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Abstract

Radix Salvia yunnanensis is a local traditional medicine in Yunnan. The concept of flowering phe-
nology, floral syndrome, breeding system and pollination biology of Radix Salvia yunnanensis were
primarily analysed in the paper. Study and observation show that the floral longevity of Salvia
yunnanensis lasts for 5 months, the floral longevity of a single flower lasts for 30~50 d; P/O ratio is
about 6509.67 and OCl is 4 or 5. The results of breeding experiment demonstrated that Radix Sal-
via yunnanensis is xenogamous and self-compatible. Agamospermy is almost nonexistent in Radix
Salvia yunnanensis.
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1. 5|8

2 (Radix Salvia yunnanensis) AJETEFHR B 5B EY) = 5 R 5 (Salvia yunnanensis C. H. Wright)
TR SR ZE 1] BP AR A EEET T2 s WIINEE2]. RAASHIRT S E 2%
7y, WHABE L B A WHETZE. BSE5E, HEA SISO REE, ThACE
AR BEILIE AL FR0 22t AREEVE AR, IR Ol R 1 242 —(3] [4]. KPS R EmMA
W7 Ik . M RIERZ R AR A, KR SRAZ A AR P2 ARSI B AR, B AR
Aot GR YR K 28510 K ITR RN TARBE MR R 250 BRIR RSk i 2 — o B TR LLE AL X
LA AE TTEDNR . BH RGSA R AT WA T, X LA SRS 34T 0 b, DAY
ZHGHIR R FIT R A S it — 5 R BB ARYE , JEAE IR T B 1. VAR R ARG EOAR S .

2. HRANTE
2.1. M8

SRR R IR B S E NG, T 2016 4F 6 H~2017 47 12 H X2 B4 i i & Y B SR 4L
BRI S AN BRI (RE 103°59'57", db4h 25°26'23" 4K 1877 m, FFHSIEN 13°C, BRIEZE
PR, AFLFEIRL N 230d A4, MW R 1080 mm)HE T REEAEK 3 4F DL E AR AT W52
W T, A A 1 2 (M B3, b e B AR R P 55 -/ NBE ev. AtropurpureaNana. 5 B2 Pinus
massoniana Lamb.. 1T Corylus heterophylla Fisch. exBess.Corylus heterop £ .

2.2. A&

2.2.1. FFEEFTERD
WML S AR R T A AR T AE % EBANEW, & 2 d gt RSB LI e, IFit
BHAAE . R, SEANMMEFHIERRE. B e R RECNY] . KA E FE T e 5% .

2.2.2. TEEBRSHHE

TP ST WA AE AR 1) 20 NMEFT, ZORGAMET 206 30 2548, BRI TE TN
%, HELIEEITHONE. ISR, &2 &3 h W K. 53080, FRWE K,
HVEACRAC TR . B A SRS SRR RN, SHEL 40 ZEIFRUIAE W EE . &, sk HAE
FRERIEE KB e IS e, DA HERS . MESS AR MK, it FOIRSE, HpEds
ETHEE ORI A B . W — ER L B IR B A

2.23. ZZH/BHE
%18 Dafni (1992)FIFRHE[6], TEWM ML IE TS ERE R MK 10 R, BR4F 3 2518, ST ERE
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S FEACAT Ry AT I = AN PP
2.2.4. ¥ - FRRELRMEE

TEM I £, BENLRIAEZ] AR R B RS G, R B e AT 2 . fESE =, M
SEMR LI 15 28 K/NEA—3, FFAEEREMIT e, B2, H 1.0 mol/L HCl ALk EE, 4.0 ff
HITE2, ARG FZRBKE R E S ml, TINHAE 60°CHIKBHF/KAR 15 min, Z¥HHE 515 FABBACTLE 1 ul
(AEND BT 2 b BN I 3 78 A SRR et e R 3 H . S Gt e T A AT, 19
SAEEE ST 5 R, WP, GBS A AR E o N0 T R, BT B
TG REREL . BRI AR Bk LU 5 55 T8 50 P BT 462 R A A 005 DA 55 R R R RS, R4
Cruden FFRHE[7]1EAT #5477 2 7

2.2.5. tE¥ELIE

218 Dafni (1992)FR (17 53T N AbEE: 1) WEX I AT rabsE, ibHETE mER, &
M ERZAE TR 2) BRI BN, (EEARMRAUSITELRES, AL, BN AR HE
e . 3) [FERRFAEALR, kB B e 2, ZEMkFE—er Lidetess, Rt
IR FAEZ RN AN, Ba FIRRAER, KINEMNSALRERM. 4) N TREFAER, 1k
PR EI I L, Z e E—1e 7 B e, HIRN THHT bk e 2 mfERr, &5
HBBRAKELRS, BNRZREFEM. 5) Ml ma 45, RS EIFRIea L, 2 EMRE-—
W E e, MRAES, (HAMITATEN. 6) KK TG : R LR ZEIF IR 2
I, 2 JaHbREI—AE T ERI R, BOMESAEHERE), KSR T2 Ak RS 7) H
AN RIS Aetekr, 2, AEL, JEEMYERSIC, EILE BTN, RIS eem st g se ) or
BRGSO, RIGH R R EERRL W T BRI, B — BN THRSHRS, ks ErkE. £
ST A, RO SR, G SRR A AR, AT T .

3. BRE S
3.1. £ iEMEL

PEEHEME R, LN SRR RS, 3 A Fa~8 A N hHAel, ¥ieih3 A
fl~4 B RAE), BN s B~7 Bda), RN T B FE~8 A NA. e e KRBT R4 30~50d,
TCHIERECN 5~8 d, [A—1EF EARFRIRAE TR A MBS 1~6 d.

3.2. AITSHHE

LIS NPT, 16 28~52 %%, WP 2R 6 58—, LJE 2~4 Jh—%, 520
HEPBL RS, R TAR SR, (67 iR B K B 163 RER, K 8.94~12.50 mm, AMEKFE,
—EK, LE=MF, FE KR EEEE, K 1528~1724 mm, FEHFHAELE, S ERE
FE, RHUEEEANESE; SN2 K, MELER, 4K 13.54~20.04 mm, ZfFKIE 6~10 mm,
FERTEK 2 5 MR, Bk 4R fEREm AN, K 30.20~33.90 mm, Sl ASHHEE 2 2.

= BRI ACHEARE . Rl e P 7], RS [ REE P, o B FHYRRRES 1 h B
% o A6 A AT LB S — 4 N TT OB 75 2 2~3 NI, R38R IT, 2 fiiRied,
eI AR RIS K A, RN, EEEANKEK, SumiZEEiR. e ZBRET, N LE
ey, Ak SRR O INR, Sk BRI E B, B2 O IA R, (HE AN
SR T LIS A B R, HESS A S HSK B INR, MESSTTIR B e fEAEA
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Figure 1. Blossom process of Salvia yunnanensis C. H. Wright

E 1. zRREEFiiz

;

3.3. ZEZIRBEP/OWHE

IS A EAR N 6.50~7.70 mm, ¥J>6 mm, 0 3; MEEEHEMEESLH, iIdh ok 1; k5
2573 1843 55, 8~ 1. OCI{H N 4 55 5, 1 Dafni (1992) IR T LA 4P S I EH RGN R,
BB EACE, ZEE BN

3.4. 8 - FEBRECROE R

e 1 0 LG R PFS R e TERRIEON 13,000~39,000 Ki, T4 26,038.53 ki, AEIEERECH 4
WMo, P38 4 ¥, 168 - IEERELAE 3250~12,000 2 [/, “F34°4 6509.67, #&# Cruden [FAr#E: P/O Ny 2.7~5.4
BHRGNMACZRE; 18.1~39.0 B H RGNL H; 31.9~396 L H RGN H; 244.7-2588 EH &
BN FAT; 2108~195,525 B E KRG NEMRAZ[7]. Kk, WUHBIELMASHEE RENEERL.

Table 1. The pollen ovule ratios of Salvia yunnanensis C. H. Wright
= 1. 578 - BEEkEE(P/O)

HE FRAETER R EL FRAER TR AR ek - IEZRLE

Repeat Pollen number per flower Ovule number per flower Pollen ovule ratio

1 20,100 4 5025

2 31,800 4 7950

3 48,000 4 12,000

4 16,400 4 4100

5 27,500 4 6875

6 39,000 4 9750

7 13,000 4 3250

8 19,000 4 4750

9 27,000 4 6750

10 13,000 4 3250

11 18,000 4 4500

12 31,000 4 7750

13 37,000 4 9250

14 27,778 4 6945

15 22,000 4 5500
T 26,038.53 4 6509.07

Average value
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3.5. {4

HI72C 2 ATV, PP SAE AARFAF N S SER T IL 100%, 10 RHEES IS RN 1.03%, H
SERT CAID FIW S 2 L AR A AR T B S, S gl R s 3 BRI E R AR 455230 0%, 1
o DL S K T LT D H I 52 00 Btk L AT E 19, I Bt P AEE 8 B SZ RO
N TREAT BRI RSB 45 R AN 66.67%, VLIS AXRZFZAMM, bk mAe BB 4 R 3N 44.79%,
WIS S 28R, AESRIR S R BT IE B U P AR B0 i, Sl ARk & th FIRR R e AR R 3
BB e A ReR A . REAEREEEREN 100%. EHEEMIREE RN 2%, WK
P12 B SRS R, R R R AT A A REORIIE B BB 45 S

Table 2. Fruit set rate of Salvia yunnanensis C. H. Wright with different pollination treatment

2. RASTRIGHAIERLE IR

Qb VISLF IS () S5 SEE (%)
Treatments Total flowers of treatment Number of fruit Fruit set rate (%)
Rogiis
CK 120 120 100
H ORI ek
A 52 0 0
Spontaneous self-pollination
.W%Eﬁﬁ:% . 84 56 66.67
Strains cross-pollination
NI RHRRAEA R
Different strains of artificial cross-pollination % 43 44.79
iR =]
SHER 97 1 1.03
Emasculation bagging
1 &
%tﬁ@ 43 100 2 2
Emasculation bag sets
LA 50 50 100

Emasculation is not bagged

4. Wig

BT aitmE, @RS R, M)A AR KR, T E MR AR SR
IR AR A SGEFAERKMAREAEK, D E SRR, JFEMSE SERe IR R, &R E &
EERIMES . REHEHYAN T EFSIEREK A S IR RIEA B RF AT . K S8
WKL 5 N2 H, HPFIE=A2 A RE RS A TR 20T, Bk, HAEKRE™
HZFNRG), 0T RSB BRSNS 2R — @M, T IER A ST, K SE
T SREUE K [ B 1463 10 S SR B DA A FE R UR AT

EEH RGEPE DA RAER 7 DA EREEZNIERM, G AR, EIR
XA —ANCL A A%, TRITIR I AR AR D s ERELERRI R SR B N B ¢ H ISR A
SEXWEFE8] [9]. P/O, OCI JE4E . FemeAl N LH2M e 25 Ab 51 45 S 22 (1 L B a6 /2 A R 2 R FH T
KB E KGR — S E BN TR ARG LT, RFHS00 OCIH{E N 4 8¢ 5, H Dafni (1992)
FRHEFIWTE ST S E T RGN R, H A REEME, Z2RFEERE LR S0 - IR
EREEA 3250~12,000, “F#4°8 6509.67, i Cruden [ARAERT LAIWT AL MR . B SNEE R NE
ACSRAN BT E AR B W S A B R A B IR SEIR 45 R, B2 PR & A
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SIS, AMFEEB AL, PR H AR, ] DA LR =N Sig g SRR R —
B, #UM TR SRR, AMEEER G A, AR, REMERE, EAEESA
S

FE v SR BRI AT T, ARA 3 B0E B RE /1 KR 2 BRSO BR H1, MDA A O R A0 2 32 B
ZRTIIIRG], FEXRE ISR T B ACRE Sy B IR SRR TC Rl A AR SO TR (1 SR B AT
HE, NI REN 66.67%, WHIRSFZ BRI, b BRI B SR INA
AT BMEERNLGREN 1.03% W RN S LA A AR OL . 28 EpTid, A+ BREAE
R N AEKK LTS ZHAT IEH I AT IR EE Aoh B ORH B Ay, e ™ W I B SR 2 1 R A
AR R A, AR RS RIS SO FIAT I BERAZ T 8T KR IR L, B A
0 B R [, SIS N TREGERZ BT EY, Fril, KNS TR LB AL
AT, RAT IR A e R L BRI Ao 2 T3 IO 75 5K

ELmEB
LA E TR A S0 H (2016ZDX280).
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