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B E ATSTAE S R TR U BSOS GRAE I 147 4 BEF BF AL %Rk SR G MRl SR 26 A TR FIECRTER, SRR
IR AT v, NIRRT V8 or 4R ) A Y IBORE LA 3 AN J2 IR I A A B0 5 ) R A% o P L ) e P IR SRS o IUAE 7 V2K
FH BB (C) FIBENLEURE(R) s 40 4 R L5 RAE ML A0 41(0) MHEL AN (L) WA A (H) SARRK IR 41(Z) . RAAZ A
(C)BAIFABEHL(N); 41 Py BURE EL A1) 60 35 65 20 LA (P) . SFBCHRABI(L) « “FI5 AR LA (S) R 22 BEYE ELI(G) e 9 AN MR EURERS
J 10%- 15%. 20%. 25%-. 30%. 35%. 40%-. 45%#150%, FHEf&# 3 WELR . BilthR AR LIRS, TR R &
RJy 7% RN 7 22 BT LU 5 AN SEIFREUINBCF S RAS 5035 B SRS AR« 45 SRR W], BESE WA Ol it
TSR S A o 21 XHELL ] SRRERE, S RVREURE RN 35%. ZEBCIEAl B, IABCRERRA R, I R EAR
PUPERRIILTT 58 1 8 i A T BE A AZ ORI E , o PR SIT) 39.46%.
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Sampling Strategy of Weighted Average Rank for Pre-Core Germplasm in

Erianthus arundianceus
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Abstract In this study, 147 clones of Erianthus arundianceus from the National Nursery of Sugarcane Germplasm Resources
(NNSGR) in Kaiyuan China were selected as original materials. Based on 26 quantitative and qualitative traits, the best sampling
strategy was discussed by weighted average rank analysis method from 3 levels as follows: 2 sampling methods (random sampling
and cluster sampling); 6 grouping principles (original grouping, leaves grouping, height grouping, zone grouping, cluster grouping
and not grouping); 4 sampling ratios within group (simple ratios, logarithmic ratios, square root ratios and genetic ratios). At the
same time, 9 grades for total sampling percentages (10%, 15%, 20%, 25%, 30%, 35%, 40%, 45% and 50%) were analyzed and each
grades included 3 repeats. The sampling strategies and the pre-core collection were evaluated by weighted average rank of five
effective parameters (Shannon diversity index, coefficient of variation, variance of phenotypic value, variance of phenotypic
frequency and ratio of retaining phenotypic traits). The result indicated that the best sampling strategy for Erianthus arundianceus
was set up based on leaves grouping, logarithmic ratio, cluster sampling and 35% total sampling percentage. And some manual
selected materials were put in the pre-core collection, which including the rare phenotypic trait clones, the elite parents or resistibility
clones. Finally, the pre-core collection of Erianthus arundianceus included 58 clones which accounted for 39.46% of total resources.
Keywords Erianthus arundianceus; Core germplasm; Rank; Weighted average; Sampling strategy
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SRR K H RERD BBt S R A TR A A
OMNE IX AR A A R I BE 5 BF A M L1474y, o]
A RARAT N =8OR B S B A2 08, H P T e
PRI EE AT 4 RIE ST T 7)o A% 0o Ff 5 (Frankel,
1984; Brown, 1989)[14& Hi 15835 by A= )i i 9t U5
A B RAE R G ORI T g vt . A2
ZAEKRE(ZEEBEE, 2000, 25555, 2003), EH
(Rodino et al., 2003). K GEATEAEF, 2005)F1/N 37 (#
TERAE, 2003; R PHEE, 2008)%5 &R fEY LT
T RO TR TAE IS R R . HRER 5 9%
PEITTH, MR RS R R A T E T
T B PR IR AZ 00 E (Balakrishnan et al., 2000). Ef
A B T A% 0B (Tai et al., 2001)FH FEZ AL S R
PR Lo JIE (KB 45, 2009) 0 ASHITF00] 55 1%L 5t
PHISHURE SRS AT T 2 2 IR AT, B T AN F S
AU AL BRG] AR v AN
VAR S0 A2 oM R R s, R PR
INBCTR) SRS R T BE SR BAZ TR, BAEN
B 5 A 0 U AR 9 2 VP AN R 2 A8 ) F AR IR 2 1)
Hits%,

R 1 BSHAEAHREZ KIIUR 2L

18RS
LIRS EHSHHE

BATT e R NARL, Ry 2= vk A
B e b, HURE SRS )7 22 DR A A BORE 55
SRS L R L] = 1 R ZE DR
ATy 20 W & RIS AR KB EAEA R O E
KB RIS MRE L (O Z2 DOk )2 AN R, AEDPHT
BRSS9 I R IR AR R, AL, A i
KT 2 TR A A s T B, 0 ] — HRORE 2 AN
R 2K 5 7 SRR AT T et AR HURE R IR IVIS
NS HCHXS TR A ST 2 100% (R 1)), e )m
FHS DTHRA A A PR 122 DU Sl B R B (R
LSS5 ANURE) » K IABUR K T-20% 12408 SOl 3
MG WAL RER: WA BRSO R
W5 75 ZAEMESREL. RBBUR T ZE AR RUAR B L
Bl s S BN A R 5 RBRE L
IR IEA T 225 N ICRELE ] 10 3228 S Bk A2
FEAREG DRG0 328 S BN A5 AR BOMR ALy
ZE SMAHUE RN SRS B0 RO B LN 2
PEFREG EEMRHRZEN RS EON R 7, &

Table 1 Weighting coefficient of parameters for different sampling levels

T7 ZE TR % Z TR A RAL KT 72 RIBAETT 7 RILRE LR
Variance contribution % | CcVv VPV VPF RPR
IBURE 7 725 28.74 0.00 28.75 21.72 20.79
Sampling method (5.81) (0.00) (12.09) (6.92) (1.10)
Sy ) 17.60 22.44 16.96 21.26 21.74
Grouping principle (6.83) (33.46) 13.70 13.01 (2.21)
20 Y EURE L1 0.00 93.92 6.08 0.00 0.00
Sampling ratio in  group (0.00) (15.11) (0.53) (0.00) (0.00)
IR SRS (R %) 11.41 43.84 23.77 17.99 2.99
Sampling strategy (12.64) (48.57) (26.32) (19.93) (3.31)
(Cumulative variance)

SRR & 35.42 4.08 4.27 10.00 46.23
Total sampling ratio (68.59) (7.90) (8.27) (19.37) (89.53)
EERFRE 9.60 22.26 33.45 31.03 3.66
Reapt sampling error (18.77) (43.53) (65.41) (60.70) (7.16)

b ZRVEIREG CVARR R VPV RAT I, VPR RINAT 72, RPR: RAMRA LR, $55 AWEUE b7 Z 00k %; 45

AN IBCGR B (IR J7 22 TR R)

Note: I: Shannon diversity index; CV: coefficient of variation; VPV: variance of phenotypic value; VPF: variance of phenotypic
frequency; RPR: ratio of phenotypic traits retained; In bracket number is variance contribution; out bracket number is weighting

coefficient (relative variance contribution)
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TR T5 FE FAR 7 BB

1 2RE BN 1918 5 BRAE SR BT

WS SHI IR 70 1o+ CVos VPV,
VPF, fil RPRq, HUFET vk, Ardl sl 20 EUFE L
i) EBORE: SR s AN S AAERURE 1t 45 JURE 2 K AR BUINAL
SEEIESY %4 Rmy Rg. Riv Rs M1 Rt. #i#54 1
X I R IIA R BT S RIORE 2 IR 5 AN S8R R
B INBCEIIE, K RREINBC A AE A i 2
FERBEL R (M I VPN S H (A LR 2).

1.2 1B 5 35 1F
WREEVEM 2 R IR 3, TH ALK 2
ARQO, RPEARFES AR R R TR T
B, F5 5500 IBRRE IS4 . R 77208
FRECINBCT I 27 SRISHORE I A T B LR,
SR ISIURE S ST AR A ) 1) 2 B3t A% AR ALLRE 1647 )4
KRG ML AREM R, T RO BRI TUAR,
TEs KPR B E AR B JRUUG PE Rt AR 4 M . 2% LR B HURE:

R 2 AR R X BREOINBCT S E 5 A K

TIERAMEEG R L B3, HOL R 82 A BEH LA
SRR BT

1.2.2 53 ¢HIEMEAR
SRV 45 5 W3R 4, S840 S FEda ks
KL 3, WHAXIEK 2 FAX@. Kol
FREOIMBCERME RN BEHLICRE T, SRR IS5
2H <R AEH 3 2 < 3 e <AN 73 21 <W 423 2H <A
Do RBIAE T, M <R I A< Ak
R M <A N <K U <A I 534 o KW
FERHLIRE . BRI SRAEH /4R 7Y
SRR AT AN RSS2y
A WHR Y RS AR IR S 2 e A BRI 2 2 )

1.2.3 2H M BNAE ELIIFEAR

AL LU BIE 25 S WA 5, S84 S FIHL
kg FE 3, HHEAKXNE 2 P AKXG. A
FELEBIRRBOIABCE A RN R . TERENLIGRE ~, ~F
T3 KR E A = 0 B L ] = 2 AR Ll < o e il 7

Table 2 The formula of weighted average rank in different sampling levels

WUFE R FREOINBCT- B T A R

Sampling Levels The formula of weighted average rank

HURE 7 32 (ORM =(l5 X 28.74%+CV X 0%+VPV, X 28.75%+VPF, X 21.72%+RPR, X 20.79%),/100%
Sampling method

34 )E @Rg =(lgX 17.6%+CVy X 22.44%+VPV X 16.96%+VPF, X 21.26%+RPR, X 21.74%)/100%
Grouping principle

2 IR B ®Ri =(ly X 0%+CV, X 93.92%+VPV, X 6.08%+VPF0 X 0%+RPRy X 0%)/100%

Sampling ratio in group

R SR @Rs =(lgX 11.41%+CV, X 43.84%+VPV, X 23.77%+VPF, X 17.99%+RPR, X 2.99%),/100%
Sampling strategy

SR ®Rt =(l X 35.42%+CV, X 4.08%+VPV X 4.27%+VPF, X 10%+RPR, X 46.23%)/100%

Total sampling ratio

3 BRI E R BRI BT 24 (.
Table 3 Weighted average rank for sampling method

W75 ZRHEMESREL 5 R H BT 7 KRBT 7 RIRELLE)  BRECFE
Sampling method | Ccv VPV VPF RPR Average rank
BEALHT: 0.57 0.00 0.58 0.43 0.42 2.00

Random sampling (2.00) (2.00) (2.00) (2.00) (2.00) (2.00)
TR 0.29 0.00 0.29 0.22 0.21 1.00

Cluster sampling (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00)

VE LR REEIREG OV AR E VPVIRRILJy 22, VPRARIIAR Ty 22, RPRARMIR B LU A5 BB N S A AR A SR 1)

B 5540 MBS S BT 24 {8

Note: I: Shannon diversity index; CV: coefficient of variation; VPV: variance of phenotypic value; VPF: variance of phenotypic
frequency; RPR: ratio of phenotypic traits retained; In bracket number is original rank and arithmetic mean; out bracket number is

weighed rank and weighted mean
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X 4 S8 N R EBOIAC T B
Table 4 Weighted average rank for grouping principle

BORETT 5% S s MR ARRY KBITE RERTTE  RBREWE BRECFE
Sampling method ~ Grouping principle | CVv VPV VPF RPR Average rank
REHLHURE KM 0.26 0.56 0.42 0.21 0.33 1.79
Random sampling Origin grouping (1.50) (2.50) (2.50) (1.00) (1.50) (1.80)
it | 0.62 0.22 0.17 0.64 0.33 1.97
Leaves grouping  (3.50) (1.00) (1.00) (3.00) (1.50) (2.00)
R4 0.18 0.90 0.59 0.43 0.22 2.31
Height grouping  (1.00) (4.00) (3.50) (2.00) (1.00) (2.30)
AR IS 41 0.70 0.67 0.68 0.32 0.43 2.81
Zone grouping (4.00) (3.00) (4.00) (1.50) (2.00) (2.90)
BRI 0.26 0.45 0.34 0.32 0.33 1.70
Cluster grouping ~ (1.50) (2.00) (2.00) (1.50) (1.50) (1.70)
Ayl 0.44 0.67 0.42 0.43 0.33 2.29
Not grouping (2.50) (3.00) (2.50) (2.00) (1.50) (2.30)
RSHUFE KM 0.35 0.90 0.51 0.21 0.33 2.30
Cluster sampling  Origin grouping (2.00) (4.00) (3.00) (1.00) (1.50) (2.30)
it 0.44 0.22 0.34 0.43 0.33 1.75
Leaves grouping  (2.50) (1.00) (2.00) (2.00) (1.50) (1.80)
R4l 0.18 0.90 0.17 0.43 0.22 1.89
Height grouping  (1.00) (4.00) (1.00) (2.00) (1.00) (1.80)
SRR IS 21 0.53 0.45 0.51 0.43 0.43 2.35
Zone grouping (3.00) (2.00) (3.00) (2.00) (2.00) (2.40)
BRI 0.35 0.67 0.17 0.43 0.33 1.95
Cluster grouping  (2.00) (3.00) (1.00) (2.00) (1.50) (1.90)
il 0.26 0.79 0.17 0.43 0.33 1.97
Not grouping (1.50) (3.50) (1.00) (2.00) (1.50) (1.90)

I RPN SRS I R 4 3

Note: Abbreviations and data format as in Table 3
RIS, X <2 B U <P 7 AR EL il <
fa PR EE . RWIZEBEHLEIURE R, PO RREEH . X%
U451 R 22 5 1 b 451 40 e A e O B R A P 0 A% A
St BRERCR W AU TR b, H =Rkt Je
B ZES ARSI T, R URE R R S5
ZAEVELIIL R, PO AR IR 22, HIRIRE T WA
ERGIE A=A

1.2.4 BUASRRELA S VTN

AR 2 th A X@OX LT rd s, 4
WIERFELLB 3 AN IRA A TERN 42 FREURE SRS 1)
MR IATERE VY, FREUNMBCT N2 B SR
AR o BEUAR FE TR AR BOMACE S AR 4 T AR5
fH, BRI 5 MSE AR EID N 20%. MK 6 [HIFE
FOMBCFYME AT LAE Y, AT 2 PRIURE SR 21 4 W 4

PO i 7, G i 20 21 4208 B L A5 SR SRS
(LLO)ISRMS AL 45 oy de s R L 2 2 I L)
RRIUE(LGC) I SRmg 4L 5 JL IR, Al PR IR S
FIANARECIBCT S e R IR . TR, ARER Bk
HOMBCT-SIEL R FLE AT, B 28 5 it 7R ) 2 4200
KL SR SEIURE (LLC) Ay o B S s

1.2.5 BREVHE E R E

oo VAR IR 08 3 L e AL HORE: SR 1 5 A
ZHUAEAS ]S ARECRE B0 BN R B AT 244
Ktfre, HHARXIE 2 FARG, gRIK 7.
FH 7 TN, S AR ORE S LLC ZEAN[R) B AR HURY
BEREN, HAR R RE. Ry IR AR 7 228
DL Iaa A, DXAE TR AR B LeAg R 2 e T 4
PN ERSE . BANSFEIEIRE EE, BRI &
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R 5 NI L] I RREOIN BT B {E

Table 5 Weighted average rank for sampling ratio within group

BTV 21 Py B EE 451 ZREPERS AR AR KAV 2z RAURE )y RIEMRRLLE  RRECTEIME
Sampling method ~ Sampling ratio within | CVv VPV VPF RPR Average
group rank
SEALEUFE A L LG 3] 0.00 1.88 0.06 0.00 0.00 1.94
Random sampling  Simple ratio (1.00) (2.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.20)
S5 R A 0.00 0.94 0.06 0.00 0.00 1.00
Square root ratio (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00)
X5 A1 0.00 0.94 0.06 0.00 0.00 1.00
Logarithmic ratio (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00)
Z R L) 0.00 0.94 0.06 0.00 0.00 1.00
Genetic ratio (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (12.00)
FRIAE A L LG 3] 0.00 1.88 0.06 0.00 0.00 1.94
Cluster sampling ~ Simple ratio (1.00) (2.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.20)
P I7 R EA) 0.00 0.94 0.12 0.00 0.00 1.06
Square root ratio (1.50) (1.00) (2.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.30)
LA 0.00 0.94 0.06 0.00 0.00 1.00
Logarithmic ratio (1.50) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.00) (1.10)
Z R L) 0.00 0.94 0.09 0.00 0.00 1.03
Genetic ratio (2.00) (1.00) (1.50) (1.00) (1.00) (1.30)

Vi R SHA S M E s (R 3

Note: Abbreviations and data format as in Table 3

7E 25%LA FAch . SN GRILOR A Lufl o, S RE
Ff 8 50%d5 4, /D ANALT 30%. ZEGKE,
PRICFE AT 40% L FAGE, /DANAKT 35%.
oA Lo T R LU AT B /N 1 % 54 B AR R mT e
KB AL AR S SN, e 5 35% K fe B AR RS
&, IR T 2R E0A 0.6718, RARELL
Bk 94.72%.

TR O R E LLC 35% &R AP
R HT (WK 8), KIMAER L EM RS, A5
MA RN 2 TR AR ORAZ O R H A K
IR LU, Kol & A X b MR R EEIR
PIARRI ARSI L IR NAZ O, e BT R B
VIO FERT R BB 58 4y, ZREMEREER =
$]0.683 4, XA LLHIHE = F] 100% o

2t
2 1BREINILFE B SR EL

25 [ #8(2003) 3KLE(2003) XU H(2000) %%
565 RV ERR A B T R PPN A% O Fh
SRR SRS LS5, I T /KRG HRESEYI R
TR AZ N 2 BIFREL AT & VR AZ Lo Pt ST IR

SRS IRIAT T o ARRRETE AT BE VAN ik i ik
BEATE - BAT 5 L8 AN TR EURE S22 I AN 2 50 A 1)
T A G P S L W R A et
BES SRS TR FREATH, HOPHr a2k ]
REFE o L LE U SR 2 TR A K 22 52 A IRy
Bl AWFFUERT AR B, ST T AL (L)
RIS, RANRTEURE 2 R AN TR 2 50603 AN TR PR
BEREL RARREOIABCT-IEAE h B2 i S AL
AT TSI B RE A BN R S B EAN R =
RIS RN, Sy Z2 70 Je e — Phasgls (15
o BT Z 3 Wit S S AR 2=
DUHRAS ;PR3 BORE 2 R 1 DR A FOBT 8R4 T A P
fiti, F52S 00 A — HURE 2 R AATDR Dok £
AIBCRE e iR AR BRI R 2ot 5 /K
HOWMBCF . 3 PR S A R K ) SR F 2 (A
IBCFEIE, A DU EHE AE 2 mT L BR el
G EEN G YIS AL BN Ve 5y (S MDA D it E 7 4
ZESERATIBOR, AV 45 RN AR o FERL
FARFRINEOL R, G ER S5 S HCF 9 1E,
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R 6 HUPE A ALA IR KON B2 (.
Table 6 Weighted average rank for different sampling strategy

HURE S g VRS BRRH RKAJ5 7% RAVFR T % RARHELH  FRECPSH
Sampling strategy | CVv VPV VPF RPR Average rank
LLC 0.51 (4.50) 1.10 (2.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 3.03 (3.30)
LGC 0.74 (6.50) 0.66 (1.50) 0.59 (2.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 3.06 (3.70)
HPC 0.17 (1.50) 2.41 (5.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.45 (2.50) 0.06 (2.00) 3.45 (2.60)
LGR 0.97 (8.50) 0.44 (1.00) 0.36 (1.50) 1.71 (9.50) 0.07 (2.50) 3.55 (4.60)
LSC 0.40 (3.50) 1.53 (3.50) 0.59 (2.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 359 (3.50)
LLR 0.86 (7.50) 0.66 (1.50) 0.36 (1.50) 1.89 (10.50) 0.07 (2.50) 3.83 (4.70)
CGC 0.29 (2.50) 2.41 (5.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.81 (4.50) 0.07 (2.50) 3.94 (3.30)
CLC 0.29 (2.50) 2.41 (5.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 412 (3.50)
CPC 0.29 (2.50) 2.41 (5.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 412 (3.50)
csc 0.29 (2.50) 2.85 (6.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.63 (3.50) 0.07 (2.50) 420 (3.30)
ZLC 0.74 (6.50) 1.97 (4.50) 1.07 (4.50) 0.45 (2.50) 0.07 (2.50) 431 (4.10)
LSR 0.97 (8.50) 0.88 (2.00) 0.36 (1.50) 2.25 (12.50) 0.07 (2.50) 453 (5.40)
CSR 0.63 (5.50) 2.41 (5.50) 0.59 (2.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 470 (4.30)
ZPC 0.29 (2.50) 2.85 (6.50) 0.83 (3.50) 0.81 (4.50) 0.07 (2.50) 4.85 (3.90)
LPC 0.29 (2.50) 3.29 (7.50) 0.59 (2.50) 0.63 (3.50) 0.07 (2.50) 487 (3.70)
NPC 0.17 (1.50) 3.29 (7.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 488 (3.70)
oLC 0.29 (2.50) 3.29 (7.50) 1.55 (6.50) 0.27 (1.50) 0.07 (2.50) 5.46 (4.10)
HSC 0.17 (1.50) 4.16 (9.50) 0.36 (1.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 5.76 (4.10)
HLC 0.17 (1.50) 4.16 (9.50) 0.24 (1.00) 1.17 (6.50) 0.07 (2.50) 5.82 (4.20)
0sC 0.17 (1.50) 3.29 (7.50) 2.26 (9.50) 0.18 (1.00) 0.07 (2.50) 5.97 (4.40)
ZGC 1.08 (9.50) 1.97 (4.50) 2.26 (9.50) 0.63 (3.50) 0.07 (2.50) 6.02 (5.90)
CPR 0.63 (5.50) 3.29 (7.50) 1.07 (4.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 6.05 (5.10)
OLR 0.51 (4.50) 2.85 (6.50) 2.26 (9.50) 0.63 (3.50) 0.07 (2.50) 6.33 (5.30)
ZsC 0.86 (7.50) 2.41 (5.50) 2.02 (8.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 6.35 (5.90)
OSR 0.40 (3.50) 3.73 (8.50) 1.78 (7.50) 0.63 (3.50) 0.07 (2.50) 6.61 (5.10)
OPC 0.17 (1.50) 5.04 (11.50) 1.31 (5.50) 0.27 (1.50) 0.07 (2.50) 6.86 (4.50)
0GC 0.29 (2.50) 4.16 (9.50) 2.26 (9.50) 0.18 (1.00) 0.07 (2.50) 6.96 (5.00)
CLR 0.74 (6.50) 3.29 (7.50) 2.26 (9.50) 0.81 (4.50) 0.07 (2.50) 7.17 (6.10)
OGR 0.74 (6.50) 3.29 (7.50) 2.73 (11.50) 0.45 (2.50) 0.07 (2.50) 7.29 (6.10)
CGR 0.74 (6.50) 3.73 (8.50) 2.02 (8.50) 1.17 (6.50) 0.07 (2.50) 7.73 (6.50)
HGC 0.17 (1.50) 6.36 (14.50) 0.36 (1.50) 1.17 (6.50) 0.07 (2.50) 8.13 (5.30)
LPR 0.97 (8.50) 3.29 (7.50) 1.78 (7.50) 2.34 (13.00) 0.07 (2.50) 8.45 (7.80)
HPR 0.29 (2.50) 4.60 (10.50) 2.97 (12.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 8.92 (6.70)
ZPR 0.63 (5.50) 5.04 (11.50) 2.26 (9.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 8.99 (6.90)
NPR 0.86 (7.50) 5.04 (11.50) 2.02 (8.50) 1.17 (6.50) 0.07 (2.50) 9.16 (7.30)
ZLR 1.31 (11.50) 4.16 (9.50) 3.57 (15.00) 1.17 (6.50) 0.07 (2.50) 10.29 (9.00)
ZSR 1.20 (10.50) 5.48 (12.50) 3.21 (13.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.07 (2.50) 10.95 (8.90)
OPR 0.63 (5.50) 6.36 (14.50) 2.97 (12.50) 1.17 (6.50) 0.07 (2.50) 11.20 (8.30)
HGR 0.29 (2.50) 7.01 (16.00) 2.73 (11.50) 1.53 (8.50) 0.07 (2.50) 11.64 (8.20)
HSR 0.29 (2.50) 6.80 (15.50) 3.21 (13.50) 1.35 (7.50) 0.07 (2.50) 1171 (8.30)
ZGR 1.37 (12.00) 5.92 (13.50) 3.45 (14.50) 0.99 (5.50) 0.09 (3.00) 11.81 (9.70)
HLR 0.40 (3.50) 6.80 (15.50) 2.50 (10.50) 2.07 (11.50) 0.07 (2.50) 11.83 (8.70)
SR dh 0.20 (1.00) 1.50 (7.50) 1.10 (5.50) 0.30 (1.50) 0.20 (1.00) 3.30 (3.30)
Original bank

I RPSHGE TR XRE 3. BURESRIR4E S 58— N5 Rk OCREEM I 4), LMY 5r4H), HGfER 73 41), Z(7U05 X 35y
), CUMAZEIS P ), N(AZTALRENL); 38 = A REP(FRI LS, SCEITHRELH]), LOSELH]), GEFEEELE); =4k
CORIUHE), R(FEHLIFE)

Note: Abbreviations and data format as in Table 3. Abbreviations for sampling strategy: The First letter: O(Original grouping),
L(leaves grouping), H(height grouping), Z(zone grouping), C(cluster grouping) and N(not grouping); The second letter: P(simPle
ratios), S(square root ratios), L(logarithmic ratios), G(genetic ratios); The third letter: C(cluster sampling), R (random sampling)
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BT I UHORE SN LA R AR IURE B R (1 S 5 b

Table 7 Comparison of parameters for different sampling ratio in best sampling strategy

EURE SR BARRER SRR ARRARM RATTE RAURRT E RARELLE) BRECrISE
Sampling strategy ~ Sampling ratio | CVv VPV VPF RPR Average rank
LLC 10% 1.42 (4.00) 0.04 (1.00) 0.04(1.00) 0.10 (1.00) 3.24 (7.00) 4.84 (2.80)
15% 1.06 (3.00) 0.08 (2.00) 0.06 (1.50) 0.10 (1.00) 2.77 (6.00) 4.08 (2.70)
20% 1.06 (3.00) 0.04 (1.00) 0.06 (1.50) 0.10 (1.00) 2.77 (6.00) 4.04 (2.50)
25% 0.71 (2.00) 0.04 (1.00) 0.11(2.5) 0.10 (1.00) 2.31 (5.00) 3.27 (2.30)
30% 0.71 (2.00) 0.04 (1.00) 0.11(2.5) 0.10 (1.00) 2.08 (4.50) 3.04 (2.20)
35% 0.71 (2.00) 0.04 (1.00) 0.11(2.5) 0.10 (1.00) 1.62 (3.50) 2.57 (2.00)
40% 0.53 (1.50) 0.04 (1.00) 0.13(3.00) 0.10 (1.00) 1.16 (2.50) 1.96 (1.80)
45% 0.53 (1.50) 0.04 (1.00) 0.11(2.5) 0.10 (1.00) 1.16 (2.50) 1.93 (1.70)
50% 0.35 (1.00) 0.04 (1.00) 0.11(2.5) 0.10 (1.00) 0.92 (2.00) 1.53 (1.50)
JR UG 100% 0.20 (1.00) 0.60 (3.00) 0.60 (3.00) 0.40 (2.00) 0.20 (1.00) 2.00 (2.00)
Original bank

Vi R SHA S Mg (R 3

Note: Abbreviations and data format as in Table 3

% 8 %L LLC35 % 1R B T R AR 0

Table 8 Phenotypic trait lost in the best pre-core collection LLC35%

RAIPEIR AMEETFLY SR EL T RBTINERAE DAL 2

Phenotypic trait Code discription Total Number Phenotypic trait lost situation and processing

FITAITEAR 4 [ HE T2 2 TR, JRIR PR ERE 1 4

Internodes shape 4 Conoidal Lost, 1 sampled from original pool

REEEAN 51 5] 73 3 B EE TR, REREE BRI 1 6

Internodes shape 5 Obconoidal Lost some replication, 1 sampled from other replication
254210 %104 3 W EEER, RERES LA 160

Salk diameter 10 10 Group Lost some replication, 1 sampled from other replication
9 o4l 3 W EEER, RERES LA 160

Lamina length 9 9 Group Lost some replication, 1 sampled from other replication
58 434 10 %104 3 W EEER, RERES LA 160

Lamina width 10 Goup Lost some replication, 1 sampled from other replication

2. 2B SREGITEMN 5 4R

WOREDT 5 4 ZHL IS DRI 2 P SR L9 B A7y
MG W], PRSP A% OB TR IR VR A TR
BORE, BB i) 3 LI I TR A TSR A
WIRERIN L, Ll (R AL A JBORE B A51 D o i B g A 22
FEPEELH . (H7 2200 TG RR N, PR 4
JE A A HRORE LB SE R R AR AR SRR, D
BER U AR 7 ik s Boclf (R 20 21 i DRI 5 2 RO 4 A
HORE LA REdL & e I EOPE S . 3810,
ASWFFUAERE foe U SIS I, R T 285 70T
Jriks,  Be o M2 ORE S 4 1 I RREOI ATy
B, FHEBRBORRENA S, HaarZohTh
S B e S AL P IR R BRI R,

A3 B AL A

234518

ARSCFIEEE RRW, AEBESF ) A% O TR
W, RRIUREL T RN LR . SRR, L4y
HHETH ) S B BURE(LLC) A2 /0 2R 5 . 2 Py B,
LEA R TR R B AL o A6 B e R AR HURY: £2:35%
Al b, RERANERIMRAER AL, R RIRR
PER AT ) MA AL O, BT 30 580 #4
BHORIZAZ O, 7 S IEI139.46%, AR Z I
15%10.6834, A5t R¥37.577 4, £ 7750494 8,
FANR 7 720.107 9, KA LLH11100%, SR
BART R
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MR EFH*
31K 5 HIRFR

DA ] 55 H T 0 0% 9058 8] R AT (1) 147 173 B 25 Ay it
TR, R U R B A R e b A R S A
O (b BRI SRR . HEIR) B AR HE QTR
2K )RR SRR (T R . PR 25055 R
UEEE, B G R bR e SE B 2 . CHE R ot
PR R B RN H P AR v ) (2575 FIYE YL, 2006) A1
CAAED T 08 P 5 e AR ) (875 A
Yk, 2008), EECPEIRAHT21A MR (T 1
o Bk, R, A AR E AR KA
K. WTRAR. BOGHT I B OGS 1 A
o, WK BRI . Rk, AR SR, R
KR AR WRAHS . 0. )
FSANECE PR (R 2288, L 58 HRAE).
o B0 MR AT TR AR A AR B, DLSP R R A
e, 0.5 FrHEZE A A4y 41040

32ARFA*

HRHtE i AT 45 H (KR4, 2003), AHF5TIEH
A 5 4 (coefficient of variation, CV) . &R L LML
#(Shannon diversity index, 1). #1452 (variance of
phenotypic value, VPV). FRHIiFH J5 % (variance of
phenotypic frequency, VPF)FI1 %1 {5 81 L9l (ratio of
phenotype retained, RPR)5 /NS A Bt 41 k% o
PP FaAR. MRS, 4L N EREER]. 2 P9 EURE
JIE3A S UIR T R R B S5 AT A% O T 1) e AR
Ko HSEUIAT /AT 55, FHSRRECTIA(E N
(EURE SR AT . 2 25 UAT R b4 4H.(0, 941).
RIS EA(L, 1040) k- 41(H, 1041). ARIX IR
Y1(z, 541) ERREIRAL(C, 34L) AT LBEHL(N);
SN EURE EL AT TR B LA (P) . RPBCEEBII(L) P AR
LI (S)RIZAEPELLBI(G) s 4L EURE 7100 b B 2K
FEC)RIBEHLERE(R) o A_ESANEURE IZ VR 5 R 427 EY
FESRNS o AR AIE IV BAZ O EIURE R, B9
PREURERRE (10%. 15%. 20%. 25%. 30%. 35%-.
40%- 45%F150%) AT/ BT AL, FEBRREIR3IR A

PE WG O BT EE S SAS S BT AR
FoXpro R4t F4fEsil, 52 HrfiDuncan EALK:
#£SPSS 15.0 FiE1T, Nested L3523 #£ESAS 8.1
ARG T o BURESRIE [ LU o AR FHRR A IR P38
(17578, BISeXHRIGSH0N TNested 5007 %, bt

FBHAEWFE T AR AL, Rk
HURERSEACT 4% B IR AT 25 otk M ey
FETTIRIR IR/ INTE S B R AR B (RH 7 2 Dk
#); FHIE IS Duncan 2 HEATE 75 25 43 BT A IUAS [R] HURE
HW TS SHINE S, BEUEARIR N ZER AN EE,
PREUEA RN B 255 et s B
BRE A S EIRREOINBCT- M, BREINBCT
B B/ N BIHRF A R SR L5, (BN
W M ERAL
1E& Tk

B XUBTE I KA S R AR AT I S 86 e v
FISZIS T FCIFAT A s B2 X B I5 K AE 58 e 73
WIHIRA S NEESE . blisE K D I 1R AL S g0 AR R R G
Hedls JOURHL RS R IH MR B E KT, 1S IRi
i BAEST, RXEESEN. AAREE AR R R
LA

Bt

AT HH 2 1 4 N SE R 5T R S 5 00 H (2006C-
00132). ANVFBIEDRI T BEIR ORI H (NB2010-2130135-17)
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