysis of leaf traits from different families and within the family in H. panduri folia
it f 155 ZENS KEN KRN
[ERN FRAE 1 5 3 4 s 6 7 3 B ¥
K W 22. 60 24.24 19. 87 22.58 25. 30 21. 20 21.16 25. 65 22.82  22.82
AR 13,42 17.51 28.52 9.85 13.17 16. 32 17.62 15.97 16.55  14.15
/M 12.79 14. 97 11.75 16. 28 17.32 12. 44 13.83 15.75 14.39  19.87
PN 30. 98 34,71 33.23 29. 82 35. 69 29. 04 32. 61 33.75 32.48 25. 65
5% I 10. 50 11.23 9.81 10. 54 10.75 9.91 10. 99 12. 27 10.75  10.75
mRER 1185 14.37 16.33 11.76 11.71 13.59 11.03 11. 23 12.73  10.59
/M 6.90 9.34 7.13 7.29 7.56 7.34 8.95 8.46 7.87 9.81
RAME 13.89 15. 90 13.53 15. 67 14. 25 14.11 15. 50 15.99 14.86  12.27
- i AR B 145.39  178.41 130.89  150.99  168.17  139.02  147.82  211.59  159.04  158.99
mREK 28.05 31.18 43.87 21.48 27.90 32.06 29.63 25. 36 29.94  30.30
/M 97.61 103.90  104.43  102.71 105.75  107.94  123.76  113.42  107.44  130.89
M 198.95  337.89  2098.41  249.03  311.65  244.87  328.89  340.12  288.73  211.59
AR/ 0.11 0.11 0.14 0.14 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.12
WREE 29.30 27.94 34. 82 33.15 24. 37 24.47 18.56 25. 48 27.26  24.45
/M 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.08 0.10
TN 0.21 0. 25 0.16 0.20 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.12 0.17 0.14
SEHCEE /MK MM 0.58 0.61 0.75 0.55 0.55 0.59 0.66 0.65 0.62 0.62
mRER 16.61 19. 69 35.93 12.47 11. 24 19. 81 16.15 21.78 19. 21 15.34
/ME 0.51 0.49 0.51 0.51 0.53 0.49 0.61 0.57 0.53 0.55
PN 0.66 0. 80 0. 89 0.79 0.81 0.73 0.73 0. 80 0.78 0.75
Wz e/ gE MM 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.49 0.49
WRAK  12.09 6.82 10.53 7.19 6.93 7.95 5.88 13.16 8.82 4.75
/M 0.31 0. 40 0.34 0.48 0.48 0.49 0.49 0.48 0.43 0.49
TN 0.74 0.63 0.72 0.51 0.50 0.53 0.57 0.53 0.59 0.50
it ¥ 0.31 0.26 0.29 0.37 0.29 0.29 0.31 0.30 0. 30 0. 30
mRZEE 10.18 10. 74 8.49 11.91 7.46 8.55 8.67 10.18 9.52 9.32
/M 0.22 0. 20 0.21 0. 22 0.25 0.22 0.25 0.23 0.23 0. 26
KAl 0.38 0.36 0.36 0.47 0.36 0.37 0.37 0. 39 0.38 0.37
- ik % B 18. 62 18.07 17.94 17.10 19.18 17. 88 17.97 20. 27 18.38  18.38
mREK 11,10 14.16 11.72 11. 82 14.32 10. 64 10. 58 11.78 12.01 8. 20
/M 12. 87 11. 87 12. 87 11. 87 11.87 13.87 11. 87 13. 87 12.62  17.10
TN 23.15 24.00 23.15 23.15 24.15 23.00 23.15 26. 00 23.72  20.27
42 f i 33.33 31.23 31.75 36. 63 33.94 32.01 31.78 31.88 32.82  32.82
AR 18.66 17.47 21. 66 17.78 18.78 14. 00 9.07 16.50 16.74  11.05
/M 19.61 14. 87 14. 87 23.87 19. 87 19. 87 24. 87 19. 87 19.71  31.23
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i 55 HEILE REN KRN
[ERN FEAE 1 2 3 1 5 6 7 3 ¥iE ¥ifE
TNy 1] PN 40. 78 50. 30 57.00 58. 00 59.15 46. 15 40. 15 45.15 49.59 36.63
3 £ ¥ 47. 74 45.13 42. 84 50. 44 51. 35 58. 42 65. 64 69. 70 53.91 53.91

LA E 16. 38 15.53 14. 88 15.17 17. 27 18. 45 13.75 17.27 16. 09 20. 41
S /ME 28. 00 29. 87 25. 87 21.87 31. 87 35. 87 46.15 44, 87 33.05 34, 94
AR 68.15 63.00 63.00 70.15 80. 15 90. 00 82.15 90. 00 75.83 69. 70
b i T R Py 83. 39 87.46 88.03 102. 93 79.13 95. 94 85. 24 108. 31 91. 30 91. 34
g S AR 23. 47 17. 40 34.63 12.59 14. 37 18. 14 19. 06 28.78 21.06 15. 68
H/ME 70. 74 54. 81 62. 40 91.73 80. 23 79. 60 74.99 85. 42 74.99 79.13
R 150. 31 121. 30 126,43 117. 48 118. 74 111. 20 126.59.61 133.95  125.63  108.31
K5 Y{E 2.17 2.17 2.03 2.16 2.37 2.15 1.93 2.09 2.13 2.13
B3 12.51 15. 39 24. 34 10. 91 13.39 13.82 16. 40 13.22 15. 00 10. 81
/B 1.22 1.35 1.39 2. 00 2. 04 1.82 1.62 1.89 1.67 1.93
AR 2. 80 3.07 3.22 2.41 2.67 2.48 2.21 2.29 2. 64 2.37
g 3l ¥l 13.06 14. 69 13.99 12. 45 14. 00 12. 28 13.87 16. 40 13. 84 13. 84
A ES 11.64 14.61 19. 72 10. 93 14. 20 14.73 13. 06 13.19 14.01 12.73
e /ME 7.97 9. 87 10. 26 6. 87 9.67 8.63 10. 97 11.97 9.53 12. 28
BRI 17.50 21.65 24. 30 16. 25 20. 50 17. 45 18.75 22.70 19. 89 16. 40
Wk 72 5 Py 5.17 5.54 4. 82 5.23 5.29 4. 94 5.47 6.09 5.32 5.32
A 2R 12. 84 14.08 16. 62 12.57 12.32 14.15 11.33 11.53 13.18 10.71
T /ME 3.57 3.57 3.07 3.57 3. 87 3.07 4.47 4.17 3.67 4.82
I KAE 9. 00 8.15 6.95 8. 00 7.00 6.85 7.75 8. 00 7.71 6.09
2.2 HEBRESKERSURHY 2.2.2 vhAMKAR SRS HRAIRI T %

2.2.1 vrRM®ERF EZ54 RAEXREIT TS
Frihoe 7 5 m KR TE R R E RN 2 2R
ZRWEEGED ., AR AVLIE D BRIk A5/
TEAER RN TR F (] 22 57 Y R G5 3 W K 4h, H
R 13 A FPERTER R MR RN 25355
e S 2K o i — 25 U0 R U A i B S E R
RUMMERNAET Z LS

Gyt L B i — 20 o b 4% O 22 00 i b B VR R
el (£ 5) . e 8 MFEFR 14 A nt y RAEAR Y
A R R Iy 250 2 AR 210690, K
RN A7 23.47% IR BE B ML IR 25 47 54. 8406, 14
AR R B 34 R BB BR N 0. 7406 ~72.37%,
Horpnb 3 (720 37%) b TR (63,09 %6) | B R
(55.90%) .\ F& 3L E /0h K (51, 47 %) F1 b i i AR
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Table 4 Variance analysis of leaf traits in H. pandurifolia
¥ 5 Ms F1iH

K7 ] REN R AL 1% 2 K Z ) KEN
TR 872.009 69. 479 9. 090 12,550 * 7.640% %
5 121. 755 7.813 1. 270 15.580 " * 6.150 " *
- T 97 423.000 7 058. 325 1278.035 14,530 5.240% "
AR/ 0. 043 0.006 0.001 6.850" * 9.120*
B FEHE /K 0.919 0.053 0.013 17. 220" 4,250

Wik 42 55 /w55 0. 002 0.002 0. 001 1. 030 1. 280
it JE 0.210 0.004 0. 000 54.560% * 9.050* *
- ik % 203. 251 15.516 3.836 13. 100" * 4.050% "
22 1 684. 759 107. 626 23. 379 6.360" " 4,600 *
I 3£ 18 656. 000 395, 141 46. 589 47.210" " 8. 480" *
FAURTTE A 20 372. 000 1 283. 701 348. 690 15. 870" * 3.680* *
K3 2.012 0.421 0.067 5,013~ 5.831% %
pog g 364. 420 16. 433 2. 688 22.180* * 6.110% *
Jik A 5 31.185 1.936 0.328 16,110 * 5.900 % *

I x x RIRTE «=0.

01K P EERBE RRBHAME df=T. KRN df=152,1%2 df=3 840,
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(50. 5200 % S MR R R M BRI RBOKRTH
RN E 14 A PR I SR [R]F- 35 R AL o Ak R 4L
R 43.18% BT 56. 82 %0 Y ZE I XU A i MR 2
A RN TGP 8K RN A S 55 K
R It R Y 2 R U

A RRNBRAERBERE . KRB LM R

PR B 2 R B R DE R A —EMIK R,
BRI A /i ik RS D BOLAS 1R B A B i
UN PN R ER TN B3 WS P E LI SID i
PANGOR A R S SR S N R e S N T 2
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Table 5 Phenotypic differentiation coefficient of leaf traits in H. pandurifolia

" R i S E A % A

ik 1 ] R BB 2 Bk ] B BB 2 R
K 4.013 6.039 9. 090 20. 963 31.549 47. 488 39.92
i 0.570 0. 654 1.270 22.843 26. 240 50. 919 46. 54
IRTAE 943.109 577.425 1 362.176 33.416 19. 546 47.038 63.09
G /K 0. 000 0. 001 0.001 12. 830 39.072 18. 098 24,72
TE SRR /MK 0.004 0. 004 0.013 20. 652 19. 473 59. 875 51.47
Wk Zc 55 /W 55 0. 000 0. 000 0.001 0.020 2. 680 97. 300 0.74
[T 0.001 0.001 0. 000 28.105 30. 645 41. 250 47. 84
- ik %k 0.939 1. 168 3. 836 15.797 19. 657 64. 547 44,56
22 £ 2. 886 8. 425 23.379 8.319 24. 286 67.395 25.51
-3 Af 91.303 34. 855 46. 589 52. 854 20.177 26.970 72.37
[T 95. 443 93.501 348. 690 17.753 17. 391 64. 856 50.52
K 98 L 0.015 0.030 0.067 17.076 28. 866 54.058 33.72
Fa HLlE 1. 740 1.375 2.688 29. 986 23.659 46. 325 55.90
Wik 26 78 0. 146 0.161 0.328 23.037 25.325 51.639 47.63
HI{E — — — 21.689 23.469 54, 840 43.18

2.3 MAEMSRMEXES R

H 2 6 AT LUA oo i e KON i i 58 %
AR 3 AN AR PR PR S A S O A G G
T B IR R DK A2 9 A 4 A T8 A ] 2 PR A 0 3 I A
K. Hix Seda b 5 it 4 fy S e R 2 2 8 F A OC
O R AR OC X — R AR bR KRB e T e
AR s R 5 K 2 50088 A AR DG PE AR 18 25, {5 2R
I AR LG T RR TE R IR AR I AR OC, o L
i T AR TR AR DG, — AR E Y i R O L T

UM B /N — 88, 33 5 A B 98 45 SR AR — B0 R
‘y»\,%

X se g br e [m e Tt A g B,
2.4 MEMYRERSDH

T EEARAE B R A& T A A A
AT LLSE A i B U R B DK 27 T AF TR AR SR
Bty o o5 A I K e B SR T A e i A X R
P22 58 / W 58 37 0 4 5 JE B Oy 1 A ) B
i A JIT AL F) A7 B L T S AR B/ R R R . TR X
Fi VAR AR 300 23 B SR B3 2R I 35 £y 0 5

R 6 ErREERMN &SRB XSS

Table 6 Correlation analysis of each character of leaf traits in H. pandurifolia

URIES JORER BkES

Pk IS it 5 LRTEA S T e i JE itk iR Ay MR WMPEAR K AL R
i 0.659* *
i L 0.871% * 0,858~ *
R /I —0.455 % * —0.192*  —0,240* *
FERERE /MK —0.573% ¢ —0.125 —0.353% % 0,228% *
BkAE /0% —0.125 —0.091 —0.125 0.136 0.104
i J5E —0.022 —0.036 —0.059 0.182*  —0.250* *  0.062
it k& 0.405% *  0.395% *  0,403% * —0,236% * 0.070 0.051  —0.089
2R 0.120 0,242 % 0,249% *  0,288% % —0.359* % 0,034 0.309* * —0.018
I3 0.127 0.410* *  0.255* * —0.303* * —0.007 0.158*  0.125 0,298 * 0,010
i T 0.166 * 0.234% % 0,278* * —0.047 —0.037 0.024 —0.152* 0.015 0.029 0.310* *
Kt 0.669* * —0.113 0.296* * —0.432* * —0,639* * —0.056 0.004 0.143  —0.075  —0.231** —0.004
e i 00571 % 0.634* *  0.629* * —0,367**  0.331* * —0.021 —0.249* *  0,528* * —0,230* * 0.171* 0.165 * 0.130
ok e 5 0.628* *  0.972**  0,821** —0,171* 0.105 0.137 0.027 0.397% % 0,246 * 0,441 * 0.238* % —0,121 0,626 *

Hew % FORME =0, 01 KF LA F, « FIRME =0, 05 KF LARHE R .
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Table 7 The principal component analysis of leaf traits

in H. panduri folia

i FFAE )
81 ERSY B2 BRAS OW 3 A
FRAEAR 3.523 2. 039 1. 670
kR /% 35. 225 29. 955 20. 327
ZF Btk R/ % 35. 225 65.180 85.507
K X 0.976 —0. 065 0.038
5 X 0.703 0.605 0.139
i TE AR X 0. 889 0.322 0.124
AR/ i X —0.529 0.213 0. 445
FE I/ MK X —0.375 0.632 —0.272
ok 7 5 / 58 X —0.026 0.899 0.180
e X, —0.027 —0.229 0.777
gk X 0. 475 0.398 —0.274
FAURTTE A 0. 245 0. 244 0. 730
K58k X 0.598 —0.689 —0.136

3Bk L i

T 25 2 MR 32 38 % 2 BRI A 25 B 358 25 T 7 T
() 52, 2 2E P o HE AR A PR I R BB UL 3R
PR R NG S I 7/ BRI A e S R 3
SCEE L AR AR A o R R B A S 2 BRURE A AR
AL R A A 22 Tl B DXL i ok 7 4 R R AR
T S AR A A A L 365 %7 T e 39 40 A T ) B 358 2%
P TEAE Y R R AR b, R R S A
Ir B KPR A IR A5 4 DDA G L B AW R A
PR 728 S 1 LA T R R . BLE T A
SR T 5 FfRE R T BE AR R B R AR L B
JIT o I AR ok B B AR AR 3 — S BRI . EL A (]
AP A T A 22 s B B AR 16 A e
WRIGPRIESE T WA B I R 2 R A A SRR A L
FOARIE T LA X 43 Bk [0 22 55 ] 7R S8 A5 6 i
JPEARIESE TR A T AN R] M XY 52 BRIV 0 B E
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