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Abstract

Using Garden soil, peat and sand as substrate materials, the effects of 4 kinds of substrates on
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plant height, stem diameter, regeneration bulb weight and propagation coefficient of Tylipa hy-
bridus were studied. The results showed that the effects of different proportion of culture medium
on plant height, stem diameter, regeneration bulb weight and propagation coefficient of Tylipa
hybridus were very significant. The best medium was garden soil: peat: sand = 2:1:1, the average
plant height, stem diameter, regeneration bulb weight and propagation coefficient were all higher
than the average. The correlation analysis of growth amount of tulip in different culture media
showed that the growth amount had a very significant positive correlation with each other. By
studying the effects of different culture media on the growth and regeneration of Tylipa hybridus,
the suitable compound culture media was selected to provide theoretical support and technical
guidance for the cultivation of Tylipa hybridus.
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Table 1. ANOVA of different culture media of Tylipa hybridus
=1 BEEFENREERAESH

B DRLIEN P H I ¥175 F Sig.
7=l 657.575 3 219.192 7.252 0.000
E-viil 2.000 3 0.667 7.653 0.000

TRk 24.435 3 8.145 8.404 0.000
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Table 2. Effects of different culture media on height of Tylipa hybridus
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A 40.04 0.97 10.92 3.23
B 39.55 1.01 10.35 211
C 37.21 0.82 10.26 2.09
D 35.55 0.76 10.12 1.05
Bt 38.09 0.89 10.54 2.12
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Table 3. Correlation analysis between growth traits of Tylipa hybridus
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