5543 5 1) FEREMBEXRLHFR Vol.43 No.1
2025 4 1 H Agricultural Research in the Arid Areas Jan. 2025

X EHS :1000-7601(2025)01-0042-12 doi: 10.7606/].issn.1000-7601.2025.01.05

5N TEMRARMHFIE
+8 FR HY B 2 A0 bb 3R A 5T
BAME B B EAR BB KL

(L HRBE SR , HOR -0 74400052, 7 B I81E B A DX B AL BRI IS5 oG, T T 755100)

W OE A TEERMRMTREE R IS AT AR YRR, W E S Fet R AR (HE AR
IA FJRE DWT # & FW et W R SLA T8 1 LDMC) | 5 F Ak b B 8 B 847 BRI E 10 Trt B 44t 4
E(HHBEE LT EREAREE TU. TRk A MRS TL MAL 4 8B & TPT % 4 48 5 5 TST M2 4 4 8 &/
WU BIEE P/S TR S SR E TLS vH B &M E LLS . Lk % & th PU. T % 8 Bt PL) , 43X 15 T4 A 47
ERAONL R FEBERA TR SO RERESTESTN, EREW . (D)ISTHEGRERUNERZH
H12.900% ~ 58.248% , H H & 3 R E K KA AR A LA, RN H TPT, () A ML ERE R, LT 5§ TLS LLS,
PUPLZWMBERMRRF; REPNMERKYN 15 Tt F 3452 K 3 %, LLS LA SIA £ & £ B # A R 35 3%k K,
H T AT R R AR £ R 0 M A% TLS TST LA SLA . P/S LDMC 3% 6 A % i 4 B T 2 A 5 £ 1 3
89.662%., % & 4% ,LLS . TLS . TST 1A SLA P/S LDMC 3 7 it A& B B W45 AR AE T 16 o 7 B M AR 40 2 3P 4
HXEIET, QA TEIMEERREEBTRAN . TRTF > TRARSE > FTRIF > TR4EF > F
BRI E > TFRIE S>TFRIF > FR6F > FRSEF > TFRI0E > FTERLIET > FR1E5 > T
25> FREE S TFRAEIF

KR T AR B R R R REATFN R B R

FES S .S567.179; Q945.78  CERAREFG:A

Screening and comparison of leaf drought resistance indexes
of 15 varieties of Lycium barbarum

LV Xiaoxu', YANG Lu', WANG Dacheng',ZHAO Yingshu®, GUAN Jianru'
(1. Gansu Medical College, Pingliang, Gansu 744000, China; 2. Forestry Technology Extension
Service Center of Zhongning County, Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region, Zhongning, Ningxia 755100, China)

Abstract; Five leaf morphological characteristics—leaf area (LA) , dry weight (DWT) , fresh weight ( FW) ,
specific leaf area (SLA) , and dry-to-fresh weight ratio ( LDMC)—were calculated for 15 varieties of Lycium barba-
rum in Zhongning County. Ten leaf microstructure features-leaf thickness (LT), thickness of upper epidermal cell
(TU), thickness of lower epidermal cell (7TL) , thickness of palisade tissue ( TPT), thickness of spongy tissue
(TST) , palisade tissue thickness/spongy tissue thickness (P/S) , tightness of leaf structure ( TLS) , leaf structure
porosity (LLS) , proportion of upper epidermal (PU) and proportion of lower epidermal (PL) were determined by u-
sing the optimized and improved paraffin section technique. The drought resistance of Lycium barbarum cultivars was
evaluated by using the membership function and principal component analysis of these 15 indexes. The results showed
that: (1) The coefficient of variation for the drought resistance coefficients across 15 indices ranged from 12.900% to
58.248%. Among these, the index with the highest coefficient of variation was LA, while the index with the lowest was
TPT. (2) According to the correlation analysis results, LT was significantly negatively correlated with TLS, LLS, PU
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and PL. The cluster analysis results showed that the 15 leaf indexes were divided into 3 categories, and LLS, LA and

SIA had the highest correlation index among all categories , which were the key indexes of drought resistance of Lyci-

um barbarum. Principal component analysis showed that the cumulative contribution rate of six principal component
factors, including TLS, TST, LA, SLA, P/S and LDMC, reached 89.662%. LLS, TLS, TST, LA, SLA, P/S and LD-

MC were the key indicators for drought resistance evaluation of Lycium barbarum. (3) Drought resistance order of 15

Lyctum barbarum varieties: Lycium barbarum * Ningqi =7 > ‘ Ningnongqi — 5’ > “ Ningqi =9’ > * Ningqi -4’ >

“ Ningnongqi—1’ >*Ningqi—3’ >‘ Ningqi—1’ >‘ Ningqi—6’ > ‘ Ningqi—5’ > ‘ Ningqi— 10’ > * Ningnongqi—4’ > ‘ Mengqi -

1’ >“Ningqi—2’ >‘ Ningqi—8’ > ‘ Ningnongqi—9’ . The results of this study can help select excellent drought resistant

varieties of Lycium barbarum ,reduce drought stress,and promote the development of Lycium barbarum industry.

Keywords: Lycium barbarum; varieties; leaf microstructure; comprehensive evaluation of drought resistance ;

membership function
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Table 1  Origin of 15 Lycium barbarum varieties
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Fig.1 Microstructure of leaves of Lycitum barbarum

15 A7 BT b ol 1) 0 S R AR A7 AR AR K 22
5o MR2 AL S AT EMRLSF R FW AT
3.979~11.181 g Z 0], FeEHIWJE  TRIL 9 5 el
B TARAL S 5, DWT 4+F 0.336~0.875 ¢ &
], e E ) TRAT 9 5 IR TRAL S
5, LANTF 143.400 ~ 1 019.450 mm® Z [a], Fx K
M2 TR S 57 /MR TAL 9 5, SLA A F
404.067 ~ 1 876.039 mm* - ¢”' Z[A], e KIKJE © TAL
55 E/ANE TR 9 S, LDMC 4> T0.067 ~
0.097Z 0], e RIS TAL 7 %57 /M TR AT
157,

15 A~ BM AT b o ) P S8 B 455 A R AU A7 ZE AR
K2ZES, M2 ATH, 15 ST EMRLMF LT A+ F
11.205~26.472 wm Z [0, 580 R TRIES 5,
BN TS . TUAT 11.205~26.472 um
ZIH), R TRIE S 5 Bl T L
5 TLAF 11.685~22.963 um Z[0], £ 21K
CTALT SRR T LS . PU AT 0.024
~0.089 Z i), e RIYR ZAL 15 J/MNE T
15, PLAT0.025~0.079 Z ], & KA & 52
15 /MO THR 105, TPT AT 99.337
~151.878 pm Z [0, JEMIE Al 1 57 i
BT 45, TST AT 75.727 ~134.380 pm 2
], B A2 S 1 S R TR T S,
P/SHTF 1.060 ~1.519 Z [a], i KA < TARAL 5
5 R/ TR 8 5, TLS A~ F 0.188 ~0.669
2, BRI RS 15 /B T 10
50 LLS 4+ 0.145~0.589 Z |A]  F K AU 52T 1
5L RN TR 1057
22 TEMIEHRWMHESESENDREMEEE

RIHE K15 AT

15 T5 7 EAAC S A i Bt S 46 A 1] A A 5 1
AYHTNZE 3 FiR AT FW 5 LA S 3 E A 6
R,5PUBMBENHILLR, 5 TU £ BETNH
KKZ;DWT 5 IA FW BER B EEMHELLR, 5
TU R R FETA KR LA 5 TPT 20 B 7 E
KFGSIA 5 1A BB FEEMHEKR, 5 TPT 2
WETAEKR, 5 DWT LB E TR LDMC
5 PUBW B FEEAMALKR, 5 TU TLS LLS .PL &
BEEMIEER, 5 LT BFERME, LT 5 TLS,
LLS .PU.PL 24 i Z A X KR P/S 5 TST . LLS
W R ETAEK R TLS 5 TPT ST LLS .PU . PL
W R EIEMEK R LLS 5 TPT TST TLS .PU . PL
BEEEIEMXER, 5 P/S B F fHX



5543 3

T F XA 5T

46

9600

26200

P29050°0

292500

q850°0

IP26L0°0

IAPI00°0

900

oPre0’0

00

Pee0’0

Ip20t0°0

P2qrS00

299500

qe0L00

P20

P29950°0

°pPISe00

opace00

00

3610

852/81°0

29L0€°0

SJELI0

99r€0

SJo¢61°0

8JPpT0C 0

SPpPHOT0

P2CLTO

SPpPOIT0

58810

Jop69T 0

9pISCe0

SJOP8ST0

PIr0

S10€T°0

SJop8iT0

3PP19C0

FP9IE0

SPPE9T0

IqEO0E’T

qRELY'L

2090°1

qe60s™1

210C°T

2L6LT

q8ST'T

qBE0E’

20eST'T

YT 1

P2qee8’L01

YpI1°98

IS 8el

2Pe0E1Cl

BBI'6CT PPE9LOE]

YLeL'sL

1398111

9P208C901  PP2sey ol

ysjocy L8

Y3¢eg 08

4301101

YLEE 66

JOP2g6r €01 2P2qLST eEL

qeI9TeCl

SPPRILS6

qeL6V L

pIoreet

qee9L'81

qeeogEl

SPELT'IT

BEY6'CC

P2qOLSLT

9P2086°LI

2P2800°91

P8I Sl

OPa9GESl

9C8YTT

qeereye

Po8STLL

qees0'ee

qe9SS ¥

2qe0I8°'TC

P289S 81

qeCErTe

P886°L1

POy SI

Q0T 1T

B0000SL

P29000°808

JoP2999'9¢y

JPP2000° 0

JO00"0vE

OPILee e9y

Jopeee 0y

Oqeeeees

OPIgEL eIy

99999Ly

248L0°0

q®¥80°0

qee60°0

BL600

qe980°0

248L0°0

q¥980°0

q#¥80°0

qe880°0

qe$80°0

9L86'01y  BJ9999°+CT
L0 H0y  SJP0TL €SI
9POER'9SS  JBEE8'8IE
QUL PLIT  qEES8SS
oqZ80THOL  q91L"T6t
®6E09L81  BOSH6101
G8LE'9OTT PPY00S +1
P2qO0S'098  PPA009"SHE
OPYTE VTS JPPOSO"LOE

9P2¢06'8CL q00g°0es

2q6LS0

PoE8y 0

29180

Pos8y’0

PoY8Y°0

2990

POvE0

POLIYO

29L8S°0

qe6eL’0

L8

JopeeL’s

opPIsCeE9

P100°S

FPLYS'S

°PIT0L9

JoETy

2pP2961°S

29p19'9

qL9L'8

O1—1bsury |
wWn.mqnq wniofy

£ 01 L

(6-1hsury
wWn.mqinq wnidfy
& 6L

(g-1bsuy,
wnunqmq w7y
& 8L

(L—1bBury
EE@Q&GQ E‘:HG.@N
G LYE

9-1h3uIN,
wn.mqnq wnfy

A

(G-1bSuny,
ES&@«T@Q SS%@QN
S L

p-1bSuny,
wWnmqinq wniofy
EERgUEE

(g-1hgury,
WDGmq WAy
RS
(g-1bsuy,
wn.inqging E‘:wu.hﬂ

& TN

(=th3uiN,
wn.mqnq wnfy

RS

Id
e
EEE

nd
Yy
HET

ST1
T
B

S1L
57

S/d
HENGHE
gl /R
7 Ha i

wnl /G p
i
Hz 7

wl /1
A
v H7 i

wl /7 p
F (T
172NN

onat
PIEVEE

(,.8 - juu)/
VIS
-t

Juw /pp
Ly

S/IMa
(-

S/MA

e

LERS)

SOTOLIRA WNIDGIDG WMIDA] G JO S9XOPUI 9DURISISAI JYSNOIp Jro| 7 9[qR],

EFE Y A B R S

%3



47

*(SO'0>d ) SPOULIBJJIP JURDIJIUSIS SJRIIPUL UWN[OD SWES AY} JO BIRP 9} 10}JR SION9] 9SBIIOMO] JUSIDJJI(] 910N

°(S00>d ) i af L B[/ [l BN T F 2R

R i e T BRI S

7.

™

Al A AP

15 A>T E ML

NI 25

=
=}

19L°8 19CL 01%'1T 6t S1 655°¢ €8T11 Serel 0s¢'S 805°S Lol €LLT 818’8 020'9C 689°6 98¢0 oneA f H}
Eaﬁﬁﬂm\w .ﬁ‘-
9oy LSy vEr'LY 869' 1 €8'LL 095°0C 006Cl 9££'9¢ LYE'8T wrie rE6 1 TLLTS 8T'8S 8GT'SE 0[8'9E  uawIR0)
@51»\, ESEU%E
6L0°0 6800 6850 699°0 61S'T 08€HE1 8/8°IST €96CC Ur9e 000°0SL L600 6£09L81 0Sr'6I01  SL80 I181°11 B
S =
IN[eA WU
S20°0 Y200 [S7N0) 881°0 0901 LTLSL LEE66 G891 ST I1 €EE°€ET 1900 L90Y0F 001" ¢l 9¢£°0 6L6°¢ Hp
=
anpea 9FeIAY
€00 6100 €570 TIE0 6LT 1 8857701 €86°L21 PLE'LT 9LL'61 090°SSH $80°0 0£C'606 €I8Ish €150 0£€'9 e
J-1hsuay
B6L00  ¥680°0 ©685°0 ©699°0 OLETT BOSEVEL  BRLYTIST  POY999LL  POYELS6L Seeereee qeE600 4886611 GOOCEIS  PPIHP0  JoLe8y  wnmwqung wmoly
L TYE
. 6—1b3uousury |
2900 PPSO0 296820 POg8EE0 1811 PIIS690I  PPT06'ECI ®9ORTC  PqR0C6 61 8999°9L¢ 296L0°0 9q2$8 L901 BLICIT6  SL80 BIQL'[] wnwqmq wmoly
6 YL
(§—1bBuousuIy
GPO0  qPPLO0  PPOOKCO 29.9€°0 v6IST USPPLLL68  OPPG98YTET  AqPOSL 6T BP9 JP999'99¢ 292600 9P668'895 Soor'erl  P9EE0 JoL6E  wnuwqmg wniofy
Sl
p~1bSuouduiy
OTE00  PPOK00  PPILSTO  JPPAS6T0 HSTT OPRPE0IT PPOGILYEL  OPSTEEL  PORLY'LL  OPP999°'99F  qBGR0'0  PPACEI'ST6  JPPEESLOE  PEOED  JOE8T'S  wimmginq wmioAy
A v L
 [-1bSuouduiy
29200  PLT00 5961°0 JBocco RLLFT  YSPPSO0TT6  PPAIITLIEL  PPPOLTST  PPSOF'ST 1999985 2900 P68 LO0L  POATESTSY  PPYOK'0  POqIISTL  wnimqung wmoly
A 1RRYL
Id nd STI STL Srd wrl /1S wrl /[ wrl /7 wrl /7 (.8 Juur)/ ]
<yl i H&(7Hz s [y et et wrl /g INAT . AWyl S/ IMd S/Md Lprep
MY nH e HEE o H&7 HA HIA(T HA(E L Tl VIS o L. P g
FEL FRT O BSZH BEZH %ku% Jirtze Wl AL MR ’ ” ML ’ - e "

5513

N wﬁﬁma @MSCEEOU
TEE



5543 3

*(S0°0>d ) SPOURIBJJIP JUBDIIUSIS SARIIPUT % ¢ ([()'()> ) SPOUAISJJIP JURDIJIUSTS AI9A SIIBIIPUL % s OION

°(S0°0>d ) WEZEL + * (100>d ) G WA ZELL * R

T F XA 5T

. ) . ) . ) . d
0007  ..PI80 L .O0EL0 . .66L°0 £P0°0—- 144%0] OPI'0  +«L990  ..99€0 . .ILLO-  ,I€CT0 621°0 Y00 990°0 L0°0-
M ZREL
nd
0007  ..8890  ..O0LLO $00°0— vLOO G800 . .EPE0 . .P890 L .E€9L0- . .6LTO 8¥1°0 2000 €61°0- . .06T0-
HEZFET
. ) . . ) . STT H\H
: . - . : : «x0SL0- : : 0- ‘0-
000°1 .« TH6°0 61%°0 S19°0 [4540] ¥Zro 001°0 0SL°0 1120 SLO0 L90°0 6100 zro WGt
. . ) . SIL Fl%:
000°T 601'0— ..9660 . .TLVO 191°0 6510 ..96L0—  ,TWTO 950°0 7100 €L0°0- 81°0- N
AT AN
S/d
0007  «.79L°0- S00°0 8€0°0 L60°0 LOT°0 8€0°0 LSO0- 6L1°0- 8Y1°0- LYT0-  FENGHF ML
/EIE WA
R
000T  +.LT90 910°0- 9010 LIT0- 8700 161°0- 60°0- 960°0 TIo «mﬁ%m,
RAALZT
RE=
0001 ¥10°0- 190°0— 6000 900  ..9S€0- . .SPEO0- 72070~ 200 «mﬁ%&
W7 Ha i
. . . ) . . . . G
000T  ++96€0 S0T°0- LLOO 7000 9020 8610 1€1°0 A
B ZE L
. ) ) . NI Fl&(
0001 LPIT0-  L8IT0 9,00 €210~  .€€C0-  LO0LTO- .
7 7 2T
000°T  LVT0- 681°0— 181°0- 6£0°0 90T°0 LT F(E(H
0001 LT0°0- SEI0- S60°0 . .65V0—  DWa7 Mgl
000T  +.0£L°0 L61T0- TLI0- VIS Y
000°T «8IP'0 . .66E0 VT o
0007 . «L9L0 IMa EH 4
000°T MA Y45
Td nd ST1 SIL S7d ISI Ldl 1L N
LN\ EHE
F¥EL T BEFHA GEZH 4 wmﬂnﬁi W HA NS, WEHERN WA Ed WEEET ’ = s

48

wwxwﬁugm 2Injonis ﬂmwﬁ .wO XLIjeu ®>ﬁm~®.ﬁ~ou ¢ QMQN,H

HHXEYEHNS ¥



5513

F/INIBEE 15 A7 BOMIAC i A I 0515 B ) 97 2 A EE BRI 2 49

23 TEWMRSRMREESEEIEN
23.1 TEMRSRARFRIEIFIGL X 15 Tt
F PRI R T RS T, IR 2 AT YRR IR R
TS B BUR AR TR 3 28, It
PU.PL.TLS.LLS.P/S.TU TL TPT.TST.LDMC .
DWT FW ;55 — 2800 F5 LT LA ;55 =250 SIA,
AHICHEEUIG 1325 3 WL 3% 4, P AH G F5 Hlsk
B EEHURAE bR , S HO A OCT8 BB R FLACF 1
SR, 551 JAEAR T LLS MHOGHE B K 5 2 AR AR
H LA R LT AHOCHEBOR /MBS (H LA 22 5 R AN,
PURAEAREE S LA A5 56 3 K48 WR A SIA,
I, AT ASE$E LLS LA SIA VF R FEHT 454k,

[ [ ¥ 2 Euclidean distance
0 5 10 15 20 25
Pl/ = 1 1 1 1 1

PL H
LDMC H
TLS H
LLS H
DWT H
P/'S H
Fw H
TU

L
P H

ST |
LA

LT —l

SLA

B2 MRERRESN

Fig.2  Cluster analysis of drought resistance indicators
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Table 4  Correlation index and ranking of various indicators

o Ly N
5 i fE KT
Correlation Order of
Category Index .
index parameter
LLS 0.247 1
TLS 0.242 2
PU 0.230 3
PL 0.229 4
ST 0.143 5
| Fw 0.095 6
TU 0.090 7
P/S 0.083 8
TL 0.075 9
TPT 0.076 10
DWT 0.070 11
LDMC 0.045 12
LA 1
2 0.033
LT 1
3 SIA

35 3 A A vk Xt 5 I MR SR AE (LA
DWT FW SLA .LDMC) A1 10 T 1 5 1045 k) B 4E
(LT.TU .TL .PU .PL .P/S TLS LLS .TPT .TST) # 47
30T, O e OCEE BT R AR bR, MR R B TR =
85% I JE U B 32 j8 431 ARG AR BR (0 2 oy 2
TUBR I e i LA AR Fe b, B3R S T %0, /i
6 > F s i) B TTHER A B 89.662% , AT LA 4f
PR ER 15 TR AR 246 K15 B . HHET 6 A~
BT, FARARTE 6 > F LA Iy 2R (E 25 A K M
R BF HGT =8 B 1 Bk B B RE A R AN
PRt E SR, 2 S AT B 1 R
TLS \LLS .PU ,PL LT W faf ZAB 8K, VEHUH: 3R B0
K1 AHE4R, B TLS ;55 2 F b TST A fr 4808
B H 3 F U AT BE R 2 LA 56 4 F 0L
O3 AR R B2 SLA 5 S o Hh far 2R (A 48
KIIE P/S; 55 6 FERLsr g E 8 K2 LDMC,,
3 RS AT e B TLS | TST LA . SLA . P/S .LDMC
YERTHN PR 845

LE4 48 LLS | TLS . TST LA . SLA . P/S . LDMC
AR T B AR BT R PE i CB AR A, o LA
1 SLA 2 AH T8 e $E AR TS bR 5 32 o3 43 Bk i
VEFEBR PRI T A B 1 A 48
232 ISATAEAMILRFARFRELSTFN KA
SKJE R B X S T A DG H8 B0 I Y B R A8 A
LLS LA SLA T3 W53 53 A i 6 0 9 TLS | TST LA
SIA .P/S LDMC LLS #4715 @ R g 2otk
PIE (R 6) , ZEM K F AP R, hken
115 AT BAAL AT R TR T S >

x5 EMSEETEER

Table 5 Principal component loading matrix table

847 Index 1 2 3 4 5 6
TLS 0.925 0.131 -0.109 -0.052 -0.302 -0.090
LLS 0904 0.324 -0.092 -0.196 -0.104 -0.023
PL 0.896 -0.060 0.271 0.235 -0.045 -0.082
PU 0.890 -0.308 0.050 0.091 0.074 -0.086
LT -0.841 0.092 -0.172 0.113 0.253 -0.037
ST 0.385 0.756 -0.331 -0.202 0.320 0.015
Fw -0.255 0.647 0.498 0.365 -0.066 -0.187
P/S -0.211 -0.614 -0.044 0.427 -0.554 -0.167

DwWT -0.093 0.577 0.497 0454 -0.139 0.370

1A 0.062 0.149  0.898 -0.287 -0.067 0.038

TPT 0.316 0.453 -0.570 0.186 -0.173 -0.184

SIA 0.127 -0.301 0.575 -0.645 0.007 -0.040

TL 0.387 -0.086  0.400 0.561 0.348 -0.103

TU 0.419 -0.511 0.007 0.284 0.544 -0.066

LDMC 0.346 -0.223 -0.185 0.107 -0.039 0.858
Coj?j}if‘ui%rate 32.040 17.099 15916 10.794 7.063 6.750

11322 /0
BB/ % 32.040 49.139 65.054 75.849 82912 89.662

Accumulation rate
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Table 6 Membership function values of drought resistance indicators in leaves of Lycium barbarum

HIEZHE 2SR e

R4k R4 R ; ’ ) RSN
i Wty mpeR BRAR wh wetwEl TR BEARA A HEF
Variety Piniens AR oy LA SIA LDMC  HZUEE  membership Segencing
TLS LLS ST .
P/S degree
e =
. T 1‘? N 0.157 0.851 0.659 0.558 0.221 0.579 0.512 0.505 7
Lycium barbarum * Ningqi—1
P =)
. T2 7‘? L 0.266 0.711 0.190 0.813 0.082 0.733 0.203 0.428 13
Lycium barbarum * Ningqi—2
e =
. T 7‘? C 0.152 0.865 0.527 0.769 0.310 0.592 0.531 0.535 6
Lycium barbarum * Ningqi—3
=]
. A4 1‘? NP 0.126 0.870 0.913 0.691 0.545 0.663 0.433 0.606 4
Lycium barbarum ‘ Ningqi—4
e =}
. THS 7‘? L 0.087 0.890 0.801 0.000 1.000 0.395 0.300 0.496 9
Lycium barbarum * Ningqi—5
o o
. A6 1‘7 RPN 0.475 0.546 0.479 0.602 0.433 0.659 0.308 0.500 8
Lycium barbarum ‘ Ningqi—6
e =
. AT e, 0.145 0.936 1.000 0.526 0.523 1.000 0.980 0.730 1
Lycium barbarum * Ningqi—7
fa=q =}
. THES 1? o 0.284 0.633 0.089 0.800 0.104 0.890 0.000 0.400 14
Lycium barbarum ‘ Ningqi—8
e =N
. A9 S 0.169 0.903 0.823 0.954 0.000 0.568 0.901 0.617 3
Lycium barbarum * Ningqi—9
oY =)
. T 10‘7;. P 0.000 1.000 0.453 0.907 0.005 0.379 0.524 0.467 10
Lycium barbarum ‘ Ningqi—10
JESyre =
. ! /{K*d‘ ! - NP 0.080 0.975 0.740 0.647 0.410 0.000 0.909 0.537 5
Lycium barbarum * Ningnongqi—1
R =)
. T;&Eﬁ 4 7 . 0.223 0.747 0.278 0.813 0.354 0.613 0.206 0.462 11
Lycium barbarum ‘ Ningnongqi—4
=y ¥3 7I:_l‘
. T&h{ > - s 0.373 0.771 0.760 1.000 0.112 0.839 1.000 0.694 2
Lycium barbarum * Ningnongqi—5
=z S =}
. TZ?/"E: ? 7 P 0.313 0.674 0.468 0.112 0.451 0.406 0.265 0.384 15
Lycium barbarum ‘ Ningnongqi—9
2ok E
Bi 15 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.578 0.540 0.894 0.155 0.452 12

Lycium barbarum ‘ Mengqi—1’
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