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Phenotypic Diversity of Lagerstroemia indica Cultivars
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Abstract ; The research team studied the diversity of 17 phenotypic classification characters of 111 Lagerstro-
emia indica cultivars. The results showed that L. indica cultivars were rich in phenotypic diversity , with mean diver-
sity index( Shannon’s index,H") of 0. 707. On the whole,the morphological diversity index of quantitative trait was
greater than that of qualitative trait. We noted significant variation in both 2 qualitative characteristics ( color, claw
color) and 5 quantitative characteristics ( flower diameter, flower number, length and width of inflorescence, 1000-
seed weight) ,with H' being greater than 1. 2 and 1. 4 respectively. The degree of phenotypic genetic diversity among
different groups of L. indica cultivars varied considerably. The diversity index from high to low: L. indica Rubra
Group( H' =0. 838) , L. indica Amabilis Group( H' =0. 823) , L. indica Alba Group( H' =0.696) , L. indica dwarf
Group( H' =0.604) ,L. indica Bicolor Group ( H' =0.573). Based on principal component analysis, the contribu-
tion rate of the principal components of 2 qualitative traits and 5 quatitative traits was estimated to be 67. 70% , in-
cluding the inflorescence length ,inflorescence width,number of flowers,, number of flower colors, flower color,1000-
seed weight,claw color,leaf color,branchlet four prism, potpourri,and flower diameter( 11 morphological trait index
in total ) ,which represented the traits of the phenotypic classification of L. indica varieties. Based on the traits of

phenotypic classification ,the 111 L. indica varieties could fall into five groups,and the genetic clustering was closely
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related to color and plant type. The general evolutionary trend of 4 cultivar groups with color as the main classifica-

tion traits was;from L. indica Amabilis Group to L. indica Rubra Group,then to L. indica Alba Group,and finally to

L. indica Bicolor Group.

Key words : Lagersiroemia indica cultivar;genetic diversity ;morphological characteristic ; clustering analysis
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Table 1 Names and origins of 111 Lagerstroemia indica varieties
Fre ri 24 K || ri 24 K 5
Number Varietal name Origin || Number Varietal name Origin
1 MR L. indica* Jin Wei’ MY (|57 FELLTH L. indica* Cuipan Hongfen’ W BRI
2 SR B 2% L. indica‘ Zhouban Jinwei’ M |58 Z4H5 L. indica* Duohua Fen’ W BRI
3 AL L. indica‘ Chuizhi Zi’ HE I BE {59 21 JNZ A8 L. indica Hongzhao Duohua Fen’ W EE AR
4 A6 L. indica‘ Duohuo Zi’ WEXIH (|60 21 )TH} L. indica‘ Hongzhao Fen’ BRI RRH
5 2T )N L. indica‘ Hongzhao Jinwei’ WP (|61 HH#ELL)TH; L. indica ‘ Zhie Hongzhao Fen’ TR AR BH
6 285 L. indica Zi Xia’ Wi E T |62 T} L. indica* Chuizhi Fen’ iR [Aiwid
7 %% L indica‘ Zi Yu’ WITE 1 |63 SEREKS L. indica* Pingzhi Fen’ i e[ AEwa'd
8 W% L indica* Lan Zi’ TP 1 || 64 BB L. indica* Zhizhi Fen’ WAL
9 A4 L. indica Pingzhi 7i Wr K> (|65 41 K L. indica* Red Rocket’ B
10 HHE % L. indica* Zhizhi Zi’ WK (|66 21 KK L. indica* Dynamite’ %M
11 KA L. indica® Changbin Jinwei’ EEAREA (|67 LI 484% L. indica‘ Pink Velour’ FEH
12 KAEFRIL AR L. indica‘ Dahua Cuipan Jinwei’ WEEAREE ||68 L NEIRLT L. indica* Zizhao Meigui Hong’ W BRI
13 Lo EAR [ indica* Zie Jinwei’ HEFAREA [|69 FRFLELT L. indica* Cuipang Zihong’ i EaRay e
14 LT R IR A L. indica ‘ Hongjin Zihuan Jinwei”  WIRGABMH ||70 %7 L. indica‘ Bai Mi Xiang’ R
15 B EE A% L. indica‘ Shanhu Jinwei’ AREHREA (|71 KAEH L. indica‘ Da Hua Bai’ 57 HB BH
16 KT 2E AL L. indica* Changzhao Shanhu Jinwei” FEFARFH |72 38 L. indica* Zi Huan’ R AR
17 L HEF5 L. indica ‘ Duohua Jinxiu’ ArEEBEA || 73 IR L. indica‘ Danzihuan’ 157 HB FH
18 ZAEEHETE L indica‘ Duohua Zihuan Jinxiu®  WIFgERFH ||74 FHHLFI T L. indica Fujian Zazhongbai’ i A
19 HEEE L. indica* Jianmin Zi’ W EREE {75 = W8 L. indica* Baiyun Yinxia’ WK
20 ERE L indica* Baoqing Zi’ WEEAREE ||76 R L. indica‘ Chuizhi Bai’ MR
21 FEPIREE L. indica* Baoqing Danzi’ AR {77 SRS L. indica® Pingzhi Bai’ Tl M
22 4% L. indica* Xiang Zi’ WIFHEBEH || 78 BHHBA L indica* Zhizhi Bai’ AT R M
23 LI EHAE L. indica ¢ Honghuan Zhizhizi’ WA (|79 VKt EWE L. indica  Bingging Yudie’ St Bt FH
24 KAEHAE L. indica* Dahua Zhizhizi’ WIRIHEEH |80 SRJTUREE L. indica* Zizhao Yinwei’ S BEEH
25 21 JNE K 4K L. indica ‘ Hongzhao Zhizhizi’ W FREA (|81 INEERAE L. indica* Xiaohua Yinwei’ PO R
26 RINER L. indica‘ Danzhao Jinwei’ WIFHREH |82 FITUNEERB, L. indica‘ Changzhao Xiaohua Yinwei” {155 H} FH
27 INETER 4R L. indica ‘ Xiaohua Chuizhizi’ W EREH (|83 ZAWHK A L. indica‘ Duohua Zhizhi Bai’ 1 FE AR BH
28 L1 TRE L. indica * Hongzhao Shenzi’ WIFGHBEH |84 RN HEA L. indica Yinbian Jinwei’ BRI
29 KR L. indica* Changzhao Zi’ IEEAREA (|85 AR AR L. indica* Yinbian Chuipan Jinwei’ W EEABEH
30 KA L. indica‘ Dahua Zi’ G EBEH ||86 ZHE R L. indica‘ Duohua Ziyun’ 5 e AR BH
31 LTBE%E [ indica* Honge Zi’ EEAREE (|87 KR L. indica‘ Dahua Ziyun’ W BRI
32 217 L. indica* Honglei’ EFAREE |88 KA 22 L. indica‘ Dahua Wanzi’ W BRI
33 LR L. indica* Pinpan Zi’ HEAREH {89 KRAEIR I 45 L. indica ‘ Dahua Danzhao Wanzi’ W BRI
34 S JNERY L. indica* Zizhao Jinwei’ WFHREH |90 Z1ffi %8 L. indica* Hongjin Wanzi’ WFEHB A
35 M4 L. indica’ Huaye Ziwei’ W FREA (|91 RN L. indica ‘ Danzhao Wanzi’ 157 HB BH
36 HEEHERY L. indica‘ Zhie Jinwei’ IREHEEA |92 KAERNEE L. indica‘ Dahua Zhaolu’ W
37 AL L. indica* Jianmin Hong’ WIREHEEA (|93 WAL L. indica‘ Shuangse Hongwei’ BRI
38 INERERYLL L. indica ¢ Xiaohua Jianmin Hong’ WIFGHBEH |94 W 24 L. indica‘ Xiangnv Duoqing’ 157 HE BH
39 FEIRLL L. indica* Baoging Hong’ HEAREH [|95 ¥3AZe L. indica* Fen Xiangnv’ W BRI
40 WAZL L. indica  Xiang Hong’ WEEHREE ||96 AR L. indica ‘ Furongmian’ VLV &
41 HRLL L. indica‘ Meigui Hong’ IR AR (|97 fHAEN L. indica‘ Qiao Jiaren’ WAL R
42 LT RIE L. indica‘ Hongdie Feiwu’ g1 AR {198 MEEER L. indica* Fen Xiugiu’ 1) e 487 BH
43 LR )N L. indica‘ Lvzhao Hongdie’ IEEHEEA |99 INAEZ PR L. indica ¢ Xiaohua Zazhong Fen’ I ERIH
44 ZEIE L. indica ¢ Hongtongtong” WIFEHLEA |[100 INELIRY IR S L. indica‘ Xiaohua Huafen Liuyun’  J1FgHBFH
45 LI L. indica * Hongshanhu’ WG ABEE ||101 KRAEZFPH) L. indica‘ Dahua Zazhong Fen’ 51 R AR BH
46 I K L. indica‘ Caixia Miantian’ PO R | 102 KAE = J\HE4E L. indica‘ Dahua Eba Nianhua’ 15 e AR BH
47 AR L. indica* Jianmin Fen’ EEAREE ([103 Z@H¥) L. indica‘ Duose Fen’ W BRI
48 INEEHS L. indica * Xiaohua Fen’ WEEAREE || 104 WAL L. indica® Shuangse Jinwei’ EE AR EH
49 BB L. indica‘ Fen Shanhu’ WG EBEH || 105 Iy L. indica* Yinbian Fen’ W EE AR
50 B L. indica‘ Fen Hudie’ EIREHEREA || 106 34T L. indica‘ Yinbian Hong’ WIMHEE
51 KAEHHWIME L. indica  Dahua Fen Hudie’ EIREHREA ([107 JEH: HALL L. indica‘ Aisheng Zhizhi Hong’ RGN0 BH
52 ¥ L. indica* Fenjin’ DU )1 AR {108 JRIEEAN L. indica Aisheng Zhizhi Fen’ T D) BH
53 KAER & L. indica ¢ Dahua Fenjin’ IR EREH {109 SRH41 L. indica® Aisheng Hong ’ T D) FH
54 FRILIRITH & L. indica“ Cuipan Danzhao Fenjin®  WImgHBFH ||110 SEATERN L. indica“ Aisheng Chuizhi Fen’ T D) FH
55 TE 25K} i L. indica‘ Huangyao Fenjin’ ARG ABEE ||111 SR EAE L. indica® Aisheng Zhizhi Zi’ T D) B
56 HEHMN L. indica‘ Zhie Fenjin’ IR AR BH
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Table 2 The main morphological characters, identification standard and measuring method of Lagerstroemia indica cultivars
il %2 MR M7
;ﬁfe Morphnz;fjfamers ORI LAY Criteria for recording and classification Measii:::t/ielhnd
1 FRAY PT L TR 2 R 3 0 ERERN b oS
2 KR BT 1 IFR;2 AL s BT 3 A =R
3 /ML BEP 1. DOR AR 52 . DO B 52 i
4 /MBS BWW 1 R RS2 MRS ;3 . B =i
5 EA R AR 2 KB IRTE ;3  BIBNTE 4 . 44 TE SR
6 LG 14052, 4060;3 . 50 R
1. s2 5003 R4 AR5 R
7
. 1RG0 2 TR (053 LT (054 02T (055 . 5
’ PHRE DeC 65 7 R 2 8 R (9, 20 ek
9 FEEEL TNOFC 1.1 FE;2.2 i =R
10 HHE P 170 200 % 3 WLHE
11 RITBAR SS 1 FE 52 A IR 53 . [ B Zifih 1R =i
12 A F LRI 2 B F i3 e o
13 14 FD 10 YOPHE iZe SN
14 FHAEE NOF 10 YOFHME T
15 K IL 10 YOTHMH HR
16 LT 58 IW 10 YOPHE HR
17 Fh TR 1000-SW 1000 FifpFEE, TE 3 KTV HLFRAE

PT:Plant type,BT:Branch type,BFP:Branchlet four prism, BWW ; Branchlet with wings, LS : Leaf shape,LC: Leaf color, FC: Flower color, DCC:Disc claw

color, TNOFC ; The Number of flower color, P; Potpourri, SS; Seed shape, F; Flowering, FD : Flower diameter, NOF : Number of flower, IL: Inflorescence long,
IW : Inflorescence width,1000-SW :1000-seed weight,The same as below

K3 EERMREUERFRSHRSENE

Table 3  The frequency distribution and diversity of qualitative characteristics of Lagerstroemia indica cultivars
TEASPEIR Hi# (% ) Frequency SRS P
Morphological character 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 u F value
BEA PT 90. 09 2.70 7.21 0. 381 3.699 =
Fi %Y BT 60. 36 36. 04 3.60 0.792 5.985""
/NEZPUE BFP 1.80  98.20 0. 090 0. 109
/NEHSH BWW 1.80  98.20 0. 090 16.703 **
e LS 83.78 8. 11 6.31 1. 80 0.599 1.192
LG 98.20 0.90 0.90 0.103 5.560 "
1Et8 FC 12. 61 18.92 8. 11 1. 80 9.91 2.70  22.52 1. 80 21.62 1.918 2.330
HEM {2 DCC 90. 01 7.21 25.23 51.35 2.70 1. 80 0.90 0.90 0.90 1.271 0. 667
HEENOFC 78.38 20.72 0.517 0. 656
WP 98.20 1. 80 0. 090 0. 109
RITBR FS 46.85  50.45 2.70 0. 800 0.519
M F 1. 80 74. 28 23.92 0. 870 11.929 **

F0.05(241os> =3.07, FO.OI(Z,IOS) =4.

79, The same as below
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AT K LT TE R 2R B S (H > 1.8)
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4 ADECEER G S S R B 30% | TR TR
A BB/, U 14.90% . ik 5 %
PEARLEAS G (R R A0 A p U AR R AR Sk 8 T
W 2K (P <0.01) , Higr 4 S Bes PR g 22 S
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Table 4 Morphological diversity statistics of quantitative traits of Lagerstroemia indica cultivars
AR T RORME ROME SR BRE% BRERN ZEHEN P
Morphological characters Mean Max. Min. Range SD (%)CV H F value
14 (em) FD 5.613 10. 000 1. 000 9. 000 1.973 35.20 1.974 5.423 "
F ALK NOF 5.550 10. 000 2. 000 8. 000 1.971 35.50 1.974 1.652
AEF A (em) IL 5.559 10. 000 2.000 8. 000 1.751 31.50 1. 845 0.617
8758 (em) IW 5.396 10. 000 2. 000 8. 000 1. 696 31.40 1. 845 1. 098
5 TR H (g) 1000-SW 8.703 10. 000 6. 000 4.000 1.298 14.90 1.479 1.390

2.3 AREEBEMEMRETREESHELR
R 126 T 36 JC P 58 2 ot o () AR L R RR TR, 2
ZEERY PN S8 A SC T R Ak AL R Y 4
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i PP LTS R B A SRR A0 R R
Az S FREE T 4 SRR LI oy R AR A AR LA
WRALEEIX 4y, B2 S AT, Bk 5 A dh Ry &
RUPE IR 22 FF P 45 8053 51 o 0.823 0. 838 ,0. 696,
0.573 F10. 604 , HoOF- 5 ZREMEFEHCN 0. 707, 3% 7 HH
AR EE B SRR 2 8], TR A MR 1 2 R P4 Y

AR 2SS, Hod, 28 M e S 24
PEAE Bt i, BB /NRCESE AR @R Fh T TR
4 AHEIRAN oAl 13 S PRAR A9 22 B PR 18 B i T B
A Aty AR PR B9 P SR, 455 2 — L8 B A H 20
FOMERITEIR (PR AEE o e fEfR R AE
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Table 5 Comparison of morphological diversity index of different Lagerstroemia indica cultivar groups

. %ﬁ%ﬁ ﬁ'ﬁf él?x%‘u% ﬁﬁ‘f %&?ﬁ%ﬁ ﬁfﬁf ’E’éﬁ ﬁlﬁf @iﬁ: ﬁ*ﬁ‘f e
Morphological character L. indica L. indica L. indica L. indica L. indica Mean
Amabilis Group Rubra Group Alba Group Bicolor Group dwarf Group
PRI PT 0.127 0. 437 0.257 0 0 0. 164
i BT 0. 809 0. 682 0.876 0.615 0. 950 0.786
/MBI BFP 0. 127 0.136 0 0 0 0.053
/N HAE BWW 0 0 0 0 0.673 0.135
e LS 0. 127 0. 690 0.759 0.387 0.673 0.527
- LC 0.127 0.136 0 0 0 0.053
1A FC 0.998 0. 841 0 0 1.332 0.634
IS DCC 1. 126 1. 107 1. 029 0.531 1.055 0. 070
1B NOFC 0 0 0 0 0. 500 0.100
&P 0 0.136 0.257 0 0 0.079
145 FD 1.954 1.789 1.772 1. 449 1.055 1. 604
LB NOF 1.929 1. 826 1. 847 1.828 0.673 1.621
K IL 1.740 1.562 1.673 1. 449 0.673 1.419
BP9 TW 1.787 1.810 1.233 1. 145 0.673 1.330
RATEIR FS 0.791 0. 800 0. 693 0. 838 0. 673 0. 759
A FT-R T 1000-SW 1.527 1.290 1. 171 1. 145 1.332 1.293
W F 0.814 1.003 0.257 0.356 0 0. 486
SEYAH Mean 0.823 0. 838 0. 696 0.573 0. 604 0.707

2.4 EEBRMESESHENERS ST

DR Ay 52 1 5 5 b RO T2 S R 2 Rk B TR R A
2 38 i 22 AR g ) A AT, BESS TNV A8 M i
NS R BRTEIEAS ZRE PR B R 9 FE T F2 a4
R AR RN BT R 3 S 1 B 3 A0 O A Bl , LARRAE (L
KT 1 R hrifERR I B 53, B 7 A E s 1) R T
HRE 67.70% 15 T e 4 K5 B (%
6), FBIX 7 A>T AL RE W 17 MR Y S A HE
Tk, HH SR 1 R RRIEEN 2. 7157, BTk N
15.97% , FEFRALIT 98 ALTAS 5 AREORN /N 233
WAE, 2 EMA MR N 2. 1228, GTER R N
12.49% , FE R OE L OB ToE, 3 &
RATFIAFEAE A 1. 8389, Tk R A 10. 82% , £
P TR EIRE, 54 E R IEE S
1.5210, 5iHkE 9 8.95% , 3= By J T 46 19) AN
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Table 6 Principal component analysis of morphological diversity of Lagerstroemia indica cultivars

JIZ Y ERIN F 4> Principal component

Morphological character 1 2 3 4 3 6 7
PR PT -0.2102 -0. 3486 0.3914 0.1348 0. 0968 -0.0014  0.2056
R BT -0.2661 -0.2114  -0.0506 0. 0997 -0.3168 0.0695  0.2177
/MU BFP 0. 0479 0.0127 0.0610 0.2388 -0.1219 0.3292  -0.5413
/NEHE BWW 0.3128 0.2597  —0.2483 -0.0883 0. 0938 -0.1300 -0.0429
5 LC 0. 0325 -0.0664  —0.0880 0. 0440 0. 5283 0.5338 -0.1770
e LS -0. 1547 -0.2154 0.2333 0.3635 0.1237 0.1484 -0.1110
e FC ~0. 0486 0. 4249 0.4372 0.1052 0. 0666 -0.0407 -0.0055
B DCC -0.1613 0.0697  —0.1093 0. 3869 0.3077 -0.4394  0.1814
HEEE NOFC -0. 0440 0. 4900 0. 3027 0.2670 0.0232 -0.1718 -0.0877
1P 0. 1045 -0. 1476 0.1520 -0.3336 0.1513 -0.4004 -0.5352
4% FD 0.2988 0. 1968 0. 1010 -0.2051 -0.0232 0.2634  0.4289
# L NOF 0.3880 -0.1707 0.1591 0.3133 -0. 1647 -0.0831 -0.0139
P K IL 0. 4665 -0.1656  —0.0120 0. 2451 0.1417 -0.1202  0.0824
BT 58 IW 0. 4848 -0. 1578 0. 0633 0.1923 0. 0651 0.0340  0.1270
RITEAIR FS -0. 1451 -0.1579 0. 0633 0. 1923 0. 0651 0.0340  0.1270
FpFFhIE 1000 - SW 0.0708 0. 1880 0.4371 -0.2123 -0.0175 0.2340  0.0778
e F 0. 0086 -0.2949 0. 3430 -0.3781 0. 3507 -0.1577  0.1192
FHIE{A Eigenvalue 2.7157 2.1228 1. 8389 1.5210 1. 1276 1.1157  1.0669
TTHk R (% ) Contribution rate 15.97 12.49 10. 82 8.95 6.63 6.56 6.28
TR (% ) Accumulative contribution rate 15.97 28.46 39.28 48.23 54. 86 61.42 67.70
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