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Abstract

To rapidly breed new Anthurium varieties, this study established a comprehensive evaluation sys-
tem for important ornamental traits of F1 generation from Anthurium hybrid combinations.
Twenty F1 generation individuals were initially selected from different hybrid combinations, and
their key ornamental traits were observed and statistically analyzed during the full flowering pe-
riod. Finally, 19 evaluation indicators affecting the ornamental characteristics of Anthurium were
determined. A “hierarchical-gray correlation analysis method” combining Analytic Hierarchy Pro-
cess (AHP) and Gray Correlation Analysis (GRA) was used to construct the evaluation system. Through
AHP, the top 5 indicators by weight were determined as spathe number (0.1514), plant size (0.1460),
spathe color (0.1449), spathe area (0.1318), and plant type (0.0803). Based on the above weights,
GRA was used to calculate the weighted correlation degree between 20 F1 individuals and the “ideal
variety”, which were divided into 3 grades. The results showed that 5 individuals (X5, X7, X9, X17,
X20) belonged to Grade I (r =2 0.750) with excellent comprehensive traits, which are expected to be
developed into new varieties.

Keywords

Anthurium Andraeanum, Hybrid F1 Generation, Ornamental Traits, Hierarchical-Gray Correlation
Analysis Method, Comprehensive Evaluation

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 3]
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2. MN5EFE
2.1. KB

ARG T 2023 4 9 FH~2024 48 11 FAE] M4 S F5OWBHEOR A PR 2> 5] WEAEFFAE 7 st il =
AT, PEAMBIN A F] 2021 SETT 2SS H AR T 3R KM FE2ZAE F1 AR, W10
et K HE R B MR R AP 20 AREDFEBEAT PRI FIC 5 .

22. MEHMRESFZE

#4115 DUS MR B[ 7] A SLLZ i A A G PPN SCR[1]-[3], FFES &L 5K, A AR &5 i 1)
B B 19 ME OV FRAR: BREL(PL). HER KN (P2). fEm H I (P3). fERIEEL(P4). {EEIEL H (P5)-
TERTHA(P6). LRTEAR(PT) AL H-LEE(PS) A4 HAOFE(PY). fEMEFH(P10). fEMIK(P11). fE/FK(P12).
B BUE(PL3) . 4B (P14) . HHTHF(PLS). HHE(P16). HARE(P17) MFLP18). M TEAR(P19).
Hor, TREHH . ECHERACIA R AR e 20 S W B MR RN (bR + R TE)27 TR
ferm i3 “PeRi - mbf K THE R AR, TR [ DT AR VR 8] MREYRL TR/ I
P 0 2 HoRVERINGE J7:22% (e g lta ) (7], BMEFRESENE 3 I, BCFME.
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PRI DLt IR AR 2 EEAE R o b, MR R/ bk R R 2 A —F, e i i e e K 5 it
WA B ZE M8, AEE AR AR AR [ 7 R 8], AEA /N e K FE A5 B 2 AT — 2.

FIF Yaahp FAFEATZRAT, SR AR VEAN FEAR X £5 A MR PR, S 2K € DRI B 43 T D7 v
3R 20 AR RGN FEAR R RGO R, A GAUEAE R SCHR R B — PSR OCEREE, JF
WL A IR (L OCR FEAE AT 70 2, LA ERTE TSR A Excel 2010 Yaahp JZ X3t Al
SPSS HAT G T -

3. ERESH
3.1. BRSO irEE &N IERIOINE

3.1.1. BRGHTEMRBAEAL

RABFEARIFIRE R R, WE “HRE - AN - w2 - IR IS EURERLGE 1), Kb E
VBN “OBELGEAENZ)” , ARZEHFE “BARMECL” “AEFMEIRC2)” “M A (C3)” 335, WlEEN
19 AN BARVEA Fa bR, BARZ AR 20 A4S F1ACELRE .

Table 1. Hierarchical analysis evaluation model

1. RROIITFMIER

HirE@) ZIRE(C) HEE(P) &2 D)
FEEL(P1)

FEAKPE(CT) FE R R /INP2)

FENT AN i 4T A

LRGN ) T o, I
CHELEE(P4)
TEHBIEIR(C2) -

1ER%H (P5)

DOI: 10.12677/amb.2025.144021 182 AEYIRTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2025.144021

Epa

TEALTH A (P6)
TERTZIR(PT)
JEHAUBE(PS)
A B ERPY)
1A RL(P10)
K (P11)
FK(P12)
B Bt (P13)
T EEL(P14)
HTIA(P15)
HF(C3) H#(P16)
K (P17)
FHARAR(P18)
R TEAR(P19)

3.1.2. FIETEREAAES—BERE

MR AL R RAIHTEIRE R, S5 & PRI R R L A PRI M B R Wi SR I
KFFAEEZ THHEE, MEZALTHR. SR H . WERERE 1~9 LoBlbs 20T 999 % fabr ] i AR
X E BT PR, AT AHARSRB I AR R MR FE(R 2 MR 3), sRIAEANIEEE T Z S5 AR AR AR EJR
PBLCEARL, R R B B B KRR Amax, FRARAE VAT BEAL — BCMESR AR RI(E 3)5R HH—ShEEA b ifE CR,
BEAT B FIWRE R ) — B S . 25 CR < 0.1, UEHAPTE AL fAIWrE FE AR B R — 2ok, 15 &2 %E

Table 2. Z-C judgment matrix, consistency test and weight ranking

2. Z-C GRS . —HUMHARI RANEHF

V/ Cl C2 C3 W

CI 1 4 1/3 0.2706
C2 1/4 1 1/6 0.6442
C3 3 6 1 0.0852

max = 3.0536 CI =0.0268 IR = 0.52 CR =0.0516 <O0.1.

Table 3. C-P judgment matrix, consistency test and weight ranking

= 3. C-Pi FIBREERE . —HMHAQLE RANEHF

C1-Pi

C1 P1 P2 P3 Wi Herp Wy HAEF
Pl 1 12 2 0.2970 2 0.0803 5
P2 2 1 3 0.5396 1 0.1460 2
P3 12 1/3 1 0.1634 3 0.0442 8

Amax = 3.0092 CI = 0.0046 IR = 0.52 CR =0.0088 <0.1.
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C2-Pi

C2 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 P9 P10 P11 P12 Wi HER W BHER

P4 1 4 1 3 9 9 4 3 202327 2 0.1449 3
P5 14 1 3 4 9 9 5 7 302350 1 0.1514 1
P6 1 173 1 5 7 6 5 7 302046 3 0.1318 4
P7 13 14 15 1 5 6 6 7 1 0.1067 4  0.0688 6
P$ 19 19 177 15 1 1 13 12 14 0.0221 8 00142 13
PO 19 19 16 16 1 1 13 12 14 0020 9 00142 14
PIO 14 15 15 16 3 3 1 2 1/4 00442 6  0.0285 10
PIl 13 17 1T U1 2 2 12 1 13 00337 7 00217 11
PI2 12 13 153 1 4 4 4 3 1 0.0990 5  0.0638 7

Amax = 9.9819 CI =0.1227 IR = 1.46 CR =0.0841 <0.1.

C3-Pi
C3 P13 P14 P15 P16 P17 P18 P19 Wi Herp Wy  BHEEF
P13 1 12 1/3 1/5 1 2 1/3 0.0661 6 0.0056 18
P14 2 1 3 1/5 12 3 2 0.1367 3 0.0117 15
P15 3 13 1 12 2 5 3 0.1677 2 0.0143 12
P16 5 5 2 1 5 9 2 0.3787 1 0.0323 9
P17 1 2 12 1/5 1 2 12 0.0905 5 0.0077 17
P18 12 1/3 1/5 1/9 12 1 1/3 0.0396 7 0.0034 19
P19 3 12 13 12 2 3 1 0.1207 4 0.0103 16

Amax = 7.7919 CI =0.1319 IR = 1.36 CR = 0.0970 < 0.1.

B 3 IR E AT DU Y, AR AR SRR D 0.2705 FIAEA VIR I SR E B 0.6393,
BT 5 IR 0.0853 . 3R BARAR A A T A5 FIAL B PR 2 52 Ml 226 20 3 11 S L S MR IR DG Bk FE b, RIS
MR TN — € R . FEIEEUR 19 NPEFa AR PS (BRI H)AT P2 (FEHR R/ XL LR G IR
MIVEAME SRR, BCEAE 73724 0.1514, 0.1460; LUK P4 (EEIFI) . P6 (fLEL HIA)FI P1 (FR B 4L
HE, BEEN 0.1449. 0.1318. 0.0803; HARSIFM4EFRFT 5 A B EE XN

3.2. REXREKESHETE RIKE

3.2.1. [RIBFREUREOMIE
SRR (U IR/ AEETIAR) I 3 IRE R AP ME, e MR . JER ) 275 5 WO
(91RO T I E AL PR R AE (R 4),  BORLINZE SRS P 23 I BUAMEL, A DR 2
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Table 4. Scoring standards for qualitative indicators

4. EMIEFRRNTOIRE

P EX =y i
3 2 1
PR et > 1.2, Kz et > 1.1, RS iFEt 209, E

TEE B ARGER L REES SREES
HEJER O JLTFAE R T E AR

TeREAR ikt 217 b7

B =P 2! Lk

4 it A 2! KRGk

AT b7 lid G T FHIE

3.2.2. BELMIOBE

“HUARS A O SRR BB RIS 0 CAEEHE L R A CBOGBIL” ffEER, 320 A F1 AR
BRI A Rk ERER” S8 “IET AL HIHRRR, ZERRHEHE[10189 QTL E A4 R A
/I 45~50 cm FEALTHIRL 100~110 em?®) e S AAE s B AT BER AR it Pl 1) 19 MR ESHEE (R 5).
Table 5. Measurement values of traits in ideal variety and F1 generation
5. AL F RMRANEE

s Pl P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 P9 P10 P11 P12 P13 P14 P15 P16 P17 P18 P19

HARSA 3 4645 155 3 15 1045 3 3.8 38 36 245 40 3 3 185 25 18 38 3
X1 3 37 14 3 7 16225 3 45 35 399 295 52 3 3 1624 24 185 426 3
X2 2 38 10 1 7 12155 2 4 45 36 26 32 3 15372 23 19.1 444 3
X3 2 415 195 2 5 20945 2 6.1 48 433 337 63 2 2 168.63 26 215422 2
X4 3 359 92 3 4 1419 2 47 46 412 258 43 2 1 17871 34 153 503 2
X5 3 43 148 2 10 13838 2 4 34 375 34 55 3 2 13377 38 197393 1
X6 2 432 14 3 5 24583 2 & 8 569 302 46 3 3 20698 16 23 57 1
X7 3 325 32 2 9 1099 1 35 3.7 424 238 49 2 1 13598 30 20 52 3
X8 2 32 54 2 10 10252 3 38 42 356 233 31 2 1 143.64 34 152 342 2
X9 1 308 8 2 11 4574 2 37 33 414 154 28 2 1 89.03 42 128 416 2
X10 2 343 124 3 7 8471 3 41 31 39 211 46 2 3 91.14 19 128 385 1
X11 1 35 8 2 5 10534 3 39 36 458 252 42 1 1 13133 20 204 6.07 3
X12 2 353 29 3 4 13235 3 51 37 362 256 43 3 2 16666 19 17.8 443 3
X13 3 333 1 39 8821 2 34 31 296 243 35 3 2 133 24 185391 1
X14 1 338 78 3 8 9537 1 3 3 435 255 27 3 2 11222 26 173 354 2
X15 2 334 62 1 8 10439 2 34 34 346 206 39 2 1 11067 38 20.7 334 3
X16 2 453 205 3 6 23450 2 5 6.1 52 374 72 3 3 20328 23 218 56 3
X17 3 301 63 3 5 105023 2 32 32 495 248 58 3 3 17976 24 16.7 465 2
X18 1 42 85 2 6 14285 2 34 42 442 302 43 2 3 15584 27 205 445 2
X19 2 353 91 3 6 1128 2 41 31 413 27 51 3 1 11920 19 182372 2
X20 2 397 115 3 13 10392 3 28 3 33 282 56 3 3 10937 27 192 382 3
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3.23. RBXBEABHTE
BT EFaFR A BAIANE, Xt AR TEbRBEAT B AC TR, (84038 5 FEUE £, DICE KN, 3
& FHFLR R4 T 20 AN F1 AR 53R 5 R0 S 1 2K (0, 52 BE R 85 6).

Table 6. Gray correlation coefficients of traits in ideal variety and F1 generation

6. IRIE MM F RIPRE R & KB FRH

%S P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 P9 P10 P11 P12 P13 P14 P15 P16 P17 P18 P19
X1 1.000 0.847 0.920 1.000 0.678 0.759 0.771 0.625 0.555 0.612 0.757 0.716 1.000 1.000 0.748 0.618 0.753 0.628 1.000
X2 0.627 0.684 0.619 0.528 0.563 1.000 0.627 0.504 0.520 0.481 0.568 0.469 0.573 0.770 0.587 0.512 0.638 0.546 0.573
X3 0.7890.938 0.867 0.789 0.639 0.743 0.789 0.771 0.649 0.676 0.892 0.870 0.706 0.706 0.793 0.658 1.000 0.635 0.706
X4 0.702 0.614 0.560 0.702 0.481 1.000 0.581 0.502 0.492 0.497 0.528 0.500 0.534 0.432 0.610 0.588 0.483 0.567 0.432
X5 0.978 0.919 0.941 0.758 0.758 1.000 0.758 0.585 0.542 0.572 0.862 0.735 0.978 0.681 0.634 0.862 0.813 0.581 0.522
X6 0.706 0.847 0.830 0.894 0.583 0.663 0.583 0.894 0.894 0.894 0.709 0.612 0.894 0.894 0.894 0.497 1.000 0.806 0.894
X7 0.475 0.422 0.356 0.417 0.406 1.000 0.475 0.348 0.348 0.378 0.377 0.391 0.392 0.334 0.379 0.398 0.438 0.419 0.392
X8 0.734 0.745 0.607 0.734 0.734 1.000 0.734 0.560 0.574 0.538 0.611 0.532 0.662 0.511 0.648 0.746 0.582 0.518 0.662
X9 0.370 0.415 0.394 0.416 0.426 1.000 0.474 0.351 0.339 0.372 0.333 0.336 0.392 0.333 0.333 0.474 0.333 0.366 0.333
X10 0.771 0.810 0.849 1.000 0.678 0.709 1.000 0.599 0.533 0.599 0.602 0.660 0.691 1.000 0.533 0.559 0.528 0.580 1.000
X11 0.627 0.819 0.698 0.771 0.627 0.851 1.000 0.587 0.560 0.707 0.669 0.627 0.528 0.528 0.636 0.570 0.878 1.000 1.000
X12 0.771 0.824 0.580 1.000 0.605 0.846 0.771 0.668 0.566 0.564 0.676 0.635 1.000 0.691 0.766 0.559 0.716 0.651 0.528
X13 0.691 0.589 0.438 0.691 0.555 1.000 0.490 0.447 0.431 0.406 0.506 0.459 0.691 0.528 0.499 0.485 0.564 0.465 0.528
X14 0.627 0.805 0.693 1.000 0.706 0.937 0.771 0.538 0.528 0.666 0.674 0.528 1.000 0.691 0.583 0.646 0.691 0.547 1.000
X15 0.771 0.800 0.651 0.627 0.706 0.929 0.771 0.559 0.549 0.546 0.684 0.605 0.691 0.528 0.578 0.879 0.902 0.528 1.000
X16 0.771 0.978 0.821 1.000 0.651 0.669 0.771 0.660 0.747 0.845 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.973 0.605 1.000 0.867 0.691
X17 0.476 0.414 0.380 0.476 0.371 1.000 0.417 0.342 0.338 0.421 0.383 0.421 0.476 0.476 0.434 0.368 0.384 0.390 0.393
X18 0.627 0.921 0.713 0.771 0.651 0.809 0.771 0.559 0.596 0.678 0.774 0.635 0.691 1.000 0.721 0.660 0.886 0.654 0.691
X19 0.652 0.689 0.623 0.808 0.564 1.000 0.808 0.524 0.473 0.549 0.603 0.605 0.808 0.470 0.526 0.493 0.627 0.499 0.808

X20 0.728 0.829 0.765 0.929 0.837 1.000 0.929 0.508 0.508 0.508 0.690 0.717 0.929 0.929 0.551 0.628 0.749 0.552 0.929

3.2.4. 4 F1 REANF TN RFER

WRAEE 3 & AR E B R 6 IR EL, THEIMBUK GO RE . A DS ER Hr i) S
B F1 AR RIR RO, 5 BHRARL St MiGBR T o AR AR (5GP B4 20 A~ F1 AR 4 3 M54 1>0.750
N TS, A S FL AN, HRAFEIEE Bis, REERE, LasEEaE, widd— P rig 55K
BERAR SO AT S BOB S Rl r > 0.600 SAEE 15544, LA 11 A4 FILARCHERE, SRARRMAR, widt—
ATEBHIEE R EL: r < 0.600 5 I 454, LA 4> F1L UK, BAHMERMIR, (AEE
R XAFAE— 2 b, MU R SRR A, TR FEE MM R R 7).
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Table 7. Comprehensive ornamental evaluation and grading of F1 generation of Anthurium hybrids
F 7. AERRZFI REERUFTNRFR

G = AR 36 BE 4 %4
X1 0.699 10 11
X2 0.611 16 11
X3 0.628 12 11
X4 0.738 6 11
X5 0.755 5 1
X6 0.674 11 11
X7 0.837 2 I
X8 0.616 14 11
X9 0.769 4 1
X10 0.625 13 11
X11 0.563 19 1II
X12 0.584 18 1T
X13 0.700 9 11
X14 0.613 15 II
X15 0.553 20 1T
X16 0.718 8 11
X17 0.851 1 I
X18 0.588 17 111
X19 0.719 7 II
X20 0.803 3 I

4. ¥Wig

4.1. THMHERRENNFEBEX ST E

Awtsti@Es AHP #iE FIRCE S R B R, TEAPRR AR EIL 0.6442, HAIEEEH (0.1514). KK
/IN0.1460) ALELFNE(0.1449) A% O FEbR, X5 E MM H R LT T R mERE . N Z %M, 1
B H BEJUE EAR LS &2, BH B b kR RO/ (ERARME 46.45 om)IE T 5K RE S
. FHESEY S, MW REMESE TR gt OO/ Eim, HOORIEZKR, £
H % 540 T3 5 L 70%, 57155512/ T g AR 45 3R — 2

PR S A Y 0.0852, ULHALL E ML H A% LA TAEEE, A AGRAHFEIE ] ——1X 5 5 W5 9]
ghie—8, HIE e 2R T RIL, IR PR 20 SR X 2 1 DT iR R AX 8.3%. (HFRVER, A
(g HERAS (I Tom U . RGN BRI SK, ARFFTTH X17. X20 55 1 40 ks B & B,
IOUE T “HEBIALE T WA . KEOSCHES B IR WTIE S A e — RIS aT AT 5 A VN ik
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4.2. RREKRHMERMB SRR

[ERHRRT, X17 ORBEE 0.85 )AL O IR A R RIS —— A . it 84, HE ke
FEAK, &EA R AER; EHMEK KNGO cm) i/, WS HRAZE[B]WEREBERA, @i
CRISPR/Cas9 JnH PR A AHCE N (4 SD1), JE MG RHEMIEE. X7, X20 MIEEEH REO~13 1), H
X7 fEim AR 3.2 om (BRAEME 15.5 cm), B2 G0t sy, mIah & WiE sS40 70, i i
B (12~14 WA R, ST R R

X5. X9 MRS EGER L >1.2), WA BE T E(38~42 ), WafEMfe /i, N IEIIRIEAETE
SHE; {H X9 LRI AN 45.74 cm? (BEAEAE 104.5 cm?), AlEE S5 KAEEFEAG “FIHED 7 )E5L, &
RACEL R /NEIR[10]6

5. &t

AHFFCRHZIR - KEFREEDHTE, B TES 19 MEFRFIHE 258 F1 AV & MR SE A TR 4
., W EEE . RN TEEEE N ORI TR bR I IR g, TREH XS5, X7, X9,
X17. X20 3 5 /N T &g sapk, HRAEMN . 2%, (e, B&BOH Mg L. Zirmik R
AT ROR> EWRE, REAEEMITIERCR, NGS5 MRk E IRAR A
HE&mHE

TP T A T A PR A ) RHB R H ([2021]-KJ014); T P 7 2 S 4 A PR 2 =) BH R H
([2022]-KJ019).
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