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Comprehensive Evaluation on Ornamental Characters of Lonicera

Vine Plants in Xi’an Area
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(X?an Botanical Garden of Shaanxi Province , Xvan , Shaanxi 710061 ,China)

Abstract:In order to promote the application of Lonicera vine plants in gardens in Xian area,a comprehen-

sive evaluation model was established by analytic herarchy process (AHP). Eighteen factors for the evalua-

tion were selected from the ornamental values of flower,leaf and fruit, which were then adopted to evaluate

35 plant species (var, ) and cultivars. Factors affecting the application value of Lonicera vine plants were

blooming season,flower numerous density,green leaf period,flower color and the plant types. Based on the

results of AHP, 35 Lonicera vine plants were classified into 3 grades. Grade [ included L. sempervirens

and other 13 species, which were the best species and varieties with high ornamental values,and worth be-

ing popularized. Grade ][] included 15 species, with moderate ornamental values,and could be used in small

scope. Grade [l were 7 species,with low values of application.
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Table 1 The ornamental trait comprehensive evaluation

model of vines Lonicera
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Table 2 The evaluation standard of different factors
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Table 3 Consistency test result of judgment matrix
o 0 48 b1 A-Bi B1-Ci B2-Ci B3-Ci B4-Ci BRER
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RI 0.893 1. 345 1.119 0.515 0.515 1. 142
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Table 5 Synthetic evalution scores,rank and grade divided of vines Lonicera
P 04 44 T 4 A e
1 PH A L. sem pervirens 3.94 1
2 CHUALR WA L. X heckrottii* Goldflame’ 3.90 1
3 A B L. X heckrottii 3.79 I
4 AR S L. X brownii‘Dropemore Scarlet Trumpet’ 3.77 1
5 Wi iR S L. Xbrownii 3.69 1
6 g% L. japonica var. chinensis 3.56 T
7 VH G 24 L. buchananii 3.48 I
8 SR AL R B A L. periclymenum ‘Belgica Select 3.47 1
9 SR A LT RAES L. sempervirens‘Blanche Sandman’ 3.43 1
10 SR 4yl L. Xbrownii ‘mintuun’ 3.29 1
11 CEWHCR AKX L. sem pervirens‘ Sulphurea’ 3.21 1
12 SN PNE T3 L. X heckrottii* American Beauty 3.19 1
13 SR FR L. periclymenun‘Chojnow’ 3.05 I
14 o 22 AR S L. periclymenum*Graham Thomas’ 2.92 11
15 s L. japonica 2.87 I
16 AR S S Sl L. caprifolium*Inga 2.75 I
17 CHREIAXK L. Xtellmaniana Magyar ex Spath 2.71 Il
18 i e S L. japonica*Mint Crisp’ 2.65 11
19 IR LT A4 L. acuminata 2.57 1
20 B 24 L. confusa 2.57 i
21 EREL L. henryi 2.55 Jii
22 M TEA L. similis 2.50 Il
23 SRR BN L. henryi‘Copper Beauty’ 2.50 I
24 Implexa 2,4 L.implexa 2.42 I
25 T B L. periclymenum 2.42 11
26 S EERSRAS L. fulvotomentosa 2.36 1
27 SR AL L. caprifolium 2.36 I
28 Y E eSS L. macranthoides 2.31 11
29 PR 2 4 L. hypoglauca 2. 27 m
30 TR WA’ L. periclymenun‘Serorina’ 2.23 il
31 PSS L.tragophylla 2.21 il
32 Ch Wk AR AR L. japonica‘ Aureoreticulata’ 2.13 1
33 R A& L. crassifolia 2.08 m
34 CER R A L. *Sandra’ 2.00 m
35 ‘A2 AR L. japonica*haliana’ 1. 89 1
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